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O Brian Cox and the BBC

E Petition by the Astrological Associat
Britain (AA) to the BBC for a fair repr
of astrology

O Wikipedia’s astrology pages

H Attempts by astrologers to edit the as
pages on Wikipedia

O Astrology Page




O Wonders of the Solar System
BBC TV programme, 28t March 20
‘Astrology is rubbish’

Complaint by AA asking for a balanced
representation of astrology

Standard reply from the BBC

O ‘His comments were his own, n
BBC and were based on his be
isn't sufficient evidence to sur
We recognise not everyone
but this was a view he w

E AA complained again an




O Huw Wheldon Lecture
2nd December 2010

Huw Wheldon was a former president o
Television Society (RTS)

Lecture by RTS each year
Broadcast by BBC

O The BBC asked me for a stateme
“l apologise to the Astrology comm
making myself clear. I should h
New Age drivel is underminin
our civilization.’ ‘

‘There are potential proble
assuming a totally ne
such as this.’




O Stargazing Live

BBC TV programme, 3 January 20 1

Along with comedian Dara O’Briain

‘In the interests of balance on the BBC
astrology is nonsense’

Factually incorrect comments
AA received complaints from membse

Petition to the BBC objecting to t
misrepresentation of astrology

Members informed

Thread opened on AA Bl
webmaster




O Online petition on AA website

® ‘The Association will be reguesting tha
make a public apology and a statement
not support the personal views of Profes
Cox or Dara O'Briain on the subject of astrolog
also request that the BBC will commit t
fair and balanced representation of astr
aired in the future.’

O 1800 electronic signatures

O 1300 false signatures at time of peti
O’Briain on Twitter
O eMail confirmation
Abuse and ridicule

Threats




O Arguments against astrology

O Abuse
M For example from ‘ccman’

O ‘They called astrology rubish beca
rubish you fucking reatards. I hop
of you have kids. We don't need
additions of the fucking moron g
gene pool. THank you and have ¢

PS the BBC and Cox et al. are
asses off at you dumbcun

E Cyber-attack




O The Lay Scientist, Martin Robbins
W ‘Astrologers Angered by the Stars’

O ‘On the second sentence at least I think we c:
love to see the BBC give a fair and balanced re
astrology. In fact sod it, let's extend that to all

Such a representation would depict astr
gglguduscience with no real basis in evidence tha

ng ridiculed in the Dark s, and note that afl
of yuﬁars astrologers still can’t produce statisticall
results.

It would observe that any apparent successe
probably owe more to the use of cold-read
convenient vagueness, and the exploitatio
quirks like confirmation bias or the Forer eff
amazement at the continued ability of the

to lift hundreds of millions of euros, poun

the pockets of customers each year.’ «

‘Should we debunk astrologers more respe 1
750 comments posted on blog by Guardi
More than 90% opposed to astrol




O Wonders of the Universe
E March 2011

E No mention of astrology

B ‘Regarding the petition, one cannot be s
my feeling is that we have been heard
BBC and, although they are unlikely
or make any promises, [ suspect their
programming policy has drawn a lin
being against gratuitous attacks o
We cannot trumpet success, but t

O Roy Gillett, President of




O AA Blog
Astrology is nonsense (no explanation

It has not been scientifically proven

It's on a par with religion, homeopathy
acupuncture, chiropractic |

Celestial bodies cannot have a direct}
on individuals on Earth

Astrologers are frauds who are m
sums of money from vulnerable f

o

horoscopes calculated be




O Guardian Blog

Astrology is rubbish and calling it so 1s a fair
balanced

If it's not scientific then it must be rubbish
It should not have the same protection as religion

Astrology is designed to separate people from thei
is used when people need a comfort blanlket

You cannot divide the population of the world int
There is no evidence for it

Astrology is rubbish because the effect of the grav
planets in the solar system is minuscule

Astrology is not just rubbish, it is dangerous be
people believe it and it influences their lives
‘Astrologers leave their "predictions” intention:
good reason’ .
' Astrology, as religion, is for those who
on their own two feet and face an unkn
'‘pretend’' one can be put in the place

can't understand is why they 'bu
the future (immediate or long
freedom to pretend abso




O Wikipedia describes itself as follo

B ‘Wikipedia is a free, collaboratively ed
multilingual Internet encyclopaedia sup
the non-profit Wikimedia Foundation. I
articles (over 3.9 million in English alo
written collaboratively by volunteers aro
world. Almost all of its articles can be e
anyone with access to the site, and it h
100,000 regularly active contributors. .
2012, there are editions of Wikipedia i
languages. It has become the largest ¢
popular general reference work on t

O It has an estimated 365 million :
worldwide.

