
Reading the Bible Digitally 

 
 
Introduction and Purpose 
This course has introduced you to the Hebrew Bible/Tanakh/Old Testament. It’s my 
hope that this isn’t the last time you explore these texts. This isn’t to say you have to 
become a religion major in college or read the Bible devotionally, but the Bible is so 
influential that I hope you’re curious about what it says and how others interpret it. If 
you don’t believe me that the Bible remains a central symbol in culture—for both the 
religious and non-religious—read the news and the various interpretations of when 
President Trump held the Bible up in front of an Episcopal Church in Washington 
D.C. There have been many diverse opinions of that action. Or learn about the 
Museum of the Bible, also in Washington D.C., owned by the Green Family who owns 
Hobby Lobby, and read about the controversies surrounding their acquisition of 
ancient artifacts related to the Bible. This year alone we’ve had two major controversies 
in the United States, in the capital, that have to do with the Bible, religion, politics, civil 
rights, the actions of the police, the use of the military, and laws around purchasing 
artifacts from other countries. I’d say the Bible is as relevant as ever! 
 

 
 

https://thesweetsetup.com/apps/best-bible-app-ios/


We’ve been reading the Bible digitally. You haven’t needed a physical Bible. You’ve 
used websites like BibleGateway and BibleOdyseey, and you’ve watched videos by 
BibleProject, so as you can see we’ve already been reading the Bible via the Internet for a 
while now. But the Internet is full of misleading information. And we need to develop 
the skills that help us discern between good and bad information. This isn’t the same 
thing as finding agreeable or disagreeable opinions but instead making sure the opinions 
we’re considering are supported with evidence and logical thinking, and that the 
arguments are arguments, not just attacks.  
 
The tools you’ll use in this project aren’t tools you reduplicate every time you look up 
something about the Bible online. Instead, these tools will help you if you integrate 
their principles into your thinking. They’ll help you research the Bible online with 
confidence. They’ll help you develop your critical thinking skills and your scholarly 
wits! 
 
 
 
Important Instructions 
You earn points by completing your Homework. Each one, when in this format, has 
questions for you to answer. Questions will be highlighted like this. When answering a 
question, make sure your font is a different color or highlighted by a different color. If 
this doesn’t happen consistently, you’ll lose 10% of the available points. 
 

 
 
Step #1: Crash Course’s ‘Navigating Digital Information’ Series 
 
John Green and the people who make Crash Course have created an extremely helpful 
video series introducing us to the problems with Internet research, and the steps we 
need to take to do it right. We’re going to watch a few selections from ‘Navigating 
Digitial Information’ to prepare us for this final project. But I’ll also link to a few others 
below, just in case you want to incorporate the advice and guidance found in them into 
your work here. 

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU


 
First, let’s begin with ‘Introduction to Crash Course Navigating Digital 
Information’. There are no questions to answer but pay close attention to this 
introduction so you’re prepared for the next couple of videos and the project you’re 
about to encounter. 
 
Second, let’s turn to ‘The Facts about Fact Checking’. As you watch, answer 
the following questions: 
 

1. Finish this quote: ‘Better information leads to better decision 
making, which leads to a better…’ 

 
 

2. Which group of people is the best at judging the reliability of 
information? 

 
 

3. Why do we want to know who is ‘behind the information’? 
 
 

4. Why should we evaluate the evidence for claims being made on a 
website? 

 
 

5. Why is it important to discover what other sources say about 
the organization and its claims? 

 
 

6. There’s a fine line between being skeptical and being what? 
 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pLlv2o6UfTU&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&t=0s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pLlv2o6UfTU&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&t=0s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EZsaA0w_0z0&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&index=3


7. Finish this quote: ‘We need to make a habit of quickly checking 
out whatever we find interesting, or shareable, or makes us…’ 

 
 
 
Be prepared to discuss/share your answers. 
 
