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Introduction
This essay will discuss the Greek contribution to astrology in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, including a differentiation between what is meant by the terms Greek and Hellenistic astrology. The essay will explore the contributions of one doctrine of Greek astrology, aspects, to astrology in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. The relationship between aspect doctrine and the zodiac will be explored, conceptualisations of aspects in Greek and twentieth-century sources will be examined, and historiographical issues around translation, the origins of Hellenistic astrology broadly, and aspect doctrine specifically, will be raised and discussed. 
Hellenistic and Greek astrology?
Hellenistic astrology can be understood to be the astrology practiced in the Greek-speaking world from the first century BCE and lasting for several centuries afterward.[footnoteRef:1] Nicholas Campion notes that ‘some writers prefer the term Hellenistic astrology, to Greek, indicating that the prevailing culture combined schools of thought from Egypt and Mesopotamia as well as Greece’ and suggesting a distinction of Hellenistic astrology as describing a set of techniques popular to a particular time period, and Greek astrology as describing original thinking of the Greeks, or thinking conveyed via the Greek language.[footnoteRef:2] This essay will employ this distinction.   [1:  Nicholas Campion, A History of Western Astrology Volume I: The Ancient World (Bloomsbury UK, 2009), p.178.; Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology, p.16.]  [2:  Campion, A History of Western Astrology Volume I, p.203.] 

Notable Commentators or Astrologers
Whilst discussing the Greek contribution to astrology in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries the works of Charles Carter, Robert Schmidt and Chris Brennan will be referenced regularly.
Charles Carter
Charles Carter (1887-1968) was an English astrologer and president of the Astrological Lodge of the Theosophical Society from 1920 to 1952. He was a founder and the first principal, of the Faculty of Astrological Studies and his works have been described as ‘prime authorities in their field’.[footnoteRef:3]  [3:  James Herschel Holden, A History of Horoscopic Astrology, Tempe AZ: American Federation of Astrologers, (2006, second edition), p.208] 

Robert Schmidt
Robert Schmidt is one of the founders of the Project Hindsight movement in 1993 whose purpose was to ‘translate and interpret the surviving texts of the Western astrological tradition’.[footnoteRef:4] Schmidt was principal translator of ancient Greek texts and is a major commentator on the history of Greek astrology.[footnoteRef:5]  [4:  About Project Hindsight, http://www.projecthindsight.com/geninfo/about.html, [accessed 12th July 2018].]  [5:  Phase I Greek Track Translations, http://www.projecthindsight.com/archives/hellenistic.html [accessed 12th July 2018].] 

Chris Brennan
Chris Brennan is an astrologer and commentator of astrological history whose recent work Hellenistic Astrology: The study of Fate and Fortune remains, as of the time of writing, the only ‘instructional manual’ on Hellenistic astrology.[footnoteRef:6] Other works attempting this have deviated by focusing on Ptolemy alone, medieval astrology, or modern planetary bodies unknown to the Greeks.[footnoteRef:7]  [6:  Chris Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology: The Study of Fate and Fortune (Amor Fati Publications, 2017), pp.ix-x.]  [7:  Joseph Crane, Astrological Roots: The Hellenistic Legacy, (The Wessex Astrologer, 2007); G. C. Noonan, Classical Scientific Astrology (American Federation of Astrologers, 2005); Demetra George, Astrology and the Authentic Self: Integrating Traditional and Modern Astrology to Uncover the Essence of the Birth Chart (Ibis Press, 2008).] 

Hellenistic technique and historiography
This essay will narrow its focus, for brevity, on the contribution of aspect doctrine to twentieth and twenty-first centuries.[footnoteRef:8] Before examining specific techniques pertinent to Hellenistic astrology, it is useful to confront historical assumptions of astrology’s origins that the rest of this essay will contend with. [8:  Charles E.O. Carter, The Principles of Astrology: Theoretical and Applied (Astrology Classics, 2009) p.15.; James Herschel Holden, A History of Horoscopic Astrology, Tempe AZ: American Federation of Astrologers, (2006, second edition), pp.12-14.] 

