CHAPTER 5IX

EVALUATING YOUR
SOURCES

WE'VE ALLUDED TO THAT A
NUMBER OF TIMES, BUT WE HAVEN'T
REALLY TALKED ABOUT HOW TO DETERMINE IF
A SOURCE IS WORTH USING IN YOUR RESEARCH.
THERE ARE GOOD SOURCES, BAD SOURCES, AND
IN-BETWEEN SOURCES. AND THE QUALITY OF
THOSE SOURCES CAN SHIFT DEPENDING ON
THE CONTEXT OF YOUR OWN NEEDS.

SO LET'S TALK
ABOUT HOW TO EFFECTIVELY
EXAMINE A SOURCE AND
JUDGE THE QUALITY OF
ITS INFORMATION.

EXAMINE EACH e
SOURCE You USE, \ &
WHETHER IT'S FROM
AN ACADEMIC JOURNAL,
POPULAR MAGAZINE,
BOOK, WEBSITE, OR A
PERSON YELLING ON THE
STREET CORNER. EVERY
PIECE OF INFORMATION
NEEDS TO BE EVALUATED,
THERE ARE MULTIPLE
FACTORS CONTRIBUTING
TO A SOURCE'S

2

"

THIS PROCESS CAN
BE RELATIVE: DEPENDING ON
YOUR RESEARCH TOPIC AND THE
APPROACH YOU'RE TAKING, A
SOURCE CAN BE EITHER GOOD
OR BAD; MORE USEFUL OR
LESS USEFUL.

FOR EXAMPLE, IF TM STUDYING
THE LOCAL, STATE, AND FEDERAL
AUTHORITIES' RESPONSES TO A
NATURAL DISASTER, THE GENERAL
PUBLIC'S TWITTER RESPONSES
WON'T NECESSARILY PROVIDE
THE INFORMATION T NEED. T

IF, HOWEVER, I WANT TO
RESEARCH HOW INFORMATION
(OR MISINFORMATION) IS SPREAD
VIA TWITTER DURING THAT DISASTER,
1 WOULD DEFINITELY WANT TO
INCLUDE THE TWEETS OF
THE GENERAL PUBLIC
IN MY STUDY.

IN THE FIRST CASE, THE
INFORMATION FOUND IN THOSE
CIVILIAN TWEETS MAY NOT BE

RELEVANT OR ACCURATE, BUT A

CHANGE IN PERSPECTIVE SUDDENLY

COULD LOOK AT THE RELEVANT MADE THEM RELEVANT AND USEFUL.
GOVERNMENT WEBSITES AND SO AS YOU CAN SEE, YOUR POINT
MAYBE EVEN THEIR TWITTER OF VIEW AND RESEARCH ANGLE

FEEDS FOR QUALITY INFORMATION, HAS A BIG IMPACT ON WHAT KIND

OF INFORMATION YOU NEep.

‘ BUT I'D HAVE TO BE SPECIFIC.
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JUST BECAUSE
A SOURCE IS "ACADEMIC®
DOESN'T MEAN IT’S RIGHT
FOR YOUR RESEARCH. EVEN
QUALITY SOURCES CAN
BE IRRELEVANT TO

EVALUATION IS AN
ONGOING PROCESS. DON'T
COMPILE A TON OF RESOURCES
AND EVALUATE THEM ALL AT
THE SAME TIME. LOCATE A
RESOURCE, EVALUATE IT, AND
DECIDE WHETHER OR NOT
TO KEEP IT BEFORE MOVING
ON TO THE NEXT.

EVALUATING INFORMATION

QUALITY INFORMATION CAN HELP YOU DECIDE WHAT

CAR TO PURCHASE OR WHICH POCTOR TO SEE. BEING
A CRITICAL USER OF INFORMATION CAN HeELP YOu

BE MORE USEFUL AND PRODUCTIVE IN YOUR JOB, AS
WELL. YOU MAY NEED TO RESEARCH THE COMPETITION
OR FIGURE OUT HOW TO SOLVE A LEGAL QUESTION.
KNOWING HOW TO TELL GOOD INFORMATION FROM BAD
CAN BE A MAJOR FACTOR IN YOUR OVERALL SUCCESS.
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ON THE FLIP SIDE,
JUST BECAUSE SOMETHING IS
“POPULAR™ DOESN'T NECESSARILY
ELIMINATE IT FROM YOUR LIST OF
RESOURCES, ESPECIALLY IF THE

APPROACH YOU'RE TAKING
REQUIRES A POPULAR
VIEWPOINT.

