
        (Vol.5) PART V: THE META-(PRE)-EGO II – 'infantile' Venus

From MASOCHISM & NARCISSISM to SADISM & EROTISM
For the FA-er, the zodiac-horoscope's “eastern ('10-11-12-1-2-3')” hemisphere 

is the 'narcissistic' hemisphere; also, the shift across the spring-equinox-ascendant is 
the shift from–(to) 'narcissistic masochism' to–(from) 'narcissistic sadism'. This shift 
has links to the philosophy of time, an issue raised in the following films...

In George Roy Hill's (Kurt Vonnegut's) “Slaughterhouse Five”, the un-heroic 
hero, “Billy Pilgrim” (Michael Sacks), has become “unstuck in time”. In turn, he can 
visit “Tralfamadore” and, later, his own death... and return from them so that he can 
teach his daughter and son-in-law that “on Tralfamadore, you learn that the world is 
just a collection of moments all strung together in beautiful random order... if we are 
going to survive it is up to us to concentrate on the good moments & ignore the bad”. 
In short, Billy preaches for a “closed universe” (i.e. the future is set) according to the 
lawful, large-scale, Einsteinian, '11-12' equations that tell us that space = time. It is a 
philosophy of time that invokes Buddhism and, therefore, we aren't surprised to find 
that Billy is a pacifist trying to ignore “Slaughterhouse (WW) '1-2-3/-4' V” so that he 
can focus on '12 Tralfamadore', a '12 womb' shielded from the cyanide of reality and 
furnished with all of mummy's umbilical-mammary comforts. Meanwhile...

In Doug Liman's “Edge of Tomorrow”, mother is anything but comforting. In 
order to defeat another remorseless alien power-mother. Hollywood's new Sigourney 
Weaver, “Full Metal Bitch Rita” (Emily Blunt), in the spirit of Aphrodite-Eros, sends 
her 'son', “(soul) Cage” (Tom Cruise) into a series of “open universes” (i.e. the future 
is not set) according to the paradoxical, small-scale, Heisenberg-ian, '1-2-3' principle 
that admits the possibility that acts of (free) 'will' can change the future. As the story 
unfolds, however, Rita begins to morph into Psyche insofar as she accompanies Cage 
on his earthly journey and, 'romantically', winds up confessing her middle name...

More conventionally 'Venus-romantic', of course, is the film that was made at 
the 1993 halfway-point between the above two. In Harold Ramis' “Groundhog Day”, 
the un-heroic hero, “Phil Connors” (Bill Murray), suffering a narcissistic personality 
disorder, has to re-live the same '11-12' “closed universe” day until he can '1-2-3-4-5' 
“open” it with '5-6-7-8 love' as an act of (free) '5 will' (as M. Scott Peck writes it, not 
with umbilical “feeling”). In short, '12' needs to be entered anti-clockwisely, from '7' 
rather than clockwisely, from '2'. Everything Venusian has dichotomy built in, so...

* * * * *
When astronomers and astrologers think about the “precession of equinoxes” 

they are also thinking about the “encroachments of Aries” e.g. as the “Age of Pisces” 
indicates the clockwising of the spring equinox from Aries into the sign of the Fishes, 
it also (as it were, “subconsciously”) indicates the anti-clockwising of (tropical) Aries 
into (constellational) Taurus. Just as matter and anti-matter (i.e. matter that is found 
on the other side of the universe) could be called anti-matter and matter on the other 
side of the universe, so could astronomers & astrologers re-name the “Age of Pisces” 
the “Age of Taurus” if they preferred “encroachment” to “precession”.

If we were to extend this re-orientation into the upcoming “Age of Aquarius”, 
we could also, if we were 'Aries-encroachment' inclined, think about it as an “Age of 
Gemini”. If, however, we recall that both Aquarius and Gemini are ('narcissistic') air 



signs, FA's distinction appears, at first, to be not worth making. But, if we also recall 
that Gemini has a big hand in the hero's journey from 'narcissistic' Taurus to 'erotic' 
Libra (despite the fact that, of itself, Gemini is 'narcissistic'), we begin to understand 
why FA's distinction is worth making, especially when our attention is turning to the 
transit of Venus through (Aries)-Taurus-Gemini-Cancer-(Leo-Libra). 

A closely related issue to “the precession of equinoxes” is (what FA dubs) “the 
precession of planets” that occurs through the horoscope i.e. as the ascendant carves 
its anti-clockwise path through the horoscope–zodiac every day, we face the fact that 
the planets (& the Sun/Moon) are simultaneously clockwising through the horoscope 
anti-clockwising through the zodiac. For Freudastrology, this calls up the distinction 
between (what we dub) the “24-hour psyche vs. the year psyche” e.g. a large fraction 
of humanity, out of necessity, can only care about “just getting through the day”. We 
admit this necessity, but for those who have the foresight to depth psychologize...

