
 

 

 

 

INF390N: Information Policy: Privacy, Surveillance, and National 

Security 
#30989 

Fall 2026 

 

MEETING TIME AND LOCATION: Thursdays, 12:30-3:30pm, UTA 1.502 

 

INSTRUCTOR: Dr. Stephen C. Slota 

Office: UTA 5.425 

Email: stephen.slota at austin.utexas.edu Office hours: Monday, 10:00-12:00am 

  and by appointment via Zoom 

   

COURSE DESCRIPTION 

 

UNIVERSITY CATALOG COURSE DESCRIPTION 

Critical examination of conflicts and trends in information policy in private organizations and in federal, state, and 

international public-sector organizations. 

 

The course includes systematic study of public policy in the United States, including examination of the foundations 

of what public policy and its study are.  The course also provides a brief introduction to U.S. federal information 

policy, with emphasis on privacy and surveillance in the post-9/11 environment and brief consideration of American 

intelligence work.  Important components of the course include engagement of significant theories of surveillance 

and privacy, with a special eye toward inherent tensions between democratic, open civil society and security 

concerns of the state.  We will also consider the primacy and critique of risk assessment as the framework for U.S. 

security decisions. 

 

A particularly important outcome of the course is the development of policy thinking.  What this short phrase 

indicates is the need to move beyond the strictly personal or enterprise-specific perspective in considering policy 

questions, e.g., “well, here’s what I think or what my organization thinks, and here’s why everyone who disagrees 

with us is wrong.”  Instead students must develop a more scholarly and systematic perspective on policy questions 

related to public policy generally as well as to privacy, surveillance, and national security.  That imperative is of 

special importance in avoiding the simple binary characterization of policy issues that characterizes many 



 

 

 

 

colloquial understandings of public policy, especially talking of simple binary sides of policy conflicts, e.g., 

right/left, conservative/liberal, Republican/Democrat, and so on. 

 

At the same time, however, the development of policy thinking does NOT mean asking students to extinguish their 

own political commitments and values.  Instead, policy thinking aims to help  students maintain, enrich, and 

express their own informed opinions.  Thus, mutual respect, open engagement of ideas, and academic courtesy are 

especially important in a course such as this that openly engages political and social questions deeply laden by and 

implicated by values.  That character itself will be one of our objects of study this semester. 

 

Another way to understand INF 390N this semester is as a response to the question:  how can we systematically 

understand public policy related to privacy, surveillance, and national security?  Answers to that question involve a 

broader and deeper policy thinking perspective that includes: 

• An understanding of the historical bases of policy issues, i.e., important policy conflicts of public interest 

• An ability to identify and make explicit important sources of consensus and dissensus about these policy 

issues 

• An ability to identify key policy stakeholders and actors related to these issues 

• A willingness to recognize that many actors in the policy space have reason.  That is, we recognize that 

reasonable people will disagree about what can and should be done about important policy issues.  

Further, the policy researcher recognizes that the policy system is meant, in part, to reveal and adjudicate 

among these conflicting perspectives and value judgments. 

 

LEARNING OBJECTIVES 

1. Understand politics as a process for managing conflict among values 
2. Have an overview of how privacy, surveillance, national security, and public policy relate to each other 

especially in the U.S. 
3. Understand key policy areas and better understand major public policy initiatives, especially through more 

analytic, historical, and theoretically grounded understanding of public policy conflicts and politics 
4. Possess a professional command of important public policy terms and concepts 
5. Understand the co-evolution of policy and information technologies related to privacy, surveillance, and 

national security 
6. Be able to analyze critically the implications of public policies for privacy, surveillance, and national 

security 
7. Appreciate the multiple roles of networked digital technologies in public policy conflicts 
8. Be better prepared to influence the policy system in their professional roles and as private citizens 
9. Understand the complex relationship of public policy with private sector initiatives, devices, and services 
10. Have practiced communicating in written and oral form about fractious policy conflicts in a collegial and 

scholarly way. 
 
