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Summary of Topics covered by HOMEWORK 3 
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IV.   FINAL REPORT  

Summary of Topics covered by FINAL REPORT 

Original Quiz Questions & Master Solution/grading scheme used   

  Above Average  (Graded original work ) 

  Average       (Graded original work ) 

  Below Average  (Graded original work ) 

 
 

V. FINAL PRESENTATION 

Summary of Topics covered by FINAL PRESENTATION  

Original Homework Assignment Questions & Master Solution/grading scheme used   

  Above Average  (Graded original work ) 

  Average       (Graded original work ) 

  Below Average  (Graded original work ) 

 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



I. Course Description in ABET Format 

CHEG 2316-P01: Ethics and Conduct of Engineers 

1. Course number and name: CHEG 2316-P01: Ethics and Conduct of Engineers 

2. Credits and contact hours: 1 credit hours; 3 contact hours 

3. Instructor’s or course  

coordinator’s name: 
Dr. Sheena M. Reeves 

4. Text book: Title: Engineering Ethics  

                   Author: Charles B. Fleddermann 

                   Publisher, Year & Edition: Pearson, 4th Edition 

  a. Other Supplemental material 1. Responsible Conduct of Research by Adil E. Shamoo and David 

B. Resnik, Oxford, 2nd Edition  

5. Specific course information  

 a. Brief description of the content of the 

course (catalog description) 

An introductory view into how moral principles and standards are 

applied to the field of engineering. Students will learn how to 

analytically think about particular ethical problems. Topics include 

the responsibilities of an engineer, the code of conduct, ethical 

theories, ethics in the law, and case studies of engineering successes 

and failures. 

 b. Prerequisites or  

      Co-requisites 

GNEG 1101, CHEG 1101, MCEG 1101, CVEG 1101 or 

equivalent 

 c. *Indicate whether a required, 

elective, or selected elective (as per 

definition provided) course in the 

program 

Required 

6. Specific goals for the course Students will be able to : 

 a. specific outcomes of instruction  
 

1. Recognize ethical and professional responsibilities in engineering 

situations involving global, and societal contexts. 

2.  Make informed judgements on ethical and professional 

responsibilities in engineering while considering the impact of 

engineering solutions in global, economic, environmental, and 

societal contexts. 

3. Articulate the social and ethical ramifications of the engineering 

practice and technology in an oral or written format. 

 b. Explicitly indicate which of the 

student outcomes listed in Criterion 

3 or any other outcomes are 

addressed by the course. 

This course addresses: 

 

Outcome 4 

Ability to recognize ethical and professional responsibilities in engineering 

situations and make informed judgments, which must consider the impact of 

engineering solutions in global, economic, environmental, and societal 

contexts. 



  

 

7 Brief list of topics to be covered 

 

Introduction to Ethics                                (3) 

Professionalism                                         (3) 

Personal vs. Professional Ethics                (3) 

Disaster Case Studies                                (9)   

Ethical Thoughts and Theories                  (6) 

Ethics and the Law                                    (3) 

Codes of Ethics/Conduct                           (3) 

Whistleblowing                                          (3) 

Ethics in Research                                      (6) 

Professionalism                                         (3) 

Negligence, Benefits, and Risk                 (3) 

Ethics around the World                            (6) 

 

    

 

 

ABET COURSE OUTCOMES 
 
Course Outcome 1:  This outcome is the same as program outcome 4. 
Students will have an ability to recognize ethical and professional responsibilities in engineering 
situations and make informed judgments, which must consider the impact of engineering solutions in 
global, economic, environmental, and societal contexts. 
 
1. Ability to recognize ethical and professional responsibilities in engineering situations involving global, and 

societal contexts. 
Given a problem, the student is able to: 
(i) Review engineering case studies of engineering and identify the ethical and professional failures. 
(ii) Determine breaches in ethical conduct given an engineering scenario. 
(iii) Discuss professional codes of conducts of various entities and discuss differences in the codes. 
(iv) Discuss the responsibility of an engineer when advancing technology. 
(v) Discuss the relationship between engineering practice and basic moral values. 
(vi) Distinguish between personal and professional values. 
(vii) Explain the importance of engineering ethics. 

