[image: image1.jpg]Prifysgol Cymru
Y Drindod Dewi Sant

University of Wales
Trinity Saint David





Postgraduate/Distance Learning 

Assignment coversheet & feedback form
THIS SHEET MUST BE THE FIRST PAGE OF THE ASSIGNMENT YOU ARE SUBMITTING  (DO NOT SEND AS A SEPARATE FILE)

	For completion by the student:

	Student Name: Kate Blackham
Student University Email: 27003372@student.uwtsd.ac.uk

	Module code: HPCA7017
Module title: History of Astrology

	Student ID number:
27003372
	Educational support needs:

Yes/No

	Assignment title:  A Critical Review of three primary source documents
Assignment due date: 17 March 2022

	This assignment is for the       1st  FORMCHECKBOX 
    2nd   FORMCHECKBOX 
     3rd   FORMCHECKBOX 
      4th  FORMCHECKBOX 
      5th  FORMCHECKBOX 
      6th  FORMCHECKBOX 
   module of the degree

	I confirm that this is my original work and that I have adhered to the University policy on plagiarism.

Signed …………Kate Blackham…………………………………………………
Email submission:if you are submitting this form via email, please tick this box  FORMCHECKBOX 

(as a substitute for your signature) to confirm that you agree to the above declaration.

	Assignment Mark
1st Marker’s Provisional mark

2nd Marker’s/Moderator’s provisional mark

External Examiner’s mark (if relevant)
Final Mark

NB.  All marks are provisional until confirmed by the Final Examination Board.
For completion by Marker 1 :

Comments:


	Marker’s signature:
	Date:

	For completion by Marker 2/Moderator:

Comments:



	Marker’s Signature:
	Date:

	External Examiner’s comments (if relevant)



	External Examiner’s Signature:
	Date:


A critical comparison of Saturn in three primary source documents
Introduction
This essay will compare and contrast the treatment of the astrological use of Saturn in the following three sources: Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, trans. by F. E. Robbins (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1940), Julius Firmicus Maternus, Ancient Astrology, Theory and Practice: Matheseos Libri VIII, trans. Jean Rhys Bram (Bel Air, MD: Astrology Classics, 2005) and Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text Book of Astrology, rev. edn (London: L.N. Fowler, 1955).
Contexts of the three primary sources
There is a great deal of uncertainty regarding Claudius Ptolemy’s life and death. He is known to have lived in Alexandria, although it is thought that he may have been born in Ptolemaïs in Egypt.
 The years of both his birth and death are likewise unknown, although from his astronomical records in the Almagest we know that he flourished between 127–151CE
 and an eleventh century source suggests he lived for 78 years, meaning his lifespan probably covered approximately 100–178CE.
 
Ptolemy begins the Tetrabiblos by explaining to his intended audience ‘Syrus’ that there are two parts to astronomy: that which is concerned with the movements of the sun, moon and stars and which Ptolemy explained to Syrus in the Almagest; and that which is concerned with the changes that these movements bring about, which is the subject matter of the Tetrabiblos.
 It was therefore the intention of Ptolemy that the Tetrabiblos was used as the second volume in a two-part set about astronomy. Volume one was concerned with what the twenty-first century person would probably recognise as astronomy, while volume two was concerned with applied astronomy, which the same twenty-first century person would probably call astrology.
Further information on the identity of Syrus has been lost in the mists of time, although at least one scholar believes that the Tetrabiblos was written as a marketing masterpiece to attract students eager to pay to learn from a master.

The oldest manuscript of the Tetrabiblos dates to the thirteenth century,
 over a thousand years after its initial publication. Most of the 35 manuscripts held in European libraries are from the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.
 Hence, there is understandably some differences in content between the different manuscripts. In an attempt to produce a translation of the Tetrabiblos that is as close to the original manuscript as possible, the Greek text of Robbins’ translation is a critical edition taking into account the content of eleven different manuscripts and a Paraphrase attributed to Proclus.

Julius Firmicus Maternus was a Sicilian who had practiced law originally, but later turned his attention to astrology and the life of a scholar.
 He mentions an eclipse on 17 July 334 in the first book of his astrological book Mathesis, suggesting writing began in that year.
 Firmicus wrote another book (De Errore Profanarum Religionum) in about 346, which is an attack on pagan mystery religions from a Christian viewpoint.
 While the Mathesis does not have any obvious statements either for or against Christianity, De Errore notably does not reject the study of astrology
 and scholars have observed that content of Mathesis reflects a Christian worldview.
 
Firmicus was well-connected. He was a senator, perhaps one of the newly created ones for the new capital city of Constantinople
 and the preface of the first book dedicates the Mathesis to a friend and patron he calls Mavortius, the surname of Quintus Flavius Maesius Lollianus Egnatius,
 who was at the time an ordinario considi designato:
 a position of high-office that he was known to have held in 355 AD.
 As with Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos, it has been suggested that the Mathesis was written to attract potential students and clients,
 and an high-profile, high-status individual such as Mavortius would certainly make an ideal example of the latter group.
Margaret E. Hone was born Margaret Ethelwyn on the 2nd October 1892 in Studley in England.
 She was friends with the notable astrologers Charles E. O. Carter (with whom she co-founded the Faculty of Astrological Studies) and Dane Rudhyar.
 She wrote The Modern Text Book of Astrology in 1950 based on her many years of astrological practice and teaching students of astrology and the textbook was intended to be used either in face-to-face classrooms or via ‘home study’.
 It was quickly accepted as the official textbook of the Faculty of Astrological Studies.
 Margaret Hone died on 14th October 1969.

Summary of the astrological use of Saturn
Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos is not written in the manner of an encyclopaedia, but instead to showcase his knowledge and skills, therefore the discussion of the astrological use of Saturn is not treated in isolation, but rather spread out throughout the entirety of the Tetrabiblos. The reader is first introduced to Saturn’s qualities in Tetrabiblos I. 4, where Ptolemy explains that all planetary bodies can be distinguished by their ability to heat (or cool) and dry (or moisten).
 These principles of hot/cold and wet/dry reveal Ptolemy’s Aristotelian philosophy.
  Ptolemy identifies Saturn’s qualities as ‘chiefly to cool and, moderately, to dry,’
 and consequently Saturn is a masculine, destructive, maleficient planet
 inflicting long illnesses and rheumatism, destroying fleets, bringing about floods and sending snowstorms.
 Those with Saturn in their ascendant are said to be hairy, dark-skinned and dark-haired with a moist and cold temperament, while those with Saturn setting are said to be hairless and black-eyed, with cold and dry temperament.
 Ptolemy believed in planetary melothesia whereby parts of the body are linked to particular planets, a system that began in Babylonia.
 Ptolemy said that: ‘Saturn is lord of the right ear, the spleen, the bladder, the phlegm, and the bones’.

Ptolemy’s approach frequently involves a layering of the effects of planets.
 For example, when considering an individual’s occupation, Ptolemy says that since Mercury
makes his subjects scribes, men of business, calculators, teachers, merchants, bankers, soothsayers, astrologers, sacrificers, and in general those who perform their functions by means of documents, interpretation and giving and taking

Saturn in aspect with Mercury will make men ‘be managers of the property of others, interpreters of dreams, or frequenters of temples for the purposes of prophecies and inspiration.’
 Having both Mercury and Venus in aspect with Saturn causes men to be ‘dealers in feminine finery’
 because Venus causes men to be inspired by the Muses
 and if both Mercury and Mars are in aspect with Saturn the warrior effects of Mars causes men to be ‘murderers, sneak-thieves, burglars, pirates, cattle-thieves, villains.’
 Ptolemy’s writing is systematically ordered and organized.


As with Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos, Firmicus’ treatment of Saturn is scattered throughout the Mathesis. Firmicus’ treatise is a compilation of the work of earlier astrologers,
 brought together in a manual or handbook style to teach students beginning from first principles.
 As expected Firmicus’ work sometimes agrees with that of Ptolemy, Firmicus says that Saturn rules Aquarius and Capricorn
, is favourable in diurnal charts
. In contrast to Ptolemy, Firmicus’ melothesia is zodiacal and links parts of the body to signs instead of planets.
 