THIS LETS YOU BUILD
A CORE SET OF SOURCES

INSTEAD OF A BIG MESS
YOU HAVE TO SORT

BEING AN ACTIVE AND EFFECTIVE CITIZEN
REQUIRES YOU TO BE INFORMED. THERE
IS A LOT OF MISINFORMATION OUT THERE
TO LEAD YOU ASTRAY. BEING ABLE TO
EXAMINE THE QUALITY OF INFORMATION
HELPS YOU BECOME MORE ABLE TO
ACT—AND VOTE—IN AN EDUCATED,
RESPONSIBLE MANNER.

LIKELY TO HAVE IMMEDIATE
IMPACT ON YOUR RESEARCH,




WHEN EVALUATING ANY
INFORMATION IMMEDIATELY
START ASKING QUESTIONS:

WE NEeD TO KNOW WHO'S RESPONSIBLE
FOR THE INFORMATION SO THAT WE
CAN DETERMINE, TO SOME DEGREE,
WHETHER OR NOT IT’S TRUSTWORTHY:

WHERE DID THE
INFORMATION COME

FROM?

WHO PRODUCED 1T,
SPONSORED IT, AND/OR

PUBLISHED IT?

WHAT'S THE SOURCE
OF THE INFORMATION?

NO SINGLE QUESTION WILL FULLY

DETERMINE WHETHER OR NOT INFOR-

WHAT ORGANIZATION IS
RESPONSIBLE FOR PUBLISHING
IT (IN PRINT OR ONLINE)?

DO THE AUTHOR AND
PUBLISHER HAVE THE AUTHORITY
TO PRODUCE INFORMATION ON
A GIVEN TOPIC?

MATION IS WORTH USING, BUT THEY CAN
ALL CONTRIBUTE TO THE EVALUATION PROCESS.

DOES THE AUTHOR HAVE THE
EDUCATION, CREDENTIALS, AND
EXPERTISE NEEDED TO CREATE
ACCURATE AND RELIABLE INFOR-
MATION? DOES THEIR EXPERIENCE
ALIGN WITH THE SUBJECT? WHY

ARE THEY QUALIFIED TO WRITE
ON THIS TOPIC?

IF THERE'S INFORMATION OFFERED
ABOUT THE AUTHOR WITHIN THE SOURCE
ITSELF, SEE IF YOU CAN VERIFY IT, JUST
TO MAKE SURE (YOU MIGHT START WITH A
UNIVERSITY OR ORGANIZATION'S WEBSITE).
TRY TO LOCATE OTHER WORKS
BY THE AUTHOR.

DO THEY HAVE AN
ESTABLISHED RECORD
OF PUBLICATION ON
THE TOPIC?

HMMM. SCIENCE IS
FUN, BUT I THINK I'LL
WRITE AN ARTICLE

WHAT MAKES THE PUBLICATION
OR WEBSITE RELIABLE, AS WELL?

DOES IT HAVE A HISTORY OF
BEING A RELIABLE SOURCE OF
INFORMATION?

IS IT PEER-REVIEWED AND/OR

“low to Keep Your

Food Safe ™
by Dr: Salma Nella

ACADEMIC RESOURCE, OR IS IT
MORE OF A POPULAR ITEM?

THE TITLE OF THE RESOURCE
MIGHT PROVIDE SOME CLUES,
AS WOULD THE SPONSORS OR
PUBLISHERS OF THE MATERIAL.
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{'r\ttp"/lwww.dmonslaught.com/about

About:

We're here to establish

the truth about the return

of the Dinosaur army to
gicolanet.

ANYTIME YOU EVALUATE INFORMATION FROM A
WEBSITE, YOU'LL NEED TO VERIFY THE ORGA-
NIZATION RESPONSIBLE FOR THE CONTENT. IF
IT'S NOT AN OFFICIAL ACADEMIC OR GOVERN-
MENT PAGE, SEE IF YOU CAN FIND A LINK LABELED
“ABOUT™ SOMEWHERE ON THE PAGE (USUALLY
TOP OR BOTTOM). THAT LINK SHOULD PROVIDE
MORE INFORMATION ABOUT THE ORGANIZATION.
YOU'LL OFTEN FIND THAT ORGANIZATIONS HAVE
A BIAS AND MAY BE DEVOTED TO A CAUSE OTHER
THAN CONDUCTING RESEARCH. SO THEY MAY
NOT PRODUCE THE OBJECTIVE, SCHOLARLY
INFORMATION THAT YOU NEED FOR YOUR WORK.

