What is the key law and society conclusion about the exercise of perceived legitimate authority in a closed setting (such as a prison) resulting from the Stanford Prison Experiment? 	
Stanford Prison Experiment was an experiment which was conducted by the psychologist Philip Zimbardo to look on the consequences of either being a prison guard or a prisoner. Zimbardo’s main aim was to know how people react or behave when placed in a prison. From the experiment, the Zimbardo learnt that the prison guards were abusive that made the prisoners stressful and anxiety over the treatment by the guards. The interaction between the guard and the prisoner was hostile, dehumanize, aggressive and abusive on the sides of the prisoners that made them become depressed or even experienced negative emotions. 
Therefore, from Zimbardo, this experiment showed how powerful a role can be applied to those who are less powerful. Like, in this case, the prison guard was the powerful people in the society where they behave in a way of dehumanizing the less powerful who were the prisoners hence becoming passive and depressed in the society. The prison guards were abusive and arrogant to the prisoners who were powerless in such discourse that made the prisoners stressful about the guard's acts towards them. These have a clear implication that those who have no power in society were being harassed and abused by those powerful people.  
Do you agree or disagree that the end (the key sociological conclusion of the experiment) justified the means (the method of experimentation on human subjects)? Give reasons for your answer
I agree that that the end which is the key sociological conclusion of the experiment justified the means. According to Zimbardo’s research, it is clear that brutality which was imposed by prison guards especially those prisons in American was because of the dispositional by the guards or the situations in the prison that forced them to act in such way.  Also, these were might be caused by another factor like superiority that the prison guards needed to act upon the prisoners or sometimes they are being controlled by the code of conduct that direct them to do their duties the way they do. Therefore, the key sociological conclusion of the experiment justified the means.
Response
The Milgram obedience experiment was so crucial as compared to that of Stanford Prison Experiment since it provides t with a real framework with a reference to the contemporary real-life situation which is highly destructive obedience. In Milgram, no one was harmed nor showed any results which are contrary to the Stanford prison experiment which had full of inhuman by the prison guard. Therefore, Stanford Prison Experiment had been criticized for not justifying the continuation of the treatment of the prisoners and lack of valid knowledge from those who involved in the experiment even though the Zimbardo was the main actor he was unable to predict on how the experiment could turn out to be. As such Stanford Prison Experiment was an invalid experiment as compared to the Milgram obedient experiment.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
