
 

Ford estimated 

that 2,100 

burned Pinto 

cars would 

have to be 

reimbursed 

+ 

Each car 

reimbursement 

cost 

$700 

 

Ford estimated 

that 180 people 

would die from the 

Pinto’s weak fuel 

tank 

+ 

The U.S. 

Government 

valued each 

human life at 

$200,000 

 

Ford estimated 

that 180 people would 

be seriously burned 

from the Pinto’s 

weak fuel tank 

+ 

Insurance 

companies 

valued each 

serious injury 

at $67,000 

    

  
    

    
      

The cost of car reimbursements 

was about $1.5M + 

The cost of deaths 

was about $36M + 

The cost of serious injuries 

was about $12M 
  

12.5M Pinto cars 

required fixing + 

It cost 11$ 

to fix 

each Pinto car 

 

     
      

  

  

A person 

injured by a burning car 

suffers intensely 

 + 

The total cost 

for not fixing the 

Pinto’s weak 

fuel tank was 

about $49.5M 

+ 

A person 

paying extra for 

a car suffers 

mildly  

+ 

The total cost 

for fixing the Pinto’s weak fuel 

tank would have been $137M 

             
     

The buyer alone is 

responsible for 

checking the quality 

and suitability of 

goods before 

purchase 

 

In fact,  

about 60 people died 

and 120 got seriously burned 

(which is even less  

than predicted) 

  

One should seek to 

minimize 

overall suffering 
+ 

The suffering generated by the 

Pinto’s larger price tag would 

have been greater than that 

generated by the Pinto’s fires 

(by a ratio of 3-to-1) 

 

The Pinto’s 

cost-minimizing 

design was 

unprecedented 

   
      

            
 

Ford is free to put 

out whatever car 

design it sees fit 

 

Ford’s numerical 

estimates were 

correct 

 + 
 

If Ford’s numerical estimates were correct, 

then Ford was right 

to release the Pinto with its weak fuel tank 

 

The question of what 

counts as “weak” can 

only be assessed by 

comparison with 

industry standards 

+ 

There were no 

industry 

standards to 

compare with 

 

 
   

     
  

    Ford was right to release the Pinto with its weak fuel tank   

https://www.autosafety.org/wp-content/uploads/import/phpq3mJ7F_FordMemo.pdf
https://www.autosafety.org/wp-content/uploads/import/phpq3mJ7F_FordMemo.pdf
https://www.autosafety.org/wp-content/uploads/import/phpq3mJ7F_FordMemo.pdf


 

 

 

 

 
 

  

 

   

 

 
 

Ford did not make the 

results of its crash tests 

public 

  

 

   

 

   

The Pinto’s weak 

fuel tank resulted in 

recalls, lawsuits, 

criminal prosecution, 

and bad publicity  

 

  

Ford knew that, by not 

fixing the Pinto’s weak fuel 

tank, some people would 

die or be seriously burned 

 

Customers should only 

buy what their 

fully informed selves 

would buy 
+ 

Customers who bought 

the Ford Pinto 

were not 

fully informed 

  

     

       

  

Not fixing the 

Pinto’s weak 

fuel tank 

damaged Ford’s 

reputation 

+ 

Long-term damage 

to a company's 

reputation 

can cost more than 

short-term gain 

from sales 

 
One should never 

knowingly allow 

anyone to be 

physically 

harmed 

+ 

Ford knowingly 

allowed 

someone to be 

physically 

harmed 

 

No customer who knows 

what we now know about 

the Pinto’s fuel tank would 

agree to buy that car 
+ 

A car manufacturer 

should only produce 

cars that customers 

want to buy 

 

  

   

 

    

 
 

             Ford was not right to release the Pinto with its weak fuel tank    

https://www.motherjones.com/files/v2n8_sept1977-pinto.pdf
https://www.autosafety.org/wp-content/uploads/import/phpq3mJ7F_FordMemo.pdf
http://time.com/4723114/50-worst-cars-of-all-time/
http://time.com/4723114/50-worst-cars-of-all-time/
http://time.com/4723114/50-worst-cars-of-all-time/

