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Puzzling Eminence Effects Might M ake Good Sense

SuITBERT ERTEL

Institute of Psychology, Georg-August-University, Gosslerstrasse 14,3400 Gottingen, Germany.

Abstract-According to Gauquelin's eminence hypothesis, planetary effects
increase with increasing professional renown. The author's former findings,
however, did not always support this hypothesis. In some cases planetary ef-
fects went down, or first up and then down, with increasing eminence.
Miiller’s recent unexpected results with very eminent professionals, which
showed a considerable weskening o planetary effectsingtead of an amplifi-
cation, gave rise to the hypothesis that the relationshipof planetary effects to
eminence might be curvilinear,instead of linear, acrossall planetsand profes-
sions. Thus previous results suggesting linear relationships might have been
due to regtricted eminence sampling. By extending the analyses to athletes
(olympic medallists), scientists, and actors covering a wider range of emi-
nence, marked curvilinear patternsdid in fact emerge.

Among world-wide research on astrological claims, Michel Gauquelin's work,
has been called a golden grain in a heap of dust— Hans Eysenck's metaphor
(Eysenck & Nias, 1982), and an erratic block rolled on the road of science—
Arno Miiller’s metaphor (Miiller, 1990). Both ways of putting it refer to an ap-
parent anomaly calling for scientific scrutiny. Will Miiller’s most recent nega-
tive results on eminent people of his own collection (Miiller, 1992a, partly
published 1992b) eventually wash off the golden color from the grain and re-
duce the block to nothing? Gauquelin's eminence hypothesisis at issue here. |
will give an account of its status.

In hisfirst book published in 1955, Gauquelin referred to the incidental ob-
servation "'that acertain degree of [professional] success was necessary for the
planetary effectsto bevisible." (Gauquelin, 1983, p. 28).

In his second book published in 1960, he repeatedly tested this connection
by comparing famous with less famous samples (sports champions, p.89; ac-
tors, p.118; politicians, p.109; painters, p.122; scientists, p.76, Gauquelin,
1960). Hereported consistent differences of planetary effectsin each case.

He then generalized the findings by introducing the eminence doctrine:
"The greater the heights reached by an individual in hischosen profession, the
more likely heisto have been born in 'planetary conformity' with his peers”
(Gauquelin, 1973, quoted in Gauquelin, 1988, p. 39).

The evidence for Gauquelin's generalization was based, however, on a
crude dichotomousclassification into famous and not famous, which of course
does not account for the entire range of eminence levelsthat might actually be
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MARS effect for ATHLETES (N=4,391)
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Fig. 1. For athletes (N = 4,391) positive deviations of Mars G-zone proportions increase with
eminence.

distinguished. Moreover, Gauquelin's breaking down of his professional sam-
plesinto high versus low eminence tended to be based on flimsy criteria. So |
came to achallenging conclusion: If differencesin planetary proportions be-
tween samples of high versus low eminence emerged by applying flimsy crite-
ria, they should become more conspicuous by testing them with more refined
criteria. If Gauquelin's lemon was genuine, an improved way of squeezing it
should yield more juice. If further juice would not come out, Gauquelin's
lemon would be dubious.

Eminence scaling requires appropriate reference books, biographical dictio-
naries, Who's Who's and thelike, agreat number of them, and the counting of
citations. | started out with athletes. The names of 4,391 Gauquelin athletes
were looked up, and each citation increased his or her eminence score by 1.
With 18 reference sources the highest citation count obtainable was therefore
18.

The wide range of eminence raw scores wasthen replaced by asmaller num-
ber of eminence ranks. As higher raw scores are rare compared to lower raw
scores, higher ranks should cover awider range of raw scores than lower ranks
to avoid an imbalanced distribution. Further technicalitieshhave been minutely
described in an earlier article (Ertel, 1988). For the sources of datain the pre-
sent study, see appendix.

Did Gauquelin's lemon yield more juice when sgueezed with an improved
device? Yes, it did (Ertel, 1988, p. 68ff); see Figure 1. Here are five eminence
ranks, and for each rank isgiven the percentage of athletes born with Marsin a
G-zone (G-zone or Gauguelin zone refers to sensitive key sectors at the hori-
zon or meridian). The results show that the more eminent the athletes the
greater the proportion of Mars-born individuals among them.

