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1 by one. He couldn't admit it. He looked at it because 

2 admitting it would be an acknowledgrrent hov devastating it 

3 was to his case, to his defense that he didn't do it. 

4 And we looked at exhibit 62, the Sl.ltlIlB2Y of 

5 internet protocol data. He didn't want to admit that he 

6 looked at that either. Especially 62-D 'Which was that 

7 shorten Sl.ltlIlB2Y of selected IP log-ons that proved he was 

8 the sane guy. He didn't want to admit it. He looked at it 

9 because to do so would be an acknCllNledgrrent to you that 

10 that's why he is nCllN changing his story. 

11 Let's look at 62-D. 

12 (Displayed. ) 

13 MR. BANDLER: So 62-D, let's look at line 57. I.1:B 

14 out fran larry dot Schiffman, logs in to Peter dot Kaufrran. 

15 Sane IP address here on the right, as Ms. Delfavero told 

16 you, sane IP address rreans sane carputer so that proves that 

17 person that used the Larry dot Schiffman account is the sane 

18 person who used the Peter dot Kaufrran account and so it goes 

19 down the spreadsheet log out fran one, log into another. It 

20 all proves who did it and that's why he testified. He knew 

21 he was done on that point. This kind of ave:rvvhelming 

22 evidence as to that els:rent who did it, is why he had to 

23 testify and testify the way he did. Not because he's a 

24 truthful person, not because he decided to care clean, not 

25 because he felt he did nothing wrong, but because he had to 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior court Reporter 

JA0901
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() 1 because it was convenient. 

2 In the face of the ovenvhelming proof he had to 

3 change his story for you and all these exhibits, all these 

4 IP addresses, all these e-mails, they show the intent of his 

5 conduct. It's not just one bad decision he made in the heat 

6 of anger at one a.m. when he didn't get any sleep. It's a 

7 calculated, ongoing course of conduct. 

8 I..cok at the number of tirres he logged in, look at 

9 the number of e-mails he sent. He's charged with, I don't 

10 know how many, sending four or five e-mailsfrantheI..ar:ty 

11 dot Schiffman account, that's not all he sent, he sent many 

12 more. That all goes to intent. 

) 13 The defendant he had no right to do the things he 

14 did. His self seIVing testimony is not credible. It's 

15 inconsistent with lcgic. It's contradicted by his video 

16 staterrent. You can't irrp:rsonate sarecm.e. You can't forge 

17 an e-mail fran them, these are real people. Even if you are 

18 a whistle blower, you just can't do it. 

19 And no, he's not a whistle blower. This case is 

20 not about whether Dr. Schiffman plagiarized Dr. Golb. 

21 Whether he did or not, doesn't matter at all. You can't 

22 irrp:rsonate sarecm.e else. 

23 The issue is not about what Dr. Schiffman did, 

24 it's about what the defendant did. Dr. Schiffman is not on 

25 trial here. But let's just briefly address that issue and 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court. Reporter 

JA0902
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it's another distraction for you to distract you from the 

oveJ::V\helming proof. 

You heard Dr. Schiffuan explain the circumstances. 

You saw him go through extensive cross-examination, you were 

able to evaluate his demeanor and his responses. His 

responses were lcgical and also you can look at defense 

exhibit C, the defense put that in, that's Dr. Schiffuan' s 

response to these internet accusations. He wrote that 

shortly after these accusations came out, during the stress 

and anxiety of this all happening. It's not a published 

work but it addresses the issue. 

You are able to evaluate the testirrany of Dean 

Stirrpson and Foley and they explained the charges were 

baseless and many witnesses indicated hew reputable and 

respectable Dr. Schiffuan is. That didn't care out during 

my direct testirrany, that came out during the 

cross-examination. 

It is only the defendant who has no respect for 

Dr. Schiffuan. He didn't even VJaI1t to admit that 

Dr. Schiffuan is a Dead Sea Scrolls scholar on the stand. 

Sarething a reporter nay or nay not have written 

fifteen or twenty years ago is irrelevant. In fact, it is 

not even that he wrote it, it's that he asked a question 

supposedly. 

What is in Dr. Golb' s book. of fifteen years ago is 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0903
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irrelevant and don't forget the defendant himself helped 

write that book, he told you that. Just because you make an 

accusation and reference a prior supposed accusation, 

doesn't TIBke the accusation any lTDre credible just because 

you say it over and over and just because you can say it 

with a straight face, doesn't TIBke it credible. 

The accusations of plagiarism has no credibility. 

The accuser has no credibility. The accusations were based 

on deception, based on an act of inpersonation. You can 

TIBke an anonyrrous carplaint but you can't inpersonate and 

besides, an anonyrrous carplaint carries less weight than one 

that you TIBke in your own narre. It shows that for vv.hatever 

reason you are not willing to put your own narre, your own 

personal reputation behind it. 

Not only did the defendant hide while TIBking the 

accusations he tried to deflect the blarre for it. He tried 

to blarre Jeffrey Gibson for it. 

Let's look at exhibit 16. 

(Displayed. ) 

MR. BANDLER.: 16-U, right, this is the defendant 

sending this to Dr. SchiffrrBn. II I've read the plagiarism 

and misrepresentations allegations about you. If as I 

suspect the author of this outrageous piece is Jeffrey 

Gibson of Chicago then you are dealing with an agent 

provocateur. II 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0904
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Here is the defendant blaming sareone else for an 

outrageous piece of work. The defendant blarres Stephen 

Goranson for it or he tries to deflect the blarre by opening 

up one of those plagiarism accusation blogs in the narre of 

Steve Goranson and linking it to his e-rrail accOW1t. When 

arrested and confronted the defendant lied. He even blarred 

Dr. Schiffuan for falsely accusing him and that's the 

ultirrate and shameless deception. Only new during this 

trial, after all the People's procf is in, did the defendant 

finally rrake the accusation in his own narre, when it was 

convenient, when he had to. 

Dr. schiffuan is not on trial. He had nothing to 

hide. He rrade the crnplaint to law enforcerrent in his own 

narre. He defended himself to NYU. He carre and testified 

before you, subjected himself to cross-examination. So he 

illldenvent the ordeal of being inpersonated and harassed and 

all these things going on on the inteTI1et about him and he 

had to go through another ordeal here in court. That's the 

actions of sareone with nothing to hide. He's a credible 

witness. 

Furthenrore, the irrportant testimcny of 

Dr. Schiffuan is corroborated by the records and all the 

other evidence. E-rrails were sent, we know that blogs were 

posted, we knew that and we knew the defendant did it. He 

himself finally admitted it. 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0905
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1 '!be NYU inquiry was opened. '!be Jewish Museum was 

2 being planned and it did in fact take place. Of the rrany 

3 inconsistencies and distortions in the defendant's mind is 

4 the follONing: 

5 The defendant want to paint this as a battle of 

6 the Dead Sea Scrolls, as the battle of two theories, the 

7 Golb theory and the Schiffman theory and even though he's 

8 painting this as the battle of two apposing theories, he 

9 claims Dr. Schiffman plagiarized Dr. Golb so in the 

10 defendant's mind he's saying the person with theory one 

11 plagiarized the person with the carpeting theory. 

12 Why plagiarize sareone with a different theory? 

l3 Why not plagiarize sareone with the sarre or similar theory? 

14 And you heard the pain through which the defendant went 

15 through to explain that his father's theory was different 

16 than Rengsdorf. Rengsdorf 's theory carre out prior to 

17 Dr. Golb and sounds a little bit similar. 

18 '!be fact is Whether Dr. Schiffman plagiarized or 

19 not rratters not a bit. It's a distraction. You can't 

20 impersonate or harass people. And the attack on all the 

21 other witnesses is without rrerit also. 

22 All of the People's witnesses are credible. They 

23 are corroborated by reocrds and each other and the defendant 

24 himself corroborated much of it. Whether one witness was 

25 considering suing, it doesn't affect the facts and it 

Sheila wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0906
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1 doesn't affect his credibility one bit here. 

2 Evexything testified here is corrol:xJrated and who 

3 can blarre sareone for wanting to sue after what the 

4 defendant did. Judge this case on the facts and the law and 

5 don't speculate about what nay or nay not happen when the 

6 case is over. 

7 Now there is a flip side to this distraction about 

8 lawsuits. You heard the defendant say in the video 

9 staterrent that he was afraid of being sued. 

10 Now that's not the real reason he lied. True, the 

11 defendant did knatv that things he did were civil wrongs, 

12 lIDSt criminal acts are also civil wrongs. But he lied 

13 because he knew what he had done was wrong criminally. He 

14 knew he went over the line. But he also knew that he didn't 

15 have any IIDney as he himself testified. He's what he called 

16 judgrrent proof. You can sue him, you can get a jucigrrent, 

17 and you can never collect fran him because he got no lIDney. 

18 So the reason he lied during his video staterrent because he 

19 knew, he knew he broke the criminal laws. 

20 So we knatv the defendant did it. We know he had 

21 no right to do it and now we get to the last issue to the 

22 defendant's last line of defense whether he ccmnitted these 

23 acts with the necessary mental state. 

24 He testified, finally he admits to what he's done 

25 but he says he didn't have the necessary mental state. 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior court Reporter 

JA0907
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1 Mental state which is an elerrent of every criminal statute. 

2 Sarething the People always have to prove. Sarething every 

3 jury has to decide in every criminal case. Did the 

4 defendant have the necessary intent or knowledge 1Ahen he 

5 ccnmitted the acts that are charged? 

6 The defendant's self-serving testimony it's not 

7 credible, it's not logical, it's contradicted by his video 

8 staterrent. He lied repeatedly in the past and he lied on 

9 the stand. His testirrony is a retreat to the last defense 

10 available to him. The last place that cannot be directly 

11 contradict by other evidence. The first defense it wasn't 

12 tre, well, the evidence proves that it was him so now he says 

13 it was tre but my intent wasn't criminal. 

14 So how do we figure what's in a person's mind? 

15 We use our carrronsense, we use our experience, and 

16 we look at the surrounding circumstances. 

17 NO'N sare people M:J.en they're caught and confronted 

18 they own up to 1Ahat they did. That's not the evidence, he 

19 engaged in rronths and years of deception knO'Ning it was 

20 wrong and he wasn't going to admit to 1Ahat he did so he 

21 denied it during his video staterrent in M3rch of 2009. This 

22 denial were calculated lies, lies he decided to tell rronths 

23 prior because re:rernber, in Noveniber of 2008, that's when he 

24 learned there was a criminal investigation so he had titre to 

25 think about it and he could have decided to do a lot of 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0908
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1 things but he decided to do what was easy and convenient at 

2 the tine and naw because he denied these acts in the video 

3 staterrent, because of all that cancealrrent and deception, 

4 you heard a lot of proof at this trial. 

5 But naw a different type of deception suits him 

6 because he can't deny what he did. '!he evidence is too 

7 strong so he's had his last ditch defense. We have records 

8 and analysis and charts to prove what he did. You can't use 

9 that directly for what's in sareone' s mind. '!here is 

10 camonsense and experience to decide what he really 

11 intended. 

12 Rerrember the exanple of the child trying to reach 

) 13 a cookie? '!he cookie is up there on the counter, you see 

14 the child reaching, h.OtJ do you detennine what the child's 

15 intent is? 

16 '!hat d.oesn' t apply so nuch any rrore because you 

17 intend to do a physical act, I'm intending to reach for the 

18 cookie. So nON we get to another exanple of how do we 

19 detennine what sareone's rrental state was? 

20 Let's say you work in an office and you have your 

21 0NIl, you knaw, it's an office building, you have your 0NIl 

22 office. You left your purse on your desk and you went out 

23 for a bit and you returned to your office area and you find 

24 a stranger going through your purse which is on your desk, 

25 you confront the person, if the person denies going in your 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior court Reporter 

JA0909
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() 1 purse when you saw his hand in it, you know he's lying, and 

2 you know he' s lying to cover up the fact that he's stealing 

3 and he knows he's stealing and rraybe he' s lying because he 

4 thinks rraybe you didn't see his hand in your purse or rraybe 

5 you'll doubt what you saw. Maybe he thinks that he can 

6 confuse you so that you'll think you were mistaken about 

7 what you saw. That's cauronsense inferences you can rrake 

8 but in your mind you know the guy was stealing and the fact 

9 that he lied about it really reinforces that to you. No one 

10 should be touching your purse, going in your purse anyway, 

11 but the fact that he lies about that, that really reinforces 

12 it for you. 

13 Now let's say you didn't see his hand in your 

14 purse. let's say he's just in your office, he's in the area 

15 of your purse, and you say hey, what are you doing in my 

16 office, and let's say he says or I was looking for the n:en' s 

17 rocm. Well, you know the n:en's rocm is no where near there 

18 and you know no one could possibly get confused that your 

19 office is in or near a n:en' s rocm. So you assume he's 

20 lying, you assume he's in your office for some bad purpose, 

21 to steal your purse or do something else wrong. 

22 Now let's say you call security and security comes 

23 up, after a couple of minutes they're up there, they talk to 

24 the guy and he tells security oh, I was trying to get my 

25 friend's purse and my friend asked Ire to get her purse, she 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0910
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said her office was up there, I carre up there to get it, I 

was mistaken, I must have gone in the wrong office. 

Well, you wouldn't believe him because he already 

told you a different story, he lied to you and security 

wouldn't believe him because once you tell security that's 

not what he told tre two minutes ago when I first confronted 

him because if you're tying to get a purse for a friend and 

you mistakenly go in the wrong office, that's what you say 

oh, I rrade a mistake, I thought this was my friend's office. 

You won't make up a lie. 

Now that type of exarrple can play out a number of 

ways. It happens to all of us at sare titre or another. 

You're at a wedding, you go, there's lots of people, there's 

bags around, there's coats around, there's carreras around 

rraybe sareone goes to get their spouse's carrera or coat and 

you take the wrong coat by accident. It's an honest 

mistake. '!he way people react it helps us to determine 

whether it's an honest mistake or they're trying to do 

sarething illegal. 

'!he way that the defendant reacted, the staterrent 

he gave, helps us to detennine his intent. That staterrent 

was not an instant reaction of sarething he thought about 

aver titre and on the video you can even hear him saying 

well, what evidence do you have, because he knew what he was 

doing was wrong and he thought no one could prove that he 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0911
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did it and he decided to lie in the video statement. 

So new he k:n.cws it can be proved, so new he's 

deciding to tell another lie, whatever the situation calls 

for in his mind. It shews he's not the good faith vv.histle 

blcwer, he's an irrpersonator, a harasser who knew what he 

was doing was wrong, criminally 1A1rong. 

The defendant knew these five people existed, 

coincidences or accident or parcxly are not plausible. He 

knew they all exist and he knew he was irrpersonating them in 

a criminal sense. 

Dr. Schiffuan of course he knew him. Goranson he 

knew him and hated him. Dr. Cross he knew him and hated him 

00, he didn't hate him personally, he hated his ideas. 

Dr. Gibson he knew him and hated him and rerrember when he 

testified on the stand about the Gibson account 00, I opened 

it but I never did anything with it, I never sent an e-rrail. 

I never used the e-rrail account for anything. 

Well, that was a lie. let's look at the Gibson 

e-rrail account. In fact, let's look at 13-C. 

(Displayed. ) 

!VIR. BANDLER.: R.emember when he testified before 

you oh, I never sent any e-rrail, I never did anything with 

that e-rrail account. I never gave it out to anyone. 

Well, new we're at 13-C, it's an auto reply 

rressage fran a person who 'NOrks for what appears to be sare 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0912
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kind of news site. So he either sent that person an e-rrail 

or he sul:mitted a cament online using that e-rrail address. 

And if you look. in sare of those link. charts, you'll see 

that he contacted the sarre news person through a different 

alias. 

Now for Dr. Seidel there is no evidence he hated 

Dr. Seidel. But circumstantial evidence shows he knew of 

him. Dr. Seidel is a professor, he studied the D2ad Sea 

Scrolls, he taught the D2ad Sea Scrolls. He studied at The 

Jewish Theolcgical SeninaJ:y of New York and if you leak in 

the defendant's e-rrail, you'll see how interested the 

defendant is in that he abbreviates it as .ITS and when he's 

talks about Dr. BraW1Stein, he references .ITS. 

Both the defendant and Dr. Seidel went to Oberlin. 

Dr. Seidel's profile is on the internet as the defendant 

admitted and leak how the defendant signed those e-rrails, he 

wanted people to think. it was a real person and rraybe 

scneone is wondering Oh, Jonathan Seidel, I don't rerrember 

who this is, and they're going to Gcx:gle him and find 

Dr. Seidel's profile and see he's connected to religion and 

D2ad Sea Scrolls in one indirect way or another. 

The evidence proves the defendant guilty of each 

count beyond a reasonable doubt and he tries, the defendant 

tries to craft excuses that fail when you look. at the 

totality of the evidence. You don't have to leak at each 
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1 piece of evidence in isolation. 

2 So let's say Dr. Cross aCCOlID.t. Well, Frank Cross 

3 is a canmn narre rraybe he just picked that like the other 60 

4 aCCOlID.ts he picked. But when you look at the totality, you 

5 see he inpersanated four other people cormection to the Dead 

6 Sea Scrolls, that really doesn't hold up. You see how the 

7 defendant in the e-rrail he hates the views of Dr. Cross and 

8 his students and rraybe Dr. Cross refers to himself as Frank 

9 J.Vb:)re Cross and the defendant opened the e-rrail aCCOlID.t in 

10 the narre of Frank Cross 2. But you'll see that's how the 

11 defendant refers to Dr. Cross as Frank Cross. And the 

12 defendant was forced to admit that and you saw that on the 

13 

14 

stand. 

Dr. SchiffrrBn. Ibn't just look. at the few COlID.ts 

15 that are charged, look at all the e-rrails. Exhibit 10, all 

16 the e-rrails sent and received fran that inpersanating 

17 accOlID.t and look at the SUIrOLlIlding circtmlStances. 

18 NCM>' with this parcdy excuse, just because sareone 

19 finds hurror in conduct that's criminal it doesn't rrake the 

20 conduct okay. Just because you think it's funny to throw an 

21 egg at sareone, doesn't rrake it okay. Just because you 

22 think you get sare sadistic hurror out of impersonating 

23 people or harassing them, that doesn't rrake it okay. And 

24 what's so funny about assuming sareone' s identity and rraking 

25 a false confession to plagiarism? 
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Ask yourself, why is it corwenient for the 

defendant to claim certain things are parody while others 

are not? 

It's corwenient for the defendant to say that the 

Schif:Erran iItIJersonation is parody because he can't say 

that's a coincidence and it's corwenient for the defendant 

to say that the Seidel iItIJersonation is coincidence because 

he can't say that's a parody. It's corwenient for him to 

rrake excuses because he doesn't want to take any 

responsibility for what he's done. 

In the defendant's video statement he doesn't 

express that it was funny or whether it was a parody. He 

expressed that it was a bad thing that happened to 

Dr. Schif:Erran. This was not for parody, this was for 

naliciousness. It was intended to deceive, defraud, injure, 

harass and alann and there are laws to protect against that 

type of conduct. You don't get the right to cannit crirres 

against people and then just call it a parody. 

So what's the rroti ve for the defendant rraking the 

plagiarism accusations against Dr. Schif:Erran when he did? 

It wasn't truth and honesty and setting academia 

and the vvorld straight. We know his rrotives were not 

innocent by the way he did it by iItIJersonating Dr. 

Schif:Erran, by sending Dr. Schif:Erran an e-nail fran another 

alias talking about how outrageous the allegations were, 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0915



1241 

PRCCEEDIN3S 

1 trying to blarre it on Dr. Gibson and by trying to shift the 

2 blarre if anyone looked into it by Dr. Goranson. His lIDtive 

3 vvas not innocent and in fact if you look at exhibit 15. 

4 (Displayed. ) 

5 MR. BANDLER: Here we're at exhibit 15, we're on 

6 or about September 18th of 2008. Raphael dot G at 

7 mindspring, that's the defendant, he's writing to his 

8 brother Joel whether sareone plagiarized dad is not my 

9 concern. I'm focused on the institutional problem. There 

10 you go, he doesn't even care that much about it. 

11 Now one lIDtive vvas brought up in the defendant's 

12 video staterrent, he brought it up, no one asked him about 

13 it, he vvas angry about this 1992 conference involving a 

14 protege of the defendant's father. A protege got accused of 

15 plagiarism by a number of academics and Dr. Schiffuan vvas 

16 one of those. So that's no coincidence and revenge frcm 

17 that incident frcm sare twenty years ago vvas part of the 

18 defendant's lIDtive and bitterness and he also vvanted to stir 

19 up Dead Sea Scrolls controversy and ultirrately lIDre at that 

20 point in tine he vvas angry and bitter that Dr. Schiffuan vvas 

21 speaking at The Jewish Museum and not his father and he 

22 vvanted to change that, that's the reason why he decided to 

23 craft these plagiarism allegations and conduct the 

24 inpersonation of Dr. Schiffuan. Not because suddenly 

25 fifteen or twenty years later he decided he should be a 
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1 whistle bla.ver. It is because of his fixation on what he 

2 believed was an up caning deadline. 

3 Lcok at the e-rrails in exhibit 15 and then you can 

4 look: at sare of the other exhibits that are sorted by date 

5 and in late July of 2008 the GoTh family is fixated on the 

6 fact that Dr. Schiffrran is speaking at The Jewish Museum but 

7 not Dr. GoTh and we're talking about who are the other 

8 people who are speaking? There is a Dr. Schuller, there is 

9 a Dr. Crawford. They're talking about ways to get Dr. GoTh 

10 invited and they're talking about all options and ways to 

11 influence Dr. Braunstein who is running that exhibit. 

12 So one thing they finally settled on as a family, 

) 13 have a family friend, Daniel Friedenberg, who has sare 

14 connection to The Jewish Museum, they asked him to approach 

15 Dr. Braunstein to ask her if Dr. GoTh can speak. And that 

16 was unsuccessful. 

17 In late July the defendant propose sending an 

18 e-rrail to Dr. Braunstein, the defendant asked the family 

19 hey, hew about if I send this e-rrail fran myself and his 

20 proposed e-rrail referenced the recent developrents and this 

21 is also in exhibit 15 and this was on or about July 30th of 

22 2008. 

23 It says: JVIcm, Dad, Joel hew about this, I'm the 

24 son -- Dear Ms. Braunstein, I'm the son of NolllB.I1 GoTh and 

25 then it goes onto say I have sare info:r:rmtion on recent 
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1 

2 

developrents that could be of interest to you. 

So this is July 30th of 2008. Okay, the recent 

3 developrent he's talking about in that e-mail, it's not 

4 irrpersonation, he's talking about sarething else but he 

5 wants to convince her hey, there is sarething you should 

6 consider, sarething irrportant is happening, you should 

7 consider this and you should invite Dr. Golli, that's vmat 1S 

8 going on in his mind. 

9 Also in late July, the defendant indicates we're 

10 quickly running out of tire on this issue, this Jewish 

11 Museum issue. That's also in exhibit 15 which is in another 

12 place. 

13 (Displayed. ) 

14 MR. BANDLER: July 30, 2008 he's sending this to 

15 his rrother and if you look in the e-mail you' 11 see his 

16 rrother and his father are traveling in Jerusalem so a lot of 

17 the e-mails going through the rrother. There's even sare 

18 talk don't send it through dad's account so it can't be 

19 tracked. '!his is the family conversation, okay. But we're 

20 quickly running out of tire on this one. So that's 

21 July 30th of 2008. Sense of urgency was in the defendant's 

22 mind. 

23 Leak at the e-mail and look at vmat they discuss. 

24 But also look at vmat they don't discuss and that's because 

25 the defendant went way overboard, he took it into the 
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1 criminal and because of this, because of his going overboard 

2 and his rrental state, he opened the larry dot Schiffrren 

3 e-rrail account, he hatched a scheme, he created his 0NJ:1 

4 recent developrents that he thought would influence 

5 Dr. BraW1Stein having even rrore shocking than IN.hat he 

6 referred to in that July 28th e-rrail. He thought it would 

7 influence the museum, get Schiffrren bcoted, get Dr. Golb 

8 added and it's not just an honorarium, it's travel, lodging, 

9 rreals, and evaything else that cares with this. He knew it 

10 was wrong, that's why he never cleared it with his family, 

11 that's why he never discussed it with his family, and on 

12 cross-examination he said he didn't rerrember Whether he 

) l3 discussed the irrpersonation of Dr. Schiffrren with his 

14 father. He didn't rerrember that? That's nonsense. He 

15 didn't talk al:out it because he knew how wrong it was. He 

16 knew how far overboard he went. 

17 Let's talk a little bit al:out the harassrrent. 

18 'This is not just a couple of acts of harassrrent, a couple 

19 e-rrails. Lcok at the whole course of conduct. Look at all 

20 the e-rrails, all the IP leg-OIlS. Look at IN.hat he did and 

21 that will help you see his intent. 

22 Now, you know it's annoying to get spam e-rrail. 

23 It's annoying to get any type of harassing e-rrail from 

24 people you don't like or people who say things they 

25 shouldn't. But you can block an e-rrail address, you can 
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1 create a rule to send it to your junk folder so you never 

2 get to see it. If it got really bad, you can change your 

3 e-rrail address, but if it's going to your associates and 

4 colleagues, you're ];DtVerless to stop that and you are 

5 required to respond to the inquiries of your colleagues and 

6 associates. So in your own mind you're worried about vv.hat 

7 they're receiving and vv.hat they're thinking. 

8 Use your carrronsense and experience to detennine 

9 vv.hat 's ITDre annoy-ing and alanning. Also, you can take a 

10 look at the NYU p:llicies on crnputer uses. There is a 

11 section in there. That's exhibit I-B. There is a section 

12 there on bulk e-rrail. A quote fran 1-B "When used at its 

) 13 best e-rrail is a powerful tool for conducting business 

14 swiftly without generating large arrnunt of papers. If 

15 misused, luNever, e-rrail can generate significant negative 

16 reactions that do not nomally occur with bulk rrail on 

17 paper." 

18 The defendant knew about the power of e-rrail 

19 that's why he chose to sending e-rrail, that's why he chose 

20 to harass by sending e-rrails to the associates of the 

21 victims, and that's why he chose a couple of these e-rrails 

22 with these blogs. 

23 'Ihe harassrrent can include narre calling or overt 

24 threats. It doesn't take a rocket scientist to do that. 

25 You can send an e-rrail calling them a four letter word or 
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1 insulting them but that's not the defendant's world. In 

2 ways Vlihat he does is worse than that. He's a smart guy. 

3 He's a lawyer. He got a Ph.D. in literature. He has a lot 

4 of tire on his hand and he's trained to use language to his 

5 advantage. He knews how to twist language, stir up 

6 controversy. As a result, Vlihat he can do is ffilch lIDre 

7 devious and disturbing than Vlihat a less educated person can 

8 do. 

9 Just because he's smart and educated and just 

10 because his harasSlTEnt is sophisticated and lIDre devious, 

11 doesn't !lEan that he' s irrm.me fran the reach of the 

12 harasSlTEnt law. It applies to him just like it applies to 

13 

14 

sareone Who doesn't even have a high school diplara. 

There is no way to sugarcoat this, the defendant 

15 is a !lEnace to anyone Who gets in his way. Maybe sareone 

16 nay be terrpted to feel syrrpathy for him but you have to put 

17 syrrpathy aside, it's not sorething for you to consider, as 

18 you premised and as the Judge will instruct you, and 

19 likewise sore of you nay feel distaste or revolting towards 

20 him, it's also a feeling to put aside because you're judging 

21 this case based on the evidence, the facts, and the law not 

22 feelings. 

23 Your personal feelings for the attorneys, put that 

24 aside. He's smart. He' s educated, but he's chosen to use 

25 this negative and destructive way. He doesn't have a career 
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1 and he's angxy and bitter at the world. He takes out this 

2 anger and bitterness out on individual targets who he 

3 attacks, that's a word that he likes to use. It's not about 

4 pity or syrrpathy or punishrrent, it's about holding him 

5 accountable for the actions he took, the choices he made. 

6 So look at the harassrrent of Dr. Schiffman, look 

7 at exhibit 10, these binders dONn here on the bottcm. All 

8 these binders you'll have access to. 

9 Binder exhibit 10 that are e-mails frcm the larry 

10 dot Schiffman. Exhibit 16 that is a binder of e-mails that 

11 pertaill to Dr. Schiffman. Exhibit 40, the blcgs that 

12 pertaill to Dr. Schiffman. look at all the evidence. look 

) 13 at the totality of vvhat he did. look at why he did it 

14 because he hated him and resented him. 

15 The harassrrent of Dr. Goranson. look at exhibit 

16 11, that's prillt outs frcm the Steve dot Goranson e-mail 

17 account. look at exhibit 18, that's e-mails that relate to 

18 Dr. Goranson. You heard Dr. Goranson he wasn't aware of a 

19 lot of these accusations that were being made about him, 

20 he's aware of sare. You need to think about vvhat the 

21 defendant illtended and vvhat the defendant thought the likely 

22 result was goillg to be. 

23 You can look at vvhat' s on the defendant's 

24 carputer. Now 43-A, B, and C are ill evidence but you can't 

25 start them up. There's evidence that will change but we 
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have exhibits 47 through 49 1 the defendant's result of the 

forensic exam. Including in that part that we elicited 

through Ms. Ley the e-rrails that were on one of those 

ccnputers between the defendant and his brother talking 

about setting Goranson up for the Meyers accusation and 

finishing him off. He hated and resented him l too. And for 

those tvvo victims I the harassrrent of them that includes the 

irrpersonating conduct. That was one of the ways the 

defendant chose to harass them. 

For Dr. Ca:r:gill you can look at exhibit 17 I that's 

e-rrails about Dr. Ca:r:gill. You can look at 40 I the blogs I 

too. He hated Dr. Ca:r:gilll he wanted to keep him frcm 

getting his Ph.D. and rerrember that protege of Dr. Golb who 

got accused of plagiarisml it reminds you of the defendant's 

plagiarism against Dr. Schiffman. Well I the defendant also 

said in his video statement that that protege didn't get 

tenure at the University of Chicago where Dr. Golb was 

mentoring him. 

Well I the defendant didn't want Dr. Ca:r:gill to get 

his Ph.D. so that's no coincidence either. Everything 

Dr. Ca:r:gill testified to is corroborated by the other 

evidence. The effect of the defendant's harassrrent of 

Dr. Ca:r:gill is derronstrated by the length of tirre 

Dr. Ca:r:gill spent on tracking the defendant. 

Now tracking is different frcm stalking. 
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1 Dr. cargill did not stalk the defendant like the defendant 

2 clairred on the stand. He can't stalk sareane vvho doesn't 

3 exist. You can't stalk an anonyrrous identity. A fictitious 

4 person. It is the defendant that stalked Dr. cargill except 

5 in New York for this conduct we call it harassrrent. 

6 Defense counsel elicited fran Dr. cargill the fact 

7 that Dr. cargill wrote sarething in wch Dr. cargill quoted 

8 another Dead Sea Scrolls scholar and that scholar had said, 

9 "When will the world be free of Dr. GoTh?" D:m' t forget 

10 that Dr. cargill wrote that long after the defendant was 

11 arrested and this conduct was terminated so Dr. cargill 

12 quoting of this other scholar could not have been an 

13 execution for the defendant's harassrrent of Dr. cargill, it 

14 happened after. 

15 You as the fact finders decide Where the 

16 defendant's conduct lies. Look at what he did, how he did 

17 it. You determine his likely intent when you impersonate 

18 people, false confessions, false accusations, when you hate 

19 them, when you devote hundreds of hours to your scherre, 

20 that's an intent to harass, annoy, and alann, to persecute, 

21 to torment, and attack. 

22 with all this when you look at the evidence you 

23 can see why it would have been so alanning to be on the 

24 receiving end of his conduct. let him know what he did is 

25 not okay. Follow the law , apply each statute charged to the 
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facts. ]):)n' t speculate. It's about the defendant Vlhether 

he broke the law, Vlhether we proved it beyond a reasonable 

doubt, and it's about holding him responsible for his 

choices and his actions. 

The law doesn't require financial intent for most 

of the crimes that you are considering. The Judge will 

define all the elements including the mental state. For 

SOTe, the mental state would be to gain, any gain or 

advantage or it could be to injure or to deceive or to 

defraud and defraud does not have to be in a financial 

sense. 

But there 'NaS a financial intent for serne of them. 

Dr. Schif:Erran he vvanted him to lose speaking engagements at 

The Jewish Museum and other places. He vvanted Dr. Golb to 

be invited and that adds up, honorarium, travel, lodging. 

You heard testirrony, you have your carrronsense and 

rerrember bON invested the defendant 'NaS involved in his 

father's theory, he helped the father write the bcok, haw 

irrportant it 'NaS for the defendant to get that theory out. 

We k:r:law the defendant knew he 'NaS doing criminal 

acts, he 'NaS hiding, there vvas hiding and deception at every 

stage. He hid his internet traces, he hid traces on his 

ccnp1ter. Remeniber you heard testirrony and there is a chart 

about that CC cleaner or C cleaner to erase the carputer 

with the canrunication with his brother. Hey, throw out 
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C) 1 :your old ccnputer so there is no traces. His carrrunication 

2 about proxy, hOJ.! to be untraceable, use the NYU ccnputers it 

3 can't care back to you. 

4 His ccnputer you can also leak. at the things he 

5 was searching for, that shows you 1IVhat he was thinking, 1IVhat 

6 he was trying to do. 'The video staterrent and all the lies 

7 in there, his lies on the stand right in front of you. 

8 E-rrail records. E-rrails records, all the things he 

9 discusses, never discusses, the iIIIJersonation that's because 

10 he knew hOJ.l far he had crossed the line. 

11 l'Ibst of the things the defendant discussed with 

12 his family are not charged, they're background and they are 

) 13 rrotive. 'The stuff he did with his family is to advance 

14 Dr. Golb' s theory and rraybe you can call it the defendant's 

15 theo:ry, too. The anonyrrous bl09S, the anonyrrous e-rrails, 

16 the whole family was on board with that. The evidence bears 

17 that out. 

18 Look at 15, that's the defendant's mindspring 

19 records. 

20 Look at 31, that's the e-rrails from these 

21 anonyrrous accounts and other accounts to the Golb family. 

22 It's background, that's not 1IVhat is charged, that's not 1IVhat 

23 you are being asked to decide. Whether you think they were 

24 right or wrong, whether you think the way they went about it 

25 was right or wrong, it doesn't rratter. It's about 1IVhat the 
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1 defendant did and V\rl.lat the defendant is charged with: 

2 Impersonation, forgery, identity theft, harassment, 

3 unauthorized use of the NYU carputers and network. No 1Nhere 

4 do the GoThs discuss the impersonation because they knew, or 

5 the defendant knew hew vvrong they were. 

6 The defendant thinks he's srrarter than other 

7 people. He thinks no one can prove it was him. I'm sure he 

8 knew people might accuse him of srrear but he didn't think 

9 anyone could prove it and he didn't think the impersonation 

10 rouses would last forever and he is no carputer expert but 

11 there is no requirerrent in the law that criminal 

12 impersonation be done well or done expertly and don't be 

13 fool because only after Jane Delfavero testified did the 

14 defendant learn of another way to impersonate people via 

15 e-nail and conveniently he testified that if he had really 

16 intended to impersonate Dr. Schiffuan, he would have done it 

17 the way Ms. Delfavero testified about. 

18 First of all, doing it that method he didn't know 

19 about it then he only learned about it during the trial. 

20 Secondly, if he had done it that way, he wouldn't 

21 been able to receive the e-nail back, he oauld only nake it 

22 look like he was sending it fran a NYU dot edu accOLIDt, it 

23 wouldn't allow him to receive the e-nail back, he wouldn't 

24 have gotten to see V\rl.lat the people's responses were, he 

25 wouldn't have gotten to respond to their responses or 
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1 forward their responses to other people and if he had done 

2 it that way, Dr. Schiffrran would have gotten the responses 

3 and would have been able to stop it rrore quickly. 

4 The defendant tailored his testirrony. The 

5 criminal acts charged it's the irrpersonation and other acts 

6 done by the defendant, that he did not consult with his 

7 family about, and if he did consult, he knew and they all 

8 knew never to write about it, never to talk about it because 

9 the defendant knew how wrong it was, he was still trying to 

10 advance his father's theory but he went overbo:rrd and he 

11 knew he went way averbo:rrd into the criminal, and we know he 

12 knew because he was repeatedly W1truthful about it, because 

) 13 it wasn't just a one tire act, not just a one tire mistake 

14 done in the heat of anger or exhaustion. It was a repeated 

15 act. 

16 Look at all the e-rrails. look at all the IP logs, 

17 e-rrail accounts he created, the e-rrail he sent overseas. It 

18 was a scherre he kept doing and he would never stopped W1less 

19 he got caught. He was always hiding and deceiving not just 

20 lying about it once but repeatedly. He never discussed with 

21 his family, he knew how wrong it was. 

22 So we know why the defendant lied during the video 

23 staterrent because that was the corwenient thing to say at 

24 the tire. He thought he covered his tracks well enough that 

25 no one could prove that it was him and he knew that he 
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1 couldn't admit he irrpersanated people because he knew that 

2 was illegal. He knew there were laws to protect against 

3 that. 

4 Now he also knew that if he admitted to the 

5 Charles Gadda conduct, those other aliases, he knew the rest 

6 of it could be tied to him indirectly. Just like 

7 Dr. cargill when you saw those plagiarism accusation blogs, 

8 Dr. cargill knew that was the sarre guy Who had done all this 

9 other stuff and just as the evidence has tied all this 

10 conduct to him. 

11 But note the difference in his video staterrent, 

12 1IVhen he's asked 1Nhether he created the e-mail accOlll1t I..any 

13 dot SchiffrrBn he denied it emphatically and repeatedly. The 

14 first time he denied it, he laughed as if it was an 

15 outrageous accusation. If you want to play the video, 

16 you'll be able to play it. 

17 When asked about Charles Gadda, he kind of smirked 

18 or he declined to answer because he knew the difference 

19 between criminal and not criminal. Criminal he denies 

20 errphatically. Not criminal, he doesn't answer or he answers 

21 with a smirk. D:Jn' t be fooled by the defendant's video 

22 staterrent 1IVhere he said he was afraid of being sued, he was 

23 telling calculated thought out lies. He was trying to evade 

24 criminal responsibility for his criminal conduct. Besides 

25 even if he was worried about being sued, the only reason he 
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1 would be worried if he knew he had done sarething wrong, if 

2 he knew he had said sarething untruthful because he can't be 

3 held liable for truthful statements. 

4 Plagiarism accusations were untruthful. His 

5 irrpersonation of five people were untruthful acts. His 

6 denial of these acts were untruthful. His accusation that 

7 Dr. Schiffrran had falsely accused him of doing this was 

8 untruthful. 

9 There is a pattern. here and don't be focled by the 

10 defendant's testirrony on the stand 00, when I gave the video 

11 tape I was overtired, I was exhausted. He wasn't tired, he 

12 was just lying. He was telling the story he thought was 

13 rrost convenient for him to tell at the tine and he wasn't 

14 intimidated or coerced. 

15 Just lock at the video. Look at hClW' he answers. 

16 He' s aggressive, he' s not afraid to interrupt, he's not 

17 afraid to say vkJatever he feels will suit him and lock at 

18 his written pedigree statement '-"lhich is rrade before his 

19 video statement, he wants to talk to the DA. He wasn't 

20 coerced into talking to the DA and it's because of his 

21 deception there and throughout so mmy witnesses were 

22 called, so rrnlch procf. That's why he had to testify, that's 

23 why he had to change his story. The procf of his guilt is 

24 overwhelming. His testirroDy is just the latest phase in his 

25 continuing deception. 
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1 He's the one person you heard fran in this trial 

2 who has an interest in the outcane of this trial. He admit 

3 things he thought helped him out to admit. He rrade up 

4 things he thought helped him to rrake up. 