At the end of the term, students will be able to: 



 

 

 

 

 
11. summarize and describe the implications of specific policy instruments and concepts that are relevant to 

privacy, surveillance, and national security 
12. discuss the “policy process” and identify where contemporary public policy areas of dissensus, i.e., issues, 

are in this process. 
13. articulate when a problem might be considered a public problem, and evaluate a variety of different 

contemporary problems to determine whether those problems are public. 
14. describe how policy is proposed and implemented in the U.S. federal legislative, executive, and judicial 

branches, as well as where to find some of the important discussions and documentation related to policy 
instruments. 

 

HOW WILL YOU LEARN?  

 

COURSE CANVAS SITE 

Course Canvas site is available at https://utexas.instructure.com/ 

 

TEACHING MODALITY INFORMATION  

This course will be taught in-person, and there is no alternative to in-person attendance outside of normal 

emergency accommodations. 

 

COMMUNICATION 

The course Canvas site can be found at utexas.instructure.com. Please email me through Canvas. You are 

responsible for ensuring that the primary email address you have recorded with the university is the one you will 

check for course communications because that is the email address that Canvas uses.  

 

ACADEMIC ACCOMMODATIONS 

Students with disabilities may request appropriate academic accommodations from the Division of Student Affairs, 

Disability and Access (D&A) – see the University Policies and Resources for Students Canvas page or visit the D&A 

website.  

 

COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND GRADING 

 

REQUIRED MATERIALS  

All readings will be posted on Canvas, or will be available on the web or through UT Libraries. Students are not 

required to purchase a textbook or course packet for this course. 

https://utexas.instructure.com/
https://utexas.instructure.com/enroll/TP964H
https://disability.utexas.edu/
https://disability.utexas.edu/


 

 

 

 

 

REQUIRED DEVICES  

Students are required to have access to a laptop, desktop computer, or similar device capable of reading pdf files, 

editing text documents, and accessing the course Canvas page. 

 

CONFIDENTIALITY OF CLASS RECORDINGS 

HOP 2-9970 prohibits students from recording class instruction (audio or video) unless a student obtains the 

instructor’s permission or Disability & Access has approved audio recording as an accommodation. 

 

Class recordings are reserved only for students in this class for educational purposes and are protected under 

FERPA. The recordings should not be shared outside the class in any form. Violation of this restriction by a student 

could lead to Student Misconduct proceedings. 

 

CLASSROOM EXPECTATIONS  

• Attend all class sessions, and to be prepared for discussion of the readings and course topics. It is not 

enough to be present, students should be engaged participants in classroom discussions and the conduct 

of the course. 

• Participation in all class discussions is required. 

• Students are expected to have carefully read and understood assigned readings prior to class. Reading in 

this course is expected to be critical: your questions, informed scholarly disagreements, and reflections on 

the readings are a key way in which you will collaborate with your colleagues to develop your understanding 

of the complex and nuanced topics we will be covering. 

• Be respectful: policy speaks directly to our values, and often works as a means of resolving conflicts in 

values. This means that the topics we cover will often be controversial, uncomfortable, or otherwise 

challenging. Recognize that your colleagues are all fellow human beings with feelings, and be prepared to 

address these topics in a sensitive, accepting, and non-confrontational manner. 

• Complete assignments on time. Late work will not be accepted outside of prior approval from the 

instructor. If you anticipate not being able to complete work on time, please reach out to the instructor 

before the assignment deadline, and we will agree on an extended deadline. The most common accepted 

reasons for approved late submissions will be those related to severe health, family, or personal 

emergencies. 

• Ask for help when needed, either during office hours, or via email (Canvas inbox highly preferred). 

https://secure4.compliancebridge.com/utexas/public/getdoc.php?file=2-9970#:~:text=Recording%20Devices%20in%20Classrooms


 

 

 

 

 

CONTENT WARNING  

Our classroom provides an open space for the critical and orderly exchange of ideas through discussion. Some 

readings and other content in this course will include topics and comments that some students may find offensive 

and/or traumatizing. I’ll aim to forewarn students about potentially disturbing content and I ask all students to help 

to create an atmosphere of mutual respect and sensitivity.  

 

ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE POLICY  STATEMENT  

 

Generative AI use shall be permitted on a partial basis for academic work in this course, provided that students 

1) use AI responsibly, 2) practice critical discernment and conduct meaningful human review of any output 

generated by AI, and 3) properly disclose use according to the disclosure policies in this syllabus. You will be 

informed by your instructor/s in writing as to the aspects of the assignments for which AI may be utilized and how it 

may be utilized. You are also welcome to seek prior approval to use of generative AI on any assignment. Using 

generative AI tools without authorization or failing to disclose generative AI use according to the disclosure policy in 

this course, even when AI use is permitted, may constitute academic misconduct under UT Austin’s Institutional 

Rules and may be referred to Student Conduct and Academic Integrity in the Office of the Dean of Students for 

resolution.  

 

Disclosure policy: Should you choose to use generative AI when completing assignments or activities for this 

course, you are required to disclose your use through a statement disclosing the use of AI appended to the end of 

the submitted document. Please include the nature of your use of generative AI, and how you ensured that your use 

was responsible and critical. 

 

ACADEMIC INTEGRITY EXPECTATIONS  

All allegations of academic misconduct will be referred by faculty to the Office of the Dean of Students. Students 

who violate University rules on academic misconduct are subject to the student conduct process. A student found 

responsible for academic misconduct may be assigned both a status sanction and a grade impact for the course. 

The grade impact could range from a zero on the assignment in question up to a failing grade in the course. A status 

sanction can include a written warning, probation, deferred suspension, suspension, or expulsion from the 

University. To learn more about academic integrity standards, tips for avoiding a potential academic misconduct 

violation, and the overall conduct process, please visit the Student Conduct and Academic Integrity website at 

https://deanofstudents.utexas.edu/conduct/student-conduct-processes.php   

 

https://provost.utexas.edu/the-office/faculty-affairs/office-of-academic-technology/responsible-adoption-of-ai-tools/
https://deanofstudents.utexas.edu/conduct/student-conduct-processes.php


 

 

 

 

ASSIGNMENTS 

Assignments Percent of Total Grade 

1. Attendance and participation 20% 

2. Discussion questions 10% 

3. Annotated Bibliography 5% 

4. Reflection Essay – privacy, surveillance, and the study of 

public policy 

15% 

5. Case Brief 10% 

6. Final Team Paper – Peer editing 5% 

7. Final Team Paper - Document 25% 

8. Final Team Paper - Presentation 10% 

 

ATTENDANCE AND PARTICIPATION 

Attendance, preparation, and active participation in all meetings is required. Arrive in class prepared to discuss the 

content of readings, provide context from your own experience, and having read all required readings for that week. 

DISCUSSION QUESTIONS (DUE EACH WEEK BY TUESDAY EVENING) 

Each week, students will submit discussion questions based on the readings assigned for that week. Discussion 

questions should be at least 25 words, should cite (in APA style) the readings referred to in the question, and 

should be open-ended to encourage discussion. In-class discussions will be structured around submitted 

questions.  

ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY (DUE SEPT. 9TH) 

Early in the class, we will work together to develop an annotated bibliography to be shared amongst the class. In the 

first class meeting, students will ‘sign up’ for five of the following topics, and will submit at least two recommended 

citations for each term related to that topic. Submitted citations should clearly address the topics chosen, be in 

APA style, and should each include a brief summary of the content of the citation, as well as a brief definition of the 

topic.  

1. agon 
2. American Pragmatism 
3. Archimedean Point 
4. bounded rationality 
5. certainty of uncertainty 
6. concept 
7. constructionist 
8. constructivism 
9. content analytic 
10. cultural cognition 
11. data 

12. denaturalizing 
13. discursive analytic/ 
14. discourse analysis 
15. dissensus 
16. empirical 
17. error model 
18. essentialism 
19. exogenous 
20. hegemony 
21. incrementalism 
22. indexical 

23. industry capture 
24. inferential statistics 
25. instrumental 
26. inter-coder reliability 
27. intractable 
28. issue network 
29. legalistic 
30. majoritarian consensus 
31. metaphors 
32. model 
33. muddling through 



 

 

 

 

