
   Chapter 110 – THE '7-10 META-EGO'

♀ REFLECTIONS: Pt.2 – '10' & INTROVERTED EX-SPIRITUALITY
Before we look at specific '7-10' interactions, such as Libra on the M.C.,  let's 

'♀ reflect', in a more general way, on the 10th archetype & the '7-8-9-10' sequence...
From the traditional astrological perspective (before Uranus & Neptune were 

discovered), '10' had negative connotations e.g. delays, limits, isolation. This sense of 
the “negative” would be significantly “neutralized” with psychological astrology. Liz 
Greene's “Saturn: a New Look at An Old Devil” explains why an experience of delay 
& isolation is (if not “+ve”, then) “neutral” if the experiencer is able to see that life is 
about forging an authentic individuality that, first, requires him/her to “construct” a 
boundary against the collective supra/unconscious. '10 Saturn' is not “individuality” 
(definitely not “individuation”), per se, but it is the “shadowy” companion who plays 
cocoanuts in “Monty Python & the Holy Grail”, and points out to the individualizing 
Solar king that Camelot “is only a (collective) model”. Meanwhile...

From the biologist's/evolutionist's perspective, '10' points to the “run” corner 
of the “run–hunt–mate” triangle. Then again, because (i) '10' is the earthy corner of 
the “fire-earth-air-water-('9-10-11-12')” square & (ii) earth is inert, “running” tends 
to morph into “holding the fort” (even if the fort “is only a model”). This is the point 
where '7-8-9' provide key input i.e. a solid experience of the 3rd quadrant will inform 
the individual that running/fort-holding loses meaning when the next generation has 
generated a solid sense of hunting & mating... something that occurs between '4' and 
'7' but not prior. Hence, FA views '10' as having a 'use–by' date i.e. '4'. When growth 
reaches '4', not only is '10' not needed but there is also a base for '5'. Astronomically, 
we can say that, because Saturn takes (a minimum of) 14½years to cycle from '10' to 
'4' (e.g. from Capricorn to Cancer), the “next generation” will require the parents to 
hold the fort for (a minimum of) 29yrs for both to achieve a basis for '5'. In this way, 
we begin to see why Saturn retains relevance even when it transits the hemisphere of 
“transformation” of the “ego” i.e. the right ('5-6-7-8') hemisphere. Nonetheless...

In Freudian terms, '10' links to the “superego”. If this voice is remains louder 
than the “ego” beyond the abovementioned 'use–by' date, “ego development” will be 
undermined. Freud realized that the “superego” operated in two directions, (i) to the 
outer world creatures that “hunt” Homo sapiens more effectively than Homo sapiens 
“hunts” them, and (ii) to the largely “unconscious” inner-world creatures of the “id” 
that “hunt” the breast, the mother behind the breast (if, in Kleinian terms, mother is 
seen as a witholder of the breast), the nuclear family romance behind the mother, the 
clan behind the nuclear family, the tribe behind the clan, the nation-state beyond the 
tribe. Why is '(ii)' largely “unconscious”? Answer: because, at some point, a growing 
infant realizes that “biting the hand that feeds” is “masochistic (±suicidal)” and, as a 
result, the infant, frightened that s/he's “hunting” him/herself, “represses”. Can '(ii)' 
be extended into the philosophical-religious arena? Freud would have said “no”, but 
Plato & Descartes would have said, “don't jump to conclusions”. Therefore...  

In Jungian terms, the 10th archetype is the “introverted-sensation” archetype. 
In other words, '10' is even more paradoxical than the “extraverted-intuition” of the 
1st archetype. Whereas in '9', there is a healthy 'Cartesian-dyadic' interest in further-
inner(=outer) worlds, a Zeusian religious authority would claim that, until decisively 



proven otherwise, a '10-ed' individual is unable to unravel paradoxes and, therefore, 
she needs to be protected by a '(fort/womb)-temple' because, without one, the risk of 
succumbing to the “inflation” of “gnosis” is too great. This idea can be depicted with 
the schema first presented in 'Ch.109'...