5 On direct Mr. Breitbart asked him leading 

6 questions and the defendant treated this like this was his 

7 platform. On cross he was evasive and difficult, that's 

8 because he has a lot to hide because the truth and him they 

9 rarely rreet. You can't believe anything that canes out of 

10 his rrouth unless it's corroborated. 

11 'The defendant used the NYU carputers and netvvork 

12 for the explicit pLlIpOse of camtitting crirres. This is not 

13 saneone using the carputers for sane innocuous unauthorized 

14 pLlIpOSe or on a lady Gaga chat roan, shopping on eBay, 

15 sending a couple nasty canrents, because if that was the 

16 case you would use your logic and your carrronsense and you 

17 would follOvlT the law and you'd find him not guilty of that 

18 count. You might say, sure, it's an unauthorized use, I 

19 read the policy, it's unauthorized, you proved that elerrent 

20 of the crirre but you'd say you didn't prove that he 

21 knOvlTingly used the carputer netvvork in an unauthorized 

22 wanner, the proof of rrental state is not there. I'm saying 

23 if that was the case you might say you didn't prove it was 

24 without authorization that he had the proper notice but 

25 that's not the case here. 
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1 Let's say you rent a car fran Hertz or you borrow 

2 a car fran a friend. You can drive, if that's authorized, 

3 that's illlderstocxi, you have notice of that. If you get into 

4 an accident, that's not gocxi, but that's the kind of thing 

5 that might happen, but you can't sell parts off it, you 

6 can't retUlll it without the front passenger's seat or the 

7 burrper because you got a gocxi price for the part. You have 

8 notice you can't do that. You can't enter it into a 

9 derrolition derby and srrash it up. 

10 So let's look at the actual facts in this case. 

11 The defendant deliberately chose to use the NYU crnputers 

12 and netVlDrk to carrnit crirres. Deliberately used them 

13 because he knew he was carrnitting crirres. Deliberately used 

14 them because he didn't want the conduct caning back to him 

15 at his own residence and that's significant. 

16 He's got a crnputer at hare, he has internet 

17 service at hare, he accessed many of his e-mail accounts at 

18 hare, even a lot of these anonyrrous e-mail accounts, but the 

19 impersonating e-mail accounts were never accessed at hare 

20 only at NYU because he knew it was a crirre and he knowingly 

21 used the NYU canputers to carrnit the crirre. 

22 look at the IP spreadsheet. They're sorted 

23 different ways. You pick the sort that is convenient for 

24 you. look at exhibit 63. 

25 (Displayed. ) 
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1 MR. BANDLER.: S:bcty-tlrree sl.lItllErized these IP 

2 lcg-ons and you'll have these exhibits in paper fOnD and a 

3 lot of them in electronic fOnD, too. Fran his hare only on 

4 the right, we got a splattering of them in the middle. Ones 

5 he accessed fran both NYU and hare. He wasn't afraid to 

6 access this at NYU, he didn't know the strength of these 

7 things being tied to him, he didn't know that but he wasn't 

8 afraid and then you look on the left 1Adllch is NYU only, are 

9 five inpersanating accounts there and only there and there 

10 is a reason for that. He used NYU crnputers because his 

11 conduct was criminal, he wanted to conceal his conduct and 

12 his responsibilities for it, he wanted to use sareone else's 

1 
/ 

crnputer network and not his and he knew it was 13 

14 unauthorized. 

15 He had the Bobst Library code of conduct in his 

16 house. The crnputer use policy was online and he is a 

17 lawyer and if we're talking about chatting online or doing 

18 sarething on eBay, I wouldn't be able to rreet my burden on 

19 this count but we're talking about criminal conduct, and 

20 ccmmnsense tells you that NYU would never consent to the 

21 use of their system for criminal activity and even the 

22 defendant on the stand admitted he knew he couldn't use 

23 their crnputers to commit crime. 

24 So sareone asks can I use your crnputer to commit 

25 a crime? A reasonable person is going to say no. TWo 
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1 reasons, one you don't want to assist them in the ccmnission 

2 of a crirre and, two, you don't want criminal conduct caning 

3 back to your door step to your crnputer. The defendant knew 

4 no one especially not NYU 'NOUld consent to the use of their 

5 crnputers to impersonate people, forge e-mails, or harass 

6 people. 

7 I'm alllDst done. Let rre take a few minutes to 

8 point you to serre of the evidence available to you. I want 

9 to go through with the COLlllts that are being sul::mitted to 

10 you quickly. 

11 You have all those binders, e-mails, the 

12 impersonating e-mail accOLlllts are binders 10 through 14. 

13 

14 

They're also going to be available for you electronically. 

Binders 15 and 31 are cannunications with the 

15 defendant and his family. Fifteen is available for you 

16 electronically, also. All the other e-mails go through 

17 them, they help shew the defendant knew certain people 

18 existed, maybe they help shew that he hated the people. And 

19 then there's the blcgs and others that help prove identity 

20 vvhich help prove V\hy he told the story he told. 

21 Now there may be one e-mail, one impersonating 

22 e-mail that is the avert act for one or two COLlllts but the 

23 other e-mails help shew his intent. He sent one e-mail fran 

24 I..ar:ry dot schiffuan and you're considering that, you don't 

25 have to consider that in a vacuum. You're going to get a 
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verdict sheet that is going to list the camts and a lot of 

times it's going to list who the victim is. 

Camts 1 and 2 are Identity 'Theft in the Second 

Degree. There are t'hD different theories. The first theory 

is the defendant atterrpted to ccmnit a Scherre to Defraud and 

influence The Jewish Museum. Second count of Identity Theft 

in the Second Degree, he assumed the identity of 

Dr. Schiffm3n and he atterrpted to falsify the business 

records of NYU with a false confession and false 

accusations. 

Count 3 is the aggravated harassrrent of 

Dr. Schiffm3n. Through that in a totality look at all the 

evidence. 

Count 5 is Criminal Irrpersanation Second, that 

concerns the creation of the larry dot Schiffm3n e-rrail 

account so you can look at exhibit 60, for example. 

(Displayed. ) 

MR.. BANDLER: We're looking at Exhibit 60-C vvhich 

is 60 sorted by the date. New rerranber for this I asked the 

defendant about each e-rrail account he said yes, I did it, 

except rraybe one or t'hD vvhich his brother opened but for 

each irrpersanating e-rrail acoamt I asked him did you open 

it, was it on this date, he said yes. So on 60-C and look 

at 60-C, too, because this shows why the defendant had to 

testify and admit what he did because it helps link all of 
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this to him. 1 

2 let's scroll cJ.o..m. on 60-C until we get to the 

3 larry dot Schiffrran e-mail account. We're sorted here by 

4 date, so here we get to August 3, 2008 created fran the NYU 

5 Bdbst Library, so that's that count, Cbunt 5. 

6 Cbunts 7 and 8 concern one particular e-mail, 

7 that's exhibit 10-E. Count 7 is Criminal Irrpersonation in 

8 the Second Degree. Cbunt 8 is Forgery in the Third Degree. 

9 One e-mail, two different legal theories, two equally 

10 applicable charges. So I'll put up 10-E for you. 

11 

12 

13 

(Displayed. ) 

MR. BANDLER: I asked the defendant about each 

e-mail that is charged as a count and he said yes, I sent 

14 that. So that's 10-E. 

15 Cbunts 10 and 11 pertains to exhibit 10-1. I'll 

16 put up 10-1. 

17 (Displayed.) 

18 MR. BANDLER: Again Dr. Schiffrran is the victim 

19 one count is criminal irrpersonation, one count is forgery, 

20 forgery of an e-mail that's supposedly fran Dr. Schiffrran. 

21 Same act, two different but equally applicable counts. 

22 Cbunts 13 and 14 pertains to exhibit 10-M as in 

23 MaIy vvhere August 5, 2008 Dr. Schiffrran is the victim. 

24 Now Cbunts 16 and 17 are exhibits 10-L. 

25 (Displayed. ) 
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1 MR. BANDLER: 'They're a little bit out of order. 

2 10-L is Counts 16 and 17. Again a count of criminal 

3 irrpersonation, a count of forgery. 

4 All right, Counts 19 and 20, that is exhibit 10-R. 

5 (Displayed. ) 

6 MR. BANDLER: One e-nail, tvvo counts. 

7 NON Count 23, that's criminal impersonation of 

8 Dr. Seidel for creating the Seidel dot Jonathan at grrail 

9 account. So on the jury sheet you're going to have the date 

10 November 22, 2008. You can go to exhibit 60-C, you can go 

11 to that date, November 22nd of 2008 and there it is in 

12 exhibit 60 and again this is referencing the grrail letters 

13 and the defendant admitted this. 

14 Counts 25 and 27, that's exhibit 12-B. This is 

15 the defendant sending an impersonating e-nail fran Seidel 

16 dot Jonathan, one count of Criminal Impersonation in the 

17 Second Degree, one count of Forgery. 

18 NON we're at Counts 29 and 31. TIlat 's exhibit 

19 12-N as in Nancy. 

20 (Displayed.) 

21 MR. BANDLER: This is fran Dr. Seidel to 

22 Ms. Cohen -- Dr. Cohen with rrultiple people on the blind 

23 copy, blind carbon copy list. TIlat is 12-N which are Counts 

24 29 and 31. 

25 Counts 33 and 35 is exhibit 12-P. I'll put up 
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1 12-P. 

2 (Displayed.) 

3 MR. BANDLER: Again, November 24th and the date is 

4 going to be on your verdict sheet. 

5 And then we get to 12-ZZ, that's COilllts 37 and 39. 

6 Again that pertains to Dr. Seidel, one COilllt of criminal 

7 impersonation and one COilllt of forgery. So that's 12 -ZZ. 

8 My carputer wants to take a break. 

9 Count 40, that is aggravated harassrrent of Stephen 

10 Goranson. It's going to have his narre on that COilllt so you 

11 k:naN who it pertains it. 

12 Again look at all of the evidence, view the 

13 totality of it. Look at exhibit 11 and 18. 

14 Count 42 is the creation of the Steve dot Goranson 

15 at gmail account. 

16 This is an inconvenient time to get the carputer 

17 to freeze. 

18 So 42 is the creation of Steve dot Goranson at 

19 gmail, exhibit 60. You're going to have the date on it. 

20 Ask for it and rerrember the defendant confirrred he did all 

21 of those acts. 

22 Count 44, that is the creation of e-mail account 

23 Frank. dot Cross 2. You can look at exhibit 60. 

24 

25 

Counts 46 and 47 that is exhibit 14-A, that is the 

e-mail fran the Frank. dot Cross 2 e-mail accOilllt. Just one 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0938



1264 

PROCEEDIN:;S 

1 of many e-mails sent from that e-mail account so you don't 

2 have to sayoh, he's only cha.1:ged with one count fran that 

3 e-mail account, I only have to consider that one e-mail. 

4 look: at all the e-mails because it will help show his intent 

5 for the one e-mail. 

6 Count 48, that's the agjravated harassrrent of 

7 Dr. Cargill. 

8 Gaunt 50 is the creation of the e-mail account 

9 Gibson dot Jeffrey dot 2 at grrail. Again look at exhibit 

10 number 60. 

11 Gaunt 51 is the unauthorized of NYU carputer and 

12 look at the NYU policy I-B. Exhibit 4 lists all the IPs. 

) 13 Exhibit 60, the e-mail account suma:ry. look: Where he 

14 opened each e-mail account from IP suma:ry and then the 

15 diagram with the circles. 

16 The defendant got a fair trial. It was a trial he 

17 was entitled to. He is entitled to require us to prove 

18 every elerrent beyond a reasonable doubt and we have. The 

19 proof is overWhelming. It was a fair process with a fair 

20 Judge, a fair jury. He had two experienced lawyers 

21 protecting his rights at every stage of the process. Now 

22 it's caning time for you to deliberate and render a verdict. 

23 let him know that What he did was not okay, hold him 

24 responsible for What he did. 

25 '!bank: you for your time and your attention to the 
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1 case and for serving as jurors, for listening to the 

2 evidence, and evaluating it fairly, following the Judge's 

3 instructions, use your ccmronsense and your everyday 

4 experience. The defendant irrpersonated five people, he 

5 assurred their identity, he forged e-nails pretending they 

6 were fran three of them. He had no right to do so. He 

7 harassed three people in a long and rrean spirited way. He 

8 had no right to do that either. He did all this with the 

9 intent to do haJ::m, to deceive, to alarm, to injure. He used 

10 the NYU crnputers to carrnit crines knowing he was not 

11 allowed to do this. The evidence has proved this 

12 oveIWhelming. I ask that you hold him responsilile for the 

13 

14 

actions he took and the decisions he nade and return a 

verdict of guilty as to each of the COlillts because the 

15 evidence has overwhelmingly proven his guilt. Thank you. 

16 THE COURT: Okay, gocd tine for a break, jurors. 

17 I won't be as long as either lawyer so I don't want you to 

18 worry. I presurre you want coffee, shall we resurre at five 

19 to twelve, that will give ne plenty of tine to finish the 

20 other cases. 

21 (Jury exits.) 

22 THE COURT: Before you gc, what do you want ne to 

23 do with the alternates? 

24 

25 

MR. BREITBARI': We won't stipulate. 

THE CDURT: I'm sorry, you want ne to excuse them? 
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MR. BREI'IBART: Yes. 1 

2 TIlE COURT: I just need you to know while the jury 

3 is deliberating, I' 11 of course excuse you for hmch but 

4 ot:he:t:wise I expect you in or around the courtrcan. 

5 If the jury should ask for an exhibit of course 

6 since you' 11 be in and around the courtrcan you can just 

7 check to llBke sure the ccrrect exhibit is given, do we need 

8 to go back on the record? 

9 MR. BREI'IBARI': Certainly we have no intention on 

10 leaving the courtrcan area. 

11 TIlE CDURT: The question is do I need to go back 

12 on the record or just assemble the exhibits and send them 

13 

14 

, ? 
1Il. 

MR. BREITBART: It's our position that we want it 

15 on the record, your Honor. 

16 TIlE CDURT: Okay. 

17 CDURT CLERK: I've given eve:ryl:xrly a copy of the 

18 verdict sheet to look through. 

19 MR. BREI'IBART: Ib you want it initialed in sare 

20 way, Pat? 

21 TIlE CDURT: You can put it on the record. Those 

22 are your copies to keep. If you find it sufficient just put 

23 it on the record. 

24 

25 

MR. KIJBY: No abjection. 

TIlE COURT: Mr. Bandler, hew about you? 
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MR.. BANDLER.: I'm still going through it, Judge. 

My only ccnnent Count 13 doesn't have the victim's 

narte. 

THE COURT: Is that SchiffrrBn.? 

MR.. BANDLER.: Yes. And Count 42 it spells 

Goranson wrong, I'm not sure that rratters. And do we want 

to take out the blank lines on the second page? 

MR.. KUBY: I have no abj ection to the two 

corrections that he rrentioned. 

COURT CLERK: D:l you have any abjections to the 

blank line? 

MR.. KlJBY: I sort of like them. 

(Recess. ) 

(Jury entering.) 

COURT CLERK: case on trial continued. All 

parties are present. The jury is present and properly 

seated. 

THE COURT: Jurors, before you deliberate, I will 

explain the rules of law wch you mlSt follCYv\l in order to 

be fair to both sides wch is of course your sworn duty. 

Whatever you need when you're deliberating, 

whether it's read back of testim::my or exhibits actually 

admitted into evidence, or instructions on the law, send rre 

a note to be signed by your foreperson, juror number one, by 

operation of law. 
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2 testimony, I would suggest that you try to be specific in 

3 your request. It will take us a little longer to find the 

4 testirrony you're asking for but it will save you the titre 

5 and the distraction in hearing testimony you don' t really 

6 need for your discussions. 

7 Serre of you have taken notes and as I've said 

8 before, note taking should not distract you fran the 

9 proceedings. Your notes that you have taken are only an aid 

10 to your 0A7I1 merrory and nay not take precedence aver your 

11 recollection. 

12 Those of you who have not taken notes ID.lSt rely on 

'J \ ' 

l3 your 0A7I1 independent recollection of the evidence and don't 

14 be influenced by the notes of another juror. 

15 In other words, the notes are only for the note 

16 taker's 0A7I1 personal use, in refreshing his or her 0A7I1 

17 reoollection of the evidence. If there is a discrepancy 

18 bet'WeeIJ. your reoollection and the notes, request a read back 

19 of the record because the court's transcript prevails aver 

20 the notes. In other words, they are not a substitute for 

21 the official record or for the governing principles of law 

22 as I instruct you. Mter the trial is over, you can keep 

23 your notes, whatever you want to do with them. 

24 I begin with general instructions and then I'll 

25 turn to the specific issues and charges in the case and I'm 
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1 going to try to be brief because you should feel free to ask 

2 rre to repeat or to clarify an instruction as you need it. 

3 If I repeat an instruction, dan I t think it I S rrore 

4 irrportant as a rule of law. Also understand that I will 

5 refer to evidence only to help you to understand a rule of 

6 law. That in no way irrplies that the item of evidence I 

7 rrention is rrore irrportant or rrore credible. It I s your 

8 recollection of the evidence that controls, not mine, so 

9 follow your own reoollection. 

10 I am neutral. Nothing I I ve said or done during 

11 this trial, my rulings, questions I I ve asked, what I say 

12 during these instructions, nothing reflects an opinion about 

13 the facts. 

14 It I S neither my intention nor my function to rrake 

15 factual judgrrents. You must follow the law as I instruct 

16 you, but you are the judges of the facts. It is your sworn 

17 duty to rrake your factual determinations based on the 

18 evidence or insufficiency of the evidence in the case. 

19 La not speculate or be influenced by bias or 

20 prejudice or synpathy. Follow the law and not what you 

21 might personally think is "just" and I put quotes around 

22 that. 

23 In short, rrake your decision based on the law as I 

24 instruct you and without reference to anything outside the 

25 four corners of the evidence. 
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It's part of a lawyer's function to make 

objections and mine to :rule on them and I'm sure that you 

understand that your duty to evaluate the evidence and 

follow the law are separate frcm any feelings you nay have 

about the lawyers or Ire the Judge. 

The lawyers have nade argurrents to you about the 

evidence. What they say, VJhether in questions or in 

argurrent, is not evidence. You have the right to accept or 

reject a lawyer's argurrent arout the evidence, in VJhole or 

in part, depe.niling on VJhether or not you find the argurrent 

reasonable and logical, based on the evidence as you recall 

it, and oansistent with the evidence. 

The evidence consists of the testimony of the 

witnesses under oath, any concessions or agreerrents or 

stipulations between counsel. 

A stipulation is information the parties agree to 

present to you without calling a witness to testify. And 

the exhiliits that have actually been admitted into evidence. 

Testimony stricken frcm the record or to VJhich an 

obj ection was sustained IDJSt be disregarded. 

Exhibits VJhich were not received in evidence are 

not evidence and are not available for your inspection and 

consideration, although any testilIDIl.Y based on such an 

exhilii t nay be oansidered. 

Now, while you nay rely on your everyday life 
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experiences in evaluating the evidence, you nay not use or 

share your special expertise, professional or otherwise, to 

insert facts outside the record because if you do that, you 

becare an unsworn and uncross-examined witness and that's 

just not fair or permissible. 

The indictJreI1t is not evidence. It's only a 

procedural device that sets forth the charges the People 

must prove. 

Issues of sentence and punisbrrent are not 

evidence. They must not enter in any way into your 

deliberations. 

NaN, as judges of the facts, you alone determine 

the truthfulness and accuracy of the testirrony of each 

witness. You have to decide whether the witness told the 

truth and was accurate or testified falsely or was mistaken 

or inaccurate. 

It's also up to you to decide what importance to 

give any testinony you accept as truthful and accurate. 

There is no particular fo:rmula for this process of 

evaluation. You have to use your camonsense, use your life 

experience, because all of us frequently decide the 

truthfulness and accuracy of staterrents nade to us by other 

people so the tests and techniques you use in your lives for 

evaluating credibility are equally valid in your function as 

a juror. 
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() 1 It is the quality and not the quantity of the 

2 evidence that controls. So far as the law is concerned, one 

3 witness is sufficient to prove guilt beyond a reasonable 

4 doubt if the jury is so satisfied. And, in other cases, a 

5 jury way look at rrany witnesses and say, still not enough in 

6 terms of sufficiency or credibility to establish all the 

7 elements of a crime. 

8 So, again, the rule is quality not quantity. 

9 Use the same tests in evaluating the testimony of 

10 law enforcement officials as you use for any other witness. 

11 The mere fact that a witness is in law enforcement or 

12 associated with the district attorney's office does not mean 

) 13 that his or her testinony should be afforded any greater or 

14 any lesser weight than that of any other witness. 

15 I'm going to mention some possible considerations 

16 in your credibility evaluation but understand these are only 

17 suggestions. Whether or not a factor is present, what 

18 impact it has, if any, up to you to decide and you're 

19 certainly not limited to the factors I mention. Apply any 

20 of the camonsense tests you use in your everyday lives to 

21 make important decisions. 

22 So you could ask yourselves, did the witness have 

23 an adequate opfX)rtunity to see or hear the events about 

24 which he or she testified? 

25 What was the witness' ability to recall the 
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() 1 events? 

2 Did the witness' account seem likely to be true? 

3 Was the witness' testimony consistent or 

4 inconsistent with other evidence? 

5 If there are inconsistencies, consider whether 

6 they were significant, related to irrportant facts, or the 

7 kind of minor inconsistency you vvould naturally expect fran 

8 various witnesses to the same events? 

9 Are there any factors in the witness' background, 

10 training, education, or experience which affect the 

11 believability of his or her testimony? 

12 DJes the witness have a bias, hostility or sare 

) 13 other attitude which influenced his or her testilIDI1Y or 

14 somehow affected the truthfulness of the witness' testilIDI1Y? 

15 You have the right to consider any witness' 

16 character as it bears on whether he or she is likely to lie 

17 on the stand. So in this regard you nay consider whether a 

18 witness has been convicted of a crirre or has engaged in 

19 criminal conduct and this is relevant to credibility because 

20 it nay shCM a willingness and or an inclination on the 

21 witness' part to put his own interests ahead of those of 

22 society and in terms of credibility that vvould be to violate 

23 the oath to tell the truth the witness took in this 

24 courtrocm. Though you are not required to reject the 

25 testimony of a witness with a conviction or accept the 
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1 testirronyof an apparently law-abiding witness, but it is a 

2 factor you may consider. 

3 Did the witness have a rrotive to lie? Did that 

4 rrotive affect truthfulness? 

5 Was there no apparent rrotive to lie? 

6 Did the witness hope for or expect any benefit for 

7 testifying or for testifying in a certain way? 

8 In deterrrd.ning the credibility of any witness, you 

9 have the right to consider whether the witness has any bias 

10 or prejudice for or against any party, and similarly, you 

11 may consider whether a witness has an interest in the 

12 outcome of the trial. 

13 Of course a defendant is an interested witness. 

14 He has a primary interest in the outcome of the trial. 

15 Evidence that a witness made a prior staterrent 

16 inoonsistent with his or her testirrony at trial may be used 

17 only to irrpeach credibility, in other \NOrds, you are to 

18 consider the inconsistency and what effect it has on 

19 credibility. 

20 In general, out of court staterrents are not 

21 evidence in chief, that is evidence which shows what 

22 happened or on which you may rest a guilty verdict. The 

23 question of whether a prior staterrent is inconsistent, the 

24 effect of any inconsistency you find on the witness' 

25 credibility, again questions of fact for you to determine. 
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1 If you find a witness has deliberately testified 

2 falsely as to a material fact then the effect an credibility 

3 is up to you to detennine. You have the right to rej ect all 

4 of that witness' testirrony or sinply disregard the 

5 untIUthful portions and accept only what you find to be 

6 tIUthful. 

7 We now come to the basic principles of law that 

8 apply to all criminal trials: The presurrptian of irmocence, 

9 the burden of proof, the requirerrent of proof beyond a 

10 reasooable doubt. 

11 A plea of not guilty requires the People to prove 

12 guilt beyond a reasooable doubt. So the defendant is 

13 presurred irmocent and you must find him not guilty unless 

14 you find that the credible evidence at this trial 

15 establishes his guilt beyond a reasooable doubt. You take 

16 the presurrption with you into the jury roan and you start 

17 your deliberations by presuming defendant's innocence. The 

18 cloak of the presurrption falls fran him only if the evidence 

19 that you accept and you believe convinces you of guilt 

20 beyond a reasooable doubt. 

21 In detennining whether the People have satisfied 

22 their burden of proving guilt beyond a reasooable doubt, you 

23 may consider all of the evidence presented, V\hether 

24 presented by the People or by the defendant. 

25 Remember, hoNever, that even though the defendant 
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1 has presented evidence, the bw::den of proving guilt rerrains 

2 on the People and never shifts to the defense. 

3 The defendant is not required to prove he is not 

4 guilty or to prove anything. To the contrary, the People 

5 have the burden of proving the defendant's guilt beyond a 

6 reasonable doubt. So this rreans that before you can find 

7 the defendant guilty of a crirre, the People must prove, 

8 beyond a reasonable doubt, every elarent of the crirre and 

9 that the defendant ccmnitted it. The burden of proof never 

10 shifts to the defense. If the People fail to prove guilt 

11 beyond a reasonable doubt then you must find the defendant 

12 not guilty. 

13 The law uses the teI111 proof beyond a reasonable 

14 doubt to tell you how strong the evidence must be to permit 

15 a guilty verdict. 

16 Now the law recognizes that in dealing with hurran 

17 affairs there are very few things that we know or can prove 

18 with absolute certainty so the law d.oesn' t require proof 

19 beyond all possible doubt and proof beyond a reasonable 

20 doubt doesn't require that the People prcduce every possible 

21 witness or every possible exhibit. 

22 On the other hand, the standard of proof beyond a 

23 reasonable doubt requires rrore than proof the defendant is 

24 probably guilty. The proof ITU.lst be stronger than that. It 

25 must be proof beyond a reasonable doubt. 
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1 A reasonable doubt is an honest doubt of the 

2 defendant's guilt for which there is a reason/ a reason 

3 based upon the nature and or quality of the evidence. 

4 It's not a fanciful or inaginaIy doubt. It is a 

5 doubt that a reasonable person/ acting in a natter of this 

6 irrportance/ would be likely to entertain because of the 

7 evidence presented or because of sare lack or insufficiency 

8 of naterial/ convincing and or necessary evidence. 

9 In determining whether or not the People have 

10 proved the defendant's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt/ you 

11 must tn3ke a full and fair evaluation of the evidence. 

12 Your verdict must not rest upon outlandish 

13 theories or baseless speculation. Nor nay your verdict nay 

14 be in any way influenced by bias or prejudice or synpathy or 

15 a mere desire to end deliberations or a mere desire to avoid 

16 the unpleasant and difficult duty of retl.lll1ing a verdict 

17 that will tn3ke one party or another unhappy. 

18 Each juror must consider/ weigh/ and carefully 

19 review the evidence and decide which evidence you accept 1S 

20 credible. 

21 'The next duty of each of you is to detennine as to 

22 each count whether you have a reasonable doubt. If you then 

23 find that the People have not proved guilt beyond a 

24 reasonable doubt/ as I've just defined it/ you must find the 

25 defendant not guilty of that crirre and acquit. 
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() 1 If, on the other hand, you are satisfied that the 

2 People have proved the defendant's guilt, beyond a 

3 reasonable doubt, then you must find the defendant guilty of 

4 that charge. 

5 I'm going to turn Il0N to the definition of the 

6 charges in the case. One second, vva.ter break. 

7 There are only a few definitions as wany of the 

8 counts charge the same offense as allegedly carmitted 

9 against a different victim and or on a different date. 

10 Your verdict sheet lists for you the chaIges you 

11 are to consider with notations as to the date and or the 

12 alleged victim. These notations are only for the purpose of 

) 13 helping you distinguish one count fran the other. 'They are 

14 proof of nothing. 

15 Also you'll note that the charges are not 

16 sequentially numbered. Draw no inference fran that. I just 

17 eliminated sare of the counts for the sake of sirrplifying 

18 your job so that you don't have to do it. 

19 Now the first two counts charge Identity 'Theft In 

20 the Second Degree under slightly different theories. 

21 A person is guilty of Identity 'Theft in the Second 

22 Degree t..Ilhen he knowingly, and with intent to defraud, 

23 asSLUreS the identity of another person by presenting himself 

24 as that other person, or by acting as that other person or 

25 by using personal identifying inforrration of that other 
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person, and thereby ccmnits or atterrpts to ccmnit a felony. 

So the object felony alleged with respect to Count 

1 is Scherre to Defraud in the First Degl:ee and the obj ect 

felony with respect to Count 2 is Falsifying Business 

Records in the First Degree. And I'll start to define all 

of those terms for you. 

A person k:rJo..vingly assurres the identity of another 

person vJhen that person is aware that he has assurred the 

identity of that other person. 

Intent means conscious obj ecti ve or pmpose. 

A person acts with the intent to defraud vJhen his 

conscious objective or purpose is to deceive or trick 

another with intent to deprive that person of his or her 

right or in sare rranner to do him or her an injury. 

The word defraud to give you a dictionary 

definition means to practice fraud, to cheat or trick, to 

deprive a person of property or any interest or right by 

fraud, deceit, or artifice. So the meaning of fraud both in 

its legal usage and in its canmn usage is the sarre, a 

deliberately planned purpose and intent to cheat, or 

deceive, or unlawfully deprive sareone of sare advantage, 

benefit, or property. 

To defraud is to intentionally use. 

Dishonest means to deprive another person of their 

property or to imperil their rights or interest. 
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1 Each charge that you are to consider requires the 

2 proof beyond a reasonable doubt of a specific intent or 

3 intents and I'm going to detail them as I define the 

4 charges. 

5 For exarrple, the charge is criminal impersonation 

6 charges require the intentional impersonation of an actual 

7 person and the intent to obtain a benefit or injure or 

8 defraud another. 

9 The aggravated harassrrent charges require the 

10 intent to annoy, harass, or alarm the designated victim. 

11 Let Ire do a little aside here. 

12 There have been nurreraus references during this 

13 trial to the First Amendment, to free academic discussion, 

14 to parcdy, which for a dictionary definition is the close 

15 imitation of the style of an author or a work for ccmic 

16 effect or in ridicule, and to satire, which is a form of 

17 huror where a writer tries to nake the reader have a 

18 negative opinion of another by laughing at that person or 

19 naking that person seem ridiculous or foolish, and the like. 

20 Now in this country as I'm sure you all know, we 

21 zealously protect the right to speak freely, whether under 

22 one's 0<Nl.1. narre or anonyrrously, or even under a fake narre, or 

23 a pseudonym. We zealously protect that right whether the 

24 speech is correct or incorrect, truthful or not, dercgatory 

25 or positive. 
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1 So focusing for the rrarent on the criminal 

2 inpersonation charges, without the intent to deceive or 

3 defraud as to the source of the speech with the intent to 

4 reap a benefit from that deceit, there is no crime. 

5 So, in other \.lOrds, Tina Fey is free to keep doing 

6 her farrous Sarah Palin imitation without the danger of 

7 criminal inpersonation. 

8 SWORN JUROR: I don't take notes as quickly as 

9 you're speaking. Those definitions, do we get a copy of 

10 those? 

11 'THE COURT: No. You ask me and I'll give it to 

12 you again. I'll t:r:y to SlCMl dCMI1. 

13 NCMl as I said, we have freedcm of speech but \.lOrds 

14 can be the tools by which crimes are carrnitted, as, for ve:r:y 

15 obvious exarrple, When a robber says, Your rroney or your 

16 life, the First Arrendrrent doesn't protect that. Words by a 

17 means which this person threatens you to take your property 

18 or Bernie Madoff' s fraud, in large part was nade with \.lOrds. 

19 So the questions for you are not the legal issues 

20 of freedan of speech under the First Arrendrrent to the United 

21 States Constitution, but rather 1Ahether the elerrents of a 

22 charged crime have been proved. beyond a reasonable doubt. 

23 So what a person intends is the operation of his 

24 mind. We're not mind readers. There is no special device 

25 or technique to detemline the mind' s operations directly so 
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1 you have to look at all the circumstances, the entire 

2 context as you find the credible evidence establishes, and 

3 then use your camonsense and your life experience, just as 

4 you do in your every day lives, to draw inferences, to reach 

5 conclusions about the purpose with which another person 

6 acted. 

7 NaN intent and rroti ve aren't the SanE. JVbti ve is 

8 the reason vvhy a person acts. Sare reasons can be gcx:d, it 

9 can be bad. It can be rational or it can be irrational. 

10 It's not the element of a crime. 

11 But, on the other hand, if you find credible 

12 evidence shaNing rroti ve, the reason a person acts, the vvhy, 

13 

14 

obviously can bear on what the person wants to acccnplish. 

Just like the absence of rroti ve rray be sarething 

15 you rray consider to establish lack of criminal intent. The 

16 absence or presence of rrotive is sirrply a factor to be 

17 considered in detennining vvhether a specific intent has been 

18 proved beyond a reasonable doubt. 

19 There are lTElIlY other factors you rray wish to 

20 consider in detennining vvhether the evidence establishes the 

21 requisite intent beyond a reasonable doubt. 

22 For exanple, what if anything the evidence shaNs 

23 that the defendant did or said before the event, during it, 

24 and afteIWards? 

25 What were the nature and rranner of the defendant's 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior court Reporter 

JA0957



'\ 
) 

1283 

PRCCEEDIN3S 

1 acts? 

2 What were the natural and probable consequences of 

3 his acts? 

4 You have the right to conclude, if you consider it 

5 factually appropriate under all of the circumstances, that 

6 the defendant intended the natural and probable consequences 

7 of his acts. 

8 In the final analysis, whether or not the Pecple 

9 have proved to your satisfaction beyond a reasonable doubt 

10 whether the defendant acted with the intent required for the 

11 cannission of the crirre is a question of fact for you, the 

12 jury, to be decided on the basis of all of the evidence III 

13 the case. 

14 Personal identifying information as it applies 

15 here rreans a person's narre, address, telephone number, date 

16 of birth, driver's license number, social security number, 

17 place of employment, et cetera. 

18 A felony Scherre to Defraud is cannitted when a 

19 person engages in a scherre constituting a systerratic ongoing 

20 course of conduct with the intent to defraud rrore than one 

21 person or to obtain property fran rrore than one person by 

22 false of fraudulent representations, and so obtains property 

23 with a value in excess of $1,000 fran one or rrore such 

24 person at least one of Whan is identified. 

25 NON' in the definition that's given the cannission 
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1 or the attempted commission of a felony, so you need to know 

2 that this felony is attempted When a person intends to 

3 commit the crirre, intending to defraud and to obtain 

4 property worth rrore than $1,000 fran one or rrore persons, 

5 and comes dangerously close to doing so. 

6 A person is guilty of falsifying business records 

7 you see I said I will go slower and I'm tripping over my 

8 words, sony . 

9 A person is guilty of falsifying business records 

10 as a felony when he nBkes or causes a false entI}' in the 

11 business records of an enterprise, and When his intent to 

12 defraud includes an intent to commit another crirre 

13 specifically here Criminal Irrpersanation in the Second 

14 Degree or ForgeI}' in the Third Degree, or to aid or to 

15 conceal the commission thereof. 

16 So, again, a person attempts to falsify business 

17 records When he intends to do so and comes dangerously close 

18 to succeeding. 

19 Broadly speaking, the People's theoI}' here is that 

20 the defendant sought to falsify business records of NYU. 

21 So in order for you to find the defendant guilty 

22 of this crirre, the People are required to prove fran all of 

23 the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt each of the following 

24 four elements: 

25 One, that fran on or about July 1st of 2008 to 
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() 1 December 31st of 2008 in the county of New York, the 

2 defendant assurred the identity of lawrence Schiffrren by" 

3 using his narre. 

4 Two, that the defendant did so knONingly and with 

5 the intent to defraud. 

6 'Three, that the defendant thereby ccmnitted or 

7 atterrpted to ccmnit a felony, Scherre to Defraud as to Count 

8 1; Falsifying Business Records as to Count 2. 

9 If you find the People have proved. all of these 

10 elerrents beyond a reasonable doubt as to a count you must 

11 find the defendant guilty of the crirre. 

12 If you find that the People have not proved. any 

) 13 one or rrnre of the elerrents of the crirre, you must find the 

14 defendant not guilty of that charge. 

15 This rule is true as to each count so I won't keep 

16 repeating it, all the elerrents must be proved. beyond a 

17 reasonable doubt for a verdict of guilt. A reasonable doubt 

18 as to any one or rrnre of the elerrents requires a verdict of 

19 not guilty. 

20 Counts 3, 40, and 48 charges Aggravated Harassrrent 

21 in the Second Degree against lawrence Schiffrren, Stephen 

22 Goranson, and Robert Caxgill respectfully. 

23 A person is guilty of Aggravated Harassrrent in the 

24 Second Degree when with intent to harass, annoy, threaten, 

25 or alann another person, he camumicates with a person 
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1 anonyrrously or otherwise, by telephone, telegraph, nail, or 

2 any other foun of written cannunication, in a m:mner likely 

3 to cause annoyance or alarm. 

4 In order to find the defendant guilty of this 

5 crirre, the People nust prove beyond a reasonable doubt the 

6 following two elements: 

7 As to Count 3, that on or about August 1st to 

8 December 31st of 2008 in the county of New York, the 

9 defendant cannunicated anonyrrousl y or otherwise by any foun 

10 of written cannunication, in a rranner likely to cause 

11 annoyance or alarm to Dr. Schiffrran. 

12 And, two, that the defendant did so with the 

13 intent to harass, annoy, threaten, or alarm Dr. Schiffrran. 

14 Count 40, relates to the period from July 1st to 

15 December 31st of 2008, the alleged victim is Stephen 

16 Goranson. 

17 Gaunt 48, is the period from June 1st of 2007 to 

18 March 1st of 2009 and the alleged victim is Robert cargill. 

19 Of course the elements are the sarre and you have 

20 this on your verdict sheet, you don't have to merrorize it. 

21 Criminal Irrpersonation in the Second Degree and we 

22 have a lists of counts here 5, 7, 10, 13, 16, 19, 23, 25, 

23 29, 33, 37, 42, 44, 46, and 50 charge Criminal Irrpersonation 

24 in the Second Degree under the theory that the defendant 

25 intentionally irrpersonated an actual person. 
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1 

2 

A person is guilty of Criminal Irrpersonation in 

the Second Degree vv.hen he knowingly irrpersonates a specific 

3 other person and acts in such assured character with intent 

4 to obtain a benefit or to injure or defraud another. 

5 A benefit rreans any gain or advantage to the 

6 beneficiary and includes any gain or advantage to a third 

7 person pursuant to the desire or consent of the beneficiary. 

8 Any gain or advantage to the beneficiary including any gain 

9 or advantage to a third person pursuant to the desire or 

10 consent of the beneficiary. 

11 In order for you to find the defendant guilty of 

12 this crirre, the People must prove beyond a reasonable doubt 

l3 the following three elements: 

14 One, that on or about the date or dates specified 

15 in the cotmty of New York, the defendant knowingly 

16 irrpersonated another real person. 

17 Tho, that the defendant acted in such assured 

18 character with the intent to obtain a benefit or to injure 

19 or defraud another. I guess I can't cotmt because I keep 

20 saying the wrong nunber of elements. So it's the knowing 

21 irrpersonation and the intent to obtain a benefit or to 

22 injure or defraud another. 

23 Forgery in the Third Degree and that's Count 8, 

24 11, 14, 17, 20, 27, 31, 35, 39, and 47 charge Forgery in the 

25 Third Degree. 
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1 A person is guilty of Forgery in the Third Degree 

2 when, with the intent to defraud, deceive, or injure 

3 another, he falsely rrBk.es, ccnpletes, or alters a written 

4 instrurrent . 

5 A written instrurrent means any instrurrent or 

6 article, including carputer data, containing written or 

7 printed rratter, or the egui valent thereof, used for the 

8 pw::pose of reciting, eml::x:dying, conveying, or recording 

9 infomation which is capable of being used to the advantage 

10 or disadvantage of sare person. 

