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Abstract: 
In increasingly divided political climates, the relationship between political orientation 

and misinformation in news becomes a major question. Still, little research has been conducted 

to ascertain a link between these variables. A review of existing academic literature shows no 

strong correlation, especially in comparison to other factors (level of education, perceived social 

class, etc.): what has been conducted is indecisive and only focused on misinformation related to 

COVID-19, additionally concerning as existing research indicates misinformation has the 

potential to go unnoticed by a public which finds it difficult to differentiate from accurate news, 

spreading harmful ideas regarding public health and political matters unchallenged. Thus, we 

hypothesized that political orientation is not correlated to ability to identify misinformation, 

though inquiry may contradict this notion. To test this, a survey was created asking participants 

to rate the accuracy of four news articles, half containing misinformation, all sourced from 

Associated Press (presented anonymously), sorting participants into three political groups using a 

political questionnaire. Though a small sample size, this research has broad implications about 

interactions between the public and news, showing that identifying sources without 

misinformation is more difficult than sources with misinformation regardless of political group 

(mean for sources with misinformation is about 38%, 67%, and 100%  for the left-wing 

moderate, and right-wing groups and 70% overall, versus sources without misinformation at 

25%, 6%, and 0% respectively and 11% overall) and suggesting some difference in identification 

is correlated (though not necessarily caused by) differences in political opinion across left and 

moderate groups. 
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Introduction: 
As technology and information become more accessible and important for the average 

consumer, the ability of the common person to discern between reliable and untrustworthy 

sources that often deal with concepts far outside their range of expertise has also become 

increasingly pressing. This has become a matter of even greater concern recently with the 

additionally divisive political climate of many developed nations, including the United States, 

with a growing market for independent news sources that often cater to particular viewpoints 

while potentially leaving out or even falsifying stories to praise or condemn their allies or 

opponents. While far from universal, the true details of a story can take a less significant role 

than the particular narrative a story confirms or rejects. Such a news cycle can especially prey on 

good faith consumers who simply fall victim to misinformation they should be able to trust the 

media to reject. Ideally, everyone in society should be operating off the same set of facts, 

forming and debating their own conclusions from those facts, but our societies need to rely on 

the media to accurately report these facts without being overly clouded with bias. Often, it seems 

we can find a similar but reversed scenario to the issue above, where people’s particular political 

leaning can cloud their ability to recognize misinformation in the media they consume, which is 

what we are looking to inquire further about. In the search for existing research on this topic, we 

found that there seemed to be a lack of a general overview on this issue, especially as it pertains 

to testing directly relevant social factors that may influence the results. One of the studies we 

reviewed in Romania compared itself to studies conducted in the Netherlands and the United 

States: “... the percentage of the Romanian respondents [a group of 54 students aged between ten 

to eleven and eighteen to nineteen] recognizing fake news (4%) is the same as their Dutch 

counterparts’, but lower than the 2007 (11%) and 2019 (35%) US percentages” (Dumitru 10). 

The researchers believe the difference could be attributed to the recent inclusion of media 
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literacy in many public-school curriculums in the US. Reviewing their conclusions gave some 

insight into how we should go about creating a similarly structured study: “It is recommended to 

conduct a similar empirical study, with adjustments to the research design, using a control group 

and an experimental group to receive indication on how to identify fake news online, while 

including a digital literacy scale” (Dumitru 10). Still, this study was simply on ability without 

attempting to measure potential influences. The next studies we reviewed particularly 

incorporated a variety of socioeconomic factors to test for correlation and gave examples on the 

prevalence of biased news sources in other countries, although their topics were a bit specific to 

be entirely relevant to our inquiry.  

