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The reading shares an understanding that the right to privacy is a fundamental human right recognized in the UN Declaration of Human Rights. Herein, I am interested in the passage of participant monitoring (Moore, Murray, Farrell, & Youm, 2017, p 425).  Moore and other authors (2017, p 430) assert that although the trial court and the appellate court agreed that cases should have been dismissed on different grounds, both decisions reveal an undercurrent that should concern journalists.  In this passage, I need additional elaboration regarding how the Congress violated the First Amendment and what alternative options were adopted to make the court adhere to the law (Moore et al., 2017, p 435). 
I am also concerned with the passage of the impact of the code of ethics. I understand that ethics is paramount to every interaction (Moore et al., 2017, p 437). However, I feel that the authors should underscore the principal codes of ethics directly by mention surreptitious monitoring or recording (Moore et al., 2017, p 440). Moore et al., 2017 needs to offer an acute illustration on how the journalistic community appears divided on the propriety of common investigative reporting techniques that the public, by and large, considers improper, such as misrepresentation, sifting through an individual’s trash, and accepting or using documents stolen by someone else without the cooperation of the media organization (Moore et al., 2017, p 444). 
Another passage of concern is that of publication. I agree with the author’s assertion that publication is generally easy for a plaintiff to demonstrate and is usually not in dispute (Moore et al., 2017, p 445). However, I feel that authors should pay attention to the connection between publication and libel.  I need an additional explanation on how the libel requires that the defamatory information be communicated merely to a third party, and the rationale behind public disclosure of private facts must be reasonably widespread because this is a tort of publicity (Moore et al., 2017, p 445). Overall, the authors should embrace the importance of the right of privacy to those of human dignity.
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