11 A person falsely rrakes a written instrurrent vvhen 

12 he rrakes or draws a written instrurrent, which pw::ports to be 

) 13 an authentic creation of its ostensible rraker or drawer, but 

14 which is not such either because the ostensible rraker or 

15 drawer is fictitious or because, if real, he or she did not 

16 authorize the rraking or drawing thereof. 

17 So we have two elerrents: 

18 One, that on or about the date or dates specified 

19 in the COlll1ty of New York, the defendant falsely rrade, 

20 completed, or altered a written instrurrent. 

21 And, second, that the defendant did so with the 

22 intent to defraud, deceive, or injure another. 

23 Finally, COlll1t 51 charges Uhauthorized use of a 

24 Catputer. 

25 A person is guilty of unauthorized use of a 
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carputer when he knowingly uses, causes to be used, or 

accesses a carputer, carputer service, or carputer network 

without authorization. 

The People I s theory of lack of authorization in 

this case is that the defendant used the NYU carputer to 

carmit a crirre in violation of the terms of use. 

The People must prove beyond a reasonable doubt 

that the defendant had no reasonable grounds to believe that 

he had authorization to use the carputer for the purpose. 

A carputer rreans a device or group of devices 

which, by rranipulation of electronic, rragnetic, optical, or 

electrochemical irrpulses, pursuant to a carputer program, 

can automatically perform arithmetic, logical, storage or 

retrieval operations with or on carputer data, and it 

includes any connected or directly related device, 

equipment, or facility which enables such computer to store, 

retrieve, or camnmicate to or fran a person, another 

carputer or another device the results of carputer 

operations, carputer programs, or carputer data. 

Carputer service rreans any and all services 

provided by or through the facilities of any carputer 

camnmication system allOlVing the input, output, 

examination, or transfer, of carputer data or ccnputer 

programs fran one computer to another. 

Carputer network rreans the interconnection of 
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hardwire or wireless canrunication lines with a carputer 

through rerrote tenninals, or a carplex consisting of two or 

rrore intercormected carputers. 

Access means to instruct, canrunicate with, store 

data in, retrieve fran, or otherwise rrake use of any 

resources of a carputer physically, directly, or by 

electronic means. 

Without authorization means to use or to access a 

carputer, carputer service, or a ccn:puter network without 

the pennission of the owner or lessor or sareone licensed or 

pri vilegecl. by the owner or lessor where the actor knew his 

use or access was without pennission. 

So three elerrents: 

One, that on or about July I, 2008 to March 1st of 

'09 in the county of New York, the defendant used, or 

accessed a ccn:puter, ccn:puter service, or carputer network 

without authorization. 

'IINo, that the defendant did so knewing he had no 

pennission for the use, in that he used the carputer, 

ccn:puter service, or ccn:puter network to ccmnit a crime or 

crimes. 

And, three, that the defendant did not have 

reasonable grounds to believe that he had authorization to 

use carputer for a criminal purpose. 

D:> we need to speak before I conclude? 
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MR. KUBY: Only reiterate the rratters what were 

reiterated earlier l Judge. 

THE CDURT: Thank you. We'll take that as read. 

So your verdict m.JSt be unanirrous and it m.JSt also 

represent the considered judgrrent of each juror. 

It is your duty as jurors I to be open minded l to 

consult with one another l and to deliberate with a goal of 

reaching an agrearent. Each of you m.JSt decide the case for 

yourself but only after an inpartial consideration of the 

evidence with your fellow jurors. 

In the course of your discussions I constantly 

examine and re-examine your views. Change your opinion if 

you are convinced it's erroneous but don't give up your 

views as to the weight and effect of the evidence sirrply 

because your views differ fran the opinions of your fellow 

jurors or only to reach a verdict. 

You are each a judge of the facts. It's your duty 

to use your best efforts to reach a unanirrous decision I if 

at all rossiblel as to whether or not the evidence 

establishes guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. 

We can have the juxy retire. 

I need the alternates to get their propertYI if 

anYI in the juxy ro:::m and return to the oaurtro:::m l please. 

(The jury retired to the jury room to 

consider their verdict and commence 
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deliberations. ) 

(Time noted: 12:46 p.m.) 

MR.. KUBY: My cryptic reference on the record 

4 obviously was to the repeat of my earlier objections and my 

5 objection to the court overruling my proposed language. 

6 Thank you. 

7 (Alternates entering.) 

8 THE mrnr: So, folks, you way well ask Why I rrade 

9 you listen to ne when you're not going to get to deliberate 

10 because I am going to discharge you at this tine. 

11 Well, the answer is, number one, it's tradition 

12 and, number two, since you've been here for three weeks you 

l3 might as well know the details of the law that covers the 

14 case just, I don't know, for your edification, like it or 

15 not. 

16 You know a lot of tines we do need to use our 

17 alternates. We were a little worried which is why we picked 

18 so wany of you and I know you attended very faithfully and a 

19 lot of you took notes and it was very inconvenient and 

20 eve:rybcdy appreciates it and you are free to discuss or not 

21 discuss this case with whenever you like, up to you, 

22 entirely your choice but we do thank you. 

23 You are free to get your hmch which has been 

24 ordered for you and waybe we can give you a place in the 

25 witness rcx.m to have it, if you feel like staying. 
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1 You are free to call us and check on what happened 

2 although I think it will be reported in the press lIDSt 

3 likely and any other questions? No. I do thank you. 

4 (Alternates excused.) 

5 JVIR. KOBY: Judge, do you have than deliberate past 

6 five o'clock at night? 

7 THE COURT: I think there's at least one juror vvho 

8 has child care issues but I usually let than within reason 

9 make their 0NI1 decision on that subject. Saretin:es they 

10 think they can finish and they're wrong and they get 

11 exhausted. 

12 

13 

* * * 
THE COURT: case on trial. Counsel and the 

14 defendant are present. The jurors are not present. 

15 The first note sent in by the jurors asked for 

16 exhibits 60-A through C and all the e-rrail binders. It was 

17 at one o'clock. I directed that they should have those. 

18 Then the other notes vvhich evaybcdy has had a 

19 chance to read ask for a definition of falsifying business 

20 records and a read back of JVJr. Baniller's SLmn3.tions re 

21 exhibits to rratch up to the counts. We want Criminal 

22 Irrpersonation in the Second Degree defined and define 

23 Forgery in the Third Degree. 

24 

25 

JVIR. BREITBART: Is that a fourth note, Judge? 

THE mURT: No, just three. '!he third note has 
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two requests. 

MR. BREITBART: I didn't see that one al::xJut 

3 forgery. 

4 THE COURT: Okay, you want to see it again. 

5 MR. BREITBART: Okay. 

6 THE COURT: You may, you don't have to take my 

7 word for it. 

8 (Published to counsel.) 

9 THE COURT: I think: with regard to the read back: 

10 of Mr. Bandler's surrrration, vvhile I can do that but it would 

11 be better for rre to read the COlli1ts and the exhibit number. 

12 That's 1IVhat I want to do. I can read to the jurors 1IVhat 

13 exhibit number go to vvhich COlli1tS. 

14 MR. BREITBART: I think: they should be advised 

15 that they can't have the surrrration read back:. 

16 THE COURT: Well, they can have the surrrration read 

17 back:. It's in the Court's discretion. I just rather not. 

18 If you don't want rre to go through the COlli1tS and the 

19 exhibits that the People say go to them then --

20 MR. KUBY: lYIay I just converse, your Honor? 

21 (Defense counsels conferring.) 

22 MR. KUBY: As to that we' 11 go to plan B. 

23 

24 

25 

THE COURT: Plan B is being rre? 

MR. KUBY: Yes. 

THE COURT: Plan Berk:rren. 
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MR.. RUBY: Yes, which was originally plan A before 

I objected. 

THE CDURI': Right. 

MR.. RUBY: Right, correct. 

THE CDURT: And with regard to the definitions, my 

usual practice is just to do the short form, just a shcrt 

form definition to tell them if they vvant the terms inside 

defined they can ask. Ire. 

MR.. RUBY: That's fine. 

THE COURT: I think. they just vvant the short form. 

MR.. BANDLER.: I wrote in red the exhibits that 

pertains to each count. 

THE COURT: Okay, do you vvant to show it to 

counsel. 

(Published to counsel.) 

MR.. BANDLER.: I just note that in the laptop which 

the j"LITY d.oesn' t have yet but if they vvanted it, the e-rrails 

that are charged as separate counts are also contained in a 

separate folder. 

THE COURT: Is that an exhibit? 

MR.. BANDLER.: They are exhibits but it's just 

sorted a little differently. They're grouped together in 

one folder. 

THE CDURT: Guess counsel has to lcok at them 

because I like to send them a clean copy so they can look at 
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1 

2 

the videotape. 

MR. KDBY: I don' t think. that it's necessary to 

3 point that out to the jury. They want to know the exhibits 

4 that's corresponding and we're doing the specific e-nail. 

5 THE COURT: I'm not pointing out anything. He was 

6 pointing it out to Ire so I was just trying to give him a 

7 head's up if they ask to view the staterrent 1Aill.ch they nay 

8 or nay not do. 

9 And there are no exhibit numbers 1Aill.ch you said 

10 relate to Oounts 1 and 2? 

11 MR. BANDLER.: There are but I indicate a lot so I 

12 think. my thought is that they wrlerstand it's the totality 

13 of the evidence as to those counts. 

14 THE COURT: So I'll just tell them as to those 

15 counts there wasn't a specific number for them to lock, 

16 correct? 

17 MR. BANDLER.: Right. Obviously each exhibit is 

18 not the sale exclusive proof for each count, just to point 

19 them to the particular act. 

20 

21 

THE COURT: Are we ready for the jury? 

MR. KDBY: We are, Judge. 

22 can you just tell Ire haw you will fonnulate what 

23 Mr. Bandler just said as to the exhibit numbers for Oounts 1 

24 and 2? 

25 THE COURT: And as well as the aggmvated 
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1 harassrent counts as well do not have specifics numbers. 

2 MR. BANDLER.: Nor does the last count. 

3 If I could just note for the record when I was 

4 completing my case I had had an exhibit for Miss Briglia to 

5 testify to to simplify what count was what but at that point 

6 when we had the jrny verdict sheet, the exhibits were an it 

7 and Mr. Kuby had consented to it. It was only after the 

8 People rested that Mr. Kuby objected to the exhibit numbers 

9 being an it so I was not able to put in that piece of 

10 evidence which V\lOUld have simplified these things for the 

11 jrny. 

12 THE COURT: All right, there you go, V\lOUld of, 

13 

14 

could of, should of. Let's forget about it. 

MR. KUBY: I'm sorry, I don't recall addressing 

15 the verdict sheet and I didn't address it until recently and 

16 I'm certainly not in any way mean to sandbag Mr. Bandler but 

17 I V\lOUld have objected to that exhibit anyway to simplify the 

18 counts for the jrny as a piece of evidence because I 

19 consider that oral argrnent unless when it cares frcm you. 

20 THE COURT: Are you dane? 

21 

22 

23 Judge? 

MR. KUBY: Yes. 

MR. BREITBARr': Hatv llBIlY binders are going in, 

24 THE COURT: How many binders went in, Pat? 

25 COURT CLERK: Exhibit 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 
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1 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 

2 40. 

3 Sare of the binders have two exhibits in them so 

4 those are the exhibits that went in aside fran 60-A, B, C. 

5 MR. BREITBARI': They went in already? 

6 TIlE COURT: Yes. 

7 MR. BREITBART: I thought we agreed that nothing 

8 was going to go in W1less we had all agreed to it. You had 

9 asked that and we did not consent to anything going in until 

10 it was shown to counsel first. 

11 TIlE COURT: Then I apolc:gize, counsel, but my 

12 understanding was that you wanted to put on the record and I 

l3 did not want the jury to spend an hour without them or an 

14 hour and a half without them. 

15 MR. BREITBARI': On the contra:r:y, what we wanted 

16 was an opportunity to see that the exhibits that were sent 

17 in confonred. to the request by the jurors. 

18 TIlE CDURT: Well, you just heard so did it not 

19 confm:m? 

20 MR. BREITBART: I don't know W1less I look at 

21 them. I don't know what went in. I know what numbers went 

22 in. I don't know what went in. Objection, your Honor. 

23 CDURT CLERK: Would you like Ire to read the narres 

24 of the exhibits that went in or would you like to see the 

25 exhibit list? 
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MR.. BREITBART: Yes, I vvould like to see it. 

(Published to counsel.) 

THE COURT: Okay, if I can read my writing I will 

4 say rather than read back Mr. Bandler' s sWTIBtion, I will 

5 list the exhibit Mr. Bandler specifically referred to in his 

6 closing as to various counts. A number of counts rests on 

7 nurrerous exhibits so there will be no specific nurriber 

8 supplied. Okay? 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

MR.. KDBY: Yes. 

(JillY entering.) 

COURT CLERK: The jillY has entered and is seated. 

THE COURT: Okay, so let's see, we sent in the 

exhibits and then the next note you wanted read back of the 

14 definition of falsifying business records and read back fran 

15 Mr. Bandler' s SWTIBtion regarding the counts and the 

16 exhibits that match up and then a definition of Criminal 

17 IIq)ersonation in the Second Degree and Forgery in the Third 

18 Degree and I knc:x.v you just sent out another request for a 

19 definition but I want to consult with counsel first and 

20 maybe you're asking for too much at once. It will be easier 

21 one at a titre but you can tell tre. I'll send you back into 

22 the roan, if you want it right away that will be fine, too. 

23 So let tre start with the request for the 

24 sWTIBtion. Rather than read back fran SWTIBtions, at this 

25 point I'm going to list the exhibits Mr. Bandler 
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1 specifically referred to in his closing as to various of the 

2 cOLIDtS. 

3 I should say that a number of the COLIDtS rests on, 

4 according to his argurent, nurrerous exhibits so there 1A7aS no 

5 and there will be no specific number supplied as to those 

6 cOLIDtS. 

7 So Cbunt 5, exhibit 60. 

8 COLIDtS 7 and 8, exhibit 10-E. 

9 Cbunts 10 and 11, 10-1. 

10 13 and 14, 10-M, M as in Mary. 

11 16 and 17, 10-L as in Linda. 

12 19 and 20, 10-R. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

23, 60. 

25 and 27, 12-B as in boy. 

29 and 31, 12-N as in Nancy. 

33 and 35, 12-P as in Peter. 

37 and 38, 12-ZZ. 

42 and 44, 60. 

46 and 47, 14-A as in apple. 

And 50 is exhibit 60. 

Falsifying business records. What I'm going to do 

22 is give you the short form without all the fcotnotes and 

23 definitions, Okay. 

24 A person is guilty of falsifying business records 

25 as a felony when he makes or causes a false entry in the 
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business records of an enterprise, and \Nhen his intent to 

defraud includes an intent to carrnit another crirre 

specifically as charged here, Criminal Irrpersonation in the 

Second Degree or Forgery in the Third Degree, or to aid or 

conceal the carrnission thereof. SlOAT enough. 

Criminal Irrpersonation in the Second Degree, a 

person is guilty of Criminal Irrpersonation in the Second 

Degree vvhen he knowingly irrpersonates a specific other 

person, other real person, I should say, and acts in such 

assun:ed character with intent to obtain a benefit or to 

injure or defraud another. 

A person is guilty of Forgery in the Third Degree 

vvhen, with the intent to defraud, deceive, or injure 

another, he falsely itBkes, crnpletes, or alters a written 

inst:rurent. 

So let rre send you ba.ck. in and send rre a note if 

you want the other definition right away otherwise I I 11 wait 

for your command. 

(The jury retired to the jury room to 

continue their deliberations.) 

(Time noted: 2: 47 p. m.) 

THE COURT: The latest note this is Court exhibit 

IX, ask for a definition of Aggravated Harassrrent in the 

Second Degree. 

Maybe you better show it to Mr. Breitbart since he 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0976



) 

1 

2 

PRCCEEDIN3S 

never believes me. 

(Published to defense counsel.) 

3 * * * 

1302 

4 THE CDURT: case on trial. Counsel and the 

5 defendant are present. 'The jurors are not present. 

6 I have Court exhibit X where they ask for all 

7 e-rrail charts and then they say exarrple and they have a 

8 picture but it's an exarrple complied by Briglia so it looks 

9 like they want all e-rrail charts to me. 

10 

11 

lYlR. KIlBY: Okay. 

THE CDURT: case on trial. 'The defendant and 

12 counsel are present. The jurors are not yet present. They 

13 have, just limiting myself to substantive rratters, they've 

14 asked for the aggravated harassment definition so I think we 

15 agreed but I think it was off the record that I would read 

16 back the definition previously. 

17 lYlR. KIlBY: Correct. 

18 THE CDURT: So shall we bring in the jurors. 

19 (Jury entering.) 

20 CDURT CLERK: The jurors have entered and is being 

21 seated. 

22 THE CDURT: Okay, let me just say as a 

23 housekeeping rratter, we've ordered your coffee so I'm 

24 assuming you want to stay after five but your wish is my 

25 command. 
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Well, it's 4:25, you tell rre within reason. 

SWJRN JUROR: Right now we're feeling up to 

TIlE COURT: Whatever. It's none of my business 

5 and I've never been rrm:ried so optimism is not high in my 

6 list. That old expression the triurrph of hope aver 

7 experience, so it's really up to you. You let rre knOlN 

8 within reason because if you're looking too pale and tired, 

9 I don't want you to be rushing along, this is too irrportant. 

10 So you've asked for the definition of aggravated 

11 harassrrent. 

12 A person is guilty of Aggravated Harassrrent in the 

13 Second degree when, with intent to harass, armoy, threaten, 

14 or alarm another person, he ccxrmunicates with a person 

15 anonyrrously or otherwise by telephone, telegraph, nail, or 

16 any other fonn of written cam1Lll1.ication, in a rranner likely 

17 to cause annoyance or alarm. 

18 So the intent to harass, armoy, threaten, or 

19 alarm, or cam1Lll1.icate in writing and in a rranner likely to 

20 cause armoyance or alarm. 

21 The jury nay retire and I stand at your service. 

22 (The jury retired to the jury room to 

23 continue their deliberations.) 

24 (Time noted: 4:32 p.m.) 

25 MR. KUBY: Just so the reoord is clear, my 
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1 agreerrent that that is what the court should do is without 

2 prejudice to my original and repeated disagreerrent with the 

3 fact that I disagree with that charge but clearly given the 

4 charge you gave, your conduct in repeating it was totally 

5 appropriate. 

6 * * * 
7 TIlE COURT: case on trial. Counsel and the 

8 defendant are present. '!he jurors are not yet present. 

9 They have sent us a note that they've reached a verdict. 

10 Shall we bring them in and take the verdict, 

11 please. 

12 (Jury entering.) 

13 COURT CLERK: The jury has entered and is properly 

14 seated. 

15 Will the foreperson please rise. 

16 Has the jury reached a verdict? 

17 SWORN JUROR: We have. 

18 COURT CLERK: M3.dam foreperson, hON do you say to 

19 the first cooot of the indictrrent charging the defendant, 

20 Raphael GoTh, under indictrrent nmber 2721 of 2009 with the 

21 crirre of Identity '!heft in the Second Degree, do you find 

22 the defendant guilty or not guilty? 

23 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

24 COURT CLERK: And as to the second count of that 

25 indictrrent charging the defendant with the crirre of Identity 
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1 Theft in the Second Degree! how do you find the defendant! 

2 guilty or not guilty? 

3 ffilDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

4 COURT CLERK: As to the third count of that 

5 indictrrent charging the defendant with the crirre of 

6 Aggravated Harassrrent in the Second Degree! how do you find 

7 the defendant! guilty or not guilty? 

8 ffilDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

9 CDURT CLERK: As to Count 5 of the indictrrent 

10 charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

11 Irrp=rsanation in the Second Degree! how do you find the 

12 defendant! guilty or not guilty? 

13 ffilDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

14 CDURT CLERK: As to Colmt 7 of the indictrrent 

15 charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

16 Irrp=rsanation in the Second Degree! how do you find the 

17 defendant! guilty or not guilty? 

18 ffilDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

19 CDURT CLERK: As to Count 8 of the indictrrent 

20 charging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

21 Second Degree! how do you find the defendant! guilty or not 

22 guilty? 

23 THE CDURT: Excuse rre! that's third degree! 

24 Patricia. 

25 CDURT CLERK: Sorry! Judge. 
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1 with the crirre of Forgery in the Third Degree, bON 

2 do you find the defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

3 SWJRN JUROR: Guilty. 

4 COURT CLERK: As to Count 10 of the indictrrent 

5 chaJ:ging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

6 Impersonation in the Second Degree, hON do you find the 

7 defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

8 SWJRN JUROR: Guilty. 

9 COURT CLERK: As to Count 11 of the indictrrent 

10 chaJ:ging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

11 Third Degree, bON do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

12 guilty? 

13 SWJRN JUROR: Guilty. 

14 COURT CLERK: As to Count 13 of the indictrrent 

15 chaJ:ging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

16 Impersonation in the Second Degree, hON do you find the 

17 defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

18 SWJRN JUROR: Guilty. 

19 COURT CLERK: As to Count 14 of the indictrrent 

20 chaJ:ging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

21 Third Degree, bON do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

22 guilty? 

23 SWJRN JUROR: Guilty. 

24 COURT CLERK: As to Count 16 of the indictrrent 

25 chaJ:ging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0981



1307 

PROCEEDIN:;S 

( 
.' ') 1 Irrpersonation in the Second Degree, how do you find the 

2 defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

3 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

4 CDURT CLERK: As to COlmt 17 of the indictrrent 

5 charging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

6 Third Degree, haN do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

7 guilty? 

8 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

9 COURT CLERK: As to COllilt 19 of the indictrrent 

10 charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

11 Irrpersonation in the Second Degree, how do you find the 

12 defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

13 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

14 COURT CLERK: As to COlmt 20 of the indictrrent 

15 charging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

16 Third Degree, how do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

l7 guilty? 

18 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

19 COURT CLERK: As to COlmt 23 of the indictrrent 

20 charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

21 Irrpersonation in the Second Degree, how do you find the 

22 defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

23 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

24 CDURT CLERK: As to COlmt 25 of the indictrrent 
\ 

25 charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0982



(~') 1 
, ~ 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

1308 

PROCEEDDiGS 

Impersonation in the Second Degree, hOv\I do you find the 

defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

SIDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

COURT CLERK: As to Count 27 of the indictment 

charging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

'Third Degree, hew do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

guilty? 

SIDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

COURT CLERK: As to Count 29 of the indictment 

charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

Impersonation in the Second Degree, hOv\I do you find the 

defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

SIDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

COURT CLERK: As to Count 31 of the indictment 

charging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 

'Third Degree, hOv\I do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

guilty? 

SIDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

COURT CLERK: As to Count 33 of the indictment 

charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

Impersonation in the Second Degree, hOv\I do you find the 

defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

SIDRN JUROR: Guilty. 

COURT CLERK: As to Count 35 of the indictment 

charging the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the 
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1 Third D:ogree, haw do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

2 guilty? 

3 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

4 CDURT CLERK: As to Count 37 of the indictrrent 

5 charging the defendant with the crirre of Criminal 

6 Inpersonation in the Second D:ogree, haw do you find the 

7 defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

8 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

9 CDURT CLERK: Count 39 of the indictrrent charging 

10 the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the Third D:ogree, 

11 haw do you find the defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

12 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

13 CDURT CLERK: Count 40 of the indictrrent charging 

14 the defendant with the crirre of Agjravated Harassrrent in the 

15 Second D:ogree, haw do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

16 guilty? 

17 SWORN JUROR: Guilty . 

. 18 CDURT CLERK: Count 42 of the indictrrent charging 

19 the defendant with the crirre of Criminal Inpersonation in 

20 the Second D:ogree, haw do you find the defendant, guilty or 

21 not guilty? 

22 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

23 COURT CLERK: Count 44 of the indictrrent charging 

24 the defendant with the crirre of Criminal Inpersonation in 

25 the Second D:ogree, haw do you find the defendant, guilty or 
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1 not guilty? 

2 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

3 COURT CLERK: Count 46 of the indictrrent charging 

4 the defendant with the crirre of Criminal Irrpersonation in 

5 the Second D::gree, hew do you find the defendant, guilty or 

6 not guilty? 

7 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

8 COURT CLERK: Count 47 of the indictrrent charging 

9 the defendant with the crirre of Forgery in the Third D::gree, 

10 hew do you find the defendant, guilty or not guilty? 

11 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

12 COURT CLERK: Count 48 of the indictrrent charging 

13 the defendant with the crirre of Aggravated Harassrrent in the 

14 Second Degree, hew do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

15 guilty? 

16 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

17 COURT CLERK: Count 50 of the indictrrent charging 

18 the defendant with the crirre of Criminal Impersonation in 

19 the Second Degree, haN do you find the defendant, guilty or 

20 not guilty? 

21 SWORN JUROR: Not guilty. 

22 COURT CLERK: And COill1t 51 of the indictrrent 

23 charging the defendant with the crirre of Unauthorized use of 

24 a Ccnputer, haN do you find the defendant, guilty or not 

25 guilty? 
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1 SWORN JUROR: Guilty. 

2 COURT CLERK: Members of the jury, listen to your 

3 verdict as it stands recorded. You and each of you say 

4 through your foreperson that you find the defendant, Raphael 

5 Golb, guilty of Count 1 charging him with the crime of 

6 Identity 'Theft in the Second Degree. Count 2 charging him 

7 with Identity Theft in the Second Degree. Count 3, charging 

8 him with Aggravated Harassment in the Second Degree. Count 

9 5, charging him with Criminal Irrpersonation in the Second 

10 Degree. Count 7, charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

11 Second Degree. Count 8, charging Forgery in the Third 
, 

12 Degree. Count 10, charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

13 Second Degree. Count 11, charging Forgery in the Third 

14 Degree. Count 13, charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

15 Second Degree. Count 14, charging Forgery in the Third 

16 Degree. Count 16, charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

17 Second Degree. Count 17, charging Forgery in the Third 

18 Degree. Count 19, charging Criminal Impersonation in the 

19 Second Degree. Count 20, charging Forgery in the Third 

20 Degree. Count 23, charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

21 Second Degree. Count 25, charging Criminal Irrpersonation in 

22 the Second Degree. Count 27 charging Forgery in the Third 

23 Degree. Count 29 charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

24 Second Degree. Count 31 charging Forgery in the Third 

25 Degree. Count 33 charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 
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1 Second Degree. Count 35 charging Forgery in the Third 

2 Degree. Count 37 charging Criminal Inpersonation in the 

3 Second Degree. Count 39 charging Forgery in the Third 

4 Degree. Count 40 charging Aggravated Harassrrent in the 

5 Second Degree. Count 42 charging Criminal Inpersonation in 

6 the Second Degree. Count 44 charging Criminal irrpersonation 

7 in the Second Degree. Count 46, charging Criminal 

8 Inpersonation in the Second ~ee. Count 47 charging 

9 criminal - - sorry, Count 47 charging Forgery in the Third 

10 Degree. Count 48 charging Aggravated Harassrrent in the 

11 Second Degree. Count 51 charging Unauthorized use of a 

12 Carputer and that you find the defendant not guilty of Count 

13 50, Criminal Inpersonation in the Second Degree and so say 

14 you all. 

15 Would either side like the jury polled? 

16 

17 

lVIR. BREI'IBART: I would like the jury polled. 

COURT CLERK: Juror number one, rna I am, are those 

18 your verdicts? 

19 

20 

SWJRN JUROR: Yes. 

COURT CLERK: Juror number two, slr, are those 

21 your verdicts? 

22 

23 

24 verdicts? 

25 

SWJRN JUROR: Yes. 

COURT CLERK: Juror rrumber 3, sir, are those your 

SWJRN JUROR: Yes. 

Sheila Wesley 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA0987



1313 

PROCEEDIN3S 

(-) 1 COURT CLERK: Juror number four, rra' am, are those 

2 your verdicts? 

3 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

4 COURT CLERK: Juror number five, sir, are those 

5 your verdicts? 

6 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

7 COURT CLERK: Juror number six, rra' am, are those 

8 your verdicts? 

9 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

10 COURT CLERK: Juror number seven, rra ' am, are those 

11 your verdicts? 

12 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 
" 

13 COURT CLERK: Juror number eight, rra 'am, are those \ 
) 

14 your verdicts? 

15 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

16 COURT CLERK: Juror number nine, rra' am, are those 

17 your verdicts? 

18 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

19 COURT CLERK: Juror number ten, sir, are those 

20 your verdicts? 

21 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

22 COURT CLERK: Juror number eleven, rra'am, are 

23 those your verdicts? 

24 SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

25 COURT CLERK: And juror number t\tJelve, are those 
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your verdicts, sir? 

SIDRN JUROR: Yes. 

COURT CLERK: The ju:ry has been polled. 

1 

2 

3 

4 THE COURT: Okay, jurors, thank you. I won't rrake 

5 a speech, I will care in the back: in just a couple of 

6 minutes if you can bear with ne for a few minutes. I won't 

7 keep you long. I k:no\.v you are all anxious to get out. If 

8 we can escort the jurors to the ju:ry rocm. 

9 (Jurors exit courtrocm at 5:30 p.m.) 

10 THE COURT: Mr. Bandler, sir, is there an 

11 application by the People at this tine? 

12 MR. BANDLER.: Increase in bail? 

13 THE COURT: Yes, I don't k:no\.v vvhat other 

14 application you might rrake. You don't have one, you don't 

15 have one. I'm just asking. 

16 

17 

MR. BANDLER.: Not that I'm aware of, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay, November 18th for sentence. 

18 9:30. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

* 

MR. KIJBY: Fine, Judge. Thank you. 

COURT CLERK: 11/18. 

(Proceedings concluded.) 

* * 

I, Sheila Wesley, Senior Court Reporter, of the State of 
New York, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 

rate trans9ript of my stenographic notes. 

e-JtL lAJu~ 
Sheila Wesley 

Senior Court Reporter 
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1 

2 

THE CIERK: Calendar Number 3, Raphael Golb. 

MR. BANDLER: David Bandler, B-A-N-D-L-E-R, for 

3 the People. 

4 Good morning. 

5 MR. BREITBART: For the defendant, Raphael Golb, 

6 David Breitbart, 152 West 57th Street. 

7 MR. KUBY: And Ronald Kuby, K-U-B-Y, 1119 West 

8 23rd Street. 

9 THE COURT: Okay. 

10 I don't have all of the letters in front of me. 

11 My recollection is that Mr. Kuby pointed out that I have 

12 reserved on Count 1 and something else. 

13 MR. KUBY: That you had reserved on Count 1 in 

14 the motion for a trial order of dismissal that we made at 

15 the close of the People's case and that you, in fact, did 

16 not rule on the renewed motion as to all counts that we 

17 made at the conclusion of all the evidence, that's 

18 correct. 

19 

20 

21 

further? 

THE COURT: And did you wish to be heard 

MR. KUBY: No, Judge, we'll rest on our papers and 

22 the record. 

23 

24 

25 

THE COURT: And you, Mr. Bandler? 

MR. BANDLER: Similarly, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay. 
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In that case, I will deny those motions. 

I have another legal question, you protested, Mr. 

Kuby, in your last correspondence, to, I guess the third 

condition that the People suggested, and so I assume it's 0 

that you have your objection to? 

MR. KUBY: That's correct. 

I first have a question about it. 

I object to it no matter what it means, but 

grammatically it would seem to suggest that Mr. Golb is 

prohibited from soliciting, requesting, aiding, and those 

other words in the first clause, anyone else to communicate 

about any of the victims. Grammatically that is what it 

suggests. 

Logically, though, I find it hard to imagine that 

the prosecutor wants to prevent Mr. Golb from asking other 

people to talk about the so-called victims while at the 

same time allowing him to do so. 

So not for the first time in this Court in this 

case logically grammar seems at war with each other. 

You remember the last fight we had about the 

comma, Judge? 

THE COURT: Mr. Kuby, we had so many fights. 

MR. KUBY: It was about the comma. 

THE COURT: The comma, yes, I do remember that. 

MR. KUBY: You see, I don't know what it means, 
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but I object to it under either meaning. 

THE COURT: Well, Mr. Bandler. 

MR. BANDLER: First, I will say I have not seen 

any correspondence about Paragraph 3. 

THE COURT: I don't think it will help you. It 

didn't help me, which I didn't like. 

MR. KUBY: This is a longer legal argument, 

including a constitutional amendment, I throw in as well. 

I am sorry I faxed it to you yesterday. 

MR. BANDLER: Paragraph 3; really, the Orders of 

Protection, I assume, are going to prohibit the defendant 

from doing a number of things including this third party 

harassment against the victims. Paragraph 3 and the Orders 

of Protection will also say "no third party contact," "no 

contact whatsoever." 

We're all aware of the rules of accessorial 

liability for conduct of others. Paragraph 3 just says the 

defendant cannot solicit or request other people to do what 

the defendant can't. 

So the defendant is not allowed to e-mail victims 

or e-mail about victims or blog about victims. Defendant 

is not allowed to ask other people to do that. 

THE COURT: That's not accurate. He is allowed to 

do it in his own name or anonymously because the crime of 

which he is found guilty on this case is using specific 
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other names for that purpose, a few other elements, but I 

won't bother. 

MR. BANDLER: So we'll modify Sub D to say that he 

can't solicit other people to do those things anonymously 

except under those conditions. 

MR. KOBY: Get rid of Sub D is what we'll do and 

it achieves what Mr. Bandler wants to achieve, trampling 

allover the First Amendment. It only sort of scuffs the 

First Amendment. 

THE COURT: Please don't take my silence as 

agreement. 

MR. KOBY: Me, I never would do that, your 

Honor. 

THE COURT: Well, I don't offhand see any problem 

with getting rid of Sub D because it seems to me there is 

an umbrella here that says the defendant may not solicit, 

request, aid or cause another person to act in violation of 

this Order of Protection, which is an umbrella clause which 

covers it. I don't know what B means exactly to any of the 

additional conditions set forth by the Court. 

MR. BANDLER: For example, Paragraphs 1 and 2 -

THE COURT: Okay. That's why I didn't know what 

it meant. I meant for paragraphs 1 and 2 to be part of the 

Order of Protection. So I was little confused about that. 

I am not easily confused. 
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MR. BANDLER: Okay. The way they have that form 

set up 

THE COURT: It doesn't fit in there. 

MR. BANDLER: Okay. I understand. 

THE COURT: It would have to be as an addendum. 

MR. BANDLER: That's what I meant also. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

So defendant is before this Court for sentence on 

his convictions; the two counts of identity theft in the 

second degree; aggravated harassment in the second degree 

as to Schiffman; criminal impersonation in the second 

degree; criminal impersonation in the second degree; 

forgery in the third degree; criminal impersonation in the 

second degree; forgery in the third degree; criminal 

impersonation in the second degree; forgery in the third 

degree; criminal impersonation in the second degree; 

forgery in the third degree; criminal impersonation in the 

second degree; criminal impersonation in the third degree; 

criminal impersonation in the second degree; another count 

of criminal impersonation in the second degree; forgery in 

the third degree; criminal impersonation in the second 

degree; forgery in the third degree; criminal impersonation 

in the second degree; forgery in the third degree; criminal 

impersonation in the second degree; forgery in the third 

degree; aggravated harassment in the second degree; 
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criminal impersonation in the second degree; criminal 

impersonation in the second degree; another count of 

criminal impersonation in the second degree; forgery in the 

third degree; aggravated harassment in the second degree; 

criminal impersonation in the second degree -- excuse me --

strike that last part -- criminal impersonation, that was 

an acquittal, and unauthorized use of a computer. 

Do the People wish to be heard? 

MR. BANDLER: Yes, your Honor. 

Your Honor, the defendant should get exactly what 

he deserves, not a tiny bit less. He should get no 

leniency. His conduct, as he stands convicted of it, 

consisted of hundreds of individual acts. A course of 

conduct over a period of many months, even years, hundreds 

or thousands of hours of malicious harassment and 

impersonation. 

He has had hundreds of opportunities to abandon 

his scheme, or to mitigate the harm, or apologize, or show 

remorse. He never did. There was a full trial before your 

Honor. The Court heard all the evidence and heard from all 

the victims. The defendant was found guilty on 30 counts, 

two felonies and 28 misdemeanors; two counts of identity 

theft in the second degree, three counts of aggravated 

harassment in the second degree as to three separate 

victims, 14 counts of criminal impersonation in the second 
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Proceedings 8 

degree as to four different victims, forgery in the third 

degree as to the four victims, and unauthorized use of a 

computer regarding the NYU computer systems, and he used 

therein that protocol address to commit crimes in their 

computers. 

The defendant was convicted of conduct directed 

against five people. The most egregious was his actions 

against Dr. Schiffman; impersonation plus a malicious smear 

campaign designed to destroy Dr. Schiffman's career. And 

it wasn't a one time act, it was a course of conduct. He 

didn't log onto that impersonating account one time, but 

dozens of times. He didn't send impersonating e-mails to 

one person, but to dozens of people, and it was coupled 

with blogs, e-mails under other anonymous aliases to 

hundreds of people. 
• 

And while the defendant testified he is a whistle 

blower about plagiarism, the evidence before this Court 

demonstrated an e-mail from this defendant saying he didn't 

care about the plagiarism thing. 

Other victims the defendant was convicted of 

targeting included Dr. Robert Cargill, Dr. Frank Cross, Dr. 

Stephen Goranson and Dr. Jonathan Seidel. 

Defendant was acquitted of impersonating Dr. 

Jeffrey Gibson. 

The People are still requesting an Order of 
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Protection as to Dr. Gibson. There was evidence that the 

defendant did open an e-mail account in the name Jeffrey 

Gibson. The defendant admitted that. So we are asking for 

an Order of Protection as to Dr. Gibson as well. 

There was evidence that the defendant targeted 

others in the world of the Dead Sea Scrolls. He should get 

no leniency, just what he deserves. 

Now, he put the People to their full burden and 

he is entitled to do that, but in so doing he has done 

nothing to earn any form of leniency. He refused to 

stipulate to anything, not even to business records, not 

even to the fact that Dr. Frank Cross, who is in a nursing 

home, didn't give the defendant permission to open an 

e-mail account in his name. And that stipulation would not 

have prejudiced their defense at all. It's a fact they did 

not dispute. 

All of these refusals to stipulate turned this 

into a three week trial. The People called 22 witnesses, 

including nine from out of state, at a tremendous expense 

to the People. Witnesses were flown in from Oregon and 

California and lodged, and it was a burden to the 

witnesses, many of whom have extremely busy schedules. 

Dr. Seidel came from Oregon. He came one day and 

left the next. He had to rearrange his schedule. Dr. 

Cross' daughter, she had to come from Rochester and go 
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back in one day. Many corporations had to send 

representatives who were taken out from their normal duties 

for one or more days. All for facts the defendant 

4 ultimately conceded. 

5 The Court heard the impact this had on the 

6 victims. 

7 Now, he is entitled to put the People to their 

8 full burden, but now that he has been found guilty of 30 

9 counts, he should bear the full consequences of his actions 

10 and get exactly what he deserves. 

11 The defendant testified, and he lied on the stand. 

12 As evidenced by the jury's verdict, they did not believe 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

him at all. And he has told so many different stories from 

during the commission of the crime, after arrest, and on 

the stand, you can't credit anything he says. 

But worse is that he lied under oath in Court. 

He's an attorney, so theoretically he should know better. 

I want to point out a couple of things he was 

untruthful about. He lied about his arrest and the 

statement he gave to law enforcement. He made up facts 

about what the investigators and myself, the Assistant 

District Attorney, told him. 

And part of his lies was that the investigators 

coerced him into giving a statement, and the credible 

testimony of the investigators as well as the video 
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Proceedings 11 

statement itself shows that what the defendant said on the 

stand was not true. And I would submit the attorneys knew 

that also because they could have asked for a voluntariness 

charge from the Court, and they did not. 

And I submit they did not in order to make that 

issue immaterial to the trial, in order to shield the 

defendant from a potential perjury charge. 

Defendant tailored his testimony to what he had 

hearing during the trial. 

