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Psycho-quadratics: Introduction           Jan/2021 

In ‘Psychodynamics’, we noted that Freud’s bases were ‘over-reductive’; just 

as science ‘over-reduces’ epistemology to the dyad, induction-deduction, Freud ‘over-

reduced’ instinct to the dyad, ego-sex. The trouble with dyads is that they often take 

up a warlike stance. War can “unify” by eliminating opposition but “singularity” is 

not “integration” i.e. quadratics pave the ‘4 path’ to the “quintessential” integer, ‘5’. 

 

Psycho-quadratic IA: Psychological Types: Attitude        Feb/2021 

Although we could also have accused Jung for being ‘over-reductive’ when, in 

1913, he presented his “attitude types” as a dyad, extraversion-introversion, he could 

also have countered that, with each attitude having regressive & progressive versions, 

he was, in fact, presenting a quadratic. If so, a question remains: why could Jung see 

what so many others could not? was it because he had developed his centroversion? 

Psycho-quadratic IB: Psychological Types: Function                        Mar/2021 

Because there are four “function types”, thinking-sensing-feeling-intuiting, the 

charge of being ‘over-reductive’ now appears redundant. The trouble for astrologers, 

however, is that, with its 12 signs expressing the 12(+?) archetypes, the zodiac asks the 

question: to what extent is it ‘over-reductive’ to reduce the zodiac to a cardinal-fixed-

mutable ‘triad’. Answering this question leads FA-ers into ‘Empedoclean’ subtleties. 

 

Psycho-quadratic IIA: Gender: Instinct-(Soma)                     Apr/2021 

Gender is determined at both the genetic and the epi-genetic level. Freud cared 

little for gender genetics and this is likely why he was ‘over-reductive’ when theorizing 

about it. For the sake of ‘7 balance’, it is ‘more astrological’ to admit that “penis envy” 

could be a cover for “phallus envy” (i.e. it can afflict both men & women) and, in any 

case, archetypally, “penis envy” is neither stronger nor weaker than “womb envy”. 

Psycho-quadratic IIB: Gender: Archetype-(Pneuma)                    May/2021 

Although Jung avoids the charge of being ‘over-reductive’ in respect of gender 

– he realized that the arrested male was haunted by his “anima” (the developing male 

was, by contrast, helped by her) and the arrested female was haunted by her “animus” 

(the developing female was, by contrast, helped by him) – he is still under-appreciated 

in these politically correct times that care little for any of gender’s epi-genetic levels. 

 



Psycho-quadratic IIIA: Reproduction: Sex          Jun/2021 

Out of our Uranian, inter-net-worked civilization, new terms and phrases have 

appeared, not the least of which is “going viral”. Freud might have been disinterested 

in asexual reproduction but, to put sex in a context that would satisfy a supraverted 

philosopher, it is first necessary to consider the asex-sex dyad and, then, ‘raise’ biology 

into psychology i.e. is a ‘viral psyche’ sicker than an ‘(Oedipal) incestuous psyche’? 

Psycho-quadratic IIIB: Reproduction: Love           Jul/2021 

Another dyad that could benefit by a quadratic expansion is love-antilove. One 

way of doing so would be to cross it with the dyad that Jung had crossed his “attitude” 

dyad, progression-regression, because this brings the antilove aspects of “love for all 

mankind” into view. To be sure, “self-love” is “narcissistic” but, if it is progressive, it 

can bring the path of endogamy-to-exogamy (i.e. “maturational love”) into view.    

  

Psycho-quadratic IVA: Myth: Poly-                         Aug/2021 

Jung saw Freud cherry-picking Greco-Roman myth i.e. Freud was altogether 

‘over-reductive’ in his exclusive emphasis of Oedipus’ “family romance”. Freud didn’t 

make enough of the fact that, in order to refute claims that he was nothing more than 

a product of 19thC Vienna, millennia-old mythology would be his best ally. Those who 

care about ‘psycho-quadratics’ will also look to make allies out of “untrue stories”. 

Psycho-quadratic IVB: Myth: Mono-                      Sep/2021 

Prefacing his view of the (crown-of)-thorny monomyth, Jung noted, “under the 

influence of a so-called scientific enlightenment, masses of educated people have either 

left the Church or become profoundly indifferent to it. If they were all dull rationalists 

or neurotic intellectuals, this loss would hardly be regrettable. But, many of them are 

religious people, only incapable of agreeing with the existing forms of belief”. 

 

Psycho-quadratic VA: Religion East           Oct/2021  

Time (Freudastrology’s ‘water’) tends to be conceived as cyclic in the East and 

linear in the West. If, dear reader, you prefer to puzzle with the ‘scientific’ description 

of time, you may prefer to return to our ‘basics’ webpage and read the first of FA’s 

‘basics’ essays. If, however, you agree that Pisces aligns with ‘still’, eternal, qualitative 

(a philosophical “qualia of time”), spacetime, you may prefer to read this article. 

Psycho-quadratic VB: Religion West                      Nov/2021 

Although Jung tells us that it is a good sign when the centre of a mandala vision 

is occupied by a non-anthropological figure – e.g. no Buddha, no Christ (on the cross) 

– the analytic psychologist assesses the degree to which his/her client is “unconsciously 

identified” with the Godhead. If the degree is significant, “active identification” with 

a God-man becomes a semi-step in a developmental ‘right (hemispheric)’ direction. 

 

Conclusion                Dec/2021 

Over 2021, we have been experiencing a ‘triply tricky’ Saturn-Uranus waning 

square (i) Saturn is also transiting Uranus-ruled Aquarius, (ii) Uranus can be ‘sterile’ 

in Venus-ruled signs (Aphrodite is born out of Ouranos’ castration), (iii) whatever the 

signs, square aspects are “hard”. Thus, the pragmatist-idealist dyad has been crying 

out for expansion… on Xmas eve 2021, astrologers will examine its “synchronicity” 

 



                                                            PREFACE 

  

Freudastrology tries to keep neologisms to a minimum but there are junctures 

when we deem them necessary. To tolerate FA’s newest, ‘psycho-quadratics’, readers 

might prefer a few notes on its source words that already exist in the dictionaries… 

“-quadratics” is the study of squares and, as such, it is a study that is rooted in 

the number ‘4’. For some, there is nothing special about ‘4’ but, for Jungastrologers, 

the fact that ‘4’ has the emergent quality of being the first composite (i.e. non-prime) 

number hints at ‘4’ also having emergent qualities in the symbolic arena. For example, 

we can see ‘4’ emerging out of the oldest unsolvable philosophical dyad, “nominalism 

vs. realism” – are Plato’s “Forms” (and, ironically, numbers themselves) his invention 

or discovery? – when Rene Descartes expanded this ‘2 dyad’ to a ‘3 triad’ and, in doing 

so, paved the way to Jung’s ‘4 quadratic’ as follows… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       … in other words, the realization that the only thing that an individual can 

be certain of – his/her own thinking existence – means that Plato and his opponents 

were wasting their breath. Jung had seen that Descartes ‘fathered’ this “reality of (not 

the archetypal realm, but) the psyche-” and, so, Jung became the ‘mother’ who, along 

with all psychotherapists before & since, gave/gives ‘feeling value’ to this “reality”. To 

continue this metaphor, the ‘outer’ and the ‘further in (=outer)’ realms are the ‘errant 

Cain & Abel’ of this most basic of philosophical “quadratics”.  

Indeed, a big part of a psychotherapist giving ‘feeling value’ to the 1st personal 

realm is being able to, at least for a time, ‘feelingly de-value’ the 2nd, 3rd & impersonal 

realms. This task is, first of all, set to the infant’s mother… although, strictly speaking, 

she is only able to de-value the 3rd personal (“they”) and impersonal (raw archetypal) 

realms i.e. ‘mother’ is, ultimately, part of the 2nd person-singular “you” and, therefore, 

she is also in need of eventual de-valuation by the infant so that his/her “inner mother” 

can develop. Here, we should note that Freud’s critics tells us that Freud himself, like 

so many of his analysands, had ‘de-valued’ the 2nd person mother-(image) ‘too soon’. 

That we agree with these critics is an issue that we will expand on in these essays on… 

‘Psycho-quadratics’ may be a new term yet, as the history of the mind reveals, 

it’s as old as “quadratics” i.e. the ancient Greek philosopher, Pythagoras, intuited that 

“the soul is a square”. This symbolic connection has a specific astrological association 

to be explored in our upcoming ‘Psycho-quadratics: Intro’ but, before the symbolist 

looks heavenward, s/he can value the ‘4-ness’ of the “psyche-soul” upon noticing that 

it has (i) 1st personal, (ii) 2nd personal, (iii) 3rd personal & (iv) impersonal aspects. After 

(and only after) the analysand has grip on ‘(i)’ & ‘(ii)’ will his/her psychotherapist 

take on the ‘trans-parental’ task of making relationships to ‘(iii)’ and ‘(iv)’. 

 

Descartes’ “cogito ergo sum” 

outer, material, uncertain 

“nominalist”, ‘scientific’ realm 
         further in (=outer), uncertain 

“realist”, ‘religious’ archetypal realm 

Jung’s “feeling” 



                PSYCHO-QUADRATICS: INTRODUCTION 

 

JUNG’S (pre)-WWI YEARS (1903-1918) 

The collective psychosis of 1914-1918 impacted individuals in individual ways. 

Although C.G. Jung was remote from the physical carnage, he was more impacted by 

its psychological damage than many who had dug the trenches. Jung self-reports that 

he flirted with a florid psychosis but, unlike the patients that he had attended to in the 

Burgholzli clinic, he would keep enough contact with his “(organizing) Centre” (or, as 

he would ultimately describe it, his “Self”) to avoid becoming an inpatient. Indeed, his 

contact was so strong that, over the subsequent decades, he would “(re)-associate” the 

“dissociation” that had built up in the European psyche after it adopted the belief that 

the “Age of Reason” was upon it. Part of the (… errr) ‘reason’ that Jung was able to 

do this was that, via Freud and Darwin, he had learned that Homo sapiens had evolved 

out of (+ continues to be motivated by!) ‘non-reasoning’ dynamics. Indeed, Freud and 

Darwin had taught Jung, in ways that they weren’t able to teach the world, that it was 

‘unreasonable’ to believe in ‘reasonableness’! 

Although contact with a psychological “c/Centre” is healthier than intellectual 

contact with one eccentric pole of a reasoned argument, Jung would eventually realize 

that this “contact with a c/Centre” has its own potential for illness (what he eventually 

called), “identification with the Self”. Thus, the ego needs a vantage point from which 

it can (self)-observe its “c/Centre” – a ‘4th’ location – in order to diagnose this illness. 

Jungians (& Freudastrologers!) thus confirm their need for ‘psycho-quadratics’. 

Now, at this point, a (benevolent) skeptical philosopher, especially one who is a 

fan of “Monty Python”, will ask, “why stop at 4? if, for example, we take Jung’s own 

example of the quadratic Godhead… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    … the individual finds him/herself in the ‘Holy Ghost location’ i.e. s/he is still 

identified with God; thus, s/he is in need of drawing back to the 5th, 6th, 7th… location!” 

Our answer, “OK, but this quadratic still articulates the problem of God identification 

better than a triadic scheme; also, with Christ being ‘halfway’ between God and man, 

it points to ‘semi-dis-identification’ from the ‘Self’”. Before examining Jung’s musing 

on ‘religio-quadratics’ (later this year), we will discuss ‘psycho-quadratics’ at the level 

of day-in-day-out, psychological ‘development-ology’. For Jung, “quadratics” had the 

same cornerstone status that “repression” had for Freud. 

Jung’s interest in ‘4’ did not come out of thin air. It has a very long history that 

goes back 2½ millennia, to philosopher Plato… who opened his “Timaeus” with, “One, 

Two, Three – but, where is the fourth?” In psychology, this would be inherited, a few 

centuries later by Galen… who described ‘4’ “psychological types”. But, first, to… 

 

God/Father 

eccentric pole: Son Christ Son Anti-Christ: eccentric pole 

Holy Ghost 



THE ASTROLOGY OF JUNG’S 12 PRE-WWI YEARS (1901-1913) 

As noted in our preface, ‘psycho-quadratics’ was started by the forerunner of 

Plato, Pythagoras, who claimed that “the soul is a square”. This claim ‘resonates’ with 

astrologers who align the soul with the planetary expression of (what FA calls) the ‘4th 

archetype’, the Moon (the ruler of the 4th sign). Although the Moon-Sun cycle runs its 

course over a single month, astrologers notice that the overall development of the soul 

(-spirit) is symbolically reflected in the ‘dynamic’ horoscope that connects the twelve-

house day to the zodiac-year, the “secondary progressed” horoscope is astrology’s first 

‘(non-prime) composite’. Rather than deal in weeks – a duration too brief to measure 

soul-maturation – the “progressed” Moon’s 30yr journey from one “progressed” Sun-

Moon conjunction (new Moon) to its subsequent “progressed” Moon-Sun conjunction 

speaks to the maturational journey of the “soul” from ‘mother’ to ‘self-mothering’. 

Jung’s 1st “progressed” new Moon occurred a couple of months prior to his 6th 

birthday. His 2nd “progressed” new Moon occurred during his 36th year and, by 1913, 

his “progressed” waxing Moon was crossing his “progressed” descendant. This means 

that the “progression” of Jung’s Moon rolled through the signs and houses of infancy, 

childhood and youth during the years when he was a student of Freud, partly depicted 

in the dotted curve below… 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… we have focused on the “progressed” Moon of Jung’s 26th birthday because, 

here, there is a subtler kind of Moon-Sun conjunction i.e. a Moon in Aries calls up the 

‘1st archetypal’ character of the conjunction (what FA calls, the ‘1-4 interaction’). 1901 

was a year when Jung was ‘birthing’ his interest in what the unconscious was capable 

of ‘giving birth’ to. Although it is a shame that Jung rebelled against Freud’s focus on 

infantile ‘sexuality’, historians of depth psychology can sympathize with Jung insofar 

as his rebellion was one of many e.g. Melanie Klein’s view that a baby’s mother-image 

is more relevant than his/her father led to a slew of “controversial discussions”… 
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THE FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGY OF JUNG’S 3 PRE-WWI YEARS 

From the Sun-Jupiter conjunction of 19/11/1911 to the Sun-Jupiter conjunction 

of 19/12/1912, Jung’s relationship with Freud deteriorated. Jung wanted to ‘9 expand’ 

psychoanalysis – Jupiter was transiting through Jung’s 9th house – and Freud wanted 

to ‘10 delimit’ what psychoanalysis was/was-not… transiting Saturn was ‘connecting’ 

Freud’s natal Sun in Taurus to his natal Saturn in Gemini. Jung’s final meeting with 

Freud was at the Psychoanalytical Congress of September 1913, whereat he delivered 

his lecture on ‘psycho-dyadics’, “A Contribution to the Study of Psychological Types” 

i.e. at this preliminary stage, Jung had only identified “introversion-vs.-extraversion” 

without identifying “centroversion” (± a ‘supraverted’ vantage point) from which this 

preliminary identification can be made. In fact, it took a full cycle of Saturn from the 

publication of “Psychological Types” (1920-to-1949) for centroversion to be identified 

by Jung’s protégé, Erich Neumann, who seems to have asked the Plato-ish question of 

Jung, “One, Two – but, where is the 3rd?” In turn, Neumann’s ‘3rd’ would give FA-ers 

the impetus to ask Plato’s question of Neumann, “One, Two, Three – but, where is the 

4th?”… and, those conversant in “Monty Python” can take it from there.  

Meanwhile, via our own neologism, ‘supraversion’, we claim to be occupying a 

kind of 4th ‘Holy Ghost’ vantage point/location, that is symbolized by 2021’s (i) transit 

of Jupiter and (ii) our Lunar “progression” across the cusp of our 9th house, like so… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

   … running to 2021/22’s (i) Jupiter transit natal Sun and (ii) our “progressed” 

new Moon. Also, any longstanding reader who has read through to the middle of our 

‘Psychodynamics’ (see FA’s ‘Basics’ webpage) will know that, via ‘supraversion’, we 

have already given “ambiversion” its place in this meta-context of (what Jung, in his 

empirical-rather-than-religious mode, calls) “attitude” i.e. the “ambivert” is someone 

who is uninterested in Jung’s 2nd ‘psycho-dyadic’ of 1913, “regression–maturation” 

(with “maturation” being a synonym of “progression”/“development”), that generates 

our first ‘psycho-quadratic’. Before examining this ‘4’, let’s review a ‘dyadic’… 
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FREUD, JUNG AND THE ‘DYAD’ OF HISTORIOGRAPHY 

Historiography is a little bit like the ‘Holy Ghost position’ (scroll up) insofar as 

it considers the psychology of historians before concerning itself with what historians 

write e.g. “history is written by the winners”; “fake news!?”. FA’s ‘historiographers’ 

will already have noticed that our opening quote in “Basics” – Freud placing himself 

as the third of the trinity, Copernicus-Darwin-Freud – reveals his “Whiggish” attitude 

that history is “progressive”. The irony inherent in this, unrecognized by Freud, was 

that Darwin’s theory reveals history to be “non-progressive” i.e. the chance of random 

mutation and the necessity of natural selection has no “goal”. If Freud (or, indeed, any 

scientist who wants to paint Galileo, Newton, Darwin, Einstein… as “heroes”) wanted 

to see history as “progressive”, s/he would need to add the psychological function that 

permits “goals”. The deeper irony here was that Freud admired and attended lectures 

given by the prominent philosopher of goals (= Lamarckian teleology; purpose), Franz 

Brentano, but he did not go on to ‘connect’ them to Jung’s function, intuition, because, 

“Catch 22”-style, you need ‘feeling-into-intuition’ in order to ‘value’ intuition. 

Astrologers have a sense of the ‘Holy Ghost position’ insofar as they see history 

as both “regressive” & “progressive” i.e. the “Age of Aquarius” is, in one sense, behind 

the “Age of Pisces” but, if they view the Ages in terms of ‘encroachment’ of the sidereal 

Aries into the tropical signs – the “Age of Aquarius” becomes the “Age of Gemini” – 

they would have adopted a “progressive” sense of history and, in turn, they would be 

able to entertain the existence of a “hero” for it. Although astrology could rename the 

upcoming Age, FA sticks with the established “regressive” name, “Age of Aquarius”, 

because its “hero” first needs to overcome “regression” i.e. before being born at Aries, 

he needs to “progress” through Aquarius and Pisces. And, even though “heliocentric” 

astrologers tell us that Jung’s “Earth in (heliocentric) Aquarius” makes him the prime 

candidate for the upcoming Age’s “hero”, the FA-er would still want to pair him with 

a ‘brother’ who had a horoscope that features a natal Sun in “geocentric Aquarius”… 
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The “progression” of Darwin’s Sun, from Aquarius, through Pisces-Aries, into 

Taurus aligns with (i) the 1832-1837 “Voyage of the Beagle” i.e. the years after his Sun 

“progressed” beyond his natal Mercury-Pluto conjunction in Pisces and leading up to 

its “progression” to natal Jupiter in Pisces (the Aquarius-Pisces dyad goes a long way 

to capturing the “law+chaos” combo of “natural selection+random mutation”) (ii) the 

1881 publication of his book, “The Formation of Vegetable Mould through the Action 

of Worms” i.e. the years after his Sun “progressed” into “earthy” Taurus. As indicated 

in the chart above, we also see that his (possible) chart-ruler, Jupiter, over the ‘voyage-

of-the-Beagle’ years, transited from his natal Sun into through the signs of the ‘heroic’ 

lower hemisphere. But, wait a minute?! Didn’t we just claim that Darwin is the ‘father 

of “non-heroic/non-progressive” history’? How are we to deal with this paradox?... 

