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The Controversy:

To all the patrons of Catholic Apologetics International, now in its 14M year of

serving our Lord Jesus Christ and his Catholic Church:

It seems that I have become quite a controversial figure today. Unfortunately,
some of my worst enemies are a renegade assortment of “Catholics” who simply refuse to
accept my ongoing warnings about the Jewish, Zionist and Neocon infiltration into the
heart of the Catholic Church today. They will accept the fact that things like liberalism or
homosexuality have infiltrated the Church, but if you say one negative word concerning
Jewish influence, you will suddenly find yourself ostracized and ridiculed to no end.
These dozen or so critics simply will not accept anything I have to say on this subject. In
order to stop me they have engineered an agenda-driven smear campaign, the likes of
which I have never seen in my whole life. How do I know this? You only need to read
one comment from one of my most dubious critics, Jacob Michael. At the conclusion of
an essay he wrote whose sole purpose was to discredit me for the doctorate I received

from Calamus International University, he writes this closing sentence:

It can only be hoped that the reader will, after considering what has been
written here, think twice before uncritically accepting anything Sungenis

has to say, especially on matters relating to the Jewish people.

Certainly. I would “think twice before uncritically accepting anything” that
anyone has to say, including Jacob Michael. We would be fools not to do so, “especially
on matters relating to the Jewish people.” I dare say that people like Mr. Michael are so
blinded by their unconditional acceptance of anything that the Jewish people do or say
that they simply can’t see the truth. But the difference between me and Mr. Michael is
that he doesn’t “think twice” about engaging in one of the most vociferous smear
campaigns ever devised against me to come to a conclusion about “critical” evaluation
that everyone with common sense already knows. Mr. Michael isn’t telling us anything

new, except, perhaps, who he really is. Unfortunately for Mr. Michael, after you are done



reading my essay and observing all the false accusations, biased viewpoints, lack of
evidence, sloppy scholarship, and just seeing what a fool Mr. Michael makes out of
himself, I believe you are going to think less than twice about who Jacob Michael is and
whether you can uncritically accept “anything” he has to say, whether its about me or
anything else.

Let me begin by pointing out that I find it rather humorous that Mr. Michael tries
in his own inimitable way to associate me with anti-semitism, or imply that I’'m anti-
semitic, in his various website postings. I’'m not an anti-semite, don’t tend toward it, and I
detest anyone who is or does, respectively. For the umpteenth time, and I don’t have any
animosity toward the Jewish people. I merely reject their politics and their religion
because I’'m a Catholic apologist who is supposed to do such things for those under my
tutelage. The idea, common among today’s crop of Catholic apologists, that it’s ok to
speak against the Protestants and the Muslims but we can’t do the same against the Jews,
is pure hypocrisy. Mr. Michael must reject the politics and religion of the Jewish people,
that is, if he claims to be a true Catholic. So why does Mr. Michael have such a bee in his
bonnet when we should, in fact, be preaching the same thing about the Jewish people?
Very puzzling, indeed.

Interestingly enough, for all his implying that I’m anti-semitic for my pervasive
and detailed critiques of Jewish politics and religion, Mr. Michael is the only one I know
of who makes sweeping and detailed claims (in his recently self-published book dealing
with the Jews), that “Judaism,” (which obviously includes the Jews) is “the Beast of the
Apocalypse”! A few weeks ago I told Mr. Michael to submit that particular sentence of
his book to Abe Foxman, head of the Anti-Defamation League. I told Mr. Michael not to
be surprised if Mr. Foxman immediately classifies him as an anti-semite for such openly
denigrating words against the Jewish people and their religion. You see, in Mr. Michael’s
world, its quite acceptable to broad brush the Jews with demonized apocalyptic identities,
just as long as you don’t name specific people and make a big fuss out of your findings.
The duplicity speaks for itself. Interestingly enough, my published book on The
Apocalypse of St. John due out from Queenship Publishing this spring, doesn’t say that
Judaism is the Beast of the Apocalypse. Hey, maybe Abe Foxman will have a change of
heart? Nah.



I will deal with Mr. Michael’s charges regarding Calamus International
University later in this essay. Suffice it to say for now, he has created a whirlwind of
gossip, innuendo and slander about me that makes Bill Clinton look like a choir boy. All I
can say is that I would not want to be Jacob Michael and have to stand before God’s
judgment seat. It is amazing to see someone get so incensed and spend hours at his
computer typing thousands of words trying to discredit me. This has become a sick
obsession of his. It is no exaggeration to say that Jacob Michael has made a cottage
industry out of trying to destroy me. What I ever did to Mr. Michael to deserve this
treatment I’ll never know. He left CAI a few years ago on good terms and did some work
for me thereafter for our website. It wasn’t until he connected up with Michael Forrest a
few months ago that he suddenly became my worst enemy. Apparently, Mr. Forrest really
did a job on Mr. Michael’s young and impressionable mind. Michael Forrest used to be
my best friend, that is, until I wouldn’t capitulate to his demands to change the CAI
website for his budding career as a speaker and singer. But that is another story
altogether. Suffice it to say, I have been continually surrounded by Judas-like figures
since this apostolate started 14 years ago, but, as you can see, | have survived. And that is
because God has been with this apostolate since its inception.