For example, Miss Delfavero from NYU, in charge of 

computer security, Mr. Kuby was trying to get her to admit 

Mr. Kuby's theory was true. Mr. Kuby's theory was that 

everybody forges G-mail, e-mail accounts. That everybody 

knows that they're fictitious and forged and that a real 

verifiable e-mail address would have an NYU EDU domain. 

That was Mr. Kuby's point, which the defendant, I am 

sure, believed and Miss Delfavero corrected him. She 

said, no, you can't forge an NYU EDU. Then she explained 

how. 

Then when he, the defendant testified, oh, no, I 

wasn't intending to trick anyone into believing it was Dr. 

Schiffman. If I had, I would have used an NYU dot EDU 

domain. He manufactured that, fabricated that based upon 

the trial testimony, not based on the truth. 

NOW, another example is Dean Stimpson. Dean 
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1 Stimpson testified one reason she knew that that 

2 forged e-mail was forged, one reason was that there was a 

3 small "p" in professor where it was signed Professor 

4 Schiffman. 

5 Then when the defendant testified, he said, oh, it 

6 was a parody, I was intending to let people know it was a 

7 parody because I put a small "p" there. 

8 Again, manufactured and tailored testimony. 

9 Once defendant heard that the evidence at trial 

10 was conclusive as to his identity, he decided he had to 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

testify, and that's why he made up why he did it. He made 

up what his intent was. He was trying to fool the jury, 

but they saw through it. 

According to the defendant, this is about free 

speech, but in reality only as long as defendant is 

speaking, only as long as it's no one else speaking out 

against his theories or his father's theories. And 

according to him, his free speech rights allow him to 

harass and impersonate others, and the jury found 

differently. It was their factual determination what was 

in the defendant's mind, and they found that the defendant 

was deliberately and with criminal intent harassing, 

impersonating and forging and assuming identities. 

The evidence overwhelmingly proved his guilt. He 

is guilty of 30 counts, including two Class E felonies. He 
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has not accepted responsibility at any stage. His entire 

course of conduct was based on deception and lies and he 

has used every opportunity to continue to smear and attack 

the victims, either directly or indirectly, through his 

attorneys. In motion practices he attacked the victims, 

and continued to attack them. And the motions have been 

promptly posted online. Statements to the press before, 

during and after trial have attacked the victims. The 

9 trial testimony, including the opening, cross examination, 

10 the defendant's testimony and summation, all continue to 

11 attack the victims. 

12 He showed no remorse at any time and continues to 

13 blame others, including the victims, the District 

14 Attorney's office and the Court for his own conduct. 

15 But what the defendant has done by continuing to 

16 attack the victims is take advantage of litigation 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

privileges. Because he is in this litigation, he uses 

those protections to continue to attack the victims, doing 

stuff he was afraid to do under his own name. 

Defendants frequently earn leniency at sentencing 

all the time. They plead guilty and spare the victims, 

the People and the Court the expense and time of a trial. 

They accept responsibility. They accept their guilt. They 

earn leniency for stipulating. They earn leniency for not 

lying under oath. If their choice is either to lie under 

Theresa Magniccari 
Senior Court Reporter 

JA1003



( ) 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

i 10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Proceedings 14 

oath or to admit their guilt, they could choose to exercise 

their right to remain silent. 

But here he has earned no leniency whatsoever. 

His conduct shows he'll go to any lengths to engage in 

deception to try to excuse himself. So he should get 

exactly what he deserves, not a day less and not a dollar 

less. If he thinks his conduct is okay, he is likely to 

commit the same crimes again. So only a significant 

punishment, followed by significant supervision, backed by 

an appropriate deterrent with that supervision could both 

punish and stop him and deter him from doing it again. 

For those reasons, your Honor, the People 

recommend a net sentence of one-and-one-third to four years 

state prison, a $20,000 fine, and full and final Orders of 

Protection for Dr. Schiffman, Dr. Cargill, Dr. Cross, Dr. 

Goranson, Dr. Seidel and Dr. Gibson, whose account there 

was an acquittal on, including the conditions on the Orders 

of Protection as set forth by the Court. 

And with that sentence, he'll be eligible for 

parole very soon, and that maximum term of four years 

ensures that he will be under parole supervision. 

And if the Court felt he deserved any leniency, I 

would submit the way to grant him leniency would be to 

reduce the minimum term to one year, make it one to four. 

The People submit he does not deserve any 
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leniency. Such a sentence of one-and-one-third to four 

gives him the incentive to accept responsibility and change 

his conduct. It gives the government the tools to properly 

supervise him and punish him if he offends again. 

The fine, I submit, is nothing given the amount he 

has been able to spend on criminal representation. He 

could pay a fine. 

In sum, he should get exactly the punishment he 

deserves, not a day less, not a dollar less. 

It's one-and-one-third to four years state prison, 

$20,000 fine, and it's full and final Orders of 

Protection. 

Thank you. 

MR. BREITBART: Judge, I have been trying cases 

for a long time, over 40 years. For Mr. Bandler to suggest 

a punishment in this case should be predicated upon trial 

theory attributes fault to Raphael Golb, but it's not his 

fault. If there were determinations that were made with 

regard to stipulations or no stipulations, for the 40 some 

years that I have been trying cases I've never stipulated 

to anything and I continue to carry that as a theory to use 

during the trial of the case. 

But Raphael Golb had nothing to do with making a 

decision with regard to stipulations in this case. That 

was a determination that was made by counsel for the 
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defense. To punish him for that would be totally wrong. 

Raphael Golb is not a trial lawyer. He does real estate 

closings and he was constantly guided by counsel. 

My reading of Mr. Golb's testimony is not that he 

perjured himself, he scrupulously and carefully told the 

truth. What I read, what I heard was that Rapahel Golb did 

not believe he committed a crime, not that he was lying 

about the crimes. And I find myself stuck on responding to 

what Mr. Bandler said because what he said is an outrageous 

attempt to get this Court to incarcerate Mr. Golb. That's 

not the purpose of the sentence, as I understand it. 

He also talked about defendant testifying falsely, 

the NYU EDU account was proof that he did not intend to 

impersonate. 

If your Honor's recalls, in the motions, in the 

Franks motion almost a year before DelFavero testified, Mr. 

Kuby argued that the fact that defendant used the G-mail 

rather than an NYU EDU account was proof that he did not 

intend to impersonate. It's again giving credit to Mr. 

Golb for something that Mr. Kuby wrote in the motion a year 

ago, something that I decided was part of the theory of 

defense. 

I didn't come here with the intent of attacking 

the People's case from an evidentiary point of view, but 

the only witness that perjured themselves was Dr. 
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Schiffman. He perjured himself and it became apparent 

when the Golb book was put into evidence and when he 

denied ever having been accused of writing something that 

was the work of someone else, but I don't think that's the 

point. 

I think the point is what would be a fair and just 

sentence at this stage based upon the uniqueness, and I 

most respectfully suggest Raphael Golb is a unique 

defendant in the Supreme Court of New York County in the 

Criminal Court. His background up to a couple of years ago 

was exemplary, your Honor. Fifty years old, he's never 

been in trouble. He's never done anything to offend the 

statutes or the Courts or anyone else. Brilliant scholar. 

Graduated with an undergraduate degree from Oberlin and a 

PhD from Harvard. He has a law degree from NYU. An 

incredible background. I wish I could stockpile some of 

that for my next case or the one after that or the one 

after that. He's got an exemplary background. He's never 

been in trouble before. He's never had a problem. 

I think what's obvious and dispositive is that 

your Honor gave him instructions when he was arraigned that 

he was not to in any way violate the rules with regard to 

e-mailing or blogging with regard to any of the 

individuals. The Orders of Protection, they have been 

scrupulously followed. He has not done anything to violate 
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those orders. He has been in court religiously whenever it 

was mandated that he be here. He has shown the Court the 

greatest respect with regard to that. 

We're sorry that the government had to spend money 

making this case, but that's what the system is about. 

That's what the system is about, putting the People to 

their proof. 

Now, in all the years that I have been trying 

cases I recall that there were three basic principles with 

regard to the concept of sentencing. Sentencing is 

supposed to send a message to the community at large that 

this conduct should not be engaged in. Sentencing is 

supposed to rehabilitate a defendant and give him an 

opportunity to think about what he has done before. And 

sentencing also is a punishment for the actions that were 

done by the individual. 

I most respectfully suggest that there has been a 

loud and clear message sent with regard to the use of the 

internet as a result of the way this case has been tried. 

The message is very, very clear, don't send an e-mail when 

you impersonate someone else, where you use someone else's 

name. The fact that the message has gotten out is clear. 

It's been in all of the newspapers the gentle persons are 

here to perpetuate. 

THE COURT: Gentle persons? 
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MR. BREITBART: Gentle persons. Some are much 

more gentle than others and some much more attractive than 

others. 

THE COURT: Mr. Breitbart, we grow too soon old 

and too late smart. So gentle persons is to include the 

staff members of the person and gentle persons is an 

expression. So we don't need to talk about people's 

looks and we don't need to talk about things like that 

because it's inappropriate. That has nothing to do with 

Mr. Golb. So let's just make that clear. Don't do that, 

please. 

MR. BREITBART: He is very bright, Judge. If he 

is told not to do something, he understands and he follows 

that instruction. The idea of rehabilitating this scholar 

by putting him in Rikers Island for a year just doesn't 

make sense to this observer. That's not what we're 

supposed to do. If the purpose is merely to punish him, 

if the purpose is merely to while him into obedience, that 

is, of course, an alternative that is available to the 

Court, but it's one that none of the professionals saw fit 

to use as an example that is necessary. 

This morning we were given a copy of the probation 

report, and I would like to point out that not only does 

the Probation Department recommend probation in this case, 

but none of the alleged victims suggest that incarceration 
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is appropriate. 

And I most respectfully suggest that I don't often 

want to follow the mandates of the Probation Department, 

but I believe in this particular case the Court should 

follow that suggestion from the Probation Department. 

They had an opportunity to speak to him. They say that he 

was cooperative. He gave them whatever materials they 

asked for. They have researched obviously in their 

professional way thousands of cases, and this case where 

my client has a PhD, a law degree and a Bachelor's degree, 

where he is a scholar, where his activities in addition to 

blogging and e-mailing include dance and drumming, I most 

respectfully suggest that incarceration would be the wrong 

thing to do. I think it would be dangerous. 

Raphael Golb weighs 120 pounds, that speaks very, 

very loudly to me. I have spent a lot of time at Rikers 

Island. I wouldn't want to go there as a 50 year old who 

weighs 120 pounds. But I am sure that your Honor has 

listened very carefully when Mr. Golb was on the stand and 

you heard a great deal about him. You got an opportunity 

to see who and what he is. He was fighting a cause. And 

the District Attorney of New York County has determined 

that that was an illegal way of going about sending a 

message that he felt that he had to send. 

I would ask the Court not to follow the mandate or 
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the suggestion that Raphael Golb be incarcerated. 

If in spite of my plea, in spite of my arguments 

in rebutting the arguments made by Mr. Bandler, I most 

respectfully suggest that if your Honor decides that 

incarceration is an appropriate sentence in this case, that 

your Honor not set the surrender date until the 29th of 

November, which would be after Thanksgiving, so that he 

could have Thanksgiving dinner with his folks. 

Thank you for listening so carefully, Judge. 

THE COURT: You know, since this trial there was 

something in the press about a letter written by Lawrence 

Trib and some revival of some blogs with regard to alleged 

plagiarism by a number of Harvard law professors, which I 

probably would have skipped it but for the fact that I just 

tried this case, and I was very bemused by the contrast or 

the page after page of text quoted in those blogs as 

opposed to the sentence or two that Mr. Golb is so 

concerned with. 

I don't think I have the equipment to determine 

whether or not what Mr. Golb says is plagiarism or not. I 

have my views on the subject, but I think it requires at 

the end more knowledge of what is done in the academic 

community and more knowledge of this area of scholarship 

than I have for my light reading on the subject, so I do 

not go there. 
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You know, as I said, I have a point of view that's 

private and not judicial on the subject. 

NOW, as much as the defense insisted that the 
( 

trial here was about speech, the defendant was, in fact, 

convicted for conduct, and it was conduct which constituted 

a deliberate invasion of the substantial privacy interest 

of these victims, as the jury found, whom he intentionally 

imitated to their detriment and to his benefit in an 

essentially intolerable manner. So this is not about the 

victims being tainted, although they apparently are, and 

it's not about what Mr. Golb said, the contents of his 

speech, but what he did, so it's not his words but his 

conduct and the rules with regard to that are set forth in 

People against Slash, 86 NY 2d, and People against Mangano 

at 100 NY 2d. 

So I gather also that there is a pending case in 

the Supreme Court in the United Sates about offense of 

speech, but that case has nothing to do with this one. 

In New York, as Mr. Kuby says, it maybe mundane, 

but we get insulted before breakfast, but it is still a 

crime to imitate people in the manner that the defendant 

did. 

I think People against Johnson at 208 Appellate 

Division 2d 1051 is interesting on that subject. 

The fact that he did it with words, that the 
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words showed his intent, the Supreme Court of the United 

States has also said does not make it a First Amendment 

case. 

Now, I think you're right, Mr. Breitbart, it is 

inappropriate for a Court to sentence somebody based upon 

his insistence on his constitutional rights, the trial 

strategy. I never seen a case that quite put it that way. 

I see a gray area here in a way because the defendant's 

trial strategy was there before the lawyers entered the 

case. Defendant's trial strategy was set forth in the 

defendant's statement to Mr. Bandler in great part, but he 

is entitled to go to trial and he is entitled to have a 

strategy. 

Of course, the Court may premise its sentence on 

perjury because that's clear, that's not a gray area at 

all. It's the refusal to stipulate, the decision to go to 

trial, the theory that the defendant set forth in his 

statement to Mr. Bandler, it's at least in the area, if 

not on the other side of the line, and I did not rely on 

it. 

I do think that by the jury's verdict there was a 

clear finding that Mr. Golb's testimony was untruthful in a 

number of important respects, because he didn't simply say 

"I don't believe I committed a crime." He said, "I did not 

intend certain actions," and the jury plainly rejected that 
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portion of the testimony. And I do not want to discuss the 

rest of the details that Mr. Bandler referred to. I have 

nothing further to say about the claim that Dr. Schiffman 

perjured himself. 

I find this a troubling case to sentence because, 

of course, it is a crime that does not involve actual 

physical violence, but the kind of violence this invasion 

of privacy, and obviously in the probation report, still 

echoes it. The victims felt invaded and hurt by this. 

Nevertheless, Mr. Kuby had rushed in, just because their 

feelings are hurt, too bad for them. Again, this is 

conduct. I simply mention this because it has to do with 

what kind of crime this is. 

14 I despair for various reasons, which I think are 

15 clear in the face of the entire record, and I won't recount 

16 here, of Mr. Golb's ceasing this behavior, but I will put a 

17 period on that and strike the but. 

18 I think accordingly there needs to be a clear 

19 message as to the consequences of his continuing in such 

20 behavior. 

21 On each felony, he is sentenced to a term of six 

22 months concurrent with five years probation. 

23 On each misdemeanor, he is sentenced to a term of 

24 three months concurrent with three years of probation. 

25 All terms to run concurrently. 
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Special terms of probation and attendant to the 

Order of Protection are as we have discussed: 

One: The defendant may not attend a lecture, 

seminar or other program at which Professor Lawrence 

Schiffman, Professor Robert Cargill or Stephen Goranson is 

a featured participant, presenter or participant unless 

said lecture, seminar, or other program is held in a venue 

designed for an audience of at least one hundred (100) 

people. 

Two: The defendant may not have indirect contact 

with Professor Lawrence Schiffman, Professor Robert Cargill 

or Stephen Goranson. Indirect contact includes 

participation in any discussion group, blogs, chat rooms or 

the like, or communications bye-mail, on the internet, 

relating to the Dead Sea Scrolls or Qumran, except under 

the use of his own name, Raphael Golb, or anonymously, as 

denominated by the appellation, "anonymous." The use of 

any other names for this purpose, whether fictitious, 

invented, historical or the like, constitutes indirect 

contact with the protected parties, as that term is used 

herein. 

Three: The defendant may not solicit, request, 

command, aid, or attempt to cause another person (a) to act 

in violation of this Order of Protection, or (b) to contact 

Professor Lawrence Schiffman, Professor Robert Cargill or 
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Stephen Goranson. 

I have no problem with an Order of Protection 

against the gentleman whose name he did not use as in 

contacting other people, but I decline to put him in the 

special conditions. I don't think that would be 

appropriate. That's Dr. Gibson. 

The fees and assessments are imposed and I am sure 

you will advise your client of his rights. 

I decline to stay sentence. 

MR. KUBY: Excuse me, Judge. I am sorry, it's a 

small matter, but we did not make an application for a stay 

of sentence. 

Prior to your imposition of sentence Mr. 

Breitbart requested a voluntary surrender date, which I 

take it, you have declined to provide. We did not request 

a stay. 

It's a small matter, but we requested a stay, but 

not from this Court. 

THE COURT: I gather from somebody who knows less 

about it. 

MR. KUBY: Thank you, Judge. 

THE COURT: I am sorry. I stand corrected. I did 

not hear from Mr. Golb. 

MR. KUBY: We would have indicated that he did not 

want to address the Court. 
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THE DEFENDANT: If I could make a statement. 

THE COURT: He still has the right and I was so 

distracted I made an error, and I should before we finally 

sign off on anything give him a chance. 

Anything you would like to say, Mr. Galb. 

THE DEFENDANT: This is just a statement that I 

prepared to read. 

THE COURT: Whenever you would like, Mr. Galb. 

THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, obviously, I'm sorry 

for all the wounding of feelings that my e-mail antics have 

caused. I have a brief statement. 

I read through the transcripts, and I wondered if 

my testimony may have led to a misapprehension that I 

somehow intended these e-mails to be in the nature of 

light-hearted comedy. I'm troubled by the notion of humor, 

because especially in the world of e-mails, one man's joke 

is another's mortal insult. The definitions that I had in 

mind when I said that I had used the techniques of irony, 

satire and parody, are the following -- I quote from 

Merriam Webster's online page of these terms. 

1. A literary work holding up human vices and 

follies to ridicule or scorn. 

2. Trenchant wit, irony, or sarcasm used to 

expose and discredit vice or folly. 

See also the Random House Dictionary. 
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1. The use of irony, sarcasm, ridicule, or the 

like, in exposing, denouncing or deriding vice, folly, et 

cetera. 

2. A literary composition, in verse or prose, in 

which human folly and vice are held up to scorn, derision, 

or ridicule. 

And in a publication of the University of 

Victoria, I read: "Satire arouses laughter or scorn as a 

means of ridicule and derision, with the avowed intention 

of correcting human faults. Common targets of satire 

include individuals ('personal satire'), types of people, 

social groups, institutions, and human nature." 

And so I want to also address the question of the 

definition of parody and sarcasm that was used in which a 

element of humor seemed to be prominent, and I have trouble 

with that. 

I also want to apologize for being less specific 

than I should have been during my testimony about my 

understanding of the word "impersonate." I have since 

looked the verb up and I find two definitions. One is the 

equivalent of criminal impersonation, as in impersonating a 

policeman, and the other refers to the type of 

impersonation that is commonly engaged in by entertainers 

or by people like the Yes Men or the Canadian radio show 

duo who impersonated Nicolas Sarkozy on the telephone with 
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Sarah Palin, and she actually believed she was talking with 

the French president. 

So my point in my testimony was that, in my view, 

I had not impersonated Lawrence Schiffman in the criminal 

sense, but that I had engaged in the same kind of ironical 

speech act that many others have engaged in the past. For 

example, in the famous Danny Hellman case, the Court 

referred to the e-mail parodies involved there as an "act 

of literary impersonation." Allow me to point out that 

e-mails are letters, and that letters are literary 

artifacts. The words "letter" and "literature" both come 

from the same Latin term. 

Before this case, I did not know that satirical 

hoaxes of the sort were treated as crimes in the United 

States of America, but as this Court said, ignorance of the 

law is not an excuse. At any rate, what I meant to explain 

was that in my mind, the question involved in this case was 

whether the state has a compelling interest in 

criminalizing undeclared parodies in which the author of 

the verbal act uses the name of the individual he's 

lampooning to achieve his purpose. Or does this really 

come down to the same things as harm to reputation. As 

when we say, "my good name is at stake." I don't know the 

answer to that question, but this Court has ruled, I 

respect that ruling, and I can only say that if I have 
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indeed violated the law, then I'm terribly sorry and 

obviously have no choice but to accept whatever the 

consequences are for me. But I do believe that this is no 

ordinary case, and that it defines a fundamental set of 

choices that face all of us in the years ahead. So I'm 

glad I've litigated it, and I hope the fact that I choose 

to do so won't be taken against me. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

Well, it's a very interesting problem. Mr. Golb, 

you know, of course, I looked up satire and parody in the 

course of preparing my instructions to the jury, but then I 

never used it, though they had asked me to use it, and I 

asked myself not to, it assumes the conclusion. There are 

certain elements to the crime. 

So you recall that I instructed about imitators 

such as Tina Fay and what their intent might or might not 

be. 

As to the Canadian fellow who imitated so-called 

Sarah Palin, I have no comment on whether he is 

prosecutable. But, you know, you assume the conclusion and 

you just go ahead and what the jury found and what the 

evidence supports is the criminal intent which brought you 

a parody over the line, and that is, I guess, the reason I 

despair over supervision because you seem to believe that 

you were carrying a banner for the First Amendment and what 
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you were doing is a form of yelling fire in that crowded 

theatre. 

I am adhering to the previously imposed sentence. 

I take it, you have advised your client of his 

appellate rights? 

MR. KUBY: That's correct, Judge. 

THE COURT: Bail exonerated. 

*** 
Certified to be a true and accurate transcription 

of the minutes taken in the above-captioned matter. 

rJL~~ 
THERESA MAGNICCARI 

Senior Court Reporter 
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Policy on Responsible Use of NYU. 
· Computers & Data 

· Responsible Officer: Associate Provost and ChiefInformation Technology Officer 
Date of Latest Revision: February 6, 2006 

POLICY STATEMENT 

New York University expects members of the University community and affiliates to 
employ reasonable and appropriate administrative, technical, and physical safeguards to 
protect the computer and data resources that they use and the sensitive data stored on these 
resources. Access to computer and data resources (including software, hardware, 
computer, and email services) are privileges extended to members of the University 
community and affiliates, and must be exercised in conformity with all applicable NYU 
policies and procedures and all applicable federal and state laws. Access to NYU computer 
and data resources is limited to authorized persons and is for approved purposes only. 
Approved purposes are .those consistent with both the broad instructional and research 
goals of the University and the person's relationship with the University. Authorization to 

· use these resources is granted by designated individuals at the University entrusted with 
overall responsibility and management of data and related systems. Acceptance of 
authorization to use NYU computer and data resources establishes an obligation on the 
part of the individual to use these resources responsibly as defined in the Policy 
Requirements and Specifications below. 

This policy does not form a contract of any kind, including, among othets, an t<mployment 
contract. The University reserves the right to modifY this policy without notice and at its 
discretion. The current version of this policy is posted on the ITS website (www.nvu.edul 

its/policies,!) .. \11 terms noted in italics are defined at the/end of this policy. 

REASON FOR POLICY 

. New York University is a not-for~profitreseatch university, and its facilities, including 
computer and data resources, are to be usedin furtherance of its not-for-profit, 
educational, research, and service purposes. More and more university activities are 
conducted using computers and electronic communications, with increased convenience 
and accessibility from and to all parts of the world. At the same time, today's inter
connected environment intensifies the risks and threats of unauthorized access to 
computers, inadvertent disclosures of sensitive data, and unexpected destruction of 
essential information, resulting in potentially serious consequences to individuals and to 
institutions. Members of the University community and affiliates interact with a wide 
spectrum of sensitive data for numerous reasons. Evolving federal and state regulations 
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require organizations and, individuals to protect sensitive data. With computing so widely 
distributed throughout NYU, the responsibility to safeguard computers and data resources 
extends to all members of the University community and affiliates. 

WHO IS AFFECTED BY THIS POLICY 

This policy applies to members of the University community and affiliates who use NYU's 
computer and data resources and lorwho have access to sensitive data stored on these 
resources. 

POLICY REQUIREMENTS 

A. Acceptance of authorization to use NYU computer and data resources establishes 
an obligation to: 

1. _ behave in accordance with NYU's educational, research, and service 
purposes and in a manner compliant with this and other applicable NYU 
policies and procedures and all applicable laws and regulations; 

2. behave with civil regard for other members of the NYU community and of 
the wider community on the Internet; 

3. take reasonable steps to ensure that any computer used to access NYU 
resources, whether it is located on an NYU campus or elsewhere, is secure, 
virus-free, and otherwise not compromised; 

4. protect the confidentialitY, security, integrity, and recoverability of all 
computer and data resources and take reasonable and appropriate steps to 
guard these resources from improper or unauthorized use, including such use 

_ by third parties; 
5. use applications that conform to NYU's privacy and security policies and 

guidelines; 
6. _ refrain from activities that interfere with the ability of others to use computer 

and data resources; and _ __ 
7. -be aware of and comply with other relevant school and University policies, 

procedures, and business rules; in all cases the more stringent standard 
should be followed 

B. This obligation applies regardless of: 
1. where the computer used to access computer and data resources is located in 

an NYU office, classroom, public space, or lab, or at home or elsewhere 
outside the University; 

2. who owns the device used to access or store the sensitive data; or 
3. the form or manner in which sensitive data are stored or transmitted, 

including, but not limited to, local file, shared file, file on removable media 
such as CD-ROM disk and jump drive, central database, fax, printer, copier, 
network, phone, email, or voice mail. 

C. Access and use, or causing or allowing access and use, of computer and data 
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.. 
resources, including email services, by anyone other than as permitted by NYU is 
strictly prohibited by NYU and by state and federal laws and may subject the 
violator to criminal and civil penalties as well as NYU-initiated disciplinary 
proceedings. . 

D. Use of some NYU computer and data resources may be governed by additional 
University, college, school, or departmental polic;ies and procedures. Anyone 
authorized to use these resources is responsible to become familiar with and abide 
by· such policies and procedures. 

E. In order to safeguard the security and efficiency of computer and data resources, 
NYU computer systems and NYU·NET are routinelymonitored and recorded for 
integrity and operation of the system by authorized University staff. Computer and 
data resources provided by NYU are the property of NYU and not the personal 
property of the individual. 

F. Designated individuals at the University entrusted with overall responsibility and 
management of computer and data resources and sensitive data and related systems 
have decision-making authority for authorizing access to and use of those resources 

. and systems. . - -- ---

1. These individuals at the University include, but are not limited to, University
wide administrators, sUGh as the Registrar, Deans, and other School 
administrators, and the Senior Vice Provost for Research on data-intensive 
research proj ects. 

2. These individuals at the University have responsibility for the development, 
implementation, and maintenance of policies and procedures related to 
authorizing access to the shared stores of the .various categories of sensitive 
data in use in electronic form at NYU and for handling that data· 
appropriately wherever it resides. Such individuals may delegate 
responsibilities as they deem appropriate in specific functional areas. 

3. These individuals at the University may have more stringent standards for 
the use, storage, and transmittal ofthe data they manage than those set forth 
in this policy; the more stringent standard should be followed. Individuals 
authorized to use the data are expected to be aware of relevant current 
policies and to abide by them_ 

4. Access to sensitive data will be granted only on an "as needed/minimum 
necessary" basis. 

G. New York University's Associate Provost and ChiefInformation Technology 
Officer is responsible for periodic reviews of the University's security policies and 
procedures relating to computer and data resources and sensitive data, which will 
be revised as necessary and any updates publicized. Current versions of the 
University'S policies relating to computer and data resources and sensitive data are 
maintained on the ITS website (http://www.nvu.eduJits/policies/). Questions for 

clarification and suggestions about these policies Can be sent to: cito.p6licies@nvu. 

edu. 

H. Violators ofthis policy maybe subject to disciplinary action, up to and including 
the termination of employment or contract with the University, or, in the case of 
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students, suspension or expUlsion from the University. Anyone who knows or has 
re/ison to believe that another person has violated this policy shall report the matter 
promptly to his or her supervisor, in the case of students to the Division of Student 
Affairs, Director of Judicial Affairs, or to cito.policies@nvu.edu, as appropriate. ." 

Any attempt to retaliate against a person for rePorting a violation will itselfbe 
considered a: violation of the policy and may result in disciplinary action up to and 
including the tennination of employment or contract with the University. The 
appropiiaie office or' entity, including the Office of the Associate Provost and Chief 
Infonnation Technology Officer, the Office of Legal Counsel, and other University 
officials as required, will lead the investigatiOn into all alleged violations or reports 
of violations of this· policy and, where appropriate, will take steps to remedy the 
situation. 

SPECIFICATIONS 

A. NYU.Computer Security 

1. Safeguarding Computers for Individual Use 
This section describes measures to safeguard computers typically used by 
individuals in NYU-related activities and for accessing other University resources, 
such as NYU-NET. As used in these operational specifications, "computers" 
include but are not limited to desktops or laptop computers, personal digital 
assistants (PDAs), multifunction cellular telephones, USB flash memory drives, or 
similar devices. 

a. Physical Security 
i. Do not give physical access to computers to unauthorized persons. 

ii. Take appropriate precautions to prevent theft and damage. 
iii. . Where possible, position monitors to prevent casmil viewing by 

visitors or passersby. 
b. System Security 

i. Install anti-virus software and keep virus definitions up to date. 
ii.· Install operating system and software patches and take other 

. recommended steps to mitigate known vulnerabilities of the computer 
in a timely manner. 

Ill. Use only NYU-approved software; do not download unauthorized 
software. 

iv. Use a lockingscreensaver or other mechanism to prevent 
unauthorized use of the computer. 

v. Do not leave your computer unattended without locking it or logging 
off. 

vi. Do not install or use Peer-to~Peer file sharing software, such as 
KaZaA or Gnutella; these programs typically enable unauthorized 
remote access without any password to the contents ofthe computer. 
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Vll. Do not install or run software that requires a license without that 
license. Respect license agreements and do not infringe on the 
copyright of others. . 

viii. Respond promptly to notices from authorized University staff that 
vulnerabilities have been detected in your computer's system. 

IX. Take particular care to secure your NYU-access iIiformation (e.g., 
log-ins, passwords) on home computers from unauthorized use by 

.... others. 

c. Passwords 
i. Where possible, secure all computer accounts with passwords, and 

use passwords to protect all file sharing .. 
ii. Use strong passwords. Strong passwords consist of at least eight (8) 

characters. They should not be dictionary words or readily guessable. 
They should include at least three (3) of the following four (4) 
characteristics in any order: upper case letters, lower case letters, 

. numbers, and symbols. 
iii. Change passwords periodically. Avoid reusing a password for at least 

several change iterations. If you have multiple accounts, avoid using 
the same password for those accounts. 

iv. Do not keep passwords in plain text in a computer file or in plain 
sight on paper. Passwords should neither be sent in an email nor 
provided verbally by telephone. If you must communicate account 
access information in order to ensure business continuity, you should 
communicate it in a secure manner. Supervisors and managers should 
make certain that offices have plans for access to files and data for 
business continuity. 

v. Keep a well-secured copy of your passwords available for emergency 
access. Encrypt any computer file containing passwords. Keep any 
written file of passwords in a physically secure location, preferably 
separate from the computer or application they secure. 

vi. Passwords for sensitive websites or email accounts should not be 
saved on the computer. . 

vii. Where possible, do not configure programs to automatically store 
passwords. 

viii. Shut down web browsers, email programs, or other applications that 
might store passwords temporarily when they are not in use. 

d. Remote Access 
i. Any remote computer used to access NYU resources must conform to 

these Specifications and may be subj ect to further resource-specific . 
restrictions. ii. 

11. If you do not maintain or control the remote computer, do not use it 
for access to, or transmission of, sensitive data. Access to non
sensitive data may be permissible. Check with responsible 
department or a supervisor for guidance. 
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. iii. Use remote access software and services with caution. Pay special 
attention to the configuration of remote access software, hardware, 
and services to ensure that they do not present a security risk to your 
computer or to NYU. Consult with ITS Technology Security Services 
(security@nyu.edu) for guidance on how to choose, set up, and 
operate remote access technologies. iv. 

lV. Obtain prior authorization from both your senior management and the 
ITS Technology Security Services (security@nyu.edu) before using a 

. modem with a computer connected to the University network. 

. Modems present a significant security risk, because they enable· 
unmonitored and uncontrolled remote access to NYU's network and 
data. v. 

v. Ensure that your computer is not configured to allow unauthorized 
access to NYU's network by other devices. Special access 
arrangements, such as wireless access, RAS (Remote Access Server) 
services access, and sharing network connections, must be authorized 
by the ITS Executive Director of Communications and Computing 
Services (C&CS). 

2. Safeguarding Computers Used by Multiple Individuals 
The section covers additional measures for safeguarding computers used by . 
multiple individuals. All the operational specifications set forth above apply, as 
well as the following additional measures to safeguard such computers. 

a. Secure all computer accounts with passwords. 
b. Give accounts to authorized persons only; provide individual log-ins. If you 

share a computer with others, take appropriate precautions to protect 
sensitive data that others may not be authorized to access and, where 
possibie, create separate accounts for each person who is authorized to use 
the computer, setting appropriate permissions. 

c. Where possible, enforce use of strong passwords and periodic password 
changes. 

d. Make every effort to maintain computer logs and review them on a regular 
basis. 

e. Stay familiar with best practices for administering the particular computer 
and use them. 

3. Business Continuity 
Take reasonable steps to ensure that, in case of emergency, another authorized 
person is able to access the NYU computer you use in order to provide continuity of 
NYU functions performed on.and through it. There are numerous methods available· 
of ensuring shared responsibility for data and systems rather than sharing 
passwords. For assistance, contactITS Technology Security Services 
(security@nyu.edu). 

4. Purchasing 
Discuss adherence to applicable NYU policies and procedures as part of the 
purchasing process. Computers and software acquired for use with NYU computer 
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and data resources should conform to these specifications. 
5. Equipment Disposal or Redeployment 

Before ctisposing of or re-deploying hardware, comply with University computer . 
ctisposal guidelines, which can be found at www.nyu.edulasset/.Click on Computer 
Disposal. See also www.nyu.edulits/security/disposal/. 

8: NY!) DatClSecurity 

1. Protecting Sensitive Data on Computers' . . 
a. Follow NYU Computer Security Specifications set forth above. 
b. Know what data are stored on your computer, the sensitivity of that data, and 

what policies apply. 
c. Keep local data retention to a minimum. Rely on unit, school, or University 

storage where you can. 
d. Where possible, password protect or encrypt sensitive data. 
e. Back up local data on a regular basis and keep the backup secure. Protect 

backups with the same level of security as the original data. Test backup 
recovery periodically to verify that it works. 

f. If you use a computer shared with others, take appropriate precautions to 
protect sensitive data that others may not be authorized to access. Where 
possible, create separate accounts for each person who uses the computer, 
setting appropriate permissions. 

2. Storing or Transmitting Sensitive Data 
a. Do not redistribute sensitive data to others within or without the University, 

unless you are an authoritative source for and an authorized distributor of . 
that data and the recipient is authorized to receive that data. 

b. Do not allow sensitive data to be stored on computers ot servers outside 
NYU, unless such storage is authorized. 

c. Whenever possible, sensitive data should be transferred in encrypted form, e. 
g., using SSL (Secure Socket Layer) or SSH (Secure Shell). 

d. Remember that email typically is not a secure form of cotnmunication. Care 
should be taken to be certain that the recipient is authorized to receive that 
data and the address is accurate. 

e. Sensitive data, inclucting electronic protected health information (EPHI), . 
Social Security numbers, or credit card information, should not be sent 
unencrypted via email. Ifuse of email is necessary, use encryption 
technology to protect the transmission of sensitive data in email. This may 
include the use ofVPN (Virtual Private Network), SSL, or encryption of the 
message itself using software such as PGP (Pretty Good Privacy). 

f. Do not transmit sensitive data using instant messaging technology (e.g., 
AOL Instant Messenger, Yahoo Messenger) which use servers outside of 
NYU. These services may allow sensitive data to be accessed by or stored 
by unauthorized parties. It is recommended that you consult with ITS 
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Technology Security SerVices (security@nyu.edu) for guidance. 
g. Take special care when sending sensitive data by fax to make sure that it is 

clearly marked as confidential. Every effort should be made to ensure that 
only the intended recipient has access· to the faxed infonnation. 

h. Keep fax machines, printers, and copiers used for sensitive data in secure 
areas.' Faxes, printouts, and copies of sensitive data should be picked up 
promptly and handled appropriately. 

-3:-'Disposing of SerisitiveData 
a. Sensitive data should be destroyed in a manner that prevents Ie-creation. 
b. Refonnat or physically destroy any removable storage media (such as floppy 

disks, zip.disks, tapes, or compact disks (CD» that contained sensitive data 
before disposing of them. 

c. Shred printouts of sensitive data. 
d. EnsllTe that sensitive data are removed from devices you use before you 

dispose of or re-deploy those devices 
4 .. Responding to Requests for Infonnation 

a. Do not share sensitive data with representatives of the press (radio, 
television, print, or electronic media), other individuals, or in public forums, 
such as mailing lists or web bulletin boards, without appropriate . 
authorization. 

b. Refer subpoenas and similar requests or demands for the release of sensitive 
data to the Office of Legal CounseL . . 

RELATED DOCUMENTS AND RESOURCES 

1. NYU Guidelines for compliance with the Family Educational Rights and Privacy 
Act (FERP A): www.nvu.edulapr/fema.htm 

2. NYU Infonnation Technology Services Polities: www.nvu.edulits/polities 

3. NYU Student's Guide, Polities and Procedures: www.nyu.edulstudents.guide/ 

4. NYU HIPAA Infonnation Security Policies: www,nyu.edulits/policies/ 

5. NYU Responsibilities of All NYU Computer and Network Users: www.nyu.edulits/ 
·policies/respon.html 

6. Guidelines on equipment disposal or redeployment: www.nyu.edulassetl and www. 

nyu,edulits/securitv/disposall 

7. Email address for computer security assistance and advice: securitv@nyu.edu 

8. Email address for policy clarifications and suggestions: cito.policies@nyu.edu 

9. Email address to report policy violations: cito.policies@nyu.edu 

DEFINITIONS 

1. Affiliates refers to individuals who have contractual or other relationships with the 
University and who are not employees, faculty, or students .. 
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2. Authorization in this context means to grant permission to an identified individual to 
use a computer or data resource. Acceptance of authorization to use NYU 
computer and data resources establishes an obligation on the part of the individual 
to use those resources responsibly. 

3. Computer and data resources include computers and computing devices; 
computing, application, and database access (including passwords); software, 
hardware, computer, and email services; and associated computing accounts. 

-Computers and computing devices include, but are not limited to, desktops or laptop 
computers, personal digital assistants (PDAs), multifunction cellular telephones, 
USB flash memory drives, or similar devices. 

4. Members of the University community refers to full- and part-time employees, 
faculty, and students. 

5. Sensitive data include, but are not limited to, information about prospective, current, 
and former students, patients and clients of medical and dental facilities and 
services, and users of legal and other services, employees and donors; also 
information concerning research and University business, finance, and operations, 
and passwords. Federal and state laws and regulations, as well as University policies 
and office procedures, regulate the handling and reporting of many different kinds 
of sensitive data. 

All contents copyright 
© New York University 
All rights reserved 
Page last revised: February 6, 2006 
Page last reviewed: August 21,2006 
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World Wide Web Policies & Procedures 

I. General Statement 
The World Wide Web (ihe "Web") offers the New York University ("NYU") community rich 
resources for advancing teaching and research. Individuals can retrieve materials for use in their 
classes and scholarly activities as wen as present materials for use by others. NYU supports the 

. rights of students-and-faculty to create and receive educational information available through the' 
Web, in keeping with its principles of academic and intellectual freedom. 

