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Global Cooling, Patriotic Prostitutes, and Why Suicide Bombers Should Buy Life InsuranceThe
New York Times best-selling Freakonomics was a worldwide sensation, selling more than four
million copies in 35 languages and changing the way we look at the world. Steven D. Levitt and
Stephen J. Dubner return with Superfreakonomics, and fans and newcomers alike will find that
the freakquel is even bolder, funnier, and more surprising than the first.SuperFreakonomics
challenges the way we think all over again, exploring the hidden side of everything with such
questions as: How is a street prostitute like a department-store Santa? What do hurricanes,
heart attacks, and highway deaths have in common? Can eating kangaroo save the planet?
Levitt and Dubner mix smart thinking and great storytelling like no one else. By examining how
people respond to incentives, they show the world for what it really is: good, bad, ugly, and, in
the final analysis, super freaky.Freakonomics has been imitated many times over - but only now,
with SuperFreakonomics, has it met its match.

Advance praise for The Life You Can Save“Part plea, part manifesto, part handbook, this short
and surprisingly compelling book sets out to answer two difficult questions: why people in
affluent countries should donate money to fight global poverty and how much each should
give. . . . Singer doesn’t ask readers to choose between asceticism and self-indulgence; his
solution can be found in the middle, and it is reasonable and rewarding for all.”–Publishers
Weekly (starred review)“If you think you can’t afford to give money to the needy, I urge you to
read this book. If you think you’re already giving enough, and to the right places, still I urge you to
read this book. In The Life You Can Save, Peter Singer makes a strong case–logical and factual,
but also emotional–for why each of us should be doing more for the world’s impoverished. This
book will challenge you to be a better person.”–Holden Karnofsky, co-founder, GiveWell“In The
Life You Can Save, Peter Singer challenges each of us to ask: Am I willing to make poverty
history? Skillfully weaving together parable, philosophy, and hard statistics, he tackles the most
familiar moral, ethical, and ideological obstacles to building a global culture of philanthropy, and
sets the bar for how we as citizens might do our part to empower the world’s poor.”–Raymond C.
Offenheiser, president, Oxfam AmericaAbout the AuthorPeter Singer is Ira W. DeCamp
Professor of Bioethics at Princeton University. He is the author, co-author, or editor of more than
thirty books, including Animal Liberation, widely considered to be the founding statement of the
animal rights movement, Practical Ethics,and One World: Ethics and Globalization.Excerpt. ©
Reprinted by permission. All rights reserved.Chapter 1Saving a ChildOn your way to work, you
pass a small pond. On hot days, children sometimes play in the pond, which is only about knee-
deep. The weather’s cool today, though, and the hour is early, so you are surprised to see a child
splashing about in the pond. As you get closer, you see that it is a very young child, just a



toddler, who is flailing about, unable to stay upright or walk out of the pond. You look for the
parents or babysitter, but there is no one else around. The child is unable to keep his head
above the water for more than a few seconds at a time. If you don’t wade in and pull him out, he
seems likely to drown. Wading in is easy and safe, but you will ruin the new shoes you bought
only a few days ago, and get your suit wet and muddy. By the time you hand the child over to
someone responsible for him, and change your clothes, you’ll be late for work. What should you
do?I teach a course called Practical Ethics. When we start talking about global poverty, I ask my
students what they think you should do in this situation. Predictably, they respond that you
should save the child. “What about your shoes? And being late for work?” I ask them. They brush
that aside. How could anyone consider a pair of shoes, or missing an hour or two at work, a
good reason for not saving a child’s life?In 2007, something resembling this hypothetical
situation actually occurred near Manchester, England. Jordon Lyon, a ten-year-old boy, leaped
into a pond after his stepsister Bethany slipped in. He struggled to support her but went under
himself. Anglers managed to pull Bethany out, but by then Jordon could no longer be seen. They
raised the alarm, and two auxiliary policemen soon arrived; they refused to enter the pond to find
Jordon. He was later pulled out, but attempts at resuscitation failed. At the inquest on Jordon’s
death, the policemen’s inaction was defended on the grounds that they had not been trained to
deal with such situations. The mother responded: “If you’re walking down the street and you see
a child drowning you automatically go in that water . . . You don’t have to be trained to jump in
after a drowning child.”1I think it’s safe to assume that most people would agree with the
mother’s statement. But consider that, according to UNICEF, nearly 10 million children under five
years old die each year from causes related to poverty. Here is just one case, described by a
man in Ghana to a researcher from the World Bank:Take the death of this small boy this
morning, for example. The boy died of measles. We all know he could have been cured at the
hospital. But the parents had no money and so the boy died a slow and painful death, not of
measles but out of poverty.2Think about something like that happening 27,000 times every day.
Some children die because they don’t have enough to eat. More die, like that small boy in
Ghana, from measles, malaria, diarrhea, and pneumonia, conditions that either don’t exist in
developed nations, or, if they do, are almost never fatal. The children are vulnerable to these
diseases because they have no safe drinking water, or no sanitation, and because when they do
fall ill, their parents can’t afford any medical treatment. UNICEF, Oxfam, and many other
organizations are working to reduce poverty and provide clean water and basic health care, and
these efforts are reducing the toll. If the relief organizations had more money, they could do
more, and more lives would be saved.Now think about your own situation. By donating a
relatively small amount of money, you could save a child’s life. Maybe it takes more than the
amount needed to buy a pair of shoes—but we all spend money on things we don’t really need,
whether on drinks, meals out, clothing, movies, concerts, vacations, new cars, or house
renovation. Is it possible that by choosing to spend your money on such things rather than
contributing to an aid agency, you are leaving a child to die, a child you could have saved?



