


 
 



 JJC 
 ISU 
 NIU 



 



 Pregnant Man  
http://www.malepregnancy.com/ 

 Online pregnancy Test 
     http://www.thepregnancytester.com/ 
 Jackalope 
http://www.sudftw.com/jackcon.htm 
Hoax Sites 
http://www.shsu.edu/~lis_mah/documents/TCE
A/hoaxtable.html 

http://www.thepregnancytester.com/
http://www.thepregnancytester.com/
http://www.thepregnancytester.com/
http://www.sudftw.com/jackcon.htm
http://www.sudftw.com/jackcon.htm


 Mankato MN 
 http://descy.50megs.com/mankato/mankato.

html 
 Baby Cages 

http://descy.50megs.com/mankato/mankato.html
http://descy.50megs.com/mankato/mankato.html


 Example 
 CRAP (Currency, Reliability, Authority, 

Purpose) 
 Easy way?  Popular or Academic? Authority? 
 Disagree?  Bias.  Web sites can be good.   
 



 On a GOOD Web site you can tell...  
 ...who wrote it. The author knows a lot about the topic.  
 The author is someone I know and trust. 
 ...what the Web site is all about. The Web site tells me its purpose 

and it gives me information 
that is similar to other information on this topic.  

 The Web site is easy to use. 
 ...when it was made. The Web site has up-to-date information and 

was made recently. 
 ...where it came from. 

The information on the Web site comes from a place or person we 
know and trust. 

 ...why you should use this page. I can tell why I should use this 
Web page.  

 This Web page is better than another and gives me good 
information. 
 







 Form 
 English Department review 
 Find credible sites first –teacher 
 “A lot of work” – case for databases 
 Self evaluation   
 Librarian evaluation/grade (saves teacher 

time, expert) 
 









 Try typing in your topic and adding .edu, .org 
or .gov to your search to locate more reliable 
sources. 

 Skip the .  
 
 



 Try http://www.scholar.google.com for some 
scholarly and reliable articles 
 
 



 Use the advanced search in a search engine 
to search by date and eliminate unwanted 
information.  
 
 



 Try a boolean search (and, or, not) to 
eliminate unneeded information 



 Try looking in an index such as www.ipl.org.  
This source has preselected web sites that 
were verified for accuracy by others.  
 



 Try a reliable news source such as a well-
known newspaper or news organizations. 
(New York Times, Chicago Tribune, and CNN 
etc.)  



 Topic 
 Assignment 
 Web Site Title 
 URL/Address or copy of the article.   



 Questions to Consider 
 Notes 
 Reliable Site?   



 1.What is the domain?  (.edu, .org  and .gov, 
are more reliable although .com is often 
reliable. Just because it is .org does not make 
it automatically reliable) 
 



 2.Search link:yourURL or enter the URL by 
itself in a search engine . This will identify if 
your selected web site was linked from any 
other sites.  Are the sites reliable?   

 3.Check the URL in online databases to see if 
it has been cited in other articles.  
 



 4. Is the article from a reliable news source 
such as The New York Times , Chicago Tribune, 
or CNN etc.?  These are automatically 
acceptable, but make sure you can find the 
article on the actual news web site to be sure 
it is not a fake. 



 1.Who is the author? A professor/ expert/ 
scholar/ researcher?   

 2. Any credentials listed? 
 
 















 What are my qualifications? 
 My background is a degree in computer 

science—not exactly a degree in global 
issues! The point is that you don’t need to 
have qualifications to be concerned and want 
to do something, although you do need the 
time to sift through a lot of information to 
understand what is happening! 
 





 4.Who is the sponsor of this site?  Is this 
organization credible?  Check Wikipedia or 
use a search engine for more information.  
 









http://www.americanclarion.com/ 







 The page "WORLD NATURAL HEALTH 
ORGANIZATION" does not exist. 

 Google search = http://www.quackwatch.com/ 
 I view the following with considerable 

distrust. Some are no longer active. If you 
would like to nominate others for this list, 
please contact us. 

 = voluntary organization 
 

http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=WORLD_NATURAL_HEALTH_ORGANIZATION&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=WORLD_NATURAL_HEALTH_ORGANIZATION&action=edit&redlink=1
http://www.quackwatch.com/
mailto:sbinfo@quackwatch.com






 1.When was this web site created and 
updated?   

 2.Does your information need to be more 
current or can it be historical? 

 On article, bottom of first page, about etc.  



 1.Were credible sources used?   
 2.Are references from other articles or web 

sites cited?   
 3.Copy and paste some of the references into 

a search engine. Are these sources cited 
elsewhere?  Do they really exist?  

Links not good enough unless you verify each 
link.   



 







 Bias:  
 1.Does the author or organization argue only 

one side of an issue? 
 2. Is the purpose to promote a specific agenda?  

If it is one-sided and your purpose is to argue this 
point in a debate or pro/con paper this may be 
acceptable if you identify the organization 
behind these opinions.  If you are writing a 
factual paper, you may want to look for a 
different site. For example, is the information 
from a political web site?  



 





 Accuracy:  
 1.Can you verify facts in other sources?  Look 

for some facts in a search engine to check.  
 2.Based on your own knowledge, does the 

information seem accurate?  



 Relevance:  
 1.Does this source answer your questions and 

support your topic/ thesis/ hypothesis?   
 



 Appearance: 
 1.Does the web site have a professional 

appearance?  This can also be misleading.    
 2. Does the information appear to be as good 

or better than a journal article?   
 http://www.rythospital.com/2011/ 



 



 





 http://www.newswithviews.com/ 
 

http://www.newswithviews.com/


 



 





 



 Appearance (flashy, amateur) 
 Sources (Sources cited) 
 Credentials (Author provided and 

background can be found. Organization is 
crecible.) 
 



 This web site is ____ a good source    ____ not a good source   ____ not 
the best source 

 ___ Acceptable for a quote or fact, but should not be used as a main 
source. Better information can be found.  

 ___ Acceptable for a research assignment that allows for bias such as a 
debate, persuasive/argumentative, or pro/con paper. This article is 
included on a web site with a specific agenda.  Be sure to indicate the 
organization behind the information in your paper. Be careful if using for 
factual information.   

 ___ This is a blog.  It is mostly opinion although you could use some facts, 
links, and quotes.   

 Comments:   
 __ Credible author provided  __ References included   __ Reliable 

organization/ news organization  
   
   
 Teacher/Librarian Approval: ___________________ 





 http://www.looktothestars.org/celebrity/ellen
-degeneres 

 http://www.lifenews.com/about/ 
 http://www.lib.umd.edu/guides/webcheck.ht

ml 
 http://www.globalissues.org/ 
 http://www.newswithviews.com/ 
 http://conservapedia.com 

http://www.looktothestars.org/celebrity/ellen-degeneres
http://www.looktothestars.org/celebrity/ellen-degeneres
http://www.looktothestars.org/celebrity/ellen-degeneres
http://www.lifenews.com/about/
http://www.lib.umd.edu/guides/webcheck.html
http://www.lib.umd.edu/guides/webcheck.html
http://www.globalissues.org/
http://www.newswithviews.com/


 Created by J. Bromann-Bender, 
2010/2011/2012 .  Sources: CARRDSS method 
from Joyce Valenza and the Five W’s of Web 
Site Evaluation from Kathy Schrock.   
 

 Jbromann-bender@lw210.org 
 