Thus, we arrive at a ‘historiographic dyad’ in need of its ‘quadratic expansion’ 

i.e. we need to find a 4th ‘Holy Ghost-ic’ position. FA’s proposal schematizes as… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

         … in (other) words, whenever we encounter (‘dys-thetic’) ‘irony/paradox’ 

– as we see with science’s conception of Darwin – we do well to respond with “synthetic 

imagination”. A useful Freudian response would be to view Lamarckian “purpose” as 

primarily epigenetic (± archetypal), meaning that technology and culture can only be 

properly assessed if the archetypal perspective is examined prior to the instinctual. In 

turn, we can consider Lamarckism as a ‘reality’ (just as Jung insisted that the psyche 

is “real”) and, then, we can consider its “regressive” and “progressive” versions. 

Meanwhile, and although he could not accept the reality of the “(4-sided) soul”, 

we can return to Darwin’s “progressed” Moon and note that, with the fact that his 2nd 

child, “Annie”, was born on the day of his 2nd “progressed” new Moon, he “projected” 

it onto her and, of course, living before Freud, we have no case to criticize him for not 

retrieving the “projection”. Then again, the fact that he didn’t do so, especially after 

Annie died (as depicted in the 2009 biopic, “Creation”), points to the probability that 

his chronic illness had more than its share of ‘bereavement P.T.S.D.’. The biopic also 

gives us a nice example of uncreative “religion-ism” insofar as Charles’ (Paul Bettany) 

wife, animus-father possessed “Emma” (Jennifer Connolly), worried that pushing his 

seemingly atheistic theory will lead to them being eternally separated in, respectively, 

Hell and Heaven. Nor can we criticize Emma, living prior to Jung, for her sterility. 

Although we would recommend Darwin’s example to clients who have a natal 

Sun in Aquarius, we must add that, strictly speaking (and not unlike Freud), Darwin 

became too “stuck” in the realm of instinct to be called a ‘(full) hero’. Nonetheless, his 

ocean voyage on the Beagle remains a fine symbol for the airy Aquarian Sun-hero to, 

first of all, redeem his opposing function, water (both Pisces & Cancer). If so, s/he can 

go on to (i) ‘feelingly value’ and (ii) properly ‘auxiliate’ his/her intuitive function. 
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                                   PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IA: ATTITUDE TYPE 

 

JUNG’S “ATTITUDES”: DARWIN’S OBJECTION? 

It is possible, if unlikely, that, in 1913, Freud criticized Jung’s, “A Contribution 

to the Study of Psychological Types” (see, ‘Intro’) for being ‘over-reductive’ i.e. rather 

than presenting three “attitudes” Jung only presented two. If Freud had done so, Jung 

could have replied that the third (his!) type, centroversion, was implicit… and, in any 

case, his “regression-progression” dyad was (is!) explicit insofar as it can ‘expand’ his 

“introversion-extraversion” dyad out to a ‘psycho-quadratic’, like so… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       … and, if Charles Darwin had also attended Jung’s 1913 presentation (and, 

noting that Homo sapiens’ “regressive”, ‘wombizing’, neotenic evolution had given it 

a survival advantage), he may have objected to our equation of “regression” = “mental 

illness”. Still, Jung, noting that technological (r)-evolution is now outpacing biological 

evolution, could have replied that ‘womby’ war has (d)-evolved into a disadvantageous 

selection mechanism i.e. culture needs to supersede genetics to avoid extinction. 

For FA, however, Jung’s reply lacks psychoanalytic finesse i.e. at this juncture, 

Jung was still “conflating” “transference” and “regression”. Agreed, as we have noted 

in our ‘quadratic’ above, poorly understood “(negative) transferences” are significant 

contributors to war, but analytic understanding of “transference” builds a psychical 

‘bridge’ from extraverted regressive illness (Freud’s “hysteria”) to progressive health. 

To this, we add a corollary: the lack of “(at least, positive) transference” in introverted 

regressive mental illness (e.g. Jung’s “schizophrenia”) prevents any psychical ‘bridge-

building’ to progressive health… summarizing this in the terms of the schema above: 

psychical health is achieved via an anti-clockwise rotation. 

It was the philosopher, Plato, who coined the term “double ignorance”… “not 

knowing that one does not know”. In our current context, this refers to “not knowing 

that one doesn’t know that introversion – the author of religious feeling – can be either 

regressive or progressive and, for the individual to g/know which religious feeling s/he 

has, s/he needs to establish a centro/supraverted (4 cornered, ego-ic) vantage point”. 
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ASTROLOGER’S ATTITUDES: OBJECTIONS? 

The simplest 3-dimensional quadratic shape is the tetrahedron. If an ‘observer’ 

were to occupy one corner, s/he would ‘see’ a triangle. Like so… 

 

 

 

 

 

    … if s/he were ‘mobile’, s/he could move to another corner of the tetrahedron 

to realize that his/her original point of view was one of the angles of another triangle, 

a move that s/he could repeat twice more before returning to his/her original point of 

view. His/her journey would have helped him/her to realize that a tetrahedron is made 

up of (4 x 3=) 12 angles. This shape emerges in nature when spheres are approximated 

i.e. 12 angles, like 12 frequencies, contribute to the “music of the spheres”. 

It is difficult to imagine any astrologer objecting to development being reflected 

in the anti-clockwise character of the zodiac cycle. And, noticing (i) the transition from 

“sleep-hibernation-gestation” to “waking-spring-birth” is plainly symbolized ‘down’ 

through the ‘left’ hemisphere (ii) ‘up’ through the ‘right’ hemisphere, Leo is ruled by 

the ‘central’ body of the Solar system, Virgo deals with the ‘centre’ between psyche & 

soma, Libra “balances” thought at its ‘centre’, Scorpio is the emotional “re-centerer’’, 

it is also difficult to imagine any astrologer objecting to the following alignment… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… even if there are a couple of talking points: (i) the feeling function needs to 

be relegated to ‘transitional’ because a reading of Jung’s descriptions of “introverted” 

and “extraverted” feeling tells us that he is referring to, respectively, ‘8 Scorpio’ and 

‘12 Pisces’; and, this helps to explain why (ii) supraverted ‘9 Sagittarius’ is well placed 

to see why the individual’s “centroversion” needs development before s/he can claim 

that s/he isn’t “doubly ignorant” about his/her “introverted” (religious) convictions. 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ ATTITUDES 

If we refer back to our ‘Basics’ essay (see the ‘Basics’ webpage), we have reason 

to worry about an apparent discrepancy – a 30° ‘phase-shift’ – between how an FA-er 

aligns Jung’s three attitudes, ‘extraversion-centroversion-introversion’, and Freud’s-

(Darwin’s) three instincts, ‘hunting-mating-running’. As longstanding readers know, 

we confirm that the discrepancy is only apparent by virtue of our view that the third 

sequence, ‘9-10-11-12’, is best conceived as bi-layered i.e. it symbolizes both gestation 

& (grand)-parenting. And, so, in the same way that the ‘religious introvert’ needs to 

establish his/her centroverted side to assess how “regressive” or “progressive” his/her 

religious convictions are, so it is that ‘any introvert’ needs to establish centroversion 

to assess the degree to which his/her psyche is ‘foetal’ or ‘(grand)-parental’.     

We admit that a section of astrologers will reject our view that this ‘bi-layering’ 

transforms triadic instincts, life-cycles and attitudes into quadratics (c’est la vie!). We 

would still point out to this section, however, that the symbols for three of the last four 

signs are, indeed, dual, as below…  

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, even the odd man out, the water-bearer, contains a duality insofar as it 

is flanked by ‘watery’ beings i.e. the goat-fish & the (2) fishes appear to be the ‘water’ 

that ‘11’ ‘bears’. The ‘tetrahedral’ centaur ‘expands’ this air-sign-incongruity insofar 

as it ‘observes’ another duality, the twins, being the symbol of the extraverted air sign, 

Gemini. To be sure, the Jung of 1913 would be happy with this incongruity insofar as 

he saw “regressive extraversion” in Freud’s “transference neurosis” but, as noted at 

the outset, this opens Gemini’s can of 10,000 worms (we’ll come back to this). 

Because there are so many developmental variables, we don’t like to “type” an 

individual based on his/her birth horoscope. However, we can identify (what could be 

called) the ‘root type’ by inspecting the ascendant, even if the ascendant, of itself, has 

its ‘generic’ extraverting influence e.g. Jung’s ‘root type’ is “introverted thinking” i.e. 

he had Aquarius on the ascendant (heading for “centroverted intuition”; Sun Leo).  
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FREUD’S SELF-STYLED ‘TRIUMVIRATE’, RE-VISITED 

At this point, the individual who has a centroverted sign on his/her ascendant 

may well ask: “by achieving ‘generic extraversion’ and ‘root centroversion’ (especially 

as the Sun transits my ascendant), is it important for me to ‘observe’ the transit of the 

Sun across my I.C. around-up to my descendant?” FA’s answer: because the signs on 

the I.C. and on the descendant are likely to be introverted/extraverted, it is just as well 

that you have a ‘centroverted’ outlook at the beginning of your next lower hemispheric 

journey; it is something that you can refer back to… you’ll need it! Especially if there 

are ‘difficult’ planets placed in your lower hemisphere e.g. our 2nd example (below).   

In ‘Psycho-quadratics: Introduction’, we returned to our opening “Whiggish” 

quote by Freud that revealed his self-image as a ‘continuator’ of Copernicus & Darwin 

and, then, we went on to examine Darwin’s credentials as an (Sun in) Aquarian ‘hero’. 

It makes good sense, therefore, to follow this up with an examination of Copernicus’ 

credentials for ‘heroism’. This time, however, we need to consider its (Sun in) Piscean 

version… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     … noting that, unlike Darwin (but, this time, like Freud), Copernicus’s natal 

Sun was placed above his descendant. And, with astrology being closely studied in the 

15thC, we are confident that Copernicus ‘root type’ is “sensation” (Virgo), pointing to 

why he was something of a Persephone ‘abducted’ by his Pluto in the 1st house and, in 

turn, intensely ‘married’ into the Scorpio sector of his 3rd house to spend many hours 

making astronomical observations and gathering astronomical ‘3 information’. 

Nicolaus’ ‘6 theme’ crops up again when we notice that the 3rd housed planets 

(in Scorpio) – ‘astronomically rebellious’ Uranus & his Sun-ruling Neptune – form a 

square aspect to his 6th housed planets – assertive Mars & Chiron – in (Uranus-ruled) 

Aquarius. The Mars-Uranus conjunction of the 6th house is trine Saturn in Gemini in 

his 10th house that, itself, is part of a T-cross configuration with the already-introduced 

Pluto in the 1st house and the already-introduced Sun-(Mercury) in the 7th house. 

The pre-Copernican establishment view that the Sun orbits the Earth sounds 

crazy these days but, to 15thC-ers who held simplistic views of centrifugal forces, the 

  Mars/Ch 

 

Jp/  
 Ura 

Nep  

Pluto 

 

        Sun 

Ven  

   Merc 

 Sat 

 

 

Vi 

Vi 

Ta 

Li 

Sc 

Cp

e 

Aq 

n 

Pi

b 

Pi 

Ar

g 
Can 

Le

s 

Nicolaus 

Copernicus 

28/2/1473 



idea of being flung off the surface of a very fast-orbiting Earth would have been more 

compelling than the idea that the Solar system’s epicyclic quirks should be ironed out. 

The fact that Nicolaus had written the first draft of his heliocentric view 29yrs before 

he published it tells us that his Saturn in Gemini in the 10th house – a placement that 

points to a reluctance to appear foolish when making appeals to authority – may have 

been more ‘relevant’ than his natal Sun in the 7th house… to a point where one might 

wonder if the ‘heroic’ transit of his Sun through his lower hemisphere and, then, the 

(further) “progression” of his Sun into Aries-Taurus may be only a minor player. 

Then again, we can return to the fact that Nicolaus’ natal Sun formed a square 

aspect to his natal Saturn, meaning that his Sun would have been mixed up any transit 

to his natal Saturn. And, when we inspect the specifics of his “progressed” Sun-Moon 

inter-cycle, we note that his 2nd “progressed” new Moon in Aries – and the subsequent 

“progression” of the Moon up-across to Saturn – coincided with the span when he was 

giving ‘1 birth’ to his views on heliocentrism. 

The astrologer who is unconvinced by our view of Nicolaus’ natal Sun-Saturn 

square having significant input into his famous astronomical simplification may want 

to point out here that a ‘heroic’ Sun in Pisces should be a “mystical dreamer” who is 

interested much more in the cultural ramifications of the collective unconscious than 

in macro-geometry and, therefore, it would be more accurate to see his Sun remaining 

in his “unconscious” all his life and, therefore (again), “projected” onto any number 

of “hooks”; his natal Sun was in the 7th house of “projection”, after all! To this, FA-

ers will reply that, yep, a Sun in Pisces is the “mystical dreamer” but it also symbolizes 

a ‘talent’ for ‘gestation’ i.e. the capacity to allow things to ripen in their own good time 

without having to enact a ‘Caesarian’ upon it. This capacity can be called the ‘positive’ 

version of the much more common ‘negative’ desire to cling to idealisms and, as such, 

to remain psychologically unborn e.g. Uranus in Pisces and/or the 12th house.  

And, if we consider the 30yrs that expired before Nicolaus published, we do get 

a sense of a ‘talent’ for ‘gestation’. When the Sun does “progress” into Aries & Taurus, 

there will be a feeling of natural-ness that may ‘feel’ better than the get-up-and-go of 

a natal Sun in Aries (& Taurus). Nicolaus’ biographers do note that he got involved in 

the financial affairs of his native Poland… pointing to his “progressed Sun” achieving 

some level of “consciousness” as it ‘supported’ his natal Taurus on the M.C. Overall, 

then (and without a time machine), the ‘hero’s journey’ jury may have to remain out. 

Even so, when dealing with a natal Sun in Pisces client (just like FA itself!), we 

would put Nicolaus’ (and his ‘lion’, Galileo) forward as examples of Piscean heroism 

insofar as Pisces is the phase of the ‘hero’s journey’ in which so much can be achieved 

in respect of the ultimate dissolution of the superego and “(‘11’-back-to-‘10’) reaction 

formations”, the latter being the most difficult psychodynamic to treat analytically. In 

consequence, a Piscean ‘inner’, ego-making planet, whether it is found in the analyst’s, 

analysand’s, analyst-analysand combined or ‘current’ horoscope will be an important 

ally in the treatment of (what are now called) “borderline” analysands or institutions. 

In many ways, the rejection of the heliocentric view by the Church was the epitome of 

“reaction formations” that are a dime a dozen in end-stage authority. The great irony 

is, of course, that there is no easy way for our readers to know whether this paragraph, 

so written (i.e. our own appeal to authority!!), is also a “reaction formation”. Aw… 

 



         PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IB: FUNCTION TYPE 

 

JUNG’S (DARWIN’S/EINSTEIN’S) FUNCTIONS 

In ‘Psycho-quadratic IA’, we referenced Plato’s query, “One, Two, Three – but, 

where is the fourth?” Fast forward 2,000yrs and we come to Rene Descartes’ reductive 

adjustment, “One – but, where is the second?” In other words, Rene ‘thought’ that 

the ‘one’ certainty was his existence as a (doubting-negative) ‘thinker’. Although Rene 

could sense all manner of outer phenomena and intuit all manner of inner visions, he 

could not think/intuit positively about them… he couldn’t be positive that they existed, 

let alone be positive that they were ‘true’ e.g. “random mutation & natural selection”. 

Then again, there were thoughts that Rene could take a positive attitude to. All 

he needed to do was roll the clock back 2000yrs to ponder (pure) mathematical proofs 

e.g. Pythagoras’ theorem. Indeed, he could use such positive thinking as an inspiration 

to be positive about outer phenomena (in the same way that Empedocles was positive 

about the four elements, fire-energy/earth-matter/air-space/water-time; and Einstein 

was positive that energy=matter was couched in spacetime) and about inner noumena 

(in the same way that Pythagoras/Plato saw the “square nature of the soul”; and Jung 

saw the interplay of archetypes in dreams and psychotic hallucinations). The fact that 

he couldn’t be certain about where knowledge stops and speculation starts meant that, 

like all true philosophers, he had no choice but to ‘keep thinking’… 

Jung saw that scientists had ‘stopped thinking’ about how Homo sapiens goes 

about accruing knowledge i.e. they had answered Descartes, “the second is the sensing 

of the outer world but there is no third or fourth (or fifth…)”. In 1920, Jung published 

“Psychological Types” his ‘keep thinking’ cornerstone i.e. through philosophical (and, 

even, scientific) thought, if a thinker comes to ‘value’ intuition, s/he may realize that 

his/her capacity to ‘value’ is a function of his/her 4th (… errr) function, as follows…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  …  from his ‘root type’, introverted thinking, Jung would take the ‘downward 

de-integrative’ path, through science, to sensing and, then, the ‘rightward feminine’ 

path, through psychology, to feeling. Later in life, he took the ‘upward re-integrative’ 

path, through religion, to intuiting to, thereby, rightly claim that a psyche can develop 

all four functions without needing to be (as Jung claimed not to be!) a philosopher. 
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THE ASTROLOGER’S FUNCTIONS 

In ‘Psycho-quadratic IA’, we had to exercise a certain amount of (supraverted) 

intuition to step up from ‘3’ to ‘4’ and, as with most things intuitive, we are defenseless 

against the familiar charge of anything-can-mean-anything. In ‘Psycho-quadratic IB’, 

however, ‘4’ is already given. Yet, as depicted in our prior schema (scroll up), ‘4’ can, 

in any case, be stepped back down to ‘3’, via axes, (i) gender, (ii) de/re-integration and 

(iii) ir/rationality. Moreover, as we also found in ‘Psycho-quadratic IA’, the problem 

of 30° ‘phase-shift’ is still present, except that (now scroll down), it runs in the opposite 

direction i.e. in the zodiac, Jung’s ‘aphorism of function’, “sensing tells me that a thing 

(as Descartes would say it, might) exist/s; thinking tells me what it is (or, is not); feeling 

tells me the thing’s value; intuition tells me whereto it is going”, begins at the 2nd sign, 

Taurus…   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… to solve this ‘phase-shift’ issue, we could place intuition at both ends of the 

sequence i.e. “Aries’ fiery-intuitive will tells me to sharpen my attention (e.g. open my 

eyelids), Taurus’ sensing tells me that a thing exists, Gemini’s thinking gives it a name, 

Cancer’s emotion-feeling imparts its value, Leo’s intuition tells me its purpose i.e. the 

‘building’ of the ego (as opposed to superego, self or pre-ego formation)”. 

