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This essay will compare and contrast the treatment of planet Venus in three primary astrological texts from 2 or more different eras. The first text is Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos which is classified as ancient in this paper because it is written before 500CE. The text was originally written in Greek but this essay will use the J.M Ashmand’s English translation of Tetrabiblos. [footnoteRef:1] The next text to be compared, also ancient, is Anthologies by Vettius Valens. This paper will use Mark Riley’s English translation of Anthologies.[footnoteRef:2] The final text is a modern text called New Mansions for New Men: A Spiritual Interpretation of Astrology in the Light of Universal Symbolism by Dane Rudhyar.[footnoteRef:3] Claudius Ptolemy is the most popular and influential astrologer from the Hellenistic tradition of astrology. He worked in Egypt around the date of 150CE.[footnoteRef:4] The book Tetrabiblos was written during this period and has become one of the most well cited and republished works of Hellenistic astrology. Although the most recognised, Tetrabiblos does not necessarily best represent the mainstream Hellenistic tradition.[footnoteRef:5] Anthologies by Vettius Valens is, however, a more representative reflection of Hellenistic astrology. Like Ptolemy, Valens also lived and worked throughout the middle of the 2nd Century CE. Otto Neugebauer found Anthologies was created between 152 and 162 CE.[footnoteRef:6] Valens was born in Syria but travelled to Egypt, this links him to Ptolemy geographically and in timeframe.  Valens is well respected from the Hellenistic tradition because of his wide variety of examples (around 100 Greek horoscopes) and citations which validate his astrological ability.[footnoteRef:7] Starkly different from the first two astrologers and texts, is Dane Rudhyar who was a French-American born in 1895. Rudhyar was a musician, artist, philosopher but is also widely celebrated in modern astrology. New Mansions for New Men was written in 1938 and is largely about human progression and consciousness in man. This essay shall consider two key themes when comparing and contrasting the papers. The first theme is human behaviour. This theme will consider how the three authors treat Venus’s influence on human emotions, temperament and nature. The second theme of this essay will be beneficence and how the three authors consider Venus in this regard. Within both themes, this essay will assess how the analysis of Venus has changed between the ancient and modern period. [1:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos , trans. by J. M. Ashmand (London: Davis and Dickson, 1822).]  [2:  Vettius Valens, 'Draft translation of Vettius Valens, Anthologiai, Books I-IX'. Translated by Mark Riley. Unpublished Work Online at http://www.csus.edu/indiv/r/rileymt/Vettius%20Valens%20entire.pdf]  [3:  Dane Rudhyar, New Mansions for New Men: A Spiritual Interpretation of Astrology in the light of Universal Symbolism(New York: Lucis Press, 1938), Online at <http://khaldea.com/rudhyar/nmnm/> [accessed 1 June 2018].]  [4:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Hellenistic Astrology, in A History of Western Astrology Volume I: The Ancient World(London: Bloomsbury, 2008), p. 208-209]  [5:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Hellenistic Astrology, in A History of Western Astrology. p.210-212]  [6:  Otto Neugebauer, “The Chronology of Vettius Valens’ Anthologiae,” Harvard Theological Review, 47 (1954), pgs. 65–67.]  [7:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Hellenistic Astrology, in A History of Western Astrology. p.205] 


This section of the essay will discuss the theme of Venus’ impact on human behaviour. Throughout all three of the texts there is a repetitive theme of human behaviour. All three astrologers comment on the influence that Venus has on human behaviour, which includes emotions, actions, decision making and the influence in general conduct that Venus has on man. Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos is comprised of 4 books and is presented like a list which covers many different scenarios where planets, in this case, Venus, have influence human behaviour. Ptolemy states that when Venus was dominant the soul of the person takes on the characteristics of that planet. For example, when Venus is the soul ruler of an event she will bring ‘happiness’ to men.[footnoteRef:8] Here we see Ptolemy believes that Venus can influence the emotions. This also shows that Ptolemy believes in an interconnected cosmos because the planets affect everything on earth. Furthermore, this essays understanding is that Ptolemy’s astrology is clearly influenced by the Stoics because this assumption is incredibly fated. Ptolemy states the influence of Venus as fact without doubt or room for will.  [8:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos , trans. by J. M. Ashmand. p. 53] 