   

… in more other words, in addition to having “belief”, the Church would also 
want its follower to have enough “faith” to obey the “Commandments” during times 
when 1st personal, uncentred “peaks” render “belief” toxic. In astrological words, we 
are all '9 transcendental' failures and, in this sense, we are all “sinners” carrying our 
(respective) '10 karmic' loads... from (& with) which we are 'f/Falling' into '2 matter' 
once more. “Spiritual ascent” is “delayed” until we tap '4' (if not Cancer, then the 4th 

house) and, in doing so, give '5' & beyond its base. Hence the subtitle for this section. 
We have, of course, made the point that the Church is 'right' to take its stance 

against puffed, toxic “(pseudo)-gnoses” 98% of the time, but what are we to '9 intuit' 
when the '10 Church' itself is also hypocritical-unfaithful? Answer: use Christ's anti-
clockwise mastery of the “City of God” (i.e. the Zodiac) as the 'prism' through which 
we might anti-clockwisely master our “city of man” (i.e. house system). Still...

To '9 intuit' on '10', we do well to go back 4,000yrs and recall (the One) God's 
'10 command' to Abraham to relocate his clan from (what is now) Eastern Turkey to 
(what is now) the Eastern Mediterranean coast. At some point between 2,000BC and 
1000BC, a drought in Canaan forced a large group of His Monotheists to re-relocate, 
this time in (what is now) Egypt. Although the Judaic God was far more interested in 
the survival of His “chosen” than any god of a polytheist (e.g. Zeus) might have been 
in his, His interest had conditions... and, so, He would charge Moses with the Task of 
making His conditional nature clear. The various 'punishments' that were dished out 
during the 1st Millennium BC would be the grist for Judaic reform mills, both within 
(e.g. esoteric Judaism) and without (e.g. Christianity). Christ's sympathy toward the 
hypocrisies of Judaic men-in-the-street was proportionate to h/His antipathy toward 
Judaic men-in-positions-of-power (e.g. h/His Jerusalem Temple 'tantrum'). But...

Within a few centuries, Christianity was succumbing to the exoteric trap that 
had snared Judaism before the sacking of Jerusalem in 70AD i.e. obedience, over the 
longer haul, fares no better than disobedience. In Jung-speak: obedience, having cast 
its “shadow”, disobedience, “projects” its “shadow” onto a “hook” and, soon, sets off 
on its inquisitional road. This brings us to the Bible's synoptic irony i.e. “Revelation” 
(har, har) reveals that Christianity is-(was) not able to solve the puzzles that were set 
out by “Isaiah”, “Jeremiah”, “Hosea”, “Ezekiel”,  “Daniel”++. So, let's return to...
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LIBRA on the M.C. (again)
Now that we have rounded out our context – our 'Volumes 3, 4, 5' (ascendant, 

I.C., descendant) – we're now better placed to explain why FA's 'Volume 2' survey of 
the '10 superego' was written & posted prior to 'Volume 3''s survey of the '1 ig'...

In FA's view, astrological consultation (or, indeed, any consultation that has a 
sense of an 'authority' dispensing information) tends to put consultees in a defensive 
posture. Or, to put it in Kleinian words: although the 'consultee' has a “good breast” 
attitude to receiving an-(other) interpretation of his/her horoscope (via use of his/her 
ascendant, Mars, conjunctions...), the 'consultee' will, somewhere in the background, 
also hold a “bad breast” attitude to the possibility of hearing something that may not 
be very digestible. This background can be sourced (i) in general, to the 4th quadrant 
(+the 4th quadrant archetypes), & (ii) in particular, to the M.C. (+the 10th archetype). 
Although the consultant may not rush to interpret the 4th quadrant during a reading, 
FA takes the view that consultants do well to at least 'silently register' the consultee's 
4th quadrant before s/he begins his/her interpretation. And, yes, the larger fraction of 
my readings begin with me pointing out, (i) the meaning of my consultee's ascendant 
while, (ii) keeping (err...) mum about the M.C. '10 parent' (usually, the mother) until 
my client begins to volunteer information about her (or, occasionally, him). 