If we wish to ‘step-4-back-down-to-3’ in a 12-sectored-circular context (rather 

than in the quadratic-block context of our opening page), we need to ‘extract’ its three 

crosses; astrologers know these crosses as “quadruplicities”; they are, (i) cardinal: the 

first signs of each season, Aries-Cancer-Libra-Capricorn, have a ‘subtle Empedoclean 

earthiness’ insofar as Easter’s Aries-Libra full Moon invokes the ‘incarnating’ aspect 

of the Cross, (ii) fixed: the middle signs of each season, Taurus-Leo-Scorpio-Aquarius, 

have a ‘subtle Empedoclean fieriness’ insofar as they are located at the ‘centre’ of the 

seasons & (iii) mutable: the last signs of each season, Gemini-Virgo-Sagittarius-Pisces, 

have a ‘subtle Empedoclean airiness’ insofar as they have a birdlike facility to fly into 

the new season (see parentheses). OK, so what about ‘subtle Empedoclean feeling’?... 

 

Ego Sen (th) 

Ego 

Int (fe) 
Fee 

(se) 

Thi 

(fe) 

Int (e.g. waking/se) 

Sen (in) 

Ego Thi (se) 

Fee (in) 

Int 

(th) 

Sen 

(fe) 
Thi (in) 

Fee (th) 

Ar 

Ta 

Cp 

Ge 

Ca 

L

e 

Vi 

Li

b 

Sc 

Sa

g 
Aq

u 

Pi

s 

cardinal solid 

mutable dots 

fixed dashes 

Jung’s ‘beginning!’ 



THE FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ FUNCTION 

A close inspection of the zodiac on the prior page (scroll up) will reveal that, in 

the manner of water draining into ‘holes’, ‘subtle feeling’ is inserted in those positions 

where a ‘double up’ would have occurred… and, when we combine this zodiac schema 

with our first block schema (scroll further up), we can make the following associations 

with the signs of the zodiac (now, look/scroll down)… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… leading to the following talking points (i) philosophy; is the discipline that is 

most at risk of ‘foetal’ “arrest/regression” (ii) psychology; is another discipline that is 

at risk of ‘foetal’ “arrest/regression”, especially if it restricts itself to the Capricornian 

superego e.g. J.M. Charcot’s “hypnotherapy”, B.F. Skinner’s “experimental control”, 

Alfred Adler’s “masculine protest (against the pseudopatriarchal world)” (iii) science; 

to be practiced well, its practitioners do well to prepare with a full lower hemispheric 

development (iv) religion; risks becoming the dead letter, spiritless creed if its devotees 

renege not only on their respective lower hemispheric development/s but also on their 

respective ‘right’ hemispheric “transformations”. As for (v) and (vi)… 

Jung saw the archetypes as a form-sans-content matrix of “patterning”. Given 

that biologists define “instincts” as “patterns of behavior”, Jung realized that there is 

an “archetype-instinct spectrum”, one end of the spectrum having a “rational” quality 

and the other end having an “irrational” quality. Although it appears odd to scientists 

that feeling (along with thinking) is (are) “rational”, Jung steps in to remind them that 

feeling is the ‘result’ after an emotion is “transformed”… and, so, we realize that the 

(even anti-clockwise = developmental) passage through Pisces and Gemini involves a 

significant risk whenever there’s no ‘right’ hemispheric “transformation”. As Jung 

also pointed out in “introverted intuition”, ‘feeling values’ have a very significant role 

in the development of the individual’s “moral compass”. Hence ‘8’ precedes ‘9’. 

As noted in ‘Psycho-quadratics: Introduction’, Freud saw that Homo sapiens 

was/is “irrational”. With Freud’s natal Venus in Aries/Sun in Taurus, we see that,… 
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FREUD’S QUADRUMVIRATE? 

In order to maintain thematic consistency, Freud’s ‘Copernicus-Darwin-Freud 

triumvirate’ needs an addition. Whom might Freud have chosen as his ‘fourth’? If he 

had looked to the sources of his skepticism & atheism, he would likely have chosen the 

‘father’ of skepticism, Rene Descartes (see, opening paragraph). We, however, prefer 

to keep the timeline rolling forward and, as such, we choose the psychologist who did 

the most to help us understand the psychology of Homo sapiens’ neoteny…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, in the same way that Sun in Aquarius Darwin comes after Sun in Pisces 

Copernicus, so does Sun in Aries Klein come after Sun in Taurus Freud. (In passing, 

we note that Rene Descartes was also a natal Sun in Aries). For FA, there is a sense in 

which Melanie is the ‘mother equivalent’ to the ‘father’ of the Age of Aries, Abraham. 

Either way, not having her birth-time, she is seen by us as a phylogenetic (rather than 

an ontogenetic) figure for astrologers… and, so, we draw the “0° Aries” chart.    

As is highly consistent with natal Mercury in Pisces opposite Uranus (in Virgo) 

and Sun in Aries closely square Mars in Cancer, Melanie Klein had a highly ‘intuitive’ 

grasp of Homo sapiens’ hunting instincts. Without knowing anything about the zodiac 

signs of neoteny (Pisces) and birth (into Freud’s “oral phase”) (Aries), she recognized 

the primary role that “idealization” and “aggression” play in the neonatal psyche. Of 

course, this is the point where the psychological astrologer would ‘complain’ that she 

was “projecting” her individual psyche into the psyche of mankind-in-general, but the 

fact remains that, despite her lack of education, her gender and her manner, she made 

enough sense to enough of her colleagues that “object relations” would thrive in the 

post-Freudian depth psychological environment. 

Melanie was in her early 30s – when she was coming up to her 2nd “progressed” 

full Moon (that was ‘picking up’ Freud’s Taurus-Scorpio/Sun-ascendant axis) and her 

“progressed” Sun was coming into its conjunction with Saturn-Neptune (in Taurus) – 

when she would have read Freud’s “On Narcissism” (1914). She had already been in 
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her own analysis with Sandor Ferenczi for post-natal “depression” at the time of her 

(1st) Saturn return. Depression – or, as Freud called it, “melancholia” – was one of the 

“narcissistic neuroses/psychoses” that was, like the others of this classification (e.g. bi-

polar, dissociative schizophrenia), psychotherapeutically ‘inaccessible’. The fact that 

Melanie was having a measure of success in her own treatment led her to disregard 

the classifications. In other words, instead of seeing clients as either ‘accessible’ insofar 

as they would form “transference” bonds with their analysts and ‘inaccessible’ insofar 

as they didn’t form “transference” bonds, she saw all clients as moving back and forth 

between “positions”… during the phase of his/her “depressive position”, even if it is a 

long time coming, what at first may appear to be a “narcissistic” client may reveal an, 

if paltry, “erotic/transference” capacity and become psychotherapeutically treatable. 

Therefore, the most essential quality that the Kleinian analyst needs is patience. 

As, we are sure, the great majority of Kleinian analysts will tell you, the place 

wherein they had learned patience was in their own respective (“training”) analyses. 

Because this form of analysis takes careful notice of “countertransference” feelings in 

the analyst – many years of his/her own analysis are often required to allow the analyst 

to differentiate his/her own emotions from the emotions that his/her future analysands 

will be “forcing into” him/her (because the analysand can’t bear them him/herself) – 

s/he has a markedly different view of “countertransference” than that taken by Freud, 

who had taken it always to be a sign of an overly-truncated training analysis. In other 

words, the Kleinian analyst will wait for his/her analysand to enter his/her “depressive 

position” before, very tentatively, entertaining the possibility of ‘feeding back’ his/her 

“countertransference” to his/her analysand… aiming for emotional “integration” in 

the analysand that helps him/her to take the next step toward emotional maturity that 

is signified by his/her embrace of (thinking-sensing-feeling-intuiting) complexity. This 

is something that analysand’s mother wasn’t able to do in the neonatal phase… but it 

is no reason to “parent bash” because, as Gene Hackman’s movie producer counsels 

(we can call her) ‘Carrie Fisher’ (Meryl Streep) in Mike Nichols’ “Postcards from the 

Edge”, this stuff goes “all the way back to (Taurean) Eve”.   

With these ideas, we begin to see something about the Sun in Aries ‘hero’, even 

if, strictly speaking, Melanie is a ‘heroine’ (we will examine the quadratic of gender in 

our next essay) because she provided the psychological world with invaluable insights 

into the ebb-and-flow between Homo sapiens’ running and hunting instincts. To take 

but one example, her term “projective identification” is a masterful “(‘1’) integration” 

of womby “identity” and neonatal “projection”. Freudastrology is especially grateful 

to Melanie insofar as it helped us to understand the difference between the ascendant 

and descendant i.e. although “projection” occurs at the ascendant, into the 1st and 2nd 

houses, it appears to an outer observing astrologer that the individual is “introjecting” 

the qualities of his/her 1st and 2nd houses leading to an “identification”. By contrast, 

the 7th house (especially in phases prior to a rounded ego construction) is experienced 

in a more straightforwardly “projected” way e.g. the “open enemy”. 

With and after Klein, psychoanalytic “progress” would involve greater interest 

in nursing mothers but not at any great expense of the fathers. This idea underwrites 

the Kleinian term, “the primal scene”. The most primal of “primal scenes”, of course, 

is that of Aries-Adam + Taurus-Eve. Before, however, we delve further into religion… 

 



       PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IIA: SOMATIC GENDER 

 

FREUD’S (KLEIN’S) ‘INSTINCTUAL’ GENDER 

If there is any ‘psycho-dyad’ that is crying out for an expansion into a ‘psycho-

quadratic’, it would have to be “masculine-feminine”. If we stick to biology, we admit 

that XX-YX is straightforwardly dyadic but, as Freud explains (and, as “civilization” 

reveals to anyone who cares to look), the fact that there are not insignificant fractions 

of XXs who view themselves as men and XYs who view themselves as women tells (if 

not biologists, then psychologists) that gender also has its developmental ‘quirks’ and, 

in showing this, Freud did at least establish a ‘somatic’ ‘psycho-quadratic’. 

Indeed, Freud would take the step, now notoriously controversial, of viewing 

gender as primarily epi-genetic i.e. due, perhaps, to an initial “identification” with the 

phallic nipple, all infants believe that they are little boys… meaning that little girls are 

faced with the “phallic phase” problem of discovering that they aren’t what they had 

thought they were. And, perhaps knowing that he was dooming himself to be the most 

hated figure of “feminists”, he went on to describe the “penis envy” that all little girls 

suffer from until they discover their vaginas… as the joke goes: a triumphant brother 

declares to his sister, “I’ve got one of these!”, but his ‘discovering sister’ retorts, “yeah, 

but, with one of these, I can get as many of those that I want!”. 

It wasn’t only feminists who had criticized Freud’s ‘over-reduction’. A number 

of Freud’s proteges would point out that the development of gender had a number of 

additional moving parts, both in the little boy and in the little girl, that Freud had not 

noticed. For example, Otto Rank, thought that the “loss of penis” (past history for the 

little girl; threatening future history for the little boy) was but a pale reflection of the 

“loss of womb” (and/or “loss of nipple”) at birth (and/or in the “oral-to-anal phase”). 

Such additions are justified insofar as the closer to the womb the investigating analyst 

gets (even masterful Freud), the more s/he is “resisted” by the analysand’s narcissism 

i.e. resisted by the psychical half that is ‘inaccessible’ to psychoanalytic investigation 

and treatment (noting, here, that development into the psyche’s ‘other half’ – Eros – 

is required for ‘access/transference’ and, in turn, for therapy to become plausible).  

The most enduring addition by Freud’s proteges was made by Melanie Klein, 

who directed her attention to the womb-that-preceded and the breast-that-succeeded 

the nipple i.e. to the maternal mother rather than the phallic mother. As a result, Klein 

could see that the newborn not only “identifies” with the ‘outer’ “nipple” but s/he also 

“projects” his/her ‘inner’ state, hunger/satiety, into the ‘inside’ of his/her mother and, 

in turn, s/he phantasizes an attack on her ‘insides’… and, as it is in the glass, the breast 

can be half full or half empty; the baby attacks a “good breast” in order steal mother’s 

goodies and attacks a “bad breast” for taunting him/her with ‘fool’s gold’. 

Thus, the baby, like those suffering “narcissistic psychoses/neuroses”, lives in 

a very dyadic world i.e. there are no shades between “good” and “bad” (and definitely 

no quadratic). This leads to the “paranoid schizoid position”, the position wherein the 

Kleinian therapist can do nothing but “be with” his/her analysand. Still, if the analyst 

has the “temperance”, the analysand will, eventually, allow him/herself ‘sink’ into the 

“depressive position” without succumbing to the suicidal impulses that, up until then, 

s/he had been using his/her “paranoid schizoid position” to defend against them. 

 



ASTROLOGERS’ ‘INSTINCTUAL’ GENDER 

Having noticed the “phallic” (masculine) mother and the maternal (feminine) 

mother, those who would search for the ‘psycho-quadratic’ will turn their attention to 

the question of whether there is (or, in a Platonic disinterested search for Truth, is not) 

a ‘womby’ (feminine) father and a paternal (masculine) father. The Jungian astrologer 

could recommend ‘generic’ astrologers to read Erich Neumann’s “The Great Mother” 

and “The Origin and History of Consciousness” to locate this ‘4’ in the zodiac… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… although (what we call) the ‘left hemisphere’ (astrologers who don’t look at 

maps usually prefer to call this the “eastern hemisphere”) has three “masculine” signs, 

Aquarius, Aries and Gemini, the Freudastrologer still groups all six signs under the 

banner of “matriarchate” because, (i) as was discussed in ‘Basics’, the 4th quadrant is 

more often a symbol of ‘gestation’ than of a (grand)-parent, (ii) the Greek counterpart 

of the ruler of Aries, Ares, is born parthenogenically (father-less) & (iii) the Geminian, 

pre-family romanced, “narcissistic flower boy” is a boy who has yet to learn that the 

only thing worse than Oedipal defeat is Oedipal victory i.e. even if, Freudianly, he does 

manage to sidestep his father’s castrating ire, his sidestep usually carries him straight 

into the Jungian-Neumannian jaws of the phallus-munching, Great Mother; and… 

… although (what we call) the ‘right hemisphere’ has three “feminine” signs, 

Cancer, Virgo and Scorpio, we still group all six under the banner of “patriarchate” 

because, (i) the father makes his definitive appearance in the 4th (i.e. Oedipal phase) 

house of the horoscope, (ii) the Virgoan Maiden’s destiny is to be abducted ‘up-away’ 

from the lower hemisphere that is home for spring-summer-philic, Taurean Demeter 

and, (iii) by marrying Persephone, the Roman counterpart of the ruler of the eighth, 

feminine sign, Pluto, draws the Virgoan Maiden ‘up’ to her queen-ship; even Jupiter, 

the ruler of Sagittarius – and, insofar as he is the parthenogenic father of (what could 

be called) Libra’s ‘semi-ruler’, Athene – isn’t able to over-rule this ‘sacred’ union. 
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FREUD-(KLEIN)-ASTROLOGERS’ ‘INSTINCTUAL’ GENDER 

Returning now to Freud’s over-masculine take on the infant psyche and Klein’s 

re-balancing, feminine ‘correction’ of Freud, we note that she also ‘corrected’ Freud’s 

view of the superego i.e. whereas Freud thought that it emerged de novo from the trials 

and tribulations of the 4th, Oedipal phase, Klein saw it operating in the neonatal phase. 

This pointed to the possibility of it being established during gestation… and, of course, 

the astrologer who notices the links from (i) “repression” to the 10th archetype and (ii) 

the “ego ideal” to the 11th and 12th archetypes and (iii) follows FA in taking the neoteny 

of Homo sapiens as highly significant, won’t have any trouble seeing the matriarchate 

being ‘interconnected’, like so… 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… Freud’s metaphor for all this was the marine landing i.e. the admiral orders 

the marines to land but his ideals turn him into something of Ouranos wanting to stuff 

the failings of the attack back into the womb… until such a time that his pragmatism 

orders his inner Chronos to ‘castrate’ his Ouranian idealism; the admiral is definitely 

no patriarch… he is a pawn of the ‘12-(11)-10 Great Mother’. 

At this point, the horoscopist will want to know how all this effects the ‘zodiac-

horoscope-phase-shift’ and, of course, we have to admit that all this makes something 

complex into something uber-complex. In our prior example of (‘150° phase-shifted’) 

Donald Trump, however, the above-described ‘extension’ of the 4th quadrant into the 

1st quadrant is ‘already there’ i.e. he has Taurus on the M.C., Uranus in the 10th house, 

Saturn in the 11th house and Neptune in the 2nd house… so, perhaps in other ways, it 

is simpler. Either way, he is the admiral pawn of the Great Mother in need of a “bigger 

boat”. Then again, Trump needs to be seen as no more than a symptom… democratic 

majorities are also without a clue of what ‘spiritual femininity’ looks like. 

When we ‘go global’ like this, we ask ourselves: can Kleinian theory “be with” 

a “paranoid schizoid world” until this “world’s depressive position” is achieved?… 
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IS THERE SUCH A THING AS ‘POLITICAL HEROISM’? EXAMPLE IV 

If there is any ‘political psycho-dyad’ that is crying out for an expansion into a 

‘psycho-quadratic’, it would surely be “socialism-capitalism”. And, if one accepts that 

socialism comes out of the introverted-collective attitude and capitalism comes out of 

the extraverted-individualistic attitude, then the obvious way to expand the dyad is to 

re-apply Jung’s “regression-progression” dyad (scroll back up) as we had done in our 

‘Psycho-quadratic I’. In this way, we are able to see that, although infantile capitalism 

is a developmental ‘advance’ on gestational socialism, this assessment isn’t sustainable 

if we compare ‘regressive capitalism’ to ‘progressive socialism’, something, of course, 

that never goes through Trump’s mind. If one wants to be a political ‘hero’, s/he would 

need to find a way to “progress” his/her way out of both socialism and capitalism and, 

then, chart a path across Freud’s “family romance” (and the rest of the 2nd quadrant) 

to find an exogamous, diplomatic home in Venusian/Athenian ‘7 Libra/7th house’. 

(Because this development requires a modicum of Jungian understanding, FA 

prefers Jung’s “individuational aristocracy” to Plato’s “intellectual aristocracy”). 

Now that we are at ‘Example V’ and that Freud is our ‘quintessential (even if, 

as it was for Charles Darwin, he wasn’t a full ) hero’, we could, at this point, return to 

our ongoing interpretation of Freud’s horoscope…  but, in light of our current theme 

of gender equality, let’s go to a feminine version of the Taurean ‘hero/heroine’. When 

it comes to the current/recent 1st lady of the U.S.A., very few would think of her as an 

example but, if those who don’t think of her this way are correct, we can yet reply that 

(i) it is never too late to embark on a ‘heroic journey’, (ii) the globe may benefit if she 

does so, and (iii) this is one of the ‘most Taurean’ charts we have encountered (even if, 

as it is for Melanie Klein, we don’t have her ontogenetic house placements)…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

    … indeed, we can expand ‘(iii)’ by pointing out that, with Moon in Capricorn 

& Pluto in Virgo trine her Sun-ruling natal Venus, Melania is ‘very earthy’. 

