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Assessment item 2


Assignment 2
Value: 20%
Due date: 27-Aug-2015
Length: Maximum number of words is 600 words per answer
Submission method options


Alternative submission method


Task
 
Instructions
 
Answer the following questions:
 
1. What does Hellen Nissenbaum mean by "the problem of many hands" in a computing/IT 
context? Discuss this problem in the context of the Therac 25 case study.  Analyse the above case 
using the philosophical ethics perspective.
 
2. Moor's "just-consequentialist" theory incorporates aspects of utilitarian and deontological 
theories into one comprehensive framework. Explain with at least two suitable examples how this 
theory can be applied to ethical issues involving cybertechnology. 
 
3. What are professional codes of ethics (CoE) and what functions do they serve? Compare the 
ACS and IEEE computer society CoE.
 
4. Can professional codes guide I.T professionals in determining when it would be appropriate to 
blow the whistle? Explain with two contrasting examples {one where it is appropriate and one when 
it's not}.
 
Online submission via Turnitin is required for this assignment.
 
Rationale
 
This assignment is designed to test your knowledge and understanding of some of the key 
concepts and issues related to ICT ethics as covered in this subject.
 
This assignment relates to the following subject learning outcomes:


be able to discuss various philosophical theories of ethics and how these relate to the ethical 
and legal issues raised by current practices involving ICT;
be able to apply ethical theories and concepts to analyse ICT related ethical dilemmas;
be able to discuss professionalism and professional responsibility in the context of the ICT 
profession;
be able to critically analyse and apply the various concepts of professional ethics;
be able to critique ethical issues related to privacy.


Marking criteria


Questions STANDARDS
FL PS CR DI HD


1. What does Hellen
Nissenbaum mean 
by
"the problem of many 
hands"
in a
computing/IT
context? 
Discuss this problem
in the context of the


1. Major
omissions in
the application of
the ethical perspective
and the analysis.
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Either no evidence
of literature being
consulted or cited 


1. Mostly
correct application
of the ethical 
perspective;
includes
reasonable
level of analysis. 
Some omissions.
(Value: 45%)
 


1. Correct
application
of the ethical
perspective
and mostly 
comprehensive
analysis with
suitable
examples; 
(Value: 45%)


1. Demonstrated
clear understanding
of the relevant
ethical perspective.
 
Correct application
of the ethical 
perspective and  
mostly 
comprehensive 


1. Demonstrated
clear understanding
of the relevant
ethical perspective.


Correct application 
of
the ethical
perspective and 
comprehensive 








Therac 25 case 
study. 
Analyse the above
case using the 
philosophical
ethics perspective.


references irrelevant to 
the assignment set.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Unsubstantiated/
invalid conclusions
based on anecdote
and generalisation
only, or no conclusions
at all.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Writing style not
fluent or well-organised, 
and many grammatical 
and spelling mistakes.
(Value: 10%)
 


2. Some evidence
of research.
 
Some mistake in 
referencing style.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Limited
evidence of
findings and 
conclusions 
supported by 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Writing style not 
always fluent or well 
organised and 
grammar and 
spelling contain 
errors.
(Value: 10%)


 
2. Clear evidence
of research 
relevant
to the subject;
uses indicative 
texts identified.
 
Referencing style
correctly used.
Minor omissions
only.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Evidence of
findings and
conclusions 
grounded
in 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Mostly
fluent
writing style 
appropriate for 
the assignment 
with
mostly accurate
grammar and 
spelling.
Minor omissions 
only.
(Value: 10%)


analysis with 
suitable examples. 
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Clear evidence
of research
relevant
to the subject;
able to critically 
appraise the 
literature and theory 
gained from a
variety of sources.
 
Referencing style 
correctly used.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Good 
development
shown in summary
of arguments in the 
conclusion based
in theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Mostly
Fluent writing
style appropriate 
for the assignment 
with accurate
grammar and
spelling.
(Value: 10%)


analysis with 
suitable
examples. 
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Referenced a 
wide
range of high quality
sources which have
been thoroughly
analysed,
applied and
discussed,
developing own
ideas in the 
process. 


Referencing style
correctly used.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Analytical and
clear conclusions
drawn, well 
grounded
in theory and
literature showing
development of new
concepts.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Fluent writing 
style
appropriate for the
assignment with
accurate
grammar and
spelling.
(Value: 10%)


2. Moor's
"just-
consequentialist"
theory incorporates
aspects of utilitarian
and deontological
theories into one 
comprehensive
framework.
Explain with at least
two suitable 
examples
how this theory can 
be
applied to ethical 
issues involving
cybertechnology. 


1. Major omissions
in the answer.
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Either no
evidence of
literature being
consulted or cited 
references irrelevant to 
the assignment 
question.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Unsubstantiated/ 
invalid conclusions
based on anecdote and 
generalisation only, or 
no conclusions at all.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Writing style
not fluent or
well-organised,
and many grammatical
and spelling mistakes.
(Value: 10%)
 


1. Correct and 
mostly complete 
answer. Some 
omissions.
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Some evidence
of research.
Some mistake in 
referencing style.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Limited
evidence of
findings and 
conclusions 
supported by 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Writing style
not always fluent or
well organised and 
grammar and 
spelling contain 
errors.
(Value: 10%)


1. Correct and
mostly
comprehensive
explanation
grounded in 
theory/literature.
 
At least two 
suitable 
examples used to
explain
concepts.
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Clear evidence 
of research 
relevant
to the subject; 
uses indicative 
texts
identified.
 
Referencing style 
correctly used. 
Minor omissions 
only.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Evidence of 
findings and 
conclusions
grounded in 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Mostly
fluent
writing style
appropriate 
for the
assignment
with mostly 
accurate
grammar and 


1. Demonstrated
clear understanding
of the relevant 
ethical theory in the 
given context.
 
 
Mostly
comprehensive 
explanation 
grounded
in theory/literature.
 
At least two 
suitable examples 
used to explain 
concepts.
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Clear evidence
of research relevant 
to the subject;
able to critically 
appraise the 
literature and theory 
gained from a
variety of sources.
 
Referencing style 
correctly used.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Good 
development
shown in summary
of arguments in the 
conclusion based 
in theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Mostly
Fluent writing style 
appropriate for the 
assignment with 


1. Demonstrated
clear understanding
of the relevant
ethical theory in
the given context.
 
Comprehensive 
explanation
grounded in
theory/literature.
 
More than two
suitable examples
used to explain
concepts.
(Value: 45%)
 
2. Referenced a
wide range of
sources which have
been thoroughly
analysed, applied
and discussed,
developing own
ideas in the 
process.
 
Referencing style
correctly used.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Analytical and
clear conclusions
drawn, well
grounded in theory
and literature
showing
development of
new concepts.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Fluent
writing
style appropriate 








spelling.
Minor omissions 
only.
(Value: 10%)


accurate grammar 
and spelling.
(Value: 10%)


for
the assignment with
accurate grammar
and spelling.
(Value: 10%)


3.What are 
professional
codes of ethics (CoE)
and what functions 
do they serve? 
Compare the ACS 
and IEEE computer 
society CoE.. 
 


1. Major omissions
in the answer. 
(Value: 60%)
 
2. Either no
evidence
of literature being 
consulted or cited 
references irrelevant
to the assignment set.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Writing style not
fluent or well-organised,
and many grammatical 
and spelling mistakes.
(Value: 10%)
 


1. A correct analysis 
provided. Some 
omissions.
(Value: 60%)
 
2. Some evidence
of research. Some 
mistake in 
referencing style.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Writing style
not always fluent or 
well organised and 
grammar and 
spelling contain 
errors.
(Value: 10%)


1. A reasonably 
compete analysis
including the 
strengths
and weakness 
clearly
identified 
grounding in 
theory/literature. 
Examples used
in explanation.
Some omissions.
(Value: 60%)
 
2. Clear evidence 
of research 
relevant to the 
subject; uses 
indicative texts 
identified.
 
Referencing style 
correctly used. 
Minor omissions 
only.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Mostly fluent 
writing style 
appropriate to the 
assignment with 
mostly accurate 
grammar and 
spelling. Minor 
omissions only.
(Value: 10%)


1. A
comprehensive
analysis
including the 
strengths and
weakness
clearly identified
grounding in
theory / literature. 
Suitable
examples
used in
explanation.
Minor omissions 
only.
(Value: 60%)
 
2. Clear evidence
of research
relevant to the 
subject; able to
critically appraise
the literature and
theory gained from
a variety of sources.
 