Such “silent registry” can be additionally helpful in cases where the consultee 
doesn't display the qualities of his/her (just-calculated) ascendant i.e. rather than tell 
the consultee that s/he might be mistaken about his/her birth time, it may be the case 
that the consultee is operating 'out of' his/her 4th quadrant. In such cases, FA-ers can 
say that the consultant then needs to consider the degree to which s/he is becoming a 
“(projection)-screen” for his/her 'consultee's' I.C. (i.e. in addition to him/her already 
becoming a “(projection) screen” for his/her consultee's descendant). If the consultee 
gets up and angrily leaves the reading, this would most likely be an expression of the 
“inert identity” within the 'consultant–consultee interaction' i.e. both consultant and 
consultee are operating 'out of' their (respective) 4th quadrants and, as a result, there 
is little more than a mutual “projection (=rejection)” of their mutual “4-(5-6) id”... 

An angry departure from a horoscopic interpretation is more likely for Libra 
on the M.C. than for the other M.C.s because the “shared 4th quadrant substance” of 
the 'consultant' and 'consultee' will be “projecting” down-to Aries on the I.C. (so far, 
at least, as the 'consultee' goes). An Arien “id” doesn't like to lose, and the consultant 
needs to “silently register” that the consultee is “un-(sub)-consciously” trying for the 
“fair  fight” whenever a '4 family romance' is pushing “up”. The great paradox of 
Libra on the M.C. is that, when there is a defensive posture, there is a taste of “truth, 
justice and the American way” but, psychologically, it is nothing more than “holding 
the (it's only a model) fort” until '10-7' can work out how to deal with that '4-1' oldie 
mouldy cliché, “all is fair in  love &  war”.          

One of the more interesting paradoxes that emerges from Freud's description 
of the superego is that it appears as if it resides 'above' the ego (e.g. a prime minister 
setting the laws for the adult population) yet, on closer inspection, most of it is found 
to reside 'below' the ego (e.g. an infant who 'stands over' his/her younger sibling) i.e. 
the superego has both a “conscious” and an “unconscious” expression (see our mini–
essay on Fritz Lang). The Libran M.C. individual could, before holding a position of 
authority, self-realize enough 'grandparent' to 'balance' the 'adult ego' that has been 



built up within his/her right hemisphere against the remaining part of his/her 'infant 
ig' that looms in the upcoming left hemisphere. 

The trouble is, however, that most Libra on the M.C.-ers will occupy the most 
famil(y)iar seat of authority – parenthood – long before they even get an inkling that 
there is more to one's inner tyrant than meets one's inner eye. For example, we could 
view post-1945 U.S.A. (if not Libra on the M.C. then, at least, Saturn in Libra) being 
a kind of teenage mother needing to 'raise' a world where the teenage father has run 
off and the grandparents have rejected Freud's view that the ego is not the master of 
its own house. As a result, any FA-er who enters stage left and talks of the superego's 
'use-by' date would have to be described as pissing into the wind...

Nonetheless, we can't stop ourselves from noting that the 'other' sign ruled by 
Venus (i.e. Taurus) is often placed on the cusp of the 'use-by' house (i.e. the 5th house) 
and, therefore, the parent, whether a teenager or a 30-something, can be encouraged 
to pay special attention to the 'f/Fall' of the M.C.-ruler, Venus, down-through his/her 
left hemisphere... as it 'f/Falls', of course, it affords the '7-10-er' chances to '7 reflect' 
upon some of his/her other interactions...

 As Venus transits the 11th house, those who have Scorpio on the cusp have the 
chance to reflect on the '8 intensity' that comes when they get involved with “groups, 
(false) hopes & wishes”. They may also have the patience to see what FA is driving at 
when we link '11' to the “matriarchal animus” (note that FA alters Erich Neumann's 
term, the “maternal uncle”, because we are just as keen to differentiate the maternal 
out of the matriarchal as Erich was the paternal). This transit also provides a chance 
to (re)-balance the 'senior citizen' aspect of '11' with the 'air gestation/womb' aspect.

