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Questions
Question 1
The Freedom of information Act is known to have many limitations based on how it operates. First, the Freedom does not grant an absolute right to review and examine government documents. At times, most people are interested in investigating how the government uses its resources. Therefore, they prefer examining the government’s way of operations in order to voice out concerns. According to Moon (2018), this Act denies the public an opportunity to assess vital information which may be used to question the government. In addition, the public is entitled to make a request and receive a response. This is because they have a right to know and get information regarding how funds and resources are used. However, there is nothing in the law that talks about the agency owe them those records hence meaning that the public rights are violated.
Concerning the relationship between discovery and the Freedom of Information Act, there is a close relationship. The Freedom of Information Act and discovery provide different mechanisms for the purpose of attaining disclosure concerning government documents (Grimmelikhuijsen et al., 2018). An individual needs to examine the records and also to make the request normally in order to protect the right to obtain disclosure. Based on this case between Walsh v. North, Oliver North seeks to obtain information under the Freedom of Information Act. In addition, the court depended on the preclusion of claims, the exemption of the act and issues of preclusion. The justification was that the FOIA’s disclosure requirements records and also information compiled for law enforcements were reasonably expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings. 
Question 2
Privatization of a traditional government service is attributed to several limitations. First, there is a limitation under outsourcing since it is regarded as a no means of a perfect solution. Multiple agencies lack the metrics in order to prove that outsourcing is a service that will save money. Moreover, the problems from contracts that are conceived poorly can significantly create an increase in the total costs that are also responsible for surpassing the general costs of in houses services (Moon, 2018). In addition, the government may to be vulnerable to profiteering. At times, there may be the privatization of public services that have resulted to poor accountability as well as transparency.
Public information may be limited based on the example given since they are denied the opportunity to access the information from the governments. The government will tend to limit and hide some of the information as a way of preventing the information from reaching the public. In addition, public information is limited since there is no accountability and transparency (Grimmelikhuijsen et al., 2018). Therefore, the public information is limited since it is not shared. Based on the impact on the society, resources may be wasted and exploited since the government is denied an opportunity to examine and account the information. As a result, resources may be wasted for selfish gains. Sharing of ideas in the society may also be limited. Better information in a society allows members of the society to share insightful ideas that may help them understand their governments. This enables them to acquire ideas that may help them think critically. Hence, information in a society is very critical as a way of understanding the government. 
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