
          PSYCHO-QUADRATIC X: RELIGION (West) 

 

FREUD’S (JUNG’s) WESTERN RELIGION 

The key feature of Western religion is the thermodynamic timeline i.e. whereas 

Eastern religions tend to be deistic – God/s ‘set/s up’ ‘ways of the (in any case, illusory) 

world’ and ‘stand/s back’ – Western religions are decidedly theistic – after ‘setting up’ 

the ‘ways of the world’, God/s also ‘get/s involved’ at points along the thermodynamic 

way. In turn, in ‘opposition’ to Eastern (transcendental) ‘ego conscio-stasis’, the West 

is open to ‘ego conscio-genesis/development’. No-one needs to live in the East to be an 

Easterner e.g. Einstein saw the thermodynamic timeline to be (yet another, among so 

many) illusion(s). This leads many Easterners to (if not dissociate from, then) devalue 

the world, while (if only a minority of) Westerners are willing to nail themselves to the 

thermodynamic line to endure its suffering, some of whom (e.g. Freud, Jung) go on to 

distinguish between necessary and unnecessary suffering. Even if Jews and Muslims 

aren’t so keen on the word, “nail”, they at least sympathize with the suffering manifest 

ego’s lament, “lose all hope, ye who enter the thermodynamic (entropic) timeline”. 

The ego’s suffering, in large part, sources to the “square nature of the soul” i.e. 

square pegs have a difficult time being placed in a round “Self”-ish Hole. The first act 

of ‘ego conscio-genesis’, Adam & Eve, tells of square pegs that assumed that they were 

‘round’ enough to eat from both Trees i.e. the Tree from which they were barred was 

the one that could have relieved them of the thermodynamic timeline. Their offspring 

were also ‘too square’ to stop murder (Babel, the Flood) because this first act pertains 

more to ‘self-superego-id-genesis’ than it does to ‘ego conscio-genesis’ (see, ‘Psycho-

quadratic IX’). ‘Ego conscio-genesis’ requires something more ‘h/Heroic’ and, so, the 

Western monotheist turns to Abraham’s admission that he was not powerful enough 

(not ‘God enough’) to defy God. Psychologically, it didn’t matter whether or not God 

existed/exists… all that mattered was how the “young ego”’s respect for that which is 

stronger has the effect of allowing (i) the ego to develop and, then, (ii)  (not ‘pseudo-’, 

but) ‘true patriarchy’ to take root (… even if, post-Abraham, it has grown poorly). 

Although there was no obvious ‘cross’ in the “Age of Aries/Abraham”, there 

were quadratics, one of which schematizes as… 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   … one of the most ‘psychological’, if extremely thorny, aspects of the “Age of 

Aries”’ monotheism is that God was conceived as a stronger force that would ‘inform’ 

His tribe (i.e. the Jews) not only directly (e.g. Moses) but also indirectly ‘through’ those 

with whom the monotheists were at war i.e. ‘Information’ arrived via the monotheists’ 

defeat. This might have been unpleasant but at least it wasn’t being forsaken, as would 

be the fate of Job, a fate that, as Jung famously examined, required an “answer”…  
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ASTROLOGERS’ RELIGION (heading West, via Russia) 

Jung was always keen to remind Christians that the Trinity was/is drawn from 

the archetypal realm, as evidenced by the divine trinities that existed in multiple other 

locations in multiple other times e.g. Babylon, Egypt. Even when we look to the (what, 

on the surface, is a) 2D quadratic cross, we can generate a trinity by moving from 2D 

‘up/down’ to 3D and noting that skew lines don’t, in fact, ‘cross’. Schematically…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, in generating a trinity out of a quadratic, we have, as a result, generated 

the number/archetype that is so relevant to astrology, 12. 

Given that fairy tales are generated in the archetypal realm, it is no surprise to 

find trinities in them also. A Russian fairy tale, “The Virgin Tsar”, tells of a hero, Ivan, 

who comes to a pillar on which it is written, “he who goes the right hand way will eat 

his fill but his horse will go hungry; he who goes the left hand way, he will go hungry 

but his horse will eat his fill; he who goes the middle way will suffer death”; because 

Ivan’s two brothers have, respectively, gone right and left to both get lost, Ivan realizes 

that he must sacrifice himself to the middle way… only to discover that he doesn’t die 

after all. Whereas some hero tales draw on the machinations of twins, others draw on 

the machinations of three brothers… and, as astrologers know, a similar discrepancy 

is found in the (heroic) lower hemisphere i.e. the 3rd sign, Gemini, is symbolized by the 

Twins (not the 2nd sign, Taurus)…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… in short, ‘Ivan’ (see above) fills the left hemispheric ‘gap’ that wasn’t filled 

by Christ’s (i) “progressed” Sun into Aquarius, and (ii) transiting Sun into Aries… 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ WESTERN RELIGION 

We have seen that the (at least, human) ‘hero’ is one who, by developing all the 

way through his lower hemisphere, “transforms” the 7th house’s “open enemies” into 

“fair partners” and, in doing so, wins his exogamous bride. If he is also a ‘culture hero’ 

(e.g. Abraham), he will establish a ‘true patriarchy’. Although this achievement, by 

definition, is inherited by sons, grandsons, great-grandsons etc., the descendants still 

need to find a measure of ‘personal heroism’ to keep the culture viable. When a critical 

mass of sons fails to do so, a new ‘culture hero’ is sought. The trouble with Judaism is 

that, by remaining tribal, limits were placed on physical and psychological exogamy. 

The main trouble with Christ is that, although h/He took on a human form, He 

is part of the Trinity. In part, this is why He is born at Capricorn i.e. to become a God-

man, His God aspect needed to ‘die enough’ at Pisces to allow his human aspect to be 

‘born enough’ at Aries. As the zodiac schema above shows, h/He is also symbolized by 

the full Moons (= h/His ‘heliocentric Earths’), noting that Abraham was ‘too human’ 

to occupy his ‘heliocentric Earth=full Moon’ without getting cooked. 

A second part of Christ’s natal Sun in Capricorn is that His “progressed” Sun, 

over His 30yrs, would have connected the ‘10 superego’ to the ‘11 ego-ideal’ ‘authority 

complex’ and, in doing so, He would ‘re-balance’ the 10 “thou shalt nots” with a set of 

“thou shalts”. A third part of Christ’s natal Sun in Capricorn is that His “progressed” 

‘heliocentric Earth’ from Cancer to Leo did not require a Freudian “latency” i.e. Gods 

‘get away with’ endogamy (humans don’t); adding the Holy Ghost to the tetraktys… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

          … we can see why some Christians have characterized the Holy Ghost as 

(if not gender-less, then) Feminine.   

At this point, longstanding readers will likely recall our view that Christ wasn’t 

‘humanized enough’ until the Cathars of the 12thC (re)-introduced the view that h/He 

was married to Mary Magdalene… and, in being so, h/He provided a better example 

to humanity needing an ‘earthly’ connection from endogamy to exogamy. Yet, as noted 

on the prior page (scroll up), the Christian also needs to be ‘Ivan (human) enough’ to 

know that s/he has to “suffer” the unresolved, Buddhistic middle way through his/her 

psychological endogamy. If so, s/he begins to see the ‘quadratic’ of time i.e. in addition 

to static timelessness, endless time-cycling and the entropic material timeline, there is 

also the ‘4th’ extropic-immaterial timeline. Thus, the ‘spiritual feminine’ is ‘logical’. 
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IS THERE SUCH A THING AS A RATIONAL HERO? EXAMPLE XI 

When searching the astrodatabank, the astrologer can do little else but pause 

upon encountering a chart similar to his/her own. I need to confess that I paused upon 

encountering the following chart because (i) by being a virtual replica of (not my own, 

but) my mother’s natal chart ,and (ii) my mother’s life unfolding so differently to… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   … I was forced to re-consider the question: is nurture a far stronger influence 

than (archetypal) nature? In other words, was the fact that Noam (i) was his parents’ 

1st first child, rather than, as in my mother’s case, the 7th and (ii) didn’t experience the 

disruption of losing his father, rather than, as in my mother’s case, did experience loss 

of father (at a young age), enough to explain their differing lives? And, when we notice 

that Noam achieved fame as a promoter of (to be sure, genetic rather than archetypal) 

nature, my re-consideration would be laced with more than a little irony. 

Before going near any astrological discussion, we do well to stay within Noam’s 

self-professed philosophical tradition i.e. post-Enlightenment rationalism. His critics 

have pointed out that the chink in Noam’s rationalist armour is the fact that his views 

about linguistics – preverbal children have ready-made, inbuilt linguistic “structures” 

rather than acquiring their linguistic capacity through external conditioning – are not 

so much rational as they are intuitive. 