Access to the Web is made available to the students, faculty and eligible staff of NYU as part of 
the educational computing and networking resources of NYU. Such resources and the ability to 
create a Web home page that is either linked to ¢te official NYUHome pages or posted using 
NYU computer facilities are privileges extended to members of the NYU community, within the 
available resources of NYU, and must be exercised in conformity with all applicable NYU 
policies and procedures and all applicable federal and state laws. 

If any person has any doubt as to the applicability of the policies and procedures referred to 
herein, such person should contact wehteam@nyu.edu before taking imy action. Persons who do 
not want their Web activities to be restricted by the policies and procedures contained in this 
document, are advised to contact commercial Internet service providers. 

II. NYU Policies Concerning Use of Computer Facilities and Creation of Web Pages 
NYU is a nonprofit educational institution and the use of its facilities, including computer 
facilities, is limited to the educational and other nonprofit purposes of its students, faculty and 
eligible staff. Accordingly, Web pages may be created and posted only for the educational and 
research purposes of the NYU community. No person may include in a Web page any 
advertising materials or other materials relating to business or commercial activities of such 

. person or any third person. The content of any Web page and its compliance with applicable 
policy and law is the sole responsibility of the author. 

At any point intime, there are likely to be various federal and state laws that impose civil and/or 
criininalliability for computer network transmission of certain types of materials or messages. 
Currently, such laws restrict or prohibit transmission of, among other things, obscene materials 
to minors and child pornography, and messages or materials that constitute libel or harassment. 

Creation of Web pages for educational and research purposes may involve incorporation of 
original works of third parties (e.g. literature, photographs, music, software, film, and video 
works) that are covered by copyright laws. Web page authors are encouraged to obtain all 
permissions that may be necessary to incorporate works of third parties in their Web page. Use 
of such works may be permitted by principles of fair use, consistent with the copyright laws. 

No person may use the name "NYU" or "New York University," the name otany school of NYU 
or any logo or trademark of NYU without first obtaining written permission from NYU's Office 
of Web Communications. It is permissible, however, for a Web page author to identify himself 
or herself as a student, faculty or staff member of NYU, as appropriate. 

III. Other Policies 
In addition to the poliCies set forth in this document, each person using NYU's computer and 
network facilities shall also comply with the policies contained in the Responsibilities q/All New 
York University Computer and Network U~ers, FaCUlty Guide to Libraries & ITS, and the 
University Policies and Procedures set forth in The Student's Guide to NYU. 

NYU receives its Internet access from NYSERNet, and any network activity that leaves NYU's 
network destined for the Internet, including the posting of all Web pages, is bound by any 
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policies of NYSERNel. In the event of an inconsistency hetween NYU's policy and those·of 
NYSERNet, the more restrictive policy shall be observed. 

NYU does not routinely monitor or edit the content of Web pages. However, in the event that 
NYU becomes aware of a violation of NYU policy or law that involves a Web page, NYU 

. reserves the right to remove the Web page, restrict access to such page or take other action as 
deemed appropriate by NYU. Any such violation rnay also lead to disciplinary action in 
accordance with NYU rules and procedures, imd referral to local, state and federal law 
enforcement authorities. 

THIS DOCUMENT DOES NOT DlSCU.SS ALL APPLICABLE LAWS NOR SHOULD IT 
BE INTERPRETED AS PROVIDING LEGAL ADVICE. EACH WEB PAGEAUTHOR 

. IS RESPONSIBLE FOR COMPLYING WITH ALL APPLICABLE LAWS WITH 
RESPECT TO HIS OR HER WEB PAGE. 

For more information about creating personai Web pages, read the NYU Web Guide. Any' 
questions concerniug this policy should be directed to webteam@nyu.edu. 

All contents copyright@ New York University 
All rights reserl'ed 
Page la.~t revised: Novemblll; 1998 
Page last reviewed: AugusT 22, 2006 for URL updates 

Addendu~ to the World Wide Web Policies & Procedures-March 16,2007 
Other NYU policies with which members of the NYU community should comply include: 

• Policy on RespOllsibIe Use. of .l'<'YU Computer and Data 
• FoHey on .Personal Identification Numbers . 

Policy URL: http://www.nyu.eduiits/policies/webpolicy.html . 
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Policies and Guidelines for 
Sending Bulk Email at NYU.·· 

. Information Technology Services has a strong interest in promoting the proper utilization 
of email at NYU. When used at its best, email is a powerful tool for conducting business 
sWiftly~Without generating large amounts of paper. Ifmisused, however, email can 
generate significant negative reactions that do not normally occur with bulk mail on paper. 
Even worse, NYU can become victimized by commercial activities or individuals with . 
malicious intent; this can threaten the orderly running of the University's computing 
services. 

Email Direct is an evolving ITS service for NYU faculty and administrators. It requires 
advance authorization, which can be obtained by sending email to email.direct@nyu.edu. 
With this background in mind, ITS offers authorized NYU employees the following 
guidelines and recommendations for directing email to groups at NYU. 

Using NYU Email Direct 

For sending bulk email, please use NYU Email Direct Email Direct Will ensure that email 
lists are kept confidential, systems are properly scheduled for orderly delivery, bounced 
email and other anomalies are handled in a structured environment, and that mailings are 
coordinated across the University. For each Email Direct mailing, you need to provide the 
following information: 

• the name and address from whom the email will be sent 
• the subject of the email 
• the text of the email 
• a selection from predefined grOllPS of individuals who will get the email (e.g., all 

CAS freshmen) and, optionally, a list of addresses that you possess or generate from 
a database extract 

Note that you supply all of this information via our Web frontend. Email Direct is a fully 
web-based application. To use NYU Email Direct, go to the Email Direct submit page. 

Sending Email to a Group 

For lists of any substantial size, you must conceal the names on the list. Dispiaying the 
recipients (failing to conceal the list) has several problems: it reveals the addresses of 
individuals who might not want their addresses broadcast; it makes it possible for the 
various recipients to reply to all the original recipients, which can have a snowball effect; it 
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makes it possible to mistakenly reply to the entire list instead of just the sender; and it 
allows unscrupulous individuals to collect and redistribute NYU email addresses, 
particularly to commercial parties outside NYU targeting NYU students. Remember that 
once a list becomes public via your email, there is no way to get it back. 

The easiest way to prevent those receiving the email from seeing the other recipients is to 
put the list of addresses in the "Blind cc" (Bcc) field in your email software. You may leave 
ilie-"T6"fielOblank: In addition to using the "Blind cc" field, you may want to set a "Replyc 
to" field (sets an address for recipients to reply to) and have the capability of setting the . . 

"From" field. Eudora Pro and Pine are two good email programs that have these 
capabilities. 

Help and Additional Information 

For assistance with Email Direct, visit the About Email Direct page, or send email to emaiL 

direct@nyu.edu BEFORE you send the mail. After the mail is sent, it will be difficult or 

impossible to correct errors! 

Page last reviewed: August 28, 2006 
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Hom·e II About ITS II policies 

ITS Policies & Guidance 

Related University poliCies 

. ITS General Policjes 
A Note on Illegal Downloading (March 2007) 

Data Classification at NYU (June 2008) 

ITS General Policies 

NYU-NET Guidance 

HIPAA Policies 

Policy on Responsible lise of NYU Comollters & Data (February 2006) 

Understanding Your Obligations for the Responsible Use of NYU Computers & Data (340K 
PDF) (Adobe Reader required) 

NYU Student Email Policy (September 2003) 

Guidelines for Student Email Use (September 2003) 

Responsibilities of All NYU Computer and Network Users (July 2006) 

ITS Scheduled Maintenance Guidelines (April 2003) 

NYU Home: SpeCific Policies and Information (June 2002) 

Res Net Accounts: Specific policies and Information (September 2004) 

Responsibilities of Students Using the NYU phone System (August 2006) 

Responsibilities of Faculty. Administrators, and Staff Using the NYU Phone System 
(August 2004) 

World Wide Web ppllcles and Procedures for Ali NYU Computer and Network Users 
(August 20(6) 

Suspended Accounts (June 1998) 

Policies and Guidelines for Sending Bulk Email at NYU (October 2004) 

personal NYU Email Address Policy (October 2004) 

NYU-NET GUidance 
Security Scans on NYU-NET (August 2004) 

Operational Principles (Noyember 2002) 

Providing Network Access to Outside Organizations (September 1993) 

Configuration of ~lodem POQls on NYu-NET (May 1994) 

Authenticated Access to the Internet (February 1995) 

Restrictions on the Use of Napster (Jyne 1998) 

Frequently Asked Oyestions about Napster (August 2006) 

Mail Anti-Relaying Policy (December 1998) 

Network Distribution of Copyrighted Materials !December 1998) 

Operating DNS Servers on NYU-NET (October 1999) 

Internet Domain Names OutSide NYU,EpU (August 2006) 

Windows 2000 Active Directory Disrupts NYU'NET (May 2000) 

HIPAA Policies 
The Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA), signed Into law on August 21, 
1996, includes complex regulations especially regarding the privacy and security of health 
Information. NYU's Board of Trustees deSignated the University as a "hybrid entity" under 
HIPAA with three health care delivery units (covered components): the School of Medicine, 
College of Dentistry, and University Health Center. NYU's 12 non-health care delivery units 
consist of other deSignated University administrative units to the extent that each performs 
activities that may involve access to Individually identifiable health Information in supporting 
the three covered components. In order to comply with the standards and implementation 
specifications that comprise the administrative, physical, and technical safeguards and the 
organizational, procedural, and documentation requirements of the HIPAA Security Regulations, 
NYU has developed a set of 19 policies and accompanying definitions. 

http://www.nyu.edulits/policies/ A-331 
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Subject: Dead Sea Scrolls controversy at your museum -- press dossier
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Sat, 22 Nov 2008 19:45:21 -0500
To: board@rom.on.ca
BCC: bccicc@rom.on.ca, falvarez@rom.on.ca, library@rom.on.ca, marketing@rom.on.ca, nmr@rom.on.ca,
media@rom.on.ca, naturalhistory@rom.on.ca, programs@rom.on.ca, publicaffairs@rom.on.ca,
publications@rom.on.ca, renaissance@rom.on.ca, governors@rom.on.ca, schoolv@rom.on.ca,
travellingexhibitions@rom.on.ca, info@rom.on.ca, worldcultures@rom.on.ca, conservation@rom.on.ca,
dmv@rom.on.ca

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Board of Trustees,

I wish to call the following items to your attention:

http://www.nationalpost.com/arts/story.html?id=953450 (National Post article on upcoming Royal Ontario
Museum exhibit)

http://oi.uchicago.edu/pdf/dss_review_sandiego_catalogue_2007.pdf (University of Chicago historian
Norman Golb's critique of San Diego exhibit catalogue, prepared by Risa Levitt Kohn who will also be
curating the ROM exhibit)

http://www.nationalpost.com/story.html?id=970819 (Letter to National Post by San Diego museum director
Michael Hager, attacking Norman Golb and defending San Diego exhibit and Risa Levitt Kohn)

http://www.nationalpost.com/todays_paper/story.html?id=983256 (Letter to National Post by Norman Golb,
responding to Mr. Hager)

https://oi.uchicago.edu/pdf/dds_new_york_exhibit_2008.pdf (Norman Golb's review of current New York
Jewish Museum exhibit of scrolls)

A dossier of at least five news items and other material (New York Times, Le Monde, Wall Street Journal,
National Post, USA Today/Associated Press, Jewish Week, New York Jewish Museum press release) is now
also circulating, which substantially confirms that there are currently two principal theories of Dead Sea Scroll
origins.  In addition, the Cambridge History of Judaism contains precisely two essays on scroll origins, one by
Norman Golb, the other by a defender of the Essene theory. 

Yet, the Los Angeles Times reported that Risa Levitt Kohn (ROM's "guest curator"), in San
Diego, intentionally stuck to a "low-key presentation" of the Essene theory, because "you don't want to
confuse people with so many competing theories."  The San Diego exhibit said nothing of two principal
theories, but focused on the Essene theory while briefly mentioning the existence of "many competing
theories."

In other words, the San Diego exhibitors set out to confuse the public, in part by belittling the views of
University of Chicago professor Norman Golb, the author of a well-known 450-page book on the scrolls, who
is interviewed or quoted as the main authority on the "second theory" in all the above-mentioned newspaper
articles.  Here are links to the articles, with details:

Wall Street Journal, September 26, 2008:

http://online.wsj.com/article/SB122238636935776931.html?mod=googlenews_wsj ("There are two competing
theories about the scrolls," etc.)
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Jewish Week, October 20, 2008:

http://www.thejewishweek.com/viewArticle/c347_a13745/The_Arts/Museums.html (The Jewish Museum's
exhibit "highlights a roiling scholarly debate that continues to hound the scrolls," etc.

The Jewish Museum in New York's press release of September 12, 2008:

http://www.thejewishmuseum.org/site/pages/press.php?id=140 ("Scholars have two basic theories about who
used the scrolls," etc.)

New York Times, August 15, 2006:

http://www.nytimes.com/2006/08/15/science/15scroll.html?n=Top/Reference/Times%20Topics/People
/W/Wilford,%20John%20Noble ("Despite the rising tide of revisionist thinking, other scholars of the Dead
Sea scrolls continue to defend the Essene hypothesis, though with some modifications and diminishing
conviction.")

USA Today (Associated Press), January 2, 2007:

http://www.usatoday.com/tech/science/discoveries/2007-01-02-qumram-latrine_x.htm ("The nature of the
settlement at Qumran is the subject of a lively academic debate. The traditional view ... is [etc.]. The second
school says," etc.) 

Le Monde, November 5, 2008:

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-
traduits- ("The ties between the Essenes and Qumran have now been reduced to nothing, just as the major
American historian and paleographer Norman Golb had already written." -- cf. last sentence of article for
original French.)

To which we can now add the above-linked National Post article of November 12, 2008:

http://www.nationalpost.com/arts/story.html?id=953450 ("Academics are divided between two principal
theories regarding the origin of the scrolls," etc.)

See, however, Los Angeles Times, June 26, 2007:

http://articles.latimes.com/2007/jun/26/entertainment/et-scrolls26 ("Wall texts and the exhibition catalog by
the show's curator ... Risa Levitt Kohn, acknowledge that competing theories [note the plural] exist but stick
mainly to a low-keyed assertion of the mainstream view. "You don't want to confuse people with so many
competing theories, so they walk away, saying, 'Well, nobody really knows anything!'" Kohn said, smiling." 

Given Mr. Hager's attack on Norman Golb in the pages of the National Post, and the above-quote statement
by Risa Levitt Kohn (a statement which is shockingly obscurantist, I might add, for someone involved in
creating a museum exhibit at the ROM), I believe the public has the right to know whether the ROM exhibit
will indeed present the two basic theories in a scientifically neutral manner, as is being done at the Jewish
Museum in New York, or if it will rather stick to a "low-keyed assertion of the mainstream
view."  Furthermore, the public has a right to know if University of Chicago historian Norman Golb, who is
widely considered to have debunked the traditional theory of the Dead Sea Scrolls in his book, will be
excluded from participating in the museum's lecture series, as is reported to have been the case in San Diego.
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With best regards,

Jonathan Seidel 
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Subject: Re: Dead Sea Scrolls controversy at your museum -- press dossier
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, 23 Nov 2008 18:12:48 -0500
To: board@rom.on.ca
BCC: bccicc@rom.on.ca, falvarez@rom.on.ca, library@rom.on.ca, marketing@rom.on.ca, nmr@rom.on.ca,
media@rom.on.ca, naturalhistory@rom.on.ca, programs@rom.on.ca, publicaffairs@rom.on.ca,
publications@rom.on.ca, renaissance@rom.on.ca, governors@rom.on.ca, schoolv@rom.on.ca,
travellingexhibitions@rom.on.ca, info@rom.on.ca, worldcultures@rom.on.ca, conservation@rom.on.ca,
dmv@rom.on.ca

P.s.  It has been brought to my attention that in my message of yesterday (below), the link I gave for the
recent Le Monde article is incorrect.  The proper link is 
 
http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html
 
You may also wish to observe that Mr. Hager's offensive letter to the National Post is now being discussed in
various blogs: see, e.g., http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/.  Allow me to express what many of us are
feeling -- that the directors of the Royal Ontario Museum should clearly distance themselves from this
individual and the sentiments he has expressed; otherwise it might very well be assumed, whether rightly or
wrongly, that they share his views.
 
Best,
 
Jonathan Seidel

 
On 11/22/08, Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Board of Trustees,
 
I wish to call the following items to your attention:
 
http://www.nationalpost.com/arts/story.html?id=953450 (National Post article on upcoming Royal Ontario
Museum exhibit)
 
http://oi.uchicago.edu/pdf/dss_review_sandiego_catalogue_2007.pdf (University of Chicago historian
Norman Golb's critique of San Diego exhibit catalogue, prepared by Risa Levitt Kohn who will also be
curating the ROM exhibit)
 
http://www.nationalpost.com/story.html?id=970819 (Letter to National Post by San Diego museum
director Michael Hager, attacking Norman Golb and defending San Diego exhibit and Risa Levitt Kohn)
 
http://www.nationalpost.com/todays_paper/story.html?id=983256 (Letter to National Post by Norman
Golb, responding to Mr. Hager)
 
https://oi.uchicago.edu/pdf/dds_new_york_exhibit_2008.pdf (Norman Golb's review of current New York
Jewish Museum exhibit of scrolls)
 
A dossier of at least five news items and other material (New York Times, Le Monde, Wall Street Journal,
National Post, USA Today/Associated Press, Jewish Week, New York Jewish Museum press release) is
now also circulating, which substantially confirms that there are currently two principal theories of Dead

Re: Dead Sea Scrolls controversy at your museum -- press dossier

1 of 3 8/26/2010 7:41 PM

JA1042



Subject: Le Monde article (the question that confronts the Royal Ontario Museum)
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 18:10:21 -0500
To: board@rom.on.ca
BCC: bccicc@rom.on.ca, falvarez@rom.on.ca, library@rom.on.ca, marketing@rom.on.ca, nmr@rom.on.ca,
media@rom.on.ca, naturalhistory@rom.on.ca, programs@rom.on.ca, publicaffairs@rom.on.ca,
publications@rom.on.ca, renaissance@rom.on.ca, governors@rom.on.ca, schoolv@rom.on.ca,
travellingexhibitions@rom.on.ca, info@rom.on.ca, worldcultures@rom.on.ca, conservation@rom.on.ca,
dmv@rom.on.ca

Gentlemen,

In addition to what I have said in my previous messages (to which no one at your museum had the courtesy to
respond), it has now also been brought to my attention that Mr. Beuve-Méry, the author of the Le Monde
article that I attached, is a well-known figure in France who is the son of Le Monde's founder, Hubert
Beuve-Méry. 

In light of everything that has been said, I think it should be pointed out that Mr. Beuve-Méry and other major
journalists will undoubtedly be contacted by critics of Dr. Kohn in an effort to help focus attention on the
National Post controversy over your upcoming exhibit.

Because I have been unable to find out any information on how the Royal Ontario Museum plans to handle
this matter (one would think there would be a frank and explicit statement on it by now, and not simply
vague public relations junk), I must reiterate the question.  It is simple. It comes in three parts:

(1) Will your museum, like the Jewish Museum in New York, highlight the debate over the "two basic
theories" of scroll origins, or will it follow the path of mendacity and obfuscation ("you don't want to confuse
people with all those competing theories") embarked upon by Dr. Kohn in San Diego and defended by Mr.
Hager in his offensive letter?

(2) Will your museum put together a balanced lecture series, featuring Dr. Golb and other major proponents
of the second basic theory alongside defenders of the Qumran-sectarian theory, or will you continue the
vindictive policy of exclusion implemented by Dr. Kohn in San Diego? Has a sum of money been offered to
your museum by the Dorot Foundation under the condition that you continue to implement that policy?

(3) Will your museum put together a serious, balanced exhibit based on the scientific analysis of
archaeological, historical and palaeographical data, or will it dish out the same kind of misleading, religiously
motivated garbage that was foisted upon the public by a team of "biblical scholars" (Mr. Hager's
term) assembled by Dr. Kohn in San Diego?

See again: http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/

With best wishes,

Jonathan Seidel

Le Monde article (the question that confronts the Royal Ontario Museum)
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Subject: Dead Sea Scroll exhibits
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 19:56:55 -0500
To: rkohn@mail.sdsu.edu
BCC: mbolthou@mail.sdsu.edu, pboni@mail.sdsu.edu, pamfox@juno.com, jlgillma@mail.sdsu.edu,
whansen2@mail.sdsu.edu, lholler@mail.sdsu.edu, mkelly@mail.sdsu.edu, bkirkega@mail.sdsu.edu,
scottymeltz@hotmail.com, khaleel.mohammed@sdsu.edu, remoore@mail.sdsu.edu, yshabata@mail.sdsu.edu,
lstewar@mail.sdsu.edu, sswayd@mail.sdsu.edu, jthomas@mail.sdsu.edu, timalsin@mail.sdsu.edu,
jtsai@mail.sdsu.edu, kvaldivi@san.rr.com, roywhitaker@post.harvard.edu, crsrvr@mail.orcasonline.com,
friedma3@mail.sdsu.edu, gefter@mail.sdsu.edu, iasparks@sciences.sdsu.edu, Turn53122@aol.com,
hrm1@cox.net

Dear Dr. Kohn,

I believe you may find this item of interest: http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/

and, in particular, the article from Le Monde linked at the bottom of the page, which concludes with the
sentence: "The ties between the Essenes … and Qumran have now been reduced to nothing, just as the major
American historian and paleographer Norman Golb had already written."

I would be curious to know your opinion: did the Jewish Museum in New York get it wrong about the "two
basic theories"? Are all these news items about the "two principal theories" simply wrong?

I would also be interested in knowing if you are planning to answer Golb's critique of your catalogue, which I
read last night.  See his review of the Jewish Museum exhibit too.  It's all linked there on that page.  Hoping to
hear from you,

With best wishes,

Jonathan Seidel

Dead Sea Scroll exhibits
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Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 23:00:57 -0500
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
BCC: ane.als@gmail.com, anebo10@gmail.com, antonio.lombatti@mac.com, apazeraite@yahoo.fr,
appelbau@h2.hum.huji.ac.il, B.Andelkovic@f.bg.ac.yu, beahopkinson@earthlink.net, beneflei-
ane@yahoo.com, bjarkal@online.no, briancolless@inspire.net.nz, chris_conlan@yahoo.co.uk,
chris@parthia.com, christopher.heard@pepperdine.edu, cjsulz@hotmail.com, clancyfrank@hotmail.com,
cwhelton@mindspring.com, darlington.mary@yahoo.com, e2waxi@gmail.com, editor@ancientneareast.net,
ehcline@gwu.edu, EHEINR007@aol.com, ehud.benzvi@ualberta.ca, eliotbraun@yahoo.com,
finckean@yahoo.com, frankha@post.tau.ac.il, fscalf@gmail.com, garygreenberg@nyc.rr.com,
gdelmonte@lunet.it, gdoudna@msn.com, george.athas@moore.edu.au, gfsomsel@yahoo.com,
gkiraz@gorgiaspress.com, gklingbeil@aiias.edu, gmills4248@msn.com, grammatim@verizon.net,
groups@yare.org, gtosiris@mpx.com.au, gwoodgeno@yahoo.com, sam@israntique.org.il,
sbudin@camden.rutgers.edu, schorch_AT@gmx.de, seekx22@yahoo.com, shemichaels@earthlink.net,
silverman_mark@yahoo.com, summers@metu.edu.tr, sveta_sg@yahoo.com, tadorne@tadorne-art.com,
timothy.mink@yahoo.ca, tlt@teol.ku.dk, tom.elliott@nyu.edu, torythrp@yahoo.com,
van_der_Veen@gmx.de, vartavan@yahoo.com, victor@bgumail.bgu.ac.il, whiting@cc.helsinki.fi,
wjwalshphd@comcast.net, xalkinos02@freemail.gr, yigal9@netvision.net.il, yitzhaksapir@gmail.com,
yranells@gmail.com, z3itgeistco@yahoo.com, anahidk@humnet.ucla.edu, banani@ucla.edu,
band@humnet.ucla.edu, bodrogli@humnet.ucla.edu, boustan@history.ucla.edu, buccella@ucla.edu,
burke@humnet.ucla.edu, cbakhos@humnet.ucla.edu, cooperso@humnet.ucla.edu, cowe@humnet.ucla.edu,
dhirsch@library.ucla.edu, dieleman@humnet.ucla.edu, englund@ucla.edu, fishbein@humnet.ucla.edu,
hagigile@ucla.edu, hakak@humnet.ucla.edu, hdavidso@ucla.edu, hschmidt@ucla.edu,
jaeckel@humnet.ucla.edu, nahid@humnet.ucla.edu, nezer@humnet.ucla.edu, poonawal@humnet.ucla.edu,
sabar@humnet.ucla.edu, shayegan@humnet.ucla.edu, ssly@anthro.ucla.edu, wendrich@humnet.ucla.edu,
ziai@humnet.ucla.edu

Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which ouotrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 

These lies about the Chicago filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me know if you're
willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S. 

Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 23:05:44 -0500
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
BCC: maeira@mail.biu.ac.il, manupfoh@yahoo.com, mbj11@juno.com, medve1942@yahoo.de,
meso@sbcglobal.net, mfg_valerio@yahoo.com, mflane@umbc.edu, michael.brass@uclmail.net,
Michelt@pacbell.net, miroslaw_olbrys@yahoo.co.uk, nbtsdp@nsu.ru, npl@teol.ku.dk,
office@curtisvillechristian.org, orel@truman.edu, packedmaniac@gmail.com, palbenda@yahoo.com,
paolaraffetta@gmail.com, Peter.Bienstman@ugent.be, peter.fischer@ptj.se, Peter@pjjames.freeserve.co.uk,
philngabi@msn.com, pr_arce_pa@yahoo.com, pwesth@hum.ku.dk, r.brianroberts@yahoo.com,
RFaussette@aol.com, richardhbeal@yahoo.com, romiller@msmary.edu, RSTERN@khhte.com,
rtschaub74@yahoo.com, RUSSELLGMIRKIN@aol.com, rwallenfels@verizon.net, rwhiteke@calvin.edu,
rwklein@wowway.com, ryanbyrne66@yahoo.com, haGalil@gmx.net, ianir@israntique.org.il,
j.jonesey@yahoo.ca, j.wevers@utoronto.ca, jblakely@wisc.edu, jkilmon@historian.net,
jm4906@amaonline.com, jmtebes@yahoo.com, jnardellis36@numericable.fr, joezias@yahoo.com,
john_j_wall@bigfoot.com, josephlauer@hotmail.com, joshua.reznick@yahoo.com, jpw@sasktel.net,
jsn_colorado@comcast.net, jspinti@eisenbrauns.com, jwest@highland.net, karinacroucher@yahoo.co.uk,
kat111153@hotmail.com, kent_sparks@verizon.net, kevin@bombaxo.com, kimasita@bloomington.in.us,
KLNoll@mts.net, knashef@yahoo.com, kolinskiiniraq@yahoo.co.uk, leftcoastpress@sbcglobal.net,
lehavyy@yahoo.com, lehmann@uni-mainz.de, lesterness@hotmail.com, leviny1@mail.biu.ac.il,
lizfried@umich.edu, DAVID.STACEY63@ntlworld.com, davidlorton@earthlink.net, despinne@gmail.com,
dgrolin@yahoo.com, dhirsch@library.ucla.edu, dhyphenf@yahoo.com, dieleman@humnet.ucla.edu,
diwonusoio@yahoo.co.uk, donaldrvance@mac.com, dopderbeck@gmail.com, dqhall59@yahoo.com,
driver40386@yahoo.ca, dwashbur@nyx.net, mail@robert-deutsch.com

Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which outrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 

These lies about the Chicago "historian" filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me know
if you're willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S. 

Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "Peter T. Daniels" <grammatim@verizon.net>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 20:34:51 -0800 (PST)
To: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

I have no serious knowledge about anything concerning the DSS. 
--
Peter T. Daniels grammatim@verizon.net

From: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2008 11:00:57 PM
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

Hello,
 
I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,
 
http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html
 
which ouotrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 
 
These lies about the Chicago filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me know if you're
willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.
 
Best,
 
Jonathan S. 

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: RE: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "Kevin P. Edgecomb" <kevin@bombaxo.com>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 22:38:44 -0800
To: "'Jonathan Seidel'" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Dear Jonathan,
I hope this message finds you well.  I would be happy to help, but I'm completely unfamiliar with Golb and his claims. 
I've not read anything he's written, and I certainly don't want to start now!

I do think Stephen Goranson (goranson@duke.edu) has been following the pseudo-controversy, so I'm sure you'd get
plenty of information from him.  I think Jeffery Gibson (jgibson000@comcast.net) was also keeping track.  Both Stephen
and Jeffery are on ANE-2 list, as well.  I think they'd be much better help for you than I would.

My regards,
Kevin.

From: Jonathan Seidel [mailto:seidel.jonathan@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2008 8:06 PM
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which outrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 

These lies about the Chicago "historian" filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me know
if you're willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S. 

RE: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: RE: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "James Spinti" <JSpinti@Eisenbrauns.com>
Date: Mon, 24 Nov 2008 23:32:08 -0500
To: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

I am not interested in your personal vendetta. Please discontinue sending me these e-mails.

James

________________________________
James Spinti
Marketing Director, Book Sales Division
Eisenbrauns, Good books for over 30 years
Specializing in Ancient Near Eastern and Biblical Studies
jspinti at eisenbrauns dot com
Web: http://www.eisenbrauns.com
Phone: 574-269-2011 ext 226
Fax: 574-269-6788

-----Original Message-----
From: Jonathan Seidel [mailto:seidel.jonathan@gmail.com]
Sent: Mon 11/24/2008 11:05 PM
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation
which is being spread around the internet.  See
http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the
end, including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which outrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the
Essenes, who were thought to have written the scrolls, and Qumran has
been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written."

These lies about the Chicago "historian" filth must be answered as quickly
as possible, so please let me know if you're willing to help out on ANE or
otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S.

RE: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "Joseph I. Lauer" <josephlauer@hotmail.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 00:24:38 -0500
To: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

    Hello!
    I'm sorry to admit that I don't recognize your name.
    Maybe it's just the late hour.
    So, please tell me who you are and how you got to me, and what it is that you would like me to do.
    Thank you!
    Be well!
    Joe Lauer

From: Jonathan Seidel
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2008 11:05 PM
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

Hello,
 
I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,
 
http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html
 
which outrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 
 
These lies about the Chicago "historian" filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me
know if you're willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.
 
Best,
 
Jonathan S. 

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Flaming on the list-was misinformation about DEAD SEA SCROLLS
From: eliot braun <eliotbraun@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 00:56:15 -0800 (PST)
To: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Listmembers will understand that as I have no particular axe to grind concerning the 
scrolls; my main area of interest is late prehistory of the southern Levant.

However, I'm appalled by the language of Jonathan Seidel's posting concerning "Chicago 
filth". If Seidel doesn't care for Prof. Golb's view of the scrolls, nor of that of 
anyone else, then he could state it in a civil way, and not try and stir up the 
readership in such a manner for some sort of mass action, whatever that might be. Would 
he suggest burning the works of Prof. Golb and that of others with whom he does not 
agree? 

Professor Golb has (I haven't read it) obviously produced a scholarly tome with which 
one may or may not disagree. To label it "filth" on a public list of this sort is 
inexcusable.

Is this list not monitored? I consider Seidel's comments unwarranted, inflammatory and 
unworthy of this list. If he does not apologize publicly then I feel he should be 
removed from the list. If that does not happen then I will remove myself from the list 
and deem the list un-scholarly and the equivalent of some chat room for Near Eastern 
Groupies. It would then, as far as I'm concerned, be the end of a list that I 
understood was supposed to ber dedicated to scholarly interaction and debate.

Respectfully

Eliot Braun, Ph D
Sr. Fellow WF Albright Institute of Archaeological Research, Jerusalem
Associate Researcher Centre de Recherche Français de Jérusalem
PO Box 21, Har Adar 90836 Israel
Tel 972-2-5345687, Cell 972-50-2231096

--- On Tue, 11/25/08, Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

From: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2008, 6:00 AM
Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a
response to misinformation
which is being spread around the internet.  See
http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of
propoganda at the
end, including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-
viennent-d-etre-traduits-en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which ouotrageously states (pardon my French): "The
connection between the
Essenes, who were thought to have written the scrolls, and
Qumran has
been reduced to nothing, just as the major American
historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written."

These lies about the Chicago filth must be answered as

Re: Flaming on the list-was misinformation about DEAD SEA SCROLLS
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quickly as possible,
so please let me know if you're willing to help out on
ANE or otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S.

Re: Flaming on the list-was misinformation about DEAD SEA SCROLLS
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: Michael J Welch <mbj11@juno.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 05:29:04 -0500
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com

Dear Jonathan, Hi!!! I Thank You so very much for your e-mail. I have
very good friends like Professor James Charlesworth who wholly believe in
the Essenes. I do not know enough about the subject to help You. I have
concentrated on earlier Hebrew inscriptions. I wish that I could be of
more help. I Thank You and May God Abundantly Bless You In Every Way
Possible, With Much Gratitude, Sincerely Yours, Michael
____________________________________________________________
Hit the slopes! Click now for great packages for your ski vacation!
http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL2141
/fc/PnY6rw25MzfW6mnYUazlaHQNg8y96pgVANsxcOZprDiPaJJ5w2uGu/
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Subject: RE: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "victor" <victor@bgumail.bgu.ac.il>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 07:57:38 +0200
To: "'Jonathan Seidel'" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Dear Jonathan,
I don’t think I’m the person suitable to enter a dispute about the origins of the Dead Sea Scrolls and the
identity of their authors or readers or ancient owners. I have studies DSS with Shmaryahu Talmon nearly four
decades ago and have occasionally taught them, but not for years, and I have written two assyriologically
related articles in a DSS encyclopedia and have even published an article in Dead Sea Studies, but I am quite
tangential to the field. I have been aware of Norman Golb’s opinion for some thirty years since I heard him
speak at the Rockefeller Museum some 25 years ago (or was it 30), and I also know of suggestions that the
DSS are of Saducean origin or stem from some related group, but I don’t know who holds what view and for
what reason and even if I did I don’t know whether I’d be qualified to take a stand. Nor, quite frankly, do I
really care. I have no stakes in the issue so whatever the experts, whoever they are at the moment, decicde,
I’m cool.  Personally, I would say that the authors of the Sectarian Scrolls are people who advocate Sadducee
beliefs or practices who live somewhat like Essenes, maybe, but I wouldn’t dare try to defend my views in a
public forum.
And, by the way, I don’t understand what you mean by “lies about the Chicago filth”. Is Norman Golb
“Chicago filth”? This just makes no sense to me.
Best,
Victor Hurowitz
Dept. of Bible, Archaeology and ANE
Ben-Gurion University
Beer-Sheva
 

From: Jonathan Seidel [mailto:seidel.jonathan@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2008 6:01 AM
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
 
Hello,
 
I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,
 
http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html
 
which ouotrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 
 
These lies about the Chicago filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me know if you're
willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.
 
Best,
 
Jonathan S. 

RE: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: Yigal Levin <leviny1@mail.biu.ac.il>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 07:58:30 +0200
To: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Dear Jonathan,

Thanks for your note, but I'm sorry to have to tell you that I can't help. I know that there are arguments for both sides of
the issue, but I'm not enough of a scrolls scholar to really have a definate opinion either way (although I do prefer the
traditional "Essene" school). I certainlty don't have a personal problem with Golb and cannot really defend caling him or
his theories "filth".

Sorry,

----- Original Message -----
From: Jonathan Seidel
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Sent: Tuesday, November 25, 2008 6:05 AM
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread around
the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the end,
including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-traduits-
en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which outrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were thought to
have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major American historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written." 

These lies about the Chicago "historian" filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let me
know if you're willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S. 

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG - http://www.avg.com
Version: 8.0.175 / Virus Database: 270.9.10/1810 - Release Date: 24/11/2008 14:36

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

1 of 1 8/26/2010 7:51 PM

JA1055



Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: "Joseph I. Lauer" <josephlauer@hotmail.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 10:16:46 -0500
To: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

    Hi!
    I'm sorry to bother you again but when you respond to my earlier e-mail, would you please also tell me
what is "filthy" about Dr. Golb's theory, which you refer to as "the Chicago 'historian' filth" and why you
refer to him as an "historian" in quotation marks.
    Thank you!
    Joe Lauer

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

1 of 1 8/26/2010 7:50 PM
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: eliot braun <eliotbraun@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 11:22:36 -0800 (PST)
To: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Damnit no, its not filth, you are some kind of fanatic. Other people have different 
ideas. Your non-scholarly approach to the subject is anathema to me. Don't write to me 
again, please, on any subject.

Eliot Braun, Ph D
Sr. Fellow WF Albright Institute of Archaeological Research, Jerusalem
Associate Researcher Centre de Recherche Français de Jérusalem
PO Box 21, Har Adar 90836 Israel
Tel 972-2-5345687, Cell 972-50-2231096

--- On Tue, 11/25/08, Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

From: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2008, 6:00 AM
Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a
response to misinformation
which is being spread around the internet.  See
http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of
propoganda at the
end, including this article in Le Monde,

http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-
viennent-d-etre-traduits-en-francais_1115194_3246.html

which ouotrageously states (pardon my French): "The
connection between the
Essenes, who were thought to have written the scrolls, and
Qumran has
been reduced to nothing, just as the major American
historian and
paleographer N. Golb had already written."

These lies about the Chicago filth must be answered as
quickly as possible,
so please let me know if you're willing to help out on
ANE or otherwise.

Best,

Jonathan S.

      

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: David Hall <dqhall59@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 13:19:07 -0800 (PST)
To: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

In the scrolls found in the Qumran cave there were some references that might have been attributed to
Christian or reformed influence other than devout Jewish Orthodox, thus some have speculated that the
scrolls were deposited by some other group or persons and not written by the Essenes who were presumed to
be more Jewish in their philosophy.  Some of the statements in the sectarian scrolls did not appear to be
Orthodox Jewish to those who were Orthodox Jewish is my general take on the arguement after hearing
someone else speak about the situation.  Most people including the Israel Antiquities authority who have
prepared a museum, film, and signage at Qumran accept that it was probably Essene, not that it was probably
anything other than Essene.  Some in ANE have vigorously opposed those who would want Qumran as
recorded as not Essene nor connected with the scrolls deposited there.
 
David Stacey stated the site was a small industrial complex and was not associated with the scrolls.  He found
some difficulty accepting DeVaux's statements and has tried to take out every arguement that it was Essene,
including the inkwells, bench, and table found in the scriptorium.  I have already offered opposing arguements
when possible.
 
The arguement has gone back and forth in ANE for years. 
 
The Moslems have a statement in the Quran that Arabia is flat, they did not know the world was round at the
time, nor did their god who they said gave the book to them via an angel have any idea that Arabia was
curvilinear.  Islam has no plans to revise the Koran, nor do they acknowledge the book is imperfect.  
 
Neither can some accept that a Jewish sect wrote the scrolls at Qumran; most likely an all male celibate sect,
the Essenes.
 
If you do an exhaustive study of the matter,  you might give thanks for arguements to support the truth about
Qumran.
 
Sincerely:
 
David Q. Hall

--- On Mon, 11/24/08, Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

From: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Date: Monday, November 24, 2008, 11:05 PM

Hello,
 
I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a response to misinformation which is being spread
around the internet.  See http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of propoganda at the
end, including this article in Le Monde,
 
http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-
traduits-en-francais_1115194_3246.html

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

1 of 2 8/26/2010 7:49 PM

JA1058



 
which outrageously states (pardon my French): "The connection between the Essenes, who were
thought to have written the scrolls, and Qumran has been reduced to nothing, just as the major
American historian and paleographer N. Golb had already written." 
 
These lies about the Chicago "historian" filth must be answered as quickly as possible, so please let
me know if you're willing to help out on ANE or otherwise.
 
Best,
 
Jonathan S. 