Poverty TodayA few years ago, the World Bank asked researchers to listen to what the poor are
saying. They were able to document the experiences of 60,000 women and men in seventy-
three countries. Over and over, in different languages and on different continents, poor people
said that poverty meant these things:•You are short of food for all or part of the year, often eating
only one meal per day, sometimes having to choose between stilling your child’s hunger or your
own, and sometimes being able to do neither.•You can’t save money. If a family member falls ill
and you need money to see a doctor, or if the crop fails and you have nothing to eat, you have to
borrow from a local moneylender and he will charge you so much interest at the debt continues
to mount and you may never be free of it.•You can’t afford to send your children to school, or if
they do start school, you have to take them out again if the harvest is poor.•You live in an
unstable house, made with mud or thatch that you need to rebuild every two or three years, or
after severe weather.•You have no nearby source of safe drinking water. You have to carry your
water a long way, and even then, it can make you ill unless you boil it.But extreme poverty is not
only a condition of unsatisfied material needs. It is often accompanied by a degrading state of
powerlessness. Even in countries that are democracies and are relatively well governed,
respondents to the World Bank survey described a range of situations in which they had to
accept humiliation without protest. If someone takes what little you have, and you complain to
the police, they may not listen to you. Nor will the law necessarily protect you from rape or sexual
harassment. You have a pervading sense of shame and failure because you cannot provide for
your children. Your poverty traps you, and you lose hope of ever escaping from a life of hard
work for which, at the end, you will have nothing to show beyond bare survival.3The World Bank
defines extreme poverty as not having enough income to meet the most basic human needs for
adequate food, water, shelter, clothing, sanitation, health care, and education. Many people are
familiar with the statistic that one billion people are living on less than one dollar per day. That
was the World Bank’s poverty line until 2008, when better data on international price
comparisons enabled it to make a more accurate calculation of the amount people need to meet
their basic needs. On the basis of this calculation, the World Bank set the poverty line at $1.25
per day. The number of people whose income puts them under this line is not 1 billion but 1.4
billion. That there are more people living in extreme poverty than we thought is, of course, bad
news, but the news is not all bad. On the same basis, in 1981 there were 1.9 billion people living
in extreme poverty. That was about four in every ten people on the planet, whereas now fewer
than one in four are extremely poor.South Asia is still the region with the largest number of
people living in extreme poverty, a total of 600 million, including 455 million in India. Economic
growth has, however, reduced the proportion of South Asians living in extreme poverty from 60
percent in 1981 to 42 percent in 2005. There are another 380 million extremely poor people in
sub-Saharan Africa, where half the population is extremely poor—and that is the same
percentage as in 1981. The most dramatic reduction in poverty has been in East Asia, although
there are still more than 200 million extremely poor Chinese, and smaller numbers elsewhere in
the region. The remaining extremely poor people are distributed around the world, in Latin



