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Digital skills especially those related to Information Literacy, are today
considered fundamental to the education of students, both at school
and at university. Searching and evaluating information found on the
Internet is surely an important competency. An effective way to develop
this competency is to educate students about the development of critical
thinking. The article presents a gualitative-quantitative survey conducted
during a course in Educational Technologies within a five year Degree
program. The outcomes of the survey reveal some interesting behaviors and
perceptions of students when they are faced with the Web search process
and the characteristics of their critical thinking processes: some aspects
of critical thinking are generally wellsupported, but others are acquired
only after specific training. Experience shows that if properly motivated by
metacognitive reflections and a clear method, students can actually critically
evaluate the information presented online, the sources, and the sustainability

Petrucco C., Ferranti C. (2017), Developing Critical Thinking in online search, Journal of e-Learning
and Knowledge Society, v.13, n.3, 35-45. ISSN: 1826-6223, e-ISSN:1971-8829
DOI: 10.20368/1971-8829/1390



PEER REVIEWED PAPERS - EMEMITALIA CONFERENCE 2016

of the arguments found. Positive results also occurred when the evaluation process was done in a
collaborative modality.

1 Introduction

The theme of the development of digital literacy is becoming increasingly
important both in the field of education and at the national and international
levels. Within the broad conceptual framework that defines “digital
competences” lies the area of Information Literacy: this concerns that set of
technical and methodological skills that enable a person to know where and
how to search for information, to filter it effectively and above all to evaluate it
appropriately (Eisenberg et al., 2010). That this is a crucial issue is confirmed
by the extensive literature on the subject: students have difficulty not in using
the search engines from the technical point of view, but to manage the quantity
and quality of the flow of information to which they are subjected to daily
and so are often victims of “information overload” at the cognitive level
and even of emotional “information anxiety” (Bawden & Robinson, 2009).
This occurs both in the educational field as well as in daily life (Catalano,
2013; Eisenberg 2014;). It is therefore important to foster the development
of Gardner’s “critical intelligence,” and critical thinking (Reichenbach, 2001;
Cottrell, 2011) in training and educational settings. In order to develop these
skills, during a Technology course of a Master’s Degree program, we wanted to
create a laboratory to improve information literacy skills and to experiment with
targeted activities, both offline and online, to improve the research, selection,
evaluation and production of information. At the beginning and at the end of the
experience students were administered a questionnaire that provided significant
results both on their technical skills of Information Literacy as well as on the
development of their critical thinking processes.

2 Digital skills and source assessment

Digital competence is one of the eight key skills for lifelong learning.
In its broader sense, it is defined as the ability to use with confidence and a
critical spirit social information technologies. From an institutional point of
view, the reference concerns the European Commission’s Digital Competence
Framework (Ferrari ef al., 2013): in particular, the first analytical competence
is the one that emphasizes the importance of knowing how to access online
information, search, locate relevant information, effectively select resources,
navigate between different sources, and finally create personal information
strategies. The research literature on the subject in fact tends to distinguish
between the single research activities, selection / evaluation and information
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disclosure (Calvani ef al., 2014; Aesaert et al., 2014), while considering them
as part of a single process and notes that students often fail to achieve the
appropriate levels of mastery in these last ones, while having no problems in
using the tools from a technical and operational point of view. It emerges that,
among all the skills involved, those of the metacognitive type are the least
developed (Calvani et al., 2014; Kong, 2014). To hypothesize that students
because they are “digital natives” already have some or all of these skills is risky
(Boyd, 2014) because it assumes a strong interpretative imbalance of digital
skills more towards the technological-operational component overlooking the
metacognitive process-related components and critical thinking. (Reichenbach,
2001) which then effectively guide the activities of selection and evaluation
of the sources (Mason & Boldrin, 2008; Tsai & Tsai, 2003; Parmigiani ef al.,
2016). For this, it is important to encourage the creation of a genuine research
method (Garvoille & Buckner, 2009) to promote the development of critical
thinking that will enable students to decide, for example, whether the sources
from which the online info comes from are valid or reliable, or whether the
content being consider is actually supported by objective data. Typically the
literature proposes methods that consist of a series of steps that students should
follow to make their information search effective and efficient and consists of
activities of verifying the authority of the sources and a comparison with other
sources at various levels of depth. This implies the re-elaboration of semantic-
level information, for example using different keywords that however belong to
the same domain of knowledge (Julien & Williamson, 2010). Students actually
find the procedure for choosing keywords and redefining their research one of
the most critical elements of the whole process (Hoffman et al., 2008).
However, the metacognitive processes that stem from the activity of
information research are not uniform: each student uses his / her own research
style (Tseng et al., 2014) and as a consequence obtains a different outcome (Wu
& Tsai, 2007). For this reason, rather than imposing a rigid methodology, in our
experiments we preferred to propose a strategic approach initially based on the
analysis and discussion of specific case studies and subsequently on authentic,
situational and problem-based tasks: which also involved the ability to
adequately summarize the terms of a problem and to set forth their own opinion
in a clear and arguable manner. In fact, the latest models for the development of
Information Literacy skills consider research activities not as the sole objective
but as complementary to the productive-communicative ones (McNicol &
Shields, 2014, p. 23). During the experiment we also adopted a collaborative
approach with students to reduce the complexity of metacognitive processes
involved in information research and information problem solving activities
(Raes et al., 2016). In fact, lots of research on metacognition emphasize the
value of collaborative work (Greene & Azevedo, 2010; Panadero & Jarvela,
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2015): when students deal with a problem in a group, not only do they benefit
by the numerous critical perspectives and multiple informational resources
provided by others, but they also better manage their own metacognitive
processes (OECD, 2015).