Origins of Greek and Hellenistic astrology
The origin(s) of Hellenistic astrology, and the contribution of the Greeks, is contested. James Holden, in his A History of Horoscopic Astrology, refers deliberately to ‘the inventors’ of Hellenistic astrology, and discusses his view that it was invented by a single person or small group of people.[footnoteRef:9] Dorian Greenbaum and Micah Ross quote David Pingree, an influential scholar, as suggesting ‘someone…invented genethialogical astrology’.[footnoteRef:10] Greenbaum and Ross provide an argument which they suggest ‘suffices to overturn Pingree’s proposal’ and argue instead for a ‘gradual development’ hypothesis.[footnoteRef:11] Where a gradual development hypothesis allows for competing traditions, and major developments or thinking preceding Greek culture, an inventor hypothesis predominantly suggests one guiding Greek intelligence in developing Hellenistic astrology. As Brennan notes, which hypothesis an historian employs ‘can have serious implications’ for the conceptualisation of Hellenistic astrology, and may shape the conclusions historians make, and subsequently how astrologers understand Hellenistic astrology.[footnoteRef:12] Schmidt typically adheres to an inventor hypothesis and recently proposed the identity of this ‘founder’.[footnoteRef:13] Brennan refers to ‘the original tradition’ and the ‘system of astrology’, suggesting an inventor hypothesis, but allows a mix of the two hypotheses.[footnoteRef:14] The origins of Hellenistic astrology are therefore contested, with, on one side of the argument, a theory of gradual development, and on the other, an invention by an individual or small group or people. In discussing the doctrine of aspects, arguments in favour of either hypothesis will be noted. [9:  Holden, A History of Horoscopic Astrology, p.12.]  [10:  Dorian Greenbaum, Micah Ross. The Role of Egypt in the Development of the Horoscope, Egypt in Transition: Social and Religious Development of Egypt in the First Millennium BCE (Prague: Czech Institute of Egyptology, Faculty of Arts, Charles University in Prague, 2010), p.149.]  [11:  Greenbaum & Ross, The Role of Egypt, p.153.]  [12:  Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology, p.35.]  [13:  Robert Schmidt, Eudoxus of Knidos: Founder of Greek Astrology, http://www.projecthindsight.com [accessed 12th July 2018].]  [14:  Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology, pp.xix-xxv, pp.30-36.] 

Issues of translation, anachronism and technical terminology
Issues of translation, anachronism, and the use of technical terminology may pose additional problems in understanding what contribution Greek astrology provides for recent centuries. Richard Evans makes the point that ‘the traces left by the past...do not provide an even coverage of it’, and highlights the ‘chance survival of some documents’ and ‘deliberate destruction of others’, suggesting that a problem historians may face in understanding, in this case Greek astrology, is that sources may be fragmentary and could be accidentally or deliberately selective.[footnoteRef:15] Evans also notes that issues of translation across ancient languages may pose problems, rhetorically asking ‘How can we convey to today’s readers the meaning such words had for historical contemporaries?’ noting also that whilst some words have ‘clear meanings’ others, such as  philosophical terms, may be continually reinterpreted.[footnoteRef:16] Schmidt highlights examples of such translation problems, some involving philosophical concepts, to the extent that ‘original astrological conceptualization of some astronomical phenomena becomes obscured’, suggesting that, for Schmidt, deficiencies in conceptualising and translating certain Greek terminology have resulted in historians misunderstanding the authors’ intent.[footnoteRef:17] Schmidt himself however assumes an inventor hypothesis in suggesting the existence of an original conceptualisation, and an anachronism in suggesting that the Greek authors, whom Schmidt translates, are themselves faithfully providing these ‘original’ conceptualisations, often several centuries before their own lifetime. As Carr points out ‘no document can tell us more than what the author of the document thought’, and even acknowledging, as Evans argues, what the documents don’t say is equally informative, if the Greek authors had some theory of an original inventor themselves, inferred by Schmidt, this might only demonstrate what these authors thought was true.[footnoteRef:18]  [15:  Richard J. Evans, In Defence of History, (New York: W. W. Norton & Company, 1999), p.87.]  [16:  Evans, In Defence of History, p.86.]  [17:  Robert H. Schmidt, The So-Called ‘Problem of House Division’ Definitions of Greek Terms and New Translations of Key Passages With Brief Notes & Commentary, Project Hindsight, 2016, p.8.]  [18:  E.H. Carr, What is History?, Harmondsworth, Middlesex: Pelican, 1961, 2nd Edition (1990), p.16.; Evans, p.79.] 

