
    It contains short, conclusory opinion statements.

        It is organized as a list of questions or hypotheses.

     It puts the burden on YOU to answer the questions.

          It asks you to prove a negative, which is often impossible.

   It suggests an insidious plot by “someone” (media, 
 elites, corporations, government) but doesn’t say
 exactly what the plot is or provide any evidence for it.

 Elevates the credibility of one expert who goes 
against the consensus of their entire expert peer 

group, e.g., one scientist vs all the other scientists.

  Claims that being taken down for promoting
 misinformation is “censorship,” which therefore  

   proves that the item taken down is actually true.

It explicitly states that it is telling the truth, 
and/or everyone else is lying to you.

Your logic should tell you

Real  journal ists 
typically don’t write 
like this.

This is literally the 
opposite of news, 
which is answers, not 
questions.

??? I thought you 
were supposed to be 
the journalist here.

Pro tip: Don’t try this 
argument in court.

Cool story, bro.

If 1 out of 1,000 
doctors says one 
thing contrary to 999, 
the 999 likely didn’t 
get together in order 
to trick you.

There is no reason 
w h y  s o m e t h i n g 
widely debunked and 
taken down would 
enhance credibility.

If they have to preface 
it by swearing it’s 
true, it’s probably not.

“The media has it all wrong”
 “It's all hogwash”

“Why wasn’t this...?”   “It doesn’t add up that...” 
“It’s really unlikely that X happened...”

“If you can’t answer these questions...” “Do 
you REALLY know what happened?”

“No one has proven that the government WASN’T involved!” 
“They SAY it was X, but how do you know it wasn’t Y?”

“No one knows how deep this goes...” 
“There’s no telling who’s behind all of this...”

“Her peers are jealous of her brilliant thinking.” 
“One day, most scientists will finally see the light”

“Just as we expected, they censored it to hide the truth!
“You can’t find it anymore because it was a threat to those in power.”

“We know the truth!”   “This is definitely true.” 
 “What the (media / government / corporations) are hiding from you!” 
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8 Ways that Critical Thinkers Know When a “News Story” 
Is Unreliable, Disreputable, or Embarrassing to Share