Mr. Michael has incited a whole legion of other malcontents. Their uncharitable
name-calling and personal vilification of me is almost commonplace on selected Internet
forums. They often resort to attacking me at what they believe are my weakest points. As
noted above, one of the more popular points they wish to exploit is the doctoral degree I
earned from Calamus International University. Because CIU, as the saying goes, “is not
accredited in the United States,” my critics have sought destroy me by trying to convince
the public that I got my degree from a “diploma mill.” Obviously, as Mr. Michael
admitted above, they believe that attacking my degree and making it appear as if it is
bogus will discredit all my work, and in that way they believe they will win their battle
against me. One thing is certainly true in the midst of all this: they know that my work is
making an impact and they simply don’t like it, thus they become obsessed with me and
continually think up ways to silence me. They will never be successful, of course,

because God is on my side.



Many of my critics chat on Internet forums under fictitious names. A few have
blogs and websites that promote themselves as the definitive answer to the world’s
problems. In either case, these venues have become sounding boards for every Tom, Dick
and Harry who has an unqualified opinion but who has never been recognized by any
established market (e.g., books, articles, television, radio, public debate, etc.). Many of
them don’t have academic degrees, and the few that have a baccalaureate often don’t
have it in the field with which they are now claiming expertise. Since they have no
academic credentials of their own, they hide this fact from their audience, but they make
their forums and blogs appear to be official clearinghouses for the final word of
commentary on whoever and whatever crosses their paths. Many of them have not been
successful in the normal avenues of life, and to make up for it they assume an anonymous
identity on the Internet and rip apart other people who have become successful. Relying
only on what they hear from their like-minded anonymous collaborators, their world is a
unique mixture of prejudice, innuendo and cheap shots. Often their derisive comments
are filled with so much venom and animosity it is easy to detect that hate and jealousy
have become primary motives for their gossip train. In short, Internet forums are

becoming little more than cesspools of sin.

My Present Degrees and Accomplishments:

As opposed to most of my outspoken critics (including Jacob Michael), I have
both baccalaureate and post-baccalaureate degrees from United States accredited
institutions. Unlike most of them, my expertise as a Catholic apologist coincides with the
field in which my degrees were granted. I received a bachelor’s degree in religion from
George Washington University (1979) and a master’s degree in religion from
Westminster Theological Seminary (1982). As such, Catholicism, Protestantism, Judaism
and Eastern Religions were my main diet of study for eight years. Anyone who will take
the time to check out these two institutions will see that they are in the upper echelon of
the academic world. In addition, if we include my private studies, I have spent the last 32

years in intensive study and writing about theology and religion.



Additionally, my books have received the Catholic Church’s imprimatur; my
articles have been published by over a dozen reputable journals and periodicals; I have
written and hosted television programs for EWTN; I have been a guest commentator on
CNN and the BBC; I have debated the best and brightest of opposing religions before live
audiences, and I continue to be a sought after speaker. Most of my critics have no such

credentials or audience.

Why Did I Pursue a CIU Degree?

So why would a guy like me, who has all these accomplishments under his belt
and who is well-respected in the academic world, decide to obtain a doctorate from an
institution of secondary distinction and which has no accreditation status in the United
States? Why would I want to put myself at risk to receive a backlash from the critics I
mentioned above? Contrary to what many are saying, I do have a method to my seeming
“madness.” You will see that my critics have simply exploited what little knowledge they
have.

One reason I was not bothered about pursuing a degree from CIU was that I was
prepared to make a statement to the academic establishment in the United States that I
refuse to conform to their status-quo, agnostic and often atheistic philosophies and
sciences that inundate our universities, including most Catholic universities in the United
States which are little more than rebellious liberal institutions that departed from true
Catholicism many decades ago. The educational system in the United States is
deplorable, both on the university and the secondary level, and it is one of the reasons
that the United States finishes near the bottom when compared to other established
nations of the world. It has turned out to be a conglomeration of godless think-tanks who
are only interested in preserving their economic fortunes and powerful political positions.