3 Methodology and research tools

Forty-eight students enrolled in the second year of a five year degree program
with an average age of 29 years participated. The activities were carried out
in four successive phases: at the start, a broad spectrum 50 item questionnaire
was submitted to broadly test their perceptions and attitudes towards the
web, the devices used and the digital skills that they considered necessary
for their work and study environment. Afterwards, students participated in
an information literacy lab where, besides learning technical skills (advanced
search engine research, online data bases, etc.), they learned how to effectively
evaluate the quality of documents and Information sources on the web. Students
were then asked to take part in activities where they needed to search for
information on the Web and to produce a short report to express a personal
opinion about three current issues of different emotional depth: 1) the decline
in sales of newspapers; 2) The TTIP, 3) the decline in the birth rate and the
possible role of immigration in Italy. Students were free to choose the topic to
deal with and it’s noteworthy to point out how the percentages of the choices
reflected the emotional impact expressed by the topic itself, in this case, the
topic of immigration. This aspect is particularly relevant as some degree of
emotionality is always linked to the development of intrinsic motivation that
improves commitment (Vauras et al., 2003). The exploratory investigation also
sought to investigate whether the emotional factor affects or not the students’
critical thinking performance, and therefore the effectiveness and efficiency
of an online search. The various reports produced were then shared online on
Moodle and discussed together face-to-face in a dedicated meeting. At the end
of the activities, a new questionnaire was submitted to check for any changes
in their perceptions and attitudes regarding digital skills and their critical
approach to information found online. Other data was derived from an analysis
of the textual discussion on the forum. To guide the information and source
assessment phases, the students had to verify each time: 1) the correctness of
the content also understood as the presence of references to reliable sources,
2) completeness, understood as the degree of coverage of the topic, 3) source
update, and lastly 4) comprehensibility, or readability of the information.

The models of reference that were presented to students are those of the “Big
6” Information Literacy Process (Eisenberg ef al., 2010) and the one from the
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Berkeley Library (Berkeley Library, 2012) “Web page evaluation checklist”.
The first presents a series of 6 steps ranging from defining the information
problem, searching and selecting sources, to synthesizing and self-evaluating
the results; the second covers some specific aspects including: verifying
the purpose and the functions of the website that is hosting the information
(informational, commercial, educational, etc.), it’s possible affiliation to
some organization to discover the presence of any specific interests or biases
and finally the presence of clear references to the author of the information.
Attempts were made so that students had to pay more attention especially in the
initial stages of the information research, inviting them to clarify what exactly
they were looking for, what level of depth of info and what specific support
they wanted (text, video, images, data, etc.). In fact, cognitive research seems
to demonstrate that a clear representation of the problem in the early stages
contributes to its effective resolution (Blessing & Ross, 1996; Chi, 2006). In
our case the problem was almost always informative-lexical because search
engines like Google anticipate the insertion of keywords that the algorithm
then uses to retrieve the Web pages: the more the key words are semantically
coherent and specific with respect to the domain of knowledge investigated,
the more the results will be consistent and precise by limiting the effects of
information overload. It is no surprise to find that experts in a particular domain
of knowledge are able to retrieve information more effectively and efficiently
precisely because they have a specific lexical vocabulary (Petrucco, 2002).