Being born in 1970 in Slovenia, we could propose that her Moon in Capricorn 

was ‘comfortable enough’ living under a socialist system but her collection of planets 
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in Taurus – noting, here, that although Taurus is an “introjector”, it is still ‘facing’ the 

external world and, therefore, it is “extraverted” – are ‘striveful enough’ to outweigh 

her Moon and provide the impetus to migrate to an opportunistic system. Her ‘trump’ 

card to this end, of course, was her classic, “cow-eyed” Taurean beauty… it took her 

to NYC in 1996 wherein, as Saturn rolled towards its 1st return, she began to date her 

future husband, the epitome of a character for whom “sacrifice” is just another word 

for “ridiculous action”. 

Depth psychologically, however, “sacrifice” is an action that, when heartfelt, is 

a “head-shrinking” process that is a necessary prequel to emotional-spiritual growth. 

The fact that “King Minos” of mythical ancient Crete is unable to sacrifice to Poseidon 

means that he fancies himself as much more god than human (noting that it is the task 

of kings and queens to find the halfway place between the g/God/s and men so that, in 

turn, they can lead their ‘subjects’ through endogamy to exogamy). Translating this 

to the modern Freudastrological political context, we can say that Trump’s “inflation” 

has led him into the ‘regressive capitalist’ mindset that threatens to ‘hook up’ with the 

‘regressive socialist’ mindset that, in due course (and, usually, sooner than later), leads 

to tyranny. While Melania may not care about political theory, it is fair to assume until 

proven otherwise that she cares about ‘7 equality’ and a fully exogamous marriage. 

Melania might not care about ‘Melanian’ (Kleinian) theory either but, into this 

possible breach, a “classical Jungian” would wonder if, upon hearing about the story 

of ancient Crete, she “identifies” with the (half)-sister of the “Minotaur”, “Ariadne”, 

hoping to encounter a hero for whom she can provide a thread. In the story, as shown 

in the horoscope above, “Theseus” was originally one of the ‘children’ that was meant 

to be “sacrificed” to (not Poseidon, but now) the Minotaur but, of course, his liaison 

with Ariadne would be the reason that he was able to (i) defeat the Minotaur & (ii) be 

a better king for Athens than “King Aegeus”, his father, had been. 

The “classical Jungian”’s job would not be complete until s/he could convince 

Melania that all mythic characters are within i.e. she would need to explore possible 

“unconscious identifications” with Poseidon (the astrologer would step in here to show 

Melania her natal Neptune-opposite-Mercury-Venus-Mars), “Queen Pasiphae” and, 

eventually, the story’s masculine characters. As things stand in April 2021 (this essay 

is being written 9 months earlier i.e. before the next U.S. election… but even if Trump 

loses, he will probably continue to agitate), Pluto is transiting the concluding degrees 

of Capricorn and, therefore, ‘picking up’ (by grand trine) her natal Pluto-trine-Venus 

and her “progressed” Venus about to shift from (i.e. connect) queenly Cancer to kingly 

Leo. Meanwhile, her “progressed” Sun is making its way through the near-concluding 

degrees of Gemini, giving her the chance to ‘sum up’ this part of the heroic journey… 

and the recent book about Melania tells of sibling rivalry with Trump’s children from 

an early marriage. Sometimes, individuals begin to “individuate” without ever having 

heard of Jung or the terms he coined. FA calls this ‘falling-into-one’s-“individuation”-

backwards’… certainly a lot better than ‘climbing-clockwise-into-Babylon’. 

The background issue of whether the “classical Jungian” therapeutic approach 

is ‘better’ than the “developmental (Freud-Klein-Fordhamian ) Jungian” approach is 

an important one. With Michael Fordham having, like Jung, natal Sun in Leo, we will 

return to it in 3 (& 8!) months. But, first, back to some Jungastrological ‘basics’… 

 



    PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IIB: PNEUMATIC GENDER 

 

JUNG’S (vs. MENDEL’S) ‘ARCHETYPAL’ GENDER 

There is a notable twist to Jung’s musing on “One, Two, Three – but, where is 

the fourth?” when we come to gender’s biological ‘ground’ i.e. chromosomes might be 

made up of ‘4’ nucleotides but gender is made up of ‘3’ genetic strands:‘2’ feminine (a 

dominant X, a recessive x) and ‘1’ masculine (a Y). The ‘twist’ resides in the way that 

it points to a potential re-balancing of the masculine dominance of the supra-biological 

Trinity. If this (potential) re-balancing were to actualize, the ‘religious biologist’ would 

put him/herself within reach of Plato’s “fourth”. As we have noted elsewhere, biology 

has struggled to include ‘fiery’ ‘self-recognition’, not only in its definition of “life” but 

also in its attempts to explain the ‘fire’ that was bio-genesis (despite many laboratory 

attempts to ‘Frankenstein’ life out of the nucleotides and the many searches for “E.T.”, 

the only biogenetic event that has been ‘discovered’ occurred about 10 billion years 

post the Big Bang… itself a scientifically opaque event; moreover, the “singularity” of 

‘universo-genesis’ is as opaque as the ‘fiery’ ‘conscio-genesis’ that occurred, arguably, 

2,000yrs ago). All the same and whatever comes of this ‘bio-archetypo-quadratic’… 

Jung’s view of gender is straightforwardly quaternal: the self-recognizing male 

“self/ego” has a female figure in his unconscious, his “anima”, and the self-recognizing 

female “self/ego” has a male figure in her unconscious, her “animus”. These figures 

reveal themselves most clearly via their (respective) “projections” onto ‘outer’ contra-

gender figures… also primarily groupable into ‘4s’ i.e. the anima finds itself projected 

onto one’s mother, sister, wife and/or daughter; the animus finds itself projected onto 

one’s father, brother, husband and/or son. Equally often, these figures also appear in 

dreams… wherein valuable information about their lack of differentiation becomes 

clear e.g. the male analysand has been “transferring” the mother aspect of his anima 

onto the wife aspect and, in turn, the Jungian, no less than the Freudian, can see how 

psychological inbreeding can lead to as many problems as can physical inbreeding. 

A lack of differentiation, however, is very often the very least of the problems 

thrown up by the anima-animus syzygy. A lack of development in the “self/ego” gives 

these figures the chance to rise up from the unconscious (for the animus, it is probably 

more accurate to say ‘fall out’ of the ‘supra-conscious’) and “possess” the undeveloped 

“self/ego”… whereupon we witness the moody man becoming a caricature of a woman 

and the opinionated woman becoming a caricature of a man. None of this, of course, 

is mutually exclusive of Freud’s/Klein’s views and, indeed, it is not difficult to identify 

the numerous points at which their views converge. 

Then again, Jung tells us that these figures form their own ‘internal’ quadratic 

i.e. the ‘negative’ anima & animus is only half of the anima-animus ‘picture’; there is 

also a ‘positive’ anima-animus that becomes ‘inner guidance’ for a hero/ine preparing 

him/herself for his/her “relationship to” (rather than “possession by”) the ‘further in 

(= outer)’ archetypal realm. Unsurprisingly, these guides lead the hero/ine, first of all, 

to those tasks that would ‘round out’ his/her ego structure. For the hero, this usually 

means him being led into better differentiation of sensing & feeling (making him less 

moody); for the heroine, this usually means her being led into better differentiation of 

intuiting & thinking (making her less opinionated)… 

 



ASTROLOGERS’ ‘ARCHEYTPAL’ GENDER   

… and, of course, in the zodiac, the ‘positive’ versions of the anima-animus lead 

the hero/ine in an anti-clockwise direction. This seems simple enough, but the 12-ness 

of the zodiac brings up a number of talking points, schematize-able as…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… (i) before a Jungian analysand encounters dreams of his/her anima-animus 

(and, because, in addition to “possession by”, there is also “identity with” the anima-

animus, men also have an animus and women also have an anima), s/he typically, but 

not always, encounters dreams of the same-sex “shadow” figure; it follows, therefore, 

that the shadow is located ‘before’ the animus-anima – in Capricorn – and, insofar as 

Sagittarius is accessed “regressively”, the shadow becomes ‘gender-balanced’ (even if 

‘9’ is accessed progressively, ‘9’’s ‘transcendence-philia’ renders it ‘semi-negative’) 

(ii) we split the opening phase of the differentiation into ‘raw’ and ‘primary’ to 

accommodate Jung’s descriptions i.e. the “everybody thinks…” character of “animus 

possession” links to the collective, gestational-winter-night, dreaming sign, Aquarius; 

the “over-valued madonna” character of “anima possession” links to the collective, 

gestational-winter-night, dreaming sign, Pisces… although, in other discussions, Jung 

exemplifies the first phase of the animus with the ‘1-ish’ sports hero and the first phase 

of the anima as a ‘2-ish’, straightforwardly biological “Eve” 

(iii) for Freudastrology, the most important feature of the ‘raw animus-anima’ 

is its seductiveness; then again, many traditional astrologers will argue that we restrict 

this adjective to the ‘12 (raw)-anima’; it is, of course, easy to agree with the traditional 

restriction if enough attention is paid to the “regressive” (of Pisces two) fish insofar as 

its seductiveness flows back into the ‘11 (raw)-animus’… but, in any case, the history 

of Utopian-Aquarian politics is littered with the ‘proto-seductive’ (= cosmetic) face Of 

‘perfect order’; seductive or not, behind ‘11 idealism’’s façade, we see ‘11 eccentricity’ 

devolve into ‘12 chaos’ at the drop of a Grand Poobah’s funny hat… 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ ‘ARCHETYPAL’ GENDER 

So, what do ‘11’ and ‘12’ seduce us to think and feel? Answer: that we can have 

our collective ideals realized without concerning ourselves with the machinations of 

individual id-developments. The “id” is Freud’s term but Jung also knew that ‘11/12’’s 

reactions (e.g. “reaction formation”) to the id are ferociously non-developmental. In 

turn, the ‘raw animus-anima’ could be re-named, the ‘false positive father-mother’… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 … (i) even though ‘2 Eve’ is primarily biological, the more her biology is mixed 

up in the ‘false positive’ seductive mother, the more “regressive” she needs to be seen; 

and, given the neoteny of Homo sapiens – that which allows us to place her in between 

‘12’ and ‘2’ – we begin to clarify the outline of why Monotheism’s “divine drama” has 

viewed her in a negative light; and, noting FA’s anti-clockwise=development attitude, 

we feel justified whenever we cast a positive light over Helen, Mary and Persephone 

(ii) even though ‘1 Adam’ is primarily chthonic (e.g. made from dust), the more 

his biology is mixed up in the ‘false positive’ cosmetic father, the more “regressive” he 

needs to be seen; and, given the current “regressive-precession” from the Age of Pisces 

to the Age of Aquarius – that which allows us to place him in between ‘11’ and ‘1’ – 

we feel justified in casting a dyadic light over the apparent ‘1 singularity’ of Adam 

(iii) with traditional astrology aligning “open enmity” with the 7th house and 

“death” with the 8th house, we realize that a lack of development into-through the 3rd 

quadrant leads the individual into a ‘negative’ appraisal of these spheres of life; then 

again, if there is a “transformation” in the 2nd quadrant, this will ‘feed up’ into the 3rd 

quadrant and bring about a “transformation” there too… what seems to be ‘negative 

parenting’ is eventually shown to be ‘filler’ for the black hole-ish, (genuine)-spouseless 

vacuum; we add the term ‘genuine’ to spouse because, as we have noted in our notes 

on Donald Trump, being ‘married-on-the-outside’ doesn’t mean a hell of a lot… 
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CAPITALISM AT THE CROSSROADS: ‘3 GEMINIAN’ HEROISM 

Although the human father of monotheism, Abraham, would never have called 

it “the anti-clockwise development-spiral”, the psychological fact of him being willing 

to “sacrifice” his son to his Father was his admission, ‘against Adam’, that the Tree of 

Immortality was out of reach. To put it in zodiacal words, Abraham had realized the 

need to ‘imagine’ a path from Aries to Leo-Virgo-Libra-Scorpio (rather than, as noted 

on the prior page, from Aries to Aquarius-Capricorn-Sagittarius in the manner of the 

Greek gods, Ouranos-Chronos-Zeus). And, to put it in Mosaic words, Abraham’s anti-

clockwising spirit set up  a chance to understand the ‘inner’ value of the 1,000+yrs-in-

the-making 10 Commandments, not excluding the ‘most often broken’ of the 10 i.e. ‘3 

Gemini’’s 3rd Commandment… that Jews obey better than proselytizing Christians. 

Monotheism might have got off to a fine start 4,000yrs ago but, 2,000yrs before 

that (i.e. 4,000BCE’s shift from the Age of Gemini to the Age of Taurus), monotheism 

would likely have been relegated to second place behind Gemini’s, polytheistic “10,000 

things” bereft of “5,000 centres”. At this time, no-one knew what a material was ‘truly’ 

worth… comparative military tribal strengths and market forces would have been the 

‘valuators from without’. This pre-historic era was imagined as a “regression” i.e. the 

Golden Age (Leo) was followed by the Silver Age (Cancer); then, with men becoming 

greedy and savage, we arrive at the Bronze age (Gemini) and the subsequent Age of 

Heroes (Taurus e.g. Theseus) links the Bronze age to the then-current Iron age (Aries). 

God knows what imaginer-Hesiod would have made of the shifts from the Age of Aries 

to the Age of Pisces and the Age Pisces to the Age of Aquarius. FA’s proposals: Carbon 

and Silicon, the latter being in need of a hero who can pick up Darwin’s semi-dropped 

Taurean baton (see, ‘Psycho-quadratic I’). Agreed, Freud did pick it up, but our study 

of gender makes us wonder if he fumbled things a bit at ‘3 Gemini’. 

So, let’s examine Freud’s fumble through the lens of silicon-o-philic… 

      

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

         … and, if, dear reader, you are a bigger fan of ancient history than of very 

recent history, you might need to be reminded that Edward Snowden took the decision 
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to publish a range of classified C.I.A. documents in order to expose the “Big Brother” 

path down which the U.S.A. has been treading. In other words, with this ‘Example V’, 

we are picking up the Ariadne threads that were unfurled in ‘Example IV’ i.e. making 

the distinction between “regressive capitalism” and “progressive capitalism”. But… 

What has all this got to do with depth psychology? FA’s answer: like Freud and 

unlike Jung, it is possible to consider collective issues in terms of the “personal, family-

dynamic unconscious”; specifically, it is possible to consider “regressive capitalism” 

and “progressive capitalism” as Cain-Abel-ish “hostile brothers”. If, dear reader, you 

are a nationalist (if, dear reader, you have read this far along, it is unlikely), we expect 

that you will view Edward as a Cain insofar as he put the U.S.’s international security 

at risk, but that is the nature of white-turns-into-black-into-white-into-black-without-

stopping-at-grey Gemini; and, as you can see in his birth chart (scroll up), it is difficult 

to find a ‘more Geminian’ horoscope than Edward’s. For a contrasting example, ‘less 

Geminian’ Donald Trump’s natal horoscope shows natal Mars in Leo on the ascendant 

and the Sun-ruler, Mercury, in Cancer in the 11th house. During the 1st half of his life, 

Trump could be seen as an “infantile”, capitalistic Leo, “de-integrating” ‘down’ to his 

tricky planets in the 2nd house and “regressively re-integrating” ‘up’ to his ascendant; 

during these late stages of the 2nd half of his life, his Sun-Uranus in Gemini flips back 

and forth between the ‘white’ “paranoid schizoid position” and the ‘black’ “paranoid 

schizoid position”. If he were to generate the ‘grey’ “paranoid schizoid position” that 

could put the (proto-developmental) “depressive position” into his view, he would first 

need to “transform” the paws of his “gestational” Solar Lion. 

How well, then, has Edward “transformed” his Solar big cat? The first item of 

interest here is that he is still young i.e. at age 37yrs, he has yet to hit his mid-life crisis 

(or, at least, his mid-life transition) and his Solar “progression” across Leo has another 

25yrs to go. Also, his 2nd “progressed” new Moon heading for his (“pg”) I.C. will occur 

after his mid-life Saturn-opposite-Saturn, Uranus-opposite-Uranus, Neptune-square-

Neptune. Despite this, the key focus for the Freudastrologer would still be his Mercury 

in Gemini on his Gemini ascendant because this symbolizes thinking that is an integral 

part of the “persona-mask-self-ig”, in contrast to the 3rd house’s phase of thinking that 

resides behind the “persona-mask-self-ig”. And, so, if an analysand has thoughts that 

s/he would like to ‘kill’ regressive capitalism, s/he would, first of all, need to ‘kill’ the 

regressive capitalist within. To this end, s/he would do well to seek the guidance of a 

Jungian therapist with whom his/her taboo thinking around nationalism, imperialism 

& populism can be explored. Although “thoughtcrime” is the ultimate in surveillance, 

analysands have many inner “Big Brothers” (Freud called them “repressions”) to deal 

with before the psyche has the ‘7 balance’ to deal with the outer versions. 

One aspect of a natal Sun in Gemini that is, perhaps, ‘worse’ than a natal Sun 

in Taurus is that the Sun’s “progression” through Cancer occurs too early in life to be 

able to make good sense of family dynamics… recall, here, that Taurean Freud’s Solar 

“progression” into Cancer began at age 45 (1902). For the Freudastrologer, this places 

extra importance on the already-very-important I.C. If Edward were to enter therapy, 

we would be especially encouraging for this during his upcoming Lunar “progression” 

over his I.C., even if this won’t happen until 2035. That gives him 15yrs to deal with 

Freud’s gloomy-doomy resignations in respect of our “discontented civilizations”. 

 



         PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IIIA: REPRODUCTION 

 

FREUD’S (DARWIN’S) A-SEX/SEX 

In Darwinian bio-history, “masculine-feminine” (gender; discussed in ‘Psycho-

quadratic II’) is a latecomer… sexual reproduction was (most probably) preceded by 

genderless asexual reproduction. If we cross the “asex/sex” reproductive dyad with 

Plato’s “same-different” dyad, we generate the following ‘bio-(psycho)-quadratic’… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

… some readers, no doubt, will object that endogamous offspring are not clones 

and, therefore, they don’t belong in the row, ‘same’, but, for FA, the same-ness of the 

re-combining genes that generates infertility & maladaptation (not the different-ness 

of other combinations) is the characteristic feature of endogamy and, in turn, why, as 

Freud examined in “Totem & Taboo”, primitive societies take it so seriously. In extra 

turn, modern societies are faced with the task of taking the psychological dimension 

of “regressive” endogamy seriously to avoid the problem of psychological cloning. 