One of the wiser aspects of “Groundhog Day”'s psychology is the time needed 
to get to know Venus-ian compatibility with another human being… an aspect that is 
even more obvious in Andie McDowell's other famous rom.com “Four Weddings and 
a Funeral” (across four seasons). At the first wedding, the lovers achieve union in the 
clockwising–horoscopic Venus duration of (less than) a day... but it is not until Venus 
has anti-clockwised through the zodiac that the lovers are able to realize their deeper 
compatibility (not so deep, however, that cynics can't see trouble ahead). As M. Scott 
Peck writes it, romantic love is a “trick” that is generated by the genes (that produce 
oxytocin) to make sure that lovers hang around for a few menstrual cycles so that, in 
turn, pregnant mothers can be supported... until, say, the 'village matriarchs' (or, the 
“nanny state”) take over the raising of the child. However...

As we shall emphasize in upcoming articles, genuine (not pseudo-) patriarchy 
requires a “transformation” of Venus as it departs its (Piscean)-Taurean 'narcissism' 
and enters its Libran-(Scorpionic) right hemispheric 'erotism' (see 'Vol.5:Pt.VI').
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Chapter 113 – THE '7-1 INTERACTION'

♀ REFLECTIONS: Pt.5 – '1' & THE OUTER-(outward) “SPIRIT”  
Before we discuss some specific '7-1 interactions' such as Libra straddling the 

ascendant (scroll down), it is worth our readers' while to, in a general way, '♀reflect' 
on the 1st archetype; and the 'flip' from '12 intro-(con)-version' to '1 extraversion'...

As it was/is for '10', the traditional astrological perspective sees '1' (especially 
Mars) in negative terms e.g. selfish desire, anger, war. Psychological astrologers such 
as Liz Greene & Howard Sasportas have been able to “neutralize” this “negative” in 
their book, “The Inner Planets”, wherein we can read that '1-Mars' can be employed 
as a stepping stone on the way to authentic individuation. Of itself, '1' is a symbol for 
mere initiative... it is only when '1' enters into its interactions with another archetype 
(especially '10', '11' & '(8)–12'), that it begins to look toward “(Luke, don't give into) 
the Dark Side”. Whilever '1' is able to fix its gaze anti-clockwisely toward '5' – Mars, 
after all, cycles the Sun and not Saturn-Uranus-Neptune-Pluto – it will be able to use 
'2' & '3-(4)' as stepping stones and not get bogged down in its 'narcissistic sadism'.

From the philosophical perspective, God is the only One Who can be satisfied 
with '1'. If, by contrast, a human tried to conquer (±annihilate) the '2 antithesis', the 
'3 synthesis' and/or the '4 pre-quintessence', s/he would be trying to “play God” and, 
in turn, s/he would be inviting punishment. For example, the human who insists that 
“everything is free will” is inviting punishment for “hubris” until s/he can gain some 
insight into “fate (=necessity)”, “chance” and “destiny” i.e. “teleological” integration 
(i.e. 1-2-3-4 → 5) is more 'human' than is “reductive” integration (i.e. 4-3-2→ 1) and, 
in turn, it can take a '5 creative' attitude to the 4 corners of epistemology...

For those who aren't happy with our use of the word “God”, the obvious port 
of philosophical call is the father of “systematic doubt”, Rene Descartes. He featured 
in our familiar diagram of 'Chapters 109-112' but, here, we need to re-draw it thus...

  

… in other words, because 
“systematic doubt” is a denizen of '3 thinking', we can't, as yet, draw in a 1st 
personal, pre-egoic 'space' within which a Cartesian might converse with his/her 
demon. Instead, '1' inspires a human to “reduce” the '(further) inner' world so that 
s/he can, as philosophers say it, be “positivist” towards the outer world. It is worth 
noting, however, that the '(further) inner' world is able to leak into the outer world 
via collective thinking/feeling “rationalizations”.

From the biologist's/evolutionist's perspective, '1' relates to the “hunt” corner 
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of the “hunt–run–mate” triangle. As the fiery corner of this triangle, the FA-er needs 
to extend this relation into the definition of life i.e. prior to '2 metabolism', life would 
need to have a sense of '1 self–recognition' so that it won't eat its own tail. Of course, 
if there is no sense of '1' needing to develop to “quintessential” '5', the organism may 
be inclined to eat not only other members of its species but also other members of its 
own family (beginning with '10-11-12-1-2 mother', then '3 siblings, then '4 father')...

