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THE RISE OF UNREASON     by    S L Rao

The common educated man seems to be more liberal and with more common sense than many scientists, communists, intellectuals and such-like people. In a recent Internet survey conducted by a website, the respondents were asked whether astrology should be taught in universities. A good majority responded that it should. 

There has been a lot of brouhaha ever since the University Grants Commission announced its decision to fund the teaching of astrology in Colleges. The arguments have ranged from apparent dispassionate ‘scientific’ reasoning to abuse. An eminent scientist was against teaching astrology. It was largely mumbo-jumbo, which relates the positions of stars and planets to forecast events that are to happen in the future. The causality of one with the other has never been proven. Different astrologers might come to different conclusions from the same astronomical observations. So one ‘cause’, (even if accepted as such), does not always give the same result. All this is absolutely correct. But astrology is not a science like the natural sciences that follow such rules. 

To the best of my knowledge there has never been a well-planned series of research projects into astrology. Has a series of identical observations led to consistent predictions? If not, can the discrepancies be explained and then become part of the knowledge for future predictions? If it were to be established that the predictions followed a purely random pattern in relation to identical observations, those of us who do not believe in it would be justifiably pleased at our good sense. If astrology were taught in colleges, the chances are that such research projects will be undertaken and we could then demonstrate the irrationality of believing in astrology. However, that may not prevent people from flocking to astrologers.

People go to astrologers, palmists, numerologists, phrenologists, necromancers, tarot card readers and many others who claim the ability to divine the future. Everyone would like to know his or her future. Except in science fiction in which there is time travel and people can see themselves and their descendants down into the future, there is no means to do so. Astrology and similar arts fill this gap.   

Two comparable examples may be relevant. There is no ‘scientific’ proof for the existence of something called ‘god’. Yet there are many religions, philosophers, saints, monks, gurus, and others who offer ways by which to approach or reach or immerse oneself in this ‘god’. There is probably no university in the world that does not teach one or more religions. There has not been a similar outcry against such teaching.

Another example is that of the teaching of medicine. Any practitioner will admit that many times, he has no diagnosis, or whether and how a particular medication will act to control or cure a disease. The knowledge about disease and its treatment is still evolving. A part of all medical practice is still based on faith. But no one seriously doubts that allopathy, homeopathy, ayurveda, unani, acupuncture, acupressure and the like, must be taught in colleges and universities.

 The sharing and the codification of experiences is the basis for building knowledge, and that is what a college education does for the student. It enables new entrants to avoid taking paths that have been earlier investigated and discarded because they did not fully answer the question or in favour of ones that did so in a better way.

Ultimately, there is the economic argument. There is a demand for the predictions that are offered by astrologers. This demand is unlikely to diminish so long as there is no other way of predicting the future. Therefore astrologers might as well be trained so that they use such techniques as have been established, and to prevent untrained amateurs from pretending to knowledge and fooling their clients. Making it a subject for study will also begin to codify it, and develop consistency in its predictions.

Reason requires that we approach all issues with open minds, and not condemn someone else’s idea or belief just because we do not share it. It is a pity that it is such apparently ‘reasoning’ people who have built a hate campaign against the teaching of astrology and also against those who initiated the idea. (720)             

