
The University of Western Ontario

Faculty of Information and Media Studies 


MIT 3213G – Media and Audiences: The Situation(ism) is Critical – Winter 2023


Instructor Information	 	 	 Course Information	 	      	                  

Dr. Kane X. Faucher 	 	 	 	 Lectures: Thurs 1:30-4:30 SEB 1056

Office: FNB 4050	 	 	 	 	 

Office Hours: Wed 1-3 pm

E: kfauche@uwo.ca 

Prerequisites

Restricted to FIMS students; course counts toward Writing Certificate.


Course Syllabus


In recent years, audiences have made the shift to becoming producers of media content, largely 
due to the participatory nature of Web 2.0. Yet, the question remains as to whether we as 
producers and consumers of content are not simply participating in the commodification of 
ourselves and the media we produce and consume. What we may come to believe as the 
emancipation of public opinions in a democratized digital context may in fact further entrench us 
in what Guy Debord calls the society of the spectacle. It is to this end that we will be assessing 
the historical shaping of audiences from the 20th into the 21st century from a Post-Marxist and 
Situationist context. This is not to say that we must be complicit with these theoretical 
approaches, and it is hoped that we can both critically assess the trends of audience formation/
manipulation as well as question whether or not situationism is still relevant to us today, and if 
we are unwitting participants in what can be called “spectacles of persuasion.” Each class will 
include a close reading and discussion of the assigned portion of the Debord text. Students are 
strongly urged to come prepared and to discuss the content of the readings. The content is rich, 
dense, difficult, but ultimately rewarding.


mailto:kfauche@uwo.ca


Itinerary and Reading Schedule


[Note: the Debord text will be referenced by numbered aphorism. Students are required to read 
the assigned aphorisms before we meet for class]


Course Materials

Given the ambitious scope of this course, it would prove unwieldy to assign readings for the 
roughly 30 or so theorists under discussion. Students will be expected, however, to read the 
entirety of Guy Debord's Society of the Spectacle and be prepared to discuss and apply their 
understanding of Debord's work to the context of our subject matter. Fortunately, Debord's text is 

Week Topic Reading / Due Dates

1 Introduction (Hegel, Marx) Aph 1 - 17

2 Public Opinion Redux (Bernays, Lippmann) Aph 18 - 34

3 Postwar Opinion (Merton, Lazarsfeld, et al) Aph 35 - 53

4 Paranoiacs, Pessimists, and Prophets (Adorno, 
Heidegger, Wertham)

5 Audiences of Resistance (de Certeau, Debord) Aph 54 - 72

6 Fanatics, Manias and Cult Audiences (Crowds: 
Mackay, Le Bon, Canetti)

Aph 125 - 146

7 Screens and Screening (Mulvey, Baudrillard et 
al)

8 The New Childhood Aph 147 - 164

9 Gender, Class and Ethnic Representation Aph 165 - 179

10 Interactivity and the Prosumer Aph 180 -211

11 Audience 2.0 Aph 212 - 221

12 Concluding Questions



available as free and public domain. A copy of the course text is available here: http://
library.nothingness.org/articles/SI/en/pub_contents/4 (if the link is inactive, perform a quick 
Google search: it is hosted in full on other sites; translation/version may vary).


Recommended Readings: Although this is not required reading, it is strongly recommended that 
students draw from this resource as it may prove useful for the first assignment and in 
understanding Debord in our contemporary context:


Briziarelli, Marco and Emiliana Armano (eds) (2018) The Spectacle 2.0. University of 
Westminster Press. https://www.uwestminsterpress.co.uk/site/books/10.16997/book11/


Evaluation

25% - Small Essay (500-1000 words) Due: January 27

25% - Precis/Proposal of Final Paper (500 words excluding bibliography) Due: March 3


40% - Final Research Paper (1500-2500 words) Due: March 24

10% - Participation Self Evaluation. Due: March 24


*All assignments are due digitally on OWL Sakai in PDF format before 11:55 PM on the 
due date — Late submissions without accommodation are graded as zero.


*Note: Assignment details and digital syllabus will be made available electronically


All assignments MUST be submitted as a PDF, not in DOC format.


Course Policies


The use of electronic devices (laptops, tablets, phones) are for class-related purposes only. Do 
not abuse the privilege of using laptops for non-course related activities. Phones are only permit- 
ted to take pictures of complex lecture slides. The use of phones in class for other purposes is 
rude, insulting, and distracting to our shared learning environment. Students who cannot put 
away their phones during class time will be asked to leave. They may be asked to schedule an 
appointment with the Associate Dean and/or academic counselling to discuss their classroom 
conduct, and will need to provide a letter to the instructor acknowledging the violation, and a 
plan to ensure it does not recur, prior to being readmitted to the classroom environment. 

	 Our classroom is a non-judgemental space that aligns with academic freedom of 
expression, with some limits. It is expected that students treat one another with civility and 
respect at all times. Aggressive or hostile behaviours will not be tolerated, and students are 
encouraged to review the Student Code of Conduct. 


