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Compare and contrast the treatment of ONE astrological planet, star, zodiac sign or constellation, in at least THREE primary source documents.

Word count – 2078 excluding headings, captions and bibliography
Introduction:
This essay compares and contrasts the treatment of the planet Jupiter in the following documents:
1. Claudius Ptolemy (c.100-c.178 CE), Tetrabiblos.[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  See Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, trans. by F. E. Robbins (Harvard University Press. 1940),] 

2. Johannes Kepler (1571-1630 CE), On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology.[footnoteRef:2] [2:  See J. Bruce Brackenridge and Mary Ann Rossi, ‘Johannes Kepler’s On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology Prague 1601’, Proceedings of the American Philosophical Society, Vol. 123, No. 2 (Apr. 27, 1979), 85-116.  The paper by J. Bruce Brackenridge and Mary Ann Rossi, based on her fairly recent translation of Kepler’s paper on the ‘More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology’ was published by the American Philosophical Society (APS).  The APS is considered to be the first learned society in the United States having been founded in 1743 and has an international reputation for promoting knowledge in the sciences and humanities.] 

3. Margaret Hone (1892-1969 CE), The Modern Text-Book of Astrology.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  See Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, (Bel Air, MD: Astrology Classics 2010).  This is a reprint of the 1955 revised and enlarged edition of the book.] 

The first theme investigates how societal attitudes and cultural boundaries influenced each author’s approach to astrology and treatment of Jupiter.  It then compares how they treated the ‘qualities’ of the planet Jupiter, followed by the way those qualities were modified by the influence of various signs and houses.  The final theme looks at how the authors dealt with Jupiter in aspect to other planets.
Societal and Cultural context:
This section analyses the broad context which may have coloured the astrological views of each of the above writers and hence their treatment of Jupiter.   In the foreword to Rossi’s translation of Kepler’s On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, Brackenridge says: ‘This astrological boundary between rational science and loose speculation has been patrolled and defended by two outstanding astronomers: Claudius Ptolemy in the second century A.D., and Johannes Kepler in the seventeenth century A.D.  Both men see a purity in astronomy that does not exist in astrology, but the fundamentals of astrology are defended as being well founded in science.’[footnoteRef:4]   [4:  J. Bruce Brackenridge and Mary Ann Rossi, ‘Johannes Kepler’s On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology p.85.] 

In his introduction to the 1940 translation of the Tetrabiblos, Frank Robbins confirms Ptolemy’s gift of being able to systematize the wide range of sources obtained from his predecessors, which perhaps explains why it was treated as a major astrological reference work for over one thousand years.[footnoteRef:5]    [5:  F. E. Robbins introduction to Tetrabiblos, p.ix.] 

The title of Kepler’s book On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology gives the key to his approach to mundane astrology.  In the dedication Kepler launches what can only be described as a blistering attack on the mundane astrologers of his time:
‘People who write prognostics as a service ought to despise, especially in their inmost heart, two conflicting inclinations of the crowd and ought to fortify themselves against two characteristics of a shallow and contemptible mind: desire for glory, and fear…...it is the mark of a corrupt mind in order to curry the favour of the crowd or for vainglory either to profess those things that nature does not exhibit, or to conceal the genuine miracles of nature, if one does not consider the more serious causes.’[footnoteRef:6] [6:  See Johannes Kepler’s dedication in: On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology.] 

The book sets out very clearly Kepler’s objective which was reform of the practice of mundane astrology using what he could justify from a rational perspective.  Section one explains the physical causes and section two the geometrical causes.  Based on the evidence from those two areas, section three then contains a number of mundane forecasts for 1602 and 1603, some involving Jupiter.  In spite of following a rational approach, Kepler clearly supports astrology in this document.  Therefore whilst he respected the boundaries of his profession as an astronomer[footnoteRef:7] he did not face the societal pressures clearly described by Hone. [7:  At the end of the Dedication Kepler signs himself off as ‘Mathematician’.] 

Hone’s work, is considered to be a very influential and historically important text for a number of reasons.  The book’s comprehensiveness meant that it was quickly adopted as the foundation textbook for students at the Faculty of Astrological Studies (FAS) and remained so for several decades, hence its influence on generations of astrologers.[footnoteRef:8]  She was also one of the pioneers of a long post-WWII lineage where women became prominent astrological authors.  As Nicholas Campion observed, maybe post-WWII astrology has allowed women to find a voice in what was previously a male dominated profession.[footnoteRef:9]  There is a definite economy of words, maybe due in part to the shortage of paper and printing facilities at the time. Charles Carter notes in the Preface, ‘padding has been rigorously excluded’.[footnoteRef:10]   [8:  See Nicholas Campion, Astrology and Popular Religion in the Modern West (London UK: Routledge 2016), p44.]  [9:  See Chris Brennan’s 2017 podcast interview with Nick Campion, http://theastrologypodcast.com/2017/06/29/modern-revival-of-astrology-with-nick-campion/#comment-68435 (website accessed 19th May 2018).]  [10:  See Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, (Bel Air, MD: Astrology Classics 2010), p.ix.] 