 
2. Ability to make informed judgements on ethical and professional responsibilities in engineering while 

considering  the impact of engineering solutions in global, economic, environmental, and societal contexts. 
Students are able to: 
(i) Recognize the importance for safety and determine the risk associated with engineering designs. 
(ii) Determine the responsible individual given a moral scenario. 
(iii) Research the ethical duties of a practicing engineer. 
(iv) Apply ethical problem solving techniques when given an ethical dilemma. 
(v) Discuss the similarities between ethical problem solving and engineering design. 
(vi) Discuss and distinguish between the different ethical theories and how they apply to engineering. 
(vii) Utilize flow charting to solve ethical problems. 
(viii) Define risk, safety, and negligence.  
(ix) Determine methods of avoiding ethical problems. 

 
3. Articulate the social and ethical ramifications of the engineering practice and technology in an oral or written 

format. 
Students are able to: 
(i) Participate in discussion/debate with colleagues in a respectful manner. 
(ii) Effectively communicate a point of view to an audience. 
(iii) Compile a report detailing the successes and failures of a discussed case study.  
(iv) Discuss the consequences of actions or inactions to the community. 
(v) Identify ethical situations such as bribery, conflicts of interest, and whistleblowing. 
(vi) Participate in the Order of the Engineer ring ceremony.  



II ASSESSMENT RESULTS FOR CURRENT AND PAST FOUR                   

ASSESSMENT PERIODS 
 

 

Program Outcomes Assessed in this course  
 

Outcome 4:   An ability to identify, formulate, and solve fundamental engineering problems by applying 

principles of engineering, science, and mathematics. 

 

Assessment Summary of Class Semester Averages for Outcomes:  

Fall 2021 
 

Outcomes   4 

Semester Semester Class Average (%) 

Fall 2021 86.9 

Fall 2020 -- 

Fall 2019 -- 

 -- 

Comments on Data 
Class average was above the expected for the first offering of 

the course. 

 

           *Expected Semester Class Average = 75% 



 

End of Semester Course Assessment Reports 

FALL 2021 and Last Three Assessment Periods. 
 

Each summary contains the following Information 
  

1.  Performance Statistics 
 Total number of students in class 

 The class average performance (stated as %) in each course outcome assessed 

in this class and the two previous times course was assessed.  

 The acceptable class average for the class in each outcome area as set by your 

Department.  

 Percentage of students who scored below the expected average in each 

outcome. 
 

2.  Implementation Summary 
 Brief summary of plans implemented during the semester based on last 

assessment report 
 

3.  Perceived Problems 
 Instructor’s  critical evaluation of perceived problems that affected students’ 

performance. Realistic problems should be identified throughout the semester 

and summarized in this section of the report. 
 

4.  New Plans for Addressing Problems 
 Instructor’s plans for addressing the perceived problems the next time the 

class is taught. These should be specific enough for another instructor to 

implement. Most of these should be things that, you, the instructor can 

implement to help students to improve. Be creative. 
 

5.  Overall Trend over last three assessment periods 

 Instructors summary of overall performance trend for each outcome 

measured over the last three periods. 
 

5.  Were Expectations Met? 

 Answer YES if the class average was above the expected average and the 

stated percentage of students scored at or above the expected average, else 

answer NO. 



Table 2.1  END OF SEMESTER COURSE OUTCOME ASSESSMENT REPORT 

CHEG 2316:P01 Ethics and Conduct of Engineers: Fall 2021 SEMESTER 

Report Prepared by: Dr. Sheena M. Reeves  Report Date:  December 19, 2021 

  

 

Semester 

 
 

Analysis 

Type 

 
Number of 

Students 

Outcome 4.1 
Recognize ethical and 

professional responsibilities in 

engineering situations involving 

global, and societal contexts. 

Outcome 4.2 
Make informed judgements on 

ethical and professional 

responsibilities in engineering 

while considering the impact of 
engineering solutions in global, 

economic, environmental, and 

societal contexts. 

