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Response to Ted Video: Our buggy moral code
Predictable irrationality does not clearly come out from the video. Some of the examples given seem not come out in a way that convinces us of what predictable irrationality is. On the other hand, the same examples do not emphasize on what it takes to undergo and suffer from predictable irrationality. Nevertheless, the presentation is extremely humorous an aspect that is clearly demonstrated by the audience in the video.
I do not totally agree that nurses tend to use the aspect of predictable irrationality while they are taking care of the patients. This seems to be a total lie having in mind that the nurses usually pass through professional training which imparts them with the right skills and procedures to follow when they are giving out their treatment. Thus, this does not really justify as to why the nurses never opted to follow what Dan was proposing and instead went on to follow their way of doing things professionally. Although they despised his contribution towards his treatment, this cannot be a full conviction that predictable irrationality was being utilized by the nurses.
Having done a number of experiments on the level of pain intensity that people went through after crunching their fingers, Dan tends to conclude that the nurses were wrong since they could have started treating the parts with less pain progressing to the parts with more pain. However, this comes out as a mere idea trying to justify his position. To me and any other person with a sound mind cannot believe in such a mere assumption which is fully baseless. I mean that it is so awkward to go proposing to professionals of what they are supposed to do and yet they have been doing the same thing for years which is in line with their training and code of ethics.
The aspect of predictable irrationality is well demonstrated by Dan when he gives an example of student cheating during an exam. Now, this becomes the clear conviction of what predictable irrationality is in a way that a normal human being with a sound mind can understand. I agree with Dan argument that students tend to continue cheating after weighing the cost-benefit analysis and at the end of the day, they prefer cheating a little for a longer duration.
As Dan continue to use the economic experiences to justify the aspect or the idea of predictable irrationality, we get to agree with this concept and fall in the same line of thinking. The reason as to why the predictable irrationality concept starts to make sense comes from the fact that economic analysis and the decisions people make is an obvious thing. I mean everybody makes economic choices after weighing the cost and the benefits of adopting such decisions.
What I agree with Dan is that doing more research on the aspect of predictable irrationality can help him to justify his position. On the other hand, more research on the same will help Dan to convey the idea in a layman language that is understandable to most of the people. Having people grasp the concept makes it easier for them to evade the aspect of predictable irrationality instead of living by it every day.
Despite having disagreed with the ideas that Dan gives to justify his position about predictable irrationality, to some extent it seems to make some sense although somehow he comes out to contradict himself. The aspect of contradiction is the one that makes his ideas not to come out clearly thus facing a lot of criticism from many people me being included. Nevertheless, this becomes a good attempt at making people be aware of the irrationality that exists and that which is usually predicted by most of the people in the society.
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