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Question 1
[bookmark: _GoBack]I do not agree with John Watson's statement mainly because it emphasizes on the significance of using the environment in learning. Although I do not rule out the effects of classical conditioning, I don’t think that it can to the extent of determining one’s career as Watson states. I believe that some people are born with traits and qualities that make them fit to their careers, but it is not entirely the force of classical conditioning that makes them fit in the careers they are in. Nevertheless, it is not correct to fully describe a person's behavior based on nature or nurture simply because this tends to underrate the sophisticated kind of human behavior. 
Other theorist may support Watson’s argument by stating that the environment determines who people become in future. They would argue that nurture is more powerful than nature and that it is the conditions that we are raised in that makes us what we are today. It is the environment around us that makes builds us to what we are including our careers. 
 Watson’s statement can be viewed as deterministic because it does not allow individuals to exercise their free will. Any person exposed to this theory has no control over what they learn. However, this approach has very significant implications for psychology because it helps scientists develop laws that can predict events even though it underestimates people's freedom of choice of destiny and the uniqueness of human beings.
