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MILTON F. LUNCH ETHICS CONTEST

 (Fact Situation)
FACTS:

Individual A is involved in a vehicular accident during which another individual, Individual B, is killed.  During the police investigation, the police determine and recommend to prosecutors that the matter should be converted from a civil matter to a criminal prosecution and Individual A is charged with homicide.  As part of the prosecutor’s investigation, the prosecutor, Prosecutor C, retains Engineer D, an engineering expert, to review the record and provide a supporting forensic report and testimony in the prosecution of Individual A.  Following Engineer D’s extensive review of the record, Engineer D finds technical evidence to demonstrate that the cause of the accident was non-criminal and determines that he cannot support the prosecution’s theory that Individual A’s actions support a criminal prosecution.  Learning of Engineer D’s determination, Prosecutor C continues the prosecution of Individual A, and does not call Engineer D as a witness at trial.  The trial ends in a hung jury and the case is expected to be retried in the near future.

QUESTION:
What are Engineer D’s ethical obligations under the facts and circumstances?

REFERENCES:   (To be submitted by the Contestant)

DISCUSSION:    (To be submitted by the Contestant)

CONCLUSION:  (To be submitted by the Contestant)

NOTE:
In order to maintain anonymity for purposes of judging, the actual body of the entry should not include any reference to the state society, chapter, member, student, university, or any other individual group(s) which submitted the entry.  However, be sure to provide the names and addresses of (1) your NSPE chapter or state society, and (2) the individual(s) responsible for submitting the entry, on a separate cover sheet accompanying your entry.