This brings us to what FA takes to be the most critical biological fact of Homo 
sapiens: we are “premature apes” (foetal chimps look like newborn humans). This is 
what biologists dub “neoteny” i.e. we need our mothers to look after us as if we were 
still in the womb. What Homo sapiens gains on the swings of having the larger brain, 
it loses on the roundabouts of its newborn dependency... but not so much that it loses 
more than it gains; that's how evolution works. In astrological words, whether or not 
we spot '1' interacting with other archetypes in a horoscope, human evolution has, in 
any case, created a generic '1-(10)-11/12 overlap(=interaction)' in all horoscopes...

This understanding is behind the (… errr) evolution of depth psychology. For 
Freud, the '1/oral-2/anal-3/phallic' phases were played down & the '4/Oedipal' phase 
was played up. For Klein, the generic '(10)/11/12-1 interaction' led to a redescription 
of Freud's “oral phase” (i.e. the phallic-nipple-breast-mother that the baby seeks for 
both self–recognition and metabolic sustenance) as the “paranoid–schizoid position” 
and, in turn, it was played up. In other words, before dealing with the “erotic” issues 
around the '4 family romance', the analyst might have to do some work on the '1-2-3 
narcissism' that would figuratively 'eat' (rather than 'relate' to) its family. You don't, 
of course, have to be Einstein-Klein to know that this isn't easy. How many Kleinians 
does it take to change a '1 light bulb'?

Now, although both Freud and Klein were hinting at 'gestational psychology', 
the fact remains that it belongs more to the Jungian perspective. For Freudastrology, 
of course, post-Jungians such as Erich Neumann and Michael Fordham have played 
a critical role in the path to a Freud-Jung “integration” that, in turn, has allowed FA 
to develop from '9-10-11-12 Jung' to '1-2-3-4 Freud' e.g. Neumann's “centroversion” 
('5-6-7-8') has provided the “diametric position”, from which we are able to describe 
the overlapping of '11-12 introversion' & '1-2 extraversion'. (In 'Ch.115' we will look 
at '9 introversion''s diametric view of '3 extraversion'). One day, we hope to find out 
the truth about which is more analytically difficult... trying to tell the analysand that 
s/he is 'gestational' or trying to tell the analysand that s/he is 'infantile'? A: whatever 
the case, the psychoanalyst needs to find a way to help the analysand tell him/herself 
that s/he is both. Freud called it “midwifery”. Meanwhile...

From our '7 diametric' vantage point, we notice that, paradoxically, '1' brings 
up a duality i.e. if '0' is given status as a “number”, then '1' is the second “number”!! 
This duality may not have been a big deal during the “Age of Aries”, from 2,000BCE 
to 1BCE, but, as we saw over the kufuffle around 2000CE vs. 2001CE, the beginning 
of the 1st millennium 'created' this “numerological” debate. (Recall, here, our earlier 
discussion re: the “Age of 0-Pisces” could just as well have been called the “Age of 2-
Taurus”). This debate has traction in depth psychology insofar as any desire in '1' to 
be “spiritual” also brings up a duality: (i) 'rising back' (“regressing”) from '2', or (ii) 
jumping over '2' into '3' (from where a jump to '9' could be enacted). This “rejection 
of the Feminine” may, one day, be called the “Pope Benedict Syndrome”. 



LIBRA ON THE ASCENDANT (again)
Having discussed this version of the '7-1 interaction' in our 'Vol.3' (you might 

add that we tacitly discussed this '7-1 interaction' in our 'Vol.5' essay on Aries on the 
descendant), it may be redundant of us to do so again. Because, however, the concept 
of the Freudastrological 'ig' is novel and difficult to digest (especially for devotees of 
Freud who don't care to expand his superego-ego-id trinity), we have every reason to 
return to the paradoxes that appear when the sign of the (thinking) ego straddles the 
cusp of the intuitive 'ig'. So... 

Although the 'ig' has some derogatory connotations, it is sill possble to view it 
as a goal worth 'achieving'. For example, Van Helsing's 'achievement' is his exposure 
of Dracula to the morning-ascendantal sunlight. And, when we recount our view that 
the basic-zodiacal 'heroic' achievement is the journey from Aries to Libra, we realize 
that there is something 'Van Helsing–ish' about Libra on the ascendant. The sucking 
of blood draws a Freudian parallel to the sucking of milk... Dracula needs to feed off 
another's bood-spirit because he is unable to procure his own; the newborn baby has 
to feed off its mother because it has no way to procure its own. Self-recognition is not 
something that is automatic in Homo sapiens as it is for other organisms...

