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In Sherry Turkle’s book Alone Together, she addresses the issue of the growing influence of technology on our lives and the impact it has on our interactions with people.  She claims that texting, Facebook, and all form of being “always on” actually diminishes human interactions and the quality of communication that people have.  While I do believe that she is correct in some respects and makes some good points along the way, I believe that she exaggerates the extent of the problem.  


From a personal perspective, the sensation of being “always on” is something that I definitely know I experience.  I have my cell phone on m
y all the time, and am constantly checking my Facebook page and Twitter page, even as I type this paper.  During the Connections event I know I had great difficulty being detached from my technology.  I tried to stay away from it as much as I could, but would find myself after taking a phone call from home texting someone, or when doing homework online checking Facebook.  It did make me realize that I am extremely dependent on technology and social media for many of my everyday interactions with people.  I don’t believe though that I am personally overwhelmed by social media, as I feel I keep it controlled and never let it take up such a portion of my time that I don’t have time for other things.  


Personally, though, where I disagree with Turkle is her assertion that these outlets are destroying real conversations and hurts people’s communication skills.  I feel my personal “life-mix” is a good mix of contact between people in a face to face way and through social media.  I talk to people all the time in the dorm; really just dor
ming in college requires you to do this if you want to meet people.  I rarely if ever will text someone in my hall w
ho I could just walk over to if I want to get in contact with them.  Even keeping in contact with my friends from home follows this though, if I ever have the choice of calling or Skyping them or texting them if practical I would do one of the former tasks every time.  I disagree with Turkle’s assertion that social media creates less complex and more simplistic coversations.  I know personally I’ve texted some of my friends for extended periods of time while covering multiple topics and truly stating our opinions, I don’t feel that these conversations are less sophisticated because of the medium where they took place.  Actually with a website like Facebook I feel can enhance personal communication. With no limits on space, people can share links, stories, and jokes in a medium that is designed to show them off.  You can get a good feel for a person’s humor and how they think through their Facebook page.  I know that there are some friends that without Face
book I wouldn’t be in communication with now.  Turkle also sugge
st that people present themselves as the person they wish to be and not the person they actually are, and to some extent I do agree with that.  I attempt to act like myself on Facebook and interact with people who I personally know through the site, but I do witness people who create a very distinct Facebook personality that is different from how they act in the “real” world.  


The component of Turkle’s speech that I most agreed with though was her concerns about privacy.  The amount of privacy that a Facebook user forfeits is insane.  If people want to use a website like that then they must sacrifice the ability to keep anything that they put on that site private.  Where I disagree with her though is the course of action that is going to be taken to help correct this problem.  She says that everyone should write to their member of Congress claiming they want something done about the issue and by doing this legislation will be passed changing it.  This is really an unrealistic possibility that I highly doubt would happen knowing the dysfunction going on in the US Congress.  In my opinion a more realistic possibility is that a movement begins on the websites themselves demanding that more enhanced privacy protections are put into place.  I think that what could easily happen is the formation of a Facebook “event” organizing a mass leaving of Facebook unless Facebook addresses the concerns of those who want to use the website but don’t want to give up privacy in the process.  This could be a realistic threat to the company as other Social Networks are popping up, notably Google+ which could challenge Facebook and force them to give in to some user demands.  To those who say that is unreasonable, look over in the Middle East where political revolutions took place in cy
ber space. Is a user protest demanding privacy any less likely than a government overthrow in those areas.  


This isn’t to say I believe that these enterprises don’t have the right to make a profit from the product they provide.  While these products provide a public service, I do not believe that this fact outweighs the ability for companies to make money of their product.  However I think that while there are creative ways for companies to make money o
f a service like this without sacrificing privacy.  Someone in the mode of Mark Zuckerberg or Bill Gates will probably figure this out and profit off of it immensely. 


One thing that I will say that Sherry Turkle’s chapter, talk, and the Connections event really showed me is my dependence on social media.  I really didn’t realize the extent that I relied on it and how much to me it is like what water is to a young fish.  While I feel extremely dependent on this I do feel that I could walk away from at least some of these resources. As I don’t feel completely dependent on them, the resources that I could most likely live without would be Facebook and Twitter.  On the other hand I don’t want to live without these great tools.  These things have shaped me, and helped me build some of the greatest and strongest friendships that I have today.  I don’t think Turkle is correct in that these sites destroy communication, maybe to those who take it to the extreme it does, but there is honestly a good chance that those people would have been on the outside of mainstream society anyway.  Now in our “always on” society the people who live lifestyles like that may not be as obvious to pick out, so everyone becomes lumped together.  I do believe, though, that Turkle did bring up some very good points in her speech especially among privacy concerns, and our willingness to just give up privacy.  Through Turkle and the Connections event I was shown the impact that social media and technology have on my life and because of it I feel I more greatly understand their impact on me. I do not have any real desire to leave these resources though because despite their flaws, I believe the benefits I reap from them far outweigh any drawbacks that I may have to live wi
th.     

�Didn't catch this before:  Did you mean “on me”?  You could also just delete this.  


�(Is “dorming” really a word?)


�This sentence could also be streamlined a bit:  “I rarely if ever will text someone in my hall when I could just walk over and contact them directly.”


�Better:  “I know that there are some friends  I wouldn't be in communication with now without Facebook.”


�Should be “suggests”


�I think the usual thing is to make this one word:  “cyberspace”


�from?


�Mike, 





    Good improvement over the original, especially in terms of the technical writing points (although there are still a few rough places).  I  think that it's probably too easy, though, to say “someone like Zuckerberg or Gates will figure out” how to use this technology to make money without infringing on our privacy.  Isn't the whole idea of commercializing social media based on extracting information about users' preferences and interests that might have value to people who want to sell you things?  Isn't that going to sacrifice privacy of the users by its very definition?
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