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Link to Presentation-
https://uowtsd-my.sharepoint.com/:p:/g/personal/2100048_student_uwtsd_ac_uk/EWErLHGseCRBo3nx3P7YI_sB0z5cPjmLz5Z5XO5cWeKi1Q?email=K.EatonThomas%40uwtsd.ac.uk&e=kcjoYA 

Transcript-
(1) Today I am going to talk about Stanley Milgram’s Experiment of Obedience and focus on explaining the ethical issues that surround this infamous Study.
Milgram’s Theory was that people learn from being punished when doing wrong, and therefore this was a study of destructive obedience.
His question was based around the Holocaust and |Nazi soldiers, asking the question why did they obey? Continuing to cause pain and death on people knowing this was wrong! Taking orders from authority and obeying these orders.
Milgram’s experiment was set in a Laboratory environment but was a controlled observation study in 1963.

(2) What is obedience? Obedience is a form of social influence, a response from direct orders from an authority figure.
Many people obey, mostly overriding all feelings and emotions, ethics, sympathy and even their morals.
The British Psychology Society stands by and focuses certain rules for experiments in Psychology= at this time Milgram’s experiments would have violated these rules.

(3) Milgram’s experiment consisted of subjects that were aware of a victim that was the learner, hooked to an electric shock machine, away from the subjects(teachers) in a separate room, unknowingly the learner was not actually subjected to these shocks, he was a fake.
The subjects were given a small example of the shock, of which they gaged higher than what was given.
Reading several questions, the learner giving wrong answers determined an electric shock being sent, as the questions kept being asked, and wrong answers given, the voltage getting higher, ranging from 15 – 450 volts.
Subjects became upset and concerned by the distress of the learner, but when told to continue, commands coming from a legitimate person, over half did continue even after questioning their own moral ethics.
After the experiment, when asked the question of how many percent they thought administered the higher volts and carried on, the subjects said around 3% yet actually it was incredibly higher, at 65%.


(4) All participants were male! Between 20 and 50 years of age.
Do women think and react differently? Do women carry more empathy? Would the outcome of been different if women were part of the study?
Participants answered an ad in a local paper, paid for their services!
Would there have been different applicants if money were not offered? Did the offering of money invite a certain type of applicant?
What if the subjects had been told the truth about the experiment? Would they act the same? and what if certain applicants had mental health issues, trauma, or health problems before stepping into this experiment? No health checks were done, these participants could and were subjected to further psychological harm.
This supported situationism... Different situations can bring different behaviours.

(5) There were ethical challenges for Milgram’s experiment and concerns=
Even though the participants all gave consent to take part, they were not told the truth about the study, therefor this was not classed as informed consent!
The participants were deceived by Milgram, they were unaware at that time, and some never learnt the truth that the learner, was in fact a fake! And they were not at all administering electric shocks.
 On numerous occasions' during the experiment Milgram’s participants asked to leave the study and were not happy to carry on, Milgram urged them and commanded the participants to continue, and were never offered the opportunity to leave the experiment, there was no option to withdraw! 
Subjects were upset and concerned when the learner became distressed, without having the option to withdraw and without the true knowledge that the learner was indeed fake, a significant percentage, if not all would have had long lasting psychological effects, with the thought that they may very well of administered these shocks that could of and may have killed the learner.
All participants were not de briefed correctly, only asked several questions regarding the study, some of the participants never knew the truth of the experiment and were not explained how and where their personal data would have been collected and stored, the de brief was vague and not completed correctly.





(6) Milgram’s experiment was believed to be one of the most controversial studies of destructive obedience in the history of psychology.
Milgram broke numerous ethical guidelines, in a book that Milgram published, Obedience to Authority: An Experimental View (1974) Milgram argued the ethical criticism that followed his experiment and said this was because his findings were so disturbing and revealed an unwanted truth regarding human behaviour. Gridley, M., & Jenkins, W.J. (2017)
At the time Milgram's’ ethics seemed reasonable, but with stronger structured ethical guidelines, that now support psychological study, the experiment in the way that Stanley Milgram carried it out would not be allowed today.
There has been replication of the Study, in 2015, Poland, worryingly 90% did carry on with the shocks after being pressed to carry on, yet a positive being, that three times greater refused, when a female was the learner.
Again, reverting to my previous slide, situationism, and how we act in different situations, the question still being asked, would we behave the same today, from the replicated studies, evidence shows that we would, yet do we dare to believe that we personally would cast our own ethical standards if being prompted to obey from an authority figure? 
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