For asexual organisms (e.g. bacteria reproduce via mitotic, 1-2-4-8... cloning), 
the 1st archetype instills a straightforward sense of self-recognition (i.e. after cloning, 
the split bacteria don't eat each other). For 'simpler' sexual organisms (e.g. some fish 
fertilize eggs without a sexual intercourse or a womb), the 1st archetype can still instil 
self-recognition without too much fuss. For the 'not-so simple' sexual organisms (e.g. 
cats and dogs, birds and bees), the 1st archetype threatens to lose its '1-ish' status (i.e. 
an offspring's self-recognition, prior to being weaned, may need to subordinate itself 
to 2nd place... mother's '1 self-recognition' serves survival more than her offspring's); 
For, say, 'complex' sexual organisms (e.g. Homo sapiens), the abovementioned loss of 
'1-ish' status is now more than a threat... indeed, there is a sense that, because 'birth' 
is the outcome of '7 marriage', '8 sexual intercourse' and '9-10-11-12 gestation', '1' is 
more '7-ish' than it is '1-ish'! OK, maybe this sense is going too far, but a reader who 
has Libra on his/her ascendant is likely to 'get' what we are driving at here...

Longstanding readers may recall our explanation as to why “4 Corners of the 
Cosmos” presents the 10th house-superego ('Vol.2') prior to the 1st house-self ('Vol.3') 
i.e. the Narcissus myth tells us that a mother can prevent her child from gaining even 
the most basic level of self-recognition (upon seeing his reflection in a pool, Narcissus 
believes that it is someone else) and, so, when astrological clients 'complain' that they 
don't “bracket” the world according to the signs on their (respective) ascendants, we 
don't go immediately assuming that their birth-times are wrong... rather, we wonder 
the extent to which they could be operating out of their (respective) 4th quadrants. To 
this, no doubt, some readers may 'counter-complain', “why, then, not roll back to the 
7th house-ego and make that 'Vol.2'? After all, when, say, the Libra-on-the-ascendant 
individual waits for his/her Aries-ish partner to provide the get-up-and-go, is this not 
a case of a Libra-ascendanter operating from his/her (if “projected”) 3rd quadrant?”

To this counter-complaint, the FA-er would reply: not necessarily, if the Libra 
on-the-ascendant individual equivocates for a while before assenting to his/her Aries 
ascendant partner's get up and go, we would have to say that s/he is operating out of 



his/her ascendant after all. Even if this '7-1-er' is not aware his/her '7 equivocations', 
we could still assume that s/he is operating out of at least the earlier degrees of Libra 
i.e. that part of the Scales that are sitting 'behind' (in the anti-clockwise sense, 'prior 
to') the ascendant and, therefore, the part that operates “unconsciously”.  

In my own experience of Libran ascendant analysands, however, I have yet to 
encounter a '7-1-er' who was unaware of his/her fence-sitter outlook. As noted in our 
Aries-on-the-descendant discussion, I use the 1st archetypal libido that is “projected” 
onto me to carry things in an anti-clockwise direction... at least as far as the 3rd house 
(most often, Sagittarius on the cusp), wherein I intend to clarify the words and terms 
that s/he is using to explain his/her inner life. My intention is worthwhile because, as 
noted in that prior essay, the individual with Libra on his/her ascendant would have 
experienced his/her '4 father/family-romance' in a '--–remote' way that could 
have been so remote that s/he doesn't see any point in reviewing it and, as experience 
has clarified for me, the best way to 'advance' this '7-1-er''s '1 fence-sitter' attitude is 
to draw things into the (–philosophy attuned?) 3rd house and focus on the meaning 
of particular words... after all, this is the “talking cure”.

It makes sense, of course, that the opportune time for agreements (or, at least, 
agreements to disagree) about how to mutually define words/terms is when the chart 
ruler, Venus, is dropping from the ascendant down through the 3rd house... and, to be 
'7 fair', we realize that it is not '7 fair' to insist that the individual who is “identified” 
with his/her '7 ig' is “a narcissist” i.e. from the zodiacal point of view, Libra is one of 
the “erotic” signs. Then again, no analyst would ever accuse even an Aries-ascendant 
analysand of being “a narcissist”... analysis is never about applying labels or making 
diagnoses; it is always about finding out what the “narcissistic” aspects of the psyche 
do (what the “erotic” aspects of the psyche do) when they are in a particular context. 
Given the right contextual “trigger”, anyone of us would become “mad as hell...” (or, 
at least, “mad as Sarah Palin”; in earlier essays, we explained that animus-possessed 
Sarah operates mostly out of her 11th house).

