Today's story comes from the Seattle Post-Intelligencer, titled "What's in a Name?  How About the White House" http://seattlepi.nwsource.com/local/6420ap_wa_presidential_name_game.html 
 

The story describes "onomastics", or the study of names, and focuses on sounds and rhythms to language based on 20 variables.   The scientist has examined names of candidates who've won presidential elections in the past (Obama is this guy's predicted winner) based on linguistic properties that we subconsciously hear as more pleasant-sounding.  Those features are described in the article.  
 

Research in the 1940s - 1970s suggested that a child with an uncommon first name would more likely become neurotic and that children with peculiar name were susceptible to emotional disturbance.  Studies have suggested that children with "ethnic" names or uncommon spellings are more likely to have worse life outcomes on future education, income and health, and that girls with more feminine names (based on properties of onomastics) are treated less rigorously academically by their teachers.  However!  The authors of "Freakonomics" have a very different spin on some of these data, with a nice demonstration of how associations do not imply causality.
 

As clinicians, we meet with expectant parents who share with us thoughts about their future children's names.  Should we provide any influence in this regard? 
ARTICLE FOR PROFESSIONALS ON CONSIDERING IMPACT OR LACK THEREOF IN CHILD'S FIRST NAME AND SOCIAL OUTCOME:

· Freakonomics article: "A Roshanda by Any Other Name - How Do Babies with Super-Black Names Fare?" http://www.slate.com/id/2116449/
And that's today's Developmental & Behavioral Pediatrics: IN THE NEWS!
