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The Controversy

· Wikis: Is the information that can be edited by anyone credible and reliable?

· Blogs:  Is it right that some blogs can sometimes be exceedingly bias or downright malicious, even though some people depend on blogs as a source of information?

Wikis: The Facts

· Online discussion tool – like a forum in some aspects

· Anyone can edit, although there are usually restrictions for practical reasons

· Collaborative – used by businesses as a substitute for meetings

· Wikipedia is the most well known Wiki

· Other Wikis exist!
Wiki Pros

· Allows fast and convenient sharing of up to date information

· Consensus Building

· Limitless Information

· Perpetually Growing

· Allows a wider range of voices to be heard (instead of just a book publisher or a newspaper columnist).

Wiki Cons

· Certain demographics are more prone to contribute to wikis than others
· Prone to inaccuracies 

· Allow for slander

· Self Promotion

· Vandalism

Blogs: The Facts

· Used by some people as an alternative to media news.

· Can function as personal diaries.

· Have been employed by politicians in the past as a campaign tool.

· Interactive

Blog Pros

· Very current – first reports of Katrina in New Orleans came from a blog.

· Local

· Easy, Convenient

· Focused

· (interactive)??

Blog Cons

· Slander and malicious intent made public for all to see.

· Can be highly biased, or entertain a specific mode of thinking.

· Can be offensive.

· Fast but not necessarily accurate, especially when dealing with news blogs.