Secondly, in the beginning of 2003, I became quite infatuated with geocentric
cosmology. It was one of those “eureka” moments in my life in which I knew
instinctively that I had stumbled onto something great, even though most people looked
at me cross-eyed whenever I brought up the subject. In the course of my long and

detailed investigation, I found that the Church Fathers had an absolute consensus on



geocentrism; three of the Catholic Church’s popes with their investigative commissions
condemned Copernicanism in official documents in the 1600s, not to mention that
Scripture itself was replete with geocentric cosmology. The only thing that was needed to
confirm this line up of illustrious witnesses was the scientific evidence for geocentrism.
So I made it my goal to do a thorough investigation. I already had the necessary
theological background to conduct the study, but I also had a sufficient science
background to begin the investigation, since I was initially a Physics major at George
Washington University.

At the same time I began to pursue the study of geocentrism, I was in a doctoral
program at Maryvale Institute in Birmingham England, writing my dissertation on an
entirely different theological topic. I was about halfway through writing the dissertation
when I fell in love with the subject of geocentrism and I simply didn’t want to do
anything else. I considered this the greatest opportunity of my life, and I thanked God for
giving it to me. I asked Maryvale officials if they would allow me to change my
dissertation topic to a treatment of the history of heliocentric/geocentric debate.
Unfortunately, they declined. So I had to make a big decision. Would I continue with my
present dissertation at Maryvale, which would have taken a couple more years to
complete, or would I drop the program and pursue my newfound love of geocentrism?
For me it was an easy decision. It was like the man who sells all that he has so that he can
buy the pearl of great price.

I began to make inquiries to U.S. accredited institutions to see if they would allow
me to do a research program on the heliocentric/geocentric debate with special emphasis
on the merits of geocentrism, but they all declined. Many of them thought it quite odd
that someone would want to do a research project and write a dissertation on a subject
that, in their words, “had already been scientifically disproved.” The message was
coming to me loud and clear: Galileo was their man and they simply did not want to give
a platform to anyone who would challenge his doctrine. After all, Western thought has
been built on the Copernican revolution. They simply were not going to allow someone
to challenge the status quo. I also had this agenda proven to me a few years later when I

submitted my manuscript to various publishers across the United States. Every one of



fifty publishers who were sent the manuscript, even though many of them said that it
seemed to be a very detailed and comprehensive defense, declined to publish it.

Enter Calamus International University. This was one university that was not
afraid to entertain new ideas and new research in fields of science and history. Being
quite disillusioned that my proposal to defend geocentrism had been negatively received
by all other U.S. universities, I was determined to find an institution that would allow me
to do the research and write the dissertation outside the U.S., mainly because I wanted at
least some recognized institution to make a publication of the dissertation under an
academic flag. Anyone in the future who wanted to read up on the subject of geocentrism
could do so at an officially recognized institution, even if it was not accredited in the
United States. Calamus International University fit that bill quite handily. The academic

dean, Dr. Morris Berg (who, for the record, is Jewish), informed me of a “Research-

Degree” program he had available at CIU that would allow me to write a dissertation on
the theological, biblical and scientific aspects of geocentrism as partial fulfillment toward
a doctorate in Religious Studies. It was the same kind of research-degree I had been
pursuing at Maryvale Institute, the only difference was that Calamus was not accredited
by a governmental body, only by private bodies.

In any case, Dr. Berg proposed that as long as I could find a qualified academic
mentor to assist me in the scientific portion of the book, he would accept my dissertation
proposal. I did find such a mentor, Dr. Robert Bennett, who has his Ph.D. in Physics and
General Relativity from Stephens Technical Institute, which is accredited in the United
States. Dr. Bennett has since become my co-author in the book “Galileo Was Wrong”
(published by Catholic Apologetics International Publishing, Inc., in 2006). Everything
was now in line for me to begin the dissertation for the research degree. This was a tailor-
fit program for me, not only because of the research-degree that CIU offered, but for a
man in his late 40s who is trying to raise eight children on a Catholic apologist’s income
and has little time to spare, there were no other options available to me.

So, over the course of the next three years, I wrote a 700-page, 1400-footnote,
single spaced dissertation, which my academic peers, seven of them who have Ph.D.s in
the sciences and who gave endorsements for my book in its opening pages, say it is the

best and single most comprehensive treatise ever written on the subject of geocentrism. I



am very proud of this work, and I invite anyone, friend or foe, to read it and find out for
themselves why our Church Fathers and our past popes were unashamed to advance the
cosmology of geocentrism. But it wasn’t just the ecclesiastical and scriptural information
that was convincing. The scientific information supporting geocentrism is absolutely
overwhelming. Dr. Bennett himself, who did his Ph.D. dissertation in 1971 defending
Einstein, suddenly rejected Relativity theory after he became thoroughly convinced of
geocentrism’s scientific and theological merits, and thus agreed to be my mentor and

eventual co-author for the book that was made from the dissertation.

