letters

SAFETY WHISTLE

To the Editor: I'm a “‘six-time prevail-
g whistleblower {and safety engi-
necr, what else?) in the Department
of Energy. My Web site, www.
carsonversusdoe.com, tells the story
in numbing and dismal detail.

I'm now the plaineiff in a Firse
Amendment “frecdom of speech”
lawsuit 1n Federal Court. My case re-
duces to the wmsue, “Does a federally
employed PE. have freedom of
speech in the federal workplace when
the rules of professionul conduct of
the State Engineering Board require
him o speak out?”

What sayeth ASME to that question?

I, as almost evervone reading this,
will spend the greatest portion of my
conscions hours in life preparing for
or pursuing my carcer in my chosen
profession of engincering. [ believe
one’s work matiers to God and that
equates to a professional being trust-
worthy, ethical, competent. and ac-
countable, My being 2 PE. (38 well as
being an active member of ASME)
logically follows.

Joseph P Clawson, PE.
Kunoxville, Tenn.

REGISTERED POSITIONS

To the Editor: | took the Fundamentals
of Enginecring exam seven years out
of engineering school and passed 1t.
Starting six months later, T took the
Professional Engincering exam four
tirnes and failed with scores of 66, 65,
and 65, before finally passing the
cxam on the fourth attempt. [ took
the exam because | wanted to prove
to myselt that I could do it, not be-
cause my employer would reward me
for it. As an engineer for an investor-
owvned unlity for 13 years, | was not
required to have a PE. licensc.

Licensing is an important part of any
true profession. [e shows that the per-
son can put forch the effort and
achicve a defined goal.

[ also happen to be a licensed attor-
ney in two states (and very gratetul 1
passed the bar exam in cach statc on
the first acempe), but no longer prac-
tice law. Now, T work as a manage-
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ment consultant, and my engineering
and legal licensing opens doors and cs-
tablishes immediate credibilivy. While |
still have to prove mysclf to new
clients, my status as a licensed PE. has
provided me with this opportunity.
George R, Powers, PE.
Falls Church, Va.

To the Editor; When 1 arrived in the
United States in November 1986,
about four years after graduating from
college in Canada, [ inumediately reg-
istered to ke the E.L'T. exam, which
[ passed in the spring of "87. 1 then
registercd for the P.E. exam and
passed it in the spring of "88.

[ had very littde knowledge, at the
time, of the engineering profession’
level of prestige in the United States.
Coming frowm a traditional French
perspective, 1 had assumed with a cer-
tain naiveté that the prestige of the
profession was high.

In France, enginecrs share equal
prestige with doctors and lawyers,
and they carry titles: “Ingénieur John
Noe, 1Jocteur John Doe, Maitre
John Doe”

[ believe the reason for the high
prestige i France 15 that 1t 13 extreme-
ly hard to get into an enginecring
school. The system is, therefore, ex-
clusive and eligst, and it 1s human na-
ture that anything elicist and exclusive
acquires prestige.

B3y contrast, in the Unired States, it
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is relatively easy to gain admission to
an engineering school, and it should
be no surprise that prestge suffers.
The flip side of this is that France (and
countries with similar systems) cheats
itself out of a lot of talent, whereas the
U.S. has a more denocratic approach
that allows people with a broad range
of talents to enter the profession.
What we lose in prestige, we gain in
dynamism and creativity,
Jacques Liautand, PL.
Alexandria, Ta.

To the Editor: Registration is a public
commitment to professional stan-
dards, not a rite of passage or an
award for passing a test. Furthermore,
registration isn't group differentiation
or a social accomplishment; it simply
means that the registeant will be held
personally accountable for practicing
the profession in the public interest.

Reeyistration 1sn't about status or ex-
clusivity; ity abeut obligation. Any-
one with doubts about this should
read the registration law. Therce’s
nothing about technical wizardry,
minimuni salaries, or vanity license
plates, but plenty about standards of
conduct and consequences of negh-
gent practice.

Engincering registrants are held to
high standards of professional conduct
governing public statements, business
dealings, and fitness to practice.
Among such standards is the duty to
report breaches of professional con-
duct by others, an action normally
considered unprofessional by corpo-
rate management. Moreover, the
rules have teeth. Disciplinary actions
taken against registrants are published
in newsletrers and on Web pages for
all to sce.

Engincering professionalism goes
well beyond emplovability or the skills
needed t cobble up “something tha
warks.” Equating professional behavior
with widget creation is hopelessly
shorsighted. JRegistration shows indi-
vidual concern for the business of ¢n-
gineering and the associated societal
obligations, not just mastery of a nar-
row range of technical crafis.

Christepher Wright, P
Minuetonka, Mo,




