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Letters from the Chairs
Tina Zhao: Hi everyone, my name is Tina Zhao! I am one of your chairs for the Board of Ethics, and I’m so excited
for this committee! I am currently a junior, studying at Herricks High School. I have been involved in Model UN for
around 3 years now, and I absolutely love meeting new friends around the world. I’ve gone to countless high school
conferences, and around 5 college conferences. Outside of MUN, I love to play violin, compose music, and read (I am
a huge bookworm). In this committee, I am so excited to see what you all will bring to the table. Everything that
happens in this committee will be your choice: we’re just here to monitor it! Do your best, have fun, and let’s get
debating! Feel free to reach out at @tizhao22@herricksk12.org.
Munira Ahmed: Hey delegates! My name is Munira Ahmed and I am one of the co-chairs for the Board of Ethics. I
am a junior at Herricks High School and I am so excited to meet you all! This is my first year in MUN, as I have
attended one high school conference and one college conference; however, I am a part of another club known as
Model Congress which conducts in a similar manner. In addition to debate, I love to dance, read, and pull
unnecessary all-nighters. I hope this background guide aids you in your research, and if you have any inquiries, please
feel free to reach out @muahmeda22@herricksk12.org. I am incredibly eager to hear all of your innovative claims and
can’t wait to see what occurs!
George Lagamjis: Hello delegates! My name is George Lagamjis and I’m the Director of the Board of Ethics. I’m a
senior at Herricks High School and I’m very excited for you all to participate in my final HMUNC! I’ve taken Model
UN for 4 years and have gone to 5 college conferences, and chaired 2 committees for HMUNC. I’m sure that Munira
and Tina will give you an amazing HMUNC experience, and I hope you all have a great time participating in this
interesting committee. They put a lot of work into this background guide, so I hope you enjoy reading it. If you have
any questions, don’t be afraid to contact me at gelagasr21@herricksk12.org. I’m very excited to meet you all and see
how you will perform in debate.

HOW TO USE THIS GUIDE
NOTE: This is a specialized crisis committee, so there is only one topic. But this background guide will be enough

for you to fully understand what the BOE is, and what will happen in committee. With that being said, let’s get
started!
Dear delegates, this is the background guide for the Board of Ethics at HMUNC 2021! As your chairs, we
have spent a lot of time writing and gathering research in order to create the best possible guide for you, in hopes
that it will aid you in your research and debate. We hope that you take some time to read this, as it will provide a
helpful guideline to the topic you will be discussing in debate as well as the potential solutions you may propose.
This background guide should serve as one of the many sources you should utilize in order to conduct your research
in preparation for our conference!
This background guide is filled with important statistics and subtopics that you may use in debate, and it
provides delegates with a holistic understanding of the topic. This background guide will help you understand the
basic ideas of the issues, and it is your job to be creative and figure out different solutions. In order to aid you with
your process of writing a position paper and finding solutions, we will have questions to consider at the end of every
topic as well as descriptions of your position at the end of the background guide! We look forward to hearing the
ideas you bring to the table! Good luck!

HOW TO WRITE A CRISIS POSITION PAPER:
Instead of researching a country, as one does in traditional MUN, you are researching a person. Instead of
your essay being in third person, it should be in first person.
How to Write a Position Paper:
Delegates are required to write ONE position paper that addresses the topic “The Stanford Prison Experiment”.
Position papers do not need to be longer than one page and must be written in Times New Roman, font size 12,
and with standard margins. Position papers should follow the format below:

Position papers are due May 26th and must be e-mailed to:
ethics.hmuc@gmail.com
Paragraph 1:
-

Who is your character? What is his or her stance on the experiment? How is this significant? What does
your character stand for? What do they believe in regards to ethicality? Define what your character believes
is ethical.

-

Where did you go to college? What’s your economic status? How does your character relate/associated
with the Board of Ethics?

Paragraph 2:
-

What have you done previously? Be SPECIFIC! List any important actions or statements your character
has/made done. Explain why this is important and how this shows your character's beliefs. Has your
position/stance changed in any way? If so, why?