Like Ptolemy, Valens Anthologies is also presented in a list-like format. Anthologies contains 9 books. Valens comments on Venus’s influence on human behaviour in all 9 of the books. Valens, like Ptolemy, is also Stoic in his interpretations because he believes that everything happens according to fate too. A clear example of Valens Stoicism in how he describes Venus’ influence on human behaviour is ‘<Venus makes> the inventors and masters of these crafts, as well as craftsmanship or trade, and work in emeralds, precious stones, and ivory… Venus causes men to be gold-spinners’.[footnoteRef:9] The use of words like ‘makes’ and ‘causes’ suggests Stoicism because they are command words and suggest that there is no choice for man once Venus has influence. Valens example of Venus’s influence over human behaviour is very different from Ptolemy’s. Ptolemy refers to influence on mood and emotion whereas Valens talks about physical influence on daily life, actions and professions. Ptolemy and Valens writings are very similar in that they are both Stoics. However, they do differ slightly this is because Ptolemy is more naturalistic like Aristotle. This is because Ptolemy tries to find logical conclusions for astrology.[footnoteRef:10] Valens, however, is still very much in favour divinatory astrology.  [9:  Vettius Valens, Anthologies, trans. by Mark Riley. p 2-3]  [10:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Hellenistic Astrology, in A History of Western Astrology. p. 209] 


Rudhyar’s New Mansions for New Men is a book split into three parts. It is in ‘Part 2: Music of the Spheres’ where Venus is discussed. Rudhyar dedicates a chapter to Venus entitled ‘Queen of the Celestial Bees’ and it is in this chapter where Rudhyar comments on the influence Venus has on human behaviour.[footnoteRef:11] For example, Rudhyar believes Venus has the ability to influence ‘reactions and evaluations’. Venus does this by influencing the ‘most primary form of awareness’ which Rudhyar calls ‘sensations’.[footnoteRef:12] Rudhyar claims:  [11:  Dane Rudhyar, 'Venus: Queen of the Celestial Bees', in New Mansions for New Men: A Spiritual Interpretation of Astrology in the light of Universal Symbolism(New York: Lucis, 1938), Online at http://khaldea.com/rudhyar/nmnm ]  [12:  Dane Rudhyar, 'Venus: Queen of the Celestial Bees', in New Mansions for New Men Online at http://khaldea.com/rudhyar/nmnm] 


‘A sensation is to be differentiated from a mere nerve-stimulus. A sound-wave strikes the ears; this produces a nerve-stimulus. Something in the outer world disturbs and stimulates a part of our organism. This disturbance is conveyed to the brain, there to be received by a most complex apparatus of perception. The sensation of sound is produced in the brain, not in the ears; and this sensation depends not only upon the condition of the ears but also upon that of certain parts of the brain.’

He continues that sensations caused by Venus can condition our entire body, they are also dependent on ‘previous sensations… organic memory, the physiological and psychological state of the whole organism.’[footnoteRef:13] This suggests that Rudhyar recognises that Venus does have influence on the body but that astrology is not completely fated because other contributing factors influence the extent the planetary body can have on us. This implies individuals have the ability to exercise free will and not everything is destined. This essay believes that this text shows that Rudhyar’s astrology is not Stoic but rather can be interpreted as Platonic. This is because there is a duality as Rudhyar seems to separate the organic physical body from the mind, which can be interpreted as the soul in this case. We see this when he discusses phenomena such as clairaudience and clairvoyance. Rudhyar very briefly explores the idea that there is more to experience than the sensations and ‘complex phenomenon’. Therefore, this essay deduces that the additional influences are not physical and are related to the soul not the body, thus, interpreting Rudhyar as Platonic because of this separation. This is in huge contrast to the Stoic astrology of Ptolemy and Valens. The most obvious difference between the ancient texts and modern texts in their exploration of Venus is how the actual texts are written. Both Ptolemy and Valens write in a matter of fact list style, whereas, Rudhyar writes very poetically about Venus. Although, at first glance, Ptolemy and Valens are very similar, there are still blatant differences in both of their works. Nicholas Campion argues that the reason Ptolemy’s astrology is so different from Valens and other work at the time is because he wanted to present an astrology that looked reasonable and would withstand the criticism astrology faced from Carneades and Cicero.[footnoteRef:14] In modern times with Rudhyar, as explained above, there is the suggestion that there are other factors which can impact the influence of Venus, this implies that modern day astrology has taken a move away from Stoicism. Despite their differences, between both Ptolemy and Valens we do get a good idea of Hellenistic astrology and its contrast to modern day astrology which we see with Rudhyar.  [13:  Dane Rudhyar, 'Venus: Queen of the Celestial Bees', in New Mansions for New Men Online at http://khaldea.com/rudhyar/nmnm]  [14:  Nicholas Campion, ‘Hellenistic Astrology, in A History of Western Astrology. p. 209] 