The particular piece of our background research that modelled a good set of procedures 

was a study in the Republic of Korea on the potential risk factors that increase the spread of 

COVID-19 misinformation, particularly factors measured by the psychometric paradigm. As the 

reader can tell, this level of research is a bit more in depth than what we are looking to do, 

focusing on a number of potential factors and where they might come from rather than focusing 

on the potential impact of one. This particular study found that ideological leaning was not a 

major factor in the results of recognizing false statements about COVID-19, although political 

partisan leanings was: “... political ideology does not affect fake news, whereas partisanship has 

a significant effect” (Kim 14). Consider however that our topic is on a matter that is less 

scientific and more subjective, and that partisanship still has a significant effect which we will 

also be testing as a part of political leaning in our participants, meaning we may want to interpret 

these results a bit differently as it applies to our study. While we conduct our research, we must 

also consider that our participants are going to be American, living in and likely being from a 

more developed country with a freer press and better education than most. While the United 
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States is far from free of conspiracism, the nation has systems in place that generally prevent 

most people from engaging in conspiratorial thinking, especially as it relates to matters of 

scientific fact like COVID-19. A survey of college students in Jordan gives us a glimpse of what 

results might look like in a country with comparatively weaker systems to prevent the spread of 

conspiracy theories and a less developed economy. When polled on intention to receive the 

vaccine for COVID-19, an alarmingly high number expressed hesitancy, with even the highest 

amount intending to get the vaccine being shockingly low: “The overall intention to get COVID-

19 vaccines was the highest among students who reported dependence on medical doctors, 

scientists, and scientific journals for knowledge regarding the vaccine (47.2%) …" (Sallam 4). 

This is quite different from what we would expect in a country like the United States, where 

overall intention to get the COVID-19 vaccine is quite high. As one can tell from the quote, this 

particular study also correlated particular information sources in media to belief in conspiracies, 

which they correlated to vaccine hesitancy: “A statistically significant difference was found 

between the VCBS [Vaccine Conspiracy Beliefs] among the respondents with intent to get 

COVID-19 vaccines … compared to the hesitant respondents … The overall intention to get 

COVID-19 vaccines was the highest among students who reported dependence on medical 

doctors, scientists, and scientific journals for knowledge regarding the vaccine (47.2%). This was 

followed by dependence on TV programs and news releases (26.0%), while the lowest rate of 

intention to get the vaccine was among those who depended on social media platforms (19.8%) 

…" (Sallam 7-8). Evidently the category of sources of information is quite relevant to belief in 

fake news regarding COVID-19, meaning it is likely statistically significant to fake news about 

other topics and should be included in our experiment’s survey as we conduct our experiment.  
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An adjacent concept to our topic is, as mentioned earlier, media bias. Media bias is 

important when we create the survey we want our participants to answer to collect our data from, 

as we want to be selecting sources that indicate, by public standards, a left wing, right wing, and 

a mostly unbiased source, with a true and false story from each category to have a full spectrum 

of views for our participants to test their ability to discern the truthfulness of, looking to see if 

their personal political leanings could have an influence on their ability to do so. To avoid 

poisoning the well for the participants, the particular source will be kept anonymous and 

unspecified. While the study was conducted on sources in Chile, the same general findings could 

be assumed for most countries, at least of their mainstream media, which we will have to take 

into account when we conduct our survey. “In summary,” the researchers wrote, “the results 

indicate that the political orientation of the media in Chile is in line with and follows the political 

orientation of the government. Even though relative differences in bias or orientation between 

individual news outlets can be observed, public awareness of the bias of the media landscape as a 

whole appears to be limited: our own perception of the bias seem to be adjusted and limited by 

the political space defined by the news that we receive, which on its turn is largely defined by 

governmental politics” (Elejalde 24). We will need to take this into account as we search for 

adequate news articles to use for our survey. As we could tell from previous studies we 

mentioned, the particular conditions the survey is taken in can also influence the ability of the 

participants to do what we are testing them to, in this instance to recognize true or false 

information in news sources. The Romanian study we mentioned noted as part of the conditions 

that unlimited time was granted to the participants to take in and process the information, as well 

as free access to search engines to inquire about anything if they desired, however they were not 

warned that the article they were reading was potentially false. The fifth article of our 
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background research was done on participants meant to review four scientific articles for 

truthfulness, revealing that providing a warning for potential fake news will increase the 

participants ability to recognize the truthfulness of the source: “Across the two fake news stories, 

readers who received the warning were more than 3 times as likely to classify the stories as fake. 