 As Venus rolls through the 12th house, those who have Sagittarius on the cusp 
have the chance to reflect on the '9 meaning' that avails itself when the time comes to 
spend some time in “hospitals and prisons”. They may also be able to '7 reflect' upon 
the link between “self undoing” and “impersonal karma”... and the need, thereupon, 
to make the most of the boundary–making lower hemisphere. They may also be able 
to 'get' why FA-ers link '12' to the “matriarchal anima” (FA '9 expands' upon Jung's 
view that women (not just men) have “animas” to a woman's anima is hidden within 
her “shadow”) in addition to the links to the amniotic phase of pregnancy.

As Venus (re)-births into the 1st house, those who have a Capricorn ascendant 
might be able to see why they resonate with the “regressive” pull of their Libra M.C. 
and, as a result, why this pull needs to be '7-balanced' by a “progressive” draw from 
the 2nd, 3rd, 4th and/or 5th houses. Those with Aquarius on their ascendant can see that 
Venus, now being halfway between its two rulers, is in a place where '7 balances' can 
be achieved. They might be able to '7 reflect' on what FA is driving at when we point 
out that the “phallus-nipple” '1 mother' can be a 'balancer' between the 4th quadrant 
matriarchal and the 1st quadrant maternal. 

A significant fraction of Libra-on-the-M.C.-ers, of course, have Sagittarius on 
the ascendant... the chances for (re)-balancing in these cases aren't as straightfoward 
because (i) Libra is only two signs from Sagittarius and five signs from Taurus, & (ii) 
Taurus is elementally opposed to Sagittarius. In turn, the abovementioned Taurus on 
(near) the 5th house may not be as attractive to potential “sublimators” as it might be 
for others who have Capricorn rising. As a case in point, we will re-examine...



EXAMPLE 110A

 One of the main reasons that we are doing a “Pt.II” here is that, in “Pt.I”, we 
hadn't made enough of the M.C. ruler placed in the other Venus ruled sign, Taurus... 
a placement that many 'traditional' astrologers might interpret as follows: “parental 
authority brings an interest in '7 things' (e.g. aesthetics) that have every opportunity 
to be refined in the 6th house”. To such a 'traditional' interpretation, the FA-er would 
add, “when Venus transits the 12th house in Scorpio, we can hope that the opposition 
to the natal placement would assist the “self-undoing/self-development” balance”. In 
turn something  valuable in the realm of '7 aesthetics' may be the result...

There is a small-ish group of directors who have directed a handful (or more) 
“must see movies”. There is a large-ish group of directors who belong to the “one hit 
wonder” category. Tarkovsky belongs in another category... in addition to his classic, 
“Solaris” (1972; “Russia's answer to “2001: A Space Odyssey””), Andrei would place 
himself in the “two hit wonder” category with “Andrei Rubyov” (1965). Although we 
have sympathy for critics who put this film in the same 'as exciting as watching paint 
dry' group as Stanely Kubrick's “Barry Lyndon” (another period epic), we could say 
that this was Tarkovsky's point i.e. allowing the paint to dry is one way to stay out of 
the corrupted, Demiurge dominated world... the title character being a reclusive icon 
painter of the 15thC (actually, he winds up less reclusive than he had first hoped)...

“Andrei Rubyov” was made as the ruler of Andrei's ascendant, Jupiter, came 
into its once/12yrs conjunction with the M.C.-ruler, Venus (& Saturn would conjunct 
Andrei's natal Piscean Moon). The film begins in plain '9 Jupiter' mode with a monk 
attempting to 'transcend' the earth via a balloon flight. As it comes to an end, Andrei 
emphasizes the 9th archetypal nature of this attempt with his cut to a falling horse. In 
the next scene, we see Andrei's namesake, “Andrei Rubyov” (Anatole Solonitisin), as 
part of a trio of icon-painter-monks getting caught in a rainstorm and finding refuge 
in a barn... at the cost of being the butt of a few of jokes told by “God's fool”. One of 
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the monks, “Kirill” (Ivan Lapikov), is unimpressed enough by the folly that he takes 
on the Capricornian mantle and arranges for the fool to be taken away by the police. 
This action sets up the opposition between Andrei and Kirill i.e. Andrei doesn't want 
to get involved in '10 authoritarian' action and, so, he doesn't feature in the film that 
bears his name until the action moves 'down' to '12'. Before that, Kirill introduces us 
to “Theopanes, the Greek (philosopher)” (Nikolai Sergeyev), whom is wily enough to 
annoy Kirill into '11 rebellion'. Kirill shows his disconnection from '12 feeling' by his 
act of killing a dog.