-

The Stanford Prison Experiment: What is this experiment? What is your opinion of it? Is it ethical? If it
isn’t, what can you do to help it be ethical? Your second paragraph is entirely your opinion and your stance
on the topic. This is where you can feel free to create a personality for your character: will you be more
polite? More positive or negative? How will you portray your character the best way possible?

Paragraph 3:
-

What does your character want to do? How will they fix the problem and find a solution? List a few goals
in committee that your character may want to accomplish?

-

What rules or principles would your character want in a potential “Ethics Code?”

What is the DIFFERENCE BETWEEN a CRISIS committee AND a standard GA
committee?
This is a specialized crisis committee so there will be specific problems introduced during debate that you as
a delegate, in cooperation with your fellow delegates, will need to find a solution for in a certain amount of time. This
is not a GA Committee, where there are working papers that lead to resolutions. You will produce directives, joint
personal directives, and crisis notes..

Directives
HOW TO WRITE A PERSONAL DIRECTIVE:
A personal directive (or a crisis note: it’s the same thing) are actions that you want to be seen taken in
committee. If debate isn’t going the way you want it to go, you can write a crisis note to the back room, to hopefully
sway debate back in your favor. Your crisis note needs to include specific actions ranging from writing news articles
to kidnapping someone, directives drive the action of the committee.

PUBLIC/COMMITTEE DIRECTIVE:
This is essentially the working papers of a regular committee. Either you alone or other delegates combined
will write a committee directive and it needs to be voted on and passed by the majority of your committee. If passed,
the actions will commence..

Debate
GENERAL FLOW OF CRISIS DEBATE:
❖ This committee will take place after the Stanford prison experiment, in 1972. This committee was created as a
reaction to the Stanford prison experiment. You and your fellow delegates were invited to a committee made
up of various different psychologists and scientists, all with different viewpoints about designs of
experiments. Delegates will be responsible for creating a “Code of Ethics,” which will be used to evaluate
future experiments. Delegates will debate with each other over what the true definition of ethics really is, and
whether or not an experiment should or should not be carried out. Some questions delegates may debate
about are:
➢ What is your definition of ethics?
➢ When do you draw the line at ethics?
➢ Is the Stanford Prison Experiment ethical?
➢ How could you make the Stanford Prison Experiment ethical?
➢ What policies should be created in the “Code of Ethics?”
➢ What knowledge must you gain from an experiment in order to go through with it?
➢ Should human harm be tolerated?
➢ Do the means justify the end? Is the method of gaining knowledge acceptable?

Parliamentary Procedure
❖ Motions!
➢ Motions to open debate, motion to have a moderated caucus, motion to have a round robin, etc.
➢ (You can start writing/drafting directives anytime)
❖ Unmods! This is the time to start talking to the delegates that have the same point of view as you, or start
trying to convince other delegates that your side is correct.
❖ Start presenting committee directives! Everything is under your discretion: you control!
➢ (Remember, different crises will be thrown at you. This will prompt you to change the flow of debate
easily)
❖ Passing the directives, and hopefully finding a solution to all the crises.

Introduction to Psychology
WHAT IS THE BOARD OF ETHICS?
The purpose of the Board of Ethics
is to ensure that every scientific
investigation, assessment, and evaluation
is conducted with integrity in order to
avoid controversy. As a group, you are
the scientists, psychologists, lawyers, and
ethicists who investigate all research proposals that include human subjects and alleged violations and determine
whether they are “ethical.”
Ethics are vital in psychology as they determine the correct rules of procedure when conducting an
experiment. They create codes of conduct to protect the participants both emotionally and physically, as well as the
researchers as an unethical experiment could ruin their own reputation as well as that of the field of psychology. A
dilemma occurs when two or more of these principles are in conflict.1
OTHER EXPERIMENTS: *
Harlow Monkey Experiment:
This experiment was officially considered unethical by the American
Psychological Association. An infant monkey was separated from his real
parents to be raised by two kinds of mothers — one with wires and another
made out of wires and a cloth. The result of this experiment led to severe
emotional, social, and mental disturbance for the monkey. It was deemed
unethical due to the severe emotional distraught the monkey faced.
Asch Conformity Experiment:
This experiment is considered ethical. The purpose was to determine
to what degree an individual’s opinion is influenced by a group. It is
deemed ethical because it uses live subjects and no one was emotionally,
mentally, or physically harmed. The Asch Conformity experiment
consisted of a group of 20 people that all sat in a room with a chalkboard.
On the board, four lines of different lengths were drawn. One person was
asked to leave the room, and the other 19 people were ordered to give the
1

Behnke, Stephen. "Ethic Rounds- on Being an Ethical Psychologist." American Psychological Association, July 2005, www.apa.org/monitor/julaug05/ethics.
Accessed 4 May 2021

same answer when asked which line was longest, even though the answer was blatantly incorrect. Once the other
person entered the room, they were all asked the question. All 19 people gave the incorrect response. When it came
time for the last person to answer, they too answered the question with the same answer as those around him. This
study proved that people will just go along with what the majority thinks, even though it may be blatantly wrong.
*Although an experiment was officially claimed as ethical or unethical does not mean that they actually are. In this
committee you are to dispute what is ethical on your own terms and why it is. The brief summaries provided above
are to aid your argument and judgement.
Stanley Milgram’s Test for Obedience:
Subjects of this experiment would walk into a room with a man in a lab coat. The man in a lab coat sat in a
room with no windows, the only thing being a series of buttons on the wall, and a pair of speakers and a microphone
on a desk. The man explained to the subject of the experiment that these buttons controlled voltage levels for an
electrical chair that was placed in another room. He also explained that there was a man sitting in that chair, and he
had a minor heart condition. The subject’s job was to ask the man in the chair a series of questions, with an incorrect
answer warranting an electric shock. Each wrong answer would then increase the voltage to the man in the chair. The
subject could stop whenever they wanted, or they could keep going. They were only given those instructions. At the
end of the experiment, it would later be revealed that there was in fact, no man in a chair, and that there were no
shocks being administered at all. The main idea of the experiment was to see how people were affected by authority
figures, and was heavily influenced by the idea of “just following orders.” This is one of the most heated experiments
in psychology, as many professionals deem it unethical, as it left many of the subjects mentally and emotionally
scared, questioning their own morality.2
WHAT IS PSYCHOLOGY?
Psychology is the scientific study of the mind and
human behavior3. Psychology essentially helps us
understand why we do what we do. It relates the human
body and mind, and explains the reasoning behind our
feelings and actions. Ethics plays a major role in psychology,
since they are the principles that govern an individual’s
behavior.4 Psychological research is based heavily on
experiments and their results. The Board of Ethics determines which experiments are ethical- and which cross the
line.
2

Hall, William. "Stanley Milgram." Stanley Milgram. Web. 12 May 2021.
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"What Is Psychology?" Department of Psychology. Web. 12 May 2021.
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The Stanford Prison Experiment
WHAT IS THE STANFORD PRISON EXPERIMENT?
The Stanford Prison Experiment was conducted over a six day
period: August 14, 1971- August 20, 1971 by psychologist Philip Zimbardo.
WHO EXACTLY IS PHILIP ZIMBARDO?
Philip Zimbardo is an American psychologist, and a professor at Stanford
University. His most notable experiment was the Stanford Prison
Experiment. In this
experiment, he also
took part in the study,
being a “prison superintendent”5. He was deeply absorbed in his
role, and needed to end the experiment after the subjects went
through physical and emotional trauma. He is now 87, and is
teaching at Palo Alto University.
WHAT WAS THE PURPOSE OF The Stanford Prison Experiment?
The experiment’s purpose was to see how roles of power would affect human behavior in certain situations.
Zimbardo and his partners wanted to find out if the chaos that occurred in the “role-play” was due to the “sadistic
personalities of the guards”, or if it was because of the “prison environment”.6
After advertising for volunteers to participate in a study of psychological effects of life in prison, 75
individuals willingly applied. After a thorough evaluation to test their mental and physical state, 25 men were chosen.
However, one person dropped out, and there were two understudies so there were 10 prisoners and 11 guards.
The prisoners were treated the same way as any other prisoners would be: they were fingerprinted,
photographed, and had little to no freedom. Their cells had barred doors and windows, with bare walls and small
cells. Once they arrived at the prison, they were stripped of all their possessions. They were then given a uniform, and
a number that they were only to be called by.
WHAT WAS THE GOAL VS THE ACTUAL OUTCOME?
The goal of the Stanford Prison Experiment was to see how people’s behavior could change with varying
power dynamics. Zimbardo wanted to test whether it was the environment or simply the people inflicting harm on
5

6

"Charles E. Osgood." National Academy of Sciences, www.nasonline.org/
member-directory/deceased-members/51920.html.