America and the Caribbean, the Pacific, the Middle East, North Africa, Eastern Europe, and
Central Asia.4In response to the “$1.25 a day” figure, the thought may cross your mind that in
many developing countries, it is possible to live much more cheaply than in the industrialized
nations. Perhaps you have even done it yourself, backpacking around the world, living on less
than you would have believed possible. So you may imagine that this level of poverty is less
extreme than it would be if you had to live on that amount of money in the United States, or any
industrialized nation. If such thoughts did occur to you, you should banish them now, because
the World Bank has already made the adjustment in purchasing power: Its figures refer to the
number of people existing on a daily total consumption of goods and services—whether earned
or home-grown—comparable to the amount of goods and services that can be bought in the
United States for $1.25.In wealthy societies, most poverty is relative. People feel poor because
many of the good things they see advertised on television are beyond their budget—but they do
have a television. In the United States, 97 percent of those classified by the Census Bureau as
poor own a color TV. Three quarters of them own a car. Three quarters of them have air
conditioning. Three quarters of them have a VCR or DVD player. All have access to health care.5
I am not quoting these figures in order to deny that the poor in the United States face genuine
difficulties. Nevertheless, for most, these difficulties are of a different order than those of the
world’s poorest people. The 1.4 billion people living in extreme poverty are poor by an absolute
standard tied to the most basic human needs. They are likely to be hungry for at least part of
each year. Even if they can get enough food to fill their stomachs, they will probably be
malnourished because their diet lacks essential nutrients. In children, malnutrition stunts growth
and can cause permanent brain damage. The poor may not be able to afford to send their
children to school. Even minimal health care services are usually beyond their means.Read more
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G. C. Carter, “A must-read fact-based book on topics including Climate Change, human nature
and related topics. I enjoyed virtually all of SuperFreakonomics, Illustrated edition by Steven D.
Levitt & Stephen J. Dubner. It was filled with interesting data-derived fascinating facts; the book
was well worth the purchase price. As to things that were less than attractive to this reader, I
found some of the features having to do with providing illustrations that took the publishing
company effort, were unappealing to this reader; only the entire inserted illustration could be
highlighted. There were several topics that held little interest to this reader that could have been
left out or replaced with other material, but I didn’t write nor publish the book so it wasn’t my call.
Some of the items of interest that made the book worth purchasing, reading and studying
included: evidence that practice indeed makes perfect and that takes a particular type of
practice and therefore to do lots of it one should truly do what you love. The authors write about
many topics including the pollution caused by horses and attempts to solve the related manure
problem. While not necessarily politically correct, the authors point out that women who during
their pregnancies fast in accordance with their religious beliefs will have children who are “more
likely to exhibit developmental aftereffects.” The authors demonstrate the difficulty in deciding
which doctors are most talented by looking at various data collected including information about
Emergency Rooms (ERs) and number of tests ordered. The authors also relates: “Tom Smith …
Despite the mountain of negative evidence, chemotherapy seems to afford cancer patients their
last, best hope to nurse what Smith … calls “the deep and abiding desire not to be dead.”The
age-adjusted mortality rate for cancer is essentially unchanged over the past half-century, at
about 200 deaths per 100,000 people.” The authors go on to explain why. They also go on to
write about the impact of TV on crime and say: “As it turns out, there is a stark difference in crime
trends between cities that got TV early and those that got it late. … by 1970, violent crime was
twice as high in the cities that got TV early relative to those that got it late.So did the introduction
of TV have any discernible effect on a given city’s crime rate? The answer seems to be yes,
indeed.” Again, these are not conjectures nor hypotheses but results based upon data and while
all research requires independent verification and validation, the results so far are quite
fascinating. The authors relate experimental psychology experiments done with humans that
become increasingly complicated and even of experiments using monkeys who are
painstakingly trained over several months to use coins to purchase treats that they want. The
authors in response to practical results offer this parenthetical insight: “(Economists are known
to admire theoretical proofs; thus the old quip: Sure, it works in practice, but does it work in
theory?)”In one experiment: “in England, a psychology professor named Melissa Bateson
surreptitiously ran an experiment in her own department’s break room. Customarily, faculty
members paid for coffee and other drinks by dropping money into an “honesty box.” Each week,
Bateson posted a new price list. The prices never changed, but the small photograph atop the
list did. On odd weeks, there was a picture of flowers; on even weeks, a pair of human eyes.