This effect extended beyond the simple dichotomous classification measure, as well, to 

participants ratings of article credibility; while receipt of the warning led to significantly lower 

perceptions of credibility for the two false news articles, it did not have the same effect on the 

real news articles” (Wojdynski 11). Our survey, unlike the Romanian one, will likely let the 

participants know that they are meant to be evaluating the trustworthiness of the information and 

source rather than withhold that detail, which will likely increase the ability of all participants to 

recognize false information as they will be looking out for it. With this background information, 

we have a reasonable idea that the particular way we were looking to answer our question has a 

scientific precedent set for it to yield useful results, as well as a number of details to model and 

factors to consider as we conduct our research and interpret its results.  

This experiment is rather important to pursue. With its purpose being to test if people of 

different political standings can identify false information in media similarly and consistently, 

this experiment will likely inform participants of their shortcomings or skills with identifying 

false information. This may lead them to be more consistent at recognizing false information in 

the future. Participating in this experiment may also give more insight into one's own political 

leanings in the broader context of the political spectrum, which many people may find confusing 

or perhaps simply do not think much about. This experiment may also impact the community, as 

it may help people identify patterns in false information, causing them to be able to readily 

recognize it in their daily lives and affect their choices when it comes to political actions in the 
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future. Beyond the individual, this information may reveal which political groups have a higher 

tendency to fall for misinformation, or if there is any real connection between these variables. 

This may imply which groups have a tendency for conspiratorial thinking or may present greater 

difficulties for policy makers in the future: alternatively, it may simply be important to know 

how different groups respond to information, looking for their similarities and differences. As 

well, those observing the results may find them insightful on the state of the modern political 

climate and its relationship to factual information. The results of our experiment or experiments 

like it could be relevant to researchers in the future as this particular topic is rather unexamined 

and is somewhat lacking in studies conducted on it.  Essentially, this experiment is quite 

important as it may reveal useful and interesting information as it pertains to the relationship 

between individuals’ political bias and ability to find trustworthy, reliable news sources and 

could impact a variety of people, potentially increasing the skills at recognizing false information 

not only in the participants, but perhaps also the audience of its results.  

The societal impact of this research is also wide-reaching, which is a major part of why 

this type of research is very important. Every individual is prone to thinking they are an unbiased 

decision maker and a skeptical person able to discern truth from fiction, but that is not always the 

case; mistakes can be made, and everyone is biased to some extent, whether they like to admit it 

or not. Being vigilant with the truth and maintaining the same standards of intellectual honesty 

regardless of opinions will be absolutely critical for people to come to useful conclusions on the 

world and make important decisions off those conclusions, ideally decisions that are in 

everyone’s best interests. Testing the extent to which people’s personal biases can stand in the 

way of them being able to acknowledge the factual details of matters is only getting more 

pressing on our society over time as information technology improves in its speed and coverage, 
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rapidly increasing the degree to which information disseminates across the globe. As we have 

seen political climates in many developed countries reach increasingly divided states, with many 

developing countries as well seeing conditions of information control and the only widely 

available media being overtly biased in favor of the reigning regime, the ability for all people to 

be able to think critically and filter true and relevant information out from false and misleading 

information is crucial, with research into the matter playing an assisting role in getting policy 

makers and political activists to consider the ways we can change the way we create, spread, and 

consume informational news to combat the growing divides on the objective matters of the world 

and its events. To clarify, political commentary is not necessarily an issue, and for our inquiry, 

we will not merely be taking political commentators who have a particular position and present 

them as inherently untrustworthy sources; the key issue is misinformation and false information, 

so if a commentator espouses truthful information and adds their own thoughts and commentary 

on it then it would obviously not be fake news, but if they were using false information to do so, 

then it would be fake news. The issue is not necessarily political bias but more so the degree to 

which an individual’s political bias can hinder the ability of them to maintain a position rooted in 

factual information, which is what we desire to test, an inquiry whose results may leave us with 

large societal implications on potential issues with how we think of the news and engage with 

information.  