Outcome 4.3 
Articulate the social and 

ethical ramifications of the 

engineering practice and 

technology in an oral or 
written format. 

Outcome 4 
Ability to recognize ethical and 
professional responsibilities in 

engineering situations and make 

informed judgments, which 
must consider the impact of 

engineering solutions in global, 

economic, environmental, and 
societal contexts. 

 

Expected 

Class 

Average 

 

Expected 

Percent of 

students at or 

above 

average 

 

 

Class 

Average 

 

% Students 

meeting 

Expected 

Average 

 

Expected 

Class 

Average 

 

Expected 

Percent of 

students at 

or above 

average 

 

 

Class 

Average 

 

% 

Students 

meeting 

Expected 

Average 

 

Expected 

Class 

Average 

 

Expected 

Percent of 

students at 

or above 

average 

 

 

Class 

Average 

 

% Students 

meeting 

Expected 

Average 

 

Expected 

Class 

Average 

 

Expected 

Percent of 

students at 

or above 

average 

 

 

Class 

Average 

 

% Students 

meeting 

Expected 

Average 

Fall 2021 Direct 10 75 70 89.4 100 75 70 81.6 80.0 75 70 89.6 100.0 75 70 86.9 100.0 

Fall 2020 Direct  75 70   75 70   75 70   75 70   

Fall 2019 Direct  75 70   75 70   75 70   75 70   
 

Implementation 

Summary 

Items implemented 

from previous report 

or after meeting 

previous instructor 

*First time offering course.   *First time offering course. 

 

 

Perceived 

Problems 

Perceived problems 

are directly related to 

the PC and the sub 

items under them 

Some students were not able 

to identify the difference 

between what is ethical vs. 

what is lawful.  

Students copied information 

from a source and did not cite 

the source in the paper. 

Students were very nervous 

when presenting. Some 

groups did a poor job of 

explaining their line-

drawing or had incomplete 

flow diagrams. 

The online learning platform 

limits the ability to gauge 

student understanding (blank 

screens). Assignments are the 

only measurement tool for 

making adjustments.  

 

 

Plans for 

Addressing 

Problems 

 

Plans for address 

specific measures to 

address PC and their 

sub areas 

The instructor should share 

more examples of laws and 

how it applies to engineering. 

Although the instructor used 

turnitin throughout the 

semester, the instructor 

should carefully check sources 

provided by the students. 

The instructor should spend 

more time explaining the 

differences between line-

drawing and flowcharting. 

The instructor should 

incorporate more examples. 

Implement plans in sub-

outcomes. 

Overall Trend 

over Periods 

Ascertain if there 

were improvements 

over previous 

semesters 

All measurements were met. All measurements were met. All measurements were met. All measurements were met. 

Were 

Expectations 

Met? 

Class Average ≥75% 

and ≥70% of Students 

Performed at or 

Above Expected 

Average.  
 

 

 

YES 

 

YES 

 

YES 

 

YES 



CHEG 2316-P01: ETHICS AND CONDUCT OF ENGINEERS 

FALL 2021 SEMESTER 

 

        

 

Title of Assignment: HOMEWORK 3 

 

TOPICS COVERED IN HOMEWORK 3 

 

 

 HOMEWORK 3 covered the following topics: 

 

1. Factual and Conceptual Issues 

2. Bribery 

3. Conflict of Interest 

4. Ethical Design Making 

5. Line-Drawing Technique 

6. Flow Charting Technique 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
  



Homework 3  
For this assignment, read Chapter 4 in the textbook. The chapter covers ethical 
problem-solving techniques. You will use information from this chapter to answer the 
following questions.  

1. In your own words, what are conceptual issues? 10pts 

2. Give 2 examples of bribery. 10 pts 

3. What is the line-drawing technique? Give an example. 20 pts 

4. Describe the process of flow charting. 10 pts 

 

 

SOLUTION: 

 

1. Conceptual issues are handled by agreeing upon the primary 

concepts that were violated. Conceptual issues are resolved by 

coming to an agreement over the proper definition or scope of a 

term. 

