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Discussion on the Milgram and Stanford Prison Experiments
Questions: Based upon the results of the Milgram and Stanford Prison Experiments, do you think individuals who "compromise their own ethics in order to obey authority" are responsible for the treatment of another if the authority figure was giving instructions to harm the other individual?
Based on the two experiments, it is quite evident that individuals tend to compromise on their moral ethics as they seek to obey the authority that is in place. Most of the individuals hold back on what they actually feel or would wish to say just because of the presence of this authority. Therefore, none of the individuals is able to speak against a certain action that may cause harm to another individual because of this fear. In view of this, the harm that may occur to this person is as a result of the silence of another who has decided to lie down on the principles that he believes in. 
Thus, the individual is responsible for the kind of treatment that the other individual is undergoing as he needs to speak out against the oppression that the other person may be facing. In order to deal with oppressors, individuals need to voice their concerns even if the mistreatment is not actually on them. They will challenge the authority together by demanding on their rights to be upheld at all times. Thus, I think and believe that the person who compromises on the ethics that he has just because he is not the one facing the bad treatment is responsible for whatever harm that may befall another in his presence.