YOU CAN ALSO GOOGLE AN ORGANIZATION TO
SEE IF THEY'VE BEEN IDENTIFIED BY OTHERS
AS PRODUCING OR SHARING BIASED OR
INACCURATE INFORMATION.

DECISIONS.

VACCINES FOR MY
KIDS!/ TOO MANY
UNKNOWNS/

WHAT A BUNCH OF
TRASH. THEIR RESEARCH
IS COMPLETELY FLAWED
AND TOO EMOTIONAL/
KEEP EMOTION OUT OF
YOUR RESEARCH!

MADE SOME INTERESTING
POINTS BUT I'M NOT SURE WHAT
T THINK. T SHOULD INVESTIGATE
A BIT MORE. MAYBE T CAN FIND
SOME OTHER VIEWPOINTS
BEFORE I MAKE MY OWN

THE GOAL IS TO ESTABLISH
THAT THE AUTHOR AND/OR
THE PUBLISHER HAS THE
BACKGROUND NECESSARY TO ||
CREATE QUALITY INFORMATION.
YOU WOULDN'T TRUST JUST
ANYONE TO WORK ON YOUR
CAR OR PROVIDE HEALTH
CARE SERVICES...YOU WANT
| A PROFESSIONAL IN YOUR
| SPECIFIC AREA OF NEED.

| o

JUST BECAUSE SOMEONE
IS A “‘PROFESSIONAL’ OR
AN “EXPERT™ DOESN'T
MEAN THAT THEY ARE
QUALIFIED TO DO ANY-

MAKE SURE THE INFORMATION
YOU USE IS PRODUCED BY SOMEONE
EXPERIENCED IN THE DISCIPLINE ON
WHICH THEY'RE WRITING, AND THAT
THE WEBSITE OR PUBLICATION
HAS A HISTORY OF RELIABILITY.

NOW, NONE OF THIS IS ABSOLUTE. THE
NOTION OF AUTHORITY IS CONSTRUCTED AND
CONTEXTUAL.* THAT MEANS WE BUILD OUR
OWN SYSTEMS FOR UNDERSTANDING WHO
AND WHAT TO BELIEVE, BUT THESE SYSTEMS
ARE BUILT UPON OUR OWN EXPERIENCES,
PREJUDICES, AND INTERACTION WITH OTHER
EXISTING SYSTEMS. EVERY SINGLE ONE OF
US GIVes PREFERENCE TO CERTAN TYPES
OF INFORMATION, AND THIS CAN PREVENT
US FROM GAINING VALUABLE KNOWLEDGE
AND EXPERIENCE THAT WOULD ALLOW US
TO EXPAND OUR UNDERSTANDING OF WHAT
CONSTITUTES GOOD INFORMATION.

THIS IS GETTING DEEP, BUT WHAT IT BOLS
DOWN TO IS THAT YOU SHOULD RETAIN A
HEALTHY MEASURE OF SKEPTICISM WHEN
EVALUATING ANY RESOURCE. YOU SHOULD BE
WILLING TO ACCEPT AND USE A WIDE VARIETY
OF CONTENT PRODUCED BY A DIVERSE
RANGE OF AUTHORS, BUT ALWAYS ASK
YOURSELF WHY ONE PIECE OF INFORMATION
IS MORE USEFUL THAN ANOTHER AND WHY A
PARTICULAR AUTHOR SHOULD BE TRUSTED.

*SEE L. TOWNSEND, K. BRUNETTI, AND A. R. HOFER, “THRESHOLD CONCEPTS AND
INFORMATION LITERACY,” PORTAL: LIBRARIES AND THE ACADEMY 11, NO. 3 (2011): 853-6%

AND THE ACRL DRAFT FRAMEWORK FOR INFORMATION LITERACY FOR HIGHER EDUCATION, AT
acrlala.org/listandards/wp-content Auploads/2014/04/Framework-for-TL-for-HE-Draft-1-Part-2.pdf.
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YOU'LL ALSO