McLeod, Saul. "The Stanford Prison Experiment." Simplypsychology, 2020,
www.simplypsychology.org/zimbardo.html. Accessed 4 May 2021.

the prisoners. The outcome was simple: people do change with different power dynamics. However, the emotional
trauma that the prisoners faced was something that no one expected- not even Zimbardo himself.
SPECIFIC EXPERIENCES:
Craig Haney was a graduate student who participated in the
experiment. He recalled later: “so we put paper bags over their
heads. The first time I saw that, it was shocking. By the next day
we’re putting bags on their heads and not thinking about it”7.
Everyone quickly got used to the power imbalance dynamic. Things
that were supposed to be unacceptable became “normal” to the
subjects.
Prisoner #8618,
originally known as Doug Korpi, came into the experiment as a mentally
stable and regular guy. Thirty-six hours into the test, he had already asked
to be released once, helped generate a prisoner rebellion, and had
multiple breakdowns during confinement. When denied the request to
leave, his mental state drastically declined. One day, he began shouting for
a doctor and screaming that he was “burning up inside.” He became
incredibly paranoid and belligerent. Zimbardo stated that Korpi was the
most ordinary of all the subjects, but he suffered the most. He later
obtained a Ph. D. in clinical psychology and became the chief psychologist
in the San Francisco County Jail.8
WHAT EXACTLY DID THE SUBJECTS GO THROUGH:
These victims endured unique occurrences. When “arrested” — at
their homes and “charged” with armed robbery — they were blindfolded
and shoved into a truck with no knowledge of their surroundings. This
state of mild shock shifted into humiliation when they were
strip-searched — each prisoner was then deloused with a spray to make
them believe that they were abundantly filthy. The prisoners were then
provided a “uniform:” a smock with no underclothes and a massive chain
locked on their right ankle worn at all times. Their hair was shaved off

7

Perry, Susan. "Participants in the Infamous 1971 Stanford Prison Experiment
Reflect on How That Study Changed Their Lives." MinnPost, 25 July 2011,
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participants-infamous-1971-stanford-prison-experiment-reflect-how-study-chang/.
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another-blog-post/.

and they were given numbers to be called by - to make them lose their individuality and make them feel anonymous.
There were some subjects that were placed as guards and had regular
opportunities to exercise their assertiveness including the nights where the prisoners
were harshly awakened from their sleep by the sound of piercing whistles. The guards
were chosen in a few different ways: they were either appointed by Zimbardo (they
were aware of the experiment), or were chosen if they had the ideal physique. The
guards punished the prisoners by making them do push ups, or other physical
punishments. Some guards also forced other prisoners to step on the backs of their
fellow prisoners, or they themselves stepped on their backs while doing push-ups in
order to further dehumanize the inmates.
WHAT PSYCHOLOGICAL ILLNESSES OCCURRED AFTER?
The planned two-week experiment ended prematurely once the
researchers realized that the experiment was getting out of hand. The
prisoners started behaving weirdly, while the guards were becoming more
abusive and sadistic towards the prisoners. With that, it was evident that the
subjects suffered from multiple mental illnesses due to the trauma they
encountered. Each prisoner dealt with identity issues and distorted
self-imagery. After leaving the experiment, the majority of the subjects —
including the guards — suffered post traumatic stress disorder, depression,
anxiety, and conducted self-harm.
QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER:
➢ Should this experiment have been conducted?
➢ What is more important: the way the experiment was handled or the results of the experiment?
➢ Is this experiment ethical?
○

What does your character believe is “ethical?”

➢ Should there be more experiments administered in a similar procedure as this one?
➢ If your position has no perspective on the SPE, consider these questions when curating an opinion:
○

Have they conducted other experiments? Were they “unethical”?

