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What happened in class: Today’s class include three reading assignments; chapters thirteen and fourteen as well as a PDF file Global Trends 2015.  However, the focus of the class discussion was solely around Global Trends and the supreme’s court ruling after the news presentations were given.  The Global Trends reading provided some very intriguing facts on how the advancing in technologies could possibly increase terrorism.   Also, how people will potentially die from thirst because water will become scarce in the next ten years.  We ended up having a brief discussion on these phenomenal findings.  Instead the supreme’s court ruling to sign the Kyoto Treaty surprisingly sparked more interests.  In a five to four decision, the Supreme Court ruled that green house gasses and CO2 emission don’t follow the clear air act and need to be regulated.   It was coincidental that we had just watch An Inconvenient Truth and discussed how United States and Australia were the only two countries who hadn’t signed the Kyoto Treaty yet last week.  This ruling created the biggest discussion on CO2 emissions and how it affects the earth.  
After the discussion both section of ENGR 408 went down to 220 Hammond to hear a presentation on global citizenship which was prepared by students in the ENGR 497C class.  The presentation consist of each student picking a power point slide to illustrate how each one of them stepped out of their comfort zone to learn about a different culture.  In essence, those slides were symbolic representations as to why they believed they were now global citizens.  Each slide and reason was different but they all had one thing in common; they all challenged the ENGR 408 sections to step up to the plate. 

My response to what happened in class:  The discussion about the carbon emission was the most interesting part of the class.  During the whole discussion, the only recurring thought that ran through my mind was “It’s about time we did something”.  Al Gore’s movie was such an eye opener and it was such a shame that the United States, the country who has the most CO2 emissions, was just sitting back while the rest of the world (minus Austrailia) was taking a stand.  
Analysis of my response:  Why is our administration so opposed to treating the world better?  Yeah it maybe hurt the United States economically but, if we don’t have anywhere to live then money won’t be an issue anymore.  It’s just that scale in Al Gore’s movie where he compared gold to preserving the world we live in.  It’s sort of a no-brainer but we still had to have a five to four over ruling of the administration to get the point across. 
Leadership take-away/sound-byte:
