Business Ethics – November 19 – 2015


Profit and Product Safety:


Fight Club – Can you put a price on human life? 

Ford Pinto – (1970) A new feature for American Cars – priced like an economic import, designed to compete with the new cars that were entering America (foreign imports). (Especially of the Japanese variety.) Ford Pinto's were known for exploding when vehicles would hit them from behind with too much force. The gas tank and the bumper would collide, creating a fiery explosion, and due to the flimsy, thin metal of the vehicle, the car would compress, and the doors would not open, thus trapping the victims inside their car, and burning them to death. In 1971, there were 180 deaths due to being burned alive. Ford chose to ignore this issue, and let the people burn. The cost to repair the entirety of their mistakes would cost them an estimated $137 million. Thus, by making the decision to not recall the cars, and allowing the customers to continue driving the Pinto, Ford had put a price tag on human life. 

Milton Friedman (20th century American Economist):  Student vs Milton in discussion regarding Pinto's. (Youtube)

What are you willing to pay for your safety?

The Third Man (1949) – Ferris Wheel Scene (Movie): The people on the ground are ants. If I make millions, then what does their life matter to me? 

David Hume (18th century Scottish Philosopher): He believed empathy has its natural limits. Empathy is governed by space and time. People will naturally treat others as numbers. We only care naturally about those that are close to us. It must be this way, as life would be terrible if you felt the same grief for all deaths equally. 

We treat ourselves and all people as numbers. 

Psychological Experiments. Suppose there was a button, and every time you push the button, some innocent person you don't know dies. Every time you press this button, you win a million dollars. 

The fact that you walk outside the door to leave your house every morning, says that your life is worth some sort of numerical value. 

Product Safety:


Testing on Animals 
1.) Cartesian Argument (Rene Descartes - 17th Century French Philosopher) “Animals don't feel pain. An animal is just like a machine.”

2.) “Might Makes Right” - They're only animals, we are their superior. If that is the argument, then why not experiment on weaker people? 

3.) The knowledge argument. This states that we need to experiment on animals, as there is no way to make medical advancements unless we experiment on animals. An argument that stands though is, “if that's the case, we would get better knowledge by just experimenting on humans.” 

Another argument is: Don't use animals. (PETA)
1.) No pain/yes pain argument. It is immoral to cause pain to another being.

2.) You must get informed consent. 

3.) The no harm argument. “I wait until you fall asleep, then I knock you unconscious and conduct these experiments while you're unconscious.” 

4.) The innocence argument. Justice is a 2 sided coin (either guilty or innocent). Animals and small children are neither innocent or guilty. 

BBC Child Slavery – African children forced to fish with “masters” in order to provide money for this “business” that this mother runs. 
 Ethical Relativism. Is there a universal standard, for moral right and wrong. 

Slaves: When a human being is the property of another. 

“Everything that has happened in the past, cannot be judged.” 

The children in this video are “just numbers” 