○

Would this experiment benefit your theory by proving it even more?

○

Have they supported experiments that were “unethical”?

➢ What could be the rules of ethics? What acts would your character want to be allowed/forbidden?
○

A set of guidelines to evaluate future experiments

Positions
KEY COLOR CODE FOR POSITIONS:
This means you would like an Ethics Code: 8
This means you are against an Ethics Code: 9
This means they could be swayed either way (up to delegate’s discretion): 7
POSITIONS:
Philip Zimbardo:
You are Philip Zimbarbo, the mastermind behind the Zimbardo Prison
Experiment. You graduated from Yale University, having a PhD in
psychology9. You have spent almost, if not all of your career researching
how and why people change in different social conditions. This is shown
when you designed the Stanford Prison Experiment, to see how people
change acting as different authority positions. As this is your experiment,
you are convinced that it is ethical. Your next steps are to convince
everyone in the committee that it is ethical, and why.

Mortimer J. Adler:
You are Mortimer J. Adler. You are known as an Ethicist, or a Philosopher. You
won the 1985 Golden Plate Award of the American Academy of Achievement10. You
resonate most with Aristotle’s Nicomachean Ethics, as you believe this is called “ethics
of common sense”. You also believe that the brain is a necessary but not a sufficient
condition for thought. You seem to be a bit more radical when it comes to ethics:
things just come down to common sense. With regards to the Stanford Prison
Experiment, you can have two different stances on it. You can either believe that it’s an
experiment that needs to be carried out (hence in favor of the experiment) or you
could also believe that it is not ethical despite whether the results could have a
substantial development in psychology or not.
Arthur Caplan

9

GoodTherapy. 22 July 2015, www.goodtherapy.org/famous-psychologists/
philip-zimbardo.html. Accessed 4 May 2021.
10
"Golden Plate Awardees of the American Academy of Achievement."
www.achievement.org. American Academy of Achievement.

You are Arthur Caplan, the founding director of the Division of Medical Ethics. You are one of the most
influential people in science11. You are a strong believer in ethics, and believe that it is one of the most important
aspects of science. With that being said, you also were involved in a lawsuit- you were doing an experiment that
resulted in the death of your test subject. However, you are a strong believer of ethics, and believe that the whole
point of ethics is to change people and behavior for the better.
B.F Skinner
You are B. F Skinner, a professor of psychology in Harvard University. You believe free will is
an illusion- if the consequences to a certain action are bad, then the action will most likely not
be repeated. If the consequences to a certain behavior is rewarded, then the action will be
repeated. In addition, you also came up with behaviorism: this is when your behavior is solely
based on observable behavior, and not based on thinking or emotion.
Albert Bandura
You are Albert Bandura, a psychologist that
focuses on primarily social science. You are the
originator of social cognitive theory. This describes the influence of
individual experiences and how that can influence individual behavior.
You have also conducted the infamous Bobo doll experiment, an
experiment that showed how young children were influenced by adults. You believe that this could be an important
experiment to psychology, but you do not believe that it is ethical. However with this being said, you also have
conducted unethical experiments, so you have a few choices. While you don't have much opinion about ethics, it is
still somewhat important to you.
Harry Harlow
You are Harry Harlow, an American psychologist that has the most developments in
social and cognitive development. Your most famous experiment is researching the effects
of partial and total isolation of infant monkeys. This is an unethical experiment, where all
social interaction was taken away from some baby monkeys, and they were kept in
isolation for 15 years. At the end of this experiment, the monkeys were completely
psychologically traumatized, and the Board of Ethics reviewed this to be unethical. In this
case, you are in favor of Zimbardo’s experiment. You believe that the results of this
experiment will matter more than the process. You believe that the Stanford Prison
Experiment is ethical, and that the results shown in this experiment will matter more than
the ethics side of it.
11

