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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Thu, Sep 29, 2016 at 1:11 PM

To: Peter Wyatt Wood <pwood@nas.org>

Dear Mr. Wood,

I am in a legal conflict with the Columbia University, and | am hoping the NSA will take my side. | sent an email to the
University Chaplain offering to give a learner-centered lesson on the arguments for God’s existence to students and
faculty of Columbia. The handout | would use in such a lesson is attached.

The Chaplain’s response was to get the Department of Public Safety to threaten me with legal action if | contacted any of
the “Religious Life Advisors” that the Chaplain appointed. The rejection of my offer and the threat were not in writing, but
were orally made. | responded with a letter sent to the Chief Counsel of Columbia dated 9/23/16 and an email to the
President of Columbia dated 9/22/16. See:

https://www.academia.edu/23340072/WHY_PEOPLE_BELIEVE_GOD_ CAUSED_ THE_BIG_BANG

"Rational Arguments For God's Existence: Evangelizing Is Good and Proselytizing Is Bad" (http://www.newevangelist.me).
Since you are presumably committed to the NSA’s “Issues and Ideals,” | am hoping you will join my campaign to get the
American Journal of Physics to retract an article about evolution and thermodynamics that criticizes a Christian apologist’s
mistaken ideas about this topic. The article disgraces every physicist in the United States because it includes an absurd
calculation. Americans have a right to know how irrational the scientific establishment is about evolutionary biology and
religion. See:

"Pseudoscience in the American Journal of Physics" (http://www.pseudoscience123.com).

https://www.academia.edu/20939526/An_Analogy Between_Nazi_Germany_and_the United_States

| had a two-hour interview with James H. Fetzer on May 16. It was his 200th show and is titled, "Science and Religion."
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLsfS5KpYMzb20sCxyfSotfX1ELKIBrXzZ3

Very truly yours,
David Roemer
http://www.newevangelization.info

ﬂ Lesson on God's Existence.pdf
48K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/ui=2&ik=cad737e713&view=pt&q=pwood%40nas.org&qs=true&search=query&msg=15776ee3e87a95d8 &siml=15776ee3e87a95d8
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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Sat, Oct 1, 2016 at 11:38 AM
To: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>, Peter Wyatt Wood <pwood@nas.org>

Dear Herbert,

I’'m interpreting your email to me to mean you are open-minded about the question of whether the NAS should get
involved with is happening to me at Columbia. | believe my insight in this article is very important and should not be
suppressed:

https://www.academia.edu/23340072/WHY _PEOPLE_BELIEVE_GOD_CAUSED_THE_BIG_BANG

I'd like to explain why. As everyone knows, the Earth is 93 million miles from the Sun. If the number was 92 or 94, life
would not have evolved. This raises the question: Why 93 instead of 94 or 92?7 The answer is: random chance and
Newton’s laws. If someone does not understand this answer, you can give a lecture on probability and tell about all the
other planets that are not in the “golden zone.”

Everyone also knows that life would not have evolved if the mass of an electron and the gravitational constant were not
exactly what they are. Why is the mass of an electron 9.31 and not 9.30 or 9.32? The answer is: THERE ARE NO
THEORIES.

Religious people leap for joy and say: There is an intelligent designer (God). Anti-religious people get panicky and say:
There are an infinite number of universes. My essay offers a theory explaining why everyone reacts irrationally to the
“fine-tuning” argument for God’s existence.

| would also like to explain why my academic freedom was violated in my interactions with a physics professor at New
York University:

http://www.pseudoscience 123.com/new-york-univ/nyu.htmi

Itis as if | was applying for a job and NYU said, “We don’t hire wops.” Prof. Richardson did not use a racial epithet against
me even though that is the best way to get someone’s goat. He did not know my ethnic background. However, he may
have known that | did not make much money because | was only a high school teacher. He insulted me by saying | could
not afford his services.