Indeed, Tarkovsky's audience has to wait for over 30 minutes before the story 
moves to its '12-ish' title character (“Andrei's Passion”). It is horoscopically edifying 
to see this scene flip back and forth from '3' to '12' – note Tarkovsky's Piscean Moon 
in the 3rd house – as Andrei accuses his '3 brother' of dishonesty but then confesses to 
Theophanes his struggles over the meaning of the '12-1 Crucifixion' depicted toward 
the end of winter by Tarkovsky... in order, presumably, that we are clear that Andrei 
is “regressively” phantasying from his spring-time “Garden of Eden” (complete with 
a serpent). Andrei informs Theophanes that he is working under the assumption that 
the Crucifixion was God's reconciliation with man. Man's reconciliation with God is, 
of course, another matter entirely... FA, for example, sees it in terms of summer-into-
autumn, as depicted in the final scene of “Andrei Rubyov”, “Bell”.

Unsurprisingly, between “Andrei's Passion” & “Bell”, Tarkovsky inserts a set 
of scenes that point to the natural world and the gap between Christians and pagans. 
In “Feast” we have another edifying expression of Andrei's own crucifixion in spring 
into summer – note Tarkovsky's Sun in '1 springtime' Aries placed on his '4 mid-day 
I.C.' – and, then, Andrei's release from crucifixion by lusty-busty '2 maiden'... whom 
reveals the natural-ness of sexuality to unimpressed Andrei. This is followed by “The 
Day of Judgement” and “Raid”, subplots that, unsurprisingly (again), emphasize the 
theme of (i) warring '3 brothers' & (ii) the “narcissistic sadism” of the 1st quadrant. 

Freud's point about Homo sapiens mating instinct being “wrapped up inside” 
his hunting instinct is something that Andrei can't see. As a result, Andrei undergoes 
an “enantiodromia” i.e. in “Feast” he, once again, withdraws from '10 authoritarian' 
action as a pagan woman swims away from (probable) friends-of-the-inquisition, but 
he can't help himself when a Christian woman is about to be raped by a marauder in 
league with the Tartars i.e. Andrei breaks the 6th commandment. Having “saved” the 
woman, Andrei decides to stop painting and take a vow of silence. He then decides to 
look after the “saved” woman, as a sister, so that his faithless act will remain present 
in his mind but, had he been alive, Freud would have insisted that “repression” has a 
way of “returning”. It is no surprise, then, to see the repressive Tartars “return” and 
claim the woman as a wife... and, to add insult to injury, the woman goes willingly.

It is obvious now that Andrei needs as much “salvation” as the woman whom 
he had “saved”. As a result, he winds up in silent observation of “Boris” a boy whom 
had been orphaned by the plague. He seems now to have broken through some of his 
“pseudo-conscious” attitude and recognized that the boy is a “projection” of his own 
(Solar) '5 talent'. We know that the boy is '5 talented' because he succeeds in making 
the “Bell” despite the fact that his father died before spoon-feeding his son the secret 
of bell-making. “Sublimation” is the yellow brick road to God.



VENUS IN CAPRICORN
In the opening section of this chapter, we discussed '10' from the perspectives 

of (i) biology-instinct (ii) Freud & (iii) Jung. To these, we can add (iv) FA's biological 
Freudian view that '10' is the first (of the three) 'narcissistic-masochistic' archetypes 
i.e. (as Jung would say it) a “complexio oppositorum”. Given that Venus is interested 
in balancing opposites, however complex the opposites may be, we realize that Venus 
placed-in/passing-through '10-11-12' could be very helpful. We could even claim that 
Venus in Capricorn is 'better' than Sun in Capricorn insofar as the former is 'better' 
able to hold opposites apart (instead of cooking opposites together) to, thereby, allow 
a visualizer to gain a good 'focus'. Before we cook any conclusions, however, we need 
to review the complexities that spring out of the mythology...   