Firmicus treats what Saturn indicates in different houses in a person’s chart in detail in the Liber Tertius, II where he asserts that a person born during the day with Saturn on the ascendant will be born with a ‘great cry’
 and will be either the first born or events will cause him to be as if he was the first born.
 Whereas Ptolemy provided a theoretical background for his assertions based on his Aristotelian philosophy and his belief in the four humours, Firmicus’ Stoic and Neo-Platonic (and potentially also Christian) worldview gave him a deterministic outlook
 where freedom came to those accepted their fates and engaged with the divine. Firmicus provides no theoretical or philosophical basis for why predictions are as they are, he merely presents the facts. For example, later in the Liber Quintus, Firmicus explains ‘what is signified by the planets located in individual signs’
 and he goes step-by-step through each zodiacal sign in turn.
 In Liber Sextus he explains the role of Saturn in trine,
 in square aspect,
 in opposition,
 and in conjunction,
 as well as complex aspects.
 
Margaret Hone, like Ptolemy before her, gave Saturn the keyword cold and argued that a person’s tendency to be ‘chilled either emotionally, or physically by illness, will be indicated’ by Saturn’s position within a chart.
 Hence, the presence of Saturn leads to Saturnian traits and characteristics just as are found in the sign of Capricorn, which Saturn rules.
 Whereas Ptolemy and Firmicus had associated Saturn with both Capricorn and Aquarius, by 1951 when her book was first written, Uranus had long been known of and was commonly (although not exclusively) considered to be the ruler of Aquarius, with Saturn relegated to a lesser role.

In Firmicus and Ptolemy, Saturn was considered a maleficent planet. Hone considered the Saturn instead could be considered by the keyword limitation.
 She argued that Saturn shows the person's feelings of ‘insufficiency in life’
 and their ‘ability to endure difficulties patiently (but nevertheless to feel them keenly), the urge to rise by overcoming such difficulties, and the ability to bear the weight of responsibility entailed’.
 While Ptolemy’s view was that Saturn would have such a concrete impact on a person it would even lead to distinctive physical characteristics, Hone’s view was that that Saturn would bring trials and emotional tendencies but that these could be overcome or at least understood and accepted.
Later in the book Hone lays out the interpretative meanings for the planetary positions including that for Saturn with respect to both the sign it is found in and the house.
 As would be expected for a twentieth century textbook this is particularly accessible compared to Ptolemy’s writing, but even at times Firmicus who was at pains to assert that he ‘shall discuss this in detail so that a malicious reader may not be able to say to you that we have left anything out.’
 Hone’s interpretative meanings are neatly laid out in tabular form beginning with Aries and the first house side-by-side and ending with Pisces and the twelfth house. The aspects are also laid out in a similar order, with columns for conjunctions, easy (trine, sextile and semi-sextile) and difficult aspects
 beginning with the Sun, Moon and Mercury right through Pluto.
 As an outer planet many of Saturn’s relevant aspects are found under the earlier planets, making the aspects of Saturn section very short and dealing only with Uranus, Neptune and Pluto,
 however, as expected, the aspects section is extremely easy to use and navigate for the untrained astrologer.
Analysis of the three primary sources

The differences witnessed between the three primary sources can be explained by consideration of their date of authorship, philosophical worldview of the author and the intended audience and purpose.


Although visible to the naked eye, its dimness and slow progress through the night sky meant that Uranus was not identified as a planet along with the others then known until 1781 when it was discovered by William Herschel.
 With twelve zodiacal signs and only seven known planets (including the Sun and Moon), many planets had rulership of more than one sign; hence the need for Saturn to rule both Capricorn and Aquarius in Ptolemy and Firmicus’ astrology. However, Uranus was rapidly accepted as an astrological body of note. As early as 1825, John Varley reported that Uranus’s aspect to his birth chart would be dangerous to either himself or his property on the 21 June, and the prediction was to prove true as his house burnt down.
 Hence it is to be expected that Saturn has a diminished role in Hone’s text and has lost rulership of one of its signs.


In the two early texts, Saturn is maleficent and dangerous, but Hone considers it instead to be the planet most strongly linked to limitation. The reason for this change in emphasis can be traced back to her friendship with Dane Rudhyar, whose influential book Astrology of Personality portrayed astrology as less of a predictive art but instead as an adjunct to psychology.
 As Hone herself explained, while the ancient astrology such as Ptolemy and Firmicus sought to predict events and to classify people even down to their hair colour, the modern astrology in which she participated found many parallels with C. G. Jung’s analytical psychology.
 In Hone’s astrology, the astrologer’s job is less concerned with warning of impeding peril but instead ‘the astrologer must show him that problem as a part of his present pattern in life, without which he could not be himself’.
 Saturn is hence viewed not as a maleficent being outside the person, but is indicative of inner characteristics that limit the person.