With the foundations laid, the purpose of this study was to determine if political opinion 

has an effect on ability to recognize false information in news sources. The Independent Variable 

was the political opinion of the subjects. The Dependent Variable was the ability of the subjects 

to distinguish between news sources which presented true or false information. The Dependent 

Variable was measured by a percentage average of correct evaluations of accuracy in four 
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sources from groups of subjects categorized by political opinion. Our working hypothesis was 

that political opinion of the subjects holds no significant difference on ability to recognize false 

information. This hypothesis was largely based on the research referenced above from the 

Republic of Korea which documented that it was generally political partisanship separate from 

political philosophy which influenced susceptibility to misinformation. Thus, we took the care to 

use a political philosophy questionnaire as the experimental design was created in order to test 

this hypothesis and better understand the issue.   
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Materials and Methods: 

Participants were initially directed through the informed consent process. Participants 

were informed of the study, its purpose, and its procedures. Participants were allowed to skip any 

questions in the survey process and were allowed to withdraw consent at any time. Participants’ 

responses were recorded by an assigned number for anonymity. All participants under the age of 

18 at the time of participating required consent to be given by a parent or guardian before 

proceeding. The informed consent form was signed by the participants or a legal guardian in the 

case of minors, indicating that they understood the purpose of the study, the procedures of the 

study, the application and extent of their results, the potential risks assumed in partaking in it, 

and their ability to skip any part of the survey or withdraw consent at any time during the study.  

Consenting participants were then given the link to the survey, typically through email 

correspondence. Participants were allowed to complete the survey using any device available to 

them in any location. Participants were made to respond to a 60-question questionnaire regarding 

general political philosophy. Participants were ranked from left to right on a percentage scale and 

placed into three categories: left, moderate, and right. Specific categories of belief were  

surveyed, however only the overall ranking was used for categorization. For the purposes of this 

study, any result less than 65% in either direction was considered a moderate opinion. 

Participants were thusly categorized into groups and given four excerpts of articles. The articles 

were retrieved from the Associated Press. Two of the articles were edited to present false 

information but were otherwise kept identical. Participants were asked to rate the accuracy of the 

information of each article on a scale of 1-5, 1 being entirely false and 5 being entirely true. 

An optional comment section was provided for participants to elaborate on the reasoning behind 

their answers. Participants' answers were then compared to the original source. The results were 

averaged by group and compared.  
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  Special care was required as the survey revolved around human participants. Participants 

were selected from a public high school and contacts of the researchers. Minors constituted a 

majority of the participants selected, a vulnerable population: as such, consent was obtained from 

a parent or guardian before minors were allowed to participate in the study. Participants were 

recruited through inquiry in a public high school setting as well as in the personal lives of the 

researchers. Participants were made to respond to a questionnaire of political philosophy 

obtained from a website which offered several different tests. The software was licensed under a 

GNU license, meaning no permissions were necessary. The participants were then made to rank 

the accuracy of four news sources. A link to the survey was provided for the participants, 

preceded with a built-in trigger warning, upon which the participants proceeded to fill it out: 

(https://forms.office.com/r/h0KspeA44X  ). The following news sources were used during the 

study (information in Sources 2 and 3 were edited by researchers to be false when presented to 

participants): (https://apnews.com/article/business-education-wyoming-gillette-

c8624f5894af4753c2bbdf8d7c7c9f88) , (https://apnews.com/article/climate-science-business-

environment-and-nature-europe-472afede8d44fb6ff216ecd546aea389) , 

(https://apnews.com/article/fda-pfizer-covid-vaccines-kids-

1423b2ab0a51bc9c36dbe86964777c07) , and (https://apnews.com/article/joe-biden-business-

seniors-medicaid-nursing-homes-da7a976587393d1522d74b602964132d) . Based on the 

information that was changed, a participant who accurately assessed the sources answered that 

the first was a five, the second a one/two/three/four, the third a one/two/three/four, and the fourth 

a five on the scale provided in the survey. Only one survey period of approximately thirty 

minutes or less was required for participants to participate in, although exact time depended on 

the participants. Surveys were completed by thirty human participants in total.  

