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I would like to discuss something with my fellow astrologers, so those of you not into looking at 
yourself from the perspective of astrology better skip over this post. I wear several hats here. 
 
My topic is a dear one to all astrologers: aspects between planetary pairs. When you consider 
we have eight planets plus The Lights (Sun and Moon) and each body has an aspect with every 
other body, we soon have a lot of aspects to consider when looking at an astrological chart. 
Perhaps that is why over the centuries astrologers have tried to reduce the number of factors 
they have to consider to just the exact aspects, and each astrologer has their own idea of 
aspect orbs, so we won’t go there in this brief presentation. 
 
Like most of you I grew up with aspect orbs and aspect grids, painstaking filling out the grids 
and marking the aspects I felt were in close enough orb for me to consider them. And of course 
when computers came along all of this was done somewhere inside the computer and all I got 
was the finished aspect list. Those aspects that were not within the orbs I set were ignored and I 
was happy about that for the sake of making my job preparing for a reading with a client easier.  
 
However in the last ten years or so I have done a 180 on this approach as I gradually realized I 
was throwing away a lot of information that was worthwhile to my client as well as to myself. It is 
this I want you to consider and comment on if you have an opinion. And let me start out with an 
analogy the points toward what I feel we are losing when we only use aspect orbs.  
 
Let’s say I am cooking dinner for you at my house and discover I am missing an ingredient or 
two. You volunteer to do a round trip to a store or two to pick up what we need. Now in this story 
the grocery stores you will visit are the exact aspects and the rest of the trip is just the circular 
path you are on. As it happens, your car breaks down and you phone me. I ask you where you 
are and you tell me you are so still some miles from the first store. No, you are not at the store 
(exact aspect) but you are in some definite part of the circular trip you are on. If I have to come 
and get you, it is helpful to know just where you actually are. 
 
My point is that by only looking at the exact aspects between two planets (defined by an orb we 
set) does not tell the whole story. Suppose the pair of planets we are looking at have not 
reached within the orb we set or have already moved by a gnat’s eyelash outside that orb. Are 
we just going to ignore that pair of planets? Yes, the aspect is not exact but it is closer to that 
aspect than to any other aspect in the whole 360-degrees of possibilities. It is in that ballpark 
and no other one. 
 
Let’s face it folks, every planetary pair is important. Let me rephrase that: every planet pair 
exists in some angular separation whether we look at it or not. It is we who ignore it for the 
convenience of not being overwhelmed with too much information. But what if it is a planet pair 
that is all about what we or our client is concerned about, let’s say Mercury-Saturn and the 
question is about concentration. You can use you own example, but traditionally the Mercury-
Saturn aspect is one place I might look for signs of disciplined thinking.  
 
But alas, these planets are not at an aspect for which I have set orbs. Does that mean they 
don’t exist? Does it suggest that they suddenly are not in their orbits working together as they 
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do 24x7? Don’t I want to look at what the angular separation between the Mercury and Saturn 
actually is, regardless of whether it fits into some little orb bin or slot I set up? One thing I can be 
sure of is that this planetary pair is somewhere between one aspect I will recognize (or another), 
and probably closer to one or the another.  
 
Mercury and Saturn don’t just “not count” when they are between user-defined aspects. Not at 
all. They are chugging along doing their thing and what they are doing is what I want to find out 
about here. So all I have to do is look and see. Perhaps the angular separation for Mercury and 
Saturn is somewhere between a Square (90-degrees) and a Trine (120-degrees), perhaps 
closer to the Trine. This is important information. I can see the tension of the Square is fading 
and the ease or spaciousness of the Trine is in the immediate future.  
 
Sure, there is not an exact aspect present but the information is exact enough to be useful. I will 
save for another post the fact that there are two Square aspects in 360-degrees and two Trines, 
a waxing Square and a waning Square, and the same for Trines.  
 
My point here is that some years ago I started listing out all aspect combinations and not just 
those that were within my orbs. No, I did not stop looking are orbs (this is a BOTH/AND not an 
EITHER/OR situation), but I started also looking at where the two planets were, regardless of 
whether the aspect was sloppy orb-wise or not. This habit has given me a great deal of useful 
information and I am kicking myself for not having done it years earlier.  
 
In the enclosed graphic, see how I have listed all planet pairs for Mercury, not just the exact 
aspects. And I purposefully left out the angular separation in degrees (which I will include in the 
actual report) so you are forced to consider each pair. I have noted what standard aspect they 
are closest to. 
 



 
 
 
 
 