Therefore, translation of ancient texts to modern equivalents is historiographically problematic, especially insofar as it’s possible that historians’ misunderstanding, as much as understanding, may contribute to astrology in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. 
Aspect theory
This essay will examine the origin and use of astrological aspects by Greek astrologers and their contribution to astrology in recent centuries. 
Aspects
Brennan describes five kinds of aspect found in Hellenistic astrology (conjunction, opposition, trine, sextile and square).[footnoteRef:19] Aspects appear to involve geometric regular polygonal divisions of the zodiacal circle, with contemporary astrologers including and expanding upon this set outside of the regular polygons.[footnoteRef:20] Brennan draws on Schmidt as indicating that the original Greek connoted aspects as relating ‘to the attitude or bearing that someone adopts towards another person’, suggesting that aspects were seen as anthropomorphic relationships.[footnoteRef:21] However, Schmidt also points out that the same term can also imply a single polygonal body, rather than a multi-bodied relationship.[footnoteRef:22] Indeed, Greek astrologers typically referred to aspects in terms being regular polygons suggesting that they were, at least partially, conceptualised as single geometric forms. Keeping Evan’s historiographical comments on translation in mind, a possible lack of awareness of the connotations that the original language contained may result in the meanings of the author being lost. A quick survey of astrological works in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries does not reveal any strong evidence of conceptualising the aspects as a single polygonal body in the manner that Schmidt describes, however a different description of polygonal bodies does exist, discussed below as Aspect Patterns.  [19:  Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology, pp.294-296.]  [20:  Carter, The Principles of Astrology, pp.27-32.]  [21:  Hellenistic Astrology, pp.295-296.]  [22:  Robert Schmidt, Paulus Alexandrinus Introductory Matters, (Berkeley Springs, WV: Golden Hind Press, 1993); Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology, pp.295-296.] 

Aspects, therefore, were typically five in number and understood as regular polygons, connoting not just the relationship between two separate bodies, but also being seen as one body in its own right. The standard set of five aspects has survived to recent centuries and been expanded though connotations of being a single body is lost.
Origins
The origins of aspect doctrine are unclear. Geminos in the first century BCE, and Manilius, in the first century CE, are amongst the first explicit references to aspect doctrine.[footnoteRef:23] Gemnios describes them as ‘arrangements of the 12 signs in respect to one another’, however, where subsequent authors, including Manilius, include five aspects, Geminos only notes four, with the sextile being absent.[footnoteRef:24] Francesca Rochberg, whilst noting that Greek aspect doctrine involved ‘geometrical relationships between zodiacal signs’, discusses eclipse omens from  Babylonian, as demonstrating a ‘version of…the theory of aspect, and here specifically [the] trine’, which, coupled with the Babylonian origin of the zodiac itself, may provide evidence that aspects originated outside Greek culture. Brennan, however, disagrees, noting that groupings of signs into three to form a relationship (triplicity) does not imply a spatial geometrical relationship, and therefore concludes that this source ‘probably should not be viewed as the existence of the doctrine of “aspects”’, suggesting that Brennan imagines aspects as explicit functions of spatial geometry.[footnoteRef:25] However, as Rochberg notes, ‘Late Babylonian mathematical astronomy achieved quantitatively accurate results from purely arithmetic methods without reference to a geometrical picture’ and so a lack of geometrical nomenclature ought not to preclude the possibility that aspect theory may have derived from pre-Greek sources or was envisioned non-geometrically.[footnoteRef:26] Although it is beyond the scope of this essay to convey all of Rochberg’s points, she further connects the triplicities with geographical directions, months and spatial regions which may reinforce pre-Greek ‘aspects’ as being grouping relationships, and not geometric.[footnoteRef:27]  [23:  James Evans and J. Lennart Berggren, Geminos's Introduction to the Phenomena: A Translation and Study of a Hellenistic Survey of Astronomy (Princeton University Press, 2006), p.125.; Manilius, Astronomica, trans. by G. P. Goold (Loeb Classical Library 469. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press), 1977, Book II.]  [24:  Geminos, p.125; Manilius, Book II, pp.105-117.]  [25:  Brennan, Hellenistic Astrology, p.248.]  [26:  Rochberg, p.53.]  [27:  Rochberg, pp.45-48.] 