—
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MARS effect for MUSICIANS (N=866)
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Fig. 2. For musicians (French only, N = 866) negative deviations Bof Mars G-zone proportions
increase with eminence.

Figure 2 shows Mars G-zone proportions for musicians (from Ertel, 1987).
Its slope here is reversed for the following reason. Planetary effects may be
positive, e.g., more future athletesare born with Marsin G-zones than expect-
ed by chance, and they may also be negative, e.g., fewer future musicians are
born with Marsin G-zones than expected by chance. In short: Marsin G zones
at birthis" preferred” by athletes, but "avoided” by musicians. If planetary ef-
fectsincrease with eminence, the slope should risein thefirst case and drop in
the second, departing from the chance line progressively in both cases. The
slope in Figure 2 is thus totally predictable from Gauquelin's eminence hy-
pothesis.

The slope in Figure 3, however, representing proportions of scientists born
with Saturn in G-zones (see Ertel, 1989) could never have been predicted by
Gauquelin's hypothesis. The overall Saturn effect for scientistsisclearly posi-
tive, but the eminence curve slants downwards instead of upwards. Thus,
Gauquelin's hypothesis, in itsoriginal form at | east, does not hold.

Inwhat follows | will revise Gauquelin's eminence hypothesis, and try to re-
store, eventually, consistency among eminence observations which presently
might appear rather contradictory.

A closer look at Figure 3 shows that it does not represent all possible emi-
nence levels. With scientists at eminence rank one, the proportion of Saturn-
born individuals is far above the chance level shown by the general popula-
tion. The high level of rank one scientists must therefore decline to the low
level of the general population. It is not unreasonable, therefore, to postulate
the existence of scientistsof still less eminence ranging between rank one and
the general population. As a matter of fact, rank one on our eminence scale is
quite high— such scientists must have had obtained an entry in at |east one ref-
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SATURN effect
SCIENTISTS (N=1,193)
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Fig. 3. For scientists (N = 1,193) positivedeviations of Saturn G-zone proportions decrease with
eminence.

erence book, and perhaps the majority of scientists would not qualify. So it is
reasonable to assume that if lower-than-rank-one scientists had been included
in this study they would most probably have provided the missing left portion
of this curve. The curve would then take on a curvilinear shape, that is, an in-
verted U as shown in Figure 4 in which has been added, on the extreme left of
the scale, Saturn G-proportion for ordinary people.

To summarize the various eminence observations so far obtained for more-
than-expected planetary proportions: Thereare, first, upward slopes consistent

SATURN effect
SCIENTISTS (N=1,193)
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Fig.4. With a sample of ordinary people added (N = 7,749) the curve takes on a curvilinear
shape.
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MARS effect
Olympic medallists (N=348)
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Fig.5. For olympic winners (N = 348) positive deviations of Mars G-zone proportions decrease
with medal rank.

with Gauquelin's expectation (Mars— athletes). There are, second, downward

slopes inconsistent with Gauquelin's expectation (Saturn— scientists). Now

we have been invoking a curvilinear relation with upward and downward

slopes together as parts out of a broader pattern. Thus, the number of shapes

does not actually increase.

Now, a hopeful inference is pending: Might the linear slant upwards
(Mars— athletes) be regarded as just a section of an entire curvilinear relation-
ship, that is, as its lower or left-hand section? Could it be that a downward
slanted complement of the sports eminence curve on the right has not come to
thefore because subsamples of the most eminent athletes were too small?

