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	Ethics of the Bay Bridge 
Introduction
Ethical decision making is primary to the practice of civil engineering and construction management. This is even more paramount in the current era, where the players in the construction industry must operate in diverse organizational settings. Construction companies are pursuing massive projects in the global market, which have resulted in new and variant professional perspectives in the industry. In many developed and developing economies, the engineering and construction sector is susceptible to corrupt and unethical practices, partly because of differences in cultural perspectives and managerial practices across nations. This diversity, which may seem insignificant, is manifested in the varying aspects in regards to professional practice and professional ethics (Park et al., 2006). Players in the engineering and construction sector should be familiar with these differences. Engineering ethics emphasizes compulsory awareness of the code of ethics as an essential aspect of the welfare of global citizens.
		Ethics of the Bay Bridge
 The Bay Bridge of San Francisco has been the target of investigations, inquiry committees, and substantial criticism. This is based on allegations of construction and ethical malpractices by individuals responsible for ensuring the safety of the bridge. Some of the findings of various inquiry committees are quite alarming, while some are easily dismissible. The allegations made are worsened by reported claims of chronic attempts by specific individuals to keep the safety allegations silent. However, this study notes that there are legit safety concerns that can be attributed to institutionalized and malicious nonexistence of transparency in the construction of the Bay Bridge.
	The construction of the Bay Bridge raises loads of questions on the safety and transparency of the project. These two critical factors should be a concern not only to the users of the bridge but also to legislators, engineers, and the entire public. The absence of publicly accessible documents regarding the project, California residents are fed with a barrage of stories ranging from unverified fears to ambiguous urban myths. There are professionals in state and federal government as well as the country’s best universities who have genuine concerns that the bridge has a high probability of collapsing in case of an earthquake. Some players in the engineering sector describe the bridge as a combination of two distinct decks, which are quite expensive, rather than one roadway, which is far more economical (Park et al., 2006).
	Engineering ethics dictates that information on such projects should be open and accessible by the public. The residents of California have a right to know the nature of projects financed by their money. The safety issues posed by the Bay Bridge project are hazardous to everyone. The ethical malpractices regarding the construction, oversight, and management of the Bay Bridge include the bridge managers who dismiss the safety concerns as rumors and the state government officials who failed in their fiduciary and safety oversight responsibilities. The numerous investigative reports that have been published regarding the Bay Bridge have proven beyond doubt that there are genuine safety and transparency concerns with the project. One such example is the welds in the deck panels of the bridge that underlies the roadways. There were concerns about the safety of the welds raised some years ago, which, surprisingly, were quickly dismissed by the bridge managers and were never acted upon.
	There have been allegations of falsification and misrepresentation of tests and information regarding the safety of the Bay Bridge. As an illustration, one report claimed that the safety data on the bridge was thorough, and the project was safety in all its structures. However, the data that was used to support the safety claims were found to be false, and project engineer Morgan disagreed on the safe verdict of the bridge.
Compliance with Engineering Ethics
The engineering code of ethics is meant to respect the dignity of all individuals who are affected by a project. Engineering companies and professionals should observe the code of ethics to regulate professional practices. Professionals in this sector should ensure their practices are in line with ethical requirements and guidelines to prevent malpractices. Additionally, they should provide the routes used to meet their professional goals, and objectives are standard and ethically acceptable. They should put in mind the dire consequences of ethical malpractices to other people, inclusive of all stakeholders (Harris et al., 2013). The Construction Industry Ethics & Compliance Imitative (CIECI) was established in response to low ethical standards in the construction sector. Engineers, contractors, and construction companies should implement policies to ensure that they promote and maintain ethical conduct and integrity. The entire construction industry should aspire to advance organizational cultures that support and encourage compliance with existing laws and ethical behavior, as well as the sharing of compliance and ethical practices within the sector. All players in the construction industry should pledge and commit to abide by the eight-core ethical standards. They should also participate in forums that discuss business conduct and ethical practices with other professionals as well as regulators from the government and other organizations (Harris et al., 2013). If ethical practices are observed in the engineering and construction sector, cases such as the Bay Bridge project would be non-existent.
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