Communication/Consultation


http://library.nothingness.org/articles/SI/en/pub_contents/4
http://library.nothingness.org/articles/SI/en/pub_contents/4
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I make every effort to be as flexible as possible in accommodating student requests for consulta- 
tion. During peak times (generally prior to when an assignment comes due), it may be more dif- 
ficult to contact me. You may wish to “beat the rush”, which means beginning your assignments 
earlier and coming to me with issues as they arise. 

	 An email consultation model has been adopted for its many benefits, and to overcome 
many of the impediments of in-person consultation due to the pandemic. As ever more students 
appear to be experiencing difficulty articulating their thoughts in written form (a form that is crit- 
ical to the mission and meaning of academia itself), this serves as an ideal communication chan- 
nel to practice those skills, whilst also affording more opportunity for all concerned to reflect on 
questions prior to responding as opposed to giving “off the cuff” replies as is typical in verbal 
communications. That said, office hours are still available on a first come drop-in basis. Please 
note that masks are mandatory for office hour visits as they are in regular classroom settings, and 
that it may even be preferable to consider the email consultation model instead. 

	 My policy concerning email is that I endeavour to respond within 24 hours, and at reason- 
able times. That means you should not expect an immediate reply to your email delivered at 2 am 
or on weekends until the usual working week and daylight hours. That means 9 to 5, Monday to 
Friday. If you do not receive a response within 24 hours, please resend. NB: If I need to get in 
contact with you about an urgent matter, please do make a habit of keeping sufficient space on 
your account so the email does not bounce. 
	 * Emails should not contain questions easily answered by either the syllabus or assignment 
documents. 
	 * I will read working thesis statements or discuss research questions, but please do not ask 
me to read entire drafts of assignments out of fairness for my time, and those students who 
cannot benefit from such feedback. Taking some risk and initiative is a part of life. My full 
feedback is provided once the assignment is officially submitted, not before. 

Late Assignment Policy

Late assignments will receive a zero. If extenuating circumstances prevent the timely submission 
of an assignment or paper, documentation is required (see Academic Accommodation below). All 
assignments must be submitted by the due date. IMPORTANT: Please do not send or show me 
medical notes - I value your privacy and do not have the specific authorization to vet medical 
notes.

	 If you have received accommodation through the counselling office, a confirmation email 
is sent to both the student and professor, asking the student to get in touch immediately to discuss 
a new due date. Please heed that request for immediacy. 


Electronic Submission

All assignments are to be submitted via our Learning Management System (OWL). No paper 
copies. Unless otherwise specified, please submit as a PDF except where indicated. All word 
processing software has the function of being able to export in PDF. The rationale behind using 
this file type is that it “flattens” formatting so that however it looks on the student’s end is how it 
will appear on the instructor’s end without information loss that can occur if two different word 



processing software are used. This also helps to “lock” any visual elements like imported images, 
charts, graphs, and fonts. 


Work Submission and Feedback

Apart from extenuating circumstances, I generally have a one or two week turnaround policy, 
which means I will have your work graded with feedback ready online. Pending my workload, 
you may receive feedback much sooner. If you submit sooner, you may also receive feedback 
sooner, which may be a great way of decreasing academic stress toward the end of the semester 
when all the big assignments across several courses comes due. 


Missed Classes 

In the event students have to miss a class for any previously known or unanticipated reason, they 
are encouraged to speak with a classmate to learn what was missed. In fairness, asking me what 
was missed is nearly equivalent to asking me to recreate a three hour lecture. With the exception 
of those students who are on file with Accessible Education, lecture notes and course slides are 
considered proprietary, so are not posted on OWL or distributed in any way. Since there is no 
exam in this course, a missed class should not have any appreciable impact on successful com- 
pletion of assignments.  





Appendix A: Suggested Grade Ranges in MIT, MPI and MTP


Guidelines to the MIT Grade Range

These guidelines are benchmarks, and are not to be followed as rigid regulations. They will be adjusted as appropriate to take into 
account the level of  the course and any specific instructions given by a professor. As well, competency in English language usage 
(including spelling and grammar) may be taken into account in the assignment of  grades by individual instructors. Note that the 
70-79 grade range is broken into two divisions, as this is the grade range into which a large number of  students fall.


90-100 (Outstanding, A+)

The report shows sparkling originality and exhibits a high degree of  critical analysis of  the topic. Sophisticated synthesis and analysis 
of  the theoretical and conceptual dimensions of  the topic are demonstrated. Mastery of  complex material and ideas is immediately 
evident. The topic is treated

with sensitivity and subtlety of  thought. The quality of  the writing and background research is exemplary.


80-89 (Excellent, A)

The report shows originality and exhibits a high degree of  critical analysis

of  the topic; it gets to the heart of  the matter with comments and/or

questions. It is clearly focused and logically organized. The quality of  writing makes the report immediately understandable. Mastery 
of  complex material and ideas is demonstrated. The report is of  appropriate length, while preserving the priorities and emphasis of  
the material, so that the result is meaningful, not simplistic.