Ivan Pavlov
You are Ivan Pavlov, a Russian psychologist known for your work in classical
conditioning. Classical conditioning is when one learns how to link two or more
stimuli together, and anticipate events. You won the Nobel Prize for medicine in
1904. In addition, you also had a famous experiment called Pavlov’s Experiment. This
was when you conditioned dogs to salivate even before food was presented, an
example of classical conditioning. However, the dogs were treated unfairly. In some
cases, there were unnecessary surgeries performed on the children and dogs. With
this being said, you are in favor of the Stanford Prison Experiment. You personally
don’t believe it’s unethical, and believe the results will be beneficial for the future of psychology.
Carl R. Rogers
You are Carl R. Rogers, an American psychologist that was one of the founders of the
humanistic approach. You were one of the founders of psychotherapy and counseling. In your
theory, you have 19 propositions. Some of these propositions include “the organism reacts to
the field as it is experienced and perceived. This perceptual field is "reality" for the individual”.
In addition, you also believe that behavior is controlled by the organism’s need to survive .
You believe that the Stanford Prison Experiment is unethical, and believe that Zimbardo is
wrong in pushing such an experiment when it is clearly unethical. You heavily disagree with
Zimbardo.
Jeremy Bentham
You are Jeremy Bentham, an English philosopher. You believe that in order
to be truly happy, you need to know the difference between right and wrong . You
are a firm believer of human rights. You advocate women’s rights, the
decriminalizing of homosexual acts, and the abolishment of slavery as well. You are
one of the spokesmen for human’s rights. Thus, you heavily disagree with
Zimbardo’s experiment. You believe that since the participants could not stop the
experiment when they wanted to, it is a huge violation of human’s rights. You
believe the Stanford Prison Experiment is very unethical.