34. normative 
35. Occam’s Razor 
36. parametric/non-

parametric 
37. pluralism 
38. policy stages 

39. political economy 
40. polity 
41. positivism 
42. post-positivist 
43. radical (ADJ) 
44. rational choice 

45. rationalism 
46. realist ontology 
47. satisficing 
48. technicist 
49. typology 

REFLECTION ESSAY (DUE SEPT. 30TH) 

As our course readings and other sources make plain, there is considerable controversy about what the term 

“privacy” might mean and the extent and meaning of surveillance, particularly in the context of public policy. Each 

student will write an essay of 750-100 words reflection on one of the prompts provided on Canvas, being as specific 

as possible and making use of references either from course readings or our shared annotated bibliography 

(external references are welcome as well, but our readings and bibliography make a great starting point!). The essay 

should be analytic, reflective, and explicitly grounded in your selected sources. 

 

CASE BRIEF (DUE OCT. 22ND) 

Each student will prepare a case brief for Each student will prepare a case brief for one U.S. Supreme Court case 

related to privacy and surveillance from this list, using the in-class exercise as a means to help prepare this 

assignment.  Many can be found at the Library of Congress (https://www.loc.gov/collections/united-states-

reports/). 

 

Students will inform the instructor by email of their case choices by no later than October 1st, three weeks before 

the assignment is due on October 22nd.  Submit a list of three cases ranking them from MOST preferred to least 

preferred.  Only two students can brief any one case. 

 

Baldridge v. Shapiro, 455 U.S. 345 (1982) 

Byrd v. United States, 584 U.S. ___ (2018) [slip 

opinion] 

Carpenter v. United States, 585 U.S. ___ (2018) 

[slip opinion][VERY long] 

Clapper v. Amnesty International, 568 U.S. 398 

(2013) 

Collins v. Virginia, 584 U.S. ___ (2018) [slip 

opinion] 

Florida v. Harris, 568 U.S. 257 (2013) 

Florida v. Jardines, 569 U.S. 1 (2013) 

Frank v. Gaos, 586 U.S. ___ (2019) [slip opinion] 

Illinois v. Caballes, 543 U.S. 405, 409 (2005) 

Kyllo v. United States, 533 U.S. 27 (2001) 

Loving v. Virginia, 388 U.S. 1 (1967) 

Oliver v. United States, 466 U.S. 170 (1984) 

Roviaro v. United States, 353 U.S. 53 (1957) 

United States v. Jones, 565 U.S. 400 (2012) [slip 

opinion] 

United States v. Knotts, 460 U.S. 276 (1983) 

United States v. Microsoft, 584 U.S. ___ (2018) [on 

appeal from 138 S. Ct. 1186 (2018)] 

 



 

 

 

 

Each brief should be 3-4 double spaced pages in length, and should include each of the following components 

often found in legal briefs. Please use these components as headings in your submitted brief. 

• Title of the case 
• Citation 
• Facts of the case 
• Issue 
• Holding 

 [total of 1-2 double-spaced pages for these five components together 
• Reasoning of the court [one double-spaced page] 
• Analysis by the student [one double-spaced page]. 

 

FINAL TERM PAPER 

Each student will work on the final term paper assignment in a self-selected, two-person, research team. The main 

goals of this assignment are to (1) identify a difficulty in public policy in the United States (often an issue, i.e., an 

area of contention and dissensus) of interest to the students, (2) explain the topic and its context clearly and 

thoroughly, and (3) as appropriate, offer well-founded, clearly described recommendations to resolve any conflicts 

among actors and the implications of implementing those recommendations.  See the description of the paper 

below for more information.  Each team will choose one alternative for the final assignment of the three below, and 

the instructor will allot time in class for students to begin their discussions of which topics they want to write about. 

(1)  One alternative for the final assignment is to choose among the topics below, with, as noted, a special eye 

toward the public policy conflicts related to the topics: 

 

• The body and reduction to data 
• Race and surveillance 
• Gender, race, and intersectionality in (a) privacy, (b) surveillance, OR (c) national security 
• Surveillance and privacy in public 
• Risk assessment and travel 
• Daniel Solove’s model of privacy 
• Security theater 
• Quantification of self (QoS) OR self-surveillance 
• Surveillance in the home 
• Predictive policing 
• Surveillance in urban areas. 