O http:/ /en.wikipedia. org/
 (accessed 6/7/20 12)




Editing should be from a neutral p
No original research

Verifiability and reliable sources
Build consensus to resolve disputes
No personal attacks

No legal threats

Editors who engage in edit wars &
blocked

A limit of three reverts to a s
~ hour period |




O Each page on Wikipedia has an a:
Talk page

O On the Talk page, discussions abo
content take place

O This is where content is to be agreed
CONSENnsus




Wikipedia’s own concerns

® ‘Although the policies of Wikipedia stro
verifiability and a neutral point of view,
leveled at Wikipedia include allegations a
quality of writing, inaccurate or inconsi
information, and explicit content. Variou
(includin Wales and Jonathan Zittrain)
expressed concern over possible (intentio
unintentional) biases. These allegations
addressed by various Wikipedia policies.’

Jimmy Wales (Jumbo or Jimbo) is on
founders of Wikipedia

E Jonathan Zittrain is a professor
at Harvard

O http://en.wikipedia. org/w1k1
(accessed 6/7/2012)




O The Story So Far

At the beginning of 2011 some astrol
to improve the content of the astrolo;

Conlflict with other Wikipedia editors

Accusations of bias and improper refer

Attempts by the astrologers to be remed

Further complaints when astrologic:
were used

Frequent removal of content ads
astrologers -

Numerous heated debate
accused of edit warring




O ‘Astrology is a pseudoscience, and &
not taken seriously by the academic «
scientific communities. Some scientifi
of astrology has been conducted, and 1
evidence has been found to support eif

premises or purported effects outlined
astrological tradition. Furthermore, th
proposed mechanism of action by wh
positions and motions of stars and p:
could affect people and events on E
does not contradict well understoc
aspects of biology and physics’

O http://en.wikipedia.org/




‘Astrology is a pseudoscience that has
effectiveness in controlled studies and has no sci
specific predictions from astrologers were
experimental procedures in the Carlson test,
falsified.’

In a lecture in 2001, Stephen Hawkin stated stated "]
scientists don't believe in astrology is because it is not
our theories that have been tested by experiment.”

‘Astrophysicist Neil deGrasse Tyson said that "astrology
600 years ago with the birth of modern science. 'To te
you are contributing to the fundamental knowleéige
electorate is astonishing in this, the 21st century'.
about knowing how to think, 'And part of knowin
knowing how the laws of nature shape the world ar
that knowledge, without that capacity to think, you ca
a victim of people who seek to take advantage of you
the Astrological Institute to which Tyson's criticis:
responded "[t's quite obvious that he hasn't studied

‘In 1953, sociologist Theodor W. Adorno con
astrology column of a Los Angeles newspa
examining mass culture in capitalist society
astrology was a large-scale manifestation
where individuals were subtly being I

the column was addressing them dire

and vague generalizations.’ |

http: / /en.wikipedia.org/wiki/



O By a process known as self-attri 3
been shown in numerous st
individuals with knowledge of astro

compatible with their star sign. Thf
heightened when the individuals w
the personality description was be
discuss astrology. Individuals wh
familiar with astrology had no such




O ‘Testing the validity of astrology
because there is no consensus
astrologers as to what astrology is
can predict. Most professional astrolog
paid to predict the future or describe

personality and life, but most horosc
make vague untestable statements
almost apply to any individual.
avoid making verifiable predictions :
rely on making vague statements ]




O ‘Astrology has been criticized
provide a physical mechanism th
movements of celestial bodie
purported effects on human behavi

‘Astrologers for their part prefer not t
to explain astrology, and Iinstead
supernatural explanations such as
or synchronicity. Others have
conventional causal agents such as
magnetism within an intricate web o
fields and resonances in 1
Scientists  dismiss magnetism
implausible explanation, since
field of a large but distant
Jupiter is far smaller than °
ordinary household
measured from earth’




Astrologers were unable to
existence of Neptune. It was
universal law of gravitation that did

Pluto is no longer a planet

New celestial bodies have been discov

O Astrologers have only a small kno

astronomy and often do not take in
the precession of the equinoxes. T.
tropical zodiac to avoid the probl
reference to the Age of Aquarius

Some of the practices o
contested on theological gro
Muslim astronomers |




B ‘Ob_]ectlons to Astrology: A statement
scientists’

The Humanist, September/October 1975,
PP 4-6.