At this point, it is worth noting that this essay is being written in the mid-(20) 
teenies i.e. in the mid-decade that features Saturn in Sagittarius ready to charge into 
Capricorn, where it will form a conjunction with Pluto already transiting Capricorn. 
For the individual with Libra on the ascendant, this means that the relationship with 
the (sibling)-father/family-of-origin-romance deserves some attention, irrespective of 
where in the horoscope we see chart-ruling Venus or the Sun. The trouble with Libra 
on the ascendant, however, is that there is always a '1 desire' to be fair-minded about 
that which can never be fair. (Unless, of course, the individual takes the view that we 
'7 choose' our parents when our souls are floating about in the pleroma... and, in this 
sense, we '7 choose' the way that our parents will treat us during the seemingly fated 
infant-developmental phase of dependency on them). Indeed, the philosophical turns 
that avail themselves in (at the least, near) the 3rd house might lead this '7-1-er' to go 
easy on his/her parents and generate a picture that is not “true”. (So, hopefully, dear 
would-be Freudastrologer, you can now see why it's worth agreeing on how to define 
the words “fair” and “true” during that autumnal time when Venus and the Sun are 
rolling through your analysand's 3rd house). If the analysand has the good fortune of 
a natal Venus in the lower hemisphere, it is '7 fair' to assume that s/he will be willing 
to investigate the paradoxes of a 'remote' father/family-of-origin. Our case in point...



EXAMPLE 113A

With natal Saturn in the 10th house (e.g. Hitler, Napoleon), it would be easy to 
assume that the director of the finest (if you will) “mockumentary” ever made, “This 
is Spinal Tap” (1984), would have a reputation as a megaphone tyrant. To assume so, 
however, we would also need to confirm that Rob's motivation for directing had spilt 
out of his relationship with his mother. But, upon noticing (i) what Rob's actors have 
to say about him and (ii) that Saturn would transit his I.C. when he was directing his 
most notable movies, we get the sense that Rob's motivation to direct has spilt out of 
his relationship with his father. This is especially unsurprising when we note that his 
father, Carl Reiner, was a film director. (Perhaps we do get a sniff of Rob's Saturn in 
the 10th house with his 1990 adaptation of “Misery”, a movie that echoes Hitchcock's 
1960 “Psycho”; and, with the mother-wife of cancer suffering “Carter” in his Saturn 
return movie, “The Bucket List”). Rob's directing career began with Saturn heading 
towards his I.C.... “This is Spinal Tap” was made with Saturn rolling through his 2nd 
house (and rolling across natal Jupiter) and with hedonistic, instinctual, heavy-metal 
drummers spontanously combusting all over the place. 

Before transiting his (Joseph Campbell-ian, “father atonement”) I.C., Saturn, 
of course, would spend a couple of years transiting his 'sibling almost-atonement' 3rd 

house. We have not typed 'full-atonement' with regard to the sibling because the airy 
nature of the 3rd house is 'de-integrative', whereas atonement's 'at-one-ment' invokes 
'integration'. Longstanding readers will recall, however, that the atonement with the 
I.C.-father is less an 'integration' and more a 'passive identification' that emphasizes 
the fact that the hero is still in “Act II” i.e. the hero's atonement with father is a kind 
of 'boat' inside which he 'sails' the 4th house (e.g. the tarot deck's “6 of Swords”) and, 
therefore, can complete his liberation from “the Mothers, the Mothers”. Before that, 
however, the hero needs to learn about other versions of attachment to “the Mothers 
the Mothers” through his sibling attachments... and, you don't have to be Einstein to 
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work out that Rob's 'boyhood friends' of his Saturn-transiting-3rd-house-Sagittarius-
on-the-cusp movie, “Stand By Me” (1987), were “screens” for the “projection” of his 
sibling archetype. Rob's running together of friendship and siblingship has a certain 
inevitability about it when we note that Saturn's pass through the 3rd house included 
an opposition to Uranus in Gemini (in his 9th house)... and, in this sense, we could say 
that “Stand By Me” “goes up to '11' (and, in spinal-tap-talk, is one louder)”. 

