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Journal Entry #Chapter 10: Libel
The reading appeals to the ideal meaning and implications of libel to modern society. I have noted that the Federal Commission Chair (FCC) had, for many years, been attempting to get acceptance of net neutrality rules while struggling to avoid having those rules overturned in the courts (Moore, Murray, Farrell, &Youm, 2017, p 335).  Herein, I am interested in the passage to underscore the importance of net neutrality rules in addition to the regulatory approval to enforce those same measures (Moore et al., 2017, p 339). I am highly interested in the authors’ assertion that libel suits make up a disproportionate share of litigation against the media and invasion of privacy and other torts, which remain evident (Moore et al., 2017, p 340). However, I request for additional information regarding the reason as to why media personnel must show further commitment and must remain familiar with the principles of libel (Moore et al., 2017, p 345). There is a need for an additional explanation of how to avoid libel suits and successfully to defend those that occur with best intentions (Moore et al., 2017, p 347).
I am also interested in the passage of libel versus slender. I agree with the author’s assertion that information that tends to subject an individual or entity involved a new factor the multiplying of harm to one’s reputation through widespread dissemination via publication (Moore et al., 2017, p 349). I have also noted that slander and libel became separate torts with somewhat different rules. It is noteworthy that libel and slender are assertions in all jurisdiction setting (Moore et al., 2017, p 350). There is a need for additional information regarding the special damages affiliated with slender and libel that must be illustrated by the plaintiffs before any damages.
I am also concerned with the ideal elements of libels. The author argues that libels require elements to be established before a plaintiff can win a suit and recover damages (Moore et al., 2017, p 352). There is a need for an additional explanation regarding the differences among courts and statutes in the role each element plays in the whole libel picture. 
The authors provided material information regarding the trade of libels (Moore et al., 2017, p 354). I need a thorough explanation of the relationship amid the major defenses to libel as well as the way defendants attack libel. Additional information needs to be established regarding the effectiveness the steps that should be taken to preserve anonymity, the posting of comments using a false identity and implicating potential intentional injury excludes the same kind of coverage a practicing professional might be seeking later on (Moore et al., 2017, p 355). I am also interested in additional understanding to the point that comments on the Internet can create legal liability and why people tend to post dumb things on the Internet.
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