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Stanley Milgram’s Experiment
The studies done by the psychologist Stanley Milgram at Yale University extensively explain the reason behind individuals’ obedience to the authority in social psychology. Milgram performs an experiment called “The Milgram Shock Experiment” in which participants receive orders to administer electric shock on other people (Dolinski & Grzyb, 2016). In the experiment, Milgram focuses on identifying conflicts existing when it comes to obeying the authority and how personal obedience reflects a person’s conscience. Milgram examines justifications given by the accused during World War II on their genocide acts. During the trials of Nuremberg War Crimes, the accused makes their defense by basing it to “obedience.” They emphasize that their genocide acts during the war were out of following orders given to them from the superiors. This paper discusses the Milgram’s experiment, its aims and explains how the findings relate to an individual’s responsibility in the current society and obedience of authority. 
Theoretically, Stanley Milgram asserts that individuals in society display two types of behavior states in the community. The theory argues that people experience an autonomous state and agentic state while in the social situation (Haslam et al., 2015). In theory, Milgram explains that individuals in the city determine how they will act or behave out of their consent. They also become responsible for committing an act which bears various results. Milgram emphasizes that people direct their actions without being driven by any other person. The agentic state, on the other hand, says that individuals in the society allow other people to determine what they will do in the next minute, hour or day. After committing an act, the person in the agentic state holds whoever send him or her to carry the action responsible for the results or consequences of the acts. In this case, the person acts on behalf of the will of the person giving orders. 
Milgram expounds the theory by saying that there exist two things which have to occur for an individual to enter an agentic state. First, the person giving orders should qualify to direct people in doing various activities. The person giving orders is legitimate, and those receiving orders assume that he or she can defend them in case they encounter a problem which requires them to become responsible for acting on behalf of their superior’s will. Secondly, the person receiving orders must believe that the superior person or authority will assume responsibility for their actions. Milgram asserts that those accepting orders cannot act on behalf of another person’s will unless they have been assured or are sure that the authority will assume the responsibility of their actions or behavior. The agency theory asserts that people in the society will show obedience to the authority once they believe that it can take responsibilities for every act they undertake on its behalf. Otherwise, if the authority shows a lack of responsibility for the actions carried out then individuals given orders cannot act as per the requirements. 
Milgram provides evidence to back up the two states of behavior displayed in theory. For example, he says that on experimenting, the participants disobeyed orders given to them by their superiors when they were told that they would take responsibility for their actions. Almost all the participants refused or unwillingly undertook the activity because they were not willing to become responsible for committing illegal acts. In contrast, if the experimenter assumed the responsibility for every action, then all participants would participate in undertaking actions because they know no one will hold them responsible. Consequently, the acts of participants in the experiment show lack of ethical responsibility among the individuals involved.  As Milgram says, the participants are willing to obey orders if the experimenter assumes the responsibility, but they defy the order if he does not assure them of the responsibility. 
Regarding the studies conducted by Milgram, it is evidence, that people in the society can go as far as it can take them to execute an action even if it involves hurting someone to show obedience to the authority as long as they are not held responsible for the acts.  Milgram finds out that ordinary people can get influenced to commit atrocities such as the case in German during the World War II. during the Nazi killings, Germans commit numerous genocide acts, and yet they still perceive themselves innocent by claiming that they are obedient to the authority. Besides, Milgram explains that ordinary people in the community tend to obey orders given to them by other people especially who are superior or from the authority because they assume that it is morally as long as the act is legally based.  The response showed by people to legitimate authority reflects lessons learned in various situations at the workplace, home and families. Individuals in the society have been confirmed to follow orders from their parents at home, teachers at school and the authority as long as they believe the person in charge is legitimate. 

The act of following orders from the authority is unquestionable because people believe that it is legally right. In the article, “The Perils of Obedience,” Milgram says, “For many people, obedience is a deeply ingrained behavior tendency, indeed a potent impulse overriding training in ethics, sympathy, and moral conduct” (Murray, 2016). Regarding the statement, many people in society believe that individuals should obey the authority because this is a perception created in them since their childhood.  Also, Milgram emphasizes that society learned to submit to the authority and orders from legitimate persons from the ancient period. He says that from the old days, the community keeps obeying the commands without questioning whether it can disobey.  However, Milgram says, “The legal and philosophic aspects of obedience are of enormous import, but they say very little about how most people behave in concrete situations.”  it is, therefore, unreasonable to propose that obedience of authority and legitimate people show or determines how individuals behave in the society. 
According to the ethical theory on social responsibility, people in society should show responsibility for meeting civic duties. The acts of a person should not only benefit an individual but also aim at helping the entire society (Dyck & Mulej, 2014). In this case, individuals in the nation must ensure that they balance both the welfare of the community and economic growth. This ensures a stable equilibrium in the state and accomplishment of social responsibility.  The equilibrium indicates positive progress when the community manages to balance both the welfare of each person and the economy of the country. However, an ethical system is the foundation for building social responsibility among people because it ethically validates an action before it gets in motion. By validating the action, ethical social responsibility theory holds an individual responsible in case he or she fails to perform activities that benefit the community but only the individual interests. If the activity or behavior undertaken brings harm to the community, then the act indicates social irresponsibility. The theory applies to individuals who incorporate it into daily behaviors or actions. People from various areas take personal responsibility to behave in a manner that benefits both the individual and the whole society.  
[bookmark: _GoBack]Regarding ethical requirements and social responsibility, it is wrong for a person to make a decision that causes harm to society. On relating social responsibility and Milgram’s experiment on obedience, it is morally wrong for a person to execute an action that will bring pain to society (Dyck & Mulej, 2014). The moral values inherited and passed to generations in society indicate the difference between what is right or wrong.  Consequently, people in the nation should avoid indulging in acts that can lead to death or injury of an innocent person. The entire community should become socially responsible for ensuring that the welfare of each person and economy gets balanced. Each person has the responsibility to make the right choices. In case a person makes decisions that benefit his or her own priorities, then the individuals show social irresponsibility. The community, therefore, should promote and encourage actions that benefit the nation rather than holding on ancient statutes obligating individuals to obey orders and undertake harmful activities which lead to loss. 
In conclusion, the Milgram’s experiment on finding out the perception of people on obedience in the society shows that ordinary people can follow orders by performing activities as long as they believe the authority is legally right. Ordinary people can even carry out duties that involve killing an innocent person because they believe that society will not hold them responsible for the act. As mentioned in the paper, the Germans commit Nazi killings and defend themselves by demanding that they were following orders. Besides, the experiment by Milgram also shows that individuals are willing to carry any activity disregard of whether it is harmful to society if they get assured that no one will blame. However, the ethical theory in social responsibility contrasts with the perception of following orders in the society by emphasizing that each person should become responsible for whatever action he or she undertakes. The entire community should, therefore, ensure that it does activities that will benefit each person in the state.  
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