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Flaming on the list-was misinformation about DEAD SEA SCROLLS
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 25 Nov 2008 15:51:35 -0500
To: eliotbraun@yahoo.com

I repeat, this is nothing but filth and I appeal to every member of ANE who has any sense of decency to
publicly reject it.  Golb has consistently misrepresented the history of scholarship on scrolls and the scrolls
themselves, many, e.g., according to Ada Yardeni, written by a single sectarian scribe from Qumran.  Golb
and his journalist mouthpieces have offered nothing but scroll misinformation.
 
Jonathan Seidel 

 
On 11/25/08, eliot braun <eliotbraun@yahoo.com> wrote:

Listmembers will understand that as I have no particular axe to grind concerning the scrolls; my main area
of interest is late prehistory of the southern Levant.

However, I'm appalled by the language of Jonathan Seidel's posting concerning "Chicago filth". If Seidel
doesn't care for Prof. Golb's view of the scrolls, nor of that of anyone else, then he could state it in a civil
way, and not try and stir up the readership in such a manner for some sort of mass action, whatever that
might be. Would he suggest burning the works of Prof. Golb and that of others with whom he does not
agree?

Professor Golb has (I haven't read it) obviously produced a scholarly tome with which one may or may not
disagree. To label it "filth" on a public list of this sort is inexcusable.

Is this list not monitored? I consider Seidel's comments unwarranted, inflammatory and unworthy of this
list. If he does not apologize publicly then I feel he should be removed from the list. If that does not happen
then I will remove myself from the list and deem the list un-scholarly and the equivalent of some chat room
for Near Eastern Groupies. It would then, as far as I'm concerned, be the end of a list that I understood was
supposed to ber dedicated to scholarly interaction and debate.

Respectfully

Eliot Braun, Ph D
Sr. Fellow WF Albright Institute of Archaeological Research, Jerusalem
Associate Researcher Centre de Recherche Français de Jérusalem
PO Box 21, Har Adar 90836 Israel
Tel 972-2-5345687, Cell 972-50-2231096

--- On Tue, 11/25/08, Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

> From: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
> Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
> To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
> Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2008, 6:00 AM
> Hello,
>
> I'm wondering if perhaps you could help prepare a

Re: Flaming on the list-was misinformation about DEAD SEA SCROLLS
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> response to misinformation
> which is being spread around the internet.  See
> http://michaelhagerspeaks.wordpress.com/, with the list of
> propoganda at the
> end, including this article in Le Monde,
>
> http://www.lemonde.fr/culture/article/2008/11/05/les-manuscrits-de-la-mer-morte-viennent-d-etre-
traduits-en-francais_1115194_3246.html
>
> which ouotrageously states (pardon my French): "The
> connection between the
> Essenes, who were thought to have written the scrolls, and
> Qumran has
> been reduced to nothing, just as the major American
> historian and
> paleographer N. Golb had already written."
>
> These lies about the Chicago filth must be answered as
> quickly as possible,
> so please let me know if you're willing to help out on
> ANE or otherwise.
>
> Best,
>
> Jonathan S.

Re: Flaming on the list-was misinformation about DEAD SEA SCROLLS
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>
> Jonathan S.

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
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Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
From: eliot braun <eliotbraun@yahoo.com>
Date: Wed, 26 Nov 2008 23:44:13 -0800 (PST)
To: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Go fuck yourself. Nothing cowardly in engaging in scholarly debate, only in 
mudslinging. You have no, repeat, no monopoly on the truth.

Eliot Braun, Ph D
Sr. Fellow WF Albright Institute of Archaeological Research, Jerusalem
Associate Researcher Centre de Recherche Français de Jérusalem
PO Box 21, Har Adar 90836 Israel
Tel 972-2-5345687, Cell 972-50-2231096

--- On Thu, 11/27/08, Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

From: Jonathan Seidel <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
To: eliotbraun@yahoo.com
Date: Thursday, November 27, 2008, 4:03 AM
Well, I have received polite responses from others on the
site who are not
afraid to express that they agree with me.  So I think you
are either a
coward or in the minority on this issue.

On 11/25/08, eliot braun <eliotbraun@yahoo.com>
wrote:

Damnit no, its not filth, you are some kind of
fanatic. Other people have
different ideas. Your non-scholarly approach to the
subject is anathema to
me. Don't write to me again, please, on any
subject.

Eliot Braun, Ph D
Sr. Fellow WF Albright Institute of Archaeological
Research, Jerusalem
Associate Researcher Centre de Recherche Français de
Jérusalem
PO Box 21, Har Adar 90836 Israel
Tel 972-2-5345687, Cell 972-50-2231096

--- On Tue, 11/25/08, Jonathan Seidel
<seidel.jonathan@gmail.com> wrote:

From: Jonathan Seidel

<seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Subject: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Date: Tuesday, November 25, 2008, 6:00 AM
Hello,

I'm wondering if perhaps you could help

prepare a

response to misinformation

Re: Misinformation on Dead Sea Scrolls

1 of 2 8/26/2010 7:53 PM

JA1063



Subject: Help fight DSS lies disseminated on internet
From: "Jonathan Seidel" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>
Date: Sat, 6 Dec 2008 00:01:11 -0500
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
BCC: ane.als@gmail.com, emc@duke.edu, anebo10@gmail.com, antonio.lombatti@mac.com,
apazeraite@yahoo.fr, appelbau@h2.hum.huji.ac.il, B.Andelkovic@f.bg.ac.yu, beahopkinson@earthlink.net,
beneflei-ane@yahoo.com, bjarkal@online.no, briancolless@inspire.net.nz, chris_conlan@yahoo.co.uk,
chris@parthia.com, christopher.heard@pepperdine.edu, cjsulz@hotmail.com, clancyfrank@hotmail.com,
cwhelton@mindspring.com, darlington.mary@yahoo.com, e2waxi@gmail.com, editor@ancientneareast.net,
ehcline@gwu.edu, EHEINR007@aol.com, ehud.benzvi@ualberta.ca, eliotbraun@yahoo.com,
finckean@yahoo.com, frankha@post.tau.ac.il, fscalf@gmail.com, garygreenberg@nyc.rr.com,
gdelmonte@lunet.it, gdoudna@msn.com, george.athas@moore.edu.au, gfsomsel@yahoo.com,
gkiraz@gorgiaspress.com, gklingbeil@aiias.edu, gmills4248@msn.com, grammatim@verizon.net,
groups@yare.org, gtosiris@mpx.com.au, gwoodgeno@yahoo.com, sam@israntique.org.il,
sbudin@camden.rutgers.edu, schorch_AT@gmx.de, seekx22@yahoo.com, shemichaels@earthlink.net,
silverman_mark@yahoo.com, summers@metu.edu.tr, sveta_sg@yahoo.com, tadorne@tadorne-art.com,
timothy.mink@yahoo.ca, tlt@teol.ku.dk, tom.elliott@nyu.edu, torythrp@yahoo.com,
van_der_Veen@gmx.de, vartavan@yahoo.com, victor@bgumail.bgu.ac.il, whiting@cc.helsinki.fi,
wjwalshphd@comcast.net, xalkinos02@freemail.gr, yigal9@netvision.net.il, yitzhaksapir@gmail.com,
yranells@gmail.com, z3itgeistco@yahoo.com, anahidk@humnet.ucla.edu, banani@ucla.edu,
band@humnet.ucla.edu, bodrogli@humnet.ucla.edu, boustan@history.ucla.edu, buccella@ucla.edu,
burke@humnet.ucla.edu, cbakhos@humnet.ucla.edu, cooperso@humnet.ucla.edu, cowe@humnet.ucla.edu,
dhirsch@library.ucla.edu, dieleman@humnet.ucla.edu, englund@ucla.edu, fishbein@humnet.ucla.edu,
hagigile@ucla.edu, hakak@humnet.ucla.edu, hdavidso@ucla.edu, hschmidt@ucla.edu,
jaeckel@humnet.ucla.edu, nahid@humnet.ucla.edu, nezer@humnet.ucla.edu, poonawal@humnet.ucla.edu,
sabar@humnet.ucla.edu, shayegan@humnet.ucla.edu, ssly@anthro.ucla.edu, wendrich@humnet.ucla.edu,
ziai@humnet.ucla.edu

I wish to urge every participant of ANE2 and related sites to contact the BAR forum and condemn the
continuing filth from Chicago, just as Dr. Stephen Goranson of Duke University has had the courage to do:
http://www.bib-arch.org/e-features/josephus-essenes.asp
 
Wishing the best even to those who have given me excuses, and with thanks to all those who have offered me
their support,
 
Jonathan Seidel

Help fight DSS lies disseminated on internet
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Subject: RE: Help fight DSS lies disseminated on internet
From: "Brian Yare" <brian@yare.org>
Date: Sat, 6 Dec 2008 08:55:56 -0000
To: "'Jonathan Seidel'" <seidel.jonathan@gmail.com>

Stop abusing the ANE‐2 mailing list by sending out this spam.
 

From: Jonathan Seidel [mailto:seidel.jonathan@gmail.com]
Sent: 06 December 2008 05:01
To: seidel.jonathan@gmail.com
Subject: Help fight DSS lies disseminated on internet
 
I wish to urge every participant of ANE2 and related sites to contact the BAR forum and condemn the
continuing filth from Chicago, just as Dr. Stephen Goranson of Duke University has had the courage to do:
http://www.bib-arch.org/e-features/josephus-essenes.asp
 
Wishing the best even to those who have given me excuses, and with thanks to all those who have offered
me their support,
 
Jonathan Seidel

No virus found in this incoming message.
Checked by AVG - http://www.avg.com
Version: 8.0.176 / Virus Database: 270.9.14/1832 - Release Date: 12/5/2008 9:57 AM

RE: Help fight DSS lies disseminated on internet
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Subj ect: Dr. Ehrman's announcement

From: "Frank Cröss" <ft ank.cross2@gmail.com>

Date: Sun,20 Jr¡l 2008 2l:55:07 -0400
To: tyson@email.unc.edu

It looks like Ba¡t has gone and put his foot in his mouth again.

Are u,e going to have to take on the Jewish Museum? I'm seeing thís crop up everywhere on the web.

http://bíblicalraleigh.wordpress.conr/2008/07117lunc-professor-admits-hes-noþa-scrolls-expert-defends-biased-museunl-exhibil

(scroll down)

Best

F¡ank C¡oss
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 31, 2007 10:07 PM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: Scandal erupts around Dead 
Sea Scrolls exhibit : Indybay 

I think there is no escaping from the reality that B. Ralph's next posting will claim that 
Hollingworth and Gadda are Joel and Raphael Golb, respectively, pointing out that one lives 
in Berlin, the other in New York, and that a "Raphael" inaugurated the entire campaign by 
posting something on August 16, 2006... Here is Gadda's proposed response when the time 
comes: 

B. Ralph continues with his vituperative commentaries, basing his paranoid argument on
scattered bits of internet chatter that he has put together like a detective in an Edgar Allen Poe
story.  Everything is connected--and bingo, B. Ralph saves the museum! Well, sometimes life
is a bit more complicated than that.  I hope the poor man can get some sleep, because the real
question here is: who is the vituperative B. Ralph? Why on earth would anyone go to such
lengths to defend an exhibit whose creators have obviously engaged in biased, unethical and
unscientific conduct?

JA1068
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From: dals63423@mypacks.net [mailto:dals63423@mypacks.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2007 4:40 PM 
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Virtual Qumran 
 
Bob, 
 
I believe I saw a positive review of the Virtual Qumran film, or of the Scrolls exhibit and 
mentioning the film, on the SBL site some time ago, but I can't locate it.  Would you happen to 
have the link? I'd also be interested if you can send me links to any other reviews--not on 
blogs, but in journals or magazines, etc. 
 
With thanks, 
 
Dale Summers 
 
 
 
 
 
 
From: dals63423@mypacks.net [mailto:dals63423@mypacks.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2007 4:46 PM 
To: bob@bobcargill.com 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Virtual Qumran 
 
Dear Bob, 
 
I loved the "Virtual Qumran" show.  I believe I saw a favorable review of it, or of the exhibit 
and mentioning the film, on the SBL site some time ago, but I can't locate it.  Would you 
happen to have the link? I'd also be interested if you can send me links to any other reviews--
not on blogs, but in journals or magazines, etc. 
 
With thanks, 
 
Dale Summers 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2008 11:27 AM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
Relax -- it would have been unusual if I hadn't posted anything -- they would have started 
insinuating I was using another alias. 
 
2 minutes -- actually it was more like an hour or two, but if it says 2 minutes that's good -- 
how can I be in two places at the same time? 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de> 
>Sent: Jul 25, 2008 5:54 AM 
>To: Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> 
>Subject: Re:  
> 
>your contribution was posted 2 minutes after my own posting--wouldn't it  
>have been better to wait a while to avoid the impression that we are  
>collaborating or are indeed one and the same person? You want me to help  
>on this--then please preserve Gnostic's outward integrity as an  
>independent contributor 
> 
>Raphael wrote: 
>> I believe you received some important information from someone... 
>> 
>> 
>> 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2008 4:30 PM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: on-line debate 

Dad -- I'm just reading a message from Joel -- apparently you didn't get my messages telling 
you about this debate between Gadda and those people and asking you for your opinion on the 
statements quoted from Kohn about "Jewish" and "Judaic," etc. -- here is the link:  

http://iidb.infidels.org/vbb/showthread.php?t=248470 

and at the bottom of the page, you click on the little numbers (1, 2, 3, 4) to go to the next page 
of the debate. 

Raph 

JA1071
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 25, 2008 4:58 PM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
I'm just getting home from stuff.  From your exchange with Dad, I see that he apparently didn't 
get my other emails which would explain why he never got back to me. 
 
I really don't think I ruined anything by coming on -- the tone of my thing was quite different 
from yours, along with links.  It's part of Gadda's persona to always come on late at night with 
jabs at these people, quoting the New York Times and similar sources.  Why shouldn't he have 
picked up on Ignorant Gnostic's statement? 
 
Gadda will keep the California link in reserve and pull it out soon.  If PicknAxe and Gibson 
avoid any further exchanges, Mendlehop can intervene again, saying Gadda gives "Jewish" 
perspective.  Sargent knows nothing of Christianity and promotes anti-Essene campaign of a 
Jew "professor" from Chicago.  John the Baptist was an Essene -- with link to this site:  
 
http://latter-rain.com/nt/johnbap.htm   
 
Then Gadda can come on with the California guy: is he Jewish too? Is he a "collaborator"? 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de> 
>Sent: Jul 25, 2008 12:08 PM 
>To: Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> 
>Subject: Re:  
> 
>Please respond to Dad on this: 
> 
>> 
>> Joel -- 
>> Thanks for sending me the latest  -  I hadn't previously seen this,  
>> and I also haven't been able to get into the earlier parts of this  
>> particular debate (so if possible please send me the link to that as  
>> well). 
>> 
>>                 Dad 
>> 
>here's the link--read through or else go to the last page 
> 
>http://iidb.infidels.org/vbb/showthread.php?p=5466197&posted=1#post5466197 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2008 12:33 PM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
forgot to turn my phone on -- it's on now 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 26, 2008 12:29 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 
I talked to dad today--just tried phoning (maybe you're taking a crap)--when are you 
reachable? 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
I don't think this would be one of Ignorant Gnostic's more convincing arguments -- the Dorot 
Foundation is connected with ASOR and with the Shrine of the Book, but it didn't come up on 
the donor lists of the other museum exhibits.  This doesn't mean it wasn't an "unnamed" or 
anonymous donor -- but there is an unnamed donor on the Jewish Museum list and that could 
very well be Dorot.  The introduction of Dorot was from the outset a ploy on Gadda's part, to 
widen the "net" and create additional guilt by hunch and implication. 
 
So if you want to proceed with this one I think we would need to tone it down and rephrase it 
somewhat. 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 26, 2008 10:08 AM  
To: Raphael  
Subject: Re:  
 
 
I want to mail the below--just let me know if you have any objections or changes for accuracy. 
 
A p.s. to my remarks above.--Judging by the fine print in the new Jewish Museum 
announcement of their Scrolls exhibit, the Dorot Foundation has nothing to do with this 
exhibit. I'm not going to check back to confirm this, but as far as I recall one of Gadda's points 
has been that all those previous, "disinformational" exhibits were indeed sponsored by the 
Dorot Foundation. While certainly not "proving" anything, the contrasting absence of the DF 
from the JM exhibit's scene certainly would seem to add credence to one of his conclusions: 
that one thing the suppression of the Jerusalem theory in the earlier exhibits reflects is the 
Dorot Foundation's long-standing, unhealthily intimate, and very active alignment with that 
particular academic network formed by those committed in a professional-ideological manner 
to the Essene-sectarian idea.      
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Joel Golb wrote:  
Please respond to Dad on this:  
 
 
Joel --  
Thanks for sending me the latest  -  I hadn't previously seen this, and I also haven't been able 
to get into the earlier parts of this particular debate (so if possible please send me the link to 
that as well).  
 
                Dad  
here's the link--read through or else go to the last page  
 
http://iidb.infidels.org/vbb/showthread.php?p=5466197&posted=1#post5466197  
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2008 1:21 PM 
To: n-golb@uchicago.edu 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: new nowpublic item on new york 
exhibit 

Dad -- there's a new article out by Gadda --  

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/dead-sea-scrolls-coming-new-york 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 2:58 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
I got Dad's little "test" message earlier.  Either way is fine. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 2:56 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 Raph, we can't send via Dad's email so we'll send via mine. Love, Mom. 
 
On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 1:53 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
Raph -- I spoke about Joel's concern with Dad. He thinks that if Dan is going to be speaking 
with the curator, he should if possible tell her about the political struggles that the quote 
"Jerusalem origin" scholars are having with the traditionalist clique which has been largely 
successful in suppressing the new evidence and in keeping independent scholars from 
speaking at the exhibits. 
 
A crucial question is whether despite the Museum's announcement, the actual descriptions of 
the manuscripts in the main hall reflectonly the traditionalists' claimsor are an evnhanded 
reflection of both sides' interpretations.  
 
On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 12:53 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
 
Raph, Joel told me about the statement that evidently the curator put out regarding the exhibit, 
in which case she may be very sympathetic to Dan F.'s suggestions or words. Love, Mom  
 
On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 2:27 AM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
yes, message received (apparently a few hours ago) 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 12:45 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
just testing to see if we can get through on my gmail. 
 
 
On Sun, Jul 27, 2008 at 1:01 AM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom -- I just sent Dad the loan agreement signed by the IAA and these museums (it's on the 
IAA website).  It makes it clear that the IAA has absolute and total control over the contents of 
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the exhibits. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 27, 2008 1:41 AM  
To: Raphael  
Subject: Re:  
I still say that if they bring it up again, say what I suggested. It will flummox them. 
 
 
On Sat, Jul 26, 2008 at 3:05 PM, Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
They would probably be happy, as long as they can tie "Charles Gadda" and the other aliases 
to him.   
 
Unfortunately, the very first posting, two years ago on that Illinois bible teacher's site, came up 
signed by "Raphael."  It was just a little posting, but it gave them the "clue" they needed.   
 
The real point is that nobody else really cares; Gadda could have seen this posting by 
"Raphael" and gotten interested in the topic; and Golb's son has the right to his opinion 
anyway.  In fact, what must be truly maddening to them is that they know Gadda is Golb's son, 
meaning they are faced with a dedicated, in-the-know adversary who is out to get them, and 
there's simply nothing they can do about it. 
 
I believe the blogging campaign has put pressure on them and possibly contributed to what we 
are seeing now with the Jewish Museum.  It certainly helped motivate Dad to write his 
articles, which is what really matters.  
 
At 02:02 PM 07/26/2008, you wrote: 
 
Raph-the next time someone says you must be  
Golb's son you should answer ,"and I could be his wife, or his brother, or his sister, and you're 
pathetic." 
I think that would be a good squelch. 
 
On Fri, Jul 25, 2008 at 6:13 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
 
P.s.  
Mom,  
Dad should show the announcement to Kedar and point out to him that they have kept the 
language about "most scholars" -- it should read "most of these scholars."  And "probably 
Qumran" should read "probably, according to these scholars, Qumran."  Kedar will be mad as 
hell when he sees that. 
Raph 
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-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 25, 2008 1:54 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  

Raph, Dad is in the shower but in the meantime I just want to tell you that yesterday evening 
we attended the yahrtzeit for Bella Greenfield. She died exactly a year ago, but no one had 
told me.I knew she was critically ill and we couldn't visit with her because I had an upper 
respiratory infection. To make a long story short, I said a few words at the gathering and told 
them how I came across the letter she wrote to you. If you saved it it might go into archives if 
her family creates such a thing. 
I'm holding up, but this is difficult for me. The weather is extremely hot this summer, and the 
least bit of sun wipes me out. My knee is really hampering me, and the neighborhood's terrain 
is impossible. But I'll plan on taxis. Nevertheless, it's all interesting and enjoyable. 
Love,  
Mom 

On Thu, Jul 24, 2008 at 11:57 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, I hope you are doing okay and the knee is holding up. 
I saw Dan F. today.  Unfortunately, he's probably not going to be able to accomplish anything, 
for a basic reason that he revealed to me: years ago, after his father died, the Jewish Museum 
closed down his father's collection, and Dan requested that they return all the works in it to 
him.  Thus, he has no influence over them.  He does, however, know the curator (Susan 
Braunstein), and will speak to her about it (but she might be on vacation).  She will probably 
resist, however, and then he will be able to do nothing. 
This makes it all the more important that Dad try and do something about this via Benny 
Kedar.  There is no shame in asking to see the list of lecturers ("Look, I don't want to tell you 
who to invite and not to invite, but I would be curious to see who you have invited") and 
pointing out that they could have had the courtesy to invite him, after everything he has done 
to help them improve the exhibits. 
By the way, if Dad has some comment on the latest Charles Gadda exchange, he can send it 
through your email, that way there would be no trace of it in his account. 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2008 11:53 AM 
To: Joel Golb; Ruth Golb; Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: how about this 
 
Another possiblity is for me to initially play dumb -- send Katz a copy of Dad's "Fact and 
Fiction" article with a note saying I assume she has seen it but if not, I hope it may be of 
interest to her.  There is a chance she will contact me to thank me and say "I want to assure 
you that our exhibit will be different," etc.  In which case I can follow up with an 
"incidentally, I have information," etc. (as in the planned note).  And if she does not respond, I 
can always still follow up with a P.s. to the same effect. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 29, 2008 4:00 AM  
To: Ruth Golb , Norman Golb , Raphael  
Subject: Re: how about this  
 
this is why I am convinced that if it is not clear very soon that Benny is willing to establish 
exactly who has been responsible for the explanations for the exhibit objects, what the 
explanations are, and how (if necessary) they will be changed, the only chance of possibly 
changing things will be for the pressure to come the "reverse" way--Braunstein to Katz, ideally 
in the form of a letter  requesting permission for specific changes or additions, based on what 
Katz has already been forced to assent to before Benny and Dad. And this long-shot is 
probably only possible if Raph is able to speak to Braunstein directly--so we must not wait too 
long for him to contact her.    
 
Ruth Golb wrote:  
 
I absolutely agree with Raph on a number of points. I'm sure Katz will freeze, caught between 
the two forces. I told this to Dad immediately;he got sore, of course. Love, Mom 
 
On Tue, Jul 29, 2008 at 1:16 AM, Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de> wrote: 
latest note from Raph--pins down the worst-case scenario  
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
I suspect no changes whatsoever will be made, the simple excuse being that it's too late to do 
anything about it this time.  And this might be the last DSS exhibit for a very long time.  I also 
suspect that Dad will not receive any answer to his questions.  B.K. will thank him for the info 
and forward it to Katz, and that will be the end of it.  The situation is really quite insane -- 
Katz is obviously not going to invite Dad (or, for that matter, Magen and Peleg) to be a 
member of her scientific committee; she will simply freeze, petrified between Kedar and her 
cronies.  The only real question is whether Kedar will ever really force her to take action. 
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-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 29, 2008 1:38 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com, Ruth Golb , Norman Golb  
Subject: Re: how about this  
 
sounds good--we also need to find out, somehow, what information/interpretations will 
accompany the exhibit objects themselves!--what was planned, and what changes will now be 
made. 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
mom and dad have asked me to hold off on this for now; dad will try following up with benny 
kedar first, pointing out the "adjoining gallery" thing to him in a letter and asking whether 
specific info (x, y, z) is provided there.  if the atmosphere is right, dad might mention to him 
that i'm in new york and would be happy to serve as a liaison. 
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From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 29, 2008 12:14 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: how about this  
 
small emendation: 
 
If you would&n=sp;have an hour one afternoon to meet with me, please let me know.  My 
father is currently in Jerusalem, where there have been developments of a political nature 
regarding the scrolls that may be of considerable interest to you. 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
Dear Ms. Braunstein, 
I am the son of Norman Golb (author of Who Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls?). 
If you would have an hour one afternoon to meet with me, please let me know.  My father is 
currently in Jerusalem, where there have been developments of a political nature that may be 
of considerable interest to you. 
Raphael Golb, Ph.D. 
[I don't want to tell her I would be "grateful" to meet, this would put me in the position of 
being a supplicant on Dad's behalf.] 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 3:54 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: (no subject)  
 
I take it under your real name and identifying yourself as Norman Golb's son--that might 
actually have a chance of working, esp. because of her connections with the JTS. I would not 
say "happy to talk" but rather grateful to have a chance to meet with her; I think p"information 
[about the politics of the situation" is o.k., but better maybe better: about extremely recent 
political developments within the IAA in relation to DSS exhibition policies--that might really 
grab her attention (danger: that she contacts the IAA to find out what Golb has been up to, 
thus creating an impression he's been indiscrete....). 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
the problem is that the DSS loan agreement specifically states that any additions or changes 
must have the approval of the IAA.  it is hardly likely that the Jewish Museum would have 
negotiated a different agreement.  I suspect the "adjoining gallery" simply gives a very general 
summary of the different views, without giving the specific evidence Dad relies on to support 
the Jerusalem theory.  Katz, already under pressure from Kedar, did not dare to refuse, but that 
does not mean Braunstein thought of listing the evidence in question -- that would need to be 
fed to her in the form of suggestions coming from the IAA. 
I'm going to contact Braunstein with a note saying I live in New York and would be happy to 
talk with her about the exhibit, being privy to information [about the politics of the 
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situation?] that she might find of interest.  Dad said this was okay (but I hadn't included the 
bracketed words in my email to him).  I suspect she will not respond, but who knows. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 1:14 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com, Norman Golb  
Subject: Re: (no subject)  
 
one possibility: the "adjoining gallery" may not technically part of the exhibit, and is 
Braunstein effort to counteract the bias of the previously planned "official" explanations of the 
objects (by the same token, it's possible the IAA simply can't control the JM's publicity for the 
event). So the point would now be that the move by Kedar and Golb means the IAA woman 
(and Tov) will be forced to modify the accompanying explanations (at least in the sense of "lip 
service", i.e. "a minority of scholars think that....")--it's thus crucial, if at all possible, to find 
out what these explanations will be--which is why it will be a real pity if there's no way to 
contact Braunstein--who is clearly someone with brains and insight--and let her know, in some 
way or other, what's going on with the IAA, if it turns out she's open and sympathetic (she 
would then be able to press from the other direction, so to speak....). Maybe impossible, but 
perhaps Dad can still do something here--with a letter directly to her, or whatever. They have 
been cornered, but will still obviously do whatever they can to slink out of it. 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
This has been added to the Nowpublic article.  You could be right, but how does that fit in 
with the IAA's exercising control.  It could easily turn out that this "adjoining gallery" gives 
lip service to the different opinions, while still containing "most scholars" language. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 11:40 AM  
To: Raphael  
Subject: (no subject)  
 
the 2nd of the JM announcements contains the following passage, which leads me to think 
Braunstein has not simply "followed orders" but has played an active role in setting the thing 
up:    
 
In an adjoining gallery, visitors will learn that scholars still do not agree about the origins and 
meaning of the scrolls decades after their discovery.  
The Dead Sea Scrolls: Mysteries of the Ancient World was organized for The Jewish Museum 
by Susan L. Braunstein, Curator of Archaeology and Judaica. In assembling the exhibition, 
she selected texts that illustrate the diversity and transformations in Judaism during the Second 
Temple Period, when the written word and prayer were rivaling sacrifice in worship, as well 
as early Christianity's connections to Judaism.  
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 1:04 PM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: new nowpublic item on new 
york exhibit 

message received 

-----Original Message----- 
>From: Norman Golb <n-golb@uchicago.edu>
>Sent: Jul 28, 2008 9:32 AM
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com
>Subject: Re: new nowpublic item on new york exhibit
>
>>Dad -- there's a new article out by Gadda --
>>
>>http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/dead-sea-scrolls-coming-new-york
>
>testing 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 3:15 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
Mom, yes -- I just replied -- I'm at the library and will be on the computer just for another 
fifteen minutes or so. 
I repeat, not to expect much from Dan F.  The only way is to have follow-up discussions in 
Jerusalem.  E.g., send a letter to Benny Kedar, pointing to the statement about the "adjoining 
gallery," and asking whether specific information (x, y, z) will be included there.  If the 
atmosphere is right, Dad may wish to mention to him that I live in New York and have offered 
to serve as a liaison with the curator if that can be of any use.  On the other hand, I can 
understand if Dad is unwilling to take any of these steps, not wanting to be pushy. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 3:00 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 
Raph, did you receive the long message I just sent? 
 
On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 1:57 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
I got Dad's little "test" message earlier.  Either way is fine. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 2:56 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 Raph, we can't send via Dad's email so we'll send via mine. Love, Mom. 
 
 
On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 1:53 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
Raph -- I spoke about Joel's concern with Dad. He thinks that if Dan is going to be speaking 
with the curator, he should if possible tell her about the political struggles that the quote 
"Jerusalem origin" scholars are having with the traditionalist clique which has been largely 
successful in suppressing the new evidence and in keeping independent scholars from 
speaking at the exhibits. 
 
A crucial question is whether despite the Museum's announcement, the actual descriptions of 
the manuscripts in the main hall reflectonly the traditionalists' claimsor are an evnhanded 
reflection of both sides' interpretations.  
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On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 12:53 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 

Raph, Joel told me about the statement that evidently the curator put out regarding the exhibit, 
in which case she may be very sympathetic to Dan F.'s suggestions or words. Love, Mom  

On Mon, Jul 28, 2008 at 2:27 AM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
yes, message received (apparently a few hours ago) 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 28, 2008 12:45 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
just testing to see if we can get through on my gmail. 

On Sun, Jul 27, 2008 at 1:01 AM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom -- I just sent Dad the loan agreement signed by the IAA and these museums (it's on the 
IAA website).  It makes it clear that the IAA has absolute and total control over the contents of 
the exhibits. 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 27, 2008 1:41 AM  
To: Raphael  
Subject: Re:  
I still say that if they bring it up again, say what I suggested. It will flummox them. 

On Sat, Jul 26, 2008 at 3:05 PM, Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
They would probably be happy, as long as they can tie "Charles Gadda" and the other aliases 
to him.   

Unfortunately, the very first posting, two years ago on that Illinois bible teacher's site, came up 
signed by "Raphael."  It was just a little posting, but it gave them the "clue" they needed.   

The real point is that nobody else really cares; Gadda could have seen this posting by 
"Raphael" and gotten interested in the topic; and Golb's son has the right to his opinion 
anyway.  In fact, what must be truly maddening to them is that they know Gadda is Golb's son, 
meaning they are faced with a dedicated, in-the-know adversary who is out to get them, and 
there's simply nothing they can do about it. 

I believe the blogging campaign has put pressure on them and possibly contributed to what we 
are seeing now with the Jewish Museum.  It certainly helped motivate Dad to write his 
articles, which is what really matters.  
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At 02:02 PM 07/26/2008, you wrote: 
 
 
Raph-the next time someone says you must be  
Golb's son you should answer ,"and I could be his wife, or his brother, or his sister, and you're 
pathetic." 
I think that would be a good squelch. 
 
On Fri, Jul 25, 2008 at 6:13 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
 
P.s.  
Mom,  
Dad should show the announcement to Kedar and point out to him that they have kept the 
language about "most scholars" -- it should read "most of these scholars."  And "probably 
Qumran" should read "probably, according to these scholars, Qumran."  Kedar will be mad as 
hell when he sees that. 
Raph 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 25, 2008 1:54 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 
 
Raph, Dad is in the shower but in the meantime I just want to tell you that yesterday evening 
we attended the yahrtzeit for Bella Greenfield. She died exactly a year ago, but no one had 
told me.I knew she was critically ill and we couldn't visit with her because I had an upper 
respiratory infection. To make a long story short, I said a few words at the gathering and told 
them how I came across the letter she wrote to you. If you saved it it might go into archives if 
her family creates such a thing. 
I'm holding up, but this is difficult for me. The weather is extremely hot this summer, and the 
least bit of sun wipes me out. My knee is really hampering me, and the neighborhood's terrain 
is impossible. But I'll plan on taxis. Nevertheless, it's all interesting and enjoyable. 
Love,  
Mom 
 
 
On Thu, Jul 24, 2008 at 11:57 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, I hope you are doing okay and the knee is holding up. 
I saw Dan F. today.  Unfortunately, he's probably not going to be able to accomplish anything, 
for a basic reason that he revealed to me: years ago, after his father died, the Jewish Museum 
closed down his father's collection, and Dan requested that they return all the works in it to 
him.  Thus, he has no influence over them.  He does, however, know the curator (Susan 
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Braunstein), and will speak to her about it (but she might be on vacation).  She will probably 
resist, however, and then he will be able to do nothing. 
This makes it all the more important that Dad try and do something about this via Benny 
Kedar.  There is no shame in asking to see the list of lecturers ("Look, I don't want to tell you 
who to invite and not to invite, but I would be curious to see who you have invited") and 
pointing out that they could have had the courtesy to invite him, after everything he has done 
to help them improve the exhibits. 
By the way, if Dad has some comment on the latest Charles Gadda exchange, he can send it 
through your email, that way there would be no trace of it in his account. 
Raph 
 

JA1087



 27

 
From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2008 5:56 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Israel Museum information 
 
Mom, Dad, finally the answer on the Israel Museum, from the director of the American 
Friends.  [I'm copying and pasting from the alias email I used.]  I have put some of the key 
points in bold. 
Dear Mr. Meltzer, 
  
Thank you for your phone call and your email below, and I hope I can help with your 
confusion! 
  
The IMJ is what is called in Israel a "mixed-public company," meaning that it is essentially a 
private, non-profit corporation which has its own Board of Directors, owns its own assets, 
and receives regularly granted support from the State.   
  
When the Museum was formed in 1965, it inherited the collections previously assembled by 
the Bezalel National Museum (founded in 1906), including the “orphaned” works of art 
received in custody from the Jewish Restitution Successor Organization (JRSO), which you 
mention in the Ha'aretz quote below.  Since that time, the Museum's collections have grown to 
include approximately 500,000 items, many gifted by private donors worldwide, either 
directly or through Friends organizations, like the American Friends of the Israel Museum and 
other such organizations in a dozen or so countries.  The Museum's archeological holdings, 
approximately 125,000 items, are the property of the State, under the jurisdiction of the 
State's Antiquities Authority. 
  
The Museum's Board of Directors comprises 14 seats, half occupied by private citizens, 
elected by Board itself.  The other half are occupied by Shareholders involved in the original 
founding of the Museum, including the State, the Municipality of Jerusalem, the Hebrew 
University, the Bezalel Academy of Art and Design, the Jewish Agency, and the Shrine of the 
Book Foundation (which acquired the first Dead Sea Scrolls and commissioned the Shrine on 
the Museum's campus). 
  
At most, 12-15% of the Museum's annual budget comes from the State, granted each year 
through the Ministry of Science, Culture, and Sport.  
  
In most respects, the Museum therefore operates like many of its private, non-profit (501(c) 3) 
sister institutions in the U.S.    
  
I hope the above helps, and certainly let me know if you have any other questions.  The 
Museum is a great institution, and it would be very pleased to receive your support! 
  
All the best, 
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Monique Birenbaum 
Executive Director 
American Friends of the Israel Museum 
500 Fifth Avenue, Suite 2540 
New York, NY 10110 
212-997-5611 
Fax 212-997-5536 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2008 3:46 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: how about this 
 
Okay, but we are very quickly running out of time on this one.  New York is far away from 
Jerusalem and I suspect it is not a primary concern of Benny Kedar's.  Incidentally, is Dad on 
good terms with anyone at the Jewish Theological Seminary? 
In Dad's letter, he should perhaps point out that the Jewish Museum is one of Judaism's most 
prominent cultural institutions (hinting that its reputation is at stake), and ask if Katz will be 
taking steps to ensure that the decisions taken at the meeting will be concretely applied to the 
exhibit there. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 30, 2008 3:16 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: how about this  
  
No, no, no for a few reasons. But let Dad write to B. K. tomorrow.  
 
I'm going to sleep now.Lila Tov. 
Mom 
 
On Wed, Jul 30, 2008 at 2:08 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, Joel, 
 
how about this: 
 
Dear Ms. Braunstein, 
 
I am the son of Norman Golb (author of Who Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls?). 
 
I live in New York, and I have heard that an exhibit of the scrolls will soon be opening at the 
Jewish Museum.  If you can spare a moment one afternoon, I would greatly appreciate having 
the opportunity to meet you; I have some information on recent developments that could be of 
interest to you. 
 
Raphael Golb, Ph.D. 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2008 4:07 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: how about this 

I just called Dan about this and he immediately said there was no way Braunstein would ever 
meet with me, because she's a "big shot."  He insisted that she must indeed be "au courant" 
because she is very clever, and that nothing he tells her will make any difference anyway 
because she will simply do what she wants.  (Meanwhile, she has not returned his calls, 
because she must be busy setting up the exhibit and she probably assumes that he is just 
calling her for social reasons.) 

My conclusion: the only way of getting through to her would be to directly inform her of the 
meeting.  Ideally, Benny Kedar would call her himself, but again, I can understand Dad's 
reluctance to be pushy.  The only realistic possibility is for Kedar to instruct Katz to call 
Braunstein with a request that the additional information be added to the exhibit. 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 30, 2008 3:30 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: how about this  

something important just occurred to me. She isn't going to want to meet Golb's son after Dan 
speaks with her. She'll recognize something is afoot. However, if DAN tells her that Golb's 
son is living in New York, would like to meet her, and that you're au courant on the latest 
developments, then  
MAYBE she would meet with you. 

Mom 

On Wed, Jul 30, 2008 at 2:16 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 

No, no, no for a few reasons. But let Dad write to B. K. tomorrow.  

I'm going to sleep now.Lila Tov. 
Mom  

On Wed, Jul 30, 2008 at 2:08 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, Joel, 

how about this: 

Dear Ms. Braunstein, 
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I am the son of Norman Golb (author of Who Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls?). 
 
I live in New York, and I have heard that an exhibit of the scrolls will soon be opening at the 
Jewish Museum.  If you can spare a moment one afternoon, I would greatly appreciate having 
the opportunity to meet you; I have some information on recent developments that could be of 
interest to you. 
 
Raphael Golb, Ph.D. 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 12:35 AM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: how about this 
 
Mom -- good morning. 
Dan F. has left a message for Braunstein but she hasn't gotten back to him yet.   
Eventually he will get through to her and she will have lunch or dinner with him (unless she is 
about to leave for August vacation, which I somehow doubt given the proximity of the 
exhibit).   
However, bear in mind that he's not going to be pushy, he will simply have a polite 
conversation with her, mention to her that he considers Dad to be a dear friend, and say that he 
thinks both sides have a right to be heard.  Do not expect anything to come of this. 
 
As for me, if I can't tell Braunstein about the change in policy, the burning of the catalogue, 
etc. (i.e., give her enough information for her to understand that she is not limited by Katz and 
can go over her to a higher authority if need be), there's no point in my meeting her -- but she 
would probably not want to meet me anyway, for the reason stated by Dan F. 
On the other hand, I would be happy to take a look at Braunstein's exhibit panel texts on 
Dad's behalf (Kedar would have to instruct Braunstein to show them to me), but I don't see 
how Dad could ask for that without seeming way too pushy. 
So it seems to me that the best way to go is simply to send the letter to Kedar and hope for the 
best, which is obviously going to be better than what we've seen before anyway. 
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 30, 2008 11:41 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: how about this  
 
 
I'm confused. I thought that  
Dan had an actual appointment with Braunstein.It seems that won't work out either. One thing 
for sure is that Dad does not want youtelling her of his meeting with Bennie. That is strictly 
confidential.But Dad will be in touch with you today. 
 