‘Those who wish to believe in astrology shouls
there is no scientific foundation for its tenets

It is simply a mistake to imagine that the force

stars and planets at the moment of birth can
shape our futures’

In these uncertain times many long for
having guidance in making decisions. They
believe in a destiny predetermined b astral
their control. However, we must all fa

must realize that our futures lie in ours
the stars’

It should be apparent that those indi
to have faith in astrology do so in s
there is no verified scientific
indeed that there is strong evi




‘The most renowned’ of the tests of astrol

Shawn Carlson — a physics undergrad
University of California at Berkeley

‘A double-blind test of astrology’ published i

He attempts to conduct an experiment tha
'would meet the tight specifications of
scientific and astrological communities.*

Claims that it was designed with the help
statisticians and astrologers.

70% of the subjects were college s
University of California. Two had

work of the devil and refused
they called 'an experimental tes!




O Charts of volunteers were constructed by
interpreted. Each subject attempted to select
chart interpretation from a group consisting of h
two other interpretations chosen at random
group. The subjects made first and second ch
asked to rate each interpretation between 1-1

highest.

0 Random would mean a correct choice one-third
Astrologers predicted half or more.

W Part?2

O The participating astrolo%ers were separa
chart of a random subject and a C

g:ar]y (CPI). Carlson calls this a 'respec
I

Inven e i
personality traits’. They were also given
at random from the group. The as
choose two CPIs (first and second
personalities closest to the person

y also rated each CPI
highest) as to how closely its
personality matched the perso
the natal chart.

Random would mean
Astrologers predicted




O Results
M Partl

O The subjects choices were consistent
so were their choices of CPl. CPI score
the astrological interpretations. The
may have been due to a denial of some ¢
or not knowing themselves. He accepts
applies to the astrological interpretations

O Therefore he concludes he cannot rul
astrological hypothesis.

W Part2

O The astrologers choices were consiste
They could not score above one-third.

O Despite the results of Part 1 and
results of Part 2, Carlson states,

'We are now in a positio
strong case against natal
reputable astrologers’,

'The experiment
hypothesis'




O Criticisms (1)

® Professor Hans Eysenck

O 'The scales of the CPI are essentis
and subjective. They were not chose
statistical techniques, such as facto

It is important that scores on
interpreted by a competent psychologi

M He noted the absence of
advisors in the test

O ‘Critique of “A double-blind test o

H ‘At the time of his death, Eyse
psychologv.st most frequentl




O Criticisms (2)

M Joseph Vidmar

1,

2
3.

S
6
7.
8
9

CPI Test

Gender

Astrologers dropping out
Complaints by astrologers
Letters to astrologers
Subjects?

Astrologers?

Incorrect charts

Standard Deviation 2.5

10. Article was not peer

W Correlation, Vol. 26(1)




O Criticisms (3)
W Suitbert Ertel
CPI Scales
Gender of the subjects

Did not include the type of information ne
astrologers

Should have used pair comparisons
Insufficient dissimilarities between the

A misleading account of the role ast

Ertel’s conclusion was that the d
the conclusions unjustified

Journal of Scientific Explorati
137,




O Criticisms (4)
H Robert Curry

O Discusses Ertel’s findings

O Carlson replied to Ertel's findings in 2009

'A scientist never figures out how to an
after the fact with all the data in view

the expenmenter s hopes. apparently
done just that.'

Curry states that this remark seem h
Carlson and his associates appear t
that.

He added that Ertel had done wha:
originally set out to do.