https://forms.office.com/r/h0KspeA44X
https://apnews.com/article/business-education-wyoming-gillette-c8624f5894af4753c2bbdf8d7c7c9f88
https://apnews.com/article/business-education-wyoming-gillette-c8624f5894af4753c2bbdf8d7c7c9f88
https://apnews.com/article/climate-science-business-environment-and-nature-europe-472afede8d44fb6ff216ecd546aea389
https://apnews.com/article/climate-science-business-environment-and-nature-europe-472afede8d44fb6ff216ecd546aea389
https://apnews.com/article/fda-pfizer-covid-vaccines-kids-1423b2ab0a51bc9c36dbe86964777c07
https://apnews.com/article/fda-pfizer-covid-vaccines-kids-1423b2ab0a51bc9c36dbe86964777c07
https://apnews.com/article/joe-biden-business-seniors-medicaid-nursing-homes-da7a976587393d1522d74b602964132d
https://apnews.com/article/joe-biden-business-seniors-medicaid-nursing-homes-da7a976587393d1522d74b602964132d
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Two primary risks were assumed by participants: exposure to sensitive topics such as 

bigotry and disapproval from others. To minimize these risks, the researchers included 

appropriate trigger warnings and were not permitted to comment on individuals’ results. In 

addition, the participants were allowed to take the survey in private if they so desired, as data 

would be assigned an anonymous label over the internet without the presence of the researchers 

or other individuals required. No personal information about the participants was recorded. Each 

participant was assigned a number to their results by the researcher. The results were stored on a 

researcher’s computer only to be accessed by the researchers. The data was discarded after the 

conclusion of the study. Participants were directed through an informed consent form by a 

researcher before beginning the examination. The purpose of the study and the directions for the 

participant were included in the informed consent form, as well as the right of the participant to 

withdraw consent at any time during the examination. The informed consent form was signed by 

the participants or a legal guardian before participation in the study. Participants’ results were 

collected only if they consented throughout the entire study, indicated in the start by providing a 

signed consent form. 

In analyzing the data which would result from the surveys, the participants’ results were 

first categorized into three categories (left, moderate, and right) and the collective results were 

averaged. A group bar graph was used to present the data: the percentage of accurately assessed 

sources was placed on the y-axis, while the x-axis was labelled with three values, the respective 

political groups. The bars were plotted there to correspond to the results of each political 

category and color-coded to sources which represented the two types of sources, those with 

misinformation and those without misinformation. The bars were grouped into two per x-axis 

value ( the bars were color coded, representing the results for the sources without misinformation 
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and the sources with misinformation) and the bars presented the average percentage of 

participants in each respective political category who accurately assessed the sources. The y-axis 

was labelled up to 100 as a percentage: where the bar ends was the average percentage of people 

in the political categories which accurately assessed the source.  

Example of a Data Table:  

  

As with any study, risk and safety were a primary concern and needed to be assessed. 

Computers were used in the study; eye strain was assumed as a risk, as well as carpal tunnel 

syndrome, which involves pain in the hand and wrist as a result of pressure on the median nerve 

often increased by repetitive mechanical tasks such as computer mouse usage. To minimize the 

risk of eye strain, work was divided between researchers and breaks were taken during the study. 

To minimize the risk of carpal tunnel syndrome, the participants were made to complete tasks 

requiring a relatively small amount of time. Additionally, there were risks regarding the 

triggering of psychological trauma, due to the mentioning of political topics which could have 

been related to previous events in the participants' lives that caused trauma. Trigger warnings 

were included in the participant consent process and before beginning the survey to minimize 

this risk. Materials required were rather minimal as the survey was submitted online in any 

environment available to the participants. Devices with internet access were used by participants 

to answer the surveys (provided by participants themselves). One computer with documentation 

software was used by the researchers to collect and store data. Microsoft Forms and Microsoft 

Sway were additionally used by the researchers to host the survey and sources, respectively. 
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Data Analysis and Discussion:  
Figure 1: Mean correctly identified sources compared to political orientation in a sample of 

n=33. Eight left-wing participants, twenty-four moderate participants, and one right-wing 

participant were surveyed. 