Mom 
 
 
On Wed, Jul 30, 2008 at 3:06 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
I just called Dan about this and he immediately said there was no way Braunstein would ever 
meet with me, because she's a "big shot."  He insisted that she must indeed be "au courant" 
because she is very clever, and that nothing he tells her will make any difference anyway 
because she will simply do what she wants.  (Meanwhile, she has not returned his calls, 
because she must be busy setting up the exhibit and she probably assumes that he is just 
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calling her for social reasons.) 
 
My conclusion: the only way of getting through to her would be to directly inform her of the 
meeting.  Ideally, Benny Kedar would call her himself, but again, I can understand Dad's 
reluctance to be pushy.  The only realistic possibility is for Kedar to instruct Katz to call 
Braunstein with a request that the additional information be added to the exhibit. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 30, 2008 3:30 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: how about this  
 
 
something important just occurred to me. She isn't going to want to meet Golb's son after Dan 
speaks with her. She'll recognize something is afoot. However, if DAN tells her that Golb's 
son is living in New York, would like to meet her, and that you're au courant on the latest 
developments, then  
MAYBE she would meet with you. 
Mom 
 
On Wed, Jul 30, 2008 at 2:16 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
 
No, no, no for a few reasons. But let Dad write to B. K. tomorrow.  
 
I'm going to sleep now.Lila Tov. 
Mom  
 
On Wed, Jul 30, 2008 at 2:08 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, Joel, 
 
how about this: 
 
Dear Ms. Braunstein, 
 
I am the son of Norman Golb (author of Who Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls?). 
 
I live in New York, and I have heard that an exhibit of the scrolls will soon be opening at the 
Jewish Museum.  If you can spare a moment one afternoon, I would greatly appreciate having 
the opportunity to meet you; I have some information on recent developments that could be of 
interest to you. 
 
Raphael Golb, Ph.D. 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 12:37 PM 
To: j.golb@snafu.de 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: not so fast 

As I predicted, things are not as good as the announcements made them seem.  
The old man I know here who is Dad's friend and used to work at the Jewish Museum spoke 
with Braunstein for 20 minutes on the phone and then left me a message. He defended her as 
being "very open, herself somewhat inclined towards the other [Qumran-sectarian] theory, but 
not sure any more," in sum, she recognizes the opposition and claims that the exhibit is going 
to be "more neutral" than the others.  There are "only" going to be two lectures: one by 
Schiffman and the other apparently by Sidnie White Crawford (my deduction, because he said 
it's "about the women").  This is not good at all, and there is apparently nothing we can do 
about it.  

At this point, I am inclined to photocopy the footnote in Schiffman's book and send it to 
Braunstein anonymously.  But since the lectures have not been announced, she will suspect it's 
coming from someone who spoke with the old man and she will interrogate him on who he 
spoke with. 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 6:18 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
I just spoke with Dan F.; I could tell that basically he didn't have the courage to ask Braunstein 
to invite Dad; he kept suggesting that I come to the lectures and ask questions afterwards to 
rebut the speakers; when I explained why that wouldn't work, he suggested that Dad himself 
show up at Schiffman's lecture (at Dan F.'s expense, hotel and everything); when I explained 
why Dad wouldn't do that, he suggested that Dad write to Braunstein, pointing out that the 
speakers are not balanced and that he would be willing to give a talk at his own expense to 
rebut them. 
Benny Kedar did tell Dad that they have no jurisdiction over lectures; however, simply 
suggesting something in a polite manner ("the lecturers are of course your choice, but we 
would very much appreciate it if you could invite Dr. Golb or another proponent of the 
Jerusalem theory, so that the talks are balanced") does not mean imposing it by law, yet can 
have the same effect. 
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 31, 2008 4:15 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 
This is dreadful. Dad says if she chose that woman,  then she has no judgement, she hardly 
knows Hebrew. Dad will write to Kedar, but Bennie already told Dad that he has no 
jurisdiction over speakers chosen. I told Dad that Bennie could still say something. But why 
was this woman chosen? Who is being paid off here? 
 
Mom 
 
 
On Thu, Jul 31, 2008 at 1:03 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, 
 
You should say to Benny Kedar: "I now have reason to believe that this one too is a set-up -- 
they have only invited two people to lecture, both of them supporters of the sectarian theory, 
one of whom has misrepresented my views in published books and articles -- therefore I 
would be grateful if you would allow me to see the plaques, so that I can defend my 
reputation." 
 
The "Golb = Temple library" footnote in Schiffman's book is incriminatory; you should use it. 
 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 9:38 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
I doubt if this has anything to do with Cross -- it could easily have come from the usual Katz 
recommended list, and simply result from the fact that Braunstein is a woman and that the idea 
of the lecture ("Women at Qumran") seemed interesting and different to her -- something that 
would interest the audience. 
Schiffman's misrepresentations are in his article "The Significance of the Scrolls," Bible 
Review 6, no. 5 (Oct. 1990), pp. 25-26, (reprinted in Shanks, ed. Understanding the Dead Sea 
Scrolls [N.Y. 1992], pp. 45-46).  
The misrepresentations are listed in Golb's Who Wrote the DSS?, p. 409, footnote 75: (1) that 
Golb put forward the theory that the scrolls "are the library of the Jerusalem Temple" (this is 
repeated in Schiffman's book Reclaiming the DSS); (2) that Golb failed to support his theory 
"by a study of, or citations to, the texts themselves"; (3) that Golb "ignored the evidence" 
Schiffman had adduced from the Acts of Torah; and that Golb "ignored the clear sectarian 
emphasis of the collection as a whole" -- thereby contradicting Schiffman's own assertion, at 
pp. 24-25 or the same Bible Review article, that the scrolls are the "primary source for the 
study of Judaism in all its varieties," and concealing Golb's own earlier focus on different 
forms of heterodoxy in the scrolls (PAPS, 1980, pp. 2-3. 14-15). 
I can find the "Jerusalem Temple" passage in Schiffman's book, if I can locate the book 
somewhere tomorrow. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 31, 2008 9:04 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
 
 
Poor Dan. He means well, but the politics of this is beyond him. His suggestions would not be 
appropriate, of course. 
 
Dad thinks that if Crawford was invited it's because she's Frank Cross's  student and someone 
must have been in back of it since she's the least competent of all of them. 
 
Now, if Dad is to use the Schiffman thing, he needs the exact quote of Schiffman's and  
page number. Dad doesn't have a copy of the book here. 
 
Mom 
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On Thu, Jul 31, 2008 at 5:18 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
I just spoke with Dan F.; I could tell that basically he didn't have the courage to ask Braunstein 
to invite Dad; he kept suggesting that I come to the lectures and ask questions afterwards to 
rebut the speakers; when I explained why that wouldn't work, he suggested that Dad himself 
show up at Schiffman's lecture (at Dan F.'s expense, hotel and everything); when I explained 
why Dad wouldn't do that, he suggested that Dad write to Braunstein, pointing out that the 
speakers are not balanced and that he would be willing to give a talk at his own expense to 
rebut them. 
Benny Kedar did tell Dad that they have no jurisdiction over lectures; however, simply 
suggesting something in a polite manner ("the lecturers are of course your choice, but we 
would very much appreciate it if you could invite Dr. Golb or another proponent of the 
Jerusalem theory, so that the talks are balanced") does not mean imposing it by law, yet can 
have the same effect. 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 31, 2008 4:15 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  

This is dreadful. Dad says if she chose that woman,  then she has no judgement, she hardly 
knows Hebrew. Dad will write to Kedar, but Bennie already told Dad that he has no 
jurisdiction over speakers chosen. I told Dad that Bennie could still say something. But why 
was this woman chosen? Who is being paid off here? 

Mom 

On Thu, Jul 31, 2008 at 1:03 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, 

You should say to Benny Kedar: "I now have reason to believe that this one too is a set-up -- 
they have only invited two people to lecture, both of them supporters of the sectarian theory, 
one of whom has misrepresented my views in published books and articles -- therefore I 
would be grateful if you would allow me to see the plaques, so that I can defend my 
reputation." 

The "Golb = Temple library" footnote in Schiffman's book is incriminatory; you should use it. 

Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 10:57 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 

I wouldn't think of this as a "blow."  It's just more of the same.  The lecture is not merely by a 
woman, it's about women at Qumran. 

I believe Dad should point out to Kedar what I said in the other message: that although there is 
no legal jurisdiction over the lectures, a suggestion to Braunstein would certainly not go 
unheeded, particularly in view of the fact that all the lecturers, at all of the exhibits, have 
clearly been systematically chosen from a list provided by Katz.  He can point out that 
Braunstein's choice of lecturers does not fit with the claim of showing both of the "two basic 
theories," and that his own personal reputation is at stake (the material I have supplied on 
Schiffman, if he wants to use it). 

The only problem is that Dad may not want to seem too pushy, and to that I have no solution. 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 31, 2008 10:21 PM  
To: Raphael  
Subject: Re:  

I didn't mean to imply that Cross  
had anything to do with Crawford as speaker. Of course it's due to Katz, but why Crawford 
when there are other women who could have been chosen who are eminently more qualified. 
At any rate, this is a blow.And that Schiffman is a real snake.I don't know what Dad will say 
to Benny or what he can say.It's 5:00 A.M.and Dad is still sleeping. 
Mom 

On Thu, Jul 31, 2008 at 8:48 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
P.s. In Haaretz (29 January 1993), Avi Katzman asked Schiffman why it was that "in different
articles you have published, you have not hesitated to take over portions of Golb's theory
without acknowledging as much, and without giving him appropriate credit?" Schiffman
responded: "This isn't the issue.  There's no innovation in Golb's theory.  He can say what he
wants.  The idea that we're not dealing with a sect is self-evident.  Does he think that he wrote
the Bible?"
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-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 31, 2008 9:04 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re:  
 
 
Poor Dan. He means well, but the politics of this is beyond him. His suggestions would not be 
appropriate, of course. 
 
Dad thinks that if Crawford was invited it's because she's Frank Cross's  student and someone 
must have been in back of it since she's the least competent of all of them. 
 
Now, if Dad is to use the Schiffman thing, he needs the exact quote of Schiffman's and  
page number. Dad doesn't have a copy of the book here. 
 
Mom 
 
 
On Thu, Jul 31, 2008 at 5:18 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
I just spoke with Dan F.; I could tell that basically he didn't have the courage to ask Braunstein 
to invite Dad; he kept suggesting that I come to the lectures and ask questions afterwards to 
rebut the speakers; when I explained why that wouldn't work, he suggested that Dad himself 
show up at Schiffman's lecture (at Dan F.'s expense, hotel and everything); when I explained 
why Dad wouldn't do that, he suggested that Dad write to Braunstein, pointing out that the 
speakers are not balanced and that he would be willing to give a talk at his own expense to 
rebut them. 
Benny Kedar did tell Dad that they have no jurisdiction over lectures; however, simply 
suggesting something in a polite manner ("the lecturers are of course your choice, but we 
would very much appreciate it if you could invite Dr. Golb or another proponent of the 
Jerusalem theory, so that the talks are balanced") does not mean imposing it by law, yet can 
have the same effect. 
 
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Jul 31, 2008 4:15 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re:  
 
This is dreadful. Dad says if she chose that woman,  then she has no judgement, she hardly 
knows Hebrew. Dad will write to Kedar, but Bennie already told Dad that he has no 
jurisdiction over speakers chosen. I told Dad that Bennie could still say something. But why 
was this woman chosen? Who is being paid off here? 
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Mom 
 
 
On Thu, Jul 31, 2008 at 1:03 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, 
 
You should say to Benny Kedar: "I now have reason to believe that this one too is a set-up -- 
they have only invited two people to lecture, both of them supporters of the sectarian theory, 
one of whom has misrepresented my views in published books and articles -- therefore I 
would be grateful if you would allow me to see the plaques, so that I can defend my 
reputation." 
 
The "Golb = Temple library" footnote in Schiffman's book is incriminatory; you should use it. 
 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 11:10 PM 
To: n-golb@uchicago.edu 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Jewish Museum, etc. 
 
Dad, 
 
Schiffman's misrepresentations are in his article "The Significance of the Scrolls," Bible 
Review 6, no. 5 (Oct. 1990), pp. 25-26, (reprinted in Shanks, ed. Understanding the Dead Sea 
Scrolls [New York, 1992], pp. 45-46).  
 
The misrepresentations are listed in Who Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls?, p. 409, footnote 75: (1) 
that Golb put forward the theory that the scrolls "are the library of the Jerusalem Temple" (this 
is repeated in Schiffman's book Reclaiming the DSS); (2) that Golb failed to support his 
theory "by a study of, or citations to, the texts themselves"; (3) that Golb "ignored the 
evidence" Schiffman had adduced from the Acts of Torah; and that Golb "ignored the clear 
sectarian emphasis of the collection as a whole" -- thereby contradicting Schiffman's own 
assertion, at pp. 24-25 or the same Bible Review article, that the scrolls are the "primary 
source for the study of Judaism in all its varieties," and concealing Golb's own focus on 
different forms of heterodoxy in the scrolls (PAPS, 1980, pp. 2-3. 14-15). 
 
In Haaretz (29 January 1993), Avi Katzman asked Schiffman why it was that "in different 
articles you have published, you have not hesitated to take over portions of Golb's theory 
without acknowledging as much, and without giving him appropriate credit?" Schiffman 
responded: "This isn't the issue.  There's no innovation in Golb's theory.  He can say what he 
wants.  The idea that we're not dealing with a sect is self-evident.  Does he think that he wrote 
the Bible?" 
 
As I said to Mom, I believe you should point out to Kedar that although there is no legal 
jurisdiction over the lectures, a suggestion to Susan Braunstein would certainly not go 
unheeded, particularly in view of the fact that all the lecturers, at all of the exhibits, have 
clearly been systematically chosen from a list provided by Katz.  You can point out that 
Braunstein's choice of lecturers does not fit with the claim of showing both of the "two basic 
theories," and that your own personal reputation is at stake in that one of the lecturers has 
distorted your views in several publications (the material I have supplied on Schiffman above, 
if you want to use it). 
 
I also think you should indeed send a letter to Braunstein as Dan Friedenberg suggested; and 
you should send copies of it to Benny Kedar and to Dan Friedenberg.  You don't have to 
specifically ask to be invited, but you can point out that both of the invited lecturers (no need 
to name them) are supporters of the Qumran-sectarian theory; that such a skewed pair of 
lectures will egregiously misinform the public with respect to the fundamental disagreement 
between scholars concerning the scrolls; that many people come to mind who she could have 
invited -- "including myself, at no cost to the museum"; and that the planned lectures do not 
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reflect the museum's declared intent to present both of the "two basic theories" of scroll 
origins in a balanced manner. 
 
I would recommend sending this letter immediately, via fed ex or the like.  The address of the 
Jewish Museum is on-line, I can get it for you if you want. 
 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Saturday, August 02, 2008 3:43 PM 
To: n-golb@uchicago.edu 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Jerusalem Post email 
 
Dad, wouldn't it be more logical to send Greer Fay Cashman the email yourself? It seems to 
me there would be a bigger chance of her publishing it if you did so.  Also, since she is a 
journalist, there is a chance she would want to interview you.  Jesse Friedman would be happy 
to send it for you, but I think you should consider sending it yourself.  (Also, I think you 
should try and find out the room number the lecture will be in, and make sure that's the right 
phone number to call for information on this.) 
 
 
Cashman's email address is greer@jpost.com 
 
Here is a proposed email from you to her: 
 
Dear Ms. Cashman, 
  
I would like to let you know that on August 20, I will be giving a lecture on the Dead Sea 
Scrolls at the Open University.  The lecture will discuss the present debate over the question 
of origin and significance of the Scrolls.  As you may know, I'm among those scholars who are 
of the view that the totality of accumulated evidence indicates that they are not the product of 
a single group or sect living at Khirbet Qumran, but rather writings from various Jerusalem 
libraries that had to be hidden away because of the impending, and eventually actual, Roman 
siege and sacking of the city in 70 A.D. 
 
Perhaps you wouldn't mind posting my lecture on the Conference Circuit page of the 
Jerusalem Post? In case this is possible, here is the basic information: 
 
Wednesday, August 20 
  
At 6:00 p.m., Norman Golb, professor of Jewish Civilization at the University of Chicago, will 
be delivering a talk in Hebrew entitled "Who Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls? The Present State 
of the Question," at the Open University in Jerusalem.  For further information, call the Open 
University at 09-7782-222. 
 
With many thanks for your consideration, 
 
Norman Golb 
 
(I am currently in Jerusalem and can be reached at ... ) 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 02, 2007 7:05 PM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
Dad--Gadda has published another nowpublic piece, on "Christian Fundamentalism and the 
Dead Sea Scrolls in San Diego."  Will send link shortly. 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Norman Golb <n-golb@uchicago.edu> 
>Sent: Aug 2, 2007 6:23 PM 
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com 
>Subject:  
> 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Saturday, August 04, 2007 3:06 AM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: latest Gadda 

Gadda has now perfected the article. 

-----Original Message----- 
>From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de>
>Sent: Aug 3, 2007 5:38 PM
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com
>Subject: Re: latest Gadda
>
>Wilford has to see this one.... 
> 
>At 22:24 03.08.2007, you wrote: 
>>Perhaps "To my horror, I have just read"...?
>>
>>-----Original Message-----
>> >From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de>
>> >Sent: Aug 3, 2007 4:10 PM
>> >To: raphael.g@mindspring.com
>> >Subject: Re: Steven Spielberg
>> >
>> >At 22:02 03.08.2007, you wrote:
>> >>Please improve
>> >>
>> >>Dear Mr. Spielberg,
>> >>
>> >>I have just read an article that details connections between a
>> >>recent grantee (or possibly grantees) of the Righteous Persons
>> >>Foundation and Christian fundamentalist groups.  I believe this
>> >>raises concerns that merit your urgent attention.
>> >>
>> >>http://www.nowpublic.com/christian_fundamentalism_and_dead_sea_scr
>> olls_san_diego
>> >>
>> >>With best regards, and with great admiration for your work as a
>> >>director and public figure,
>> >>
>> >>Jesse Friedman
>> >
> 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 04, 2008 6:58 PM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
I see that an article exposing Schiffman's plagiarism has been linked on the NYTimes site 
(towards the bottom of the comments); I'm not sure what I could add -- why don't you post 
something? 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de> 
>Sent: Aug 4, 2008 4:11 AM 
>To: Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> 
>Subject: Re:  
> 
> 
>you can add something about fraud and fakery in scrolls research here: 
> 
>http://tierneylab.blogs.nytimes.com/2008/07/30/a-fake-famous-disc/ 
> 
>Raphael wrote: 
>> What we need are various examples of charlatanry in academics (but not  
>> only academics), to write a general Nowpublic article exposing them.   
>> "The Age of Charlatanry," something to that effect.  High-placed  
>> people who have built their careers on false claims, etc. 
>> 
>> 
>> 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2008 12:39 AM 
To: n-golb@uchicago.edu 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: schuller -- harvard 
 
Ph.d. Harvard, student of Cross just like the other one. 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2008 7:06 PM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the 
OpenU 

Dad --  
You will be amused to learn that the announcement of Schuller's lecture has disappeared from 
the Jewish Museum website, at least for now.  I have a feeling they have decided to try and 
keep it a secret for as long as possible... 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2008 1:23 PM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Orion contact info 
 
See this page: 
 
http://orion.mscc.huji.ac.il/orion/aboutorion.shtml#contacts 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Norman Golb <n-golb@uchicago.edu> 
>Sent: Aug 7, 2008 11:39 AM 
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com 
>Subject: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the OpenU 
> 
>Raph, 
> 
> Yes, but it's more intriguing than amusing. 
> 
> Incidentally, I can't find the e-mail of Orion Center for the  
>Study of the DSS here in Jerusalem. 
> 
>         Dad 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 07, 2007 4:59 PM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
At the library--unfortunately I'm having a terrible problem with my computer at home, the 
mouse keeps freezing although I'm not sure if it's really freezing or if there's simply something 
wrong with the mouse, it will unfreeze for a few seconds of a time and everything else seems 
to be working fine.  So I have purchased a cordless mouse, but of course I can't install it 
because the other mouse isn't working for me to be able to install the hardware. 
I believe Gadda's piece is becoming "mainstream"--it was mentioned by the original idiot from 
the Jewish Sightseeing site (the one who published the exchange with Kohn).  See 
http://www.jewishsightseeing.com/2007-sdjw/2007-08-sdjw/2007-08-04saturday96/2007-08-
04saturday96.htm (scroll down).  On the other hand, perhaps he is not an idiot, perhaps he is 
giving Gadda the opportunity to submit a letter explaining why it matters. 
There is something strange going on at wikipedia -- Cargill has accepted Critical Reader's 
insertion into the article on Schniedewind, see 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/William_Schniedewind -- go to "discussion" area and scroll to the 
bottom.  He says "leave it, for a while."  I wonder what he is mulling -- almost like a chess 
game of sorts.  Perhaps Robert Dworkin or someone like that should put out a piece 
somewhere poking fun at Cargill for having opened a can of worms... 
Keenan sounds good -- where do you see that for him? I see "Poet, Travel Writer, Editor -- I'm 
a retired Ontario high school teacher, municipal politician, altar boy (one day) who is 
interested in the arts, politics and learning about other cultures. I have two children, both 
ladies, both lawyers, one who works to protect indigenous rights from mining companies 
primarily in South America and another who works on First Nations treaties in British 
Columbia. My wife and I just celebrated our 40th anniversry. Wow! I write a weakly humour 
column for the local paper. -- Oops, forgot to mention that I've established a non-profit 
charitable entity called The Council on World Affairs. Impressive eh? We've been at it for 20 
years, primarily running Model U.N. conferences. Our url is www.cowac.org" 
At any rate, what should we do, ask Gadda to ask Keenan to write an article about it? Or 
simply thank Keenan for his comment and point out that the problem partly stems from the 
fact that there is no mainstream media interest in the issue? 
About to go get another mouse to see if it works.  Later. 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Aug 7, 2007 1:12 PM  
To: Raphael  
Subject: Re:  
 
 
We may possibly have pur journalistic connection: Here's what Now Public gives for Mike 
Keenan: 
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Mike Keenan 
writes a weekly newspaper column for the St. Catharines Standard and has been 
published in the Globe and Mail, Buffalo Spree, Stitches, West of the City and 
Pulse Magazine. He is editor of the zine, Synapse Magazine: www.synapsemagazine.ca 
and What Travel Writers Say: www.whattravelwriterssay.com 

At 00:51 07.08.2007, you wrote: 

http://www.lavoice.org/index.php?name=News&file=article&sid=2873#comments  

At 06:18 PM 08/06/2007, you wrote: 

please give me the link, then I'll post (I can't search for the thing on Google again now--its 
late...) 
At 00:13 07.08.2007, you wrote: 

to post, just go to sarah epstein's comment, scroll to the bottom of it and click on "reply to 
this" 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Saturday, August 09, 2008 8:29 PM 
To: Norman Golb; j.golb@snafu.de; ruthgolb@gmail.com 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the 
OpenU 
 
Mom, Dad, Joel, 
 
I think you may enjoy reading this article...  
 
http://www.indyweek.com/gyrobase/Content?oid=oid%3A262024 
 
(see particularly the mention of Robert Dworkin's article, after the photograph of the vase...) 
 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Sunday, August 10, 2008 1:32 AM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the 
OpenU 
 
I'm happy to find them for you, but I would rather do it tomorrow at the library (my computer 
is very slow, there it will take me just a couple of minutes).  If you need to find them this 
morning, it's generally easy to locate them (you need to look for "about" or "contact us" on the 
main page of their sites; it's usually at the very bottom or at the top of the page, or among a list 
in the margins).   
 
Would you like me to inform them using an alias, or do you prefer to contact them yourself? 
I'm sure they will ignore this anyway (perhaps not Orion, but the others certainly will). 
 
I believe the link to Dworkin in the Raleigh article is potentially very important -- it can be 
used to put pressure on the museum down there, and to make the point to "mainstream" 
journalists that they are not doing their job. 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Norman Golb <n-golb@uchicago.edu> 
>Sent: Aug 10, 2008 1:10 AM 
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com 
>Subject: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the OpenU 
> 
>Thank you, Raph, I certainly understand the problem.  Mom and I also  
>found of interest the latest item you sent us, i.e. the one from the  
>writer living in Raleigh (or thereabouts).  The recent blogs by  
>Dworkin et al. are obviously having effect, but there seems to be a  
>rampant psychological barrier to unfamiliar ideas. 
> 
> As for next week's lecture, I would like Orion, the DSS  
>Foundation, and the Shrine of the Book to be notified, but I can't  
>seem to find their e-mail addresses. 
> 
>       Dad 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Sunday, August 10, 2008 1:24 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the 
OpenU 
 
Didn't you see the comment by Fishbane after Goranson's...? If he sees it, he will 
undoubtedly be tempted to respond, and then other jabs at him will start coming out as well. 
 As for Dad's book, I think it highly unlikely Howe read it, nor would I expect that from 
ordinary journalists whether amateur or professional.  The key thing is that even without 
reading Dad's book, he realized that critics of the exhibit seem to have a point, and was willing 
to say so. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 10, 2008 4:15 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: Fwd: your lecture at the OpenU  
 
Raph, 
 
I enjoyed it all, but am wondering if HOWE ever read Dad's book.  
 
The next time Gorenson calls you a name, tell him name calling is inappropriate behavior. 
 
Mom 
 
 
On Sat, Aug 9, 2008 at 7:29 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, Joel, 
 
I think you may enjoy reading this article... 
 
http://www.indyweek.com/gyrobase/Content?oid=oid%3A262024 
 
(see particularly the mention of Robert Dworkin's article, after the photograph of the vase...) 
 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 1:51 PM 
To: Amelie Jousseaume 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
Dear Amelie, 
I didn't realize you had a daughter -- I'm terribly sorry to hear about the trouble she's in and I 
hope this can be resolved quickly. 
My number here is 19-1-212-598-9823.  But it's not always that easy to reach me, since I 
spend a lot of time at the library.  If you call around 20:45 tonight, I should be here -- right 
now I'm about to get on the treadmill for half an hour and I won't hear the phone. 
 
I know that my father got various documents that you sent to him and found them to be very 
important, although I don't know exactly how many you sent.  Did I tell you my parents are in 
Jerusalem? On August 29, my father will be giving a lecture (in Hebrew) on the Dead Sea 
Scrolls at the Open University, here is the announcement: www.openu.ac.il/Golb -- please 
forward to your friends. 
I hope to talk with you later, if you get this message -- sinon, peut-etre demain vers la meme 
heure -- Raphael 
  
-----Original Message-----  
From: Amelie Jousseaume  
Sent: Aug 11, 2008 10:12 AM  
To: Raphael  
Subject:  
Dear Raphael, 
  
Just a few lines to say that I have just come back from London where my young daughter has 
run into much trouble. In the midst of it all, her new bag was stolen with her French and 
British passports She is now stuck in the UK.  I am currently dealing with the French and 
British Consulate, to get her back safely. I have had to put every other wok on the side for the 
time being. I am off to Normandy in a few minutes but I will be going  back to the police in 
the UK on Monday 18th August (3 days in the UK). 
  
Is there a phone number I can reach you on in N.Y? I will call you from Avremesnil.  I have 
also noticed that my mail does not always work and that attachments get lost. I had to 
send important attchments  4 times to the Consulat General de France à Londres today. So I 
even wonder if your father has received all that I have sent him. 
  
An Israeli friend is coming to stay with us for three days (I have mentioned her name to you in 
the past). She and her husband know about your father's work. I will take this opportunity to 
tell her about the new website (maison sublime). 
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Best Regards, 

Amelie. 

. 

--  
Amelie JOUSSEAUME. 
Mob UK: + 44 7505 040437  
Mob. Israel:+972 545 34 89 22. 
Mob France: +33 679 21 92 53 
Tel: + 33 2 35 83 02 25 Normandy 
Tel: + 33 1 4 329 59 01 Paris 
Bas d' Avremesnil, Avremesnil, Par Bacqueville-en-Caux, 76730 Seine-Maritime; 26 Rue des 
Ecoles, 75005 Paris. 
amelie.jousseaume@orange.fr 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 7:32 PM 
To: Norman Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 

Dad -- it's good to hear your talk went well yesterday. 

Something has occurred to me.  The Skirball Foundation, which funds Schiffman's chair at 
NYU, also funds various things at the Israel Museum... Skirball is up to its neck in all kinds of 
Jewish academic organizations.  They, along with Dorot, could be responsible for the situation 
there. 

-----Original Message----- 
>From: Norman Golb <n-golb@uchicago.edu>
>Sent: Aug 11, 2008 4:50 PM
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com
>Subject: Re:
>
>>Dad -- I just realized there's a problem at the beginning of the
>>Hebrew announcement of your lecture -- they seem to be giving two
>>different days, with the same date.  I suppose people can figure it
>>out, but it seems rather odd.  Meanwhile, it was sent to the three
>>"establishment" institutions, as well as to a number of curators at
>>the Israel Museum -- Raph
>
>Raph -- Many thanks for the e-mails to the several institutions.  As  
>for the date of the OU talk, I'll take that up with them tomorrow
>morning.
>
> The talk today went well.  I had a good audience, and the  
>questions asked were mostly intelligent ones.  Israel Ephal was there
>with his new wife, and sends you his greetings.
>
>  Dad 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 14, 2008 12:32 AM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: Schuller, not Crawford, is 
woman lecturer 
 
Okay -- we absolutely need to speak on the phone before Dad gives his lecture.  Weston Fields 
responded to Friedman with a "thank you very much for this information!" note.  I have a 
hunch Fields and Broshi might try and set him up, with people here and there in the audience 
shouting out things like "why don't you write a Nowpublic article on that, or will you have 
your son do it for you?" to try and rattle him.   He needs to be very seriously prepared for that 
sort of thing -- he should write down a few notes on what to say if that should happen, and 
bring them along with the text of the lecture so that he doesn't feel caught off guard.  (Possible 
responses: "you think I care about internet junk? I don't know which of my sons you're 
referring to, but they both have jobs, and if they chat on-line, they're entitled to their opinion.  
now are you going to keep interrupting my talk, or can we go on?")  He must also prepare 
himself for a more "scientific" set up, people here and there in the audience attempting to point 
out every little weakness they can find. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 14, 2008 12:04 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: Schuller, not Crawford, is woman lecturer  
 
a reminder that tomorrow we move to bet belgia and will be without computer until it's 
plugged in- hopefully it will work tomorrow. 
Mom 
 
On Mon, Aug 11, 2008 at 10:13 PM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
Hi Raph, 
 
Dad is still sleeping but I think you're on to something here. Schiffman is such a sleaze and 
behaves as though he has nothing to fear -this makes sense to me. 
 
Love, 
Mom 
 
P.S.We had a bite to eat with Rachel Elior. She had some interesting comments to make. She 
feels strongly that the situation is changing  on the basis of the reception she gets when she 
gives a talk on the subject. More on this later. 
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Hi Raph  
 
On Tue, Aug 5, 2008 at 2:53 AM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
'Thanks. It's discouraging because there seems to be no solution to this stuff. By the way, we 
had dinner with Yisrael Efal last night. He remarried- a lady from Poland in the field of 
Hebrew studies-His late wife, 
Elana, used to say of you,"...he's so handsome". I'm glad he found someone. 
 
Mom  
 
On Mon, Aug 4, 2008 at 11:20 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Mom, Dad, 
 
I was wrong in my assumption about the woman lecturer -- it is Eileen Marie Schuller, 
Professor, Department of Religious Studies, McMaster University -- no doubt just as bad as 
the other one, but nonetheless not the same. 
 
http://www.museumtix.com/venue/program.asp?pvt=jew&vid=680&pid=3717959&code= 
 
Raph 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2008 4:27 PM 
To: Ruth Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 

Dad, I believe you should have told this man the truth, not that you will look into some matter 
when you get back, as if you didn't know what he's talking about.  You discuss Lawrence 
Schiffman's plagiarism in your book, why do you need to look into it? He will conclude you 
never heard of this possible plagiarism.   I'm going home now, will call in 5 minutes. 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 21, 2008 3:52 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
Raph -- We're at the hotel now  tel. 972-3-5207100, room 318. 

I had a message just before from an associate prof. of history asking me about a possible 
plagiarizing by Lawrence Schiffman.  He monitors such matters for a bulletin on the history of 
news reporting put out by his university.  I told him that I'll look into the matter when I get 
back from overseas. 

Bestest, Dad 
On Thu, Aug 21, 2008 at 2:07 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Since this was in Hebrew, I'd like to hear the details about this from Dad -- perhaps a brief 
description the exchange could be posted on a couple of blogs -- if you give me the phone 
number at your hotel, I can call now. 

-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 21, 2008 2:53 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
no hostile questions but the prof on the Scrolls from the Open Universitygot up to rebut Dad. 
She was a spectacle to behold-screaming, yelling, voice cracking, almost on the verge of tears-
more later. 
On Thu, Aug 21, 2008 at 11:47 AM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Nothing new here -- how did the lecture go? No hostile questions from Weston Fields and his 
cronies...? 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2008 5:40 PM 
To: Ruth Golb [ruthgolb@gmail.com] 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: suggested letter to Shenkman 

Dear Dr. Shenkman,  
Please forgive me; I am traveling at the moment, do not have my book (in which I believe I 
discussed Dr. Schiffman's conduct) or files with me, and responded to you yesterday in some 
haste without having had the opportunity to read the article that you linked.  Now, however, I 
have read it, and I see what you are referring to.  What I can say is that the facts did, to the 
best of my recollection, occur as they are described in the article.  Whether Dr. Schiffman's 
conduct was "plagiarism" depends on the precise meaning of that word; and I will leave others 
to make up their minds about it.  To the best of my recollection, however, he did 
inappropriately use my ideas and arguments without crediting me, and he did egregiously 
misrepresent the nature of my theory about the origin of the Dead Sea Scrolls (which to me 
was a far greater concern at the time).  If you look up his name in the index of my book, I 
believe you will find several pages where I discuss this episode. 
Norman Golb 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2008 1:08 PM 
To: Ruth Golb  [ruthgolb@gmail.com] 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: 
 
Hi Mom, are you in touch with Amelie? 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Sep 2, 2008 6:04 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
Hi  Raph, 
 
We are connectd for 10 hours, so you can reach us now if you like. Love, Mom 
On Thu, Aug 28, 2008 at 5:00 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
okay.  I just got home.  the international collect am-ex number is 1-336-393-1111 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 28, 2008 5:18 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring. can use it.  
 
----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 28, 2008 4:20 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
Thanks for mailing the bills for us. Avignon is amazing even though Christian Europe and all 
it did is a little hard for me to take. I still can't get over the fact that the Church won out. By 
the way, has there been any reactions to the query of Rick's? Love, Mom 
On Wed, Aug 27, 2008 at 5:26 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Great! By the way, I mailed all of the bills for you today.  I hope you and Dad enjoy Avignon 
-- heading back to the library now.  Love, Raph 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 27, 2008 3:44 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
Dear Raph, we're hooked up in a charming and old, old hotel in Avignon. HOTEL D'EUROPE 
tel. # 04 90 14 76 76. Love, Mom 
On Sun, Aug 24, 2008 at 6:56 AM, Ruth Golb <ruthgolb@gmail.com> wrote: 
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Nice talking to you this morning, Raph. If no e-mail in europe, then we'll talk on phone. Love, 
Mom  
 
 
On Thu, Aug 21, 2008 at 3:27 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Dad, I believe you should have told this man the truth, not that you will look into some matter 
when you get back, as if you didn't know what he's talking about.  You discuss Lawrence 
Schiffman's plagiarism in your book, why do you need to look into it? He will conclude you 
never heard of this possible plagiarism.   I'm going home now, will call in 5 minutes. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 21, 2008 3:52 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
Raph -- We're at the hotel now  tel. 972-3-5207100, room 318. 
 
I had a message just before from an associate prof. of history asking me about a possible 
plagiarizing by Lawrence Schiffman.  He monitors such matters for a bulletin on the history of 
news reporting put out by his university.  I told him that I'll look into the matter when I get 
back from overseas. 
                                                         Bestest, Dad 
 
On Thu, Aug 21, 2008 at 2:07 PM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Since this was in Hebrew, I'd like to hear the details about this from Dad -- perhaps a brief 
description the exchange could be posted on a couple of blogs -- if you give me the phone 
number at your hotel, I can call now. 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 21, 2008 2:53 PM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
no hostile questions but the prof on the Scrolls from the Open Universitygot up to rebut Dad. 
She was a spectacle to behold-screaming, yelling, voice cracking, almost on the verge of tears-
more later. 
On Thu, Aug 21, 2008 at 11:47 AM, <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
Nothing new here -- how did the lecture go? No hostile questions from Weston Fields and his 
cronies...? 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Ruth Golb  
Sent: Aug 21, 2008 9:35 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re:  
Dear Raph, hurrah, we have e-mail here. Anything new? Love, Mom 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 2:45 AM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: (no subject) 
 
look, i don't know which article you're talking about, there are nine of them -- just give me a 
call, i need to tell you something anyway 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Sep 18, 2008 2:43 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: (no subject)  
 
the Now Public article 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
which article, the plagiarism thing? let them fight it out, whether someone plagiarized dad isn't 
my concern.  i am focused on the institutional problem.  i'm around now if you can call. 
 
-----Original Message----- 
   
From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de> 
Sent: Sep 17, 2008 12:55 PM 
To: Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com:  (no subject) 
there has been a new comment added to the Now Public site.... 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 3:58 AM 
To: Joel Golb 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: (no subject) 
 
i don't know what you're talking about.  i'll write tomorrow.   
one person i haven't heard from in a long time is that steve guy from paris. 
 
anyway, i'm getting sick of mindspring and since i no longer use eudora, i think i may just go 
with gmail  
good night 
 
-----Original Message-----  
From: Joel Golb  
Sent: Sep 18, 2008 3:31 AM  
To: raphael.g@mindspring.com  
Subject: Re: (no subject)  
 
I can't locate the address 
 
raphael.g@mindspring.com wrote:  
which article, the plagiarism thing? let them fight it out, whether someone plagiarized dad isn't 
my concern.  i am focused on the institutional problem.  i'm around now if you can call. 
 
-----Original Message----- 
   
From: Joel Golb <j.golb@snafu.de> 
Sent: Sep 17, 2008 12:55 PM 
To: Raphael <raphael.g@mindspring.com> 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com:  (no subject) 
there has been a new comment added to the Now Public site.... 
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70

From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Sunday, September 21, 2008 6:19 PM 
To: n-golb@uchicago.edu 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: jewish museum fax 

Dad -- This is their general fax number: 

(212) 423-3232

The curator's name is Susan Braunstein. 

Don't you have a copy on your computer of the letters you sent to the other museums? It 
should be easy to make the appropriate changes and fax it off. 

JA1127
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Sunday, October 19, 2008 6:50 PM 
To: Tamiz Rezvi 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: Re: broken toshiba laptop screen 
 
Thanks Tamiz.  It's a Toshiba Satellite A45-S151.  Another question: is there any way of 
simply removing the screen (i.e., the entire top part of the laptop that closes over the keys) and 
using the base of the laptop as my desktop with a monitor? 
 