Jacob Michael investigates CIU:

As it stands, Calamus International University is the academic institution that

possesses my dissertation. Anyone can inquire about Calamus or my dissertation by

writing to Dr. Morris Berg (http://www.unicalamus.org/). In fact, my self-proclaimed

critic, Jacob Michael, did just that. He made an inquiry by email to Dr. Berg in mid-2006.
After he corresponded with Mr. Michael, Dr. Berg informed me of the dialogue. I related
to Dr. Berg that I thought Mr. Michael was fishing for information to discredit me. In any
case, Dr. Berg sent me the whole correspondence he had with Mr. Michael. It is now an

official part of my file with Calamus International University. Here’s how it went:

Mr. Michael: What field of expertise is Dr. Sungenis’ Ph.D. in?
Theology? Metaphysics? Another field?

Dr. Berg: Religious Studies, with an emphasis on the religious foundation
of cosmology. Dr. Sungenis already possessed Bachelor’s and Master’s
degrees in Religious Studies from United States accredited institutions,
and this allowed him to pursue the doctorate in Religious Studies at

Calamus.

Mr. Michael: Is the Ph.D. “honoris causa”?


http://www.unicalamus.org/

Dr. Berg: No, it is earned.

Mr. Michael: Who were his academic advisors, what are their degrees in,

and where did they obtain those degrees?

Dr. Berg: Robert Bennett, Ph.D. in Physics, obtained from Stevens
Institute of Technology (New Jersey), 1971.

Mr. Michael: Was there a public defense of the dissertation, and if so,

who was on the doctoral committee?

Dr. Berg: No, Dr. Sungenis’ degree is an independent research-study
degree, and does not require a public oral defense, as is the case with most
research degrees. The dissertation was read and was given an evaluation of
“Excellent” in each of the nine categories for which it was analyzed,

including:

1) Quality of English Language and Composition,
2) Literature Search and Breadth of Knowledge,

3) Organisation and Form,

4) Methodology of the Study,

5) Research Design,

6) Research Questions or Experimental Hypotheses,
7) Scope and Findings of Analysis,

8) Selection of Appropriate Research Tools,

9) Advancement of Knowledge, Final Conclusions and Recommendations.

In addition, Calamus closed its comments with these words:

In the opinion of the Independent Studies Committee this is a challenging

and extremely erudite interdisciplinary thesis which makes a significant
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contribution to the field of history and philosophy of religion and also to
the history of science. The work is of publishable quality and will
stimulate further research and debate in a number of areas. Calamus
International University expresses its thanks to the external supervising
professor, Dr. Robert Bennett, for his academic support of the candidate

throughout this project.

Resolution of the Committee:

RESOLVED that the candidate, Robert Albert Sungenis, be awarded the
degree of Doctor of Philosophy in Religious Studies....Degree of Doctor of
Philosophy to be AWARDED on 5th April 2006.”

Mr. Michael: What was the length and subject of his dissertation?

Dr. Berg: The length was approximately 700 pages, single-spaced
and typewritten with well over 1000 detailed footnotes. The subject was
“The Heliocentric Model of Cosmology Introduced by Nicolaus
Copernicus and Advanced by Galileo Galilei, is an Unproven Scientific
Hypothesis; a Faulty Interpretation of the Bible; and in Conflict with
official Magisterial Decrees of the Catholic Church.” In it, Dr. Sungenis
showed the connection between the theories of cosmology and their

relation to religious beliefs and scientific evidence.

6) Who read the dissertation and approved it?

Dr. Berg: Dr Robert Bennett performed an initial reading on behalf of the
University and his approval was tabled at the Independent Studies
Committee. The Committee, which is chaired by myself, Dr Morris Berg,
looks at general issues of acceptability such as the standard of writing and

presentation, length of the work, quality of argument, depth of literature
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research, use of primary sources where necessary, and other matters such
as copyright issues and permissions. The Committee may co-opt any
suitable member of the Advisory Board or outside advisors, some of
whom may work at other universities and wish their names to be
confidential. The Committee may convene by electronic conferencing and

names of those present at each session are not published.

CIU may use a different model to traditional institutions that allows
interdisciplinary work. The following is an extract from the CIU brochure

regarding the PhD by dissertation:

“In ‘non-traditional’ universities such as ours, the locus of expertise may
often be assigned to the scholar rather than the supervisor. This enables an
independent study contract to be negotiated between university and
student so that the student may pursue the project largely on his or her
own. Such an arrangement can be invaluable when the scholar already has
the knowledge and resources to complete the project, or where supervision
is otherwise hard to obtain, e.g. for a pioneering work. In such instances
the University will give general guidance concerning thesis requirements
and the thesis will be read and assessed by a panel who might not
necessarily be experts in the particular field. It is the student’s
responsibility to present the final work with sufficient clarity to make it
comprehensible to the educated general reader (which is the test of the

best technical writing).”
Now, what did Mr. Michael do with this detailed information? Nothing but make
derogatory comments of both of me and Dr. Berg on his website. In an article he

published after his correspondence with Dr. Berg, he wrote:

It would appear, then, that CIU is little more than a degree mill, just as I

originally had said. In his own defense, Sungenis stated that “Calamus

12



International University is not a ‘degree mill’, adding that “The Oregon
Office of Degree Authorization, which did an exhaustive study of over
300 institutions around the world, had no negative comments about
Calamus International University, except to list them as an unaccredited
university in the United States.” (source) The reader is invited to consider
what the same Oregon Office of Degree Authorization had to say about

what constitutes a “degree mill”:

What is a diploma mill?

Diploma mill: An institution of higher education operating without
supervision of a state or professional agency and granting diplomas which
are either fraudulent or because of the lack of proper standards worthless. -

Webster’s Third New International Dictionary

Diploma mills (or degree mills) are substandard or fraudulent “colleges”
that offer potential students degrees with little or no serious work. Some
are simple frauds: a mailbox to which people send money in exchange for
paper that purports to be a college degree. Others require some nominal
work from the student but do not require college-level course work that is

normally required for a degree. (source, italics added)

As you can see from his first sentence, Mr. Michael is prone to using such phrases

as “It would appear that...” or “It seems that...” without committing himself to actually
saying “It is the fact that...” He uses the same choice of words in a later sentence, saying,

“Looking at CIU’s web site, it would appear that the OODA’s definition of “diploma

mill” fits CIU quite well.” What does this choice of words show? It shows that Mr.
Michael can’t make up his mind about his own accusations, and/or it means that Mr.
Michael is no more qualified to judge whether an institution is a “degree mill” than the
man in the moon. Did the Oregon Office of Degree Authorization give Mr. Michael a

course or authorization in assessing whether an institution is a “diploma mill”? No. Has
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Mr. Michael ever had any qualified experience in making such determinations? No. So
how is it that he suddenly becomes the authority to make such determinations, and in the
process, sully someone’s reputation (mine) in a calumny so broad and so pervasive it
borders on mental instability?

Note also that Mr. Michael invites his reader to engage in the same unauthorized
assessment by saying: “The reader is invited to consider what the same Oregon Office of
Degree Authorization had to say about what constitutes a ‘degree mill.”” We could just

consider this a product of Mr. Michael’s over-enthusiastic efforts to toot his own horn,

but the bare fact is, the Oregon Office of Degree Authorization never designates CIU as a

“Degree Mill” or “Diploma Mill,” whereas it designates hundreds of other institutions as

“Degree Mills” or “Diploma Mills.” You can check it out for yourself by going to their

website.

As it stands, we have caught Jacob Michael in either a bold-faced lie or such a
serious oversight that it calls for an immediate apology, the same apology I asked from
him previously but which he refused to give me because he was basing it on his own
biased interpretation of the OODA website.

But while we are at it, let’s look a little more closely at the definitions of a
“Diploma Mill” that Mr. Michael obtains from Webster’s Dictionary and the Oregon
website. After we do, you will see why the Oregon Degree Authorization does not call

Calamus a “diploma mill.”

1) Does CIU have a “professional agency supervising them”?

Yes, CIU is a member of the Adult Higher Education Alliance, which includes such
member universities as DePaul University, George Mason University, Marquette
University, Texas A&M University, Concordia University and 36 other recognized and
accepted universities in the United States and abroad.
(http://www.ahea.org/about/institutions.htm). CIU has private accreditation from the
International Interfaith Accreditation Association, a non-profit body whose headquarters
are in Florida, and CIU is an Approved Member of the International Association for

Distance Learning. CIU’s chancellor, Dr. Dominique Boubouleix-Hearntown holds the
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Doctorate of the EPHE, a college of the Sorbonne in Paris. He is a supervising professor
at the School of Anthropology, Paris, and an Academic Member of the London
Diplomatic Academy. He has been awarded the medal of the Albert Schweitzer
International University, is listed in the International Who'’s Who of Intellectuals and has
published in a number of academic journals. His fields are Sanskrit, Thai Language,
Linguistics, Anthropology of Religion, Archaeology, Ethnology, Comparative
Mythology, Diplomacy, and Bioethics. Dr Boubouleix-Hearntown supervises CIU

research students in his areas of expertise.

Let’s look at the other definitions of a “diploma mill”:

2) Is CIU a “fraudulent college”? No, obviously not, since it has the above recognition

from various agencies and other like-minded organizations.

3) Does CIU “offer potential students degrees with little or no serious work™? No. In fact,
I had to pass through the same rigors that any doctoral candidate in a European research-

degree has to pass through.