Third, let’s watch ‘Check Yourself with Lateral Reading’ since ‘lateral reading’ 
is going to be a key skill you’ll use to complete this project. As we watch, 
answer the following questions: 
 

1. What does it mean to read ‘vertically’? 
 
 

2. What is ‘lateral reading’? 
 
 

3. Finish this quote: ‘Fact-checking websites are just one….’ 
 
 

4. What do we lose when we don’t read laterally? 
 
 
Be prepared to discuss/share your answers. 
 
This section contains eleven questions. It’s worth 11 points. 
 

 
 
 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GoQG6Tin-1E&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&index=4


Step #2: Selecting a Question 
 
As part of Homework #7, ‘Juxtaposing Flood Mythologies’, I asked you to ask 
questions based on what you were hearing during my interview with Erica 
Mongé-Greer. I want you to open that assignment in our Google Classroom, read 
through your questions, and find one question that really interests you. Below, 
write the question that you’ve decided to research: 
 
 
Next, I want you to Google this question. Examine the search results from the 
first page of results and determine which one seems the most promising. (For 
this assignment, Wikipedia is off-limits, though Wikipedia does have some 
strengths. I recommend Crash Course’s ‘Using Wikipedia’ to learn how to best 
use Wikipedia in your online research.) Copy-and-paste the URL (web 
address) here:  
 
 
 
This section contains two questions. It’s worth 2 points. 

 
Step #3: Evaluating a Website 
 
The rubric below will lead you step-by-step through the evaluation process. Record 
your finding as you progress through it. 
 

Who created this content? 

Who made this video? Is this their field of expertise or just their opinion on the topic? 
Can you find academic credentials that show you that this person has invested a 
substantial amount of time into studying this and related topics? (For more on this 
topic, consider watching Crash Course’s ‘Who Can You Trust?’.) 

1. Who’s the creator of the video/author of the article? 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ih4dY9i9JKE&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&index=6
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=o93pM-b97HI&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&index=5


 
 

2. Google this person. Can you find any information about their 
credentials? What did you find? (By credentials I mean things 
like their education or their vocation. Does it seem connected to this 
topic or is it just someone on the Internet expressing their opinion?) 

 
 
 
 

3. Is it easy to find information about this person online? (If so, is 
there a lot of information about them? Is there just a little bit of 
information? Are they basically anonymous or actually anonymous?) 

 
 
 
 
 
This section contains four questions. It’s worth 4 points. 
 

 

Who owns this website?  
(Or, who is behind the page is hosted by a website like YouTube?? 

If you know who owns a website, you can learn more about the money behind the 
creator. Is it a non-profit? A think-tank? A religious denomination? An educational 
institution? While knowing this won’t determine the trustworthiness of the 
information it can result in a red flag if the money behind the website seems shady or 
has a peculiar agenda. 

1. Enter the URL (web address) into the search as WhoIs.com. 
 

2. Go down to the section called ‘Registrant Contact’. List the 
‘Organization’ who owns the website: 

 

https://www.whois.com/whois/


 
 
 

3. Google this organization. If they have a website, go to that 
website, read their About page, and summarize who they are 
(if not, see if you can find a website about them): 

 
 
 

4. Does this organization cause you any concern? If so, why? If 
not, why not? 

 
 
 
 
 
This section contains three questions. It’s worth 3 points. 
 

 

How do they make their argument? 

When you read this website, do they treat you like a thinking person? Do they try to 
be logical? Do they support their argument? Do they provide evidence that 
collaborates with their claim? Not every website needs to feel like a position paper but 
if the website assumes a lot then this needs to be recognized.  
 
Crash Course’s ‘Evaluating Evidence’ could be useful here but it’s optional. If 
the website makes a claim using video or a photo (e.g. like a video or photo of 
‘Noah’s Ark’), then ‘Evaluating Photos and Evidence’ could be useful. And if 
claims are made using data and/or infographs, then ‘Data and Infographics’ 
may be useful. None of these videos must be watched but I recommend saving 
them to your favorites. They may prove beneficial for another class. 
 

