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The man on the TV:screen throws his hands in the air, a
silly grin on his face, watching as the family washing machire
overflows. As he's standing in soapy water up to his ankles, his
wife bounds in, takes charge, and tells him that with Brand A,
he needs only a quarter cup of detergent to get the family wash
sparkling white. More likely than not, the sheepish, bumbling
husband is named Harvey. |

In 1965, to protest such advertisements, New Yorker
Harvey Edwards organized a group of 150 Harveys and
besieged the ad agencies. The Harveys won their fight, and
three sponsors retired their offending commercials. To
counter the media’s portrayal of men named Harvey as weak
and bumbling, the group set up an award for the best positive
portrayal of a Harvey. The first winner: Columbia Pictures’

-Harvey Middleman, Fireman. :

Harveys and other people with unusual names often do
suffer. Psychologists and educators have found that while
names cannot guarantee fame or insure neurosis, they can
help or hinder the development of a good self-image,
friendships, and even affect success in school and on the job.

As Humpty-Dumpty told Alice in Through the Looking
Glass, certain names imply that their owners have specific
characteristics. Alice asked, “Must a name mean something?”
Humpty-Dumpty replied, “Of course it must ... My name means
the shape | am ... With a name like yours, you might be any
shape, almost.” &

Trustworthy John. Whenever researchers ask people to
describe the owners of specific names, they find wide
agreement. In 1963, a British psychologist asked a group of
citizens to rank names as to their age, trustworthiness,
attractiveness, sociability, kindness, and lack of aggression.
He found that Johns are seen to be trustworthy and kind,;
Robins are young; Tonys, sociable, Agnesses, old; Agneses
and Matildas, unattractive; and Anns, nonaggressive.

In the United States, psychologists Barbara Buchanan and
James Bruning got college students at Penn State and Ohio
Universities to rate 1,060 names. The students reported how
much they liked or disliked them, whether the names were
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Last year | took a course in developmen-
tal psychology and the one area that |
found fascinating was that of pre-natal
development. Within 16 - 20 days of
conception the internal organs have
started- to form. At 6 - 7 weeks the
standard human form is visible. By eight
weeks “the baby” is an individual with
distinct sleeping habits, fingernails have
started to grown and the digestive
system is working.

Birth then is not the commencement
of life but one of the stages through
which humans must pass in their
development; the physical development
of which is completed by 25 - 27 years.

Ithink the implications of these facts
should be obvious. Potentially human
life is there at conception. “The concep-
tus contains all the genetic material
which will constitute his person to the
end of his days from the very mooment
of formation, when the sperm unites with
the ovum.” (Paul V. Adams, M.D., 1971)

When one considers that some
abortions are performed at 19 - 20
weeks, | do not believe that we can
honestly say that the fetus is not a
human being by this time. Many pro-
abortionists are using the term “fetus”
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active or passive, and how masculine or feminine they seemed.
The students had no difficultu agreeing that they especially
liked active Michael, James, and Wendy, and that Michael and
James were extremely masculine while Wendy was quite
feminine. They disliked passive Alfreda, Percival and Isadore,
and felt that Percival's and Isadore’s masculinity was in doubt.
So was Alfreda’s femininity. Feeling about most names was
less intense.

In another study, psychologist E.D. Lawson askeda group
of students to rank men’s names. Ten of the 20 names (David,
Gary, James, John, Joseph, Michael, Paul, Richard, Robert,
and Thomas) were the most common on campus. The other 10
(Andrew, Bernard, Dale, Edmond, Gerd, Ivan, Lawrence,

Raymond, Stanley, and Matthew) were selected at random ;‘f‘f
from the total enroliment. Both men and women held

stereotypes about the 20 names, they saw common names as
better, stronger, and more active than unusual ones.

Even children share stereotypes about names. In one |
experiment, kindergarteners, third- and sixth-graders judgeda

list of 10 uncommon names. The children matched the names

with such descriptions as: “Who runs?” “Who sits?” Apparently &
stereotypes are learned, because while third- and sixth- \¥}

graders confirmed the adults’ stereotypes, kindergarten
children did not. Five of the names (Sargent, Baxter, Otto,
Shepard, and Bruno) were those rated by adults as active; the
other five (Aldwin, Winthrop, Alfred, Milton, and Wendell) were
rated as passive. Either the older children had already met
people whose names fit the stereotypes, or they had picked up
the stereotypes from parents, teachers, friends, or the media.

Psychologists have also found that names affect the way in
which people think of themselves. New Zealanders who like
their names are likely to have high self-esteen, and Americans
who dislike their names do not feel as good about themselves
as poeple who like theirs.

‘Strange names and psychosis. Uncommon names seem
more of a handicap for men than for women. Inthe 1940s, B.M.
Savage and F.L. Wells found that students with unusual names
were more likely than their classmates to flunk out of Harvard.
They were also more likely to be neurotic. Chicago researchers
A. Arthur Hartman, Robert Nicolay, and Jesse Hurley looked
for evidence of psychosis in a group of men who had been
referred for psychiatric evaluation. Half the men were
burdened with strange names (Oder, Lethal, Vere, and so on),
and the other half had common names. The researchers found
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