2. Bribery is the act of accepting a gift or benefits in exchange for 

favoritism or unfair services such as paying constituents for votes 

or paying someone to take an exam for you. 

3. Line drawing involves listing various example scenarios based on a 

hypothetical situation. At one end is a positive paradigm that is 

considered morally acceptable while the other end contains a 

negative paradigm that is completely unacceptable for the 

hypothetical situation. 

4. Flow charting is a decision making type of diagram consisting of 

yes/no type of questions. The process should lead to either a 

positive, negative, or general solution to the hypothetical situation. 

  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ABOVE AVERAGE  
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



50/50 

 



                



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AVERAGE  
 

  



45/50 Student did not label the questions. 

 
Conceptual issues are issues that deal with how something affects an outcome or how something 
influences a decision.  The issues involve the difference between a gift and a bribe, because one can be 
seen as a friendly thought and the other an unfair advantage.  Bribery is seen as the main idea of a 
conceptual issue because bribery has always had influence on business decisions that are supposed to 
be fair and legal.  One example of bribery would be a student offering their teacher $100 to raise their 
grade from a 79 to a 90.  Another example of bribery would be multiple math online programs presenting 
to a Superintendent why he should purchase their program for his school.  Out of the 3 programs 
presented the owner of one of them offers the Superintendent $10,000 to use their program, the 
acceptance of the $10,000 would be bribery.  The line-drawing technique is drawing a horizontal line to 
judge how morally or immorally acceptable something is.  The more to the left that action is placed the 
more negative and immoral that action is, while the more to the right that action is placed the more 
positive and moral that action is.  An action that would be placed on the negative side of the line would be 
dumping waste and trash into a lake, and an action that would be placed on the right side of the line 
would be keeping the water in the lake safe and clean.  The process of flow charting would be visually 
describing the concept of an activity, such as building a plant, and planning how to move ahead 
throughout the flow chart.  The flow chart also has options for if the activity is not ready to move ahead 
and has an action ready for every decision of the road.                
  



    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BELOW AVERAGE  

 
  



40/50 Student did not provide a full example of line-drawing with PP and NP 

 
1.In my own words conceptual issues would be just questioning an idea of one’s actions as it 
pertains to morals and ethics.  
2. 2 examples of bribery would be paying a judge off for lesser sentencing and a seller giving a 
potential client high value gifts in exchange for the project.  
3. Line -drawing technique is used to resolve moral issues by drawing a line with hypothetical 
examples near either end the line positive paradigm and negative paradigm this method makes 
it easier to decide on whether  the situation is unethical or ethical.  
An example to use the line drawing technique would be putting cell phone towers in low income 
communities.  
4.The process of flow charting is used to take a decision and see how it flows to each 
consequence as it applies to ethics. The flowchart process starts with an idea; it then flows to a 
question that pertains to the ideas guidelines, a yes that leads to a statement with further 
instruction or a no with another question or statement 

           

 

 

      

  



 

CHEG 2316-P01: ETHICS AND CONDUCT OF ENGINEERS 

FALL 2021 SEMESTER 

 

        

 

Title of Assignment: FINAL REPORT  

 

TOPICS COVERED IN FINAL REPORT 

 

 

 FINAL REPORT covered the following topics: 

 

1. Trendlines/Correlations 

2. Molecular Weight 

3. Composition 

4. Volume 

5. Unit Conversions 

6. Mass and Moles 

7. Significant figures 

8. Mean, median, mode, standard deviation 

 

 

 

  



       

CHEG 2316-P01: ETHICS AND CONDUCT OF ENGINEERS 

FALL 2021 SEMESTER 

Each student is required to upload a case study report about their engineering disaster. 
The report will follow the same format as the case study report (updated for reports 3 
and 4) with the following additions. 

 A longer Background section which includes information regarding details 
about the disaster, its impact on society and the impact. 

 A discussion of any legal actions as a result of the disaster. 