(As an aside, let's note that Mercury placed-in/passing-through '10-11-12' can 
be even more useful because “narcissism” and “masochism” occupy a large chunk of 
psychology's Babel i.e. many who link “narcissism” to “selfishness” will, in turn, link 
“masochism” to “unselfishness”... and, as a result, they will reject FA's combo). 

In our “Ch. 109: Venus in Sagittarius” section, we considered the relationship 
between Aphrodite & Zeus. In doing so, we pointed out that Chronos took a decisive 
part in the generation of Aphrodite i.e. in castrating '11 Ouranos', Chronos fertilized 
the '12 sea' with '11 Ouranos'' seed. Before we go singing Venus-parenting praises of 
'father-11' and 'mother-12' however, we remind ourselves that 'son-10''s castrational 
act also generated the dreaded “Furies”... and, with Zeus' “regressive” overthrowing 
of Chronos, Aphrodite would subsequently take up residence with Zeus in his '9(ish) 
Olympus'. In other words, Aphrodite-Venus might be the ruler of '2' and '7' but, like 
the (Judeo)-Christian God, She would have impulses to visit Her signs through semi-
divine representatives i.e. through (not a God-man, but) a Goddess-woman, Psyche.

We can use the term “semi–divine” (“Goddess–woman”) because, in the myth 
of Eros & Psyche, we discover that Psyche's tangible beauty is so astounding that the 
Greek humans are preferring to worship her over Aphrodite. Furious (“furies”) that 
her temples are emptying, Aphrodite, in a fit of jealousy that would impress Yahweh, 
threatens Psyche's father with disaster... and, to ward it off, Psyche's father takes her 
to a lonely mountain whereupon she could be pricked by Eros' arrow... this would, in 
turn, lead her to accept a dragon-monster for a spouse. (Fans of “Titanic” will recall, 
here, that “Rose”'s mother – not her father – is threatened with disaster... the gender 
of the human parent may not have to be the bigger deal).

Rather than being 'crucified' in a dragon-monster-marriage, however, Psyche 
is 'saved' because Eros accidentally-on-purpose (i.e. a classic “Freudian slip”) pricks 
himself and falls in love with Psyche enough to enter a “conditional” marriage (these 
days, we would call these, “marriages with a pre-nup”). “Conditional” marriages, of 
course, never work because there are things about them that are “repressed” (rather 
than “sublimated”) and, as a result, they don't grow. In the myth, the “repression” is 
symbolized by Eros' '10 order-structure' that Psyche isn't allowed to see Eros during 
the Solar day... or, in FA-speak, Eros' “condition” is that Psyche needs to hold fast to 
the 4th quadrant night and not peer behind Eros' '1 dawn-mask' into the '(2)-3-4-5-6-
7 Venusian' ego–growing day. In other words, and in light of the detail that Psyche is 
carried to her marital chamber upon an east wind, FA takes her to be a human bride 
“passively identified” with (“inflated” by) the extra-human '11/12 archetypal realm'. 



As the cocoanut-banging companion might say it in a draft sequel to “Monty Python 
and the Holy Grail”, “your marriage is only a collective model”.

Then again, Psyche does possess a '1 desire' to know the (psychological) truth 
of her situation... after her sisters cajole her that Eros is a monster no less monstrous 
than the monster from which Eros 'saved' her, she brings a kind of artificial day into 
the marital–chamber (i.e. an oil lamp) so that she can learn for herself. Like Parsifal, 
Psyche makes the mistake of seeing Eros' '2 beauty' instead of his '10 beast' and, as a 
result, she grabs him as he flies back to mummy-Aphrodite (the oil from the oil lamp 
had burned him on the shoulder). Psyche's grip is faulty, however, and she falls back 
down onto the '10 mountainside'... Eros carries on back to '9 Olympus'.  

Those who have (natal) Venus in Capricorn (e.g. 'confession time' again: moi) 
need to confront and answer the paradox: how does one go about 'balancing' beauty 
against ugliness? As Psyche-Eros mytholgy explains it, it is achieved by surmounting 
a number of “tasks” that point to the lower-daytime hemisphere & the night-evening 
hemisphere. In other words, it is achieved via observance of the Venus' cycle through 
the zodiac–(horoscope). Although (god)-Eros is be able to clockwisely “regress” from 
Capricorn-to-Sagittarius with Zeus-ish impunity, (human)-Psyche needs to tread the 
'10 karmic' path through the lower and right hemispheres before she gets the chance 
to join in with the '9 Olympus-ians' and contemplate '7-8-9 erotic-masochism'.