To do this exercise, you’ll use Fr. Nate Bostain’s ‘C.L.E.A.R’ rubric. 
 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hxhbOvR2TGk&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&t=0s
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=p7uvqb8fcdA&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&index=8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=OiND50qfCek&list=PL8dPuuaLjXtN07XYqqWSKpPrtNDiCHTzU&index=9


The ‘C.L.E.A.R’ rubric evaluates the following: 
● Clarity: Are your terms and ideas well-defined and used consistently? Or do 

they use words in a way that is confusing or shifts meaning constantly? 
● Logic: Do they present a clear chain of reasoning where A implies B implies 

C? Or do they use circular reasoning, or contradict themselves? 
● Evidence: Do they present facts that can be verified or ideas from reputable 

sources? Or is their evidence unverifiable or from non-reputable sources? 
● Aim: Do they stay on track with your answers, keep focused, and stay 

concise? Or do they lose focus and wander? Maybe it is TOO SHORT or 
TOO LONG of a reply. 

● Respect: Do they respect the dignity of the people and sources involved in 
the conversation? Or do they resort to ad hominems or mockery to gain 
points? 

 
There’s nothing wrong with having a religious persuasion, or political 
views, but you’ll need to recognize and record their biases. Remember, all 
of us have biases. Naming biases isn’t wrong. But to understand an 
argument we must consider the biases of the one doing the arguing. 
 
Below, I’ll list the acronym. Provide a single sentence summary for 
each letter explaining whether or not you think this website lived 
up to the challenge of this rubric. 
 
C. 
 
 
L. 
 
 
E. 
 
 
A. 
 
 



R. 
 
 
 
This section asks for five summary sentences. It’s worth 5 points. 
 
 

 
 

How is the information presented? 

This time you’ll reevaluate the same website/video but for tone/mood. Do you feel 
like someone is trying to persuade you? If so, that’s good. Do you feel like someone is 
trying to push you into believing what they believe, using derogatory or pejorative 
language against those who disagree? This is obviously more problematic. It might 
indicate that they’re hiding flawed logic behind forceful rhetoric. (Though this isn’t 
always the case. Good rhetoric is still valuable being that we are emotional beings and 
some arguments rightly appeal to our emotions.) 

To do this exercise, you’ll use Fr. Nate Bostain’s ‘C.L.E.A.R’ rubric. 
 
The ‘C.L.E.A.R’ rubric evaluates the following: 

● Clarity: Are your terms and ideas well-defined and used consistently? Or do 
they use words in a way that is confusing or shifts meaning constantly? 

● Logic: Do they present a clear chain of reasoning where A implies B implies 
C? Or do they use circular reasoning, or contradict themselves? 

● Evidence: Do they present facts that can be verified or ideas from reputable 
sources? Or is their evidence unverifiable or from non-reputable sources? 

● Aim: Do they stay on track with your answers, keep focused, and stay 
concise? Or do they lose focus and wander? Maybe it is TOO SHORT or 
TOO LONG of a reply. 

● Respect: Do they respect the dignity of the people and sources involved in 
the conversation? Or do they resort to ad hominems or mockery to gain 
points? 

 
There’s nothing wrong with having a religious persuasion, or political 
views, but you’ll need to recognize and record their biases. Remember, all 



of us have biases. Naming biases isn’t wrong. But to understand an 
argument we must consider the biases of the one doing the arguing. 
 
Below, I’ll list the acronym. Provide a single sentence summary for 
each letter explaining whether or not you think this website lived 
up to the challenge of this rubric. 
 
C. 
 
 
L. 
 
 
E. 
 
 
A. 
 
 
R. 
 
 
 
This section asks for five summary sentences. It’s worth 5 points. 
 

 
Congratulations! Once you’ve reached this point, you’ve completed 
the final assignment for this course. Well done. 


