9 Chris Ferrara went so far as to threaten to black-ball Matthew Anger for posting this criticism of Bob on the internet, preventing him from ever writing for Traditionalist publications again.  I found this remarkable, especially in light of the complaints and charges leveled when certain well known conservative organizations ceased associating with Bob after his public criticisms of the Pope and his conspiracy theories and views about Jews came to the fore late in 2002.  Ferrara now has a book out against one of those organizations, EWTN, including an entire chapter devoted to purportedly nefarious Jewish influence at work there.  If one were so inclined, one might consider these kinds of things evidence of a conspiracy emanating from a nascent ultra-Traditionalist cabal.  

I tend to see it as only a matter of “like finding like” combined with a tendency of some Traditionalists to think that they alone know the truth and are capable of saving the Church. Cross-pollination by people of like-minds and predispositions is a natural, common phenomenon.  This, of course, is not intended in any way as a blanket condemnation of the Traditionalist movement nor of these individuals.    

Bob also eventually offered the explanation that he was merely careless in allowing the article to be posted and that he would be more careful in the future.  However, the question remains as to why it seems that the heavy preponderance such posts at CAI in regard to Jews are negative, often decidedly so.   The other question that remains is why he took no action until Matthew Anger wrote his article as he knew about it well beforehand.  

If these posts are purely accidental and hence meaningless in regard to Bob’s predisposition and the predispositions of his staff and public supporters in regard to Jewish issues, if they are merely random coincidences, then one ought to expect just as many such posts of a positive nature, and such is manifestly not the case.  It is significant in and of itself that such problematic, highly biased sources are often sought out by CAI supporters, sent in to CAI by them and then accepted without question at CAI.  It is highly unlikely one will ever find an article from the opposite extreme at CAI, say, from the ADL or Eugene Fisher, except to condemn what they have written or said.

After Bob removed the offending material, Anger removed his article about Bob and National Vanguard.   Anger recently sent me the following in regard to his departure from the issue:

On April 14, 2006 I took down my statements regarding Robert Sungenis'

use of  materials from the white supremacist National Vanguard

website. This was not, however, a retraction or admission that my

statements were inaccurate. To address the main point: Mr. Sungenis

used writings from the National Vanguard site even after being informed by his VP of

their unsavory, racialist connection. 
Further, it was only when I confronted him with the problem that he said he planned to remove them. At this point I removed my statements in good faith. I wanted to

make it clear that I was not pursuing controversy for its own sake.

Yet Mr. Sungenis seems bent on keeping the controversy alive. 
Despite his valuable contributions to Catholic apologetics in the past, he

does not want to acknowledge obvious difficulties with his recent

writings. These display a decided animus towards Jews, going beyond a

prudent and carefully argued theological/religious discussion. This is

clear in his uncritical use of sources authored by anti-Semites and

holocaust deniers. My concerns therefore remain, though I emphasize

that I am not attacking Mr. Sungenis personally but am simply voicing

alarm at extremist ideological views being passed off as "Catholic

truth."
Matthew Anger    5/30/06