4) Does CIU possess merely “a mailbox to which people send money in exchange for
paper that purports to be a college degree”? No, CIU has an established and degree-
possessing faculty that examines the work of its students and only issues a degree if the

student passes the academic standards listed in the university’s curriculum guidelines.

5) Does CIU require just “nominal work from the student but do not require college-level
course work that is normally required for a degree”? Certainly not. In fact, in order to be
considered for the doctoral program, a person must have a high school and college

diploma from an accredited institution.
So we see, after analyzing Mr. Michael’s attempt at classifying CIU as a “diploma

mill,” he has engaged in one of the most serious and sinful acts of slander that has ever

been perpetrated on a Catholic scholar.

15



But let’s give the dear Mr. Michael one more chance to redeem himself. Even
though the Oregon Degree Authorization did not designate CIU as a “diploma mill,” is it
possible that Mr. Michael sees something here that the Oregon team might have missed?

Mr. Michael writes the following:

Looking at CIU’s web site, it would appear that the OODA’s definition of
“diploma mill” fits CIU quite well. A “degree mill” is not simply a place
that hands out degrees in exchange for money, but may also be an
institution whose “lack of proper standards” renders their diplomas
“worthless.” A recap may be in order here. Calamus confirmed that
Sungenis gave no defense of his dissertation; he only had to submit it for
review by an “Independent Studies Committee.” So who actually read the
dissertation and approved it? Dr. Berg himself related to me that it was
none other than Dr. Robert Bennett who did the initial reading on behalf of
CIU. The Committee, which is chaired by Dr. Berg (of course - he is the
Dean, the Rector, the Chair of the ISC, and Sungenis’ academic advisor -
apparently the man wears many ‘“hats”), reviewed the dissertation to see
that it met general standards, such as “Quality of English Language and
Composition”, “Literature Search and Breadth of Knowledge”,
“Methodology of the Study”, “Research Questions or Experimental

Hypotheses”, “Selection of Appropriate Research Tools”, and so on.

And we are just waiting with bated breath to see what is so wrong about my
Supervising Advisor, Dr. Robert Bennett, who is an expert on cosmological topics. Mr.

Michael continues:

It might be appropriate to step back and consider what this means for a
moment. The primary judge of the dissertation was the same individual
who served as Sungenis’ academic supervisor, the same individual who
contributed a chapter for the dissertation when it was submitted for

publication under the title Galileo Was Wrong, the same individual who
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has at least had a working relationship with Sungenis since 2001, when he
joined Sungenis as a speaker at the first international Kolbe Center for the

Study of Creation Conference in Virginia (source). This would be a little

like me signing up for a degree from Calamus, asking Dr. Scott Hahn to
serve as my supervising professor (CIU allows the doctoral candidate to
propose his own supervising professor), and having him serve as the
primary reader for my dissertation - a dissertation which would then later
become a published book co-authored by Hahn himself! The phrase that

comes to mind here is “conflict of interests.”

Actually, the phrase that comes to mind here is “utter audacity.” Mr. Michael
knows next-to-nothing about Dr. Robert Bennett, much less is he able to make himself
the judge of whether Dr. Bennett could serve as a supervisor of my dissertation. The utter
audacity of this man is almost frightening.

And now we will see Mr. Michael put his foot in his mouth once again:

Recall again that Sungenis’ degree, as awarded to him in April of 2006 by
CIU, is in Religious Studies. For this Religious Studies doctoral degree,
Sungenis was supervised by an expert in Physics, and his dissertation was
approved by a Physics expert and a doctor of Hypnotherapy. A short
comparison should clarify what is wrong with this picture: I have a copy
of Dr. Hahn’s dissertation; in the back are the names of the four
individuals who sat on the doctoral committee, and to whom he had to
defend his work. All four of them are recognized scholars and doctors in

the field of biblical studies (Drs. Laurence, Kurz, Schmitt, and Dempsey),

which is only appropriate, since that was the subject of Hahn’s
dissertation. Again, to contrast: Sungenis’ dissertation was for a degree in
Religious Studies, but he was not required to defend the work, and the
men who approved his work were experts, not in Religious Studies, but in