The absence of the sextile in Geminos may suggest that aspect doctrine was still in development in the first century BCE, which, if Rochberg’s theory is correct, may also provide evidence in favour of gradual development. If so, aspects origins were Babylonian groupings of zodiacal signs rather than geometric relationships. Whatever its origins, from Manilius onwards the set of five aspects, and geometric terminology, seen throughout the rest of Hellenistic doctrine, is clearly in evidence. 
Differentiation of aspect
Although the early Greek sources acknowledged that aspect doctrine employed zodiacal sign relationships, several authors provide differentiation of aspect doctrine existing outside of purely zodiacal sign relationships. Manilius highlights that planets at the beginning of one sign and the end of another may create an aspect that is different from the aspect between the signs they’re contained in.[footnoteRef:28] In this sense the geometrical relationships of the aspects exist independent of the zodiac itself. In fact, Antiochus describes three ways in which planets can aspect, with aspects by planetary degree being ‘the first and greatest’ and only the third being aspects by zodiacal sign.[footnoteRef:29] The second way Antiochus discusses is ‘temporally’ by way of the ascensional times, which again suggests that, regardless of its origins, in practice Antiochus did not see aspects as being tied to the zodiac but rather more abstract geometrical relationships; aspects purely by sign being the least preferred.[footnoteRef:30] The differentiation between aspects by sign and by degree exists also in twentieth century astrology with Carter referring to planetary aspects by degree occurring between signs of a different aspect as being ‘dissociate’.[footnoteRef:31] The use of ascensions to determine aspects ‘temporally’ appear absent, following a quick survey of some notable twentieth and twenty-first century astrological works, however an almost identical concept may be found in the use of ‘mundane aspects’ or aspects in mundo. Carter describes mundane aspects as ‘calculated in terms of houses instead of signs’, which, depending on house system, may be analogous to ‘temporal’ aspects. Several other works written from just before the turn of the twentieth century onwards, such as Broughton’s Elements of Astrology, likewise employed mundane aspects, however astrologers in the latter part of the twentieth century appear to place less reliance on them, and those who do use them seem to reserve them for specialised areas.[footnoteRef:32] Carter is a typical example, who advises that the ‘the beginner should omit them’, suggesting that they did not enjoy the precedence that was, in Antiochus at least, reserved for them.[footnoteRef:33]  [28:  Manilius, pp.107-109.]  [29:  Antiochus, Antiochus of Athens The Thesaurus, trans. by Robert Schmidt, (Berkeley Springs, WV: Golden Hind Press, 1993), p.17.]  [30:  Antiochus, p.17.]  [31:  Carter, The Principles of Astrology, p.29.]  [32:  Luke. D. Broughton, The Elements of Astrology (The author, 1898).]  [33:  Carter, The Principles of Astrology, pp.30-31.] 

