The “Traffic light Ten” - Quick evaluation tool for information on the Internet
Instructions: i. Check the box under Yes or No next to each question, according to your answer.

ii. In the Tally columns put a 1 under the colour indicated by the Yes/No answer you choose (in
horizontal alignment to the question).

iii. At the end of the 10 questions, tally up all the number of 1's under each colour, vertically, and
write the score in the coloured boxes at the bottom of the table.

Question Yes No Tally Tally Tally
for Red | for for
Yellow | Green

1. Is it a convincing, logical argument?
(in other words, do the claims/statements follow Green Yellow
on each other logically to build an argument?)

2. Are the statements vague or unclear?
(in other words, not specific and open to wildly Yellow | Green
different interpretations and applications)

3. Is it based on subjective claims?

(In other words, claims or statements that appeal Red/ Green
to your emotions, often to shock or upset) Yellow

4. lIs the flipside of the argument also Yellow /
acknowledged? Green Red

5. Is the one who is making the claim a specialist or Yellow/
have authoritative knowledge on the matter? Green Red

6. Does the claim obviously contradict your own
experience or other claims you know to be true? Red Green

7. Does the one making the claim have motive to
mislead or lie? Red Green

8. Does the claim seem to be a generalisation?
Yellow Green

9. Is the claim referenced to a reliable source?
Green Yellow

10. Do you trust the person or company that is
making the claim? Green Yellow

Mostly RED: Stop. Don’t bother. Do not believe what you read and do not share it with
others. This does not mean that the information is entirely false. It does mean that it is
not worth your attention.

Mostly YELLOW: Be careful. Some of the information may be useful, but do not accept
it as the best information you can find on the topic. Proceed with caution when using
this information and look for extra sources.

Mostly GREEN: Continue. It is probably safe to go ahead and use the information you
have found with relative confidence. This does not mean that the information is entirely
true. It does mean that it is probably worth paying attention to.

C. le Sueur For further reading: Epstein, R.L. (2002). Critical Thinking. (2"ed). Toronto: Wadsworth ACEIE2014
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For further reading: Epstein, R.L. (2002). Critical Thinking. (2™ed). Toronto: Wadsworth
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