Physics and Hypnotherapy.
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The interesting fact about this defense of Scott Hahn is that it is not a description
of his doctoral experience that Hahn would want to sign off on, and never has been. I was
visiting with Scott Hahn at his home in Steubenville in 1997 some time after he received
his doctorate from Marquette. In brief, Hahn didn’t have very nice things to say about
Drs. Laurence, Kurz, Schmitt and Dempsey. In fact, Hahn more or less denounced them
all as heretics. Hahn told me that at one point during his oral examination one of the
female members of the doctoral committee asked him: “What do you think of the God’s
of the Old Testament”? Now you and I might think she was merely speaking of the false
gods who really didn’t exist, but Hahn assured me this was not the case. She actually
believed that there were real God’s (plural) in the Old Testament, and Israel had only one
of them. Oh sure, the members of this “doctoral committee” may have degrees after their
names and sit in chairs of importance on the Marquette faculty, but the fact is that
everyone of them, according to Hahn, were so far out in left field when it came to
knowing and practicing the Catholic faith, that we stand in shock and awe that people in
this kind of apostasy actually run our Catholic institutions of higher learning. So how
would they, being so opposite Hahn regarding the content of his dissertation, actually
agree with and approve the dissertation? Don’t kid yourself. Stuff like this goes on all the
time at our illustrious American institutions, and there are many worse stories I could tell
you about.

Speaking of Scott Hahn, even though we differ on a variety of issues, I still
respect him. At least Scott Hahn is a gentleman and he tries very hard to live his Catholic
faith the best he can. I think I could walk up to Scott and slap him on the face and he
would, in all sincerity, turn the other cheek. Mr. Michael is quite another story. I don’t
think he represents the Catholic faith in the slightest. Besides all the calumny he has
raised against me, I’ve seen him the past few years try to make a name for himself by
climbing up the back of Scott Hahn. I read a few of Mr. Michael’s articles on his website.
There is a common theme among them: Mr. Michael steals ideas from Scott Hahn
without giving credit to Scott Hahn, but makes it appear as if these ideas originate with
Mr. Michael.

Incidentally, Mr. Michael tries to make quite a case that Dr. Berg has a doctorate

in hypnotherapy, as if this is going to discredit my doctoral dissertation. First. Dr. Berg
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has about a half-dozen more degrees than Jacob Michael (because Mr. Michael doesn’t
have any), but if Mr. Michael would be careful to read the correspondence that Dr. Berg
sent him he would find that Dr. Berg is accompanied by other judges on the committee,
many of which have expertise in religion and related fields. He wrote the following to

Mr. Michael:

The Committee, which is chaired by myself, Dr Morris Berg, looks at
general issues of acceptability such as the standard of writing and
presentation, length of the work, quality of argument, depth of literature
research, use of primary sources where necessary, and other matters such
as copyright issues and permissions. The Committee may co-opt any
suitable member of the Advisory Board or outside advisors, some of
whom may work at other universities and wish their names to be
confidential. The Committee may convene by electronic conferencing and

names of those present at each session are not published.

Let’s move on. Mr. Michael then says:

This leads us to the inevitable conclusion: the standards at Calamus are
undeniably lower than they would be at an accredited institution of higher
learning, and thus, according to the OODA’s definition, Calamus has the
marks of a degree mill. But it really matters very little what the OODA

thinks about what constitutes a degree mill...

Yes, we found out loud and clear that Mr. Michael doesn’t care what OODA’s

definition of a “degree mill” is, since, although OODA never said that CIU was a “degree

mill,” Mr. Michael inserts his unauthorized opinion and claims that it IS a “degree mill.”
It sounds like Mr. Michael has his beef more with the OODA than he has with me. But all
the wishing in the world is not going to make CIU something it is not. Shame on Mr.

Michael. The only “inevitable conclusion” we can reach is that Mr. Michael, as is his

19



usual fare, makes himself an authority on any issue he desires and doesn’t care the least
who he slanders by his unqualified judgments.

Then Mr. Michael adds more fuel to the fire...

...what matters is what Sungenis himself thinks. In an email discussion in
2004, Sungenis, commenting on the doctoral degree possessed by a certain
well-known Protestant apologist, said, “If his outfit is a United States
recognized accredited school, then I think we would have to accept his
Ph.D. If it’s [sic] accreditation is not accepted by the US, then we don’t
have to accept it. (I found out that the U.S. is the key to almost all
accrediting in regards to overseas institutions).” (Sungenis, email

discussion of February 6, 2004, emphasis added).

In his usual underhanded activity, Mr. Michael thinks nothing of divulging my
private emails, but allow me to explain it in any case. The U.S. does not reject or accept
CIU’s accreditation because CIU has never applied for accreditation in the U.S. CIU is a
private university. That is why the Oregon Degree Authorization says “not accredited in
the U.S.,” not “has been rejected for accreditation in the U.S.” The fact is, in the above
email I was explaining that if the school from which Eric Svendsen received his doctorate
applied for and was accepted by the U.S. for its accreditation, then we have to accept it.
As for my statement that “the U.S. is the key to almost all accrediting in regards to
overseas institutions,” this applies only to an academic institution overseas that is under
governmental jurisdiction. That being the case, the U.S. can approve or disapprove of the
accreditation based on whether the academic institution is approved by its own
government. If it is approved by the institution’s government, it is usually approved by
the United States governing boards. So, for government-based academic institutions, one
only need look at what the United States governing boards have said. But this is not the
case with private universities in foreign countries, such as CIU. The United States
government has no relationship with these types of universities.