Greek astrologers, therefore, recognised aspects as not merely functions of the zodiac, preferring degree-based aspects to sign-based ones, a pattern which seems common to astrologers in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. However, where Greek astrologers, such as Antiochus, placed more importance on temporal or mundane, astrologers in the twentieth century appeared to place increasingly less importance upon them.
Aspect Patterns
Some astrologers in the twentieth century, such as Bil Tierney, allow for configurations or patterns of aspects involving three or more planets.[footnoteRef:34] Tierney, describing one such pattern, the ‘Grand Trine’, notes that ‘traditional astrology has viewed the Grand Trine as a highly benevolent influence’, and if Tierney has a timeframe for what counts as traditional in mind he does not inform his reader.[footnoteRef:35] He may have had in mind the astrologers of the early twentieth century such as Carter, however, Carter describes the same pattern as being “considered very evil by medieval writers”, and agrees with this conclusion.[footnoteRef:36] It remains unclear, therefore, what tradition Tierney is drawing from, if Tierney simply disagrees with Carter, and indeed anything about the origin of the Grand Trine. Historiographically, keeping Carr’s maxim that the document can only tell us what the author thinks, all one can infer from the two sources are the opinions of the author, and it is outside the scope of this essay to track the matter further except to note that no surviving Hellenistic text describes Grand Trines and other aspect patterns in the manner that Tierney outlines. However, that the Greeks viewed aspects as polygons does set a precedence for such patterns. Antiochus describes relationships, analogous to the concept of aspect patterns, occurring ‘whenever two planets should have one mean [i.e. planet] according to any figure’, where figure denotes a polygon and interplanetary relationship as described earlier, and so Antiochus is describing a relationship where three planets all aspect one another to form a single-bodied polygon.  [34:  Bil Tierney, Dynamics of Aspect Analysis: New Perceptions in Astrology (CRCS Publications, 1983).]  [35:  Tierney, p.66.]  [36:  Carter, The Principles of Astrology, p.32.] 

Although Hellenistic sources do not explicitly define the aspect patterns found in twentieth and twenty-first century sources, and their origins remain unclear, certain Greek sources do provide precedence for aspect patterns where three planets form a single polygon.
Conclusion
The term Hellenistic astrology denotes a set of common techniques practiced over a given time-period, with Greek astrologers being those who wrote in Greek, or were culturally or natively Greek. From the earliest Greek sources, Hellenistic astrology contained aspect doctrine, typically employing the zodiacal sign relationships either as the basis of the doctrine or as typifying it, and similar sentiments can be found in astrological works of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. Although sign relationships are often used in describing aspect doctrine, both Hellenistic astrologers, and astrologers in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, recognise aspects as existing outside of the zodiac with exact degree-based aspects being preferred to sign-based ones. Greek astrologers discuss the second-best form of aspects as being via the ascensional times. This may be analogous to the use of mundane aspects by astrologers in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, though they appear to be seldom used in practice. Translation conventions may not always encapsulate the authors’ intent, which may be why Greek conceptualisations of the aspects as being single-bodied polygons appears not to have been incorporated into the astrology of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. However, the similarly related concept of aspect patterns, found in twentieth century astrology, appears to have a Hellenistic precedence, albeit expanded upon greatly. Rochberg’s theories of the Babylonian origins of aspect may suggest that the earliest example of aspect doctrine is not actually Greek, and as Geminos, the earliest Greek source, only includes a subset of the subsequent aspect set it is possible that this could inform wider discussion on historiographical issues of tracing the origins of Hellenistic astrology. In particular, although aspects are only one part of Hellenistic astrology, which may need to be examined in a broader context, it may provide evidence that Hellenistic astrology developed gradually over time rather than being invented by a single person or group. Ultimately, because historians’ and translators’ opinions may be shaped by assumed hypotheses of Hellenistic astrology’s origins, misunderstandings as much as understandings of Greek astrology may contribute to aspect doctrine in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. What we imagine as Greek aspect doctrine today may not be even reflective, therefore, of what ancient Greek astrologers themselves imagined it to be, or may be only a selective subset of it. The historiographical issues raised in this essay may equally apply between Greek astrology and its antecedents and raise questions about how much of aspect doctrine is Greek to begin with.
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