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	Nature and Nurture Debate	
The nature and nurture debate is a cultural, scientific and philosophical debate that attempts to discuss primary factors that cause human behavior, cultural and personality (Witherington & Lickliter, 2017). As a matter of fact, nature is mainly concerned with genetic or behaviors that are home-based. On the other hand, nurture is commonly defined as aspects of the environment and also experiences that a person embraces after conception. Both nature and nature play significant roles in the development of human beings in all aspects of their lives. Consequently, the debate has attracted a lot of debates from both environmentalists and psychologists since both come up with convincing justifications regarding the debate.
The nature/nurture debate makes perfect sense to me since it is geared to examine and improve the entire behavior of a human being in a given environment. In addition, I strongly accommodate the fact that nurture completely governs a person's behavior and personality. According to Biglan (2015), the mind of a person is a complete white slate immediately after conception. Therefore, the children's mind is free but ready to embrace experiences from the environment that are around them. 
As a result, children are filled with experiences that are perfectly reflected in their behaviors as they grow. Moreover, children are exposed to learning that is governed by childhood to adulthood stages hence copying adult behaviors who are around them. For that reason, I strongly assert that nurture contributes more to the development of a child compared to the aspect of nature. Again, aggression is a learned behavior since children who are in a given environment imitate the behaviors of adults who are around them. Aggression is characterized by feelings of antipathy or anger, confrontations, hostility among others. For instance, if adults use violent-oriented methods in conflict resolutions, children who are around them will embrace them thus applying them in real life situations. Veritably, aggression is learned from the environment that governs the children as a result of imitating behaviors from adults. Thus, adults should be cautious of the behaviors and actions that they indulge in the society.
I think that the Bobo doll experiment is relevant to the debate since it evidently reveals how the actual genders behave under aggression. As a matter of fact, it can be stipulated that boys tend to act more aggressively compared to girls. In addition, the experiment further shows significant distinctions between the way boys and girls behave in terms of copying the same-sex models (Lansford, 2016). As presented in the experiment, boys tended to embrace and imitate the same-sex models more compared to girls. 
Consequently, I think that the experiment can be used to change the overall behaviors of children in the society. Adults are a true reflection of how children act and handle matters in all aspects of their lives since they are the role models. For that reason, I think that the experiment in relevance to the debate should be used to instill positive behaviors among children. However, one of the underlying factors that may not be reflected in the analysis in this experiment is the issue of time during the study. The demonstrations were concluded and asserted almost immediately after observations were made. 
In addition, this attracts debates on whether there may be other conclusions that can be made later since some behaviors are usually discovered with time. Hence, it is not clear if the children would be exposed to long-term effects of the experiment. Again, the aspect of ethics was not put into consideration during the experiment. As a matter of fact, the children were forced to be aggressive and to be angry by being denied the freedom to touch the toys to show reactions. Moreover, it is not clear whether this experiment had negative implications for the children later in their lives. Hence, this is a potential flaw that should have been considered since it may have influenced the final results of the experiment.
One of the implications for the society if children do learn predominantly by imitation is the practice of negative behaviors. Learning predominantly should be administered in the society with limits. As a matter of fact, the society accommodates a lot of people who often indulge themselves in bad behaviors. As a result, children in the society may imitate them if they are forced to embrace predominant learning hence copying them. According to Chamba et al., (2016), the society continues to deteriorate regarding morals and behavior among children as a result. Therefore, predominant learning should be limited to analyze the entire behaviors of adults in the society to instill positivity in children.
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