My first observation supporting thisidea (unpublished) is several yearsold.
Among Gauquelin's top athletes there are N = 353 olympic winners, most of
them ranking high with citations. Among Olympic winners, however, we may
still distinguish bronze, silver, and gold-medallists. Following Gauquelin's
rule, we would expect an increase of Mars-born proportions from bronze to
gold medallists. When I checked this at that time (the highest medal won was
used for assigning an athlete to one of the three groups) | obtained the results
shown in Figure 5. All three Mars G-zone proportions are high, but the curve
goes down from bronze to gold instead of up. Thisresult struck me, and | made
anote starting with " Strange finding!**

But of course this graph is not complete. We should now add, at the left-
hand section of the olympiceminence scale, athletes who never won medalsin
olympic games, and who in fact are in the great majority (N=4,038) among
Gauquelin athletes. We should also add, on the extreme left of the scale, the
general population, people whose physical ability merely allowsfor watching
olympic gameson TV (N=7,749) . And when we do that, we obtain an emi-
nencerelationship that hasin fact acurvilinear shape (Figure6).
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MARS effect
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Fig. 6. With olympic non-winners (N = 4,043) and ordinary people added (N = 7,749), the curve
takeson acurvilinear shape.

Another indication of curvilinearity that disturbed me some time later was
obtained with actors, for whom Gauquelin had reported a Jupiter effect. Ap-
plying citation counts, | expected to replicate, for Jupiter and actors, the up-
wardsslope that | had originally found with Mars and athletes (cf. Figure 1). |
did actually find this for eminence in the lower range (Figure 7). But | also
found amarked halt and even adrop in the upper range. My notebook says, re-
luctantly: "Thereis an unexpected drop with highest ranks.” | hoped it would
disappear by adding counts of citations from a newly-discovered reference
book, a comprehensive one on theater and actors. But the turn downwards did
not disappear.

Indeed, at that time, | did not welcome such observations. Anomalies within
existing anomalies are not comforting. Recently, however, | was heavily re-
minded of these discomforts when reading Arno Muller's aforementioned re-
port of negative results with very eminent people. Miiller's results gravely con-
tradicted Gauquelin's eminence hypothesis, but they were consistent with my
seemingly anomalous observations just described, and thus appeared to call
for an eminence hypothesis suggesting a general curvilinear connection. If
Gauquelin's claim were true, Miiller's unexcelled samples of celebrities
should have displayed unexcelled levels of G-zone proportions. But in fact
they were even much lower than those of former Gauquelin samples, which
apparently makes sense only if curvilinear relations arereal.

Let medo afinal empirical check. Muller's two samples of celebrities, male
and female, contain 143 actors and actresses. Almost all of them are interna-
tionally famous: Gina Lollobrigida, Orson Wells, Silvana Mangano, Grace
Kelly, Ingrid Bergman, Marlene Dietrich, Gert Froebe, Bette Davis, Sophia
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JUPITER effect
Actors/actresses (N=1764)
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Fig. 7. For athletes (N = 1,764) positive deviations of Jupiter G-zone proportions suggest a
curvilinear shape.

Loren etc., whereas Gauquelin's big sample of N=1,740 actors/actresses is
generally far less eminent, see Figure 8.

What should happen? In the actors' sample collected by Gauguelin we had
noticed a slight drop of a Jupiter effect with upper ranks (Figure 7). If we add
to thissample Miiller's super stars, the curvilinear hypothesis predicts that the
drop should become more prominent. As can be seen in Figure 9, thisis exact-
ly what occurred. In fact the curvilinear shape has greatly improved. Had
Gauquelin himself collected a greater proportion of superstars he might have
become aware that hislinear eminence hypothesis does not apply. It isto Arno
Miiller's merit that he pushed the implications of Gauquelin's eminence hy-
pothesis to the extreme, with seeming failure as the consequence. But actually
Miiller's plain result forced us to accept the reality of such deviant observa-
tions, and to venture amore radical solution of the puzzle.

What have we achieved? On the one hand our result is modest. First, we do
not know whether our revised eminence hypothesis will survive all futuretests.
Second, even if it doeswewould not really know what these eminenceconnec-
tions mean, whether curvilinear or not. Third, we would also not understand |
any better the meaning of planetary effectsat all - aside from eminence impli-
cations.

