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Social Learning

In psychological theory social learning , the learning behaviour that is controlled by
environmental influences rather than by innate or internal forces. The leading
exponent of the concept of social learning, often called modeling, is the American
psychologist Albert Bandura, who has undertaken innumerable studies showing that
when children watch others they learn many forms of behaviour, such as sharing,
aggression, cooperation, social interaction, and delay of gratification. In Bandura's
classic study of imitation learning, children who saw a model punished for aggressive
behaviour tended to exhibit fewer aggressive responses than children who saw the
model rewarded for such behaviour, or than those who saw the model neither rewarded
nor punished. Bandura's research has led some psychologists to question the potential
‘learning experiences” offered children by popular television shows and motion pictures,
particularly those shows in which antisocial or violent behaviour is presented.
Subsequent research on the effects of violence in the media has been controversial.
Two opposing theories have been propagated; one claims that the viewing of violence
will allow such drives to be sublimated (experienced vicariously, thereby lessening
the drive), while the other claims that such viewing merely increases the drive.
Evidence appears to favour the latter theory.

Psychologists following Bandura have stated that social learning based on
observation is a complex process that involves three stages: exposure to the
responses of others; acquisition of what an individual sees; and subsequent
acceptance of the modeled acts as a guide for one's own behaviour.
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Archaeology

Archeology is the scientific study of the material remains of past human life and activities. These
include human artifacts from the very earliest stone tools to the man-made objects that are
buried or thrown away in the present day: everything made by human beings—from simple
tools to complex machines, from the earliest houses and temples and tombs to palaces,
cathedrals, and pyramids. Archaeological investigations are a principal source of knowledge
of prehistoric, ancient, and extinct culture. The word comes from the Greek archaia (“ancient
things”) and logos (“theory” or “science”).

The archaeologist is first a descriptive worker: he has to describe, classify, and analyze the
artifacts he studies. An adequate and objective taxonomy is the basis of all archaeology, and
many good archaeologists spend their lives in this activity of description and classification. But
the main aim of the archaeologist is to place the material remains in historical contexts, to
supplement what may be known from written sources, and, thus, to increase understanding of
the past. Ultimately, then, the archaeologist is a historian: his aim is the interpretive description
of the past of man.

Increasingly, many scientific techniques are used by the archaeologist, and he uses the
scientific expertise of many persons who are not archaeologists in his work. The artifacts he
studies must often be studied in their environmental contexts; and botanists, zoologists, soil
scientists, and geologists may be brought in to identify and describe plants, animals, soils, and
rocks. Radioactive carbon dating, which has revolutionized much of archaeological chronology,
is a by-product of research in atomic physics. But although archaeology uses extensively the
methods, techniques, and results of the physical and biological sciences, it is not a natural
science; some consider it a discipline that is half science and half humanity. Perhaps it is more
accurate to say that the archaeologist is first a craftsman, practicing many specialized crafts
(of which excavation is the most familiar to the general public), and then a historian.

The justification for this work is the justification of all historical scholarship: to enrich the
present by knowledge of the experiences and achievements of our predecessors. Because it
concerns things people have made, the most direct findings of archaeology bear on the history
of art and technology; but by inference it also yields information about the society, religion, and
economy of the people who created the artifacts. Also, it may bring to light and interpret
previously unknown written documents, providing even more certain evidence about the
past.But no one archaeologist can cover the whole range of man's history, and there are many
branches of archaeology divided by geographical areas (such as classical archaeology, the
archaeology of ancient Greece and Rome; or Egyptology, the archaeology of ancient Egypt) or by
periods (such as medieval archaeology and industrial archaeology). Writing began 5,000 years
ago in Mesopotamia and Egypt; its beginnings were somewhat later in India and China, and later
still in Europe. The aspect of archaeology that deals with the past of man before he learned to
write has, since the middle of the 19th century, been referred to as prehistoric archaeology, or
prehistory. In prehistory the archaeologist is paramount, for here the only sources are material
and environmental.

The scope of this article is to describe briefly how archaeology came into existence as a
learned discipline; how the archaeologist works in the field, museum, laboratory, and study; and
how he assesses and interprets his evidence and transmutes it into history.
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Theories About Constitutions

Aristotle's classification of the “forms of government” was intended as a classification
of constitutions, both good and bad. Under good constitutions—monarchy, aristocracy,
and the mixed kind to which Aristotle applied the same term politeia—one person, a few
individuals, or the many rule in the interest of the whole polis. Under the bad
constitutions—tyranny, oligarchy, and democracy—the tyrant, the rich oligarchs, or the
poor démos, or people, rule in their own interest alone.

Aristotle regarded the mixed constitution as the best arrangement of offices in the polis.
Such a politeia would contain monarchic, aristocratic, and democratic elements. Its
citizens, after learning to obey, were to be given opportunities to participate in ruling.
This was a privilege only of citizens, however, since neither noncitizens nor slaves
would have been admitted by Aristotle or his contemporaries in the Greek city-states.
Aristotle regarded some humans as natural slaves, a point on which later Roman
philosophers, especially the Stoics and jurists, disagreed with him. Although slavery
was at least as widespread in Rome as in Greece, Roman law generally recognized a
basic equality among all humans. This was because, the Stoics argued, all humans are
endowed by nature with a spark of reason by means of which they can perceive a
universal natural law that governs all the world and can bring their behaviour into
harmony with it.

Roman law thus added to Aristotelian notions of constitutionalism the concepts of a
generalized equality, a universal regularity, and a hierarchy of types of laws. Aristotle
had already drawn a distinction between the constitution (politeia), the laws (nomoi), and
something more ephemeral that corresponds to what could be described as day-to-day
policies (pséphismata). The latter might be based upon the votes cast by the citizens in
their assembly and might be subject to frequent changes, but nomoi, or laws, were
meant to last longer. The Romans conceived of the all-encompassing rational law of
nature as the eternal framework to which constitutions, laws, and policies should
conform—the constitution of the universe.
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