Referencing style
correctly used.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Mostly
Fluent
writing style
appropriate to
assignment with
accurate
grammar
and spelling.
(Value: 10%)


1. A
comprehensive
analysis  including
the strengths
and weakness 
clearly
identified grounding
in theory/literature.
Suitable examples
used in explanation.
(Value: 60%)
 
2. Referenced a 
wide
range of sources
which have been
thoroughly 
analysed,
applied and
discussed,
developing own
ideas in the 
process.
 
Referencing style
correctly used.
(Value: 30%)
 
3. Fluent writing
style appropriate to
the assignment with
accurate grammar
and spelling.
(Value: 10%)


4. Can professional
codes guide I.T 
professionals
in determining
when it would be 
appropriate to blow
the whistle?
Explain with two 
contrasting examples
{one where it is
appropriate and
one when it's not}.


1. Major omissions in 
the answer.
(Value: 55%)
 
2. Either no evidence
of literature being
consulted or cited 
references irrelevant
to the assignment set.
(Value: 20%)
 
3. Unsubstantiated/
invalid conclusions
based on anecdote
and generalisation
only, or no
conclusions
at all.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Writing style not
fluent or well-organised, 
and many grammatical
and spelling mistakes.
(Value: 10%)
 


1. Mostly correct 
analysis. Some 
omissions.
(Value: 55%)
 
2. Some evidence
of research.
Some mistake in 
referencing style.
(Value: 20%)
 
3. Limited evidence 
of findings and 
conclusions 
supported by 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Writing style
not always fluent or 
well organised and
grammar and 
spelling contain 
errors.
(Value: 10%)


1. Mostly
comprehensive
analysis
grounded in 
theory/literature. 
At least three 
suitable 
examples used to 
explain concepts.
(Value: 55%)
 
2. Clear evidence 
of research
relevant to the 
subject; uses 
indicative texts 
identified.
 
Referencing style 
correctly used. 
Minor omissions 
only.
(Value: 20%)
 
3. Evidence of 
findings and 
conclusions 
grounded in 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Mostly fluent 
writing style 
appropriate to
the assignment 
with mostly 
accurate 
grammar and 


1. Correct and
comprehensive
analysis grounded 
in
theory/literature.
At least three 
suitable examples
used to explain
concepts.
(Value: 55%)
 
2. Clear evidence
of research relevant 
to the subject;
able to critically 
appraise the
literature and
theory gained from
a variety of sources.
 
Referencing style 
correctly used.
(Value: 20%)
 
3. Good 
development
shown in summary
of arguments in the 
conclusion based in 
theory/literature.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Mostly
fluent writing
style appropriate
to assignment with 
accurate grammar 
and spelling.


1. Correct and
comprehensive 
analysis grounded
in theory/literature.
More than three
suitable examples
used to explain
concepts.
(Value: 55%)
 
2. Referenced a
wide range of
sources which
have been
thoroughly
analysed, applied
and discussed,
developing own
ideas in the
process.
 
Referencing style
correctly used.
(Value: 20%)
 
3. Analytical and
clear conclusions
drawn, well 
grounded
in theory and
literature showing
development of
new concepts.
(Value: 15%)
 
4. Fluent writing
style appropriate
to the assignment








spelling. Minor 
omissions only.
(Value: 10%)


(Value: 10%) with accurate
grammar and
spelling.
(Value: 10%)


 
 Note: Each question carries 25 marks.
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