EVALUATING SOURCES

(1) evaluating sources:  

· analyze the writer (
· note your doubts (“BUT?!”) 

· determine if evidence = 
· adequate, accurate, relevant
· notice faulty logic

· hasty conclusions, circular reasoning, ad hominem attacks, 

· non sequiturs, false dichotomy/dilemma arguments 

(2) TYPES of ARTICLES: 

· scholarly 
· (journals; database articles) 

· for non-specialists but serious 
· (Atlantic Monthly)

· general audience 
· (Newsweek, Time) 

· dubious sources 
· (Star, Wikipedia, about.com, blogs)

(3) recognize scholarly articles:
· scholarly 

· academic, erudite, intellectual, researched, documented 

· by scholars, professionals in the field

· journals; professional publications; 
· database articles, esp. those that have been “peer-edited”

· *refers to works of other scholars in works cited, footnotes, endnotes

· names the author and gives her/his credentials
· includes notes, references, bibliography
· deals with serious issue in depth
· appears in journals without colorful ads or pictures

(4) evaluate web sources:

· quality of writing = quality of research and argument

· discover as much about the author as possible (same as print sources)

· is it just a personal Web page or blog (edu/~tilde +name)

· has the page been recently updated (see “timeliness” point above)

· are there ways to respond to author(s)

· .gov, .org, .edu vs/ .com 

· (former = usually informational, nonprofit)

(5) evaluate print sources:

· length and detail of analysis (depth)
· reputation and affiliation of author and publication

· timeliness of views and findings (check date of publication)

· remember most newspapers have political leanings

AVOID!!





USE!!
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