Very truly yours,
David Roemer

347-412-2285

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/ui=2&ik=ca4737e713&view=pt&q=hlondon%40londoncenter.org&qs=true&search=query&msg=15780e5a0b75c¢758&siml=15780...  1/1
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London, Herb <hlondon@londoncenter.org> Sat, Oct 1, 2016 at 5:07 PM
To: David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com>

| certainly do not want to see your insight suppressed

Herb
[Quoted text hidden]
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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Sat, Oct 1, 2016 at 7:29 PM
To: "London, Herb" <hlondon@londoncenter.org>

Dear Herb,

My insight is based on textbook physics and textbook metaphysics.

1) Textbook metaphysics is that the human soul is spiritual, not that human beings have souls. There is no evidence
human beings have souls and the idea conflicts with the Christian doctrine of original sin.

2) Textbook physics is that the second law of thermodynamics only applies to liquids, solids, and gases. A pendulum is
made of a string and a bob. The bob has a temperature and the string has a temperature, but the pendulum does not
have a temperature.

My theory or insight is that pro-religion and anti-religion people think there is a connection between evolution and
thermodynamics and that the Big Bang is evidence of God’s existence is based on this quote from Karen Horney:

Let us consider for example, a person listening to a paper and having critical thoughts about it. A minor inhibition would
consist in a timidity about expressing the criticism; a strong inhibition would prevent him from organizing his thoughts,
with the result that they would occur to him only after the discussion was over, or the next morning. But the inhibition
may go so far as not to permit the critical thoughts to come up at all, and in this case, assuming that he really feels
critical, he will be inclined to accept blindly what has been said or even to admire it; and he will be quite unaware of
having any inhibitions. In other words, if an inhibition goes so far as to check wished or impulses there can be no
awareness of its existence. (Karen Horney, The Neurotic Personality of Our Time, New York: Norton, 1937, p. 55)

Karen Horney is saying people have blind spots because of inhibition, which is a defense mechanism against anxiety. I'm
saying people have blind spots because of cognitive dissonance. People believe human beings have souls or are
collections of molecules. This conflicts with reality and causes them emotional and mental stress. They make themselves
feel better by being stupid and irrational and behaving dishonestly.

Very truly yours,
David Roemer
347-414-2285

[Quoted text hidden]
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Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org> Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 4:57 PM
To: David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com>

Dear Dr. Roemer,

Pardon my slowness in answering. | was travelling outside the country and, while | received your email, | had no
opportunity to digest it.

It appears you have plunged into the “argument by design,” one of the age-old proofs of God’s existence. Anyone
who has taken a decent course in the history of philosophy is familiar with that argument and anyone who pays the
least attention to the modern debates in philosophy and science is familiar with the updated versions. | would be
deeply surprised if Columbia University’s chaplain, assuming that person went to seminary, would be ignorant of the
basic argument or its modern adaptations.

And that throws no light at all on why the Chaplain would contact the Department of Public Safety, or indeed why the
Department of Public Safety would take such a complaint seriously. Your seven-page attachment, “Why People
Believe God Caused the Big Bang,” offers no light on this either. Your attempts to publish a refutation of Dawkins’
“Entropy and Evolution” in the American Journal of Physics is a little more enlightening. Typically scientific journals
are a lot more open to atheistic declarations than they are to theistic arguments—at least at this point in our history.
Battering that wall with repeated assaults seldom gets a hearing for theism. More often it gets the theist tagged as
someone who is unwelcome. But | expect you know all this first-hand.

| take Dawkins’ declarations as a sign of the times. Doctrinaire secularism is both established as a kind of “religion”
and eager to assert itself even more. Dawkins gives it a veneer of intellectual and scientific sophistication. Thus your
determination to refute it and your increasing impatience with those who refuse you a hearing. Your essay, “An
Analogy Between Nazi Germany and the United States” was an unfortunate and significant misstep. Perhaps you have
heard of the informal adage known as Godwin’s Law, which asserts that in any online discussion someone sooner or
later compares someone else to Hitler or an opinion to Nazism. Whoever does that instantly loses the debate. Most
would add that the person who does that has also forfeited his credibility for a long time to come.

