
Algorithmic Governance: fragments,
feminism, and phenomenology in the age

of online TV
A critical-reexive audit for AI-assisted hermeneutic phenomenological research



Orientation



Hearing the Phenomenon
How is the algorithmic phenomenon encountered and made meaningful within
participants’ lived worlds?

What has become visible through hearing the phenomenon in this way that might
remain unavailable to technical, sociotechnical or predetermined forms of audit?

Where do participants’ accounts unsettle, complicate or resist your existing
understanding of the phenomenon?



Hearing the Researcher

What did I bring to this encounter already expecting, assuming, knowing or
valuing — about the phenomenon, the research, and AI itself?

What do I now see, know or understand about my own pre-understanding that I
did not see or understand before this encounter?



Where did I notice pressure toward particular language, framing, direction, pace,
certainty or closure — and how did I respond to it?

Where did I disagree with, correct, reject, redirect or leave aside an AI response?
What does my resistance disclose about my own horizon?

How has my pre-understanding changed through this encounter? What can I
trace as my own interpretive movement, and what remains difficult to
disentangle from the inuence of the AI dialogue?



What interpretive judgements did I make in carrying anything from this
encounter into the research, and on what human grounds did I make them?



The Communal Hearing
Where did AI enter this research, for what bounded purposes, and at what
stages?

What did AI explicitly not do? Where were the boundaries of its involvement?

For anything arising through an AI encounter that was carried forward, what was
the subsequent human interpretive step?

What examples make this pathway traceable?



What remains uncertain, contestable or unresolved about the role of AI in this
research?

What would you invite a supervisor, examiner, reader or assessor to question in
this account?