4 Results

The initial questionnaire reveals that 80% of students are employed and
have an average age of 29 years; they are mainly employed as educators in
educational services and contexts of pre-school and primary school, services
connected to secondary school and working with adults and the elderly. All
participants have a computer, 90% a smartphone, 42% a tablet; 91% use Social
Networks and still 90% have at least one mobile device. The data is interesting
when compared to Istat data (ISTAT, 2014) where it emerges that 44% of males
and 42% of 25-34 year olds use the Net from a portable or mobile device
and in the age bracket of 25 to 34, 80% have an internet connection and 70%
use social networks. We are therefore dealing with a group of very connected
students in possession of tech tools above the average of their Italian peers.
Over 90% conduct online searches, 80% participate in online discussions, but
few (15%) use cloud-based tools (such as Google Drive) as a collaborative
tool to work with others as active producers of content. Prior to attending the
lab sessions, 70% say they feel confident enough with their research skills
and only about 20% feel not very confident; at the end of this intervention,
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perceptions remain largely unchanged. However, they are more cautious with
regard to their perception of search engine results: 72% believe them to be
reliable in part or only partially. From a comparison of the data provided in
the inbound and outbound questionnaire with respect to the relationship with
sources and information, it emerges that, after the experience gained, the degree
of importance attributed respectively to the following significantly increases
1) the authority of the sources; 2) completeness; 3) accuracy and 4) the update

of information.
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Fig. 1 —Authoritativeness and accuracy of information: comparison of inbound
and outbound responses “How important is it to evaluate the authority
of the source?” and “How important it is to evaluate the accuracy of
information?”
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From the analysis of the texts developed in the group, most students (80%)
reach a “discreet” level on average, based on a 5-point scale (1 poor, 2 sufficient,
3 discreet, 4 good / and 5 excellent) but very few people reach a “good” or
“excellent” level. The overall judgment was drawn on the basis of different
weighing criteria: 1) exhibit clarity, 2) logical structuring of contents, 3) quality
of argument 4) support of statistical data, 5) contextualization of the problem,
6) completeness of the vision of the problem 7) dialogic explanation of doubts,
8) critical attitude, 9) number of sources. In addition the best performance came
from students who chose an emotionally more engaging theme (immigration)
than those who chose the other topics. Overall, observing student practices and
their discussions in the forum, the criticalities that emerged from their process
of acquiring and processing information can be summarized as follows:

» Difficulty initiating an initial reflection on the most relevant keywords
and managing the semantic restructuring processes related to the topic
to be searched on the search engines, often detecting an insufficient
specific strategy based on the investigated domain of inquiry;

« difficulty in applying explicit evaluation criteria in selecting information

 difficulty in integrating in a fluid and logically sustainable manner the
information found;

* lack of a choice regarding a preferential format for information use

With regard to the first point, almost all students admit that their search
process starts from the Google page and from some keywords entered without
much reflection on the terms inserted and without using advanced search
options, like OPAC or special and sector specific engines related to the topic
to be investigated. From a strategic point of view, they stop at the first pages
found by the engines confirming some previous research (Lau & Coiera, 2009),
that found that during the navigation and web search process one tends to
select the information that confirms what we already know or our opinions
and only to memorize the last contents found (the so-called “last click™).
Experience shows that, in addition to purely technical aspects, students need to
test their critical abilities and that these will be used by them to make decisions
(purchasing, health, professional, and political, etc.) and to achieve a certain
degree of autonomy in the overall process of building their own knowledge
and evaluating the knowledge published on the net. It should also be pointed
out that the first approach to the information sought is a delicate orientation
phase where the chaotic nature of information and the unstructured form, at
least in the dispersion of sources, makes reaching a satisfactory level of clarity
and understanding or to know what aspects need further investigation complex.

It was also found that students don’t know much or anything at all about
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the Creative Commons licenses and how to appropriately deal with content
protected by copyright. They also declare that they do not use specific strategies
related to the type of information they seek and the most appropriate context
(institutional, international and sector type literature, or informal contexts
such as blogs or forums, specific databases) and the type of support desired
(differentiating the types of files in text, image, audio, video, graphics, and
their possible extensions). In fact, one of the most common problems that
emerged is that in most cases the strategies are not explicitly disclosed and
are not treated as a process where one applies critical thinking. Often they
juxtapose the information found to get an answer to the proposed problem,
but they do not explicitly use reasoning to falsify the information found. This
type of use, that is referred by Popper (1963), provides a scientific attitude to
information processing, whereby the student, when evaluating the source and
contents found, raises questions that try to refute the information obtained by
searching and evaluating the arguments present on the Web, which support
the inherent allegations contained in the refutation. In this sense, Information
Literacy becomes an area of experience and competence that is not separated
from critical thinking or the associated metacognitive processes, so critical
thinking is closely related to the process of knowledge initiated by the research.
It is not an innate ability, but involves the application of a well-defined critical
method. During the information problem solving activity, we also found some
difficulties related to the ability to carry out actions to integrate information
in order to create a coherent and sustained body of content. The processing
of information necessarily involves continually referring to one’s domain of
reference which, if perceived as a defect, needs to be thoroughly studied.

Conclusion

The development of critical thinking has certainly always been an ever
present objective in teaching and education (Maccario, 1999). Today, due to
the numerous information we have access to online, the processes of research
and evaluation of documents become important contexts where to apply it.
The emphasis of our experimentation was aimed at transforming students’
information research processes into real pathways of meaningful learning, in
which they are able to develop a metacognitive and critical disposition towards
the documents found and above all in their subsequent reworking of an argument
in their interactions with other people. We have verified that it is important to
stimulate collaborative processes between students precisely in order to be
able to use the reciprocal dialogue interactions as a stimulus towards critical
thinking. The focus of educational actions should therefore be based above all
on the stimulation of the formulation of questions that are able to strategically
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guide the research process by verifying the reliability, accuracy / completeness
and possible bias of the sources and the authors examined. With regard to this
last factor, we have verified that it was often present in the students themselves,
and not just in the documents, in the form of true confirmation biases (Jonas
et al., 2001) or in the tendency to seek confirmation of their beliefs and refuse
evidence which contradicts them. An effective antidote to this bias was when
there was the possibility of discussing and comparing their opinions with others
in the workgroup, although the members of the group were not always able to
reach an agreement. In this sense, at the end of the experiment we proposed
a reflection with a question that put more than one student in a panic: “Am I
actually able to change my opinion if I find evidence that contradicts my deep
convictions on a subject I believe is important?

Acknowledgments

Corrado Petrucco wrote the par. 1, 2 and 5, Cinzia Ferranti wrote the par.
3 and 4.

REFERENCES

Aesaert, K., Van Nijlen, D., Vanderlinde, R., & Van Braak, J. (2014), Direct Measures
Of Digital Information Processing And Communication Skills In Primary
Education: Using Item Response Theory For The Development And Validation Of
An Ict Competence Scale. Computers & Education, 76, 168-181.

Bawden, D., & Robinson, L. (2009), The Dark Side Of Information: Overload, Anxiety
And Other Paradoxes And Pathologies. Journal Of Information Science, 35(2),
180-191.

Blessing, S. B., & Ross, B. H. (1996), Content Effects In Problem Categorization
And Problem Solving. Journal Of Experimental Psychology. Learning, Memory
& Cognition, 22(3)

Chi, M. T. H. (2006), Laboratory Methods For Assessing Experts’ And Novices’
Knowledge. In K. A. Ericsson (Ed.), The Cambridge Handbook Of Expertise And
Expert Performance (Pp. 167-184). New York: Cambridge University Press.

Boyd, D. (2014), It s Complicated. London: Yale University Press.

Calvani, A., Fini, A., & Ranieri, M. (2014), La Competenza Digitale Nella Scuola.
Modelli, Strumenti, Ricerche. Italian Journal Of Educational Research, (5), 9-21.

Catalano, A. (2013), Patterns Of Graduate Students’ Information Seeking Behavior:
A Metasynthesis Of The Literature. Journal Of Documentation,69(2), 243-274.

Cottrell, S. (2011), Critical Thinking Skills: Developing Effective Analysis And
Argument. Palgrave Macmillan.

Eisenberg, M., Johnson, D., & Berkowitz, B. (2010), Information, Communications,



PEER REVIEWED PAPERS - EMEMITALIA CONFERENCE 2016

And Technology (Ict) Skills Curriculum Based On The Big6 Skills Approach To
Information Problem Solving. Library Media Connection, 28(6), 24-27.

Eisenberg, M. (2014), Lessons Learned From A Lifetime Of Work In Information
Literacy. In Information Literacy. Lifelong Learning And Digital Citizenship In
The 21st Century (Pp. 1-12). Springer International Publishing.

Ferrari, A., Punie, Y., & Brecko, B. (2013), Digcomp A Framework For Developing And
Understanding Digital Competence In Europe. Joint Research Centre & Institute
For Prospective Technological Studies.