That’s rough justice, but it makes good sense. It is evidence that the person making the argument has lost his sense
of proportion and his ability to stay within the bounds of civil argument.

| don’t think it is a reason all by itself that the Columbia Chaplain called the Department of Public Safety on you. Of
course, | don’t know exactly what you said to him.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/ui=2&ik=ca4737e713&view=pt&search=inbox&msg=1578c561clcbc722&siml=1578c561clcbc722 172
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In addition to your venturing into Godwin’s Law territory, you have also involved yourself in what you describe as a
“legal conflict.” | don’t know whether that means you have filed a lawsuit, but it does put matters outside the reach
of the National Association of Scholars. None of us in the administration and staff of NAS is a lawyer and we have
never embroiled NAS in legal matters beyond FOIA requests and occasional expert testimony. Our world consists of
trying to get colleges and universities to respect academic and intellectual freedom and to resist the temptation to
become fonts of ideology. On those scores, you might have had a case in which we could have intervened, but you
have gone too far too fast.

It appears on the basis of what you have told me you have been treated harshly by some officials of Columbia
University. | wish they had had greater respect for the views you represent, but I'd also counsel you that a softer tone
would go further. Theist argument is going to run into resistance in any secular university. Indignation won’t change
that, nor will fierceness. You can, however, win the right to be heard by presenting your points in a calmer spirit.
That’s the best counsel | can offer at this point.

Yours,

Peter Wood

From: David Roemer [mailto:david@dkroemer.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2016 1:12 PM

To: Peter Wyatt Wood <pwood@nas.org>

Subject: Columbia U.

[Quoted text hidden]
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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Mon, Oct 3, 2016 at 9:11 PM
To: Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org>
Cc: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>

Dear Mr. Wood,

Thank you for responding to my letter. | would like to meet with you and explain why the NAS should get involved in my
conflict with Columbia U. In this meeting, | would also explain my psychological theory about why people think the
scientific arguments for God’s existence make sense. | would also explain why my analogy between Nazi Germany and
the United States is perfectly apt and why it should stir your own conscience. | recall Gore Vidal calling William Buckley a
Nazi on TV. Buckley did not respond, as you did, by citing the “Godwin law.” He threatened to sock Vidal in the face.

It appears you have plunged into the “argument by design,” one of the age-old proofs of God’s existence.

| know Protestants use these arguments, but | was shocked to find out the Catholic Church was promoting these
arguments through the Magis Center for Faith and Science. | asked to speak to the theology departments of St. John’s,
Fordham, and Seton Hall, and to explain why the Magis Center was wrong. They refused my offer, and | realized | had to
try to explain myself in writing:

https://www.academia.edu/23340072/WHY_PEOPLE_BELIEVE_GOD_CAUSED_THE_BIG_BANG

And that throws no light at all on why the Chaplain would contact the Department of Public Safety, or indeed why the
Department of Public Safety would take such a complaint seriously.

The Department of Public Safety was already involved in my offer to give a learner-centered lesson on God’s existence
when | sent the attached email to the University Chaplain. My initial offer was in March 2016 to the Catholic Chaplain, who
declined. | then wrote to the two undergraduate co-presidents of the Columbia Catholic Ministry with my offer. The two
students did not reply, but the Catholic Chaplain threatened me with legal action if | contacted them again. | told the
Archbishop of New York that | was afraid the Chaplain’s behavior and my email scandalized the students. | also offered to
give my lesson to St. Joseph’s Seminary, to no avail. My correspondence with the Catholic Church is here:

http://www.newevangelist.me

In August, | contacted the students again. My email expressed concern about their faith and threatened to contact their
parents if they did not respond. They did not respond, and | contacted Mathew Patashnick of Family Engagement. He told
me he could not contact their parents, but that he would contact the students. Instead, | got the attached letter from the
Department of Public Safety threatening me with legal action.