 

 

Table 1: Data table corresponding to Figure 1. Averages were approximated to the nearest whole 

number for clarity. 
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 Upon observing Figure 1, it immediately becomes apparent that there are large gaps in 

ability to identify misinformation between the groups, indicating some correlation between 

political orientation and ability to identify misinformation: the sample also notably contains large 

imbalances between the groups, with over twice the moderates compared to the combined nine 

left and right-wing participants. The results for the thirty-three participants regardless of political 

category indicated a 70% average for identifying misinformation, significantly higher than other 

studies with similar designs: the 11% average for identifying sources without misinformation is 

interesting, demonstrating the notion that sources without misinformation are more difficult to 

recognize. Between the eight left-wing participants and twenty-four moderate participants, 

moderate political beliefs appeared correlated with a higher ability to identify sources with 

misinformation compared to left-wing beliefs (67% vs. 38%, respectively) but conversely, a 

significantly lower ability to identify sources without misinformation (6% vs. 25%). The 

moderates interestingly had a 6% average for recognizing sources without misinformation, 

indicating that almost no one in the sample was capable of identifying a source without 

misinformation, of which there were two in the survey (half of the total sources). While less 

interesting given the size, the one right-wing participant as well could not distinguish the sources 

without misinformation, even declaring one to be mostly false despite its entirely truthful 

information. These are merely correlations, but they do enable some speculation: very likely 

these results are at least slightly influenced by a variety of other factors, but a correlation without 

considering those factors is a start, and perhaps some differences in political ideology may help 

explain these results. 

 Still, these results are rather limited by the small sample size this reflects, with the 

additional implication of the presence of misinformation to the participants likely artificially 
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increasing the rate of misinformation recognition overall. The lack of testing and accounting for 

additional factors as well limits the depth this study covers of the matter at hand, serving more as 

an insight into the worth of such a study rather than a substantial inquiry on its own. Compared 

to existing research looking for a correlation between the political groups and recognition of 

misinformation, these findings are slightly unprecedented, suggesting a rather distinct correlation 

in contrast to a study from the Republic of Korea which concluded that political ideology and 

affiliations each had minimal correlation to susceptibility to misinformation. Important to note, 

however, is that these results may be perfectly congruous with those from the Korean study if it 

could be found that additional factors among the participants could better explain the disparities, 

though such an analysis was not under the scope of this inquiry. These differences between 

political groups may exist but be entirely unrelated in cause to political ideology, as causality 

was not assessed, only correlation. As such, further research is required for the issue to become 

clearer and the data more useful in its applications to media organizations and public policy 

advocates, though the current data suggests a correlation worthy of better understanding given 

the societal implications presented by this topic.  

While less quantitative than the raw numbers, a look at what few participant responses were 

given is interesting largely as it helped to confirm the results of existing research found on an 

individual’s ability to recognize misinformation. The implication of taking a survey explicitly 

stated to be about misinformation promotes a more skeptical mindset: the anonymity of the 

sources presented furthers this paranoia, and a sense that claims may not be entirely true: as such, 

many answered in a way indicating less trust than might otherwise be expected for a regular 

news reading with no implication. This may help to explain the difference between identification 
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of misinformation in other studies compared to ours, effectively double what it was for a study of 

American adolescents (70% in our study compared to 35% in an earlier American study). 

Conclusion: 

Upon review of the results, it appears that the hypothesis initially proposed is not 

reflected in the data. As can be observed in Figure 1, there are significant differences tested in 

recognizing misinformation in news sources across different political groups. This indicates 

some degree of correlation between the two variables; not necessarily causality as the design did 

not test for that, but certainly some relationship to explain these differences between groups. This 

would likely prompt an update in the hypothesis: a follow-up inquiry with a larger sample size 

could hypothesize instead that left-wing political views may be correlated with a diminished 

ability to recognize sources with misinformation compared to moderate individuals but 

conversely correlate left-wing opinions with a greater ability to recognize sources without 

misinformation. This hypothesis is more supported by the data from this study, but a larger 

survey size may net very different results: this would simply be the next logical step from the 

results of this study. 