Rob's Saturn transit the I.C. film is also his most (this time it's) personal film. 
“When Harry Met Sally...” (1989) had come out of his discussions with Nora Ephron 
about the dating problems of divorced 30-somethings... Rob had spent 10yrs in what 
Melanie Klein might have called the “paranoid schizoid dating position” (i.e. half of 
the psyche wanting to be hitched and the other half of the psyche hating the fact that 
half of the psyche wants to be hitched... and, therefore, the psyche subliminally picks 
the kind of potential partner who, as Meg Ryan's “Sally Allbright” confesses to Billy 
Crystal's “Harry Burns”, would “pull a hair out my head to floss his teeth”). Rather 
than confessing to psychoanalysts – as, by that time, had become de rigeur in Woody 
Allen's romantic NYC comedies – Harry & Sally confess their respective “depressive 
dating positions” to each other. The basic conceit of the plot is: forget what Plato had 
to say, men are too sexual to accept Platonic relationships with women... except when 
a man has been dumped by (whom he believes to be) the love of his life. Harry is also 
able to do a bit of self-analysis... he informs Sally “that's the good part of depression, 
you get your rest” i.e. the “depressive position” is the place where the soul is ready to 
learn something. Rob confesses that he too learned something as Saturn transited his 
I.C.... he would learn enough to meet his second wife during the making of the film.  

As with all basic conceits, little time passes before it morphs into the dramatic 
irony: Plato makes his comeback because the fact of Harry and Sally becoming each 
other's surrogate-parent-analyst leads to sexual reluctance. Somewhere in the upper 
reaches of his unconscious, Harry knows that Sally is the '4 maternal' solution to his 
'10 matriarchal' problem but it is a solution that sets up the problem of how to reach 
the '8 exogamous' solution to the the '4 endogamous' problem. This, of course, would 
be the plot-generator of “When Harry Met Sally II = When Harry Left Sally...”. Rob 
didn't make this for the obvious reason that it would have been a box-office flop but, 
if he did, we would have seen Harry returning to his home town and to some kind of 
confrontation/atonement with his father...

Indeed, 'confrontation/atonement-with-father' is the central theme of “A Few 
Good Men” (1992; Saturn to its midlife Saturn-opposite-Saturn & into the 5th house) 
where we find “Daniel Kafee” (Tom Cruise), a lazy lawyer with a reputation for plea 
bargaining, given a case that the military heirarchy is trying to bury, and a good way 
to bury a case is with a plea bargain. Although Daniel's lawyer-father had died seven 
years earlier, he is still very much alive in Daniel's psyche because his father was also 
a plea bargainer... as an FA-er would say it, Daniel's “passive identification” with his 
father had set up the problem of how to develop up beyond '4' (if not to '8 exogamy', 
then) to '7 justice'. In other words, an “identification” with the father can become so 
strong that a son can delude himself that he has mastered manhood when, in fact, he 
is the epitome of the “puer aeternus” archetype. Daniel snarls at '10 matriarch', “Lt. 
Galloway” (Demi Moore), “spare me all your psychobabble bullshit!!”. Learning the 
hard way what Freud dubbed “overdetermination”. 



VENUS IN ARIES
If, dear reader, paradoxes are distasteful to you, you are unlikely to enjoy our 

characterization of Venus as a symbol for the desire to be desired. You will, however, 
be able to taste our characterization of Venus in Aries as symbolizing the desire to be 
desired because, now, '1 desire' is part of the image. And, if you are Jungian enough, 
you won't want to “resolve” this (or, in fact, any) paradox because paradoxes are not 
for “resolving”... instead, paradoxes are teleological 'engines' that deliver the psyche 
to it non-paradoxical goal: self-knowledge.

And, yes, dear reader, it's confession time again... on this occasion, however, it 
is for FA (not for editor-moi): FA has Venus in Aries. Although I am typing this essay 
in 2016, I am aware that it is to be published in May 2017... the time when FA will be 
desiring to be (har, har) desired!! Longstanding readers know that our Ram Venus is 
placed in our 10th house... and, anyone who is close to his/her ephemeris will attest to 
our Venusian 'synchronicities' i.e. on the 11/5/2017, our chart ruler will conjunct our 
natal Venus; and on the 3/6/2017, this Venus will have its once-per-year Venus return 
in concert with a once-per-(human)-lifetime conjunction of transiting Uranus. These 
transits symbolize an '11 rebellion' of our '7-1-10 status' desire-to-be-desired.

The problem with Uranus transits, of course, is that, although they blow a lot 
of (winds of) change through the '11 air', they bring the kind of change that is rather 
too divorced from the temperant, organic growth that is central to depth psychology. 
This is a significant part of why “depth astrology” is, itself, a paradox and why, with 
not a little justification, a significant fraction of psychotherapists caution against the 
use of astrology. The fact remains, however, that Uranus has been transiting through 
Aries for half a decade now and, in this time, (i) it has been 'heated up' by the Ram's 
fiery desirousness, & (ii) formed some kind of aspect to all the planets in all the other 
signs (± other houses) i.e. the advantage of conjunctions is that, by virtue of them not 
involving other signs (± other houses), they are easier to interpret. The best approach 
to Uranus, of course, is not to be too Saturnian (i.e. Chronos' castration of his father 
leads to the release of sterile Furies) and, as a result, 'make room' in one's psyche for 
some level of change... even if the change can't be “integrated” presently (or, indeed, 
over the human 80±yrs lifespan). This is not going to be easy to do because Saturn is 
retrograding through our Venusian degree (although this collision is “soft” by virtue 
of the trine-120º aspect). As we have been arguing over the recent sequence of essays, 
the best way to '7 mediate' Uranus and Saturn is to ride the transit of Venus through 
the lower hemisphere and remember (rather than re-live) yet one more facet of one's 
childhood. For FA this Venus transit will take us through to 2017's winter solstice, by 
which time Saturn will have moved clear. During May 2017, however, we will return 
our focus to the Aphrodite/Psyche=God-the-Father/Christ parallel...