Hone appeared to share some of the same objectives as Ptolemy in that both books have a major focus on giving astrologers a thorough grounding in tools and techniques.  For Hone there were no grand theories of causality in contrast to Ptolemy and Kepler, but she appeared to share the latter’s disdain for commercial astrology.  Referring to the efforts of the Theosophical Society to develop astrology in the early part of the twentieth century she said: ‘No praise can be too high for this, since it kept pure astrology to a high ethical level sharply differentiating it from the merely commercial’.[footnoteRef:11] [11:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.298.] 

Hone articulates the issues associated with the societal attitudes of her time.  Referring to the 1735 Witchcraft Act and the 1829 Vagrancy Act (not repealed until 1989) she advises the astrologer to make it clear that he ‘conforms to the law of his country in making it plain that he is not dogmatically stating that events will happen, but that, from his point of view, the likelihood is that tendencies of a certain nature may bring about results of that nature’.[footnoteRef:12]  Hone urges that astrologers protect themselves against ‘pseudo-astrologers’ by following other professions in having examination based qualifications.   [12:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.15.] 

Her book confirms a close connection with Carter who was the first Principal of the FAS until she took over in 1954.  In the introduction to this edition she notes that the changes in chapter 15 are based on Carter’s new book on Political Astrology and reference is also made to another of his books The Encyclopedia of Psychological Astrology.[footnoteRef:13]  This matters in understanding Hone’s treatment of the astrology of a planet like Jupiter.  As Campion says there is a distinction to be made between two facets of psychological astrology, one which is descriptive and one which is dynamic.  Dane Rudhyar was the principle advocate of the latter which focusses on personal growth and what people can become.  In The Modern Textbook of Astrology Hone is primarily concerned with the descriptive, talking about the way people are.[footnoteRef:14]   [13:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.xii.]  [14:  Nicholas Campion, Astrology and Popular Religion in the Modern West (London UK: Routledge 2016), p.65.] 

The ‘Qualities’ of Jupiter:
Ptolemy describes the Sun’s active or dynamic power as prevailing ‘in the general ordering of quality’, but the ‘other heavenly bodies aid or oppose it in particular details’.[footnoteRef:15]  If the active power of the Sun is essentially heating and drying, Jupiter is described as having a temperate active force as its orbit is between Mars (burning power) and Saturn (cooling influence).  According to Ptolemy, Jupiter has the quality of both heating and humidifying.  As these qualities are conducive to fertility Jupiter can be regarded as beneficiant.[footnoteRef:16]   [15:  Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, I.2, p.9.]  [16:  Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, I.5, p.39.] 

Kepler adopts a similar approach, considering the underlying principle is that reflected light is humidifying and radiated light is heating.[footnoteRef:17]  To explain the physical causes in the context of the more recent Copernican view of the solar system required Kepler to diverge from Aristotle’s scheme based on the four elements, each with a twofold division to one based on heating and humidifying with a threefold division.[footnoteRef:18]  Whilst the powers or qualities of Jupiter are quite similar to those described by Ptolemy, Kepler arrives there by a different path.  In Thesis 24 there is an almost unintelligible chart which according to Brackenridge’s note 18 may contain typesetting errors and does not appear to be congruent with the text.[footnoteRef:19] Figure 1 shows the Latin original with Brackenridge’s corrected drawing.  As can be seen the qualities of Jupiter are balanced between heating and humidifying at the mean level rather than the extremes for Saturn and Mars.   [17:  See Kepler, On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, Thesis 21.]  [18:  Kepler, On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, Thesis 22.]  [19:  J. Bruce Brackenridge and Mary Ann Rossi, ‘Johannes Kepler’s On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, p.109-110.] 

[image: ][image: ]
Figure 1. Kepler’s dynamic model for Jupiter[footnoteRef:20] [20:  J. Bruce Brackenridge and Mary Ann Rossi, ‘Johannes Kepler’s On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, p.110.] 

Hone is more focused on describing the qualities of Jupiter as expressed in someone’s natal chart.  An example of her phraseology is ‘Jupiter will show the person’s general ability to grow in physical, mental and moral ways, his urge to expand his knowledge of the world and its wisdom and to gain success, and his opportunities for doing so’.[footnoteRef:21]  This descriptive approach (see figure 2) can be contrasted with Ptolemy’s narrative where he places greater emphasis on the dynamic properties of Jupiter when it ‘rules alone’.[footnoteRef:22] [21:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.29]  [22:  Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, II.8, p.183.] 

[image: ]
Figure 2. Hone’s descriptive treatment of Jupiter[footnoteRef:23] [23:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.30.] 

