
Digital competence

Source analysis and critical discussion
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Ecological Thinking!

Think before print ing any disseminat ion material if it is necessary. In case something needs to be printed, it is worth thinking

about where to print it (e.g., local print shop, ecofriendly online print shop, etc.), on what kind of paper (e.g., recycled paper,

grass paper, other alternat ives to usual white paper) and with what  kind of colors.

Let’s protect our environment!
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Source analysis and critical discussion.

The main goal(s):

- The goal of this exercise is to equip students with the skills to assess sources for

reliability, cult ivate crit ical thinking, and develop the ability to form an object ive

opinion on a subject . Addit ionally, the exercise aims to enhance social skills for

effect ive collaborat ion and discussion among peers.

Type of activity:

1.  Students will individually read an art icle or watch a film/ YouTube/ TikTok/ TV segment .

2. Analyze the chosen source using the following five quest ions:

a. Who?

b. Says what?

c. In which channel?

d. To Whom?

e. With What  effect?

3. Engage in a group discussion to share and evaluate their findings.

M ethod of work:

1. Ideally, part icipants should be divided into small groups. The number of part icipants in

each group can vary but  should be manageable for effect ive discussion and evaluat ion.

2. Ask each group to use computers or their smartphones to select a recent news art icle

from the internet . Encourage diversity in topics to engage varied interests within the

class.

3. Allocate 10 to 15 minutes for each group to research and discuss their findings.

4. Encourage students to use various search engines, fact -checking websites, or other

reliable sources to verify informat ion.

5. Ask each group to present their chosen art icle and their evaluat ion to the rest of the

class. Emphasize the importance of clear communicat ion and evidence-based reasoning

during presentat ions.

6. After each presentat ion, open the floor for other groups to provide their opinions on the

evaluat ion done. Encourage construct ive feedback and discussions on different

perspect ives.

Number of participants:

All students, with the flexibility to adapt the exercise based on the language level of the

students.

The number of part icipants may vary but should be manageable for effect ive discussion and

evaluat ion. Suitable for students, adults, or anyone interested in improving their crit ical

thinking and informat ion evaluat ion skills.
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Duration

The exercise duration varies based on the complexity of the source:

 Short text or visual material: 30 minutes (including individual analysis and discussion).

 More complex source: 60-90 minutes (including individual analysis and discussion).

M aterial needed

 Internet  access (computers or smartphones with internet  accedd)

 Recent  news art icles (part icipants can use their own devices to access art icles)

 Document  with the evaluat ion criteria (source reliability, accuracy, corroborat ion)

 Presentat ion materials (if desired, such as a whiteboard or projector for group

presentat ions)

 Texts

 YouTube or other internet  videos

 Advert ising brochures/ videos

 News clips

Evaluation criteria

Int roduce the following criteria for evaluat ing the credibility of the chosen art icle:

a. Source Reliability: Invest igate the reputat ion of the source. Can informat ion about the

author, organizat ion, or source be found? Is the source known for unbiased report ing?

b. Accuracy: Scrut inize the art icle for factual errors or inconsistencies. Are the claims

supported by evidence? Cross-reference any stat ist ics or data provided.

c. Corroborat ion: Check if similar informat ion can be found from other reliable sources. A

credible news story should be corroborated by mult iple t rustworthy out lets.

Reflection Questions:

 What challenges did you encounter in evaluat ing the credibility of your chosen

art icle?

 How did the group navigate potent ial biases in the source?

 Did the corroborat ion process reveal any discrepancies or st rengthen the credibility

of the art icle?