In addition, the physical evolution from ‘exponential’ (1-2-4-8-16…) asexuality 

to ‘linear’ sexuality would have commenced as a ‘sibling endogamy’ (not as a ‘mother-

son endogamy’); we can illustrate this with Pythagoras’ tetraktys… 
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ASTROLOGER’S A-SEX/SEX 

… from this, we arrive at FA’s $64,000 question: to what extent does the zodiac, 

like the tetraktys, lend itself to illustrating the asex-sex dyad of reproduction?  

It is significant for the Freudastrologer that biologists entertain the possibility 

that bio-genesis occurred on ‘1 Aries’ ruler, Mars, and was transferred to Earth on a 

water-laden comet. Asexual reproduction – splitting without recombining – would not 

have required ‘Arien’ heat and could have remained ‘Piscean’ during the exponential, 

‘clone’ phase. Because only small doses of radiation are required for mutation (larger 

“overdoses” are fatal), we propose that early asexual mutation was better suited to the 

upper, aerated levels of the cool oceans and Darwinian selection could have followed 

on without any need for (warm) land. Asexual reproduction, then, can be described in 

the zodiac via a ‘clockwise’ sequence from Pisces to Capricorn…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, for sexual reproduction, we apply (i) an anti-clockwise attitude, and (ii) 

the odd-(i.e.-1-3-5)-active-masculine/even-(i.e.-2-4-6)-number-passive-feminine ‘split’ 

to each generation, noting that, to generate exogamy, enough mutation needs to have 

occurred to generate unique organisms but not so much as to generate a new species 

that, by definition, produces no fertile offspring. 

We would expect that a novice Freudastrologer’s main point of contention with 

this translation is that, by definition, the symbol for ‘6 Virgo’ – the “Maiden” – doesn’t 

generate offspring. FA’s answer to this point of contention is that the “Maiden”’s task 

is to ‘give birth’ to a psychological (mental-Mercurial) offspring that ‘gets’ the value 

of exogamy before consenting to sexual partnership. If she doesn’t ‘get’ this value, she 

is at risk of abduction by ‘8 Scorpio’ as exemplified by Persephone-Hades i.e. exogamy 

is forced onto her. In this regard, we take note of the probably apocryphal history that 

tells of the absence of Libra in the early versions of the zodiac i.e. only when the value 

of exogamy is “conscious” can Libra be ‘inserted’ between Virgo and Scorpio… 
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FREUD-(DARWIN/JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ A-SEX/SEX 

To the ideas we have presented above, we now add a significant Freudian point: 

although Homo sapiens has genes that push for greater exogamy, the mammalian need 

for psychologically nourishing parent-child-family bonds means that (i) there are also 

genes that push for endogamy (ii) there is a Darwinian selective “pressure” for Freud’s 

“latent phase” that allows (iii) exogamous urges to be ‘built upon’ endogamous urges. 

Indeed, genes that push for endogamy may help protect against genes that would have 

a sexual organism “go viral”. But, as we have pointed out many times in these pages, 

we have other genes that push in “viral” directions i.e. they push for neoteny. In other 

words, we have a three-way “push-me-pull-you” (from “Dr. Doolittle”) that requires 

a spike in psychological-cultural evolution to viably “re-balance” and, so, once again, 

we realize the importance of the “central” sign of right hemispheric “patriarchate”, 

‘7 Libra, that has the “centre” to establish “balances”, both within and without. 

Freud’s answer to unbalanced, “discontented” civilizations that hope to restore 

their respective balances is, “understand sex; psychological endogamy is ‘better’ than 

psychological a-ogamy because it’s the ‘royal road’ to exogamy”. Indeed, we can apply 

Freud’s reply to Jung’s (for FA, ‘over-reductive’) triadic, collectivism-individualism-

individuation, into a ‘psycho-quadratic’ as follows… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… when Jung went about explaining the distinction between individualism and 

his “individuation”, he could have gone further into the role that the Oedipus complex 

plays in shifting the emphasis from (what is called the “narcissistic wound”) across to 

the “erotic” intention to bind societies together exogamously. This has been going on 

ever since Homo sapiens became “conscious” enough to know that sex creates babies. 

Primitive fathers who ‘knew-who-their-children-were’ were more invested in finding 

the balance between the various “erotic” vectors and, ironically, modern societies have 

something to learn from primitive societies in this respect. To pick these threads up 

further, we need to look closer at the word “love”. But, first let’s go to our next… 
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EXAMPLE VI: ROYALTY BEYOND THE CROSSROADS 

From these ideas, we hope that our readers have already worked out that it is 

the ‘job’ of royalty to inspire anti-clockwise, lower hemispheric development, physical 

and psychological. One of the reasons that few royals have understood (understand) 

this could be because the “King of kings” was a bachelor. Either way, the journey from 

the “very inflated” 4th quadrant, through the “inflated” 1st quadrant, into to the ‘semi-

inflated’ 2nd quadrant (‘4 Cancer’/‘5-Leo’) and the ‘deflated’ 2nd quadrant (end of ‘6 

Virgo’/cusp of ‘7 Libra’) is the same as the journey from, as Jung dubbed it, (deluded) 

“god-Godlikeness”, through (semi-deluded) “God-manlikeness”, to a (realistic) ‘man-

manness’… noting, here, that many who think of themselves as “humanists” are often 

more “g/Godlike” than many religious folk e.g. atheist often can’t accept the idea that 

one can only ‘be’ (a) g/God to know that there is/are no g/God(s). 

We don’t have the horoscope of Mary, the archetypal “Queen of queens”, but, 

in light of the fact that Freud was an atheist, we need to look for a human version of 

queenly Cancer… one obvious example would be (not Marie Antionette, but)…     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… the great grand-niece of Napoleon and the wife of Prince George of Greece 

(i.e. aunt to the present Duke of Edinburgh), Marie Bonaparte (1882-1962) is perhaps 

as close to royalty as psychoanalysis has managed to get. Marie’s royal influence and 

financial clout – her father’s family fortune had built Monte Carlo – became clearest 

with her involvement in Freud’s emigration to the U.K. under the threat of the fascists. 

Over the decade prior to 1939, Marie’s influence on psychoanalysis was felt somewhat 

more subtly but, because she was the ‘opposite’ of Edward Snowden (i.e. she seemed 

not to care that everyone knew her thoughts/feelings/actions), it was not insignificant. 

When we look to her horoscope, we find ourselves returning to the issues that 

were raised with Nicolaus Copernicus i.e. in both having Virgo on the ascendant, they 

both had to draw on the humility of Virgo in order to handle the “inflating” influence 

of the introverted signs in the 2nd quadrant. Rather than repeating Nicolaus’ natal Sun 

in Pisces in his 7th house, Marie’s natal Sun-conjunct-Mercury in Cancer was located 
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in (at the end of) her 10th house. When, however, we read through her biography, we 

get the sense that the planets that were ‘bookending’ her Virgo ascendant, Mars and 

Uranus, were behind a lot of the trouble that had led her to Freud’s couch in 1925 i.e. 

having recently opposed natal Mars and Uranus, Uranus was now transiting through 

to oppose “progressed” Mars now nearing the concluding degrees of Virgo. 

With Saturn transiting Marie’s natal Mars and Uranus some 5 years prior, we 

have every reason to add Saturn’s transit through her 1st quadrant to this “complex”. 

Indeed, in 1925, Saturn had arrived at Marie’s Scorpio on the cusp of her 3rd house, 

ready to transit into opposition to the very difficult 9th house natal collection, Neptune-

Saturn-Chiron-Pluto. Even without these ‘3-to-9 oppositions’, the FA-er would always 

have sympathy for analysands who have Scorpio on their (respective) 3rd house cusps 

because the last thing that they need at the 3rd house’s “phallic” phase is a feeling that 

material values, let alone the (if only psychological) “phallus”, are being threatened 

by the material annihilations of ‘8’. This feeling would have ‘peaked’ in 1926 when 

transiting Saturn in Scorpio opposed natal Pluto in Taurus. Very often, the individual 

who has ‘11’ haunting his/her ascendant will be looking to ‘break (on) through’ to the 

‘other side’ into the “Brave New World”… and, in 1925, psychoanalysis was the ticket 

for princesses who wanted to rebel against the expectations of princesses, although it 

should also be said that Marie also sought a solution to her “phallic” phase problems 

physically i.e. her surgical procedures to approximate her clitoris and vagina. 

The decision to commence psychoanalytic therapy is often taken because of the 

‘stick’ of suffering but, if we look further, we usually notice a ‘carrot’ here and there. 

This is especially the case in those analysands who take to their treatments like fish to 

water and, in turn, look to make contributions to the therapeutic community. As noted 

above, Marie made a big contribution in 1939 but, in a similar way that Anna Freud 

went on to promote her father’s legacy in America, Marie would go on to become the 

lionizer of psychoanalysis in France, bringing her considerable inheritance to its table. 

Astrologers can see the roots of this lionizing in her, (i) “progressed” new Moon in Leo 

in 1925, (ii) rejuvenated feelings that would usually come on the heels of Pluto’s transit 

over her natal Sun in 1924, and (iii) Jupiter’s transit over her I.C. (i.e. its 4th opposition 

to itself), also in 1924.  

As noted above, Marie, unusually for someone who has Virgo on the ascendant 

(but not so unusual for someone with Uranus on the ascendant), kept something of an 

open book to her psychological “complexes”. The fact of her ascendant & Moon signs 

being earthy, and her Sun in Cancer the earthy 10th house, seems to have been behind 

her ‘4 temptation’ to physicalize her incestuous feelings for her son. Without knowing 

that Marie was a Sun in Cancer, Freud, in any case, managed to convince Marie that 

actualization of that which needs to remain imaginary leads to unmanageable feelings 

of guilt. Of course, he would not have been able to convince her if she had rejected his 

discovery that physical exogamy is ‘built upon’ psychological endogamy and, in turn, 

non-actualization would benefit not only Marie but also her son… pre-peri-pubertal 

sexual experiences have a much greater “inflating” effect on the ‘sexual instinctorium’ 

than post-pubertal sexual experiences. As “Captain Lieutenant” (Jurgen Prochnow) 

signals to his (submarine)-crewmen-about-to-be-depth-charged in that ‘phallic phase’ 

war film, Wolfgang Petersen’s “Das Boot”, “from now on, it’s all psychological”. 

 



      PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IIIB: REPRODUCTION PT.2 

 

FREUD’S (DARWIN’S!?) “LOVE-vs.-ANTILOVE/DEPENDENCY’ 

At the outset of ‘Psychodynamics’ (see our ‘Basics’ webpage), we had criticized 

Freud for ignoring the ‘hunting-running-mating’ triad to focus on the ‘over-reductive’ 

dyad, “self-preserving ego//species-preserving sex”. If this ‘over-reduction’ does have 

an upside, it is that the term, “preservation”, is itself a pole of the dyad, “preservation-

destruction”… thus, “ego destruction//species destruction” generates a quadratic. 

Before looking further into this ‘4-ness’, we need to note that we could abandon 

the numerical approach and, in the manner of Jung’s “archetype-instinct spectrum”, 

consider an “ego-sex spectrum”  (or, in Freud’s words, a “connected series”)… at one 

end of the spectrum, we see extreme, dog-eat-dog selfishness; towards the middle, we 

see the mild, live & let live selfishness; on the other side of the middle, we see the mildly 

sacrificial parental “love” for their children; at the other end of the spectrum, we see 

the ultimate sacrifices for the “love” of humanity. Freud didn’t need to be Einstein to 

work out that this spectrum ‘parallels’ the life-cycle i.e. the newborn ‘cannibalizes’ its 

mother; the child sees value in not biting the hand that feeds; the adult finds a partner 

and family who is/are worthy of his/her “love”, not caring very much about those who 

are deemed unworthy; the grandparent is more willing to help those who are ‘beyond’ 

his/her nuclear family, often expanding his/her definition of worthiness e.g. although 

Freud was primarily motivated by a desire to support his family, he would eventually 

come to the ‘grandparental’ view that successful treatments of neuroses often reveal 

a worth hidden under a (seeming) Darwinian absence of worth (see prior essay). 

It is possible that Freud’s reason for reducing psychology to dyadic principles, 

such as “pleasure-unpleasure” and “Eros-Thanatos”, was a belief that this would help 

him to think about the psyche. If he did have this belief, FA-ers can only take the view 

that it was mis-placed – Freud’s own “Freudian slip” – and, in this place, FA-ers would 

have given Freud the alternate view that thinking is often facilitated when (two) dyads 

that are not mutually exclusive are ‘crossed’. For example, a “masochistic” pleasure 

is not mutually exclusive of “masochistic” unpleasure. And, even more important to 

the therapist wanting to distinguish between “narcissistic neurosis” and “transference 

neurosis”, the analysand can direct his/her “love” towards him/herself or towards 

his/her analyst without needing to choose between his/her self and his/her species; the 

non-mutually exclusive (or, mutually inclusive) dyads are… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… in other words, we use the dotted line to symbolize mutual ‘inclusivity’. 

 

“self-love” 

narcissism 
“object love” 

       eros 

“species-preserving” 

       masochism 

“self/ego-preserving” 

          sadism 



ASTROLOGERS’ ‘LOVE-vs.-ANTILOVE/DEPENDENCY’ 

In what is, perhaps, the best-known popularization of depth psychology, “The 

Road Less Travelled”, its author, M. Scott Peck, goes to great lengths to differentiate 

“love” and “dependency”. Many things that an individual “loves”, animal, vegetable, 

mineral and, most of all, human, are, upon closer inspection, “dependencies”. In other 

words, humans aren’t keen to define “love” in the way that M. Scott Peck does, “acting 

in a way that serves another’s emotional-spiritual development”, because such action, 

leading to the other’s independence, is “resisted” by a “lover’s” (hidden) “antilove”. 

Similarly, humans are not keen to view “narcissism” and “sadism” as instincts 

having a role to play in emotional and spiritual development. One of the main reasons 

for this is that, to the present-day layman, a “narcissist” is pathologically self-centred 

and a “sadist” is pathologically nasty. To an ‘instinctologist’, however, these words are 

neutral i.e. there is ‘healthy’ narcissism and ‘healthy’ sadism. To become pathological, 

a ‘healthy’ instinct ‘alloys’ a non-Solar psychodynamic e.g. “regressive narcissism”.  

Astrology assists this neutrality insofar as the horoscope reveals that everyone 

has his/her share in every instinct. Moreover, the horoscope has the potential of being 

a useful tool whenever the psychotherapist arrives at the point of explaining to his/her 

analysand, “welcome to your common humanity”. The astrologer won’t have to accept 

FA’s ‘gestational’ view of the ‘10-11-12’ 4th quadrant in order to translate the schema 

drawn above into the zodiacal ‘psycho-quadratic’ proposal below…   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, if s/he does, s/he would need to do so taking notice of the ‘neutrality’ of 

instincts; returning to our example, Donald Trump (Sun in Gemini in the 10th house), 

we notice that, although his Sun placement is part-sadistic/part-masochistic, it is ‘fully 

narcissistic’… but, even then, to take the additional step of describing his narcissism 

as pathological, the diagnoser would need to see “arrest/regression” that, in any case, 

would be traced to his (mostly extra-Solar) ‘left hemispheric’ influences. 
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FREUD-JUNG-ASTROLOGERS’ ‘LOVE-vs.-ANTILOVE/DEPENDENCY’ 

Now that we have raised the ugly head of politics, we can return to our guiding 

quote, “One, Two, Three – but, where is the fourth?”, because even Plato would go no 

further than describe three aspects of the “soul”, each of which are able to take charge 

of a citizen to bring about three ‘types’ of citizens; (i) those focused on recognition e.g. 

‘10 leaders’ looking for others’ respect (or, if they are deluded enough, others’ “love”); 

‘12-to-11 electorates’ looking to be “loved” by those who feel/think as they do, (ii) those 

focused on their appetites e.g. ‘1-2-3-4 hunting/feeding’ entangling ‘5-6 mating’ &  (iii) 

those focused on the t/Truth e.g. philo-sophers are ‘loving’ ‘philes’ of (the goddess of) 

Wisdom (‘-Sophia’), now applicable to the zodiac as follows… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… because we have drawn 5 arrows, this application may not seem triadic but, 

in order to differentiate the ‘10 leader’ from his/her ‘11/12 electoral member’, we need 

to triangulate the narcissistic hemisphere e.g. a ‘would be’ leader takes the self-serving 

step of promoting his/her ‘1 mask’ and, as s/he does this, s/he takes the Machiavellian 

step of presenting one side of the necessarily dual ‘3 thought’. Machiavelli would have 

agreed that the very last thing that a politician should do is to ask the individuals of 

his/her electorate to look into their respective souls and ponder their Oedipal aspects. 

The horizontal, double arrow that symbolizes Plato’s “appetite citizens” forms a cross 

with the vertical, superego-izing arrow that, in some way, we all bear. 

As his biographers have pointed out, ‘young Plato’ made the mistake of getting 

involved in politics before coming up with the ‘4th’ that might have made his mistake 

less mistaken. Were all the dreams of crucifixes that flooded the collective unconscious 

a few hundred years later a “compensation” for Plato’s shortfall? Or, were all these 

dreams aiming to “complement” Plato’s mis-take i.e. was his ‘4th’ symbolized by the 

longer (= lower) arms of the crucifixes that, themselves, were symbols of his ‘4th’ being 

captured by the collective unconscious and unavailable to his conscious philosophy? 

The answer to these questions takes us to the “King of kings”. But, first… 
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IS THERE SUCH A THING AS JUNG-KLEIN-ASTROLOGY? Pt.1; EX.VII 

In ‘Psycho-quadratic IV’, we proposed a kind of ‘heroic relay’ i.e. beginning at 

Aquarius, Darwin’s Sun, upon “progressing” to Taurus, passed the ‘hero’s baton’ to 

Freud’s Sun that itself, upon “progressing” through ‘Oedipal Cancer’, would pass the 

‘hero’s baton’ to Jung’s Sun in Leo. If this analogy holds, then there is a sense in which 

Jung ‘dropped the baton’ (probably because he was focused on the ‘baton’ that he was 

holding in his other hand). Did anyone pick Darwin’s-Freud’s ‘baton’ up and carry it 

to Scorpio, the 4th (if we begin at Aquarius) of the “fixed” signs? Having already made 

note of Melanie Klein’s Sun in Aries (see, ‘Psycho-quadratic II’) and noting that Jung 

had zip to say about her work, we realize the need to keep searching for a psychologist 

who had (i) natal Sun in Leo, (ii) a  long enough working life for this Sun to “progress” 

all the way into Scorpio, and (ii) a 5th archetypal ‘gift’ for Darwin-(Klein)-Freud-Jung 

relaying ‘synthetics’… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… even if he, British Psychiatrist Michael Fordham, via a natal Sun-Chiron (if 

wide) opposition, would experience some ‘Chiron wounds’ around them e.g. when, in 

1934 – Fordham’s 1st and Jung’s 2nd Saturn-return year (perhaps Michael saw himself 

becoming a protégé of Jung in a not dissimilar way that Jung had become a protégé 

of Freud in Jung’s 1st Saturn-return year) – Michael made his way to Zurich aiming 

to embark on a Jungian training, he would realize the impracticality and would soon 

return to London… in the sky, Chiron in Gemini was running through Michael’s natal 

Saturn-Jupiter-Mercury T-square. 

