
This chapter claims that computers are responsible for some of societies' ills (when really it's society which is responsible for how computers work) : where is the cause and where is the effect?

Since people are biased, the idea was that 'objective' programs would improve things - and sometimes they do! Of course, how 'objective' the program is depends on who programs it, but in theory at least a carefully designed and transparent automatic system will be more fair than one which has to go through human judgement. Sure, people can individually correct for bad policy...but they can also circumvent good policy.

Some of the critiques of this chapter from the book club are that 'it seems angry about the problems but doesn't suggest solutions'

For technical details, sources seem to be frequently secondhand - it is suggested to get more primary sources.

Book club had a discussion about how much this chapter is about operating systems and how much is about user interface.



Have not heard that idea before!

sounds like it's all automatic and doesn't give much role to user control

not just speed, also protection of I.P. or giving admins / parents / bosses fine grained control

The Eniac was digital and was 1945....in 1950s there was the IBM 610 and Olivetti Elea, both of which didn't need a whole room. 



I think you could also schedule time?



Highlight

but Linux?



Highlight

really 'low value'? I mean, NASA etc depended on it...



rephrase? lots of clauses. Maybe: 'but a good paying one. At that time, women with a mathmatics education had few other options than teaching or working for an insurance company.

it wasn't just cheaper: it was also much faster and more accurate.

There was a deliberate marketing campaign to drive personal computer purchases instead of mainframes



Highlight

can we draw this causation? (Check unlocking the clubhouse)



In other countries, such as India, women are encouraged to go into CS because it's seen as conforming to gender stereotypes about it being 'safe' and 'clean' 





I mean, IBM started these markets, so...'used market power to build market power?'

all? Surely it was _some_ applications of competitors?



and



this seems a stretch - more complete OS dose not mean more fascy. Didn't we just go over these problems historically a few pages ago?





not all programs are written by humans









semicolon? 



connection between NLS and demo could be confusing

why do we say 'jobs brought to Apple' but then not 'Gates brought to microsoft?



This is the key point!



and more accurate!

I would not like any of these suggestions. What about OS that prioritized privacy (actually see below!), or electricity usage, or beauty of the user experience?

Also IP protection is becoming a major design priority

I mean, outlook now nags me when I send email out of business hours to fake delay it till morning so that people can rest...

Accessibility is better now than it ever has been with computers, and computers have expanded accessible options enormously over options before computers.



you just said text based OS had 'invisible hierarchy of folders' but then longed for them for blind or visually impaired people? Maybe a different choice of words?

but command lines are more precise! And yes, affordable and therefore economically accessible



App store seems out of scope for this chapter, which already has a lot!



worked

The breathalizer code being bunk would be a great example to bring up here!



was this password related?

important to make clear dist\inction between free speech by govt and private companies: can this be stronger?



private ones? linux doesnt have this problem?

solid point!







Book club had a whole debate about design vs engineering and how much do the engineers have the ability to push back on bad design? Many decisions are product design level, engineers wouldn't have a say : however perhaps CS ought to have a system of professional ethics (like medicine?)












































