Stanford Prison Experiment — Homework #3
DUE NEXT CLASS PERIOD!

Watch the video “Quiet Rage - the Stanford Prison Experiment” and answer the following using complete
sentences and proper grammar:

1. Describe, in detail, the study and its findings.

2. What concepts in the text (CH 15) does this study relate to?

3. Were there ethical or methodological aspects of the study that make it less reliable? If so, explain what they
are and why they are a concern.



4.  Given the ethics of this study, would you choose to use this data for your research? Why or why not?

5. Give a current example of an event that this study applies to and explain how the event is similar or
different from the study.



Grading Rubric

Criteria

Excellent (A)

5 points

Above Average (B)
4 points

Adequate (C)
3 points

Undeveloped (D)
2 points

Unsatisfactory (F)
1 point

Content

Critical
Thinking

Social
Responsibility
and Application

Mechanics

Content is accurate
to the topic

and provides
insightful and
complex connections
beyond the base
material.

Analysis or
explanation of the
evidence is precise
with elaborative
elements (often
reaching beyond the
topic matter).

Examples of the
claims offered by the
author are complex
and pointed.

Structure of paper is
logical and
complete.
Paragraphs are
concise, relevant,
and relatable to the
topic.

Content is accurate to
the topic and illustrates
connections beyond the
base material.

Analysis or explanation
of the evidence is
precise and poignant.

Examples of the claims
offered by the author
are complex without
convolution to point.

Structure of paper is
logical and complete.
Paragraphs are concise,
relevant, and relatable
to the topic.

Content is accurate to
the topic.

Analysis or
explanation of the
evidence is adequate:
not assumptive or
superficial.

Examples of the
claims offered by the

author are appropriate.

Structure of paper is
logical and mostly
complete. Paragraphs
are concise and
relevant, but may not
be relatable to the
topic.

Content is
inadequate or weak:
required topics are
lacking, missing, or
misrepresented.

Analysis or
explanation of the
evidence is
superficial or
assumptive.

Examples of the
claims offered by
the author are
confusing.

Structure of paper is
convoluted or
logically flawed.
Paragraphs are
disjointed.

Content is incomplete:
required topics are
lacking, missing, or
misrepresented.

Little or no analysis or
explanation of the
evidence.

Examples do not
support the claims
offered by the author.

Paragraphs are
unrelated.



