How should I evaluate the sources I find for my paper?
· Overview

· Instruction on what makes an information source relevant and authoritative

· Time appropriateness 

· Informativity

· Scholarship

· Peer review

· Citations

· Scenario 1a: Illustration of relevance and authoritativeness evaluation using terrorism example

· Sally was assigned the following essay topic "To what extent has the US's defensive stance against Al Qaeda since the 9-11 attack has had any effect on its influence or ability to launch another successful attack?"

She searched on google and google scholar on "Al Qaeda" and "war on terror" and found the following links:

· http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Al-Qaeda
· http://www.mafhoum.com/press5/151S23.pdf
· http://www.jstor.org/stable/2693927
· http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.92.7426&rep=rep1&type=pdf
· http://www.jstor.org/stable/25054248
· http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/organizations/a/al_qaeda/index.html?scp=1-spot&sq=al%20qaeda&st=cse
· http://counterterrorismblog.org/
· http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/59989/lawrence-d-freedman/against-all-enemies-inside-americas-war-on-terror
· http://www.questia.com/googleScholar.qst;jsessionid=LhmZGc8nr818hXR3sdQztv7NlmY1FB7YGLFp8vsTTpWM0VmdMg2G!-929691828!-929797399?docId=5002526170
Now she needs to evaluate them with respect to their appropriateness, relevance, representativeness, and authoritativeness. <illustrate the process>

· Scenario 2: Near Transfer assessment using Eating Beef and the Environment example

· Assessment Item: Now assume that you are taking an interdisciplinary elective course on sustainable living, and you have been assigned the following term paper topic: “Is there enough evidence to conclude that eating beef is necessarily bad for the environment?”.  You did a web search and came up with the following 10 links.  

· http://www.earthsave.org/environment/foodchoices.htm
· http://www.time.com/time/printout/0,8816,1953692,00.html
· ftp://ftp.fao.org/docrep/fao/010/A0701E/A0701E03.pdf
· http://www.fao.org/docrep/010/a0701e/a0701e00.HTM
· http://www.epa.gov/climatechange/emissions/downloads/08_Agriculture.pdf
· http://www.fcrn.org.uk/fcrnPublications/publications/PDFs/FCRN_int_vs_ext_livestock.pdf
· http://www.carbonfarmersofamerica.com/aboutus.htm
· http://solveclimate.com/blog/20090604/new-report-complicates-ags-assault-biofuel-rules
· http://www.ajcn.org/cgi/content/abstract/89/5/1704S
· http://www.springerlink.com/content/t6x0ku38555668v4/
Now sort these first in terms of how relevant they are and then in terms of how authoritative they are (use pulldown menus).

· Instruction on focus and adequacy

· Representativeness

· Who, what, where, why, how, and when

· How much of the document focuses on my issue specifically?
· Avoiding bunny trails

· Perspective/Bias

· What are the views that need to be accounted for

· How to synthesize a controversy

· Scenario 1b: Illustration of focus and adequacy evaluation using terrorism example

· Illustrate the process using 10 URLs from terrorist scenario

· Assessment Item: Now that you have found a number of relevant documents for your paper, how do you know whether you should stop looking?  Based on the materials in the sorted list, do you feel you have enough for a coherent paper?  Is it too broad?  Is it too narrow?  Too disconnected?  Does it cover an appropriate scope in terms of time?

· Scenario 3: Far Transfer assessment using turnitin.com controversy

· Assessment Item: Now explore the controversy over whether instructors should require students to turn their papers in through turnitin.com.  First, go on the web and find 10 relevant links.  Then sort them based on authoritativeness.  As you do the task, think about your reasons for evaluating the authoritativeness of each link for this specific controversy.  Do you notice yourself making decisions for any different reasons?  Why or why not?