Thus far, we have emphasized our view that >98% of humanity have a wrong 
idea about spirituality i.e. the intent, by the >98%, to be “close to God” does nothing 
more than put blinkers over the nature of this “closeness”... they would be far better 
off being “far from God” rather than “identified with God”. Indeed, the only way to 
see the difference between being “identified with God” and having “a relationship to 
God” is to spend some time 'triangulating' them from “far from God” corner and, in 
doing so, begin to realize that hypocrisy is its barometer. In this sense, it is no stretch 



to see Psyche as someone who is “identified with Aphrodite” and, therefore, needs to 
be ejected from her Garden-of-Eden unconscious marriage and get a sense of what it 
is like to be “far from Aphrodite”. The trouble is, however, that Psyche does not care 
to build a relationship to Her... as noted in 'Ch.112', Psyche prefers to drown.

Aphrodite cares, however... having been pulled, by Pan, from '12' across to '6' 
(Psyche takes on her '6-ish' task of sorting through her mountain of seeds), Psyche is 
then advised to jump from '1' across to '7' i.e. in order to obtain fleece from angry '1 
Rams', she is told to bide her time until nightfall... when they are no longer angry. In 
other words, by jumping across the horoscope's diameter Psyche gets a sense of what 
she needs to build within (i.e. her ego) so that she can master her emotions and, then, 
have a happy marriage.

The obvious difference between Psyche's story and the transit of Venus is that 
the former's journey of “Temperance” lasts one morning & afternoon, and the latter 
journey lasts one spring & summer. (Or, as your sophisticated FA-er would prefer to 
describe it, Psyche's journey is ontogenetic, Venus' journey is phylogenetic). Because 
we all have to come to some kind of terms with both the house system and the zodiac 
system – symbolized by our respective “progressed” (day=year) horoscopes –  it may 
not matter a great deal that the myth and the transit are different. In this regard, we 
have cited our own 10th house Venus in Aries needing to develop 'beyond' our Libran 
4th house all the way to our Sagittarian 7th house... Venus is the “natural ruler” of the 
7th house, irrespective of what sign is on the descendant.

Again, we extend our developmental arc 'beyond' 180º because Homo sapiens 
reaches Aries with gestational 'baggage' i.e. as your local alchemist-astrologer is sure 
to remind you, '10 Saturn' is the base metal and, as Jung's insight reminds us all, the 
“shadow” is the first psychical (Psychical) task... and, although “shadows are longest 
at dawn”, they wouldn't exist at all if they didn't 'gestate'. The 'natal' horoscope tells 
a post '8' (gestational-epigenetic) story and, so, the individual who has natal Venus in 
Aries needs to take account of any planet that has rolled 'down' from Capricorn and 
'bumped into' his/her natal Venus and, in turn, inflamed any “shadow” that happens 
to be attached to it (as, for example, we did here with respect to transiting Uranus).

Although we are yet to discuss Venus in Scorpio (see 'Ch.120'), we can, at this 
stage, note that it links to Venus in Aries insofar as Aries and Scorpio are both ruled, 
in traditional (pre-Pluto/1931) astrology, by Mars. This link gives us a second reason 
to have “Temperance” when our Ram Venus succumbs to 1st archetypal, extraverted 
impulsiveness i.e. rather than waiting until the beginning of evening-autumn, Psyche 
could wait for mid-evening-autumn (i.e. for '8 Scorpio//8th house') wherein she might 
see what Aries and Scorpio are 'bookending'... the “gassy planet”, “introverted” and 
(mostly) narcissistic-masochistic '9-10-11-12'. When Venus in Scorpio gazes back, by 
“quincunx”, to Venus in Aries, there is an opportunity to see the upsides of Aries and 
Scorpio i.e. they are 'buffer zones' against the craziness that is always threatening to 
spew out of the 4th quadrant. If Aries and/or Scorpio are bolstered by the presence of 
natal (or transiting) Venus, the 'buffer zone' is bolstered too. So, when Venus in Aries 
is being accused of uber-vanity, the accused can always retort with, “you know, there 
are lot worse things”. Even when Venus is retrograde, this '7-1-er' knows that, if s/he 
lives long enough, Venus will eventually “progress” to (the 1st of its 'homes') Taurus. 
By then, the 'buffer' might have done a good job, as it seems to have done for...



