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Agenda

* Does government regulation improve safety?

Would you drive if risk of dying were doubled?

What is the best auto safety investment you can
make?

What is the worst safety device sold today?

Should we sacrifice innocent lives for higher
profits or a cleaner environment?

These are some of the questions we will answer in thehoext



Risk — John Adams

* [40%] Egalitarians: defer to reference groups [Volvo,
SUV] [experts] “if everyone else is doing it ...”

* [30%] Fatalists: submissive, superstitious & rationally
ignorant [media] [external factors] “It wasn’t my fault”

* [20%] Hierarchists: command & control authoritarians
[Ralph Nadar] [Law] “There oughtta be a law ...”

* [10%] Individualists: cause-effect [skydivers, NTSB]
[you] “100% personal responsibility at all times”

Think about an auto accident youbdve beece

John Adams in his bodRisk defines four broad categories of attitudes
towards risk and their approximate proportions in society.



Yearly Unadjusted Auto Fatalities
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Back in the early 1960s, a hopelessly naive and ignorant young man named
Ralph Nadar looked at the following auto fatality data



A Sucker Born Every Minute

“... this mass trauma began rising sharply four
years ago, reflecting new and unexpected
ravages by the motor vehicle. A 1959 DOC
report projected that 51,000 persons would be
killed by automobiles in 1975. That figure will
probably be reached in 1965, a decade ahead of
schedule.” — Ralph Nader, Unsafe At Any
Speed (1965)

He concluded in the introduction to his boblysafe at Any Speged



Notice how he wants to discipline the automobile by passing laws, exhibiting
fatalist and hierarchical qualities