Michael’s Self, working in mysterious ways, led him to learning more about the 

post-Freudians. Sometime after 1937, he read Melanie Klein’s “The Psychoanalysis of 

Children” and, in the war years, he took steps to establish a Jungian society in London 

that would soon form something of a “complex opposite” with the Zurich equivalent 

insofar as, in London, Freud’s-Klein’s insights into infant development were included 

(in the early-to-mid-40s, of course, Jung was still alive and still not caring much about 

topics that were becoming urgently “controversial” in the post-Freudian community). 
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A quote from Fordham’s “The Importance of (psycho)-Analysing Childhood for the 

Assimilation of the Shadow” (1965) underlines the Kleinian (… errr) “split” that had 

formed in the (post)-Jungian community “there’s an urgent need for a genetic Jungian 

psychology if only because, if this gap in our analysis is not filled in, there is one certain 

result: the infantile material will augment the power of the shadow and often make it 

unmanageable”. FA’s version of Michael’s quote is our zodiac diagram that we titled, 

‘the shenanigans of primary narcissism’ (see, ‘Psycho-quadratic IIA’). 

Although it can be frustrating not knowing a client’s birth time, this limitation 

does give the astrologer the silver lining of forcing him/her to think creatively in terms 

of the possible candidates for an ascendant. For FA, the first candidate to consider is 

the opposite pole of Jung’s ascendant – 3° (or so) Aquarius generates 3° (or so) of Leo 

– because not only would it lend weight to Michael’s disappointment in Zurich noted 

above but it would also lend weight of personal experience to his view that newborns, 

instead of being “passive identified” with their respective mothers (and, in that sense, 

‘victims’ of their respective mothers), access their respective unique Selves to engage 

their respective mothers. In other words, rather than gaining a crescendo importance 

through mid-life into what Jung called “life’s afternoon” (and what Freudastrologers 

would call, “life’s evening”), the Self is the key player from (± prior to) birth. Another 

factor that gives credibility to Michael having Leo “rising” (‘falling’; see below) is that 

it throws the cloak of personal experience also over his cautionary views in respect of 

“shadow manageability” (see above), noting that, in his collective houses, reside Pluto, 

Jupiter and, especially with respect to “regressive” temptations, Neptune. 

Michael eventually came to the conclusion that birth was the most foundational 

“de-integration/re-integration” experience of the perinatal period. In the horoscope, 

this is symbolized by the ascendant. Although we see the ‘topographic ego’ symbolized 

by the houses that lead up to and include the descendant and we see the ‘dynamic ego’ 

symbolized by the Sun-Moon inter-cycle, we don’t discount the (agreed, insofar as it 

cycles the horoscope 28x the rate of the transiting Moon, paradoxical) ‘dynamism’ of 

the ‘ascendant-persona-self’ in the neonatal period and, by virtue of its ‘transit’ of the 

1st seven houses, we don’t discount the ascendant’s capacity to build an anticlockwise 

attitude ‘over’ the foundational “de-integration/re-integration” experience. Although 

there is plenty of variation, suckling mothers usually feed their babies every 3-4 hours 

and this coincides with the (proto)-integrating ascendant making its way from the 2nd 

house cusp, across the “de-integrative” 3rd house, to the mid-day siesta I.C. (and, then, 

with another feed at the 6th house cusp, preparation has been made to “de-integrate” 

through the 7th house and “re-integrate” at the evening-sleep 8th house). During these 

3-4 periods, of course, the transiting ascendant forms aspects to the natal, transiting 

and “progressed” horoscopic locations of the Moon. 

The collective’s Self is symbolized by the dyad of the tropical-sidereal zodiacs. 

The individual’s Self is symbolized by the dyad of the tropical-zodiac/house-system. It 

might be “narcissistic sadistic” but the ascendant needs to be supported until such a 

time as the Sun can ‘take over’ and, as Michael’s depth psychological work has made 

clear, the Sun may be ‘too hot’ for babies to handle and, therefore, it may be ‘too hot’ 

for the adult analysand’s ‘inner baby’ to handle. As W.B. Yeats might have translated 

it, “the less human heads slouching about with lion bodies, the better”. 

 



          PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IVA: MYTH (Poly-) 

 

FREUD’S/JUNG’S (not quite DARWIN’S) APPLICATION OF MYTH 

Although Charles Darwin didn’t see mythology as something that he could use 

to illustrate his theory, Freud could have used Darwinian theory to illustrate his views 

about myths i.e. some “untrue stories” ‘fit’ the psyche better than others and, because 

of this, they “survive”. And, given that myths are the outcome of the psyche describing 

its own processes, ‘fit untruths’ become its ‘truths’… the paradigmatic example being 

“Oedipus Rex”, a multi-millennial-old myth that Sophocles converted into a play and 

was still playing in Vienna in the 19thC, one performance of which Freud attended. 

For Jung, however, the ‘more untrue’ a myth is the more psychological value it 

may contain e.g. the ‘more untrue’ alchemy would prove to be in respect of chemistry, 

the ‘truer’ it would prove to be about the (naively “projecting”) psyche. A corollary to 

Jung’s view is Freud’s view of propaganda i.e. the fact that so many can be influenced 

by its ‘untruth’ reveals a, if ironic, ‘truth’ about man’s (naively “idealizing”) psyche. 

Thus, we can generate the ‘psycho-quadratic’… 

 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, in doing so, “synchronicity” becomes our ‘4th’ i.e. prior to psychological 

astrology, ‘my meaningful coincidence’ usually appears to you as ‘my indulgence’ (or, 

if ‘you’ are an academic psychologist, ‘my meaning’ is a “confirmation bias” to ‘you’), 

but, in the wake of psychological astrology, ‘I’ can examine the heavens to understand 

you better when you confess ‘your meaningful coincidence’. With synchronicity being 

a temporal ‘noumenon-phenomenon’, we align it with astrological ‘water’.  

The next Darwinian question: what is the effect of ‘my indulgence’ on my (or, 

even, our) survival? Jung’s answer: objective (‘scientific’) truth has naught to do with 

Darwinian survival. For example, a collective that has a guiding fantasy (e.g. religion) 

is more likely to survive than a collective without a guiding fantasy (e.g. disinterested, 

agnostic search for “truth”) because it has a system of “psychic hygiene”… to take the 

example of (human) sacrifice, we notice that it may appear senseless to a scientist but, 

to a depth psychologist, it affords a ‘head-shrinking’ respect for that which is stronger 

than “consciousness” (or, to be pedantic, than “awareness”) i.e. the “unconscious”. 
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ASTROLOGERS’ APPLICATION OF MYTH 

At this point, some astrologers will object to our placement of “synchronicity” 

in our ‘individual’ column because ‘I’ can also examine the heavens to understand the 

collective’s meaningful coincidences e.g. O/Uranus, the idealistic god of Greco-Roman 

myth, was discovered at the time of modern history’s great idealistic revolutions; few 

astrologers would dispute the (to be sure, not outwardly precise) ‘synchronous’ events 

of 11/9/2001 and those that will accompany the U.S.A.’s “Pluto return” in 2022. 

Either way, meaningful coincidences of planetary transits/“progressions” with 

(inner or outer) collective events need to be interpreted wisely, by both the collective 

and the individuals that comprise it, because, as both Freud & Jung could see, we have 

a way of throwing rose-coloured glasses over meanings. Jung also noted that the world 

was altogether ‘too collective’ for its own good i.e. there is not enough “individuation”. 

This leads us to the Church’s objections to astrology i.e. by encouraging the individual 

to generate private meaning, astrology undermines its (collectivizing) authority. 

Another of the Church’s objections to the use of astrology, especially in the first 

few centuries AD, is that it fanned the embers of Greco-Roman polytheism e.g. “what 

is Saturn making me learn during this transit?”; “is this progression to Venus asking 

me to find a tangible love?” etc. The answer to this objection is that the planetary gods 

don’t challenge monotheism because they ‘reside’ in the ‘sub-transcendental’, intra-

universal, archetypal realm. Schematically…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… in accordance with the centuries when monotheism was in the ascendancy, 

we have listed the traditional rulers of the signs to illustrate that the zodiac’s axis can 

be ‘rotated’ in an anti-clockwise direction, approaching Aquarius (not from the ‘side’ 

of the “precession of equinoxes”, but) from the ‘other side’. With this anti-clockwise 

rotation, we find ourselves generating another (‘doubled’, see above) quadratic… 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ APPLICATION OF MYTH 

Polytheistic mythology often presents itself in pairs e.g. Saturn-Jupiter, Venus-

Mars, Moon-Sun and Mercury is ‘Twin-ish’ i.e. ‘1’, ‘2’, ‘3’, ‘4’ above (scroll up) … 

One myth that can easily be said to be something of a “survivor” is that which 

tells of the individual’s incarnating soul having to “fall” through the planetary spheres 

as a ‘child’ of a “Cosmic Man” (e.g. Adam, Gayomart, Ymir, P’an Ku, Purusha) and, 

upon finding his/her “centre”, s/he has the means to “rise (back)”. If s/he is unable to 

do so, s/he will become a version of “Prunikos-Sophia” i.e. s/he becomes lost in physis, 

needing redemption. If s/he is redeemed, s/he would then be able to interpret planetary 

transit synchronicities in a more “centred” way; for examples… 

‘1’: a Jupiter-Saturn transit through the “falling” signs, especially through the 

signs that they traditionally rule, Aquarius and Pisces (before the discovery of Uranus 

and Neptune), would have been difficult to interpret (although, to be accurate, those 

‘developed’ souls who had, say, Aquarius on their respective descendant/s would have 

an easier time of it); but, in these days of Uranus and Neptune having been discovered, 

there is a sense in which the traditional rulers have been ‘freed’ from ‘11 eccentricity’ 

and ‘12 chaos’ and, in turn, astrologers can now get a better handle on ‘11’, ‘12’ and 

‘9-10-11-(12) interactions’, such as the recent Jupiter-Saturn conjunction in Aquarius. 

‘2’: a Mars-Venus transit through the “falling signs”, especially through those 

that they traditionally rule, Aries and Taurus, would also have been more difficult to 

interpret before the discovery of Pluto (and, as our longstanding readers will be aware, 

we look forward to the day that the planet ‘Astraea’ is ‘promoted’); but, in these days 

of Pluto having been discovered – a time when Melanie Klein was making roads into 

“narcissistic” psychical realms that Freud thought were beyond the reach of analytical 

investigation – there is a sense in which the traditional rulers have been ‘freed’ from 

the ‘chthonic’ aspects of ‘1’ and ‘2’, rendering “Prunikos-Sophia” more redeemable. 

‘3’: a Mercury transit through the “falling” signs, especially through the sign 

that it rules, Gemini, would have been difficult to interpret; but, in the meta-Freudian 

world where “psycho-somatics” is widely accepted (becoming wider in the years after 

the discovery of Chiron), there is a sense in which Mercury’s twin rulership of Gemini 

and Virgo makes better sense i.e. ‘2 body’ into ‘3 mind’ develops into ‘6 body-mind’. 

‘4’: this anti-clockwise 30° shift of axis also points to why some heroes are born 

with their natal Sun placed in Capricorn i.e. like a Bodhisattva, they are able to freely 

choose to “fall” through the left, ‘difficult’ hemisphere because the combination of ‘5 

confidence’ & ‘10 determination’ suits those who would guide others in their struggle 

to discover their own confidence and/or determination. A corollary to this idea, is that 

those who have a natal Sun in Aquarius-Pisces-Aries-Taurus-Gemini-Cancer did not 

have the “pleromatic” choice… and, with “Aquarians” and “Pisceans” intuiting that 

their respective Solar destinies are collective, they may be especially “resistant” to any 

idea that limits their choices in respect of guiding others; to this “resistance”, the only 

counter to offer here is that their respective “Solar progression/s” will make their way 

into the more individualistic signs, Aries-Taurus, during the age (> 30yrs; 60yrs) when 

guidance skills have matured; even gifted Christ stumbled h/His way into Jerusalem 

when h/His “progressed Sun” entered Aquarius; we will pick up more threads of the 

Solar “m/Monomyth” after we consider our next… 

 



BACK TO JUNG-ASTROLOGY’S APPLICATION OF MYTH: Ex. VIII 

For our final example of this series (see, ‘Psycho-quadratics: Conclusion’), our 

attention will turn to a Sun in Capricorn “Bodhisattva-ess”. At this juncture, however, 

having moved along from Leo and now ready for Virgo, it is worth considering ‘5’ and 

‘10’ interacting with ‘6 Virgo’. This leads us to a well-known psychological astrologer 

whom (i) has a Virgo Sun in the 10th house, (ii) is well-known for her ‘central’ position 

in the history of psychological astrology, and (iii)…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

         … in naming her school, “The Centre for Psychological Astrology”, would 

emphasize her Solar centroversion. In our next astrological breath, however, we would 

go straight to her Mercurial centroversion because Mercury is not only her Sun-ruler 

but, in her natal chart, it resides in the centroverted, Mercury-ruled earth sign, Virgo. 

It is likely that her centroverted Mercury is the key player (along with ‘7 Venus’ in ‘7 

Libra’) in her ‘re-balancing’ of Jung (& Freud) insofar as her writings focus more on 

multi-mythology than, as Jung did, on mono-mythology (& “Oedipus Rex”). Indeed, 

Mercury and Venus would come together by stint of Mercury’s “progression” to her 

natal Venus during the second half of the 1970’s to, we can fairly assume, ‘3/6 inform’ 

her ‘7 balance’ as she wrote “Relating: Living with Others on a Small Planet”. 

Half a cycle of Saturn later, along with her ‘frater mystica’, Howard Sasportas, 

Liz discussed Mercury & Venus in a (published) seminar titled, “The Inner Planets”. 

By this time, Liz’ “progressed” Venus was returning serve by aspecting natal Mercury 

from Sagittarius ‘back’ to Virgo (i.e. a squared aspect) and her “progressed” Sun was 

rolling through her natal Jupiter-Venus conjunction. In line with this ‘3-5-7-9 theme’, 

Liz’ expositions are wide-ranging and, in being so, they help the novice psychological 

astrologer (as, at that time, I was) to differentiate “Venusian eroticism” from alternate 

forms “eroticism” that, in the fullness of light, don’t deserve to be called “erotic”. 

Indeed, in the final ‘Q & A’ section of the seminar, “Conclusion”, a member of 

the audience kicked things off with, “I have a question about a chart in which all the 

planets are on the left side of the MC-IC axis, and I have heard it said that this means 
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a person is self-centred. Is that true?” Liz’ reply also has that Mercurial touch insofar 

as she agrees-up-to-a-point (of definition), “we need to be very careful with words like 

‘self-centred’”. This led Liz & Howard to another Mercurial exercise in relation to the 

word, “narcissism”… an exercise that, in our view, serves as the definitive astrological 

introduction to this word (the definitive psychological introduction being Freud’s “On 

Narcissism”). As FA’s longstanding readers are well aware, the ‘narcissism-eros’ dyad 

is one of the most important dyads in need of expansion to a quadratic. 

In her seminar, mercurial Liz went on to recommended reading. The first book 

to be recommended is Alexander Lowen’s “Narcissism” and, Mercurially, she went on 

to translate the central themes, “in other words, narcissism in the pathological sense 

has become endemic, because it has passed from one generation down to the next (we 

cannot give our children what we lack within ourselves), and this reflects an increasing 

dissociation from honest emotional relationship. It is a disturbing picture – a collective 

which is made up of psychological children, all groping about desperately seeking to 

find an identity through fusion with someone/something else – but I think that Lowen 

is probably right in many ways… it does not help rushing about calling other people 

narcissistic too glibly when we are all hurting, to an extent, from a collective wound”. 

This is why FA sees the world’s most famous narcissist (I write these words on the day 

that Mary Trump’s book is being released) as a symptom and not a cause. 

Then, recommending Alice Miller and Mario Puzo, Liz goes for the therapist’s 

jugular, “to put it bluntly, any person who feels compelled to work with other peoples’ 

problems has a narcissistic wound; I think she is right about this rather controversial 

statement; the emotional stresses and strains of counseling others is too great to justify 

by compassion or altruism alone… (after Howard’s interjection) the ‘secondary gain’ 

of having someone dependent on you compensates for one’s own dependency needs… 

all this and we get paid too! an offer no self-respecting narcissist could refuse”. 

In this, Liz is admitting to her own narcissistic wound… that, according to her 

astrological experience, she would have traced to her 1st house Moon opposing her 7th 

house Uranus. We agree that the natal placement and aspects to the Moon are the best 

places to gain a diagnosis, but diagnosis ideas lead us straight to ideas about treatment 

and, here, we look to the ‘post-natal Moon’’s “progression” (because its transit is too 

rapid to get a line on emotional development) because, in the place of a difficult natal 

Moon, it symbolizes potential for emotional development… as Liz says, “the feeling of 

being real in the here & now” (as opposed to the Sun’s ‘promise of reality’). Of course, 

we agree with Liz’ over-view of Lunar dynamics but we quickly add that “feeling real” 

is also accessible in the “me-in-here” topographic 4th house and, to some extent, in the 

cusps and planets that are placed in Cancer. Meanwhile, back at the ranch of… 

Liz’ 1st “progressed” new Moon, waxed through her left (Liz prefers “eastern”) 

hemisphere over the span of 1967-1982. This covers the period when she moved from 

academic psychology across to Jung-astrology… to, at her (now, 2nd) “progressed” full 

Moon, inaugurate her Centre for Psychological Astrology. We can assume, therefore, 

that a good deal of narcissistic wound-healing went on during this progression. In the 

spirit of ‘7 balance’, the waning “progressed” Moon – that part of the inter-cycle that 

‘informed’ her comments on narcissism – would allow her to ‘ride’ this “progression” 

through her 8th house and onto her 2nd “progressed” new Moon. 

 



           PSYCHO-QUADRATIC IVB: MYTH (Mono-) 

 

JUNG’S (CAMPBELL’S-LUCAS’) MYTH 

With the cost of making elaborate, sci-fi/fantasy films in the pre-CGI era being 

prohibitive, George Lucas realized that his expensive entry, “Star Wars”, would need 

to make money all around the world. Fortunately, through Joseph Campbell’s, “Hero 

with a Thousand Faces”, he also realized that, if he modelled his plot on the story that 

resonates with all ‘1,000 cultures’, the film could run a profit. “Star Wars”’ tale is that 

of the culture-bringer i.e. the hero struggles with and overcomes sterility and/or chaos 

because he has ‘gifted’ access to the archetype of fertile order. In addition, Campbell 

saw that, in virtually all of these stories, the hero is born into danger because the soon-

to-be-defunct, sterile powers are intent on remaining in sterile power (e.g. killing the 

first born sons), he is often fostered (e.g. Moses, Oedipus), there is often an important 

relationship with a twin (e.g. Romulus & Remus and, of course, Luke & Laia) further 

‘threshold’ dangers await him after he leaves his foster family (e.g. Perseus), he needs 

to overcome the seductive powers of the ‘Mothers’ before he can overcome the sterility 

of the ‘Fathers’ (e.g. Siddhartha Gautama in the garden of delights, Odysseus) a need, 

of course, that indicates the hero’s talent for staying near his “centre”… the anti-hero 

who cannot stay near his “centre” doesn’t see that, in trying to overcome the ‘Fathers’, 

his eye is taken off the ‘Mothers’ whom, in the longer run, become the cutters, weavers 

& spinners of his fate (e.g. Achilles, Oedipus). Campbell called this “the monomyth”. 

