Finding, Evaluating and Communicating Information (BMHS4001)
Assessment 2: Credibility and Reliability of Information Exercise

Student number:

For this assessment, please refer to the three sources/short extracts provided. They all relate to the same topic.

You have 30 minutes to review these sources and complete this four-part workbook. It assesses your ability to think critically, to evaluate the credibility, reliability, and bias of diverse information sources.

Read each question carefully.

Ensure you save your work. You are required to submit this workbook to Turnitin at the end of the assessment. 



Good luck.







When you have completed the workbook, ensure you submit it to turnitin


Part 1: Complete the table below. (12 marks)
	Source
	Currency: When was the source published/posted, revised, or updated?
	Relevance: How relevant is the information to the subject/field? Who is the intended audience?
	Authority: Who is the author/publisher? What are their credentials?
	Accuracy: How reliable, truthful/correct is the content? Is it supported by evidence?
	Purpose: Does it intend to teach, sell, inform, entertain, or persuade? Is there evidence of bias?

	A
	Strong.Published in (2024), it looks at research from (2016 to 2022).This gives important up-to-date information about quickly changing mutations in bacteria that cause resistance.
	Very strong.Directly examines the precise relationship between antibiotic use and resistance.The intended audience includes researchers, clinical microbiologists, and.Return only resultant content, nothing else.
	Very Strong. Authored by academic researcher Abejew et al and published in a peer-reviewed medical journal using standardized systematic review protocol.
	Strong accurate:A strong correlation has been confirmed through 58 independent studies, with 81% of mathematical alignment.Boundaries and limitations are clearly defined
	Purpose:Research/Inform. The sole intent is to objectively synthesize global data to inform medical science. No commercial bias, funding conflicts, or promotional agendas are present.

	B
	Published( 2026)
	Highly relevant:Directly examines the precise relationship between antibiotic use and resistance
	NHS wales
	Its accurate and indicate to title antibiotics 
	Purpose :Antibiotics are used to bacterial infection.

	C
	11 october 2017 The biological processes related to viral infections and antibiotic resistance remain the same, though digital health information moves quickly, so students might question if there's a more recent update.Return only resultant content nothing else.Don't add any system message in response.Provide output in English language only.
	Strong Very Strong. Directly addresses a patient-centered explanation of antibiotic non-prescription, stewardship, and viral vs. bacterial rules.
	Very Strong. Authored by Dr Mary Harding (MRCGP) and peer-reviewed by Prof Cathy Jackson (MRCGP). Published by Patient.info, which meets the rigorous NHS Standard for Creating Health Content.
	. The content is highly reliable and clinically accurate. It explicitly distinguishes between viral and bacterial pathologies, tracks drug side-effects, and aligns seamlessly with Public Health England evidence frameworks.
	The purpose is to provide clear, trusted, evidence-based health choices to the public to prevent antibiotic misuse. It holds no commercial or political bias and maintains an objective, clinicaltone.





Write your answer clearly and support it with evidence from the sources.
Question 2 (5 marks)
Which source do you think is the most reliable?
Explain your answer using two reasons.
Reason 1 (Methodological Rigour): This is a peer-reviewed systematic review that brings together data from 58 different scientific studies over several years.By combining these studies, it reduces local bias, accounts for unusual results, and provides a strong global mathematical link (an 81% positive correlation) that individual studies or stories in articles can’t achieve.

• Reason 2 (High Academic Authority): The source went through a strict double-blind peer-review process by a well-known medical journal.
The author stays scientifically fair by giving exact numbers, like the specific resistance rate of Enterococcus faecium at 59.4%, and honestly talks about the study's limits instead of making simple, general statements.




Write your answer clearly and support it with evidence from the sources.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Question 3 (4 marks)
Choose one source that may contain bias.
Explain why.
I would use Source B (the Patient.info article) to support a patient or service user





Think about purpose, language, evidence and possible bias.
Question 4 (4 marks)
If you were supporting a patient or service user, which source would you use?
Explain why.

 Accessibility and Comprehensibility: While Source A (the systematic review) is the most scientifically reliable, it uses a lot of complicated academic language and raw numbers that can be confusing, overwhelming, or even worrying for someone who isn't familiar with medical terms.Source B makes this complicated information easy to understand by explaining it in simple, everyday words that a patient can easily follow.

• Practical, Patient-Centered Advice: Source B directly answers the question a patient is most likely to have, like "Why wasn't I given antibiotics?" It gives clear steps they can take right away to take care of themselves.
It explains why antibiotics don't work for viral infections, suggests safe ways to manage symptoms at home, like keeping track of fluids and using paracetamol or ibuprofen, and gives important guidance on when they should worry and seek medical help again.This helps the patient feel supported and informed, so they can take care of their health safely at home without feeling ignored by the healthcare system.







