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1. (20%) % 35 s #%
(a) Kyoto Protocol
(b) Communication, Navigation, Surveillance/Air Traffic Management
(CNS/ATM)
-~ (c) FOB (Free On Board)
(d) TOD (Transit Oriented Development)
(e) Sustainable Transportation
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8. (15%) An internationaliy prominent transportation system analyst, Dr. X, is often
called upon to describe a major transportation systems modeling effort in which
he was involved several years ago. This effort involved the development of a |
large-scale transportation systems model and the use of model to analyze a
number of alternative transport investment programs.  After this quite
illuminating and entertaining lecture the question is usually asked: “Where the
results of this elaborate modeling and analysis effort used?”

His answer goes like this: “During the development of the model and the
analysis of the transport alternatives, we met quite frequently with the minister of
transport for whom we were doing this study. The minister was professionally
trained and asked many poinfed, intelligent, and constructive questions throughout
the process. At the end of the project we summarized the models, the analysis,
and the recommendations in our final report to the minister.”

He continues: “The minister keeps this report in his desk. When a transport
project is proposed which he supports and which was supported by our analysis,
he pulls out our report, waves it in the air, and says that Dr. X and his team
recommended. When a project is proposed which he opposes but which we
supported (or which he supports but. our analysis opposed), he leaves the report in
his desk and doesn’t say anything about the study.”

Discuss the ethical (4 %2 &, 48 &) implication of this situation.