Raphael 
 
-----Original Message----- 
>From: Tamiz Rezvi <tamizrezvi@gmail.com> 
>Sent: Oct 19, 2008 8:51 AM 
>To: raphael.g@mindspring.com 
>Subject: Re: broken toshiba laptop screen 
> 
>Raphael, 
> 
>This is a costly replacement, but it also depends on what kind of 
>Toshiba laptop you have, and how much the screen, along with shipping 
>and handling, with any fees that may apply, will cost. If you can give 
>me the details of what kind of Toshiba laptop you have, I can do a 
>little search online, to see where I can find the best price for a 
>replacement screen. 
> 
>I'll make a small deal with you, before I give out any prices of my 
>service, I'll wait till you send me the information for your laptop, 
>and see how much it would simply cost you just to buy the screen. And 
>if you agree on the price I find for the screen, I'll based my service 
>fee on that. This way, it wont seem like your having to pay the price 
>of buying a whole you laptop, as I know how annoying that can feel. 
> 
>So, I will wait for your reply, and also any questions you have that 
>you would liked answered. 
> 
>Regards, 
> 
>Tamiz 
> 
>On Sun, Oct 19, 2008 at 1:26 AM,  <raphael.g@mindspring.com> wrote: 
>> ** CRAIGSLIST ADVISORY --- AVOID SCAMS BY DEALING LOCALLY 
>> ** Avoid:  wiring money, cross-border deals, work-at-home 
>> ** Beware: cashier checks, money orders, escrow, shipping 
>> ** More Info:  http://www.craigslist.org/about/scams.html 
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From: raphael.g@mindspring.com [mailto:raphael.g@mindspring.com]  
Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2008 5:57 PM 
To: n-golb@uchicago.edu 
Subject: INVESTIGATION of raphael.g@mindspring.com: letter 

The National Post (Canada) 

Re: Controversy Surrounds Exhibit of Dead Sea Scrolls, Nov. 13 

The president and CEO of the San Diego Natural History Museum claims (Nov. 19th) that 
"untraceable e-mails" sent to the museum's board made "unfounded claims ... citing Norman 
Golb as an expert" and that I "ignited" a "controversy" at that museum which "was quickly 
seen for what it was...." 

I am, however, unaware of any facts supporting these unusual assertions.  My own work on 
the Scrolls has to do with their philological and historical analysis based on the present 
accumulation of tangible evidence. (See particularly my book entitled "Who Wrote the Dead 
Sea Scrolls?" [Simon and Schuster, 1995/96]), available in several languages used in Canada). 

My only contributions to the debate over the San Diego exhibit were my analysis of 22 
October 2007  (http://oi.uchicago.edu/research/projects/scr/SD_Catalogue_2007.pdf) and an 
appendix thereto dated 14 Nov. 2007.  Regrettably, I am still waiting for a collegial and 
scientific refutation of the various criticisms raised in those documents, which I offered as a 
gesture of public service and concern. 

As for the genuine controversy now unfolding, it arises out of the fact that the debate between 
the two salient theories of Scroll origins - the Qumran-Essene theory and the theory of 
Jerusalem origin - is featured in the current exhibit of the Scrolls at the Jewish Museum in 
New York.   

By contrast, in past exhibits most museums have used their resources to conceal this debate 
from the public.  Traditional Qumranologists still defend the old theory, but to the tune of 
increasing opposition based on documentary and archaeological evidence.  These facts 
confront the Royal Ontario Museum, which has a reputation for scientific integrity, with the 
difficult problem of presenting a scientifically balanced exhibition. 

For further details, readers may wish to consult my just published discussion of the Jewish 
Museum exhibit at http://oi.uchicago.edu/research/projects/scr. 
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Subject: plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Mon, 4 Aug 2008 22:08:20 -0400
To: mtb281@nyu.edu, sdl237@nyu.edu, ckp212@nyu.edu, ays200@nyu.edu

Miryam, Sara, Cory, Ariel,

Apparently, someone is intent on exposing a minor failing of mine that dates back almost fifteen years ago. 

You are not to mention the name of the scholar in question to any of our students, and every effort must be
made to prevent this article from coming to their attention.  This is my career at stake.  I hope you will all
understand.

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-professor-snitch-chicago-
historians-work

Lawrence Schiffman

plagiarism charges

1 of 1 9/13/2010 3:03 PM
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Subject: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes uninvestigated for 15
years
From: Peter Kaufman <peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com>
Date: Mon, 4 Aug 2008 14:45:24 -0700 (PDT)
To: robert.roach@nyu.edu
CC: rebecca.holland@nyu.edu, diane.delaney@nyu.edu

Dear Mr. Roach,
 
I am writing to ask why it is that the outrageous misconduct of Dr. Lawrence Schiffman, chairman of the
Skirball Department of Hebrew and Judaic Studies at NYU, has never been investigated. 
 
This man has in large measure based his career on the plagiarism and misrepresentation of another scholar's
work.  For the basic facts, see:
 
http://larryschiffman.wordpress.com/2008/08/03/charges-of-impropriety-surface-against-new-york-
university-professor-lawrence-schiffman/
 
I would appreciate it if you could write back to me with any information on steps you may or may not wish to
take concerning this egregious, widely known, and discreetly ignored violation of NYU's code of academic
conduct.
 
With best wishes,
 
Peter Kaufman
 
(I am frankly using an alias to write to you, as my own career at NYU could be ruined if it became known that
I finally had the nerve to rat on Dr. Schiffman concerning facts that have been generally known to researchers
for the past fifteen years, but which everyone has always calmly passed over in silence because of the man's
popularity.)
 
 

NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, ...

1 of 1 9/13/2010 1:45 PM
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Subject: Charges of plagiarism raised against a lecturer at your museum: please forward to Director Bennett
From: "Albert White" <albert.white3@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 22:39:34 -0400
To: lori.jones@ncmail.net
BCC: yshimron@newsobserver.com, dcrabtree@wral.com

Dear Director Bennett,
 
As you may or may not know, allegations of plagiarism that were first raised against Dr. Lawrence Schiffman
by a prominent Israeli journalist in 1993 have emerged again, this time on a variety of websites.
 
See, e.g., http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-
pilfer-chicago-historian-s-work.
 
Since Dr. Schiffman is scheduled to lecture on the Dead Sea Scrolls at your museum, I believe it is your
duty to conduct an independent investigation of these allegations and to act upon your conclusions in
accordance with basic scientific principles.  Certainly, you cannot knowingly allow any of the content of a
lecture delivered at your museum to be plagiarized.
 
Especially troubling is the evidence (see the fourth section of the linked article) that Dr. Schiffman repeatedly
misrepresented the views of the scholar whose ideas he had appropriated, apparently so as to conceal the
nature of what he had done.  My understanding is that Dr. Schiffman has continued with these
misrepresentations over the years (he has certainly never corrected them), and that this matter is now
being looked into by the Senior Vice Provost for Research at New York University.
 
Wishing you the best of luck with your current exhibit,
 
Al White
 
 
 
 

Charges of plagiarism raised against a lecturer at your museum: please fo...
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Subject: RE: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes uninvestigated for
15 years
From: "Robert Roach" <robert.roach@nyu.edu>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 17:07:19 -0400
To: <peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com>

Dear Mr. Kaufman: I have received your complaint regarding Dr. Schiffman. At NYU, we have a research misconduct
policy that governs the review, investigation, and adjudication of complaints of plagiarism and other research misconduct.
I have forwarded your compliance to the Senior Vice Provost for Research for resolution.
 
Thank you
 

From: Peter Kaufman [mailto:peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, August 04, 2008 5:45 PM
To: robert.roach@nyu.edu
Cc: rebecca.holland@nyu.edu; diane.delaney@nyu.edu
Subject: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes uninvestigated for 15 years
 
Dear Mr. Roach,
 
I am writing to ask why it is that the outrageous misconduct of Dr. Lawrence Schiffman, chairman of the
Skirball Department of Hebrew and Judaic Studies at NYU, has never been investigated. 
 
This man has in large measure based his career on the plagiarism and misrepresentation of another scholar's
work.  For the basic facts, see:
 
http://larryschiffman.wordpress.com/2008/08/03/charges-of-impropriety-surface-against-new-york-
university-professor-lawrence-schiffman/
 
I would appreciate it if you could write back to me with any information on steps you may or may not wish to
take concerning this egregious, widely known, and discreetly ignored violation of NYU's code of academic
conduct.
 
With best wishes,
 
Peter Kaufman
 
(I am frankly using an alias to write to you, as my own career at NYU could be ruined if it became known that
I finally had the nerve to rat on Dr. Schiffman concerning facts that have been generally known to researchers
for the past fifteen years, but which everyone has always calmly passed over in silence because of the man's
popularity.)
 
 
 

RE: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's wo...
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Subject: RE: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes uninvestigated for
15 years
From: Peter Kaufman <peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 18:38:54 -0700 (PDT)
To: Robert Roach <robert.roach@nyu.edu>

Thank you.  I would be grateful if you could let the Senior Vice Provost know that the linked information has
now been updated with further specific evidence (in the fourth section, towards the end) on the precise
language that Dr. Schiffman employed to misrepresent Golb's views on p. 413 of his book, and on how he hid
the traces of his plagiarism by citing, on that page, only articles by Golb that appeared in 1987, 1989, and
1990, i.e., after the plagiarism had been committed, when anyone in the field is fully aware of the existence
of the important 1980 and 1985 articles from which Schiffman pilfered. 

--- On Tue, 8/5/08, Robert Roach <robert.roach@nyu.edu> wrote:

From: Robert Roach <robert.roach@nyu.edu>
Subject: RE: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes
uninvestigated for 15 years
To: peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2008, 9:07 PM

Dear Mr. Kaufman: I have received your complaint regarding Dr. Schiffman. At NYU, we have a research
misconduct policy that governs the review, investigation, and adjudication of complaints of plagiarism and other
research misconduct. I have forwarded your compliance to the Senior Vice Provost for Research for resolution.

Thank you

From: Peter Kaufman [mailto:peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, August 04, 2008 5:45 PM
To: robert.roach@nyu.edu
Cc: rebecca.holland@nyu.edu; diane.delaney@nyu.edu
Subject: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes uninvestigated for 15
years

Dear Mr. Roach,

I am writing to ask why it is that the outrageous misconduct of Dr. Lawrence Schiffman, chairman of
the Skirball Department of Hebrew and Judaic Studies at NYU, has never been investigated. 

This man has in large measure based his career on the plagiarism and misrepresentation of another
scholar's work.  For the basic facts, see:

RE: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's wo...

1 of 2 9/13/2010 1:52 PM

JA1134



Subject: Please forward to Pierre Hohenberg
From: Peter Kaufman <peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 19:50:16 -0700 (PDT)
To: provost@nyu.edu

Dear Dr. Hohenberg,

In case you have already looked at the material I sent to Robert Roach (see the link below), I want you to
know that I have updated it with specific information on Dr. Schiffman's misrepresentations (see the fourth
section), including the exact words he used on p. 413 of his book and the obviously deliberate omission, in his
list of works by Dr. Golb, of the two articles that he had plagiarized.
 
Peter Kaufman
 

--- On Tue, 8/5/08, Robert Roach <robert.roach@nyu.edu> wrote:

From: Robert Roach <robert.roach@nyu.edu>
Subject: RE: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes
uninvestigated for 15 years
To: peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com
Date: Tuesday, August 5, 2008, 9:07 PM

Dear Mr. Kaufman: I have received your complaint regarding Dr. Schiffman. At NYU, we have a research
misconduct policy that governs the review, investigation, and adjudication of complaints of plagiarism and other
research misconduct. I have forwarded your compliance to the Senior Vice Provost for Research for resolution.

 

Thank you

 

From: Peter Kaufman [mailto:peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, August 04, 2008 5:45 PM
To: robert.roach@nyu.edu
Cc: rebecca.holland@nyu.edu; diane.delaney@nyu.edu
Subject: NYU department chairman plagiarizes and misrepresents scholar's work, goes uninvestigated for 15
years

 

Dear Mr. Roach,

 

I am writing to ask why it is that the outrageous misconduct of Dr. Lawrence Schiffman, chairman of
the Skirball Department of Hebrew and Judaic Studies at NYU, has never been investigated. 

 

This man has in large measure based his career on the plagiarism and misrepresentation of another

Please forward to Pierre Hohenberg
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Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 18:24:33 -0400
To: editor@nyunews.com, university@nyunews.com, managing@nyunews.com, campus@nyunews.com,
editorial@nyunews.com

The following is self-explanatory.  I must ask you not to publish a word about this in the Washington Square
News, should it be brought to your attention.  -- Lawrence Schiffman

Dear Dean Stimpson,

I would like to know what action I can take to counter charges of plagiarism that have been raised against
me.

Apparently, someone is intent on exposing conduct of mine that dates back almost fifteen years ago.  It is
true that I should have cited Dr. Golb's articles when using his arguments, and it is true that I
misrepresented his ideas.  But this is simply the politics of Dead Sea Scrolls studies.  If I had given credit
to this man I would have been banned from conferences around the world.

I am especially concerned that this affair may come to students' attention.  My career is at stake.  I hope
you will understand.

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

Lawrence Schiffman, professor

Re: Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 18:15:29 -0400
To: catharine.stimpson@nyu.edu

Dear Dean Stimpson,

I would like to know what action I can take to counter charges of plagiarism that have been raised against me.

Apparently, someone is intent on exposing a failing of mine that dates back almost fifteen years ago.  It is true
that I should have cited Dr. Golb's articles when using his arguments, and it is true that I misrepresented his
ideas.  But this is simply the politics of Dead Sea Scrolls studies.  If I had given credit to this man I would
have been banned from conferences around the world.

I am especially concerned that this affair may come to students' attention.  My career is at stake.  I hope you
will understand.

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

Lawrence Schiffman, professor

Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 18:11:28 -0400
To: provost@nyu.edu

Dear Provost McLaughlin,
 
I would like to know what action I can take to counter charges of plagiarism that have been raised against me.
 
Apparently, someone is intent on exposing a failing of mine that dates back almost fifteen years ago.  It is true
that I should have cited Dr. Golb's articles, and it is true that I misrepresented his ideas.  But this is simply the
politics of Dead Sea Scrolls studies.  If I had given credit to this man I would have been banned from
conferences around the world.

I am especially concerned that this affair may come to students' attention.  My career is at stake.  I hope you
will understand.

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

Lawrence Schiffman, professor
 

Re: Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 5 Aug 2008 17:59:54 -0400
To: rc2@nyu.edu, hrd1@nyu.edu, de2@nyu.edu, ge293@nyu.edu, yf1@nyu.edu, df2@nyu.edu,
michah.gottlieb@nyu.edu, rk4@nyu.edu, marionkaplan@yahoo.com, bkg@nyu.edu, am96@nyu.edu,
evan.rapport@nyu.edu, jr6@nyu.edu, mss11@nyu.edu, erw1@nyu.edu, rz17@nyu.edu, rz11@nyu.edu

Dear colleagues,
 
Apparently, someone is intent on exposing a minor failing of mine that dates back almost fifteen years ago.  

Every effort must be made to prevent this article from coming to students' attention.  This is my career at
stake.  I hope you will all understand.

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

Lawrence Schiffman
 

Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Re: plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 2008 00:01:42 -0400
To: "Cory Peacock" <ckp212@nyu.edu>

P.s. He has now attacked me in a truly outrageous way, in the fourth section of his damn article.
 
Lawrence Schiffman

On Tue, Aug 5, 2008 at 2:54 PM, larry schiffman <larry.schiffman@gmail.com> wrote:
Cory, thanks for your kind words.
 
This is definitely ruining my week.  I don't know if you can understand how I feel, but it is as if someone
had set fire to my beard.  The last thing I need now is to be investigated by the dean.
 
Best,
 
Lawrence Schiffman

 
On 8/4/08, Cory Peacock <ckp212@nyu.edu> wrote:

Dear Professor, Miryam, Sara, Ariel,

 
Wow. That's a character assassination piece if I ever read one. No mistake justifies this young man's
piece here - it seems personal. He was clearly in the class this spring. Did he receive a poor grade? The
author is clearly very skilled at stacking the deck prior to any evidence even being considered. I foresee a
future in politics for him. Professor, I am sorry that this has happened.

 
Two thoughts: 1) he posted the syllabus online which contains the contact information of the professor
and all four preceptors without our permission. While he is linking to a url on NYU's website, there is a
difference between an obscure url for student usage and a public forum where the preceptors are
indirectly linked to this hatchet job. I take offense to him putting our contact information out there
without our permission. This is a minor point, but this could be one point of order regarding flagging
(perhaps notifying the site's owners/editors) the article due to inappropriate content. 2) More importantly,
is there / will there be a response? I don't know that we should, but I don't like seeing this go unanswered.
I know we could tear that piece apart, but it would seem tendentious to do so.

 
Lastly: Miryam, Sara, Ariel - I'm including the full text of the article in this email so that you don't have
to take the link. On sites like these, lots of hits raise the "importance" of the article which in turn
generates more traffic. So, let's not give him what he wants. Here's the article.

 
Cory

 
///

 

Re: plagiarism charges
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Subject: Nowpublic allegations concerning your work
From: "Steven Fishbane" <steven.fishbane@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 2008 17:15:27 -0400
To: lawrence.schiffman@nyu.edu

Dear Dr. Schiffman,

I have read the "plagiarism and misrepresentation" allegations concerning you on the Nowpublic site,
at http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work.

If, as I suspect, the author of this outrageous piece is Jeffrey Gibson of Chicago, then you are dealing with an
agent provocateur driven by his own academic failure, whose basic motivation is hatred of Golb, and whose
aim is simply to stir further resentment among scholars.

As someone who has had a certain amount of experience with such matters in the past, may I offer a word of
advice? You may wish to register with the Nowpublic site (it's free, takes just a few minutes and you can use
any alias you like) and contact the author by private email, proposing to issue a statement of some sort if he is
willing to take down the article and discontinue his efforts. 

This type of suggestion often does the trick, because those who produce such pieces are usually frustrated
individuals looking for some type of personal recognition. 

You may wish to propose saying, for example, that these are times of great developments in scrolls research;
that the time has come for scholars to put their quarrels behind them; that you yourself, in the heat of great
polemics, said certain things that you regret; that we must recognize the contribution of all scholars, etc.

I know this may be an unpalatable suggestion, but I recommend it nonetheless because I have seen these
things start with a few hundred readers and boomerang all over the internet until they are picked up by
mainstream news sources.  If you are indeed dealing with Gibson, this is even more likely, given the man's
skill at using aliases, the contacts he seems to have around the country, and his in-depth knowledge of the
internet.

With best wishes,

Steven Fishbane

Nowpublic allegations concerning your work

1 of 1 8/27/2010 11:16 AM
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Subject: Fwd: [Fwd: FW: Plagiarism charges]
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 2008 17:20:45 -0400
To: editor@nyunews.com, university@nyunews.com, managing@nyunews.com, campus@nyunews.com,
editorial@nyunews.com

As I said, you are not to mention this matter.  My career is at stake. 
 
Lawrence Schiffman

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Pierre Hohenberg <pierre.hohenberg@nyu.edu>
Date: Aug 6, 2008 5:09 PM
Subject: [Fwd: FW: Plagiarism charges]
To: larry schiffman <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Cc: Richard Foley <dick.foley@nyu.edu>

 
Dear Professor Schiffman,
The allegation against you has been referred to me in my capacity as Senior Vice Provost for Research.
According to NYU's policy on research misconduct, (http://www.nyu.edu/oaa/policies.html#misconduct)  I
have in turn referred the matter to Dean Richard Foley for further disposition. You should hear from the dean
or his staff in due time.
Pierre Hohenberg

-------- Original Message --------
Subject:FW: Plagiarism charges

Date:Wed, 06 Aug 2008 10:20:49 -0400
From:Amanda Neczypor <amanda.neczypor@nyu.edu>

To:David McLaughlin <david.mclaughlin@nyu.edu>
CC:Pierre Hohenberg <pierre.hohenberg@nyu.edu>

Hi Dave,

This came to the provost alias last night.

‐Amanda
‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded Message
From: larry schiffman <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 05 Aug 2008 18:11:28 ‐0400
To: <provost@nyu.edu>
Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges

Dear Provost McLaughlin,
 
I would like to know what ac on I can take to counter charges of plagiarism that have been raised against me.
 
Apparently, someone is intent on exposing a failing of mine that dates back almost fi een years ago.  It is true that I
should have cited Dr. Golb's ar cles, and it is true that I misrepresented his ideas.  But this is simply the poli cs of
Dead Sea Scrolls studies.  If I had given credit to this man I would have been banned from conferences around the

Fwd: [Fwd: FW: Plagiarism charges]
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Subject: Re: [Fwd: FW: Plagiarism charges]
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 2008 17:34:48 -0400
To: angela.baker-james@ncmail.net

I must beg you not to mention this matter if it should be brought to your attention.  My career is at stake. 
 
Lawrence Schiffman

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Pierre Hohenberg <pierre.hohenberg@nyu.edu>
Date: Aug 6, 2008 5:09 PM
Subject: [Fwd: FW: Plagiarism charges]
To: larry schiffman <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Cc: Richard Foley <dick.foley@nyu.edu>

 
Dear Professor Schiffman,
The allegation against you has been referred to me in my capacity as Senior Vice Provost for Research.
According to NYU's policy on research misconduct, (http://www.nyu.edu/oaa/policies.html#misconduct)  I
have in turn referred the matter to Dean Richard Foley for further disposition. You should hear from the
dean or his staff in due time.
Pierre Hohenberg

-------- Original Message --------
Subject:FW: Plagiarism charges

Date:Wed, 06 Aug 2008 10:20:49 -0400
From:Amanda Neczypor <amanda.neczypor@nyu.edu>

To:David McLaughlin <david.mclaughlin@nyu.edu>
CC:Pierre Hohenberg <pierre.hohenberg@nyu.edu>

Hi Dave,

This came to the provost last night.

‐Amanda
‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded Message
From: Lawrence Schiffman <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, 05 Aug 2008 18:11:28 ‐0400
To: <provost@nyu.edu>
Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges

Dear Provost McLaughlin,
 
I would like to know what ac on I can take to counter charges of plagiarism that have been raised against me.
 
Apparently, someone is intent on exposing a failing of mine that dates back almost fi een years ago.  It is true
that I should have cited Dr. Golb's ar cles, and it is true that I misrepresented his ideas.  But this is simply the
poli cs of Dead Sea Scrolls studies.  If I had given credit to this man I would have been banned from conferences
around the world.

Re: [Fwd: FW: Plagiarism charges]
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Subject: Lawrence Schiffman; plagiarism
From: Peter Kaufman <peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com>
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 2008 19:38:35 -0700 (PDT)
To: dick.foley@nyu.edu

Dear Dean Foley,
 
As the allegations I have raised against Dr. Schiffman have undoubtedly been referred to you by now, I am
writing to succinctly summarize the facts.  They are as follows:
 
(1) Schiffman appropriated Golb's highly original 1980 and 1985 arguments concerning Masada, the
variegated nature of the Dead Sea Scrolls and their (previously neglected) relationship with rabbinical
Judaism and the Jewish revolt, all of this on three consecutive pages of his own article and without crediting
Golb;
 
(2) When questioned about his plagiarism by a prominent Israeli journalist in 1993, Schiffman responded:
"There’s no innovation in Golb’s theory."
 
(3) Schiffman, in his article, falsely stated that Golb had argued that the scrolls were the "library of the
Jerusalem Temple," a view defended by a German scholar (K. Rengstorf) in the early 60's and explicitly
rejected by Golb on numerous occasions;
 
(4) In his 1994 book, Schiffman repeated the same misrepresentation, citing three articles by Golb (from
1987, 1989 and 1990) each of which shows instead that Golb never argued the scrolls were the Temple
library. 
 
(5) In his book, Schiffman carefully omitted any mention of Golb's 1980 and 1985 articles, thereby covering
his tracks and making it seem that he and Golb came up with the multiple-Jewish-groups view around the
same time.  By falsely attributing Rengstorf's theory to Golb, Schiffman again implied that there was no
"innovation" in Golb's theory.
 
The facts set forth in the first three paragraphs above are all examined by Golb himself in his 1995 book Who
Wrote the Dead Sea Scrolls? (see pp. 213-215).  The last two paragraphs contain information that was
presumably not available to Golb when his book went to press, since Schiffman's book appeared shortly
before.
 
We are, in sum, dealing with a classic case of combined plagiarism and misrepresentation, which would have
been immediately denounced in virtually any other field of studies.  I decided to bring this to your attention
because I am sick and tired of seeing a different, and utterly unethical, standard applied to Dead Sea Scrolls
scholarship, both here at NYU and elsewhere. 
 
In this field, anyone who, like Golb, does not belong to the inner sanctum of Qumran-sectarian theorists may
apparently expect to be smeared, misrepresented, and plagiarized by one or another member of the Qumran
clique, without any accountability whatsoever vis-a-vis the larger academic community.  That the facts set
forth in Golb's widely read book were not previously brought to your attention is itself indicative of the
general lack of concern for ethical standards in this field.
 
I have set forth the facts summarized above in a detailed manner at http://www.nowpublic.com/culture
/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-chicago-historian-s-work.  Golb's 1980
and 1985 articles are both linked there, as is his 1990 article where again he states that the scrolls are the
remains of various libraries (and not: the Temple library) from the Jerusalem area.  As soon as I can get my

Lawrence Schiffman; plagiarism
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hands on the 1987 and 1989 articles, I will update you with the precise quotations from those articles as well,
so as to leave no doubt whatsoever as to the extent of Schiffman's misrepresentation.
 
P.s. angry emails about Golb are now being sent around the department.  I wish to make it clear to you that I
have nothing to do with Golb -- nor would it matter if I did.  I knew this would happen, and this is why I
prefer to remain anonymous.
 
Yours sincerely,
 
Peter Kaufman

Lawrence Schiffman; plagiarism
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Subject: Plagiarism allegations raised against NYU department chair specialized in Dead Sea Scrolls research
From: "Sammy Edelstein" <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, 7 Aug 2008 17:22:24 -0400
To: murray.weiss@nypost.com, yoav.gonen@nypost.com

Dear esteemed journalists,
 
Having reported on the Madonna Constantine plagiarism case, you may be interested in these articles:
 
http://plagiarist-schiffman.blogspot.com/
 
http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work
 
I know from internal sources that a formal investigation of this matter has been opened by the dean at NYU.
 
See also http://chronicle.com/free/v51/i17/17a00802.htm.
 
With best wishes,
 
Sam Edelstein (frankly, this is an alias, as my own career at NYU would be jeopardized if anyone found out
that I had the nerve to bring this to your attention).
 
 
 
 
 
 

Plagiarism allegations raised against NYU department chair specialized i...
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Subject: Allegations of plagiarism resurface against NYU professor
From: "Sammy Edelstein" <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, 7 Aug 2008 22:37:49 -0400
To: wagner.alumni@nyu.edu, wagner.officeofthedean@nyu.edu, robert.polner@nyu.edu,
dalton.conley@nyu.edu

Dear Colleagues,

The NYU-Wagner academic code has an excellent description of plagiarism.

Nonetheless, there's a bit of hypocrisy in this, isn't there, given that an NYU department chair has himself
been a known plagiarist for the past fifteen years? Or does the Wagner school hold its faculty to a higher
standard than the rest of the university?

See: 

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

With best wishes to all of you,

Sam Edelstein

Allegations of plagiarism resurface against NYU professor
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Subject: Fwd: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, 8 Aug 2008 16:23:27 -0400
To: marionkaplan@yahoo.com

Thanks for your kind words Marion, but unfortunately it's getting worse.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Steven Fishbane <steven.fishbane@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Aug 8, 2008 at 4:19 PM
Subject: Fwd: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman
To: larry.schiffman@gmail.com

You see, Dr. Schiffman? You thought you could get away with it, but people in the field are aware of what
you have done.

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Flescher, Andrew <AFlescher@csuchico.edu>
Date: Thu, Aug 7, 2008 at 10:26 PM
Subject: RE: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman
To: Steven Fishbane <steven.fishbane@gmail.com>

no question he crossed the line (in my view). I'd heard about this but thanks for sharing, Steven.

Best,

Andy Flescher

From: Steven Fishbane [mailto:steven.fishbane@gmail.com]
Sent: Thu 8/7/2008 2:04 PM
To: Flescher, Andrew
Subject: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman

Dear Dr. Flescher,

You may be interested in these articles:

http://plagiarist-schiffman.blogspot.com/

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

Best,

Steven Fishbane

Fwd: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman

1 of 1 9/13/2010 3:17 PM

JA1148



Subject: Blogger Account Information
From: Blogger Support <no-reply@blogger.com>
Date: Wed, 13 Aug 2008 19:39:41 -0700 (PDT)
To: steve.goranson@gmail.com

Hi there,

Your blog, http://plagiarist-schiffman.blogspot.com/, is associated with the Google Account username
steve.goranson@gmail.com. Please use this Google Account username to log in to Blogger and access your
blog.

If you've forgotten your password, you can reset it by clicking this link:

http://www.blogger.com/forgot.g?r=steve.goranson%40gmail.com

This account is a member of the following blogs:

http://plagiarist-schiffman.blogspot.com/

If you experience any problems or have further questions, please visit our help site at http://help.blogger.com/

Sincerely,
The Blogger Team

Blogger Account Information
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Subject: Fwd: Plagiarism charges
From: "larry schiffman" <larry.schiffman@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 20 Aug 2008 23:21:36 -0400
To: marion.gottlieber@gmail.com

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mark S Smith <mss11@nyu.edu>
Date: Wed, Aug 6, 2008 at 12:43 PM
Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges
To: Larry Schiffman

I do, Larry. And I am concerned about any wider impact that this might potentially have.

It is also curious about how this person has come to be writing about this.

Hang in there.

Regards,
Mark 

Mark, what an interesting perspective!

Fwd: Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Fwd: Plagiarism charges
From: "Marion Gottlieb" <marion.gottlieber@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, 21 Aug 2008 00:00:35 -0400
To: rc2@nyu.edu, hrd1@nyu.edu, de2@nyu.edu, ge293@nyu.edu, yf1@nyu.edu, df2@nyu.edu,
michah.gottlieb@nyu.edu, rk4@nyu.edu, marionkaplan@yahoo.com, bkg@nyu.edu, am96@nyu.edu,
evan.rapport@nyu.edu, jr6@nyu.edu, mss11@nyu.edu, erw1@nyu.edu, rz17@nyu.edu, rz11@nyu.edu

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mark S Smith <mss11@nyu.edu>
Date: Wed, Aug 6, 2008 at 12:43 PM
Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges against Larry Schiffman

I am concerned about any wider impact that this might potentially have.

I am also curious about how this person has come to be writing about this.

Hang in there [Larry].

Regards, Mark 

Mark, what an interesting perspective! What form of "wider impact" do you have in mind?

Could it be that some of us might come to feel a bit uncomfortable with the way Larry is handling our
affairs? Or that others might be exposed? Or that Larry's influence at NYU might be a bit curtailed,
when word gets out about his little situation?

Let's hope Mark explains what he meant!
 
http://www.nowpublic.com/world/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-
pilfer-chicago-historian-s-work!

Fwd: Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Fwd: Plagiarism charges
From: "Marion Gottlieb" <marion.gottlieber@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, 21 Aug 2008 00:00:35 -0400
To: rc2@nyu.edu, hrd1@nyu.edu, de2@nyu.edu, ge293@nyu.edu, yf1@nyu.edu, df2@nyu.edu,
michah.gottlieb@nyu.edu, rk4@nyu.edu, marionkaplan@yahoo.com, bkg@nyu.edu, am96@nyu.edu,
evan.rapport@nyu.edu, jr6@nyu.edu, mss11@nyu.edu, erw1@nyu.edu, rz17@nyu.edu, rz11@nyu.edu

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Mark S Smith <mss11@nyu.edu>
Date: Wed, Aug 6, 2008 at 12:43 PM
Subject: Re: Plagiarism charges against Larry Schiffman

I am concerned about any wider impact that this might potentially have.

I am also curious about how this person has come to be writing about this.

Hang in there [Larry].

Regards, Mark 

Mark, what an interesting perspective! What form of "wider impact" do you have in mind?

Could it be that some of us might come to feel a bit uncomfortable with the way Larry is handling our
affairs? Or that others might be exposed? Or that Larry's influence at NYU might be a bit curtailed,
when word gets out about his little situation?

Let's hope Mark explains what he meant!
 
http://www.nowpublic.com/world/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-
pilfer-chicago-historian-s-work!

Fwd: Plagiarism charges
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Subject: Re: Fw: Re: NowPublic News Story - Plagiarism and the Dead Sea Scrolls: Did NYU department
chairman pilfer from Chicago historian’s work?
From: "Sammy Edelstein" <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com>
Date: Sat, 30 Aug 2008 23:47:23 -0400
To: sfine2@yu.edu

Larry has been asked, and remains oddly silent.  Why do you think that might be? Hopefully he will respond
to this "gibberish" soon, because the History News Network (i.e., George Mason University) seems to be
taking the matter quite seriously.
 
Incidentally, I feel obliged to express my astonishment that you would categorize such an article as
"gibberish."  I usually take that word to refer to something that doesn't make sense (and there's a lot of it
going around), but this article is quite clear and specific about what it's saying.  If you have some grounds for
defending Larry against Mr. Kaufman's allegations of plagiarism and misrepresentation, please say what they
are.  In the meantime, rest assured that I don't keep any "list"; otherwise I would gladly remove you.
 
Have an excellent weekend. 
 
Sam Edelstein

On Sat, Aug 30, 2008 at 8:30 PM, Steven Fine <leahsteven@yahoo.com> wrote:
Mr. Edelstein:  If you have a question for Prof. Schiffman, as him yourself.  Please do remove me from
your list.  -_SF

Steven Fine,
Professor of Jewish History, Yeshiva University
Director, YU Center for Israel Studies, www.yu.edu/cis
Chair, Department of Jewish History, Yeshiva College
 
Belfer Hall 524, 500 West 185th Street, New York, NY 10033. 
Cell:  646-508-6603.  Webpage: www.cojs.org/stevenfine
 

--- On Sat, 8/30/08, Sammy Edelstein <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com> wrote:

From: Sammy Edelstein <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: NowPublic News Story - Plagiarism and the Dead Sea Scrolls: Did NYU department
chairman pilfer from Chicago historian's work?
To: sfine2@yu.edu, leahsteven@yahoo.com
Date: Saturday, August 30, 2008, 5:18 PM

And on what basis do you defend Larry's conduct? Personally I find the misrepresentation (which I
have verified for myself in Larry's book) even more disturbing than the unattributed borrowings. 
At any rate, I have sent this article to several colleagues.  One responded that Larry "did cross the
line, in my view."  Another forwarded a message to me from a close colleague of Larry's who said
he was worried about the "wider impact" this could have, which is a very interesting perspective
when you come to think of it. 

Re: Fw: Re: NowPublic News Story - Plagiarism and the Dead Sea Scroll...
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On Fri, Aug 29, 2008 at 6:32 PM, Steven Fine <leahsteven@yahoo.com> wrote:
gibberish.  Shabbat shalom, SF

Steven Fine,
Professor of Jewish History, Yeshiva University
Director, YU Center for Israel Studies, www.yu.edu/cis
Chair, Department of Jewish History, Yeshiva College
 
Belfer Hall 524, 500 West 185th Street, New York, NY 10033. 
Cell:  646-508-6603.  Webpage: www.cojs.org/stevenfine
 

--- On Fri, 8/29/08, sam.edelstein2@gmail.com <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com> wrote:

From: sam.edelstein2@gmail.com <sam.edelstein2@gmail.com>
Subject: NowPublic News Story - Plagiarism and the Dead Sea Scrolls: Did NYU
department chairman pilfer from Chicago historian's work?
To: Israelstudies@yu.edu
Date: Friday, August 29, 2008, 3:44 PM

The News is NowPublic.com
Sam Edelstein (sam.edelstein2@gmail.com) has sent you a news story from
NowPublic.com. (E-mail address has not been verified.)
Message from Sender:
Judaica chair at NYU exposed as plagiarist
Plagiarism and the Dead Sea Scrolls: Did NYU department chairman pilfer from
Chicago historian's work?
by Peter Kaufman
A little-known case of apparent academic quackery has recently surfaced again,             
      which deserves
Click here to read more on our site

Re: Fw: Re: NowPublic News Story - Plagiarism and the Dead Sea Scroll...
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Subject: Fwd: Plagiarism allegations against Lawrence Schiffman
From: "Steven Fishbane" <steven.fishbane@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, 31 Aug 2008 16:18:42 -0400
To: dick.foley@nyu.edu

Re: Plagiarism allegations against Dr. Schiffman
From: Dr. Andrew Flescher (co-author of California State University's academic integrity policy)

---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Flescher, Andrew <AFlescher@csuchico.edu>
Date: Aug 7, 2008 10:26 PM
Subject: RE: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman

no question he crossed the line (in my view). I'd heard about this but thanks for sharing.

Best,

Andy Flescher
Professor of Religious Studies; Director, Center for Applied and Professional Ethics, California State University at Chico

From: Steven Fishbane
Sent: Thu 8/7/2008 2:04 PM
To: Flescher, Andrew
Subject: Plagiarism allegations resurface against Lawrence Schiffman

Dear Dr. Flescher,

You may be interested in these articles:

http://plagiarist-schiffman.blogspot.com/

http://www.nowpublic.com/culture/plagiarism-and-dead-sea-scrolls-did-nyu-department-chairman-pilfer-
chicago-historian-s-work

Best,

Steven Fishbane

Fwd: Plagiarism allegations against Lawrence Schiffman
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Subject: Re: Lawrence Schiffman
From: Peter Kaufman <peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com>
Date: Sun, 7 Sep 2008 20:57:18 -0700 (PDT)
To: dick.foley@nyu.edu

Dear Dean Foley,

I hope you had a good vacation.  Now that you are back, I must once again call your attention to the
plagiarism and misrepresentation of historian Norman Golb's work by Dr. Lawrence Schiffman, chairman of
the Skirball Department of Judaica at NYU.  

In case any further proof is needed in addition to what you have, please be aware that Schiffman attended the
1987 Dead Sea Scrolls conference in Mogilany, Poland, which focused at great length on Golb's multiple-
libraries, Jerusalem theory of scroll origins.  Golb lectured at the conference, Schiffman attended the lecture
and surrounding discussions, and nothing was said to create any ambiguity as to the nature of Golb's theory,
as any of the other participants can testify. 

Thus, even if he did not read Golb's articles (despite plagiarizing their ideas), Schiffman's misrepresentation of
Golb's theory can only have been intentional, and if he tells you anything else he is simply not telling the
truth.  Furthermore, even if Schiffman had not read Golb's articles before the conference, would he have
attended such a conference and then used Golb's ideas in his own articles, without reading Golb's articles to
verify whether they contained those ideas? There was a huge controversy at the time around Golb's theory. 
Would anyone who traveled all the way to Poland to attend a conference on the topic have failed to read
Golb's articles?

Best,

Peter Kaufman

--- On Thu, 8/7/08, dick.foley@nyu.edu <dick.foley@nyu.edu> wrote:

From: dick.foley@nyu.edu <dick.foley@nyu.edu>
Subject: Auto: Lawrence Schiffman; plagiarism
To: peter.kaufman2@yahoo.com
Date: Thursday, August 7, 2008, 2:38 AM

I will be out of the office until August 23 with intermittent access to email. 
If you have pressing business, please contact Amber Min Lee
(amber.minlee@nyu.edu) or Sherri Katz (sherri.katz@nyu.edu).

-- 
Richard Foley
Dean, Faculty of Arts and Science
New York University
5 Washington Square North
New York, NY 10003
212 998 8000
FAX 212 995 4010

Re: Lawrence Schiffman
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~ileen Schuller's lecture 

Subject: Eileen Schuller's lecture 
From: "larry schiffman" <larry .schiffman@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 200818:09:36 -0400 
To: pressoffice@thejm.org 

Your announcement of Eileen Schuller's lecture on women in the Dead Sea Scrolls has disappeared 
from the museum's website. Has Dr. Schuller's lecture been cancelled? 

Lawrence Schiffman 
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Dr. Schuller's lecture 

Subject: Dr. Schuller's lecture 
From: "Steven Fishbane" <steven.fishbane@gmail.com> 
Date: Wed, 6 Aug 2008 18:14:06 -0400 
To: pressoffice@thejm.org 

Your announcement of Eileen Schuller's lecture on women in the Dead Sea Scrolls has disappeared 
from the museum's website, Has Dr. Schuller's lecture been cancelled? Thanks for letting me know so 
I can make my plans accordingly, as my job requires me to travel a lot. 

Steve Fishbane 
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