John Novotny's Response to Sungenis
With regard to at least some of the charges made against Michael Forrest in Robert Sungenis' rebuttal to www.sungenisandthejews.com, I have direct knowledge that they are inaccurate and would like to address them. 

First, I wish to clarify Michael's role at CAI. To my knowledge, Michael Forrest never put anything up nor took anything down on his own from the CAI site while he was there. Indeed, he did not have the ability. He relied on me for every post to the site, including his most urgent of posts. These facts lead me to conclude that Michael Forrest had no ability and lacked the password information to alter the site. 
 

Michael Forrest asked for alterations to his own articles usually and proofread QA's sent to him and me by Robert Sungenis. Mr. Forrest and Mr. Sungenis would on occassion discuss the content of certain features or QA's. Nothing in Mr. Sungenis' articles was altered without Mr. Sungenis' assent to the changes. He rather acted in the capacity as an editor for some of the material on the CAI site. This unofficial role that Forrest filled seemed to be clearly accepted by Mr. Sungenis. I never saw anything to dispute that until long after Mr. Forrest left CAI, with the exception of one incident. Mr. Forrest asked me to post a prayer for the dying Pope John Paul II, on behalf of CAI on the home page of the site. Shortly after posting the article Mr. Sungenis asked me to take it down. 
 

To clear up any issues about me writing for Michael Forrest's site www.sungenisandthejews.com, I was not coerced in any way to write for the site. I was called about the site only as a notification about its being posted because of my involvement with Catholic Apologetics International. Roughly 48 hours before its the launch, I was casually offered the opportunity to write for the forward should I choose to do so. Considering I was only writing a brief entry about my reasons for leaving CAI, the short time frame for writing for the forward should not be an issue of any consequence. 
 

Contrary to what Robert Sungenis writes in his rebuttal, I did have some problems with how he handled Jewish issues. Certain broad brush comments made about the Jews bothered me. It seemed to me that certain issues were handled poorly so as to cause scandal, such as the use of dubious source material, unsupported claims and so on. I did forward to Mr. Sungenis material I thought was more reliable, like material critcal of Israel that was written by Jews. I am no scholar or expert in these matters, so forgive me if I have made things worse. 
 

This situation has deeply grieved me. I know that many of the former associates of CAI love Mr. Sungenis and are similarly troubled. If we had an unfulfilled obligation to confront Mr. Sungenis at the time over these issues, certainly that obligation is now met. Unfortunately it had to be done in such a public manner.