Now, of course, when the term, “intuition”, is introduced – recalling, here, that 

it is defined as, “the ability to acquire knowledge without conscious reasoning” – some 

level of acknowledgement of the unconscious mind is the next step… and, of course, it 

is a step that most “rationalists” won’t (can’t) take. Thus, Noam would force himself 

into an Eastern religion style ‘conscio-stasis’. As noted on our opening paragraph, like 

Einstein, you don’t have to live in the East to be an Easterner. 

With these introductory comments, we are delving deeper into the (more) irony 

that is buried in the question that titles this section (scroll up): even if Noam is a hero, 

how can he be recognized as one when he “consciously” rejects the most heroic of the 

epistemological functions? And, with development of feeling being a pre-requirement 
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to seeing the ‘value’ of intuition, we have cause to worry that Noam has “consciously” 

rejected feeling in concert with his rejection of intuition i.e. a “conscious” rejection of 

(what we have called) ‘religion’. (Another point of difference with my mother). 

Perhaps, then, the accurate description for Noam is that he is a ‘semi-hero’ i.e. 

with his interest in the development of language – an interest that points the astrologer 

to the (his) 3rd house – we can see that Noam did make some solid, anti-clockwise steps 

‘down’ from his ascendant to his I.C.. Given that FA describes the 3rd house in terms 

of the ‘pre-ego formation’, we could, therefore, also call Noam a ‘pre-hero’ (or, maybe, 

‘left hemispheric-creational hero’). When we look to the specifics of Noam’s 3rd house, 

we might, at first, be surprised that it has no natal planetary placements… but, much 

is made up for this when we notice (i) ‘rational-philosophical’ Aquarius straddling its 

cusp & (ii) the ruler of the bulk of the 3rd house, Neptune, placed in the 9th house. Also, 

we can see how the natal placement of the ruler of the 3rd house, Uranus, might have 

acted as an anti-clockwise ‘attractor’ to the Sun-Saturn-Mercury placed over Noam’s 

ascendant, thereby ‘drawing’ this triple conjunction ‘down’ through his 1st quadrant. 

Meanwhile, the natal placement of his Moon in his 10th house tells us a good deal about 

his comfort with his ‘authoritative-morphing-into-authoritarian’ public appearances, 

although we can’t discount the Uranus-square-Mars influence in this. 

Indeed, Noam’s directed his combativeness toward the psychology that fell by 

the wayside as academic psychology rolled across the 20thC i.e. the “behaviourism” of 

B.F. Skinner. Astrologically, behaviour is primarily a ‘pre-3rd house’ phenomenon and 

Noam’s “cognitive psychology” would carry academic psychology into the 3rd house 

but, of course, no further. In other words, Noam’s Uranus on his I.C. is, in addition to 

being an ‘attractor’, a ‘blocker’. As noted above, Noam’s ‘trouble with feeling values’ 

not only prevents Oedipal development through his 4th house but also, as symbolized 

by ‘submerged’ Scorpio in his 12th house, he is faced with a mountain of psychological 

work to bring feeling values to his ‘(Sagittarian) surface’ and, in doing so, become able 

to acknowledge not only Freud’s “personal” but also Plato’s “collective” unconscious, 

despite the fact that this is a noumenon that is best appreciated with the function that 

Noam has been ‘gifted’ (even if his theories would try to trivialize it), the intuition. 

Along with the great majority of famous individuals, Noam tries to use his fame   

to influence public opinion in spheres beyond those where he had made his fame… his 

specific ‘sphere beyond’ being political machination. More specifically still, he decries 

the fact that the public fails to realize that the U.S.A. is a democracy in name only and, 

as a result, it needs to change to “corporatocracy” or “oligarchic plutocracy”. In other 

words, against Plato’s understanding of human nature, and a little like the apologists 

for communism who have claimed that we have yet to see a true communist state, true 

democracy is worth pursuing because we have yet to institute it.  

The key advice that an FA-er would give Noam (if he ever gave one a chance) 

would be the historical (… errrr) ‘counter-intuition’ that, being ‘left hemispheric’, he 

would be better off reading Melanie Klein before reading Freud. Then again, insofar 

as mankind, even more than Noam, has a chunk of unborn psyche in need of (i) being 

‘born’ and (ii) developing ‘down-across’ the zodiac’s lower hemisphere, our own quest 

for ‘full heroism’ might require us to be re-named ‘Kleinastrology’. At least we could 

counter any accusation from Noam that we are something in name only. 

 



  