  For further investigation into the matter, perhaps an analysis could be done regarding the 

extent to which political orientation is meaningfully correlated to identification of 

misinformation in contrast to other factors. As other researchers have found, a wide variety of 

socioeconomic factors may explain these correlations better, such as level of education or 

perceived social class. As these factors were not accounted for by this study, the degree of 

analysis is diminished: this study acts more as a pilot analysis of the surface level of the 

relationship to determine the potential for further study. Such an analysis would shed further 

light on the issue and better explain why these correlations occur: if we were to accept that they 
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are caused by political opinion, then it would additionally help explain how ideological systems 

differ in broad terms, but could otherwise further explain how individuals understand news 

sources and regard them with skepticism in relation to other demographic factors. These findings 

could prove useful for public policy makers and media organizations as they work to combat 

misinformation and portray facts in the most universally understandable way possible, a 

significant roadblock to future progress.  

Further, while taking into account the results found in this study, the relationship between 

political orientation and ability to recognize misinformation seems plausibly existent but likely 

influenced by and dependent on a variety of other factors. The study in Korea in particular raises 

an analysis that linked political orientation and partisanship rather minimally to susceptibility to 

COVID-19 misinformation in comparison to greater factors like age, gender, and level of 

education. Still, our study and the Korean study are distinctly different in ways which may 

explain the difference, given that COVID-19 may not be as politicized of an issue in Korea 

compared to the US, our study presented a greater diversity of claims, used news sources to 

present the claims participants needed to assess rather than statements, and consisted of vastly 

different sample sizes. With that in mind, a study looking to answer a similar question to ours 

may wish to better incorporate the type of source as a variable, considering findings in Jordan 

concluding that the format of the source produces differences in prevalence of misinformation. 

Our findings contribute to a broader inconclusiveness on the relationship between political 

orientation and identification of misinformation, potentially conflicting with existing research in 

ways that may be explained by additional analysis, and further study should account for factors 

not incorporated in our study that appear related to issue, such as offering a number of source 

formats. 
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According to our research, political orientation bears some correlation to an individual’s 

ability to identify misinformation in news sources. The mean for the left-wing group was 38% 

correctly identified sources with misinformation and 25% for sources without misinformation. 

The mean for the moderate group included an impressive 67% correctly identifying sources with 

misinformation, but a similarly peculiar 6% identification of sources without misinformation, 

meaning almost none in the sample correctly did so. The mean for the right-wing group was 

100% for sources with misinformation and 0% for those without, though important to remember 

is that the group only contains a single participant, making these highly inflated and deflated, 

respectively. The means overall for participants regardless of political orientation were 70% for 

sources with misinformation and 11% for sources without misinformation, solidifying a 

consistent a greater difficulty in identifying sources without misinformation regardless of 

political group. Still, these differences indicate left-wing political views as correlated with a 

superior ability to recognize sources without misinformation as compared to moderates but a 

conversely worse ability to recognize sources with misinformation compared to moderates: 

interesting to note as well is that the overall results for identification of sources with 

misinformation is substantially higher than prior research would indicate, though this is 

explained by the design including the suggestion of misinformation to participants which was 

found to decrease susceptibility to misinformation and was notably absent from many prior 

studies. The results went contrary to our initial hypothesis that these variables would be 

insignificantly correlated, suggesting a larger inquiry and different methods of analyses based off 

this research and controlling for other factors may be useful in further understanding this matter 

with great implications for societies. 
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Project Summary: 

Changes were made to the procedures compared to the original research plan. The 

original research plan required participants to meet in person in a standard classroom 

environment in groups of a particular number, with devices provided for them to complete the 

survey. Due to logistical and health concerns during the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, this was 

replaced by simply allowing the participants to complete the survey on their own time with their 

own device. The procedure was also updated to remove the initial sample age range, 14-18, 

allowing the recruitment of adults above the age of 18 both inside and outside of University High 

School (meaning faculty in addition to adults recruited separately from the school community). 
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