 

(2)  A second alternative for the final paper is to write about one, two, or all three of the sources below, 

supplemented as you see fit with other appropriate material, whether material we have read as a class or beyond.  

Please address how the author(s) conceives of privacy and surveillance, and what strengths and weaknesses those 

conceptions may have, again while being especially aware of the important conflicts related to public policy that 

the paper(s) implicate: 

 



 

 

 

 

• Franks, Mary Ann. (2019).  The cult of the constitution.  In The cult of the constitution:  Our deadly devotion 
to guns and free speech (pp. 23-50 and pp. 210-215).  Stanford, CA:  Stanford University Press. 

• Igo, Sarah E.  (2018c).  Stories of one’s self.  In The known citizen:  A history of privacy in modern America 
(pp. 307-349 and 517-536).  Cambridge, MA:  Harvard University Press.  C 

• Rachels, James.  (1975).  Why privacy is important.  Philosophy & Public Affairs, 4(4), 323-333.  Available at 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/2265077.pdf?casa_token=Qa5OkLeNisgAAAAA:Q5mBYIqcwoO_5cMnBJ_
jZA0m5mmLgLSPJU5EsDzOKGlsRn-o7u2lQ-
b3_Y0BNdA_igmY291c7TCKQbglTlsHhZmCRJPT0F5r1vSDa1dWlQeuqWdPSyMH 

 

(3)  A third alternative involves a close examination of the paper: 

 

• Cohen, Julie E.  (2019).  Turning privacy inside out.  Theoretical Inquiries in Law, 20(1), 1-21.  Available at:  
http://www7.tau.ac.il/ojs/index.php/til/issue/view/113 

 

In this paper, Cohen, a well-known expert in both privacy and copyright law, notes how our “inadequate institutional 

grammar” (p. 1) is an important element of our failure to theorize and thus protect privacy successfully.  She 

emphasizes a need for renewed institutional design and practices, the importance of operationalization of such 

new institutional design and practices, and a variety of potential changes in how we approach privacy.  Please 

address these two questions: 

 

a. What is your overall and specific evaluation of Cohen’s argument? 
b. Identify and evaluate some specific recommendations Cohen makes and their implications. 

 

Be sure to place emphasis on public policy conflicts that animate and are considered in Cohen’s work. 

 

Topic – Each team will clear the proposed topic by email with the instructor by October 29th.  In addition to your 

own knowledge and acquaintance with information policy issues, you may find a number of resources of value to 

you in identifying a topic for your paper:  discussion with the instructor and your colleagues (both inside and outside 

of the class), reading ahead in the syllabus to identify upcoming topics, the mass media, class readings and our 

shared annotated bibliography, Web and other Internet sources, and the bibliographies of what you read. 

 

Draft – Due November 11th.  Each team will submit a draft of the final policy paper on November 11.  The draft will 

consist of the same parts as the final draft of the paper described below.  The draft will be a minimum of 1250 

words, not counting the title page and references. 

 

 Review of another student team's draft of the paper – Due November 22nd (15%).  Each individual student will 

review the draft of one other student team and submit a 750-1000 word review of the paper.  Be specific in your 

critique – what works in the draft?  What does not?  Why or why not?  What specific suggestions can you offer for 

improvement to the paper, whether about the topic, the argument, definitions, sources, composition, citations, lay-



 

 

 

 

out, and so on?  Each student must offer recommendations in the spirit of engaged critique, not dismissive 

cynicism or superficial praise. 

 

Presentation – December 3 (10%).  The students in each team will make a 10-minute oral presentation in class on 

the subject of their paper.  Each student should do roughly half of the presentation. While the presentation will be 

informal and collegial, you should plan to use visuals and handouts as appropriate.  Each student peer editor will 

act as respondent to another student team's presentation.  

 

Final draft – Due Monday, December 7, 11:59 PM (25%).  This is a final paper of 3000-3750 words that considers 

any approved topic engaging privacy, surveillance, and national security as described above.  Your paper should 

focus on analysis and contextualization, and display all the elements of policy thinking. This final version must be 

uploaded to the appropriate Canvas site no later than 11:59 PM on Monday, December 7. 