WANT TO ASK, WHO N
IS THE INFORMATION A 0% SLCCNY @
FOR? WHO IS THE B g‘l@;;),,y ‘&,'BK V‘A\Thﬁ“*g. .\'\'g
y osili \
— ) (EE (B
A CEArTH? | ) | o fon R St
N~ ) KNOWING A SOURCE'S TARGET ACADEMIC SOURCES ARE AMED AT
Vv | AUDIENCE HELPS DETERMINE AUDIENCES KNOWLEDGEABLE ABOUT
Za\ WHETHER OR NOT THE SOURCE  SPECIFIC TOPICS, AND POPULAR
N @Yl WL e appROPRIATE FOR SOURCES ARE AMED AT AN
% e YOUR RESEARCH. OBVIOUSLY, AN AUDIENCE THAT MAY HAVE NO SUCH
= ARTICLE FROM THE JOURNAL OF  PRIOR KNOWLEDGE. FOR ACADEMIC
_ / o ASTROPHYSICS 1S GOING TO HAVE A RESEARCH, YOU PROBABLY WANT
J | PARTICLLAR AUDIENCE INMIND, SO TO USE AN ACADEMIC SOURCE,
& /,@ﬂ PAY ATTENTION TO THE TITLES OF  BUT EVEN THOSE CAN HAVE
J @ LL /| THE PUBLICATION OR WEBSITE. VARYING AUDIENCES IN MIND,
LOOK AT THE LANGUAGE IN THE SOURCE. IS YOU SHOULD ALSO LOOK AT THE
IT TOO TECHNICAL AND JARGON-FILLED FOR SCOPE OF THE SOURCE. DOES
YOU TO UNDERSTAND AND USE EFFECTIVELY? IT COVER BROAD ASPECTS OF
OR IS IT TOO SMPLE, OFFERING ONLY A A TOPIC OR VERY DETALED
BASIC EXPLANATION OF A TOPIC THAT ISN'T SPECIFICS? AGAN, WHAT ARE
ADVANCED ENOUGH FOR YOUR NEEDS? YOUR RESEARCH NEEDS?
DOES THE SOURCE

THIS CAN BE A VERY RELATIVE PROCESS,
SO IT'S IMPORTANT THAT YOU DETERMINE
YOUR NEEDS EARLY ON. ARE YOU WRITING

A BASIC OVERVIEW OF THE TOPIC? ARE YOU

CREATING A LESSON FOR CHILDREN, OR

PRESENTING TO YOUR PEERS IN A GRAD-
UATE COURSE? ARE YOU WRITING AN
ADVANCED RESEARCH PAPER?

EVALUATING YOUR SDURCES

REPEAT INFORMATION
YOU ALREADY KNOW, OR

PA] DOES IT PROVIDE NEW INSIGHT
OR INFORMATION OF WHICH
YOU WERE PREVIOUSLY

FOCUS YOU'RE LOOKING
FOR IN YOUR SOURCES.
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NOW, EVEN MORE QUESTIONS: WHY WAS THIS
INFORMATION CREATED? HOW DOES THE AUTHOR
HOPE TO IMPACT THE AUDIENCE? WHAT'S THE
PURPOSE? YOU NEED TO KNOW THIS SO YOU CAN
UNDERSTAND HOW THE AUTHOR IS APPROACHING
THE TOPIC. THE PURPOSE OF A SOURCE

CAN CHANGE HOW WE VIEW AND USE IT.

-
OO0 [http:/l www.marsdeng mayor. com

-
B

answering Your question

or addressing the issue.
Click here for

FREE BUMPER STICKER!

SOMETIMES, INFORMATION IS MEANT TO PERSUADE

SOMETIMES INFORMATION IS INTENDED TO SELL
THE AUDIENCE SOMETHING. SOMETIMES IT'S

OBVIOUS, BUT OFTEN THE AUTHORS ATTEMPT TO

HIDE THEIR INTENTIONS OR PROVIDE MISLEADING,
EVEN FALSE STATISTICS TO HELP SEAL THE DEAL.

AND, OF
COURSE, INFORMATION CAN BE
USED TO...INFORM. OBJECTIVE,
UNBIASED, FACTUAL INFORMATION

*HOWEVER, YOU CAN ALMOST ALWAYS FIND SOMETHING
TO COMPLAIN ABOUT WITH ANY SOURCE, SO REMEMBER
THAT OBJECTIVITY IS SOMETIMES JUST A BEST EFFORT.

USED TO EDUCATE. YEP, IT CAN YOU'LL NORMALLY
BE THAT SIMPLE.* FOCUS ON THIS TYPE OF
INFORMATION FOR RESEARCH

PROJECTS, BUT REMEMBER
THIS CAN DEPEND ON WHAT | =
YOURE RESEARCHING AND

HOW YOU CHOOSE TO

APPROACH THE TOPLC.

