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Because the content and reliability of websites may not be monitored thoroughly, it is important to be critical of internet resources.  Using Kathleen Schrock’s critical evaluation of a website’s document and Susan Beck’s evaluation criteria, I examined the information on Conic Sections for the following two websites: Math2.org and Sparknotes.com.      
The process of evaluating web sites was much more stringent than I had expected.  Prior to this experience, I usually trusted most websites except personal blogs.  Typically, I would have confidence in sites that looked sophisticated and well-developed; I would also look for the copyright date to see whether the information was up-to-date. The evaluation process opened my eyes to many important questions to consider before trusting a website’s information.  For example, what are the credentials of the author and is the author an expert in this field?  Does the website illustrate an objective or bias? Does the site provide a bibliography of print sources?  Are links clearly visible and annotated or explanatory? Finally, does the site use correct grammar and spelling, and is the writing clear and concise? These are all important questions to consider in order to sift out disreputable and unreliable sites.    
 During the process, there were several issues that I thought were significant for students to consider.  First, students should verify that the site has a credible author and that the site has a list of biographical print sources to verify the content.  Second, the design elements should be considered because any credible website should be easy to navigate and use with links to the home screen and other resources.  In addition, content should be written clearly and concisely and use correct grammar and spelling.  Finally, images should add value and meaning.  It is important for students to reflect on these matters when accessing a website for the first time.              

Because Sparknotes is connected with Barnes & Noble and creates print publications, I trust that the information is valid and reliable.  Using the evaluation criteria, the technical and visual aspects of the page are appealing and satisfactory, the content is accurate and up-to-date, and the site provides no objectivity or bias.  In addition, the site is well-developed and easy to use; links are also clearly labeled.  I especially like the question & answer section because students can practice what they learned and then receive immediate feedback.  I also appreciate that the site provides citation information with an author for this specific page. The Sparknotes website is a reference that I would recommend to students and personally use in the future.  
While Sparknotes.com is a reliable resource, I would be cautious when using the math2.org website for several reasons.  First, the copyright date on the site is 1995-2005.  I appreciate that the original date is posted, but the site has not been updated in four years.  While the content has not changed in the past several years, the design elements of the site could have been updated.  For example, there are no sub-headings to the topics and the links are not clearly visible or explanatory to a non-tech-savvy person.  Another concern with the site is the lack of information on the website author’s credentials.  Furthermore, the site does not provide a list of print sources.  One positive feature of the site is the links to other online mathematics resources which I may reference in the future.    
I found the process of evaluating websites to be very meaningful and it has taught me to be more critical of internet resources in the future.  I plan to share this experience with my colleagues and students so that they too are knowledgeable about website evaluations.     
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