In a ‘psycho-quadratic’ context, however, we must ask: was Joseph Campbell 

‘over-reductive’? i.e. given Jung’s view that the hero “individuates”, is it better to view 

the hero myth as a  ‘multi-(billion)-myth’? or, at least, in looking for ‘balance’ between 

the one and the many, is it better to view the hero myth as a ‘quadro-myth’? 

Before we go to the zodiac, we can make the proto-astrological point that the 

centre of our solar system, the Sun, has strong symbolic links to the hero and, in these 

post-Copernican days, the daily/yearly rising and setting of the Sun tells us to conceive 

a Sun-Earth axis (rather than a mere Solar centre) and, so, with this, the monomyth 

expands to a ‘duo-myth’ wherein the Sun rises as the Earth sets (the Earth rises as the 

Sun sets). And, with the Sun’s fire being “functionally” opposed to the Earth’s earth, 

we get a sense of the hero-antihero. In other words, it is on Earth that it is difficult to 

see the ‘Mothers’ that sit behind the ‘Fathers’ and, in turn, cause the hero to either (i) 

give up, or (ii) double up efforts in the same direction (NB*pop psychology’s definition 

of insanity – doing the same thing over and over while expecting a different result – is 

relevant here) e.g. the ‘spiritual’ analysand who redoubles his/her Jungian effort when 

s/he would be better off looking at his/her ‘fleshy’ Freudian predicament; the ‘fleshy’ 

analysand who redoubles his/her Freudian effort when s/he would do better to look at 

his/her ‘spiritual’ Jungian predicament. 

At this point, some astrologers may complain that the 12 geometric oppositions 

(the 6 diametric pairs) are always the same gender so, how is it that we can talk about 

the Earth(y) ‘Mothers’ residing behind the Solar ‘Fathers’? FA’s answer was provided 

in our earlier essays on gender i.e. the “matriarchate”, especially when “regressive”, 

is the home of ‘puppet fathers’; the “patriarchate”, especially when “progressive”, is 

the home of the ‘spiritual feminine’. But, more importantly… 

 



ASTROLOGERS’ MYTH (Mono) 

The Sun-Earth axis’ “progression” through the zodiac means that, by his 30th 

birthday, the hero has experienced both genders and all four functions (and, if we add 

the input of the “progressed Moon”, he will have had experience of the whole zodiac). 

To take the example of (arguable) Sun-in-Aries Abraham, he would have experienced 

his “Sun progression” into Taurus and “Earth progression” from Libra into Scorpio 

by the time that he was ‘ordered’, in a rather sterile way, to sacrifice Isaac. During his 

first 30 years, Abraham’s Moon, wherever it was placed at birth, would have run from 

Aries, down through Cancer (this ‘doubling’ of ‘4’ would have seen him challenged by 

the ‘Mothers’), and up to Scorpio (to help him with his “Earth sign progression”). 

Fast-forwarding to the 20thC, we could ‘reciprocate’ the story of Abraham with 

J.R.R. Tolkien’s “The Lord of the Rings” i.e. the hero, “Sam”, an occupier of “Middle 

Earth” (e.g. centroverted Libra) dreams only of marrying “Rosie”, something he will 

do in Scorpio but only after he supports his friend, “Frodo”, through the “narcissistic” 

kingdoms. The “Gollum” is a symbol of the Taurus-to-Aries “regression”. To sum this 

up in the zodiac…   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… we include Freud & Jung to give pause for thought for those who ‘see’ Freud 

& Jung as heroes who, by virtue of their longevity, have experienced the progression 

of their respective natal Suns through a full quadrant i.e. Freud’s and Jung’s ‘culture-

bringing’ became obvious in the works that appeared in their twilight years. (To be 

sure, some will argue that Freud was anti-heroic insofar as he was over-focused on the 

‘Fathers’ to the point that he failed to see the importance of the ‘Mothers’… but, for 

FA, his focus on instinct was “good enough” to inspire followers such as Melanie Klein 

and D.W. Winnicott into fertile realms of the Great Mother). 

The reason that we exemplify Cancer via Moses is, in part, because his “Earth” 

would have been ‘10 Capricorn’ i.e. a Freudian critic of the Commandments is correct 

to point out that they aren’t worth much without a prior analysis of the superego… 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ MYTH 

Longstanding readers will already know that we have asked Plato’s question, 

“One, Two, Three – but, where is the fourth?”, in respect of Erich Neumann’s survey 

of “The Origin & History of Consciousness” (1949). These readers will also know that 

our answer was to bring in Eastern religion. In other words, in being ‘over-Western’, 

Erich Neumann was ‘over-reductive’. Newer readers may want another reproduction 

of our elsewhere-presented zodiac schema… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, in examining it, see that what we had been calling ‘reciprocal heroism’ 

(scroll up), we are now calling ‘reincarnation’. And, with this schema’s overlapping 

character, we are also calling the ‘middle’ of the ‘7-8-9-10-11-12 reincarnation myth’ 

(i.e. Capricorn) the ‘beginning’ of the ‘10-11-12-1-2-3 creation myth’. 

The most obvious bone of contention with this ‘religio-quadratic’ patterning is 

that the primary Sun-h/Hero of the Piscean age, Christ, by virtue of his natal ‘10 Sun’ 

and h/His fatal ‘1/7 Sun/Moon transit’, aligns more to the (4th) reincarnation/creation 

quadrant than the (1st) hero/creation & (2nd) hero/transformation quadrants. For FA, 

there is no significant contention here because (Freud)-astrologers use the zodiac that 

the Sun h/Hero ‘creates’ and, if Christ had simply run about preaching a whole lot of 

platitudes without the events that coincided with the Moon’s passage through the signs 

of “ego consciousness”, h/He would have rightly been interpreted as no more than a 

Creator-God… but, as it stands, h/His Resurrection does bring up the issue of the Sun 

h/Hero’s transformation. Further, the worthiest extension of Christian mythology was 

instigated by the Cathars in the early 2nd Millennium i.e. the “Sacred Marriage”. 

We also see significance in the fact that the Cathars included reincarnation in 

their mythology and, in including so, they make a ‘quadratic’ out of the Neumann’s 

‘triadic’. And, with “consciousness”, (i) being a psychological-religious-philosophical 

problem, and (ii) being defined differently in the East (e.g. transcendental) and in the 

West (e.g. ego), we need to add two chapters in this direction. But, first, a question… 
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WHAT ABOUT THE “TRAGIC HERO”? EX.IX 

Can we trace ‘psycho-quadratics’ to the pre-Christian era? The answer, “yes”, 

is well-exemplified by Plato’s discussion of good-evil that was eventually updated by 

Machiavelli… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     … Plato’s key point being that the most admirable individuals are those who 

appear evil yet are good i.e. appearing good/being good lacks the “test(s) of character” 

that, in a superficial world, come the way of the most admirable. In the wake of Plato 

and Machiavelli and fast-forwarding to the 19thC we come to another philosopher who 

hinted at ‘psycho-quadratics’…   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

             … insofar as he “split” the h/Hero into the dyad of “successful” culture-

bringer (with or without resurrection)  and “tragic” (the paradigmatic example being 

“Hamlet”, the prince whom, in the mind of W.B. Yeats, would have qualified as one of 

“the best (who) lack all conviction”). 

Astrologers who have studied Nietzsche may have already noticed that we have 

adjusted his birthtime – giving him Sagittarius rather than Scorpio on the ascendant 

– because, in his “Psychological Types”, Jung makes a good argument for Friedrich’s 

‘root type’, “introverted intuition”, generating a “shadow” of “extraverted sensation” 

agitated by his natal Saturn and Neptune in his 2nd house. Other reasons for assuming 

Sagittarius rising are (i) his natal Venus-Chiron/Mars-Mercury conjunctions landing 

in his ‘philosophical’ 9th house (ii) his natal Moon in his “oceanic-ally submerged” 12th 

house (in part, his mental breakdown of 1889 traces to transiting Pluto running into 
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a hard-square aspect to his Venus-Chiron-Moon “complex”) (iii) his natal (close) Sun-

Pluto opposition landing across his ‘10th-4th parental’ houses and, perhaps most of all, 

(iv) his sense of grandiosity… being a fire sign, Sagittarius is predisposed to believe in 

“free will” and, when ‘blocked’, it takes “free will” into superman-ish directions, even 

if such a superman has every chance of discovering that this same free will turns out 

to be the source of his damnation. Yet… 

Whatever his ascendant, Liz Greene (see prior essay) would likely have looked 

first to Friedrich’s natal Moon-Chiron for his inner lack of ‘reality’ that caught up to 

him in midlife. The irony of it all is that the woman upon whom Friedrich “projected” 

his “anima”, Lou Andreas-Salome, would, in time, become one of depth psychology’s 

most prominent practitioners… as Marie-Louise von Franz (see final essay) describes 

the philosophy that Friedrich help inaugurate, existentialism, “the existentialists walk 

right up to the door of the unconscious, and then refuse to open it!”  

As also noted in the prior essay, ideas directed to diagnosis quickly lead to ideas 

directed to treatment and, given our note on the “progressed” Moon in the prior essay, 

the FA-er (if one had existed in Freud’s lifetime) would have counselled Friedrich that 

the best ‘therapeutic window’ would have been 7yrs prior to his breakdown year i.e. 

in 1882, the Moon “progressed” into his 4th house and, over the subsequent 2 years, it 

rolled across to its (2nd) “progressed” full Moon across the Sagittarius-Gemini axis. If 

he had made the most of this year – when he met and, then, “fell in love at first sight” 

with Lou – he would have likely gone on to make the most of his Lunar “progression” 

into Cancer i.e. during the year or two coming up to Pluto’s incursion into the degrees 

occupied by Venus and the Moon. If Friedrich had come up against “deterministic” 

Freud in the 1890s, he would probably have found it impossible to deal with Freud’s 

preference for “fate” over “free will”. But, who knows, Lou Andreas-Salome may have 

been the catalyst to make a quadratic out of this oh-so-tired philosophical dyad? 

If Friedrich had lived in an era wherein he could have received the “container” 

that, as a neonate, (his illness makes plain that) he never had, he could have avoided 

his breakdown. If it was syphilis that was behind his breakdown (this is disputed), the 

astrologer would ‘expand’ into outer life to point out that Friedrich’s p/Psyche would 

have (yes, mysteriously) arranged circumstances to the point of guiding him clear of 

the fatal whorehouse. 

After a period of examining the Moon’s natal placement and its “progression”, 

psychological astrological attention turns to the Sun as a symbol for a different ‘level’ 

of the “feeling of being real”… the ‘level’ of meaning. And, examining Friedrich’s Sun 

in Libra in the 10th house in concert with his (philosophical) interest in aesthetics, we 

are given a picture of the Sun’s “progression” i.e. as the Sun “progresses” from Libra 

through Scorpio, we get a sense of the individual being able to differentiate the Venus-

ruled signs, even if Taurus is accessed diametrically (through, as it were, “progressed” 

Earth). With this differentiation, the Sun’s subsequent “progression” into Sagittarius 

affords a chance to ‘9 philosophize’ in respect of 30+years of retrospection. Friedrich’s 

“progressed” Sun entered sign of the Archer in 1882 i.e. he had 6 years of Sagittarian 

retrospection before the (transiting) Pluto Venus-Moon caught up to him. In light of 

the fact that his mother cared for him during his last 10 years, FA-ers can argue that 

his Sun was still providing its whiff of meaning. God wasn’t quite so dead, then. 

 



        PSYCHO-QUADRATIC VA: EASTERN RELIGION 

 

JUNG’S (… errr, FREUD’S?) EASTERN RELIGION 

Freud’s atheism appears, at first, even more ‘over-reductive’ than his (already 

‘over-reductive’) ego-sex ‘2 dyad’ i.e. because the atheist’s “disbelief” is still a “belief”, 

the agnostic has every right to view the atheist as a ‘photo negative theist’ and, in turn, 

see little difference between the atheist who disbelieves and the theist who disbelieves 

in any other God beyond his/her own. Then, from a supraverted position, we can ask: 

is there a ‘photo negative’ agnosticism? and, if so, does it generate a quadratic… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… that, in turn, generates entry points to the East? e.g. the Buddhist Easterner 

is ‘skeptically agnostic’ insofar as s/he sees that worrying about the existence or will 

of g/Gods carries the worrier into (“malefic”) illusion. The ‘other pole’ of agnosticism, 

‘benevolent agnosticism’, is described by Jung, referencing Rudolph Otto’s “Idea of 

the Holy”, as “careful consideration” of inner experiences that have an overwhelming 

effect. The overwhelming force, the “numinosum”, may not be ‘benevolent’ but that, 

of itself, won’t prevent an individual (collective) from drawing back to a psychological 

distance that allows for the wedge of benevolence to be interposed. This ‘psychological 

distance’ is what Jung would call “ego consciousness”. Freud had already drawn back 

from the terms “consciousness” and “the unconscious” and, as has been discussed in 

‘Psychodynamics’, FA only continues to use the term “consciousness” if it is conceived 

as part of a dyad with “awareness”… the latter term denoting ignorance of the ‘how’ 

of superego construction e.g. is it built up via “reaction formations”? or; built up out 

of a “natural” growth of ‘inner authority’? And, so, we arrive at another quadratic…  

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

… noting that “awareness” is placed in a ‘high’ position because the “illusion” 

of the undifferentiated, “high minded” superego is that it gives its instructions without 

making this necessary preliminary distinction; and, as Jung noted without referencing 

Freud, the Westerner who approaches Eastern religion is prone to interpret it without 

first analyzing his/her superego and, as a result, falls into error about it. Westerners, 

therefore, are better off being Westerners. Then again, Jung did ‘balance’ his caution 

with occasional forays e.g. in “Collected Works: Vol.11”, see his commentary on… 
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ASTROLOGERS’ EASTERN RELIGION 

The Bardo Thodol (“The Tibetan Book of the Dead”) is a book of instructions 

for the dead and/or dying wo/man as s/he negotiates the 49 days of “Bardo” existence 

between death and re-birth. Because the content of these instructions is so strange for 

the Western psyche, Jung recommends that it reads this book backwards i.e. the third 

phase of the Bardo existence, the Sidpa Bardo, the “Bardo of Seeking Re-birth”, bears 

resemblance to Freud’s description of the infant psyche; the second phase of the Bardo 

existence, the Chonyid Bardo, “the Bardo of the Experiencing of Reality”, is at least 

comprehensible to Western philosophers who know of the “realist/nominalist” dyad; 

the first phase of the Bardo existence, the Chickhai Bardo, commences at the moment 

of death and reveals “the effulgent blue light of the Dharmadhatu, the Buddha-body, 

which glows in the midst of the mandala from the heart of Vairochana; ‘consciousness’ 

weans away from all forms and attachments and karmic illusions cease” is the sphere 

of instruction that, so far as Jung was concerned, is too strange for Westerners to link 

to Freudian and/or philosophical Western conceptions. 

The Chickhai Bardo is not too strange, however, for Western astrologers. There 

is nothing that prevents them from reading the Bardo Thodol forwards and, in reading 

so, they will go on to notice that the West’s “feeling ego consciousness” and  the East’s 

“transcendental consciousness” ‘overlap’ in the realm of ‘8 Scorpio’, as below… 

  

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… and, in the same way that our ‘creation-hero-transformation-reincarnation’ 

forms an overlapping quadratic in the zodiac (see, ‘Psycho-quadratic VIII’) so we also 

notice a degree of overlap when we apply the three Bardo states and a ‘4th’ i.e. Western 

“ego consciousness”, to the zodiac. Indeed, the overlapping ‘quality’ of this quadratic 

helps astrologers to see the value of anti-clockwising development e.g. the further into, 

say, Cancer that the Sidpa Bardo reaches, the more effectively the Westerner will feel 

the link between the Buddhist East and the Freudian West and, in turn, the more the 

Jungian ‘East-West integrator’ will want to form another quadratic out of the term… 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGER’S RELIGION (East) 

“Consciousness”, as noted above, is one of those words, like “love”, that means 

different things to different people and, in any case, was downplayed by Freud. Jung, 

however, not only kept the term, he expanded on it by bringing in “true” and “false” 

versions that bear some resemblance to the Bardo states, as follows…  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       … whether or not astrologers ‘zodiacalize’ this resemblance as we do, Jung 

tells us that “false” states of consciousness are more pathogenic than “true” states of 

consciousness e.g. “false consciousness” is reflected in the “everybody knows!” aspect 

of the raw animus and, therefore, can be linked to the ‘high’ ‘9-10-11’ sequence; “false 

unconsciousness” is seen in the analysand who has the developmental ‘platform’ to go 

through his/her endogamous urges to reach his/her exogamy and, in not acting on it 

(usually via “rationalization”), s/he is throwing gasoline on his/her neurotic fire; the 

“true” Virgoan analysand won’t ‘accept’ his/her neurotic symptoms and will always 

strive for a symptom-free, “body-mind integration” (= FA’s ‘earthy sublimation’). 

If there is a problem for the “true” Virgo, it is that s/he has yet to differentiate 

the ‘deeper’ aspects of time i.e. s/he has easier access to ‘12’’s ‘feeling’ of timelessness 

and ‘2’’s (Demeter’s) ‘sense’ of valuable materials than to ‘8’’s immaterial values that 

become evident with thermodynamic degeneration; in other words, for Virgo to avoid 

being abducted by forces that cleave the body from the soul-spirit, s/he needs to ‘keep 

going’ to ‘7’, the location between ‘6’ and ‘8’, wherein the material-worth/immaterial-

worth dyad can be ‘balanced’. This would allow ‘l/Love’ to be ‘realized’ at ‘8’. 