Jupiter in signs and houses:
There is a contrast between all three authors in the treatment of Jupiter in the signs and houses.  Hone’s writing contains extensive descriptions of how Jupiter manifests in both the signs and houses.  She suggests Jupiter will express its principle in Gemini ‘communicatively, with alert versatility’.[footnoteRef:24] In the signs traditionally ruled by Jupiter, Sagittarius and Pisces, there are further examples of how the qualities of Jupiter play out.  In Sagittarius the expansive ability of Jupiter comes to the fore.[footnoteRef:25]  For Pisces, Hone incorporates Neptune’s influence on Jupiter, knowledge that was perhaps not directly available to Ptolemy and Kepler.  Here her observation is ‘The expansion is noticeable as extremism, a bountifulness, a lack of putting limits to anything.  The clouds and mists of Neptune are as a veil, hence the joviality of Jupiter is often as a veil to hide the ready tears of Pisces’.[footnoteRef:26]  With regard to the houses, Hone associates Jupiter with ninth house meanings noting that it has been called ‘the house of dreams’, and the place of deeper studies in philosophy and religion.[footnoteRef:27] [24:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.55.]  [25:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.72.]  [26:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.83.]  [27:  Margaret E. Hone, The Modern Text-Book of Astrology, p.94.] 

Ptolemy has an extensive section on the signs and he does use the word houses but is not explicit about which system.  Chris Brennan considers the weight of evidence points to a whole house system.[footnoteRef:28]  That seems to make sense when Ptolemy assigns the qualities of Jupiter to Sagittarius/Pisces and the 9th/12th houses.[footnoteRef:29]  Ptolemy also explains exaltations which for Jupiter is Cancer: ‘Then Jupiter, which produces the fecund north winds, reaches farthest north in Cancer and brings his own power to fullness’.[footnoteRef:30]  In summary he appears to treat Jupiter in a more dynamic way than Hone, but nonetheless both see its properties being modified by its placement in the signs and houses. [28:  See Chris Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology: The study of fate and fortune, (Denver CO: Amor Fati Publications 2017), p.383-386.]  [29:  Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, I.17, p.81.]  [30:  Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, I.19, p.89.] 

Kepler was only prepared to use the signs as locational devices, having no influence of their own on planets such as Jupiter, and in Thesis 49 launched a vitriolic attack on the use of houses: ‘But nothing is more intolerable in this almost unique concern of certain astrologers than that they distribute with a certain infantile credulity twelve houses among seven planets beyond every sound and philosophical reason’.[footnoteRef:31]  Whilst Kepler may have had good reasons for dismissing signs and houses in this way, the Thesis 49 language does read like proof by assertion, in contrast to most of Ptolemy and especially the written precision of Hone. [31:  Kepler, On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, Thesis 49.] 

Jupiter in Aspect:
For Kepler the aspects made by the planets were a scientifically verifiable cause of astrological phenomena.  In Thesis 38 he outlines the five traditional aspects plus three new aspects.  How the characteristics of individual planets like Jupiter influence through aspects are very briefly described in Thesis 44.[footnoteRef:32]  In Kepler’s weather forecast for 1602 there are number of examples where Jupiter aspects are likely to influence properties of the other planets.  When talking about November Kepler said: ‘The fifthteenth is changeable and warm for this time of year because of the sextile of Jupiter and Venus’.[footnoteRef:33]  Ptolemy uses four aspects plus the conjunction in the Tetrabiblos and treats the planets in a similar manner to the Kepler example above.[footnoteRef:34]  However neither Kepler nor Ptolemy remotely provides the wealth of descriptive detail on planetary aspects for Jupiter seen in Hone’s writing.  [32:  Kepler, On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, Thesis 38, 44.]  [33:  Kepler, On the More Certain Fundamentals of Astrology, Thesis 61.]  [34:  Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos, I.13, p.73.] 

Conclusions:
The first theme demonstrates how each writer’s treatment of Jupiter, was heavily influenced by their societal and cultural circumstances.  For Ptolemy and Kepler astrology was a discipline held in high regard, although the latter’s efforts to pare astrology down to ‘the more certain fundamentals’ may be seen as an early warning signal of the seismic shift in society’s perception of astrology to come later in the seventeenth century.  On the other hand Hone was writing at a time when legal persecution of astrologers was still a real possibility. Her work reads as if it was part of a continuing effort to recover astrology’s lost credibility.  It is comprehensive in its detail on Jupiter and everything else the practicing astrologer needs to know, but necessarily avoids speculation on grand theories.
There is some commonality in their treatment of Jupiter’s qualities with the main contrast being the dynamic models of Ptolemy and Kepler against the more purely descriptive approach by Hone.  When it comes to Jupiter’s relationship through signs, houses and aspects there is a significant divergence.  Hone gives substantial detail on all three topics, again with a primarily descriptive approach.  Ptolemy deals with signs and aspects working more from first principles, focussing heavily on methods rather than providing an astrological encyclopaedia. However, there is some uncertainty on his approach to houses and therefore Jupiter’s relationship to them.  In his attempt to reform specifically mundane astrology, Kepler abandoned signs and houses as having no rational meaning or value.  His strong preference was to derive most of the meaning from the planetary aspects.  Like Ptolemy he does not provide remotely the level of descriptive detail on Jupiter compared to Hone.
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