This next section of the essay will discuss the theme of beneficence and Venus. The beneficence and maleficence of planets is often discussed in astrology. Venus is associated with being a beneficent thus the goodness in her is highlighted when discussing her influence on earth. Ptolemy has a specific section in Tetrabiblos that is in book one called ‘Beneficent and Maleficent Planets’.[footnoteRef:15] It is in this section where Ptolemy says ‘the ancients accepted two of the planets, Jupiter and Venus, together with the moon, as beneficent because of their tempered nature.’[footnoteRef:16] Valens also discusses the notion of beneficence in multiple places throughout the texts, often in reference to Venus as he too labels her a beneficent planet. Valens writes ‘Venus is desire and love. It indicates the mother and nurture.’[footnoteRef:17] Rudhyar confirms that Venus is considered beneficent in astrology however, in contrast to Ptolemy and Valens he takes a different approach. He states ‘Venus is not necessarily the beneficent influence which astrology ordinarily considers her to be.’ This shows a clear opposition to Ptolemy’s and Valens thinking. [15:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos , trans. by J. M. Ashmand. p 18]  [16:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos , trans. by J. M. Ashmand. p 18]  [17:  Vettius Valens, Anthologies, trans. by Mark Riley. p 1] 


That being said, Ptolemy and Valens do not consider to be infinitely benevolent. Rudhyar makes his point more harshly but we do see traits of maleficence described in the consequences of Venus in Tetrabiblos and Anthologies too. For example, in Tetrabiblos Ptolemy lists many favourable qualities that Venus brings out in her subjects when ‘Venus alone takes the domination of the soul in an honourable position.’[footnoteRef:18] Some of these beneficent qualities listed are: pleasant, good, cheerful, beneficent and compassionate. However, Ptolemy notes that if Venus is not in the honourable position but in the opposite position then the subjects would display qualities including ‘meriting reproach’.[footnoteRef:19] Here we see that Ptolemy believes that, whilst Venus is still beneficent, she is on beneficent insofar as she is position in the correct place. Similarly, Valens also describes some far from beneficent qualities when Venus is in Virgo. He says the first seven degrees of Virgo belong to Mercury but the next ten degrees belong to Venus.[footnoteRef:20] An example of one of these qualities that can be deemed more maleficent than beneficent include ‘wronging their marriage.’ So, we have seen that Venus is beneficent but Ptolemy and Valens both believe Venus can bring about maleficent traits. However, the different with Rudhyar is that both Ptolemy and Valens only consider these traits when in conjunction with another factor, such as position, this is different from Rudhyar who believes Venus can be maleficent on her own without other external influence.  [18:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos , trans. by J. M. Ashmand. p 91]  [19:  Claudius Ptolemy, Tetrabiblos , trans. by J. M. Ashmand. p 91]  [20:  Vettius Valens, Anthologies, trans. by Mark Riley. p 7] 


This essay believes that the above discussion on benevolence demonstrates the evolution of astrology over time. Rudhyar does not list qualities and consequences of Venus in different signs, houses and positions but rather, he opts for a discussion of Venus alone and what Venus as a planet represents. Ptolemy and Valens do also discuss what Venus represents as a planet but the core of their discussion is the outcomes of Venus in the zodiac and in relation to other elements. Rudhyar’s astrology also reads very philosophical but the ancient texts read as informative guides. This shows that astrology has changed and isn’t as scientific as it was at the times of Ptolemy and Valens, now, astrology is more abstract.

To conclude, this essay has compared and contrasted the themes of human behaviour and beneficence in the texts of Claudius Ptolemy’s Tetrabiblos, Vettius Valens Anthologies, and Dane Rudhyar’s New Mansions for New Men. Both Tetrabiblos and Anthologies represent primary astrological texts from the ancient world (before 500CE) and New Mansions for New Men represents a primary astrological text from the modern world. In the section on the theme of human behaviour this essay displayed how the three different scholars discussed Venus’s influence on man on earth. The example used for Ptolemy was in terms of emotions. The example used for Valens was to do more with human action. Rudhyar discussed the concept of sensations. The essay showed that Ptolemy and Valens are Stoic but Ptolemy is more Aristotelian and naturalistic, whereas Rudhyar could be considered Platonic in his astrology. The second theme looked at the association of beneficence with Venus. Ptolemy and Valens spoke of Venus’s goodness, Rudhyar, on the other hand, highlighted her maleficence. Ptolemy and Valens also noticed maleficent qualities outcomes associated with Venus but these were in conjunction with other factors, not just Venus herself. In both themes, this essay demonstrated the clear evolution of astrology in terms of stylistic changes in how it is written, and also core concepts too. Overall, after comparing and contrasting the 3 primary texts, this essay has shown that Ptolemy and Valens are more similar to each other in their astrology than Rudhyar but all 3 display varying interpretations of the planet Venus. 
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