 

RELIGIOUS HOLY DAYS  

By UT Austin policy, you must notify me of your pending absence for a religious holy day as far in advance as 

possible of the date of observance. If you must miss a class, an examination, a work assignment, or a project in 

order to observe a religious holy day, you will be given an opportunity to complete the missed work within a 

reasonable time after the absence. For questions regarding religious accommodations, please contact the Office of 

the Dean of Students. 

 

GRADING POLICY  

MEANS OF EVALUATION AND ASSIGNMENT OF CLASS GRADES 

Work will be graded according to how well it completes the requirements of the assignment, the submission’s fit 

with the standards of graduate academic writing, and other factors as described in the relevant rubric for the 

assignment. We will use plus/minus letter grades primarily. 

 

ABSENCES  

It is required that students attend all class meetings. Absences will be excused when required by university policy, 

but please reach out to the instructor as soon as possible when an absence from class is expected. 

 

GRADE BREAKS  

Grade Cutoff 

A 94% 
A- 90% 
B+ 87% 

https://catalog.utexas.edu/general-information/academic-policies-and-procedures/attendance/
https://cm.maxient.com/reportingform.php?UTAustin&layout_id=400
https://cm.maxient.com/reportingform.php?UTAustin&layout_id=400


 

 

 

 

Grade Cutoff 

B 84% 
B- 80% 
C+ 77% 
C 74% 
C- 70% 
D+ 

D 

D- 

67% 

64% 

60% F <60% 
 

COURSE OUTLINE 

All instructions, assignments, readings, rubrics and essential information will be on the Canvas website at 

utexas.instructure.com. Check Canvas regularly. Changes to the schedule may be made at my discretion if 

circumstances require. I will announce any such changes in class and will also communicate them via a Canvas 

announcement. It is your responsibility to note these changes when announced, and I will do my best to ensure that 

you are notified of changes with as much advance notice as possible. 

W
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Class Topic Out of Class Activities Assignments Due 

1. 8/27 Introduction to the course 

and review of the syllabus 

Introduction to public 

policy and the policy 

perspective 

• Review syllabus and Canvas page  

2 9/3 On the study of public 

policy 

Surveillance culture - 

introduction 

• Lyon, David.  (2018).  The culture of 

surveillance:  Watching as a way of 

life. (pg. 1-112; 198-214)  

Discussion 

Question (Due 9/1) 

3 9/10 Surveillance culture – 

continued 

Introduction to privacy 

History of privacy in the US 

• Lyon, David.  (2018).  The culture of 

surveillance:  Watching as a way of 

life. (pg. 113-197; 214-230) 

• Warren, S. D., & Brandeis, L. D. 

(1890). The right to privacy. Harv. L. 

Rev., 4, 193. 

• Igo, Sarah E.  (2018).  The known 

citizen:  A history of privacy in 

Discussion 

Question (Due 9/8) 

Annotated 

Bibliography (Due 

11:59pm 9/9) 

https://utexas.instructure.com/
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Class Topic Out of Class Activities Assignments Due 

modern America. Chapter 4: A right 

to be left alone. 

• Solove, Daniel.  (2008).  Privacy:  A 

concept in disarray.  In 

Understanding privacy (pp. 1–11 and 

199-203).   

4 9/17 Problematizing the 

public/private distinction 

Privacy and Gender 

Selected US Supreme 

Court Cases - introduction 

• Narayanan, A., & Shmatikov, V. 

(2010). Myths and fallacies of 

"personally identifiable information". 

Communications of the ACM, 53(6), 

24–26. 

• Solove, D. J. (2002). Conceptualizing 

privacy. Calif. L. Rev., 90, 1087. 

• McGaw, Judith.  (1989).  No passive 

victims, no separate spheres: A 

feminist perspective on technology's 

history.  In Stephen Cutcliffe & 

Robert Post (Eds.), In context:  

History and the history of technology 

(pp. 172-191).  Bethlehem, PA: 

Lehigh University Press.   