| consulted with an attorney on JustAnsers.com about my legal rights. He said that the letter from the Director of
Investigations and her verbal instructions barred me from using Columbia’s email system, telephones, and post office
addresses to contact the other campus minsters under the University Chaplain. However, he also told me that | had the
right to complain to the President of Columbia about the behavior of the University Chaplain and the Department of Public
Safety.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/ui=2&ik=ca4737e713&view=pt&q=pwood%40nas.org&qs=true&search=query&msg=1578d3e8b06038a5&siml=1578d3e8b06038a5 1/2
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What | want is for Lee Bollinger to answer my attached letter, which was sent to the General Counsel of Columbia with a
certificate of mailing. Am | guilty of harassment or not if | send emails and call the other campus ministers? Either way, |
win. If | can give the lesson, I'll be explaining the arguments for God's existence. If | can't give the lesson, it proves
Columbia U. does not believe in academic freedom.

[Quoted text hidden]

3 attachments

ﬂ lee-bollinger.pdf
130K

ﬂ deidre-fuchs.pdf
4533K

k| jewelnel-davis.pdf
115K
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Columbia U.

Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 10:31 AM
To: David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com>

Dear Dr, Roemer,

No, | don’t think so. You’ve made your case for NAS support and | have explained why we cannot get involved.

Yours,

Peter Wood

From: David Roemer [mailto:david@dkroemer.com]
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2016 9:11 PM

To: Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org>

Cc: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>
Subject: Re: Columbia U.

[Quoted text hidden]
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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 12:18 PM
To: Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org>
Cc: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>

Dear Mr. Wood,
Your emails indicate a lack of understanding of the legal conflict between me and Columbia U.

It appears you have plunged into the “argument by design,” one of the age-old proofs of God’s existence. Anyone who
has taken a decent course in the history of philosophy is familiar with that argument and anyone who pays the least
attention to the modern debates in philosophy and science is familiar with the updated versions. | would be deeply
surprised if Columbia University’s chaplain, assuming that person went to seminary, would be ignorant of the basic
argument or its modern adaptations.

| agree that everyone has a superficial knowledge of the "arguments by design." However, anti-religion people think these
arguments make no sense and many pro-religion people think they do make sense. My essay (“Why People Believe God
Caused the Big Bang”) explains why the anti-religion people are right. It also offers a theory explaining why pro-religion
people find the arguments persuasive.

Pro-religion people are just as irrational about the "arguments by design": Why is the mass of an electron 9.31 and the
gravitational constant 6.6? Pro-religion people say there is an infinite being. Anti-religion people say there are an infinite
number of universes.

| agree also that if my paper has no merit then there is nothing about the behavior of Columbia that should interest the
NAS. Your comments indicate either that you did not read my paper. You picked up that | was pro-religion and assumed |
was promoting the “argument by design.”

Your attempts to publish a refutation of Dawkins’ “Entropy and Evolution” in the American Journal of Physics is a little
more enlightening.

My email to the University Chaplain did not mention my campaign to get the American Journal of Physics to retract the
absurd article “Entropy and Evolution.” However, if | am mistaken about this article that is grounds for the NAS not to want
to get involved with my legal conflict with Columbia.

However, my guess is that you are just assuming a peer-reviewed physics article published in the United States is not
absurd. Did you ask a physicist about my criticism of the paper? Did you read my account of this scandal at
http://www.pseudoscience123.com?

