Disenchantment 
                 Astrology


Week 1

HST 115 (semester 2)

Expanded extracts from Article: Ann Geneva, This World’s Spent: The Decline of Astrology as a symbolic Language system’, p. 278.

John Webster, Academiarum Examen [The examination of academies wherein is discussed and examined the matter, method and customes of academick and scholastick learning, and the insufficiency thereof discovered and lain open: as also some expedients proposed for the reforming of schools, and the perfecting and promoting of all kind of science] (London, 1654).

‘What shall I say of the Science, or art of Astrology, shall the blind fury of Misotechnists, and malicious spirits, deter me from giving it the commendations tha
Seth Ward, Vindiciae Academiarum containing some briefe animadversions upon Mr Websters book stiled, The examination of academies: together with an appendix concerning what M. Hobbs and M. Dell have published on this argument (Oxford, 1654).

‘But the mischiefe is, we are not given to Astrology, a sad thing, that men will not forsake the study of Arts and Languages, and give themselves up to this high and Noble Art or Science, he knowes not what to call it: Nay call it that ridiculous cheat, made up of nonsence and contradictions, founded only upon the dishonesty of Impostors, and the frivolous curiosity of silly people, so as none but one initiated in the Academy of Bethlem, would require of us, that we should be Philosophers and Mathematicians, and yet not to have outgrowne this gullery. I speake not to him (for he understands as much of Astrology as of other things) but to those he so highly adores (for one of whom viz. Mr Ashmole, 

I have a very good respect) I make this proffer, that if they can assert either upon the grounds of reason, or constant experiment, any one rule of Judiciall Astrology, nay if they can maintaine, that the very foundations of them, are not frivolously and ridiculously laid and retained, I shall joyne with Mr. W. in desiring that the Thundering Pulpit men, may submit to the Blundering Hell-pitmen, and that Divinity (he will let me use that word rather then loose a Conunrim) may give way to Divination. The pretence of Astrology is to divine by the Syzyges of the Planets. The Planets are considered, as they respect either (1) the 12 houses, or (2) the signes of the Zodiac, or (3) one another, or (4) according to their site and native powers. 

Against them I assert, that their Houses have no foundation, for whereas there are three waies of assigning them, either by dividing the Ecliptick, the first verticall or the Aequinoctiall into 12 equall parts, they have forsaken the two former, and called the last the rationall way (as condemning the two former of irrationality) yet this rationall way serves but for some parts of the sphere, and those that live under a right or parallel sphere (if any doe) must be deprived of the benefit of Astrology, because in a right sphere they are confounded, and in a parallel there are no houses.

In relation to the signes of the Zodiac, the Planets are conceived to have their Exaltations or Diminutions, and here they discover a most profound stupidity: about the time when this folly took place, the Apogees and Perigees of the severall Planets being by Astronomers determined to be in certaine places of the Zodiac: this exaltation or depression, in respect of distance, they Coxcomically have understood in respect to their virtue, and though their Apogees be changed, they still retaine in those very places their Exaltations.

Their number of Aspects is Arbitrary, and there may as well be made 600 as 6. and granting there were any reason or ground for their good or bad signification, they must signify to one another, not to us.

Lastly, the vertues of the Planets themselves, that they are hot and cold, male and female &c. is ridiculously founded; who ever felt the heat of Mars, or cold of Saturne? The whole Theory is formed with respect to the Peripateticall System, the conceit of the foure Elements, and if they should be granted, conduce nothing to the fortune-telling which they professe.’