When the eyes were watching, Bateson’s colleagues left nearly three times as much money in
the honesty box.” The authors related that: “People aren’t “good” or “bad.” People are people,
and they respond to incentives. They can nearly always be manipulated—for good or ill—if only
you find the right levers.” The authors provide data on food production, germs, hand washing,
health care, polio, seat belts and child seats. Some of the information most readers will be
familiar with but much is new or offered in a new context. The authors provide some innovative,
perhaps highly cost effective ideas for reducing the intensity of Hurricanes. On a larger scale
many will want to read and study what this book has to offer based on data related to Climate
Change. The authors state: “A Newsweek article, citing a National Academy of Sciences report,
warned that climate change “would force economic and social adjustments on a worldwide
scale.” Worse yet, “climatologists are pessimistic that political leaders will take any positive
action to compensate for the climatic change or even to allay its effects.” Who in his or her right
mind wouldn’t be scared of global warming? But that’s not what these scientists were talking
about. These articles, published in the mid-1970s, were predicting the effects of global cooling.”
They go on to say: “But the ways humans affect the climate aren’t always as obvious as they
seem. … cows—as well as sheep and other cud-chewing animals called ruminants—are wicked
polluters. Their exhalation and flatulence and belching and manure emit methane, which by one
common measure is about twenty-five times more potent as a greenhouse gas than the carbon
dioxide released by cars (and, by the way, humans). The world’s ruminants are responsible for
about 50 percent more greenhouse gas than the entire transportation sector.” The authors posit
that: “FOR A VARIETY of reasons, global warming is a uniquely thorny problem. … First, climate
scientists can’t run experiments.Second, the science is extraordinarily complex. … The
imprecision inherent in climate science means we don’t know with any certainty whether our
current path will lead temperatures to rise two degrees or ten degrees.But as most economists
know, people are generally unwilling to spend a lot of money to avert a future problem,
especially when its likelihood is so uncertain.” The authors more than introduce the problem,
offer some POTENTIAL engineering solutions to the global warming/climate change challenge;
in particular they begin by stating: “By the time it was done, Pinatubo had discharged more than
20 million tons of sulfur dioxide into the stratosphere. What effect did that have on the
environment? As it turned out, the stratospheric haze of sulfur dioxide acted like a layer of
sunscreen, reducing the amount of solar radiation reaching the earth. For the next two years, as
the haze was settling out, the earth cooled off by an average of nearly 1 degree Fahrenheit, or .5
degrees Celsius. A single volcanic eruption practically reversed, albeit temporarily, the
cumulative global warming of the previous hundred years.” The company that is named IV for
Intellectual Ventures is an invention company working on solutions and the book offers many of
the proposed solutions and rough order of magnitude cost/benefit analysis for consideration. For
those interested in Climate Change this part of the book is more than worth the price of the
book.”



Jay P, “Once again, Levitt and Dubner make you scratch your head. So, the front cover of my first
conquest of 2010 already almost broke the only rule I'd set for myself. It's a shiny white cover
with the authors' names in slightly raised lettering. However, it's also hardcover and doesn't have
any glossy color photos (unless that's a real picture of an exploding fruit on the bottom of the
cover, but I'm 84% certain it's not), so I think I'm safe.On the other hand, it has a laughably long
subtitle: Global Cooling, Patriotic Prostitutes and Why Suicide Bombers Should Buy Life
Insurance. Hmm, a shiny hardcover with an exploding fruit, long subtitle, and raised lettering. Not
exactly a recipe for success, right? Well, I suppose this is why one should never judge a book by
its cover, because this is going into the record as a Recommended Reading.Actually, let me take
that back. You can judge a book by its cover, somewhat. As if the graphic design doesn't scream
"Please Pay Attention" loudly enough, the content itself immediately continues the theme. The
first two sentences of the book proclaim, "The time has come to admit that in our first book
[Freakonomics], we lied. Twice." Pages later, we read that "as you leave your friend's party [in an
intoxicated state], the decision should be clear: driving is safer than walking." (One wonders if
that last line will eventually provoke a second admission of lying in the next installment, which
must inevitably be titled SuperDuperFreakonomics: Funny Wars, Political PMS, and Why Rapists
Make the Best Babysitters.)But don't let the hyperbole fool you: authors Steven Levitt (a
professor at the University of Chicago) and Stephen Dubner (a former editor for The New York
Times Magazine) are no lightweights, and they pack plenty of legitimate punches to keep
readers scratching their heads for a considerably long time. (I'm still scratching mine.) For
example, did you know that a Chicago prostitute is statistically more likely to have sex with a
police officer than to be arrested by one? (The undercover beat is just brutal.) Or that many
hospital infections could be prevented by doctors washing their hands? Alright, alright, so you
already knew that one. But what you probably didn't know -- unless you happen to work at a
hospital -- is that, amidst a sea of failed attempts to compel doctors to comply with basic
hygienic standards, simply installing a computer screensaver at one hospital depicting the
swarms of bacteria on a human hand brought health compliance up to an almost perfect
score.As does its predecessor, SuperFreakonomics deals in human behavior and how various
incentives, executed intelligently, can pretty much get human beings to do anything. Hence, the
1961 Milgram Experiment -- except that Levitt and Dubner wave breezily at this landmark
psychological study, deeming it a prime exemplar in the crowded field of How to Make Any
Experiment Confirm Your Findings by Conducting it in a Lab. And somehow, this actually makes
sense (the experiment's mild repudiation, not the study itself). You see, the authors gently intone,
human beings are little more than self-interested machines; remove the carrot and stick, and
you've got yourself a rabbit with nowhere to go.This pleasantly short 216-page book is replete
with observations, projections, and muses that will gnaw at you. They will make you wonder how
you didn't think of these ideas first, even while mentally flogging yourself for allowing a modicum
of gullibility to seep into your otherwise cynical worldview. Combating hurricanes with a small
army of large rings centered around pipes leading into the depths? Kissing global warming