Hitler may very well be in Heaven because he may have asked God to forgive him for murdering all those people.
However, you can’t ask God to forgive you for lying until you stop lying. When and if the AJP retracts the article, all the
physicists | have contacted can ask God to forgive them.
Your essay, “An Analogy Between Nazi Germany and the United States” was an unfortunate and significant misstep.
As | already told you, | want to meet with you and any physicist you trust to explain why the essay is not a misstep.
In addition to your venturing into Godwin’s Law territory, you have also involved yourself in what you describe as a
“legal conflict.” | don’t know whether that means you have filed a lawsuit, but it does put matters outside the reach of
the National Association of Scholars.
The legal conflict is that | have a letter from the Department of Public Safety threatening me with legal action. | have

complained about this letter to the President of Columbia.
[Quoted text hidden]
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Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 12:46 PM
To: David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com>

Dear Dr. Roemer,

You are in a legal dispute with Columbia University. That precludes any involvement of NAS.

Yours sincerely,

Peter Wood

From: David Roemer [mailto:david@dkroemer.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 12:19 PM

[Quoted text hidden]

[Quoted text hidden]
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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 4:32 PM
To: Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org>
Cc: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>, Spencer Kashmanian <kashmanian@nas.org>

Dear Mr. Wood,

My initial correspondence was with Spencer who pretty much told me the same thing without looking foolish. Your
responses pretty much shows that, like Columbia U., you don’t really believe in academic freedom. I'll be informing all of
your members | can contact about your decision.

Very truly yours,

David Roemer

[Quoted text hidden]
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Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 4:52 PM
To: David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com>
Cc: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>, Spencer Kashmanian <kashmanian@nas.org>

Dear Dr. Roemer,

Feel free to express yourself to whomever you like. This is not a matter of academic freedom. NAS takes up cases
selectively. Yours has too many defects to deserve our time and attention. As | counseled you in my first email, you
might get further in your pursuits if you acquired some manners. Trying to bully people is not a good way to attract
support.

Peter Wood

From: David Roemer [mailto:david@dkroemer.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 4, 2016 4:32 PM

To: Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org>

Cc: Herbert London <hlondon@londoncenter.org>; Spencer Kashmanian <kashmanian@nas.org>
Subject: Re: Columbia U.

[Quoted text hidden]
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London, Herb <hlondon@londoncenter.org> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 5:28 PM
To: Peter Wood <pwood@nas.org>
Cc: David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com>, Spencer Kashmanian <kashmanian@nas.org>

Me Roemer,Your correspondence reveals a level of hostility that is not likely to win adherents.Peter tried to help but your
response was decidedly ungracious.

Herb
[Quoted text hidden]
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David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Tue, Oct 4, 2016 at 5:39 PM
To: "London, Herb" <hlondon@londoncenter.org>, Peter Wyatt Wood <pwood@nas.org>

Cc: Felicia Sanzari Chernesky <chernesky@nas.org>, Rachelle Peterson <peterson@nas.org>, "Glenn M. Ricketts"
<ricketts@nas.org>, Ashley Thorne <thorne@nas.org>, lvan Vajdle <vajdle@nas.org>

Dear Herb and Peter,

You two are lying through your teeth. The other members of the NAS may not like what you are doing because | am
creating a data base of people | correspond to about this with notes about our correspondence. | will also be putting your
comments on my website.

Very truly yours,

David Roemer

[Quoted text hidden]
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A Developmental Lesson on the Arguments for the Existence of God

What Is a Developmental Lesson?

Lecturing is not a good way for anyone to learn. Students learn best if they are given an
opportunity to create their own knowledge by answering questions and discussing the aim of the
lessons in a group. What follows can be used as a handout in a lesson explaining the arguments
for God's existence.

1. The human mind is structured like the scientific method. At the lowest level is making observations. The
next level is asking questions about the observations and inventing answers. The third level is gathering
evidence and deciding whether an answer is true or just probable. The fourth level is deciding what to do
with our bodies. Making observations requires paying attention. What do the other three levels require?