Next, Mr. Michael tries to discredit my whole dissertation on ONE misquote that

came to light. In one of the quotes I had in an ad for the book, I assumed, without looking
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up the actual quote, that the author’s rendition was correct. I knew this author very well
so I didn’t think I needed to look up this particular quote. I just trusted he got it right, but
it turned out to be more of a paraphrase. My oversight. When I was alerted to this, I
apologized and quickly corrected the mistake. But what does Mr. Michael make of this
one mistake? You guessed it — a mountain out of a mole hill. Mr. Michael is famous for

the damned if you do, damned if you don’t school of justice. Get a load of this:

Apparently Sungenis used the same “seriously sloppy scholarship” in his
doctoral dissertation. The example given by “Sylas” is just one verifiable

example, one place where Sungenis got caught; how many other examples

could be shown, if someone had the time and energy to comb through

1,000+ pages of text, double-checking every reference? The point is that

such an exercise is unnecessary; once it has been demonstrated that

Sungenis regularly dispenses himself from any obligation to follow

scholarly standards as long as he is already convinced of his conclusions,

all of his work becomes suspect. How many times has he paraphrased

other writers and misquoted them in his other books? He does it in his

articles, and apparently he did it in his dissertation, so how many other

times has he done this?

I think it’s easy to see Mr. Michael’s motivation. He is on a search and destroy
mission. Ironically, it is this obsession to discredit me that totally discredits himself. Note
what’s happening here. Because he has evidence of ONE misquote in the over 1400
footnotes of the book, Mr. Michael quickly concludes that this must be the case with the
rest of the book! But how does Mr. Michael know this? By nothing more than his own
biased conjecture. In order to prove his point, Mr. Michael would have to take the time to
look up many more of my citations to see if they were accurate. If he found, say, a dozen
instances where I misquoted or paraphrased incorrectly, he would have a case. But, of
course, that would take too much time. It’s easier just to accuse someone of doing
“seriously sloppy scholarship” than it is to actually look up the various quotes to

determine if his judgment is correct. Talk about “seriously sloppy scholarship”? Mr.

21



Michael takes the prize on this one! Just for the record, to this date, no one of the
hundreds of people who have read Galileo Was Wrong and its now 1500 footnotes, has
found any misquote or any questionable reference. In fact, if Mr. Michael wants to
redeem himself, I challenge him to find some that are misquotes, that is, if he wants to
deal with reality and not his own fantasy world. Let’s see if Mr. Michael really wants to
stick his neck out to prove his point, or will we see that he’s just another opportunist
waiting to churn the gossip mill?

Interestingly enough, Mr. Michael does take the time to speak about one more

reference in my book, but he makes the wrong diagnosis on this one as well.

...if he feels justified in doing so, he sometimes doesn't even bother to
properly reference a source (as is the case in Galileo Was Wrong on page
434, where he quotes "one author" - who is unnamed - and gives as a
reference "physics.fsu.edu," which is nothing more than the home page for
Florida State University's Department of Physics, on which no article or
essay of any kind appears); these are not the habits of someone who is a

"stickler for literary accuracy."

You see, in the world that Mr. Michael lives in, if he can’t find the specific
reference in the thirty seconds he read the Florida State homepage, he concludes that the
reference does not exist, and in his mind, this allows him to make further denigrating
remarks against me. If Mr. Michael would have taken the time to either plug in the words
of the quote into the Physics.fsu.edu search engine, when he got to their home page, or
any search engine, he would have easily found the precise quote and its source in about a
half-second. It would have taken him to the following website address which has the

quote in question:

http://www.physics.fsu.edu/courses/spring98/AST3033/Quantum/QuantumWorld.htm

The reason I did not put in the whole website address in the footnote was because it was

simply too long to fit in my margins without causing a double blank line. But I’ll make
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sure | put it in future editions so that Mr. Michael is not tempted to engage in his usual
calumny and character assassination over something so trivial. This is really hard to
believe, isn’t it?

So who has the “seriously sloppy scholarship”? Obviously, it’s Jacob Michael,
because he was simply too lazy or too biased to press the tab on his keyboard to see if his
calumnious-prone mind was keeping pace with the scientific facts. And yet this 20-
something upstart has the gall to accuse me of the very thing he is doing! Such hypocrisy.
God has set a trap for people like Jacob Michael, and unfortunately for him, he fell right
into it. The irony of this whole thing is that, before Mr. Michael started collaborating with
Michael Forrest in order to silence me on Jewish issues, he was an ardent advocate of
geocentrism. Imagine that. He had already conducted one interview with me a couple of
years ago, and he w