When this occurs, the “ego” can now complete its “transformation” because it 

can now access the (up until then, “unconscious”) border between Freud’s “personal” 

and Jung’s “collective” unconscious. In other words, the “ego”, the “ego’s Self” & the 

“collective’s Self” can be ‘triangulated’. Because this can’t be done in one “three score 

& ten” lifetime, FA disagrees with Jung’s advice to Westerners to stick to their own 

tradition and, instead, advises for East-West integration! Along what path, then?… 
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IS RUSSIA THE ‘MID-POINT’ OF THE EAST-WEST DYAD? Ex.X 

It might be the crudest of analogies, but the most basic of 2D geometric dyads, 

the straight line & the curve-(and when long enough, circle), aligns with, respectively, 

the Western & Eastern religions i.e. the West’s thermodynamic time, being conceived 

as a line, links directly to the idea of the tangent. Once clear of the circle, the tangent 

can look back at the circle (e.g. the daily/yearly cycle of life) and lament with Macbeth, 

“tomorrow, and tomorrow, and tomorrow, creeps in this petty place from day to day, 

to the last syllable of recorded time; and all our yesterdays have lighted fools the way 

to dusty death. Out, out, brief candle! Life’s but a walking shadow, a poor player, that 

struts and frets his hour upon the stage, and then is heard no more. It is a tale told by 

an idiot, full of sound and fury, signifying nothing”. Perhaps, then, the Easterners are 

right when they counter Macbethian Westerners that something can be signified when 

the soul can finally live a (re-incarnated) life without ambition. And, so… 

Whilever, like Freud, a Westerner wishes to leave the world a better (for Freud, 

a better educated) place than how s/he found it, s/he does better to leave behind time’s 

line & embrace time’s circle. Zodiacally, this means playing down Sagittarius’ impulse 

to ‘transcend’ the cycle and, in turn, it means embracing Capricorn. In further turn, 

it means rolling forward the vertical axis of the zodiac in the manner of the traditional 

planetary double ruler-ships (see ‘Psycho-quadratic: IVA’) i.e. Scorpio ‘begins’ the 3rd 

quadrant and, as such, it becomes the ‘right (transformational) hemisphere’’s centre. 

With this in mind, let’s now turn to one early candidate for the ‘4th’ who wanted 

to leave the worldly Darwin-Freud-Jung (Aquarius-Taurus-Leo) sequence in a better 

place…    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

            … and, in keeping with the sequence of fixed signs, we note that the first 

significant female analyst, Sabina Spielrein (i.e. Sabina pre-dated Melanie Klein), had 

her natal Sun placed in (from Aquarius) the ‘4th’ of the sequence.  

Sabina’s story surfaced in a book by John Kerr, “A Most Dangerous Method”, 

that was subsequently screen-played by Christopher Hampton and made into a David 

Cronenberg film. Sabina would arrive at the Burgholzli clinic as a patient in 1904 but 
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would subsequently become her therapist’s – Jung’s – lover and colleague. When Jung 

subsequently met up with Freud, he sought his own therapy for his “(very) unresolved 

transference”. Despite this dodgy state of affairs, it would be Sabina who turned out 

to be Freud and Jung’s best chance of “integration”. This chance was not taken up by 

Jung, who was in the midst of stirring the flames of their ‘fantasy child’, “Siegfried”, 

and not caring much that Siegfried is one of mythology’s doomed characters. Sabina 

wrote, “you can understand Freud perfectly well if you wish to… you should have the 

courage to recognize Freud in all his grandeur, even if you do not agree with him on 

every point, even if in the process you might have to credit Freud with many of your 

own accomplishments. Only then will you be completely free, and only then will you 

be the greater one. You will be amazed to see how markedly your entire personality 

and your new theory will gain in objectivity through this process”. Jung’s counter was 

sour, “Freud’s opinion is a sinful rape of the holy. It spreads darkness not light… only 

out of the deepest night is a new light born. Siegfried is that spark. I lit in you a new 

light for a time of darkness. Surround this inner light with devotion”. 

In the same way that we had nominated a Leo ascendant for Michael Fordham, 

we now do the same for Sabina. Her capacity for florid self-mythologizing sounds very 

Leonic to us… and, so, we have drawn her natal horoscope with a Leo ascendant and 

Mars in Leo in the 1st house rather than the 12th house (thus, we have guessed 11.30pm 

for her birth time). This birth time would not upset many Freudastrologers because it 

sees her natal Sun-Moon-Mercury in Scorpio land in the very-often-paternal 4th house 

and the difficult collection of Neptune-Pluto-Chiron in the very-often-maternal 10th 

house. Her “anal phase” masochistic ‘enjoyments’ – she ‘enjoyed’ her father’s beating 

her buttocks – could, with this birth time, be traced to Mars in Leo ‘feeding down’ to 

her Jupiter-Uranus in the 2nd house.  

However, as Freud would discover as he moved further into the second half of 

his life, ‘mother’ looms large in the little girl’s life even more than she does in the little 

boy’s life and, therefore, a Freudastrologer can’t immediately put Sabina’s masochism 

down to the relationship with her father i.e. she might well have been “displacing”. In 

turn, we can look to her mother’s biography and note that she had decided to withhold 

all sexual knowledge from little Sabina possibly because, as a little girl herself, she had 

experienced similar enjoyments that had quickly led to overwhelming senses of guilt. 

Sabina had not experienced guilt, however… rather, and this may have something to 

do with the planets in Scorpio in the vicinity of her house of “family romance”, Sabina 

experienced a burning desire to learn about everything, including sex. This tallies with 

Freud’s view that a compensated attitude to learning can be the result of frustrations 

with sexual learning during infancy. Saturn transited her 3rd house at about age 7yrs. 

Another factor of interest is that Sabina was born in Rostov-na-donu, a city in 

Southern Russia not far north of the Caucasian mountains. Although this city is north 

of the Silk Road, it still has a symbolic value whenever the issue of “integrating” East 

and West becomes topical. Sabina, therefore, is psychoanalysis’ first “personification” 

of this value. Indeed, we will look closer at a myth that sources to Southern Russia as 

we explore the ‘other side’ of religion in ‘Pt.B’ of this essay. Moreover, having advised 

Westerners to take Eastern religion more seriously, we will, in ‘Pt.B’, return our own 

serve and advise Easterners to take the Western religion more seriously, as follows… 

 



          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. 

 



           PSYCHO-QUADRATICS: CONCLUSION  

 

JUNG’S “MISSING” (“DENIED”?) QUADRATIC  

In ‘conclusion: Psychodynamics’ (see ‘Basics’ webpage) we made the point that 

Freud was no philosopher. By contrast, Jung was a philosopher but didn’t want to be 

known as one because it would have undermined his self-conception as an “empirical 

psychologist”. For FA, however, Jung would have lost nothing if he had self-conceived 

as an ‘empirical-psychological-philosopher’ because this ‘triadic’ would have brought 

him closer – via a ‘quadratic bridge’ – to his Leonic “quintessence”. 

Indeed, any analyst would become a philosopher when, from the supraverted, 

quadratic vantage point, s/he viewed psycho-therapeutic interactions as follows… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The philosophical question: although a developed ego means that the analyst’s 

superego will have reached its ‘use-by’ date, does it get tossed out automatically? The 

philosopher’s answer: ‘no’ i.e. the build-up of psychoanalytic theory over the century 

has led, at least for those who have a “good enough” experience of it, to its ‘authority’. 

This character has been reinforced by the advent of university-style institutions intent 

on ‘masters’ teaching psychoanalysis to ‘students’. Hence, Jung’s oft-quoted remark, 

“thank God I’m not a Jungian” (implicitly, “thank God I’m not a Freudian”). 

One of Jung’s most emphatic criticisms of Freud was that analysts-analysands 

often get “stuck” in their respective “transference neuroses”… but, this is the criticism 

that is best directed to Charcot’s ‘authoritarian’ “hypnotherapy” i.e. Freud explains 

that the psychoanalysis treats the “transference neurosis” by analyzing the superego 

(an organ that is never identified, let alone analyzed, in “hypnotherapy”). This entails 

a careful consideration of ‘inner authority’ because, when superego “projections” are 

retrieved, the analysand now inwardly orders his/her ‘pre-ego’ about in the same way 

that s/he had been taking orders from an outer (± “hypnotizing”) parent. In turn, the 

analysand’s “projection retrievals” may do nothing to heal the psychopathology and, 

by ‘hiding’ it, the symptoms could worsen… therefore, the analyst pays more attention 

to the ego-building process until such a time that “projection retrievals” don’t lead to 

‘inner authoritarianism’. If s/he doesn’t do so, the symptoms may get worse and, as a 

result, the analysand has cause to leave his/her analysis and, if s/he is so inclined, s/he 

has cause to take up arms against it… as, in his way, Jung did.  

And, so, like “consciousness” and “love”, “authority” is one of those words that 

needs not only a definition but also a ‘religious’ “careful consideration”. Perhaps it is 

a word that is best used to qualify nothing more than the “superego”. And, instead of 

using terms such as “ego authority”, depth psychologists do better to be more pedantic 

and resolve to differentiate “(superego) authority” ‘out’ from “(ego) authenticity”… 

 

 analyst’s ego (i.e. via his/her 

training analysis, superego & 

 id will have been “integrated”) 

superego/id) ?id 

analysand’s ‘pre-ego’ 

analysand’s superego 

analysand’s id 



ASTROLOGERS “DENIED” QUADRATIC 

The “authentic ego” is one that has developed to the point that the individual 

has no need of appealing to his/her (or anyone else’s) ‘authority’ to claim that s/he has 

a developed ego. If Jung and Freud had discussed, (i) epistemology (i.e. “how does one 

know that s/he knows?”) & (ii) the ‘authority complex’ (i.e. ego vs. superego), they 

may have avoided their 1913 split. Then again, when we look to Jung’s natal chart… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… we notice that the sign that Jung had on his descendant, Leo, was the sign 

that Freud had on his midheaven. In other words, Jung would have seen Freud as a 

mix of “ego authenticity” (i.e. what Jung’s Aquarius ascendant would have projected 

onto anything Leonic) and “superego authority” (i.e. what Jung, whether he was ‘pre-

egoic’ or ‘egoic’, would have noticed specifically about Freud’s “defensive persona” = 

M.C.). No wonder both would escalate many of depth psychology’s “Babel” issues. 

In ‘Psychodynamics’ (on our ‘Basics’ webpage), we noted that, if “projections” 

from the ascendant ‘down’ to the I.C. are negative – often a consequence of “projective 

identification” at the ascendant being so severe that the ‘ig-self’ is unable to see that 

it is ‘11/12ths wrong’ about the world – the “projection” across to the descendant tends 

toward the “open enemy” pole of the 7th house’s “open-enemy/partnership” polarity 

(and, in second turn, the ‘already-negative’ “projection” onto the M.C. intensifies). As 

also depicted in Jung’s natal chart above, Saturn would make its way ‘down’ from his 

ascendant to his 4th house over the duration of his apprenticeship with Freud. 

Nonetheless, in the long run, Jung was able to let go of his negative “projection” 

onto his “open enemy” Freud and develop ‘through’ his I.C. well enough to “occupy” 

his 7th house and express his Leo Sun. As noted elsewhere herein, the Leo-descendant 

analyst is most suited to analyzing Aquarian ascendant analysands (i.e. the analysand 

only has to follow his/her analyst’s lead) but, in any case, a fully trained analyst is able 

to ‘present’ the analysand’s descendant sign to his/her analysand because the analyst, 

by definition, will have embodied all 6 sign-pairs during his/her training. 
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FREUD-(JUNG)-ASTROLOGERS’ DENIED QUADRATIC 

Most analysts & analysands keep dream diaries. Astrologers, by contrast, tend 

to diarize outer events. But, if we stick to Jung’s narrower definition of synchronicity 

that includes the ‘inner event’ (i.e. “meaning”), the Freudastrological diary would put 

inner events above dreams & outer events. For example, 18/2/2021, a day of Saturn in 

Aquarius squaring Uranus in Taurus, may have coincided with something observable 

in the outer world that reflects the clash of ‘11 idealism’ vs. ‘10 pragmatism’, we would 

not diarize it unless it ‘resonated’ with our own ‘11 ego ideal’ vs. ‘10 superego’ issues, 

irrespective of whether we had a dream that day that could just as well have been an 

occurrence in the outer world. To be fully fair to the ‘11-10 interaction’, however, we 

don’t make the call about whether any transit is (or isn’t) “meaningful” until it runs 

its 3rd (usually final) exactitude… our current example will do so on 24/12/2021. 

In preparation for probable synchronicities, it is worth spending some time, as 

we are doing now, on the issue of FA’s ‘authority complex’ – for, after all, dear reader, 

you are in the throes of wondering whether we are (as Jung would say) a “flatus vocus” 

or something worth considering. If, of course, you have read this far, we would expect 

that you see us as considerable, even if Saturn-Uranus is making you ask, “am I losing 

more than I am gaining from reading FA?” If we re-examine FA’s natal chart…   

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… we notice that, whereas Freud had natal Saturn in his 8th house, FA has natal 

Sun-ruling Neptune in its 8th house… with Saturn about to transit it on 19/1/2022. In 

short, our ‘authority complex’ is about to interact with our ‘masochistic complex’ and, 

so, irrespective of your view of us, we do better to focus on our view of ourselves. 

‘Fortunately’, our current “progressed” new Moon in Aries is delivering us to 

our ‘sadism complex’ to, thereby, generate a dyadic balance. To generate a quadratic 

balance, however, we need to ‘imagine’ this new Moon all the way ‘down/across’ to its 

fullness in ‘erotic’ Virgo-to-Libra (especially on 19/1/2022). Imagine there’s a “City of 

God” within, it’s easy if you try, hell understood below us, heaven above, by & by.  
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‘HEROINES’ OF THE ‘SPIRITUAL FEMININE’? Ex.XII 

In our Sun in Scorpio example, Sabina Spielrein (see ‘Psycho-quadratic:VB’), 

we noted that Sabina was probably suffering from the same wound as her mother but 

with the opposite expression i.e. a ‘sexual information withholding’ mother often leads 

to a ‘sexually (over)-curious daughter’… although we admit that this may be preceded 

by a mental illness detour (and/or “displacements” onto sciences ‘beyond’ biology). In 

this sense, the Freudian might argue that Jung’s most readable protégé… 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

… was, like Sabina, a curious daughter of a “repressive” mother. When we look 

to Marie’s natal horoscope, however, we get a sense that her mother might have been 

more “dissociative” (Moon opposite Uranus) than “repressive”. Either way, Marie’s 

mother (to be precise, Marie’s mother image) can be said to be primarily responsible 

for her curiosity with respect all ‘levels’ of the unconscious. 

For us, the secondary responsibility for her curiosity can be placed at the feet 

of her Scorpio ascendant i.e. as it was for Freud, Scorpio wants to know what is going 

on ‘behind’ things. Scorpio is also the (admittedly, fiery-watery) ‘ground’ out of which 

a ‘value’ can be placed on Sagittarian intuition… noting that Marie’s Venus is located 

in the sign of the Archer. This ‘root centroversion’ seems to also have had little trouble 

reaching ‘down-into’ Marie’s 3rd & 4th houses. Although, on the surface, it seems as if 

Marie shared Uranus’ ‘I.C. block’ that (see prior essay) had proved to be too difficult 

for Noam Chomsky, her Solar “progression” and the transit of her Sun-ruler, Saturn, 

into Aquarius in her late teens are the likely symbols for why it wasn’t too difficult for 

her to ‘keep going’ to Jupiter and as Arthur C. Clarke (+ Buzz Lightyear!) would have 

said it, “Jupiter and beyond”. Marie’s first meeting with Jung was around this time. 

We have made a specific comparison between Marie and Noam because, in our 

view, a natal Sun in Capricorn is more ‘gifted’ in the direction of (re)-incarnation than 

a natal Sun in Sagittarius (the latter being altogether too attracted to “transcendence” 

of the life-cycle). The Goat is, after all, a “feminine” sign and, as such, it has an easier 

time imagining the life that will begin in Aries (i.e. the earthiest of the fire signs), ‘flesh 
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out’ in Taurus and, then, discover its flesh-caged, “square soul” in Cancer. Some might 

object that we are claiming a greater imagination in an earth sign, Capricorn, than in 

a fire sign, Sagittarius, but we counter with (i) a fiery Sun brings an ‘imaginal facility’ 

to all elements of the zodiac, and (ii) if our focus remains narrowed to (re)-incarnation, 

this term holds its valuing ‘water’. Indeed, there is a sense in which Marie specifically 

points to Capricorn as the “culmination” of the ‘spiritual feminine’… that had begun 

(not so much at Cancer, as) at Leo (i.e. the wateriest of the fire signs). This conception 

fits well with our idea proposed in ‘Psycho-quadratics: X’ that Scorpio (not Libra) has 

a claim to be the ‘centre’ of the right hemisphere… and, FA supports this claim insofar 

as civilization remains phobosophically ‘7-less’ = ‘pseudo-patriarchal’. 

Marie’s best work was done with her Solar “progression” through Pisces, from 

1961-1991, a time when she was writing and lecturing extensively on myths and fairy 

tales. Although “developmental Jungian”, Michael Fordham (see, ‘Psycho-quadratic 

IIIB’), would likely have agreed that this was a fertile period for Marie, we have seen 

that he took a cautionary attitude to “classical Jungians” like Marie who look to link 

the individual to his/her/our wellspring, the collective unconscious, before making the 

“shadow” manageable. Indeed, your local ‘Fordham-astrologer’ would have pointed 

out to Marie that her 1st quadrant explains why she could remain sane in the face of 

an uprush/downrush of the collective unconscious/supraconscious – with Christ being 

Capricorn’s precedent for this ‘sanity’ – as opposed to the majority of analysands (not 

excluding Jung) who couldn’t/can’t.  

To this Fordham-ian issue, Marie could have replied that, with Melanie Klein’s 

view being difficult to absorb, especially for those who have already had “noumenous” 

experiences – those, for example, whom Jung described as, “religious people incapable 

of agreeing with the existing forms of belief” (… errrrr, moi) – the “classical Jungian” 

approach works as a bridge over, rather than as a path into, unmanageability. In other 

words, the two Jungian streams have become a dyad needing (not only a 3rd i.e. that 

which properly delineates their “dys-thesis”, but also) a 4th (i.e. that which adequately 

promotes their “syn-thesis”). Thus, my motivation for writing on ‘psycho-quadratics’. 

     * * * * * * 

Now, at the end of this series of articles, we can return to the “Mysterium” that 

is religion-spirituality. The clarities of the “Age of Reason” have generated the dyad, 

clarity-mystery… a dyad that has been proven courtesy of Heisenberg’s “uncertainty 

principle” (the more clarity one establishes, the more mystery is generated). With this, 

we disagree with Nietzsche that “God is dead”… rather, because of our improvements 

in reasoning, S/He has simply been rendered more Mysterious. 

In the face of this, we remind ourselves to begin with ourselves… as symbolized 

by the houses. This essay is being published with the Sun about to transit our 7th house, 

the locus from where we can access some ‘9 supraversion’. In turn, we can look at how 

we can sharpen our 8th house ‘valuations’ so that, in extra turn, we can make the most 

of the intuitions that arrive in our 9th house. In extra-extra turn, we hit the ‘centre’ of 

our personal reincarnation myth – our M.C. – and take ‘10 responsibility’ for reaching 

our Gemini ascendant once more… wherein we get more ideas about how to deal well 

with our ‘heroic hemisphere’ post-19/1/2022. As Graham Chapman’s “King Arthur” 

is told in “Monty Python & the Holy Grail”, “of course it is a good idea!”. 

 



 

  

 

 

 

 

  

 

  