Discussion 

Question (Due 9/15) 

5 9/24 Selected US Supereme 

Court Cases – continued 

Privacy in public spaces 

In-class exercise – writing a 

case brief 

• Nissenbaum, Helen.  (2010). Privacy 

in context:  Technology, policy, and 

the integrity of social life.  Stanford, 

CA:  Stanford Law Books; 

Introduction, Chapters, 4, 5, 6 

 

Discussion 

Question (Due 9/22) 

 

6 10/1 The panopticon and beyond 

Surveillance assemblages 
• Foucault, M. (1977). Panopticism. In 

Discipline and punish: The birth of 

the prison. (A. Sheridan, Trans.). 

Pantheon Books. (Original work 

published 1975).  

Discussion 

Question (Due 9/29) 

Reflection Essay 

(Due 9/30) 
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Class Topic Out of Class Activities Assignments Due 

• Haggerty, Kevin D., & Ericson, 

Richard V.  (2000).  The surveillant 

assemblage.  British Journal of 

Sociology, 51(4), 605-622.   

• Lyon, David.  (2006).  The search for 

surveillance theories.  In David Lyon 

(Ed.), Theorizing surveillance:  The 

panopticon and beyond (pp. 3-20).  

Portland, OR:  Willan.   

7 10/8 Surveillance and the body 

Datafication and 

reductions to data 

Radicalized surveillance 

• Browne, Simone.  (2015).  Dark 

matters:  On the surveillance of 

blackness.  Durham, NC:  Duke 

University Press. Introduction, 

Chapter 1 

• van der Ploeg, Irma.  (2003).  

Biometrics and the body as 

information:  Normative issues of the 

socio-technical coding of the body.  

In David Lyon (Ed.), Surveillance as 

social sorting:  Privacy, risk, and 

digital discrimination (pp. 57-73).  

Routledge:  London.   

Discussion 

Question (Due 10/6) 

8 10/15 Surveillance capitalism 

Public/private partnerships 

• Solove, D. J. (2011). Nothing to hide: 

The false tradeoff between privacy 

and security. Yale University Press. 

• Browne, Simone.  (2015).  Dark 

matters:  On the surveillance of 

blackness.  Durham, NC:  Duke 

University Press. Chapter 2 

• Zuboff, S. (2022). Surveillance 

capitalism or democracy? The death 

match of institutional orders and the 

politics of knowledge in our 

Discussion 

Question (Due 

10/13) 
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Class Topic Out of Class Activities Assignments Due 

information civilization. Organization 

Theory, 3(3), 26317877221129290. 

 

9 10/22 9/11 and its impacts on 

privacy 

Risk and risk assessment 

• Brown, Gerald G., & Cox, Louis 

Anthony (Tony).  (2011).  How 

probabilistic risk assessment can 

mislead terrorism risk analysts.  Risk 

Analysis:  An International Journal, 

31(2), 196-204.   

• Gillespie, Tarleton.  (2014).  The 

relevance of algorithms.  In Tarleton 

Gillespie, Pablo J. Boczkowski, & 

Kirsten A. Foot (Eds.), Media 

technologies:  Essays on 

communication, materiality, and 

society (pp. 167-193).  Cambridge, 

MA:  MIT Press.   

• Smith, A. T. “FULLY & FREELY”: 

Secret Communications and the 

Chilling Effect in the Colonial through 

Early-Constitutional United States. 

CRIMSON HISTORICAL, 23. 

Discussion 

Question (Due 

10/20) 

10 10/29 Public/private partnerships 

Security asessments 

• Amoore, Louise.  (2013).  The politics 

of possibility: Risk and security 

beyond probability.  Durham, NC:  

Duke University Press.  Introduction, 

Part I, Part II 

Discussion 

Question (Due 

10/27) 

11 11/5 Writing studio   

12 11/12 Security assessments 

continued 

• Amoore, Louise.  (2013).  The politics 

of possibility: Risk and security 

beyond probability.  Durham, NC:  

Duke University Press.  Part III 

Discussion 

Question (Due 

11/10) 

Draft of final paper 

(Due 11/11) 



 

 

 

 

W
ee

k 

D
at

e 
Class Topic Out of Class Activities Assignments Due 

13 11/19 Writing studio   

Thanksgiving Break – 11/23-11/28 

14 12/3 Presentations and Course 

summary 

 In-class 

presentations. 

