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tions were changed. If data were collected from a number of different sites, the
generality of the findings and the
strength of the arguments would be increased. The restriction to one site (or
similar sites) might partially account for
the finding that some of the targets who
were eating when approached also offered the panhandler some food. This
observation would seem to be most likely on a college campus when collegeaged confederates approached collegeaged subjects.
It is certainly not unreasonable to assume that human behavior has evolved
both socially and biologically to its present form (4). A danger in many discussions of the biological bases of behavior results from the amount of backtracking required. Changes in species
fitness are not observed in one experimental session. Thus, one cannot, after
demonstrating that human behavior is
similar to that of nonhuman species on
some dimension, infer that it must therefore be adaptive. Researchers must be
aware that social behavior involves a
complex interaction between organisms
and the environment. With respect to the
human species, social behavior is also
characterized by a high degree of plasticity. Such plasticity allows the organism
to adjust to environmental changes,
which occur with varying degrees of rapidity. It is probably more reasonable to
view adjustment, rather than individual
types of behavior, as adaptive. To study
how adaptive any given type of behavior
is requires far greater control than that
exercised by Lockard et al. It also requires a clearly elucidated statement of
which processes will occur as a function
of biologically determined factors and
which will occur as a function of learned
responses-to environmental stimuli.
Despite its problems, this study should
not be overlooked. It is an example of a
good field-research technique. It also
demonstrates that field studies of human
beings can be designed so that they are
comparable with field studies of other
species. Repeating the study with an appropriate experimental design could provide clear data concerning the possible
interaction between the panhandler's sex
and the season. An extension of these
basic findings would be provided by
more carefully examining social customs
under such conditions. Certainly, such
modifications would not weaken the findings and would be consistent with many
ethological investigations.
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