How to Evaluate Sources: The CRAP Test

In the past, we had a low quantity of high-quality information. In today’s world we have a constant and instantaneous news cycle that generates a massive amount of information of varying quality. As informed citizens, we need tools to sort through the piles of information to ensure we are using credible sources to find reliable information. During this global pandemic, it is imperative that we use solid information to make informed decisions about this issue. 

To begin we will work to evaluate a source that we know is high quality. As a class you will work together to analyze a high-quality news source using the CRAP test graphic organizer. After you have practiced evaluating a high-quality news source, you can use this example to help you analyze sources of unknown quality as you do your research.

Currency: 
· Is the research current enough for your topic, or is it outdated?
· How recently has the website/information been updated?
Reliability:
· What kind of information is included in the resource? 
· Is it based on evidence and statistics, or is it “padded” with large vocabulary but really has no substance? 
· Is the content of the source based primarily in opinion? 
· Does the author provide references or research sources for data and/or quotations that they use?
Authority:
· Who is the creator/author? 
· What are their credentials? 
· Does the author possess “authority” to speak and/or write about their topic? 
· Who is the publisher and/or sponsor of the research?
· Are there advertisements on the website? If so, chances are it’s not a reliable source because it’s receiving its funding through private donors, which lends itself to biased information that is presented.
Purpose/Point of View:
· Is the research source based on evidence or opinion? 
· Is it biased? 
· Is the creator/author trying to sell you something? 


CRAP Test Graphic Organizer
Article title: How the US and Italy traded places on coronavirus

Article author: Dan Diamond & Sarah Wheaton

Article source: Politico - https://www.politico.eu/article/how-the-us-and-italy-traded-places-on-coronavirus/
	Currency

This article was published in June 2020. Some things have changed, but most of the information remains the same. No major facts have changed. 













	Reliability

This article includes COVID infection and death rates. Authors also include quotes from primary sources. These sources include health officials, local media, and political figures. When the opinions of individuals are quoted, they are used to illustrate a point of view, rather than as replacement for objective evidence.

The article is based on evidence.

The source uses evidence to tell the story, rather than the author’s opinions.

The author provides sources for quotes, but does not provide sources for COVID statistics. These statistics are readily available through multiple sources.

	Authority

Dan Diamond was a reporter for Politico (currently with the Washington Post) who writes primarily on health care politics and policy. (https://www.politico.com/staff/dan-diamond | https://www-washingtonpost-com/people/dan-diamond/)

Sarah Wheaton is the Chief Policy Correspondent for Politico Europe and formerly served as the Senior Policy Reporter for the paper’s European health team (https://www.politico.eu/staff/sarah-wheaton/) 

Politico published this article.

This article does feature targeted ads. This is a weak point of this source.
	Purpose

The research is based primarily on evidence.

Political is a left leaning publication source according to AllSides.

The authors are not trying to sell anything.




· How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?
Altogether, this is a high quality news source. It is not without its faults, but these faults are far outweighed by the reputability of the source, the quality of the journalism, and the credentials of the authors. This source is worth trusting.

CRAP Test Graphic Organizer
Article title: WHO Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) Dashboard

Article author: N/A

Article source: World Health Organization - https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019
	Currency

This source is updated daily as new data becomes available.











	Reliability

This source includes COVID-19 statistics reported by local public health organizations and compiled by the WHO.

Vocabulary is simple and minimal.

The content contains no opinions.

The author provides references for data sources and links to raw data at https://covid19.who.int/info.  

	Authority

Individual authors are not cited as this information is sourced from a large number of resources.

All sources and authors are public health officials. They are well educated in this topic.

The World Health Organization published this resource. This is the leading global health organization. They work within the United Nations. Their core values are posted here: who.int/about/who-we-are/our-values. 

There are no advertisements on this site.
	Purpose

This resource contains only evidence.

This source does not display bias.

The organization is not trying to sell anything.



· How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?
This resource is a high-quality source. Although specific authors are not mentioned, this is not necessary because it is displaying information compiled from a global list of sources. How these data are sourced, what the WHO considers to be high quality data, key definitions and the WHO’s data policy are easy to locate. This source is worth trusting.

Exploring Covid 19: A Media Scavenger Hunt

“British Royal Family Orders Citizens To Leave U.K. Until Prince Charles Recovers” 
	Currency






















	Reliability



	Authority






















	Purpose



· How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?

1. [bookmark: _heading=h.gjdgxs]“Doctors And Nurses Say More People Are Dying Of COVID-19 In The US Than We Know”
	Currency






















	Reliability



	Authority























	Purpose



· How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?


2.   “COVID-19 A ‘Bio-Weapon’, Iran Should Be Suspicious of US Aid Offer”
	Currency






















	Reliability



	Authority























	Purpose



· How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?



3.   “Inaccurate Virus Models Are Panicking Officials Into Ill-Advised Lockdowns”

	Currency






















	Reliability



	Authority























	Purpose



· How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?


Conclusion Questions

1. What is your normal source of news? Basing your answer off of the graphic organizer tool, does your normal source of news provide credible and reliable information?








2. This global pandemic is due to a novel coronavirus, meaning that it is a new or previously undiscovered virus. Taking this into consideration, why is it important that citizens stay informed over time? Could our current information about the virus be wrong? If so, does this mean that the source of information is not credible or reliable? Why or why not? (Watch this video about the nature of science before you formulate your answers)


CRAP Test Graphic Organizer
Article title: 

Article author: 

Article source: 
	Currency











	Reliability



	Authority


	Purpose

.



3. How would you classify this resource? (satire, clickbait, invented news, or hyperpolitical (far left or far right)? Why did you classify this resource this way? Should this be trusted?
4. 




