
SBQ question types:
1. Inference (4-6 marks)
2. Inference with purpose (5-7 marks)
3. Comparison (5-7 marks)
4. Proving a claim (5-7 marks)
5. Reliability (6-7 marks)

a. 1-source reliability
b. 2-source reliability (prove)
c. 2-source reliability (both sources differ)

6. Evaluation (10 marks)
7. Utility
8. Surprise

a. 1 source surprise
b. 2 source surprise

9. Approve (Inference with portrayal)



Inference

Question types:
● What can you infer about....
● What is the message of the source....
● What does this source tell you about X?
● What is the attitude of the creator of X?
● How positive/ negative is the creator of source about X?

○ This question type suggests that there might be two sides that you must
infer; might be a 2 para answer

● OR any funky question that directs you to interpret the source

Format (PEEL):
● Point: I can infer/tell that....(Basically what you can infer or tell from the source)
● Example: This can be seen from source_ which shows/state...(What

statement/picture shown tell you this inference?)
● Explanation: This shows that (inference) because ....(Why are you able to gather

the inference you made from this evidence?)
● Link: Copy point

Tip! Use the issue question to help you come up with an inference/point if unable to do
so on the spot



Inference with purpose

Question types:
● Why was this source published?
● What is the reason for Z saying Y?
● What is the intent of the author?
● Why did the author/cartoonist write/draw this source?
● Why was this speech made?

Use 3A + 1M format for this question type. ALWAYS keep in mind that “support” is not
an action, so NEVER use that word. Try to twist the word around (eg. sourced biased
towards the government, so that citizens will not protest/ rebel against the government)

Format:
● The reason/purpose the source was made was to (Action word e.g

convince/criticise) (Audience) that (Message/inference from source) so that
(Audience) (Anticipated Outcome e.g pressure government to do something,
CANNOT SAY SUPPORT, must be an ACTION!)

● This can be seen from source_ which shows/states.....
● Evidence
● Explanation
● CM (refer to BI for aid**)
● Link: This shows that the reason.....(copy until message) is because…

+ Remember! Always look at the provenance carefully to see who is your true
audience. E.g. If the source is from America, the audience should be the
Americans or the American government etc.



Comparison

Question types:

Format:
Similar para

● Para 1:
○ Point: Both sources are similar/different in terms of (inference/point)
○ Evidence from first source
○ Explanation for first source
○ Link

● Para 2:
○ This is similar to source __ which states/shows (inference of second

source)
○ Evidence of second source
○ Explanation of second source
○ Link: This shows that..... Hence both sources are similar in terms of....

Difference para
● Para 1:

○ Point: Sources X and Y are different in terms of ___. Source X says (msg),
while Source Y says (DIRECT OPPOSITE msg).

○ Evidence for source X
○ Explanation for source X



○ Link
● Para 2:

○ Point: In contrast, Source Y states (Evidence)
○ Explanation for source Y
○ Link: Thus, (restate main pt)
○ Comparison of outcome/purpose, AVOID THIS UNLESS YOU REALLY

HAVE A LOT OF TIME SPARE)
■ Both sources are similar/different in terms of outcome/purpose
■ Source __ is written by __ and its purpose is to (action

word) (audience) that (message/inference) so that (audience)
(outcome) which is different from Source which is written by __
and its purpose is to......(similar to the one above)[Refer to purpose
format if need be]

○ Link: Hence both sources are similar/different in terms of outcome

● Tip! You need not do comparison of purpose if you are not confident in it, you can
do a second paragraph of content. But to obtain the highest level using
provenance/purpose is always a must.

Remember! Should you choose comparison of purpose, if your previous examples and
explanations in the first paragraph do not apply/show the purpose in the second
paragraph, you would have to do the PEEL format again!

Also! NEVER FALSE MATCH. This means when comparing something, they have to be
about the same thing/issue



Proving a claim

Can treat proving a claim question as reliability question. CR can be done with BI.

Question types:
● Does source prove (claim)?

○ Yes/No
● How far does source prove (claim)?

○ Might be a case where the source has both sides
○ Weigh how the source treats both sides and select the stronger side OR
○ Balanced treatment of both sides (2 content para: prove & not prove) BUT

this is not recommended!)

