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Privacy, technology and school shootings 
Question 1
There are two rights that are in conflict in the article. The right to privacy and the right to security. The right to privacy means that people are entailed to different aspects such as bodily integrity, personal autonomy, and self-determination of information, protection from surveillance, confidentiality, and dignity. The right to security ensures that persons are protected from any physical and mental harm.  The right to privacy and the right to security come into conflict when the need to ensure all the student's and the community's security is necessary, which led to the students' deprivation of privacy through the access of the student's post to social media. It is believed that the analysis of the student's social media posts will help in identifying posts that show violent behaviors (Raicu, 2018). The appropriate balance to strike between the right of privacy and security is to ensure that permission is acquired before having direct access to the students' social media platforms.
Question 2
I believe that social media monitoring serves the common good of ensuring that tracking posts that create a security concern are identified and the appropriate action taken. Social media has created a platform in which people can communicate with one another by writing messages and sharing pictures and videos within a large geographical area. The increased number of social media users has created security concerns due to the sharing of violence-related information. Therefore, social media monitoring is important in ensuring that any form of violent posts is identified and the appropriate actions are taken to help prevent violence in the community. According to Raicu (2018), institutions such as schools work with media organizations to monitor their student's social media posts. The monitoring of the posts appropriately in ways that does not make the students feel like their privacy is being interfered with is very important.
Question 3
The analysis of social media posts to the public has an impact on my analysis on the use of monitoring technology. Monitoring technology has been put into practice through the use of the technology to assess social media posts. Learning institution have hired the media platforms and therefore ensured that the monitoring equipment had been put into use. The use of the monitoring equipment has helped identify the equipment's effectiveness and, therefore, identify faulty areas and areas that are most effective. Changes are made to the faulty areas to ensure that the best results are attained in the use of the monitoring equipment. 
Question 4
I believe that universities should not just notice students that they are monitoring their social media posts but also ask for the students' input before implementing the monitoring of the students' social medial accounts and posts. Notification is not enough. Notification does not ensure that the voice of the student on the issue of monitoring is heard (Raicu, 2018). Notification means that monitoring has been implemented, and the students are only being made aware of the already existing process. Involvement of the students before the implementation means that the students are aware of all the issues and ways in which the monitoring is being made. The students should also be told about the privacy issue made in the process of monitoring. The privacy issues include the fact that confidential information on the student's phones and media platforms will be accessed. The students' involvement will ensure that their consent is acquired before the media companies are given the go-ahead to monitor the posts.
Facebook and the French flag
Question 1
Facebook was not acting ethically by enabling the overlaying of the French flag for the Facebook users. The act of Facebook to enable such a feature was a sign of providing privilege, biasness and selfishness, and the war on liberty and equality. Biasness is an ethical issue associated with the Facebook feature since other countries had also experienced terrorist attacks in the exact time frame. No such features were enabled to support the other countries as they passed through their hard time (Raicu, 2015). The issue of selfishness as an ethical issue showed that Facebook was only interested in French people's needs alone and not in the well-being of all the people in the world who were going through the same situations. Some of the feedback provided concerning the issue was that countries such as Kenya and Lebanon had experienced the same terrorists attack at the time, and no such trend was created to support the victims of the attack. It can be argued that Lebanon and Kenya are fewer superior countries as compared to France, and therefore less attention was provided to them. France was given priorities that no other country was given, which could result in the war on liberty and equality among the countries in the world. Facebook is a platform that is used worldwide, and all the needs of the people who use the platform should be put in mind when designing any features. 
Question 2
To achieve more ethical results, Facebook should have taken advantage of various strategies. Facebook could have analyzed the then-current information in the world before coming up with a decision to design the feature in the platform. Some of the considerations that could have been beneficial for Facebook include ensuring they analyze the actions that would bring satisfaction to most people and the action that would bring less satisfaction to the people. Facebook is used by people worldwide, and therefore the decision made should consider the needs of people all over the world (Raicu, 2015). If Facebook had done an effective analysis, they could have noticed that other countries in the world were facing the same issue of terrorist attacks and therefore ensured that they provided the same designs to help to stand with the victim of the other countries. With this action, equality could have been maintained, and the negative feedback that was provided avoided. 
Most of all, before making the decision, Facebook could have ensured that they are aware of the ethical implications that could be associated with their decision. The benefits and consequences of a decision should be analyzed before implementing the action and ensuring that the organization is ready for the provided feedback. Facebook could have identified a list of options to stand with France in its time of difficulties and identify the most appropriate and ethical option to follow. In coming up with the most suitable option, testing the options could be done on a sample of people, and the reaction they make is recorded and used in making of the most ethical decision.
Question 3
The Facebook users who took advantage of the feature that was considered unethical were acting unethically. To act ethically on decisions that are considered to be unethical means that the people support the unethical decision that is made. Supporting the unethical decision was a form of showing support for Facebook for the decision they made even with the information that the decision caused ethical tension all over the world. People should be at the first line of stopping unethical actions by organizations and therefore not supporting unethical decisions made shows that they are against the decisions and have a support for ethics. 
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