OK, so which aspects deserve the most attention? Although sextiles are “soft” 
(i.e. easy to masticate-digest) aspects, we FA-ers don't take much stock in the waxing 
sextile to Pisces because we have yet to kick clear of 'narcissistic masochism'. Things 
get clearer when Venus rolls another 60º along to its waxing trine because, in Taurus, 
Venus has (i) now arrived (to, at least, one of its) home(s), & (ii) because 'narcissistic-
sadism' is a lot less paradoxical than 'narcissistic masochism', '2-(7) reflections' back 
to natal Venus will help to (if not resolve, then) identify the paradox. Those who have 
read a lot of Freud will know that his discussion of the “sadistic-anal” developmental 
phase is much easier to follow than his discussion of “masochism”. When Venus rolls 
through to its opposition (i.e. in Cancer), the incest questions of 'erotic-sadism' begin 
to make better sense and prepare for a new zodiac cycle of questions...

One of the more elementary questions that we had posed in our discussions of 
the Moon (see: 'Vol.4') went as follows: does the Moon placed in a discomforting sign 
symbolize a discomforted Moon or a discomforting sign made more comfortable? A: 
don't answer until the context (e.g. Lunar aspects; Lunar 'biography' as revealed via 
its anti-clockwise “progression”) has been examined. When we are ready for another 
run through the signs of the treacherous 4th quadrant, we can ask a similar question: 
does Venus placed in Capricorn-(Aquarius/Pisces) symbolize an uglified Venus or an 
ugly sign made less ugly by the presence of Venus? 

When we recall that '10 Chronos' castrates '11 Ouranos' to set a “regression” 
through the upper hemisphere (along with the above-mentioned fertilization & birth 
of Aphrodite and the Furies), the transit of Venus could be characterized as a way of 
cooling off '10' to the point that '10 Chronos' decides to use '11 Ouranos'' testicles as 
vines that help him to swing over '12' (like Tarzan & the crocodiles) to '2 land' safely 
on '2 Taurus'. In other words, Psyche can be worshipped in such a way that may not 
be so annoying to Furious Aphrodite. To what extent might this image apply to(?)...



EXAMPLE 110B 

Having discussed Andrei Tarkovky's films more than once, we are now aware 
of our obligation to look at Russia's (or, at least, the U.S.S.R.'s) most celebrated film-
maker. Indeed, Eisenstein was the maker of (if not the most, then, at least, one of the 
most) celebrated set pieces in cinema history... having enacted their mutiny upon the 
“Battleship Potemkin”, the mutineers are received by the commoners at Odessa and, 
in turn, the Tsar gets his chance to enact a retribution on the Odessa steps. A baby in 
a pram rolling freely down these steps is the indelible image that is closely studied by 
all film undergraduates. This scene also deserves close study by FA-ers because there 
might not be a better depiction of the 4th quadrant in all of cinema i.e. the gun-toting 
Tsarists standing atop the '10 steps' shooting down into the '11-12 chaos'. The link of 
'10' to Jung's “shadow” reveals itself with the shooters' shadows being a carpet upon 
which a bereaved mother is shot. Through this, Eisenstein points out that grief is one 
way to overcome fear... but not a consequential way. We see the consequential way at 
the film's climax i.e. just as Freud speculated about Homo sapiens' primate ancestry, 
Sergei depicts the sudden realization that “we are all brothers/comrades”.

The issue that is not addressed in “Battleship Potemkin”, however, is that this 
sudden realization can't occur in isolation... depth psychological law reminds us that 
there will be a reaction in the (both individual & collective) unconscious. We have no 
“Battleship Potemkin II” that might have had something to say about it. Eisenstein's 
0º Aries chart tells why, at least, he may not have wanted to make a sequel i.e. he had 
no personal natal planets in lower hemispheric signs (like everyone else of his era, he 
did have collective Neptune and Pluto in Gemini). 

