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Media/Culture  

 

All movies, books, television shows, music related articles (musicians, albums, individual songs) 

have pretty much the same structure, with only a few variations or additional pieces of info 

depending on the topic.  

Policy and Community Pages 

WikiProject Popular Culture  

WP: “In popular culture” content  

WikiProject:Film  

Major Issues 

1. How major events in media/culture affect editing in wikipedia  

 
 

Some articles can sit untouched for a long time until some event comes along that spurs new 

editors to work on that page. The It (novel) article is a prime example of that. This article wasn’t 

worked on very much until the most recent It movie adaptation was released which drove a lot 

of editors to this page.  

 

Example: It (novel) -- Before + After - examine the Article History. The movie came out in 2017, 

with pre-release news circulating a little before. You can see when the editing really started to 

pick up at the end of 2016. 

2. How fancruft can influence an article (continually adding to the plot/ 

character descriptions) 

 
 

Fancruft can lead to a lot of issues within an article due to an editor’s (or several editor’s) 

increased interest in a topic, usually media and culture topics. Fancruft can be seen when there 

is an over-explanation of sections like the plot or character descriptions. It’s also easily seen 

when an editor comes in and removes some of this excessive content, only for another editor to 

come back later and add it back (and sometimes add even more). The examples below have 

several issues regarding fancruft.  
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Example: Clueless [(movie)] -- (Before + After)  This article had an excessive plot and a very 

detailed cast and character section. During the project, the student cut down all of that excess 

content about the characters and linked the “List of Clueless characters” article which greatly 

improved the article. 

 

 
 

 

Note: Cast sections are brief on Wiki. See the student’s change in the “After.” 

 

 

Example: Jake the Dog (Before + After + Talk Page + Article History) Take a look at the Talk 

Page and Article History here. This is an example of editors in the community preventing 

positive changes by believing that over-explanation of a character belongs on Wiki. The student 

removed most of this info, only for editors to revert this edit as well as argue on the talk page. 
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3. When there isn’t an obvious/easy fix for an article’s organization. 

(In this case, the article subject has several different variations of the plot -- 

how does one organize that?)  

 
 

Some media and culture articles might have special circumstances that make their organization 

more complex and difficult. In the example below, the Sleeping Beauty article was especially 

difficult to organize in the typical format that media and culture articles usually take on. This was 

because the Sleeping Beauty story has several variations, and therefore a larger issue about 

how to organize those variations arose. This is a complex issue that an editor should approach 

the community about in the article talk page.  

 

Example: Sleeping Beauty  -- (Before + After + Current ) You can see where the difficulty may 

lay in attempting to organize this article cohesively by examining the Before and After table of 

contents, respectively. 
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4. The problem with Plot summaries 

 
 

A major issue that arises with media and culture articles is the excessively long plot summaries. 

This is usually identified with the WP:PLOTSUM or WP:MOVIEPLOTS tag at the top of an 

article/section. This is typically a product of fancruft and a big issue when it comes to edit 

warring. Some editors can come into an article and remove some content only for an active 

editor on the page to revert that edit (or add even more to it) which leads to a lot of back and 

forth on the revision history.  

 

The best way to approach this would be to cite the Wikipedia Policies the excessive plot violates 

in the edit summary before deleting content -- and it wouldn’t be a bad idea to address the 

subject in the talk page as well.  

 

Example: Inkspell (Before + After) This article has an excessive plot summary section (not 

completely captured by screenshot) that went into far too much detail and needed to be 

trimmed. At the top of the section, you can see the WP:PLOTSUM tag.  
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