2. What are the observations that lead to our knowledge of God’s existence?

3. What are the questions that the observations in your answer to question #2 should cause an intelligent
person to ask?

4. What is wrong with this quote from an atheist about the mind-body problem: "Among the traditional
candidates for comprehensive understanding of the relation of mind to the physical world, | believe the
weight of evidence favors some from of neutral monism over the traditional alternatives of materialism,
idealism, and dualism." (Thomas Nagel, Mind and Cosmos: Why the Materialist Neo-Darwinian Conception
of Nature Is Almost Certainly False, location 69 of 1831)




5. What is wrong with this quote from a biology textbook about the mind-body problem: "And certain
properties of the human brain distinguish our species from all other animals. The human brain is, after all,
the only known collection of matter that tries to understand itself. To most biologists, the brain and the mind
are one and the same; understand how the brain is organized and how it works, and we’ll understand such
mindful functions as abstract thought and feelings. Some philosophers are less comfortable with this
mechanistic view of mind, finding Descartes’ concept of a mind-body duality more attractive." (Neil
Campbell, Biology, 4th edition, p. 776 )

6. What is wrong with this quote from a Catholic philosopher about the mind-body problem: "Acts of self-
consciousness (awareness of awareness) are difficult to explain through regular space-time models (one
act of awareness capturing itself, as it were)." (Robert Spitzer, New Proofs for the Existence of God:
Contributions of Contemporary Physics and Philosophy, 2010, location 2211).

7. What is wrong with this quote from a Catholic physicist about the mind-body problem: "However, having
started with the empirically quite unsupported postulate of atheism, the materialists is practically forced to
call a variety of empirical facts 'illusions'—not facts that are in front of his eyes, but are behind his eyes, so
to speak, facts about his own mind....None of this is to deny that there are some very hard questions that
arise from the idea that the human mind is not entirely reducible to matter. There certainly are. For
instance, if there is something immaterial about the mind, how does it affect the brain and body?" (Stephen
M. Barr, Modern Physics and Ancient Faith, 2003, location 4612)

8. Why are human beings superior to animals?

9. Why are human beings equal to one another?




10. How can two humans be different from one another and at the same time equal to one another?

11. What is a human being?

12. Bishop George Berkeley (1685 to 1753) was sitting on a rock and contemplating the universe. He
figured he existed because God created him. Berkeley then realized that the rock did not know it existed.
Why did God create the rock? Berkley figured God created the rock so Berkeley would have a place to sit.
But God has infinite power, so God could just as easily create the illusion that the rock exists in Berkeley’s
mind as the rock itself. The philosophy that the material world is an illusion is called idealism. Why is
idealism wrong?

13. What is the significance for the arguments for God's existence of the fact that other human beings
exist?

14. What is a final cause?

15. What is causality in physics?

16. What is causality in metaphysics?




17. What is the difference between causality in physics and causality in metaphysics?

18. Why does a finite being need a cause?

19. What can cause a finite being?

20. Can there be an infinite regression of finite beings: A is caused by B, B is caused by C, and so on?

21. What is the argument for the existence of God based on the existence of finite beings?

22. Why is the argument based on finite beings not a proof of God's existence?

23. What is the other argument for the existence of God?
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“PRIDE-PROFESSIONALISM-SERVICE

September 1, 2016

Mr. David Roemer
345 Webster Ave. Apt. 4-O
Brooklyn, New York 11230

Dear Mr. Roemer:

This letter is a follow up to your conversation with Mr. Ken Finnegan, Associate director
of Investigations, on August 31, 2016.

During that conversation, Mr. Finnegan explained that your continued attempts to
communicate with members of the Columbia community were causing concern to students and
staff and at the request of those students and staff, you were directed to stop attempting to
communicate with them. This letter serves to formally notify you that any further attempts to
communicate with the students or staff will be considered harassment.

Additionally, based on your actions you are considered persona non grata on Columbia
property. If you are found on Columbia University property without prior permission from this
office, you will be considered a trespasser and subject to immediate arrest.