Garvoille, A., & Buckner, G. (2009, June), Writing Wikipedia Pages In The
Constructivist Classroom. In World Conference On Educational Multimedia,
Hypermedia And Telecommunications (Vol. 2009, No. 1, Pp. 1600-1605).

Greene, J. A., Azevedo, R. (2010), The Measurement Of Learners’ Self-regulated
Cognitive And Metacognitive Processes While Using Computer-based Learning
Environments. Educational Psychologist, 45 (4) (2010), Pp. 203-209

Hoffman, K., Antwinsiah, F., Feng, V., & Stanley, M. (2008), Library Research
Skills: A Needs Assessment For Graduate Student Workshops. Issues In Science &
Technology Librarianship, 53, 1-13.

Istat (2014), Annuario Statistico Italiano 2014, Http://www.istat.it/it/archivio/134686

Julien, H., & Williamson, K. (2010), Discourse And Practice In Information Literacy
And Information Seeking: Gaps And Opportunities. Information Research: An
International Electronic Journal, 15(1), N1.

Jonas, E., Schulz-Hardt, S., Frey, D., & Thelen, N. (2001), Confirmation bias in
sequential information search after preliminary decisions: an expansion of
dissonance theoretical research on selective exposure to information. Journal of
personality and social psychology, 80(4), 557.

Kong, S. C. (2014), Developing Information Literacy And Critical Thinking Skills
Through Domain Knowledge Learning In Digital Classrooms: An Experience Of
Practicing Flipped Classroom Strategy. Computers & Education, 78, 160-173.

Lau, A. Y., & Coiera, E. W. (2009), Can Cognitive Biases During Consumer Health
Information Searches Be Reduced To Improve Decision Making?. Journal Of The
American Medical Informatics Association, 16(1), 54-65.

Maccario, D. (1999), Educare Al Senso Critico: Strategie Per La Didattica. Utet
Libreria.

Mason, L., & Boldrin, A. (2008), Epistemic Metacognition In The Context Of
Information Searching On The Web. In Knowing, Knowledge And Beliefs (Pp.
377-404). Springer Netherlands.

Mcnicol, S, & Shields, E. (2014), Developing A New Approach To Information Literacy
Learning Design. Journal Of Information Literacy, 8(2), 23-35.

Oecd (2013), Pisa 2015 Collaborative Problem Solving Framework.

Panadero, E., & Jarvela, S. (2015), Socially Shared Regulation Of Learning: A Review.
European Psychologist.

Parmigiani, D., Traverso, A., Pennazio, V., & Olivieri, A. (2016), Web-based
Information Search: Strategies And Diffrences Betwen Tablet And Pc Use. Td



Corrado Petrucco, Cinzia Ferranti - Developing Critical Thinking in online search

Tecnologie Didattiche, 23(3), 148-154.

Petrucco, C. (2002), Costruire Mappe Per Cercare In Rete: 11 Metodo Sewcom. Td-
tecnologie Didattiche, 25(1).

Popper, K. R., Conjectures And Refutations (1963), Rouledge And Keagan Paul,
London 1963; Trad. It. Congetture E Confutazioni, Il Mulino, Bologna 1972.
Raes, A., Schellens, T., De Wever, B., & Benoit, D. F. (2016), Promoting Metacognitive
Regulation Through Collaborative Problem Solving On The Web: When Scripting

Does Not Work. Computers In Human Behavior, 58, 325-342.

Reichenbach, B. R. (2001), Introduction To Critical Thinking, Mcgraw Hill Higher
Education.

Tsai, Mj., & Tsai, Cc. (2003), Information Searching Strategies In Web-based Science
Learning: The Role Of Internet Self-efficacy. Innovations In Education And
Teaching International, 40(1), 43-50.

Tseng, S. C., Liang, J. C., & Tsai, C. C. (2014), Students’ Self-regulated Learning,
Online Information Evaluative Standards And Online Academic Searching
Strategies. Australasian Journal Of Educational Technology,30(1), 106-121.

Vauras, M., liskala, T., Kajamies, A., Kinnunen, R., & Lehtinen, E. (2003), Shared-
regulation And Motivation Of Collaborating Peers: A Case Analysis. Psychologia,
46(1), 19-37.

Wu, Y. T., & Tsai, C. C. (2007), Developing An Information Commitment Survey
For Assessing Students’ Web Information Searching Strategies And Evaluative
Standards For Web Materials. Educational Technology & Society, 10(2), 120-132.