On the other hand, however, | see three advances. First, if our hypothesis
holds, we have to deal with an amazing degree of precision regarding astro-
psychological connections. Our library efforts at finding subtle differences
among outstanding people at the end of their livesis but a reconstruction of
how planets somehow discriminate as these lives began. Up to now we have
been underrating the precision of planetary eminence discrimination and its
importance had almost escaped us. Second, we have replaced the discouraging
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Contributions of 7 citation ranks
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Fig.8. Gauquelin's actors total hasalarge subsample of lowest citation rank, Miiller’s total con-
tainslarge subsamples of high citation rank.

confusion of up and down eminence trends with conceptual simplicity on a
higher level. Third, we have prevented the triumph of true disbelievers who
would see our laboring at self-created anomalies within anomalies as indicat-
ing a near end of the entire spook. Undisturbed by such sociological side-ef-
fects, we may now keep on playing with Gauquelin's golden grain in aheap of
dust, and with that rigid block impeding smooth traffic on theroad of science.

JUPITER effect
Actors (GAUQ+MUELL,N=1884)
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Fig. 9. With Miiller's most eminent actors added (N = 143) the curvilinear shape is greatly en-
hanced.
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Appendix
I. Sources of birth and planetary data used for studiesreferred toin the present
paper.
Series A: Gauquelin, M. & Gauquelin, F. (1970). Birth and
planetary data. Series A. Paris: LERRCP. (5 vals.)
New Data: Gauquelin, M. (1984). New birth data series. Paris:
LERRCP. (3vals.)
1. Actors: SeriesA, Vol.5.

New Data, Val. 3.

Muller, A. (1992a), see References.
2. Athletes: see Ertel, 1988, p. 58-61, 13 sources.
3. Musicians (French): SeriesA, Val. 4.

New Data, Vol. 3.
4. Scientists: SeriesA, Vol. 2.

Il. Reference works used for citations
1. Actors:
Mc Neil, M.C.H. & Mc Neil, B. (1980).
Biography and Genealogy Master Index. Detroit, MI: Gale. 8 vols.
In oneformer study in addition:
Enciclopedia della spettacul 0. (1954-62). Roma:
CasaEd. le Maschere. 9 vols.
2. Athletes:
(seeErtel, 1988, p. 82, 21 sources).
3. Musicians:
Barlow, H. & Morgenstern, S. (1978). A dictionary of opera and song
themes. New York: Crown.
Barlow, H. & Morgenstern, S. (1963). A dictionary of musical themes.
London: Benn.
Boyer, J. (1953). Kurzgefasste Geschichte der franzgsischen Musik.
Wiesbhaden: Breitkopf & Haertel.
Dahlhaus, C. & Eggebrecht, H.H. (1978-1979). Brockhaus-Riemann
Musiklexikon. Wiesbaden: Brockhaus. Schott. 2 vols.
Ewen, D. (1944). Music for the millions. The encyclopedia of musical
masterpieces. New York: Arco.
Frank, P. & Altmann, W. (1936). Kurzgefasstes Tonkunstlerlexikon. R
gensburg: Bosse.
Pena, J. (1954). Diccionario delamusica Labor. Barcelona: Labor. 2 vols.

.
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Riemann, H. (1959-1967). Musiklexikon. 12. vollig neub. Aufl.. Hrsg.:
W. Gurlitt. Mainz: Schott. 3 vols.

Sadie, S. (1980). The new Grove dictionary of music and musicians.
London: Macmillan, 20 vals.

Slonimsky, N. (1949). The international cyclopedia of music and musi-
cians. New York: Dodd & Mead.

Werner, TW. (1927). Musik in Frankreich. Breslau: Hirt.

4, Sientists:

Arnim, M. (1944-1952). I nternational e Personal bibliographie.
Leipzig: Hiersemann.

Bynum, W.F., Browne, E.J., & Porter, R. (1981). Dictionary of the history
of science. Princeton, N.J.: P.U. Press.

Gillespie, C.C. (1970-1980). Dictionary of scientific biography. New
York: Scribner.

Herder-Lexikon (1979). Naturwissenschaftler. Freiburg i.Br.: Herder.

Ireland, N.O. (1962). Index to scientists of the world from ancient to
modern times: biographies and portraits. Boston, MA: Faxon.

Pelletier, P.A. (1985). Prominent scientists. Anindex to collective biogra-
phies. New Y ork: Neal-Schuman.
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