Si [cerely ‘
/ M/ﬁ% |
De

dre Fuchs
Director of Investigations
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Lesson on God's Existence

David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Thu, Sep 15, 2016 at 11:55 AM

To: Jewelnel Davis <chaplain@columbia.edu>
Cc: dp2583@columbia.edu
Dear Ms. Davis,

| am a retired New York City high school science teacher, and want to give what the Board of Education calls a
developmental lesson on the arguments for God'’s existence to Columbia students and faculty. Being a Catholic, | first
approached the Columbia Catholic Ministry. This resulted in some kind of legal battle that | recently informed Dean
Valentini about. | published my ideas about this topic here:

https://www.academia.edu/23340072/WHY_PEOPLE_BELIEVE_GOD_CAUSED_THE_BIG_BANG

I'v attached the hand-out | would use is such a lesson. I'v also attached the email | sent to Dr. Valentini with a cc to Msgr.
Paddack.

Very truly yours,
David Roemer

347-414-2285

2 attachments

-D Lesson on God's Existence.pdf
48K

ﬂ james-valentini.pdf
113K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/ui=2&ik=cad737e713&view=pt&q=dp2583 %40columbia.edu&qs=true&search=query&msg=1572e8fa261472e6&siml=1572e8fa2...
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University Chaplain, Family Engagement, Public Safety

David Roemer <david@dkroemer.com> Thu, Sep 22, 2016 at 4:16 PM
To: skgh6@columbia.edu, "Bollinger, Lee" <officeofthepresident@columbia.edu>

Dear Mr. Bollinger,

| am a retired New York City high school teacher, and I'd like to give the students and faculty of Columbia University a
learner-centered lesson on the arguments for God's existence. I'v attached the hand-out | would use. My ideas about the
topic are expressed in the following article.

https://www.academia.edu/23340072/WHY _PEOPLE_BELIEVE_GOD_CAUSED_THE_BIG_BANG

On Sept. 15, | communicated this offer to the University Chaplain in an email. There was no response to this email,
however, | got a call from your Department of Public Safety and met with Deidre Fuchs and a member of her staff in Low
Library this afternoon. Ms. Fuchs told me that Chaplain Davis was not interested in sponsoring such an event. Ms. Fuchs
also said that Chaplain Davis discussed the matter with all of the Religious Life Advisors on her staff and that no one was
interested in my offer. Ms. Fuchs also told me that | would be guilty of harassment if | contacted the Religious Life Leaders
with my offer. | understand this to be a threat to file a civil or criminal charges against me if send emails, write letters, or
telephone the various Religious Life Advisors with my offer. | am writing to warn you that any legal action taken against
me for contacting the members of the Religious Life Advisors will be result in a civil action by me against Columbia U.

| was also warned not to contact again two undergraduates | sent emails to on March 16, Aug. 13, and Aug. 20. This
matter concerns you directly, | believe, because | have communicated about this matter to James Valentini and Matthew
Patashnick to no avail.

On March 16, | sent emails to the two co-Presidents of the Catholic Campus Ministry offering to give my lesson. The only
response | got was from Fr. O'Reilly who said, "If you contact them again, you will hear from our Safe Environment
lawyers who deal with the endangerment and entrapment of minors." | am concerned that the content of my email and Fr.
O'Reilly's irrational behavior scandalized the undergraduates. | told Cardinal Dolan about my concerns, but to my
knowledge, Cardinal Dolan has done nothing to make sure the students understand the reasons for believing in God and
the arguments for God's existence. | believe Msgr. Paddack is the student's pastor. | am asking you to ask Msgr. Paddack
to make sure he is carrying out his priestly responsibilities.

My correspondence with the Archdiocese of New York is here:
http://www.newevangelist.me

Very truly yours,

David Roemer

347-414-2285

ﬂ Lesson on God's Existence.pdf
48K
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