
What is the content? Is this a news 
story? A blog post? A tweet? Is it 
being sponsored by a company?

This article is a Blog post from the Huffington Post (a news agency).

What sources has the author used? 
Are the sources scientists? A 

politician? A founder of a company?

The author Mehdi Toozhi, a scientific
researcher and Oxford graduate. His credentials look great! The 
source used by Toozhi is linked back to the original researcher, 

Masaru Emoto, and to another blog-like website.

What evidence was used in the 
article? Can you go back and look 
up the information yourself? Did the 

sources agree with each other?

The evidence used in the article comes from Masaru Emoto’s 
personal website, and not a scientific article. The original information 
is available for anyone to view and read. A closer look at the original 

website shows that Dr. Emoto does not list any research sources or 
scientific journals as part of his research.

Does the article have a main idea? 
Are the conclusions supported by 

evidence? Was there enough 
evidence to prove the author’s main 

idea? Did the author share 
information from the other side of 
his/her argument? Was the author 

open minded or skeptical?

The main idea of the article is that the use of positive or negative 
words can alter the crystal structure of water (snowflakes). Water that 
is spoken to with positive words appears to have more symmetry and 

stronger structures. The conclusion is provided with photographs 
taken by Dr. Emoto.

What is missing from the article? Was 
the information explained so poorly 

that it was not clear?

The original website and the article on the Huffington Post do not 
have any information about the scientific process followed by Dr. 
Emoto. There is no explanation of variables, procedures, and it is 
unclear if the results shown on the website were the ONLY results. 

Pictures of the water crystals are labeled with the words said to the 
water, but there is no indication of how the water was frozen, what 

methods were used, what equipment was used, how long the water 
was left in the freezer, etc. Additionally, we are only given ONE 

image for each of the words/phrases said to the water...there is no 
way of knowing how many crystal structures were cataloged and 

photographed, let alone what those structures looked like.

Can you think of another source that 
might answer any questions you still 
have? Is that source credible? At the 

end of the day, could you explain 
this information to someone else?

While this was an intriguing “study” done about the power of words, it 
was not a scientific study. There was no control group, and variables 
were not well defined. Further research on www.scholar.google.com 

revels that Dr. Emoto tried to do scientific studies to replicate his 
results, but that those studies did not produce the same results.
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