 12/7 Final deadline for all 

outstanding work 

 Completed final 

paper (Due 12/7) 

 

 

UNIVERSITY POLICIES AND RESOURCES [REQUIRED] 

For a list of important university policies and helpful resources that you may need as you engage with and navigate 

your courses and the university, see the University Policies and Resources for Students Canvas page. The page 

includes important safety information including the policy on carrying of handguns on campus, the language of the 

University Honor Code, Title IX legal requirements for Texas employees, and information about how to receive 

support through the office of Disability & Access, tutoring services, the Counseling and Mental Health Center, 

University Health Services, and other resources. 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

 

Amoore, Louise.  (2013).  The politics of possibility: Risk and security beyond probability.  Durham, NC:  

Duke University Press.   

 

Brown, Gerald G., & Cox, Louis Anthony (Tony).  (2011).  How probabilistic risk assessment can mislead 

terrorism risk analysts.  Risk Analysis:  An International Journal, 31(2), 196-204.  

  

Browne, Simone.  (2015).  Dark matters:  On the surveillance of blackness.  Durham, NC:  Duke University 

Press.  

 

Foucault, M. (1977). Panopticism. In Discipline and punish: The birth of the prison. (A. Sheridan, Trans.). 

Pantheon Books. (Original work published 1975).  

 

https://utexas.instructure.com/enroll/TP964H


 

 

 

 

Gillespie, Tarleton.  (2014).  The relevance of algorithms.  In Tarleton Gillespie, Pablo J. Boczkowski, & 

Kirsten A. Foot (Eds.), Media technologies:  Essays on communication, materiality, and society (pp. 167-

193).  Cambridge, MA:  MIT Press.   

 

Igo, Sarah E.  (2018).  The known citizen:  A history of privacy in modern America.  Cambridge, MA:  

Harvard University Press. 

 

Lyon, David.  (2006).  The search for surveillance theories.  In David Lyon (Ed.), Theorizing surveillance:  

The panopticon and beyond (pp. 3-20).  Portland, OR:  Willan.   

 

Lyon, David.  (2018).  The culture of surveillance:  Watching as a way of life.  Cambridge, UK:  Polity Press.  

Available as an e-book from the UT Libraries 

 

McGaw, Judith.  (1989).  No passive victims, no separate spheres: A feminist perspective on technology's 

history.  In Stephen Cutcliffe & Robert Post (Eds.), In context:  History and the history of technology (pp. 

172-191).  Bethlehem, PA: Lehigh University Press.   

 

Narayanan, A., & Shmatikov, V. (2010). Myths and fallacies of "personally identifiable information". 

Communications of the ACM, 53(6), 24–26. 

 

Nissenbaum, Helen.  (2010). Privacy in context:  Technology, policy, and the integrity of social life.  

Stanford, CA:  Stanford Law Books  

 

Smith, A. T. “FULLY & FREELY”: Secret Communications and the Chilling Effect in the Colonial through 

Early-Constitutional United States. CRIMSON HISTORICAL, 23. 

 

Solove, D. J. (2002). Conceptualizing privacy. Calif. L. Rev., 90, 1087. 

 

Solove, Daniel.  (2008). Understanding privacy.  Cambridge, MA:  Harvard University Press.  Available in 

print from the UT Libraries. 

 



 

 

 

 

van der Ploeg, Irma.  (2003).  Biometrics and the body as information:  Normative issues of the socio-

technical coding of the body.  In David Lyon (Ed.), Surveillance as social sorting:  Privacy, risk, and digital 

discrimination (pp. 57-73).  Routledge:  London.   

 

Warren, S. D., & Brandeis, L. D. (1890). The right to privacy. Harv. L. Rev., 4, 193. 

Zuboff, S. (2022). Surveillance capitalism or democracy? The death match of institutional orders and the 

politics of knowledge in our information civilization. Organization Theory, 3(3), 26317877221129290. 

 

 