As you, dear reader, can see depicted in our horoscopic sketch above, Sergei's 
Neptune-Pluto is natally opposed by Saturn-Uranus in Sagittarius. You don't have to 
be Einstein to know that, bereft of deeply mature parenting, Eisenstein would not be 
able to “integrate” this aspect. This doesn't mean that he would not have made some 
steps toward “integration” during times in his life when the “integrating planet”, the 
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Sun, was “progressing” through the degrees of the opposition. And, indeed, when his 
Sun had “progressed” through Pisces far enough to arrive at a square-(90º) aspect to 
his Saturn-Pluto, he would create “Alexander Nevsky” (1938), a movie that has gone 
down in history as one of the most “synchronistic” of all time i.e. it was all about the 
need for Russia to repel imperialistic invaders from Germany. 

Sergei's antipathy to Christianity (or, at least, to the hypocritical abuse of the 
original “we are all brothers/comrades” message) comes to the fore in both films e.g. 
the priest who 'plays dead' during the “Battleship Potemkin” mutiny; earlier he taps 
a sharp edged crucifix into his palm as the Potemkin's execution squad is taking aim 
at its condemned sailors... thus, we are unsurprised that the 'Christ' of the Potemkin 
is no God-man but a fully human sailor who, having been shot in the back, falls from 
the ship onto a winch to be, thereupon, 'crucified' in a tree of roping over the sea...an 
image that satisfyingly reflects Sergei's 1924 Venus-to-conjunct-Sun “progression” at 
29º of Aquarius i.e. not yet in Piscean waters.

Now, at this point, dear reader, you may be wondering why we are focused on 
the “progression” of Venus-Sun rather than on the transit of Saturn (or on one of the 
'gassy' planets). Longstanding readers are well aware that we draw our answer from 
Greek mythology i.e. Saturn's castration of Uranus can be taken in terms of Saturn's 
transit to Uranus (because Sergei's natal Uranus conjuncts his natal Saturn, this was 
a significant player in his 1927 Saturn return) and/or in terms of Saturn's transit out 
of Capricorn across–(down) into Aquarius (or, can also be taken in terms of Saturn's 
transit out of the 10th house across-down to the 11th house... as was pointed out in our 
mini-essay on G.W. Bush), whereas the Sun's and/or Venus' transit to Uranus and/or 
through Aquarius won't tend to be so 'castrational'. Hence, there is a chance that the 
Sun and/or Venus might be able to use Uranus testicles as vines (see the discussion at 
the conclusion of our Venus in Capricorn section) and, in turn, to leap down-into the 
lower hemisphere. The problem with the Venus-Sun “progression” (from Capricorn-
Aquarius to Taurus), of course, is that it doesn't enter Taurus until very near the end 
of one's lifetime. And, so, what Sergei might gain on the swings of Venus and the Sun 
he stands to lose on the roundabouts of Venus and the Sun. This is why we encourage 
our clients to focus on their yearly transits... someplace below the steps of Odessa lies 
the brute fact of an individual's conscience being invisible to all except the individual 
him/herself e.g. Plato's “Good”, to be so, often needs to appear “bad” to the mob.

This month (February) of this year (2017) is a month-year of Venus switching 
from anterograde to retrograde in Aries. In other words it won't enter Taurus before 
the Sun enters Taurus. In more other words, it is a month-year when we need to take 
care with the Icarus-Christ issue of melting and/or being nailed before Venus has the 
chance to provide its valuable feminine input. To be sure, Venus will occupy Aries for 
a couple of weeks before it tracks back into Pisces but we FA-ers contend that Venus 
only reveals its deeper '2 value' after it enters the first of its two homes. Prior to that, 
we are at risk of becoming Eisensteins i.e. assuming that there is a “political solution 
to our troubled evolution ♫”.

Two months from 'now', on the 28th of April 2017, Venus transits 0º  for the 
3rd (and, in 2017, for the last) time. It will be a good time to look at the Christ-Psyche 
parallel e.g. “Aphrodite, why has Thou forsaken my search for Eros?”