OR CONVINCE THE AUDIENCE OF SOMETHING. THIS
APPROACH IS NOT GUARANTEED TO BE UNTRUST-
WORTHY, BUT BE CAREFUL WHEN AN AUTHOR CLEARLY
TAKES A SIDE ON A TOPIC. MAKE SURE THAT ANY
OPPOSING VIEWPOINTS ARE ACKNOWLEDGED AND
SATISFACTORILY ADDRESSED BEFORE YOU CONSIDER
USING A PERSUASIVE SOURCE IN YOUR RESEARCH.

INFORMATION DESIGNED FOR ENTERTAINMENT OR
SATIRE IS OFTEN FULL OF FALSE STATEMENTS AND
IMAGINARY “FACTS,” BUT IT IS SOMETIMES DISGUISED
AS ACTUAL NEWS OR SCHOLARLY INFORMATION.
DON'T MISTAKE SATIRE FOR REALITY!/
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NEXT,
DETERMINE IF
THE INFORMATION
IS ACCURATE AND
RELIABLE.

ISIT OF
HIGH QUALITY? IS
IT OBJECTIVE?

BOTTOM LINE, IF THE FACTS AREN'T
CORRECT OR COMPLETE, THEY DON'T NEED TO
BE USED IN YOUR RESEARCH, OR THOSE FLAWS
NEED TO BE HIGHLIGHTED IN ORDER TO
PREVENT CONFUSION.

EVALUATING THE FACTUAL CONTENT OF A SOURCE
CAN BE DIFFICULT IF YOU'RE NOT AN EXPERT IN
THE TOPIC. STILL, THERE ARE WAYS TO FIGURE
OUT IF A SOURCE IS GENERALLY RELIABLE.

IF AN ARTICLE OR ONLINE PUBLICATION HAS
GONE THROUGH THE PEER-REVIEW PROCESS,
IT'S PROBABLY PRETTY ACCURATE AND RELIABLE,
SINCE MULTIPLE EXPERTS SHOULD HAVE ALREADY
EVALUATED IT. LIKEWISE, IF A SOURCE HAS BEEN
PRODUCED BY AN ACADEMIC PUBLISHER, IT IS
PROBABLY CREDIBLE. OF COURSE, REVIEWERS
CAN BE SUBJECT TO BIAS, PERSONAL ISSUES,
AND MISTAKES, JUST LIKE ANY OTHER HUMAN,

WHEN IN DOUBT, CHECK THE FACTS AGAINST
ANOTHER RESOURCE AND SEE IF THEY MATCH UP.

e, VY

CITATIONS AND REFERENCES PLAY A VERY IMPORTANT
ROLE IN EVALUATING A SOURCE. DOES THE AUTHOR PROVIDE
ALIST OF SOURCES USED IN THER RESEARCH? DO THEY
EXPLAN WHCH SOURCES PROVIDED SPECFIC GUOTES AND FACTS?
YOU SHOULD BE ABLE TO TRACK DOWN THEIR SOURCES AND
VERIFY THAT THE AUTHOR HAS USED THEM CORRECTLY,
RETRACING THER RESEARCH <
“FQOTSTEPS” TO SEE HOW QFIABLE P
THEY REACHED THER 3
CONCLUSIONS. &

YOU MIGHT ALSO NOTE IF YOUR SOURCE HAS

BEEN CITED IN OTHER SOURCES. IF IT KEEPS POPPING
UP IN OTHER REFERENCES AND BIBLIOGRAPHIES,
THAT'S A GOOD SIGN OF RELIABILITY.

LOOKS GREAT
TO ME.

MOST OF IT LOOKS
FINE, BUT T WOULD SUGGEST
DOUBLE-CHECKING THE FACTS

ON PAGE 78...

YOU'LL ALSO NEED TO LOOK AT
OBTECTIVITY: WHETHER OR NOT THE
RESOURCE IS BALANCED AND IMPARTIAL.

IS THE CONTENT BIASED, ONE-SIDED, OR HEAVY
ON OPINION? IF SO, BE CAUTIOUS. THOSE TYPES
OF SOURCES ARE MORE LIKELY TO OMIT OR
EVEN ALTER FACTS TO MAKE A POINT.