Format:
● Para 1:

○ Point: Stand + Claim (Mirror the claim)
○ Reason why the source proves claim/ not prove claim
○ Evidence
○ Explanation
○ Link back to claim and stand

● Para 2/3:
○ Point: CR by stating new source and matching reason — ‘My stand can be

supported by (new source), as it also says that (matching reason) …’
○ Evidence
○ Explanation
○ Must link back to claim and stand

● If BLATANTLY UNRELIABLE source:
○ Context motive/one-sided/CK to prove that source is unreliable and cannot

prove the claim



Reliability (based on content; to prove 1 source is reliable/not reliable)

Question types:
● What is this source reliable in telling you about…
● How reliable is source X?
● Do you trust source X?
● Do you believe source X?
● Do you doubt source X?

Format:
● Para 1

○ Point: This source is reliable in telling me that (main msg)
○ Provenance*
○ Example
○ Explanation
○ Link

● Para 2(CR route; recommended):
○ Point: My stand can be supported/challenged by Source __, which also

says that (matching msg) …
○ Example of second source
○ Explanation of second source on why it supports/challenge
○ Link: Since the source can be supported/challenged by Source -_, it

enhances /reduces the reliablility in telling me....
● Para 3 (based on purpose/provenance, AVOID THIS UNLESS YOU

SERIOUSLY HAVE TIME)
○ The source is written by ____ and its purpose is to....(MAO/purpose

format)
○ Example
○ Explanation
○ Link: Since the author has a motive/no motive, he or she is likely to be

biased /unbiased and hence reliable/unreliable in telling me....

+ Every level MUST conclude if reliable or not:
1) Provenance: Since neutral/biased, hence reliable/not reliable ;
2) CM reliable/not reliable ;
3) CR show match/don't show match, reliable/unreliable



2-source reliability (prove)
● How far does Source 1 prove Source 2 wrong?

○ Firstly, decide on the primary source. In this case, it’s source 1.
○ If Source 1 is reliable, it CAN prove Source 2. But if it’s unreliable, it

CAN’T PROVE. So check reliability of Source 1(use purpose/provenance
and MAO) and hence if it’s reliable/unreliable, it proves/does not prove
Source 2 wrong. If sources have same msg, endgame is 'RIGHT'. If
sources have diff. msg, endgame is 'WRONG'.

Format:
● Para 1:

○ Point: Source 1 proves/does not prove Source 2 right/wrong as BOTH
Source 1 and Source 2 says (msg)/Source 1 says (msg) while Source 2
says (DIRECT OPP. msg).

○ Provenance **
○ Evid from Source 1
○ Exp from Source 1
○ Link back to msg of Source 1!

● Para 2 (recommended route, just CR directly after 1st para!*):
○ Point: My stand is supported by (3rd source, either BI or any other

reliable source that has happened before 1st source event happened.
CANNOT USE 2ND SOURCE STATED IN QN. TO CR!!), which also says
that (matching msg.)

○ Evid from 3rd source
○ Exp from 3rd source
○ Link** : Since (3rd source) refutes/supports Source 1, it reduces/enhances

the reliability of Source 1. Thus, Source 1 proves/does not prove Source 2
right/wrong.

● Para 3 (CM para, AVOID THIS UNLESS YOU’RE SUPER CONFIDENT YOU
CAN MANAGE):

○ Point: Source 1 proves/does not prove Source 2 right/wrong as BOTH
Source B and Source C says (msg)/Source B says (msg) while Source C
says (DIRECT OPP. msg).

○ Provenance **
○ Evid
○ Explain
○ CM: At that time, (context) … Thus, (motive).



○ Link back to reliability: With this motive/benefit to gain, they’re inclined to
make skewed and unreliable/neutral and reliable statements about …
Since reliable/unreliable, this source can prove/cannot prove …

2-source reliability (differ)
● Source 1 has different views about....from Source 2. Does this make one of them

wrong?
○ Do reliability of provenance, hence if base source is reliable it can prove

the other wrong. The higher level would be NOT wrong, as similarly from
above, they have their own interests etc. Use the previous example higher
level to answer this question too.

● Source 1 contradicts Source 2 in terms of..... Does this make one of them
useless?

