A Confusion of Roles and Authority:

Torquemada on Steroids or Sungenis the Condemner:
The following examples, while not exhaustive, are provided to illustrate a problematic pattern of behavior.   It seems clear that Bob Sungenis considers himself to have much more authority than he does, which may perhaps be a hold-over from his Protestant days.  The fact that he cannot seem to fathom why good Catholics may not want to engage him…except to chalk it up to fear of his prowess or their dishonesty…is remarkable.
** “I uphold Traditional Catholic teaching and condemn their liberal ideas as heresy.”

http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/bible/final-mathison3.htm
(Note:  While here Sungenis speaks of condemning “ideas”, the problem is that Bob doesn’t seem to recognize that he:  a) Has no authority to “condemn”, b) Could misunderstand Church teaching, c) Could misunderstand the ideas he is condemning)
** “In reality, Forrest is more of a Jewish apologist than he is a Catholic apologist. Where he doesn’t hesitate to condemn Catholics for their differing beliefs, he doesn’t dare condemn the Jews of any improprieties.”
http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/pastoral/mforejews.pdf
(Note:  Has Forrest “condemned” anyone, Catholic, Jewish or Protestant?  He’s left the condemning to God…and apparently Bob Sungenis)

** “I have written on our website, that I condemn any violent nation or individual.”
http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/pastoral/mforejews.pdf
(Note:  Again, condemning people, rather than ideas/beliefs.)

** “The Dimond brothers…I condemned in my essay.”
http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/church/antidote-sedevacantism.htm
(Note:  Sedevacantism is an error, certainly.  But here he condemns people, not ideas.)
** “I, with you, condemn the Protestants who seem to be making an enterprise of war.”
http://www.catholicintl.com/qa/2005/qa-dec-05.htm
(Note:  Particularly interesting…Sungenis here condemns human beings who only “seem” to be doing something.)  

**  “Roy Schoeman can teach the heresy that the New Covenant did not replace the Old Covenant, but neither Mr. Forrest nor Mr. Michael have even spoken about that error in public, much less condemned it.”
http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/pastoral/jmichjews.pdf
(Note:  Again, perhaps it is because they do not go around “condemning” anyone, period.   Condemning those things expressly and explicitly condemned by the Church Herself it one thing.  But it is a dangerous role Bob presumes to play.)

**  “We condemn, publically and directly, anyone who deviates from (the teachings of the Church), and I don’t care what would-be critic says about us. That is our call and it will remain so, and if it causes controversy, then so be it. God has given me the grace to handle it.”
http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/pastoral/jmichjews.pdf
(Note:  The arrogance of this statement crystal clear.  “That is our call”?  Sungenis believes it is his call to condemn people and he says it brazenly.  He believes he just knows when people have deviated from the teaching of the Church. It is not possible he may misunderstand Church teaching.  It is not possible he may misunderstand what a person means.  It is not possible that a person may simply need to clarify an ambiguity. No. He exhibits little interest in helping a person to save their propositions from error…as St. Ignatius taught. It seems he would prefer condemn. It is certainly in keeping with the pattern we see.)

** After being criticized for condemning Pope John Paul II as a heretical “Modernist”, Bob defended himself by saying the following:  “is calling the pope a ‘modernist’ showing disrespect, or is it merely a theological label we give to people who express modernist views?”

http://www.catholicintl.com/epologetics/dialogs/pastoral/jmichjews.pdf
(Note:  It seems obvious that by labeling the Pope as a “Modernist”, Bob exercised a public judgment upon him.  If one labels a man a “liar” or and “ego-maniac”, one is certainly making a judgment upon him.)
** “We even have Jewish converts to Catholicism today, like Roy Schoeman and David Moss, who propagate these same sentiments by claiming that the Old Covenant is still in force, and that the Jews are going to take over Palestine under divine mandate and offer sacrifices in Jerusalem again, and all this in fulfillment, they claim, by the words of Jesus Christ. This is total nonsense, and it is one of the most pernicious and nefarious heresies the Church has ever faced.”

http://www.catholicintl.com/qa/2006/qa-mar-06.htm#Question%2018
(Note:  Again, Sungenis swinging around the bludgeon of “heresy”, this time with the colorful additives “most pernicious” and “nefarious.”  This kind of confidence after almost no discussion with the men accused by him is surely evidence of a problem.)