goodbye by shooting sulfur dioxide eighteen miles into the air? Yes, Levitt and Dubner respond
gleely, yes, we can.What was perhaps most fascinating in this book were the many ways in
which data was collected on unpredictable and uncontrollable events. In economics, as well as
in politics and other social science fields, it is quite difficult to achieve exactness in the same
sense as the other, "hard" sciences (i.e. chemistry, physics, etc.). This is primarily because,
unlike those other areas of study, economists and political scientists are not able to conduct
controlled experiments comparing one set to another.However, these limitations can be
mitigated to near-miraculous degrees at times. For example, in a section on global warming,
Dubner and Levitt note that in the first several days following September 11th in the U.S. (when
all civilian flights were grounded), the ground temperature increased fairly dramatically due to
less sun shielding from aircraft exhaust trails. Using the aftermath of a domestic tragedy to
produce quantifiable research that would never have been available via testing, the authors
make it quite clear that virtually anything can be studied scientifically if you dig deeply enough.Of
course, the digging of Dubner and Levitt is accompanied by their own giggling soundtrack, as
the machinations of their own nerdiness are readily translated into annoyingly cute barbs at
fellow economists and so forth. And now that I'm a little older and wiser than when I'd read the
prequel, I'm more than a little shocked that I had never before caught on to Levitt and Dubner's
obvious ideological leanings bubbling beneath these pages' surfaces. (Hint: Chicago school of
economics.) That said, readers from both sides of the aisle will have no problem enjoying this
idiosyncratic tour through the intersection of the human mind and the free market.[...]”

Summer Walls, “Super fun read. This book was fun, breaking down some of life's most
interesting questions. Keeps you thinking. Definitely one that was hard to put down and I really
enjoy these fun facts, old debates and being able to pop off with knowledge that can piss of
people. Loved it.”

Andy, “I’m Hooked! I NEED MORE!. Personal Impact: Okay, so hear me out. I’m a 23 year old
man, studying Games Design at University . Unnecessary info, BUT here comes the fun fact.
This book has been the first ever book I’ve properly read as a young man and the first book I’ve
ever finished. It’s safe to say that this book has gotten me into reading. I’ll be reading the other
books in this series. Not only has it been great reading this book, but it has triggered my passion
to learn and study harder in such a way that excites me. The future is literally what you make it!
The Actual Book: Okay, sorry about that little story there. So now, the actual book. It’s absolutely
brilliantly written. It manages to keep you hooked in by giving the reader such interesting
information but in such a way that is slightly comical which just makes you smile. You will learn
so much reading this one book and understand how the world works just that little bit more. If
you’re interested in how humans and earth are impacted by economics and statistics then this is
a must read. Go for it, you won’t be disappointed. I can’t wait to read the other books!”



Matthew Leitch, “Much wider coverage than you might think from the chapter titles. This is a
worthy follow up book and I read this one from cover to cover also. The chapter headings
highlight rather trivial points from the text and give a poor indication of the content, which is
much richer and wider ranging than you might think.Some reviewers have complained that there
are mistakes in the chapter about global warming. With such a controversial topic it's hardly
surprising that some people see problems with it. However, potential readers should know that
this chapter is little more than a report of a meeting at a company called Intellectual Ventures
where experts debate ways to solve the global warming problem. I found this an interesting
chapter because the ideas they discussed were not the ones we are so used to hearing about,
and some of the schemes seemed at least as good or better than the more familiar approaches.
It is a stimulating read even if, as is typical, there are problems with schemes that still need to be
solved.”

Jonathan D., “Walk in other's shoes for a chapter or two. This book gives a view rarely seen by
most people. A sharp and witty look at the lives of individuals who do something a bit different
than the 9 to 5.Some of these individuals are not people I'd want my daughter to meet, but they
are nonetheless, describeed in a sympathetic manner, which helps to understand their lives,
rather than judge. A rare thing, it seems.”

The book by Hans Ulrich Obrist has a rating of 5 out of 4.6. 2,470 people have provided
feedback.
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