Immanuel KantYou are Immanuel Kant, a German philosopher, and one of the most
influential Enlightenment thinkers. Your views still affect the fields of ethics,
political theory, and contemporary philosophy. You believe that people
should always respect others' views. You believe that the most important
thing to ethics is to always respect the humanity of others. In regards to the
Stanford Prison Experiment, you believe that it is extremely unethical. You
do not believe that the participants had a choice as to whether they could
drop out of the experiment or not. In addition, you believe Zimbardo did
not respect their wishes at all.
Friedrich Nietzsche
You are Friedrich Nietzsche, a German philosopher and philologist. You became
the youngest person to hold the Chair of Classical Philosophy. Your thoughts of
philosophy are interpreted differently in different languages. Instead of believing “good vs
bad”, you believe “good vs evil”. As your opinion varies in many different ways, your
opinion on the Stanford Prison Experiment varies as well. On one hand, you can believe
that the results will be extremely important to the future of psychology. On another hand,
you can believe that the experiment is extremely unethical. It is up to you.
David Hume
You are David Hume, regarded as one of
the most important philosophers to write in English. Your influence in
cognitive science and developments in ethical theory are still being widely
recognized today. However, with this being said, it is up to you to change
your beliefs. Will you side with the participants and believe it is unethical,
or will you believe that the results are more important than anything? You
can be easily swayed over to each side.
Jean Piaget- You are an influential psychologist and genetic epistemologist; you are best known
for your work with child cognitive development. With your research, you were very precise and
conducted naturalistic observations of the children; however, you did underestimate the abilities
of the children, as the tests were presented in a difficult and cluttered manner.12 With that, you
knew your boundaries and followed the basic Ethic Code as a psychologist and are a strong
advocate for the youth.
12
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W.D Ross- You are a Scottish philosopher and ethicist. You published one of the most
influential pieces of literature for moral philosophy in 1930, which explained the new ethical
theory that you curated. You believe that there are several kinds of prima facie duties (duties
that are obligatory no matter what the situation is), which are fidelity, reparation, gratitude,
justice and fairness, beneficence, self-improvement, and non-malfeasance. You preach that
there are several sources of morality, some of which are promoting happiness and avoiding
negativity, keeping promises, treating others equally, and balancing different obligations.13 You
would not have agreed with the Stanford Prison Experiment as it goes against your theories
and beliefs.
John Money- You are a New Zealand psychologist and sexologist who conducted the John/Joan
Case. In this experiment you studied the gender reassignment of David Reimer — whose penis was
accidentally maimed during a circumcision — by convincing his parents to raise him as a female.
Reimer underwent surgery as an infant and was given female hormones during puberty; however,
he was never told during childhood that he was born with a penis.14 You would support the
Stanford Prison Experiment since you experimented in a similar manner. Take advantage of this
assignment and be comical if you desire.
Martin Seligman- You are an American psychologist. You also created the theory of learned helplessness, which is
when an individual continually faces hardship in an already difficult situation
do they give up and stop trying even if the circumstances alter. You would not
be on Zimbardo’s side because you believe that subjects shouldn’t be
experimented on if there is a possibility that they could experience any sort of
depression.
John Rawls- You are an American ethicist and philosopher. He is
against that justice can be found in utilitarianism since it promotes that
the government would take away the rights of the minority in order for
the majority to be content. Your theory of justice as fairness promotes
that all individuals have equal basic rights within an egalitarian
economic system.15 You would be against Zimbardo’s experiment
because it encourages chaos and a quarrel for power.
13
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Wendell Johnson- You are an American psychologist and actor. You are important as you
are one of the earliest and most influential speech pathologists. You spent most of your life
trying to find a cause and a cure for those with a speech impediment, as well as advocate
the rights for people with this “disability.” You could be for or against the Stanford Prison
Experiment, as yes it may go against your principles; however, it could be an opportunity to
discover the cause of a speech impediment.
Aubrey Levin- You are a South African psychiatrist who
was assigned to “cure” South Africa’s homosexuals. You
conducted electroconvulsive aversion therapy and
forced these individuals to see pictures of naked men, fantasize about them, and
then be subjected to severe shocks. You would be in support of Zimbardo’s
experiment as it dealt with putting subjects through extremely jarring tests.16
Leo Stanley- You are a doctor at California’s San Quentin Prison. You used inmates as subjects
and performed a number of medical experiments on them without their permission. You
performed over 10,000 testicle implants on living prisoners by using testicles from goats, boars,
and executed prisoners.17 You would allow the Stanford Prison Experiment to occur because it
could be as extreme as what you did with the inmates.
Leon Festinger- You are an American psychologist best
known for cognitive dissonance and social comparison
theory. The cognitive dissonance theory is where someone acts upon what they
go against; the social comparison theory is how one evaluates their opinions to
others in order to reduce uncertainty. You could go either
way as this experiment can be an opportunity to further
investigate your theory; however, this experiment could
also disprove your established theories.
Carney Landis- You created an experiment to investigate the difference between each
individual’s facial expression when experiencing common emotions. With that, he forced his
subjects to decapitate a live rat, and if they rejected, Landis would behead the rat for them and
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make them intensely watch him.18 You are for the Stanford Prison Experiment as it could go to extreme measures and
take unique steps as you did with your facial experiment.
Muzafer Sherif- You are a Turkish- American social psychologist who conducted the
Robbers Cave Experiment which supported your realistic conflict theory. Your
experiment became the model for future psychologists that are attempting to break
any patterns of hostility within certain groups. You brought a group of preteen boys
to a summer camp and forced them to compete against one another and
manipulated the outcome of these contests. You studied how conflict develops and
grows between groups. You could either be for or against the Zimbardo experiment
since it could either further prove your theory by seeing if there is any conflict
amongst the inmates and guards, or you could be against it since it could be more
“extreme” than your procedure.19
Charles E. Osgood- You are an American psychologist who made a significant
contribution to psychology because of your development of semantic differential, which is
an instrument that determines the perceptions of a subject.20 You are also known for your
research on behaviorism vs. cognitivism and your huge effort on world peace. You would
be against the Stanford Prison Experiment as it goes against your morals on serenity.

18

"What Are the Top 10 Unethical Psychology Experiments?" Online Psychology
Degrees, Sept. 2019, www.online-psychology-degrees.org/study/
top-unethical-experiments-psychology/.
19
"Muzafer Sherif, 82, Psychologist Who Studied Hostility of Groups." New York
Times, 27 Oct. 1988, www.nytimes.com/1988/10/27/obituaries/
muzafer-sherif-82-psychologist-who-studied-hostility-of-groups.html.
20
"Charles E. Osgood." National Academy of Sciences, www.nasonline.org/
member-directory/deceased-members/51920.html.