 A line-drawing or flow chart created by the group (must explain the reasoning 
of the diagram and why the paths are written such as P point) 

Submit the finalized report as a PDF file by Monday, December 6, 2021 at 10 
p.m. You will have access to the Turnitin link to check your report for plagiarism 

multiple times before the deadline. Final reports must contain less than 3% plagiarism. 
[NOTE: Obvious instances of plagiarism such as subsequent copied lines of text 
will result in negative points even if the overall paper reviews less than 3% 
plagiarism.] 

 

  



Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings Pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeFormat 
5-7 pages, 1 inch margins, correct 
sections, 12 pt. Times New Roman, 
double spaced, APA 

3 pts 

Full Marks 

all criteria 

met 

2 pts 

Very Good 

Most criteria 

met 

1 pts 

Poor 

Missing several 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

3 pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeGrammar 
Grammatically correct with new 
paragraphs as new main topic is 
mentioned; does NOT use I, me, we, 
us, they, he, she, his or her. 

5 pts 

Full 

Marks 

Meets 

all of 

the 

criteria 

4 pts 

Very 

Good 

Meets 

most of 

the 

criteria 

3 pts 

Good 

Meets 

some of 

the 

criteria 

2 pts 

Fair 

Struggles 

to meet 

criteria 

1 pts 

Poor 

Does not 

understand 

or meet 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

5 pts 



Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings Pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeIntroduction 
Introduce your topic to the reader. Be 
sure to include the state of current 
research and where you plan to 
develop the current state of knowledge. 
You may want to include an interesting 
fact to reinforce the importance of your 
work and to develop an interest in your 
hypothesis. Finish off with a thesis 
statement that you’ll focus on your 
workaround. 

5 pts 

Full 

Marks 

Meets 

all of 

the 

criteria 

4 pts 

Very 

Good 

Meets 

most of 

the 

criteria 

3 pts 

Good 

Meets 

some of 

the 

criteria 

2 pts 

Fair 

Struggles 

to meet 

criteria 

1 pts 

Poor 

Does not 

understand 

or meet 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

5 pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeAims 
In this section, you answer the 
questions regarding why you are 
conducting your research and any 
questions you’ll explore. Avid case 
study writer recommends focusing your 
questions around your thesis. 

5 pts 

Full 

Marks 

Meets 

all of 

the 

criteria 

4 pts 

Very 

Good 

Meets 

most of 

the 

criteria 

3 pts 

Good 

Meets 

some of 

the 

criteria 

2 pts 

Fair 

Struggles 

to meet 

criteria 

1 pts 

Poor 

Does not 

understand 

or meet 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

5 pts 



Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings Pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeResults/Discussion 
In this section, you will discuss the 
outcome of the scenario using ethical 
thinking and ethical reasoning. List any 
factual, conceptual, or moral issues and 
provide possible solution techniques 
including flowcharting and line-drawing. 

12 pts 

Full 

Marks 

Meets 

all of 

the 

criteria 

10 pts 

Very 

Good 

Meets 

most of 

the 

criteria 

7 pts 

Good 

Meets 

some of 

the 

criteria 

5 pts 

Fair 

Struggles 

to meet 

criteria 

2 pts 

Poor 

Does not 

understand 

or meet 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

12 pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomePlagiarism 
No direct quotes are allowed in 
technical reports. Turnitin reports less 
than 3% plagiarized. 

10 pts 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the 

criteria 

5 pts 

Good 

plagiarism is less than 

5% 

0 pts 

Plagiarized 

Greater than 

5% 
 

10 pts 



Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings Pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeConclusion/Recommendations 
advise stating any knowledge gaps in 
your work as well as any unanswered 
or new questions that you had found in 
the process; how can society move 
forward? further issues to discuss in the 
area? is the matter settled? 