- W Correlation, Vol. 27 (2), J




‘Across several centuries of testing, the
astrology have never been more accurat
expected by chance alone/ One approa
testing astrology quantitatively is thr
experiment he most renowned of these
Carlson’s double-blind chart matching test
he challenged 28 astrologers to match over
charts to psychological profiles generate
California Psychological Inventory (CPI)
experimental protocol used in Carlson's
agreed to by a group of Physicists and Astro
to the actual experiment itself. When C
was published in Nature in 1985, his

that predictions based on natal ast
better than chance, and that the testin

the astro]logical hypothesis”’

xpenment




Initially, the Carlson experiment was criticized
design that made the astrologers' tasks more
needed to be, but deeper flaws in method an
Carlson had disregarded his own stated crit
grouped data into irrelevant categories, reject
results without reporting them, and drew an 1illogi
based on the null ypothesis.[S][él][Eﬂ When
measurement criterion was applied, and the pu
was evaluated according to the normal convention
sciences, the two tests performed by the
astrologers provided significant evidence (astrolog:
test: p = .004 with ES = .15, and astrologers' rati
.037 with ES = .10), despite the unfair design, of t
successfully match CPIs to natal chartsﬁi‘rl] Ob
called for more detailed and stringent
experiments.[3]

0 Meessa [1980). "Critique of the Carloon sty 4 et 0

2. Eysenck (1986). Eysenck's assessment was to find: "The concl
data".

3. McRitchie, Ken (August 2011). "Support for astrology from the
experiment” . International Astrologer 40 (2): 33-38

4. Ertel, Suitbert (2009). "Appraisal of Shawn Carlson’s Renc
Scientific Exploration 23 (2): 125-137. "The design of
fairness its mode of analysis .

ored common norms - of statistics”,
. Vidmar, Joseph (2008). "A Comprehensive

Carrelation 26 (1)



I've added my 2¢ on the noticeboard. Disagree with Daniel J. Leivi
article unilaterally and without discussion. SLP (talk) 23:24, 26 Septe:

See WP:BRD. --Daniel 23:29, 26 September 2011 (UTC)

WP:BRD is a suggestion for a problem where "too many people ar
endlessly, and no progress can be made”. Not the situation here. WP
referenced material is never removed without appropriate talk-page dlﬂ
involved editors. -- Zac A talk! 23:48, 26 September 2011 {(UTC) ‘

Then try WP:BOLD. The idea that | should have to clear ediis on the

anathema of what Wikipedia is. —Daniel 23:54, 26 September 2011 (UTC)

Not when it involves substantiated content. And please take the trouble to
the box above, which all editors here have laboured under: "Since the n:
has been deemed controversial, all contributors are asked to please re
policy No Personal Attacks (WP:NPA) and to abide by consensus
important to discuss substantial changes here before makmg th
citations when adding information.”

- None of the material is substantiated. All of the sources cited a
according to WP:RS. Consensus cannot frump core paolicy. Do
27 September 2011 (UTC)

Agreed that none of those references are reliable, and th
Yobol (talk) 01:17, 27 September 2011 (UTC)

Most of the sources in the section "Gauquelin's reseal
igh. Yobol (talk) 01:28, 27 September 2011

eed. I've deleted that section, too. Doml



Correlation is not a reliable source beca
articles about astrology

Any journal that contains articles about as
fringe and cannot be used to criticise main

journals

One editor’s view was disregarded because
astrologer and therefore biased.

No sceptic was disregarded for being a scept

An astrologer brought the Correlation dis
attention of Jimmy Wales

E In reply to a post by the Correlation edit
‘Based on reading this, I can say wi
that I do not consider Correlation
for Wikipedia.’

Jimbo Wales, 18t October




Astrology is a pseudoscience

Scientific tests have been conducted and no «
been found to support astrological claims

There is no mechanism of action to explain ho
positions and motions of the stars and planets cou
l:)eople and events on Earth, that does not contra

s of physics

Stephen Hawking, Neil deGrasse Tyson and The
Adorno have spoken against it

Cognitive bias ‘
No census among astrologers about what astrc
Astrologers make vague untestable statem

Astrologers were unable to predict the cxts
Neptune.
Pluto is no longer a planet

New celestial bodies have been discovere
Astrologers have only a small knowledg
often do not take mto account the prece

equinoxes. They use the tropical z
problem and make reference to

Some of the practices of ast:
theological grounds by ‘




AA Blog

Guardian Blog

Wikipedia
Who is to blame?

M Brian Cox — Huw Wheldon lecture ->

N Education

O ‘Europeans, Science and Tech
(2005)

O The Role of Astronomy in




O The Internet and Democracy

M Everyone has a voice
M Blogs

O ‘Astrology is rubbish’
N Wikipedia

O Arguments online

O Contested space

‘Wikipedia is **the*™ resource a

elsewhere, but all of you kn
or not, you all use Wikipedia
resource. So does the rest «