While Hone’s philosophy is clearly rooted in Jungian analytical psychology, her acknowledgement that Saturn imbued saturnian characteristics of ‘depressive, dogmatic, dull, fearful, grasping, limited, mean, severe, unappreciative of beauty, uninspired’
 imply a person whose character can be traced all the way back to Hesiod’s description of the Greek god Kronos in c. 700 BCE, whom the Romans identified with Saturn.
 There is therefore a very real sense in which practising astrologers have a ‘cultural memory that has remained largely loyal to its roots in the Mesopotamian and Hellenistic periods.’
 

Ptolemy, being located in time much closer to the Greek Classical poets, also agreed with the attribution of Kronos’ traits to those for whom Saturn appeared significantly in their charts. However, being a philosopher and a polymath with interests in astronomy, mathematics, music and geography as well as astrology,
 he was well-educated and familiar with the philosophical writings of others. His interest in Aristotelian philosophy is apparent from his use of Aristotle’s four humours to explain why Saturn is cold and dry
 as opposed to hot and moist. Elsewhere, when discussing the harmony of the spheres and its connection to the three-fold soul, he reveals his debt to the Pythagoreans and to Plato.
 As pointed out by Mark Riley, Ptolemy does not concern himself with many astrological techniques commonly used by practising astrologers contemporaneous with him.
 Instead, in writing the Tetrabiblos, Ptolemy intends to ‘give an account’ of astrology ‘in a properly philosophical way.’
 While both Firmicus and Hone provide example charts displaying the placements of planets, Ptolemy’s explanation is not at all practical but purely theoretical and requires a high level of mathematical understanding to apply his teachings.
 Unlike Hone’s Modern Text Book of Astrology, the Tetrabiblos is not a textbook for the beginning student of astrology. Riley suggests that Ptolemy’s pursuit of astrology was purely intellectual and 
a theoretical science, by the use of which the scientist can explain the interconnections between celestial and terrestrial phenomena and can trace the cause-effect relationships between the stars and the earth.
 
In other words, Ptolemy is a natural philosopher in the vein of Plato and Aristotle before him. Indeed astrology was widely practised in the Roman empire during Ptolemy’s lifetime,
 but not all who practised the art considered themselves to be astrologers.


In contrast to the Tetrabiblos, Firmicus’ Mathesis more clearly demonstrates that he was a practising astrologer.
 The dedication to Mavortius suggests that he would like to continue the patronage relationship he had and perhaps, as Taub has suggested, benefit from additional patrons and students.
 Certainly the list of horoscopes he cites reads like a who’s who of the ancient world (Paris, Thersites, Homer, Plato, Pindar, Archilochus, and Archimedes
) and bears much resemblance to the kind of overblown benefits extolled in modern advertising. However, tucked away in a description of Augustus Caesar’s horoscope, Firmicus relates the astrological aspects found in a person of ‘almost divine and immortal nature’
 and refers to Saturn’s ability, along with Jupiter, to be a spear-bearer or attendant planet protecting the Sun.
 Molnar suggests that such a horoscope occurring in the sign of Aries would have prompted the Magi to visit Jerusalem in 6 BCE
 and that it is therefore plausible that Firmicus ‘held Christian sympathies’ at the time of his writing of the Mathesis.
  
Conclusion

In many respects the development of the astrological use of Saturn in the three primary sources parallels the development of astrology itself over the millennia. The story of Saturn begins with Mesopotamian and Hellenistic concepts of Kronos filtered progressively through Platonic, Aristotelian, Pythagorean, Stoic and Neo-Platonic philosophies. Initially concerned with events and a deterministic fate, Saturn transformed from a cold, maleficent body into an indicator of limitations and obstacles to be overcome through psychological analysis and acceptance.


Originally Saturn was assigned rulership of the two signs falling in the coldest season – Capricorn and Aquarius. But the discovery of additional planets beyond Saturn’s orbit and the predictions of high-profile astrologers forced a radical rethink. In current times Saturn rules only Capricorn exclusively, with a demotion to, at most, co-ruler in the sign of Aquarius.


Ptolemy’s Saturn reflected his Aristotelian cosmos. Firmicus’ Saturn while still grounded in the same Hellenistic cultural history also acted as protector of the Sun in regal birth charts. Hone’s Saturn showed a person’s psychological tendency towards sober-minded pessimism.
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