5 pts 

Full 

Marks 

Meets 

all of 

the 

criteria 

4 pts 

Very 

Good 

Meets 

most of 

the 

criteria 

3 pts 

Good 

Meets 

some of 

the 

criteria 

2 pts 

Fair 

Struggles 

to meet 

criteria 

1 pts 

Poor 

Does not 

understand 

or meet 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

5 pts 

This criterion is linked to a Learning 
OutcomeReferences 
uses credible sources, APA format, 
references statements in the text that 
are not common knowledge. 
[1] 
(Reeves, 2021) 
(DOL.Gov, 2008) 

5 pts 

Full 

Marks 

Meets 

all of 

the 

criteria 

4 pts 

Very 

Good 

Meets 

most of 

the 

criteria 

3 pts 

Good 

Meets 

some of 

the 

criteria 

2 pts 

Fair 

Struggles 

to meet 

criteria 

1 pts 

Poor 

Does not 

understand 

or meet 

criteria 

0 pts 

No 

Marks 

 

5 pts 

Total Points: 50 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ABOVE AVERAGE  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings 

Format 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

all criteria met 

3 / 3 pts 

Grammar 

view longer description 

Very Good 

Meets most of the criteria 

4 / 5 pts 

Introduction 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

5 / 5 pts 

Aims 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

3 / 5 pts 

Results/Discussion 

view longer description 

Very Good 

Meets most of the criteria 

10 / 12 pts 

Plagiarism 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

10 / 10 pts 

Conclusion/Recommendations 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

5 / 5 pts 

References 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

5 / 5 pts 

Total Points: 45 

 



 



 



 



 





                

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AVERAGE 

 

  



        

  

Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings 

Format 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

all criteria met 

3 / 3 pts 

Grammar 

view longer description 

Very Good 

Meets most of the criteria 

4 / 5 pts 

Introduction 

view longer description 

Very Good 

Meets most of the criteria 

4 / 5 pts 

Aims 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

3 / 5 pts 

Results/Discussion 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

7 / 12 pts 

Plagiarism 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

10 / 10 pts 

Conclusion/Recommendations 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

3 / 5 pts 

References 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

5 / 5 pts 

Total Points: 39 

 



 



 



 



 



 





           

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BELOW AVERAGE  

 
  



                 

Case Report Rubric 

Criteria Ratings 

Format 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

all criteria met 

3 / 3 pts 

Grammar 

view longer description 

Very Good 

Meets most of the criteria 

4 / 5 pts 

Introduction 

view longer description 

Very Good 

Meets most of the criteria 

4 / 5 pts 

Aims 

view longer description 

Full Marks 

Meets all of the criteria 

5 / 5 pts 

Results/Discussion 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

7 / 12 pts 

Plagiarism 

view longer description 

Plagiarized 

Greater than 5% 

0 / 10 pts 

Conclusion/Recommendations 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

3 / 5 pts 

References 

view longer description 

Good 

Meets some of the criteria 

3 / 5 pts 

Total Points: 29 

 



 



 



 



 



 





CHEG 2316-P01: ETHICS AND CONDUCT OF ENGINEERS 

FALL 2021 SEMESTER 

 

 

        

 

Title of Assignment:  FINAL PRESENTATION 

 

TOPICS COVERED IN FINAL PRESENTATION 

 

 FINAL PRESENTATION covered the following topics: 

 

1. Engineering Disaster 

2. Contracts/Liability 

3. Ethics and the Law 

4. Line Drawing 

5. Flow Diagram 

6. Ethical Reasoning 

 

 

 

  



 

CHEG 2316-P01: ETHICS AND CONDUCT OF ENGINEERS 

FALL 2021 SEMESTER 

Each student is required to upload a PDF file of your PowerPoint slides by Monday, 
December 6, 2021 by 10 p.m. The presentation should include the following. 

 Presentation Overview 

 Disaster Background 

 Ethical Engineering Focus 

 Line-Drawing or Flow Chart designed by the group 

 Results/Summary 

The presentation is 15 minutes with a maximum of 12 slides in the presentation. You 
are required to cite all content, tables, and images on each slide. The use of videos is 
allowed; however, you cannot show more than 1 minute of footage. 

   



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ABOVE AVERAGE  

  



 



 



  



  



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AVERAGE  
 

  



 





 

 



 



 



 



   



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BELOW AVERAGE



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 


