Response to Wang Mingye
Reaction to Stanford Experiment 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Hi Wang,
It is true that the Phillip Zimbardo’s experiment was crucial in the development of Social Psychology field. This is despite the ethical issues that accompanied it as it revealed that all human being can turn into oppressors. In particular, the experiment enabled the psychologists to learn that atavistic traits are within everyone. Phillip’s experiment enables to learn that only a slight nudge is necessary for one to become a ruthless tyrant.     



Response to Wang
Hi Wang,
11.6 Biological Approaches – I have read your post and while it is true that biology or genetics, for that matter, play an important role in determining who a person becomes or how they behave, I think the environment plays a more significant role. To me, this is essentially an extension of the nature vs. nurture debate. There are numerous examples that support this perspective, but one that comes to mind right away is that of the British athlete Mohamed Farah. I’ve never heard of another athlete from his native Somalia, yet Farah shares genes with them. Similarly, siblings raised by the same parents in the same household usually turn out quite differently. I once read in Outliers by Malcolm Gladwell that biology plays a role, but only to a given level beyond which circumstances take over. I agree with him.   
11.8 Cultural Understandings of Personality – I love the way you explain this section and its relevance to real life. Indeed culture plays a significant role in defining personality. The East vs. West comparison that you make is apt. It seems moving from one culture into another one makes it possible to really appreciate how different cultures affect personality. I mean, I can see how differently people from different cultural backgrounds behave in general, but I guess moving from one cultural background to another one can make the differences almost tangible.      
