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CHY4U: Assessing Online Reliability
“Be a fact-checker. Be skeptical, not cynical. Leave sites to understand them.”
Who’s behind the information?
Things to think about:

· How did you get to this site? Shared/found/posted, etc? If shared, why?

· Who is the author?    (is this disclosed or hidden?)
· If the website doesn’t have an author, is it clear who is responsible for writing the information, such as an organization?     
· What are the author’s credentials (qualifications/authority) or organizational affiliations?     
· Is there contact information, such as a publisher or email address?     

· Do the authors/sponsors make their intentions/perspectives, or purpose clear? What are they?     
· Is the information intended to be sold or purchased?   

· Is there anything that makes you question the honesty/transparency of the source?     
I googled “Kurds” and was directed to this site. The author, Hagit Ariav, is indicated in the credits. The organization is the Council of Foreign Relations. Ariav has a background in political science and multimedia, making her credible on this topic (partially according to her Linked In profile). CFR researches many world events. CFR’s “About” page says their purpose is to take “no institutional positions on matters of policy. Our goal is to start a conversation in this country about the need for Americans to better understand the world.” That is somewhat impossible and will be addressed in the 3rd section. The information is freely available on the internet. Generally, it seems quite transparent (as will be backed up in section 2). 
What’s the evidence for their claims/information?

Things to think about:
· Is the information supported by solid, convincing, relevant evidence?     
· Is the evidence cited?     
· Is there a bibliography or reference list?     
· Is the information fact or opinion? (note if it’s an article, editorial, other kind of op-ed, etc.)

· What are the political, ideological, cultural, religious, institutional, or personal biases in the information?
· Are the perspectives of the author(s) made clear or hidden?    
· Does the information trigger an emotional response?

The information appears to be solid, convincing and relevant. All images, graphics and quotes are attributed, including the interactive timeline. References are hyperlinked (linked to articles, etc.) Some references are to other CFR articles but most are to reliable outside organizations, including Encyclopaedia Britannica, US State Department, universities, journals on JSTOR, Human Rights Watch, BBC, CNN, Washington Post. The source lists its resources including experts (some are outside of CFR), further reading (annotated) and educational resources (essay and discussion questions). The information is mostly factual but there are some opinions offered on events (interpretations). It is emotional in the sense that if you are pre-disposed to care about a group of people who have suffered so much in recent history you will find the litany of repression quite emotional. 
What do other sources say about the organization and its claims?
Things to think about:

· What do other sources tell you about this website and its author(s)/creator(s)/sponsor(s)?     
· Can you verify any of the information in another source?
Outside sources such as Wikipedia back up the CFR’s self-stated position that they care about global events. However, they also suggest some criticism of CFR as having too close connections with US government; there is also right-wing criticism feeling it’s too supportive of “world government.” To me that seems closer to an unreliable conspiracy theory. For other perspectives on CFR I googled “criticism of CFR” and came up with an article condemning the organization for accepting funding from a Russian billionaire. 

https://www.motherjones.com/politics/2019/10/council-on-foreign-relations-leonard-blavatnik-russia/
I take the point that its positions may be affected by its acceptance of money, however, I’m not concerned about the reliability of the information on the Kurds as I have seen many of these same details in my other sources. If I were doing a university-level essay on Kurdish independence and had to take a position on it, I’d have to be more careful to make sure I fully researched the US position on the Kurds and how it was either the same as or different from CFR. Overall, I’m confident in the quality of the information so small concerns about the organization are overridden.
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