EXAMPLE 113B

If, dear reader, you check the credits for the movie version of the “most read” 
novel of all time – Margaret Mitchell's “Gone With the Wind” (1937) – the credit for 
direction goes to Victor Fleming. Movie buffs, however, will tell you that “Gone With 
the Wind” was 'directed' by producer David O. Selznick... David (we have drawn his 
horoscope above) was notorious for hiring and firing anyone who wasn't making the 
film that he had envisioned in his head. In addition to hiring a squadron of “2nd unit” 
directors, David hired, fired & re-hired his “1st unit” directors – George Cukor, Sam 
Wood and Victor Fleming – when he was anxious... and he had plenty of opportunity 
to be anxious because, instead of working out of his office, David would hang around 
the set and, with micro-managing zeal, irritate directors, actors & cinematographers 
alike with his ghostly presence. As indicated above, in 1939, David's 9th housed Venus 
and M.C. in Aries would be crunched by the transit of Saturn... this 'doubling up' of 
'10' was heralded by an interaction of the cardinal archetypes, '1 Aries', '7 Venus' & 
'10 Saturn'. The fact that the 'heroine' of “Gone With the Wind”, “Scarlett O'Hara” 
(Vivien Leigh) is a beautiful, Venus-Aries-type matriarch explains why David was so 
involved. She might only have existed in Margaret Mitchell's imagination, but David 
was coming up against the hard reality that this 'abstract' woman was the love of his 
life. Whenever he had a fight with his wife, David could always remove himself to his 
projector room and play a few reels of his creation. 

Now, is fair to see Scarlett as (Jungianly) “animus possessed”? Given that the 
“animus”, at its rawest, usually has an '11-cool' quality, it is probably more accurate 
to say that Scarlett “projects” her animus more she is “possessed” by it. We back up 
our claim with the '11-cool-ness' of the man Scarlett wants, more than anyone else in 
the world, “Ashley Wilkes” (Leslie Howard). The animus, of course, has other forms 
– “Rhett Butler” (Clark Gable) is the dynamic man of action, beyond '1 Tarzan', but 
not quite so far as respectable '7 statesman' – but Mitchell's story is more about how 
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well Scarlett personifies the “American spirit”... “tomorrow is another day” is surely 
one of the best epithets for the “American dream” (by the way, statistics have shown 
that “rags to riches” stories have a greater per capita occurrence in other countries!! 
… but, here, we are dealing with psychological, not statistical, actuality).

Readers who can recall our first mini-essay on David know that he was one of 
psychoanalysis' best promoters (i.e. Hitchcock's “Spellbound”) and we have to admit 
that we would have liked to have been a fly on his analytic wall during the making of 
“Gone With the Wind”. If we had been his analyst, we expect that David would have 
questioned the paradox of Venusian “conscious” desire-to-be-desired sitting in Aries' 
“not-quite-so-conscious” desire-plain-and-simple. Indeed, the very word “conscious” 
might have been a sore point for him...

The reason that we linked Aries with “not-quite-so-conscious” was our way of 
acknowledging that “unconscious” links, in general, into “The Feminine”, and, when 
we head in direction of astrological specifics, into the feminine signs (in particular, of 
course, Pisces). This is a good place to zodiacally overview this tricky issue...           

The point that we are making here is that, in the anticlockwise developmental 
sense, David's Freudastrologer could have said something like, “yes, Venus is still six 
signs away from full reflective consciousness (in Scarlett-speak, “next year is another 
year!!!”) but six signs away is better than 10 signs away”. In other words, the transit 
of Venus through Sagittarius may be helpful for those who want to be “conscious” of 
what happens post-death, but this kind of “consciousness”, as the Cathars exemplify, 
typically diverts attention from the (ego)-building of “personal consciousness”... and, 
so (see the zodiac-schema above), even if Aries' “semi-aware” 'self-recognition' is but 
a far cry from Leo's “(full) awareness” and/or Libra's “full(world) consciousness”, it 
will be more interested in taking the psychological (Psyche-ological) journey to these 
locations of “destiny” than Venus in Sagittarius. Moreover, Venus in Aries will be far 
more interested in building the ego through to Libra than will Mars in Aries... just as 
Mars in Aries will be more interested building the ego than Mars in Sagittarius.
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