AVOID SOURCES THAT DON'T GIVE AN ACCURATE
ASSESSMENT OF BOTH SIDES OF AN ISSUE BE-
FORE THEY TAKE A POSITION, AND BE WARY
OF SOURCES USING HIGHLY EMOTIONAL LANGUAGE.
IF YOU'RE UNCERTAIN ABOUT A SOURCE, FIND OUT
WHO FUNDED OR SPONSORED THEIR RESEARCH,
SINCE THAT CAN BE AN INDICATION

OF BIAS.
dhand Cigarette

! ve the
Smoking Cza umg?m\i’ﬂes of

£0-Year-0id Males
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PROBABLY THE MOST FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION

YOU SHOULD ASK ABOUT A SOURCE 1S, DOES IT

CONTRIBUTE TO YOUR WORK? IS IT SOMETHING

YOU CAN USE FOR YOUR RESEARCH, OR IS IT
BETTER LEFT OUT?

HOW RELEVANT IS THE SOURCE TO YOUR
RESEARCH? OBVIOUSLY, A BOOK ON ABRAHAM
LINCOLN WON'T BE RELEVANT TO A RESEARCH
PROJECT ON THE PHYSICS OF BASEBALL.

RUNS AND SEVEN
INNINGS AGO...

SOMETIMES IT'S MORE COMPLICATED
AND NUANCED THAN THAT. A MORE
PRECISE QUESTION MIGHT Bk,

HOW DIRECTLY DOES THE SOURCE
ADDRESS YOUR OWN RESEARCH?

CINE, OR OTHER RAPIDLY

YOU SHOULD ALSO CHECK THE SOURCE'S
] CURRENCY: HOW RECENTLY IT WAS CREATED
OR UPDATED. IN MANY CASES, YOU WANT IN-
FORMATION AS CURRENT AS POSSIBLE, SINCE
SUCH SOURCES LIKELY INCLUDE THE MOST

UP-TO-DATE RESEARCH. THIS IS ESPECIALLY B
VITAL TO RESEARCH ON TECHNOLOGY, MEDH-

BUT MAY NOT MATTER AS MUCH WHEN
STUDYING CERTAIN HISTORICAL TOPICS.

ANOTHER WAY TO GAUGE RELEVANCE IS TO
EXAMINE HOW MUCH OVERLAP A SOURCE SHARES
WITH YOUR TOPIC. ABE LINCOLN AND BASEBALL
PHYSICS HAVE ZERO OVERLAP, BUT AN ARTICLE ON
FREQUENT EXERCISE FOR OLDER PERSONS MIGHT
BE AN EXCELLENT FIT FOR, SAY, RESEARCHING
WHAT FACTORS HELP PEOPLE LIVE LONGER.

CHANGING FIELDS,

ALWAYS CHECK TO SEE IF YOUR SOURCE IS
DATED AND THEN DETERMINE WHETHER OR
NOT IT MATTERS BY LOOKING AT OTHER
SOURCES ON THE SAME TOPIC. SEE IF

{ RECENT MATERIALS HAVE RENDERED
THE OLD STUFF OBSOLETE.

T L
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CRITICAL THINKING EXERCISES

REMEMBER TO USE YOUR ONLINE TOOL TO RECORD
YOUR RESPONSES TO THE QUESTIONS.

Locate at least one book, one scholarly article, and one web resource relevant to your
topic. Evaluate each resource by examining the author/creator, intended audience, pur-
pose, accuracy, currency, objectivity, and relevance. How does the process of evaluating
sources help you determine whether or not to use a source in your research?

What kind of “information bias” do you have? Are you more likely to access, consume,
and believe content made available through certain media? Do your preferences change
depending on your information need? How so? Is there a particular author, website, show,
or other media that you are unwilling or uncomfortable dealing with? Identify some types
of information you knowingly avoid and attempt to assess why you feel a certain way about
that info. Take time to evaluate the source(s) and try to imagine possible scenarios in which
that particular information would be relevant to someone. Do you feel that your prefer-
ences are justified, or have you discovered new potential sources of useful information?

How do you feel about using information that you find through Facebook, Twitter, and other
social media in your own research? Remember that even though you might initially locate
information through social media, you could actually be sent to another site through a
link to actually access the content. How could you determine the authority of an author
who posts something online through social media?

Find a resource on your topic that you would not use in your research. Explain why you
would avoid it, using the criteria noted above.

Find an academic journal article on your topic, as well as one from a popular magazine,
newspaper, or website. Compare the two. How do they differ in terms of language, length,
content, citation, and authority? How do these differences affect the potential use of the
articles?

Is your research topic dependent on the most up-to-date information and research? Why
or why not?

Examine a satirical news site like the Onion, the Daily Currant, or the Duffel Blog. What

is the purpose of websites like these? Would you use these sites for a research project?
Why or why not? What clues help you determine if the information is accurate or not?
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