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Group Socialization
	Harris (1995) conducted a study in an attempt to identify the impact of parental traits or instructions and the home environment on the development of a child’s personality. The study concluded that the events in the home environment did not impact greatly on a child’s personality. Rather, the experiences of a child outside of the home environment had a greater influence on the child’s personality. Specifically, children developed their character and personality traits to align with those of their peer group and to enhance useful variance within the group hence the group socialization theory. Considering the theory through the various personality theories reveals the strengths and weaknesses of the theory. 
	Conceiving the group socialization theory through a psychoanalytic view, it is possible that the parental impacts or the home-environment play a role in a child’s formation of a subconscious superego. While the id is physiological, group interactions help in the creation of the ego (Lilienfeld, 2015). Since the ego is the most important determiner of behavior, the group impacts most on a child’s personality by influencing the ego. The group socialization theory’s rhyme with the psychoanalytic approach is a major strength of the theory. 
	Harris’s theory also rhymes with the behaviorists’ view of social learning. From the behaviorists’ perspective, it emerges that a child’s personality is greatly dependent on their social environments (Lilienfeld, 2015). A child is likely to develop the personality traits that are consistent with the requirements of the social environment that they are most exposed to. As such, since children in both pre-agricultural and modern urbanized societies spend more time out of the home environment and away from their parents at the age that is crucial for personality development, they are more likely to learn from social environments outside their homes hence develop their personalities based on their experiences outside their homes. 
	Furthermore, the group socialization theory’s alignment with the constructs of the humanistic approach to personality confers a major strength of the theory. The humanistic approach emphasizes the desire for one to be the best they can be as a driver of their personality (Lilienfeld, 2015). As such, the individual desire of children to fit in their peer groups and to be unique in the group drives their behaviors. Additionally, their desire to survive in excel in a difficult environment away from their homes greatly determines the way behaviors that the children will take up hence their personalities. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	A major weakness of Harris’s theory, however, is her failure to recognize the impact of genetics in shaping behavior. While the author appreciates that genetics have a role in determining personality and even quotes various twin and adoption studies, her theory largely trivializes the impact of genetics on personality (Harris, 1995). Harris’s theory majors on the impact of the external environment. In other words, unlike modern theories of psychology which are multidimensional, this theory is unidimensional. This theory evaluates personality as a factor of the impact of the social group versus personality as a factor of the impact of the home environment and parental guidance (Grusec & Davidov, 2010). This way, the theory effectively trivializes other aspects of personality that have been proven in future research. In other words, the theory is inconsistent with current research that has demonstrated the key role that genetic factors play in the development of personality. 
	Additionally, Harris’s theory of group socialization is largely incongruent with the trait theory. Considering the fact that trait theory is one of the most convincing personality theories in modern literature, the failure of group socialization theory to align with this theory represents a major weakness of the former theory (Lilienfeld, 2015). Considering the constructs of the trait theory, the group does not determine how individuals in the group behave but gives the individuals a platform to reveal their traits. 
	Considering the traits and weaknesses of Harris’s theory of group socialization, it is a convincing theory. The theory’s strengths largely outweigh its weaknesses. The theory, though independent, aligns perfectly with three of the four major personality theories. The theory is also congruous with many pieces of modern literature and research findings. 
	However, the theory’s weaknesses leave important questions. Alternative perspectives of considering the researcher’s findings can offer a valid explanation for some of these questions. An important alternative explanation for the author’s observation that children behaved differently when they were at home and when they were with their peers and that the behaviors children developed when they were with their peers was likely to persist into adulthood is the trait theory. Considering this finding through the trait theory, it is possible that the environment that peers provided was a much freer environment that allowed the children to express their traits better (Fleeson & Jayawickreme, 2015). The environment with peers is unlike the home environment which is rigid with parents requiring their children to behave and act in certain ways. As such, the group environment did not determine the trait a child had as these traits are genetically determined. Rather, the group only served as a free platform for the expression of these traits. 
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