75-79 (Very Good, B+)

The report shows above average analysis, critical thinking and independent

thought. Claims are supported by ample evidence and the components of  the topic are well-researched and presented. The topic is 
addressed in reasonable depth and/or breadth and covers material appropriate to the course. The analysis is organized around focal 
points and the argument is easily followed. The report demonstrates an above average ability to write in an intelligible style and to 
condense material meaningfully and with a concern for priorities of  that material.


70-74 (Good, B)

The report shows an attempt at analysis and critical thinking. Claims are supported by reasonable evidence. The topic is addressed 
in some depth and/or breadth, with references to the appropriate literature and course material. The analysis is organized around 
focal points. The report is generally well written and well argued.


60-69 (Competent, C)

The report demonstrates adequate comprehension of  the topic. The report

is on topic and is a reasonable summary of  material covered in the course, but goes no further. Facts are stated accurately; the quality 
of  writing is sufficiently intelligible with enough elaboration and enough connections made between ideas to permit a reader to 
understand the point of  the report.


50-59 (Marginal, D)

The report shows less than adequate comprehension of  the topic and of 

the material covered by the course. The report is a less than adequate

summary of  sources and/or is considerably off-topic. Facts are stated inaccurately or ambiguously; the writing style is difficult to 
follow; there is insufficient elaboration to permit reader's comprehension of  relations among ideas; little judgment is shown in 
selecting detail for inclusion in the report.


Below 50 (Unacceptable, F)

The report demonstrates a failure to comprehend the topic. The material is

disorganized and unintelligible. The report clearly does not meet the

minimal requirements of  the assignment.




Appendix B: Guidelines of  Academic Appeals for FIMS Students 


Grounds for Appeal:

The Faculty of  Information and Media Studies does not view the appeals process as an opportunity for students to solicit a second 
opinion on a grade assigned to a particular piece of  work. Appeals must pertain to the final grade in a course, and will only be 
entertained if  sufficient grounds for appeal can be met, including: medical or compassionate circumstances, a defect in the evaluation 
process, bias, inaccuracy or unfairness.


Stages in the Appeals Process:

The first stage of  the process is a discussion of  the disputed grade

with the appropriate Teaching Assistant (if  applicable), and subsequently, the course Instructor. For grades assigned to 
individual assignments, essays, lab reports, projects and tests completed throughout the term, the student first must appeal to the 
Teaching Assistant or Instructor of  the course, within three weeks of  the date on which the Instructor or Teaching Assistant returned 
the assignments to the class. The Appeals Committee will not hear any further appeals about the final grade in any course unless this 
first step has been taken.


If  completion of  the first stage has not resolved the matter, the student may appeal the final grade in the course to the 
FIMS Appeals Committee. Appeals of  final grades must be within the time frame indicated in the Undergraduate 
Calendar. It is the student's responsibility to ensure that the appeal is submitted within the deadline. The student shall submit a 
formal letter to the FIMS Appeals Committee outlining the grounds for the appeal, the remedy sought and relevant

materials including the information about when and with whom (Teaching

Assistant and/or Instructor) the student met, as described in Stage 1. If  the

appeal involves a request for work to be regraded, the original marked work and a clean copy (if  possible) must be included. If  the 
appeal is commenced once the deadline has passed, it will not be considered either by the Appeals Committee or by the Associate 
Dean.


The FIMS Appeals Committee has the discretion to determine whether the grounds for appeal have been met.

If  the Committee deems that the reasons for the appeal are not legitimate,

the Associate Dean will be informed. The appeal will be terminated and the student will be informed.


If  the Committee decides that the grounds for appeal have been met, the following steps will be taken:

1. the course Instructor will be shown the appeal letter and offered an opportunity to make a written response;

2..if  work is to be regraded, a reader will be appointed who is competent in the area in question and was not involved in the 
assignment of  the original

mark. The reader will consider the work in question and will arrive at an independent evaluation. If  there is a large discrepancy 
between the original mark and the regraded mark, a second reader may be appointed by the Committee. If  the appointed reader(s) 
arrive at a grade within five marks of  the original, the original grade will stand.


The FIMS Appeals Committee will review the evidence and will make a recommendation on the case to the Associate 
Dean Undergraduate.

The Associate Dean Undergraduate will consider the recommendation

from the Appeals Committee, and will make a decision. The student and the instructor will be notified promptly and in writing by the 
Associate Dean of  the decision and of  the change in grade, if  any. Within the Faculty of  Information and Media Studies, the 
Associate Dean's decision on the matter is final.

Further appeals are possible under certain circumstances to the Senate

Review Board Academic (for Undergraduate students) or to the Faculty of  Graduate Studies (for Graduate students) but the student 
should carefully consult the guidelines regarding such Appeals.