○ If one of the source is reliable, it makes the other source useless, not
reliable, does not make other source useless. If you recall, no source is
ever useless. Thus the higher level would be evaluate reliability of both
sources and explain whether which one is reliable and which one isn’t.
And the one that isn’t reliable and hence not useful in telling you what in
terms of.... it is still useful in telling you something else.

● Is source 1 more believable than source 2?
● Is source 1 more reliable than source 2?

Format (change highlighted words according to question, because you need to mirror
the question) :

● Para 1:
○ Point: Source 1 is (right/wrong) in saying (message), while source 2 is

(right/wrong) in saying (opposite message)
○ Evidence (for 1 source only; the source that is “right” or “more

believable” is easier)
○ Explain (for chosen source)

● Para 2; CR (for chosen source; using 3rd source)
○ Point: My point can be supported by (3rd source) which supports/ refutes

(chosen source) by saying (message/opp message)
○ Evidence from 3rd source
○ Explain 3rd source
○ Conclusion: As (3rd source) supports/ contradicts (chosen source), it

enhances/ diminishes the reliability of (chosen source), further proving that
(chosen source) is right/wrong. Hence, (mirror the question).



2-source reliability (differ) Eg (recommended just go for CR!) :



Surprise
Surprise is basically comparing sources and if they differ in their inference of
something, you are surprised. If they are similar, you aren’t.

If another source contradicts the message of the main source, your stand is "I am
surprised". If another source supports the message of the main source, your stand is "I
am not surprised".

After comparing content, you can compare outcome/purpose to further tell you if you are
surprised(different) or not(similar) after reading. But if you want to obtain a higher level,
you have to state that you are NOT surprised, as 2 different authors will have different
agendas/purpose OR because they have similar agendas/purpose. Then go on to
explain their agendas/purpose with MAO, hence they are defending their own
views/interests, have different perspectives etc and hence you are NOT surprised.

Question types (1-source surprise):
● Are you surprised by the source?

○ Must write 1 surprised and 1 not surprised

Question types (2-source surprise):
● Having read Source 1, are you surprised by Source 2?

Format (1-source surprise):
Surprised para:

● Point (stand and messages): I am surprised by Source A (main source) in saying
that (message 1) because this is contradicted by Source B that says (message
2).

● Evidence and explanation for Source A
● Evidence and explanation for Source B
● Link back to question: Since Source B contradicts Source A in saying that...I am

suprised by Source A.

Not surprised para:
● Point (Stand and messages): I am not surprised by Source A (main source) in

saying that (message) because this is supported by Source B that also says
(message).

● Evidence and explanation for Source A
● Evidence and explanation for Source B



● Link back to question: Since Source B supports Source A in saying that...I am not
suprised by Source A.

Format (2-source surprise):
● For this question type, find relation/ compare between both sources & state the

r/s
● Not surprised/ surprised para



Utility

Usefulness is basically PEEL on what it’s useful on telling you about, cross refer to
support/challenge that it’s reliable/unreliable useful/not useful in telling you what.
Followed by using purpose provenance to check for reliability, thus telling you if they are
useful or not in telling you what (AVOID THIS IF NO TIME!!).

Note: ALL sources are USEFUL, never say they are useless!

Question types:
● Is this source useful in saying about…?

Format:
● Para 1:

○ Point: The source is useful in saying…
○ Evidence
○ Explain
○ Link: Hence, this shows that…

● Para 2 (CR):
○ Point: This is supported by (2nd source) that also says…
○ Evidence
○ Explain
○ Link: Hence, this shows that…

● Para 3:
○ Conclusion: As (2nd source) supports (1st source), it enhances the

reliability of (1st source). (1st source) is useful. (Make sure to
CONCLUDE!)



Evaluation

Evaluation is basically 4 PEEL paragraphs. 2 agreeing with the statement and 2
disagreeing with the statement. Last paragraph(the additional 2 marks)is an evaluation
of one of the purpose of the sources used in your PEEL paragraphs(that was not
evaluated before in a previous question) and whether the author is bias or not, making
them reliable/unreliable. Thus making you agree/disagree with the statement.

- Reason can be literally taken from sources, but paraphrase it a bit
- During timed conditions, write one agree and one disagree first! Then the other

pair of agree and disagree





Approve

Similar to basic inference PEEL para :)

● Does the author approve of ___ ?

● Para 1:


