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“To correct the error in treating.R (that is, R, P,, P; and R) as
probabilities, Diaconis proposed a method that Ived permuting the
columns of a 32X32 matrix, whose,jlth entry was a single value
representing some sort of aggregate distance betale¢he appellations
of rabbii and all the dates of rabhi This proposal was apparently first
made in a letter of May 1990 to the Academy menhlaexdling the paper,
Robert Aumann, though a related proposal had besterhy Diaconis in
1988. The same design was again described by DgaaorSeptember
(Diaconis, 1990)and there appeared to be an agreement on the

matter” (Section 3, emphasis mine)
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“However, unnoticed by Diaconis, WRR performed diféerent
permutation test described in Section 2.”
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“My guess is that Professor Diaconis probably dat ook into the
technical details of our work, and therefore hecdbss them in a general,
vague and non-precise way.”
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“Enclosed is the paper of Witztum, Rips, and RosegbThe presentation was
revised somewhat to make it clearer and take iotownt the comments of the
people to whom | had previously shownNieedless to say, the test itself
was not changed in any way; it is precisely thetonghich we
agreed in the summer of 19905 nwx1nn)
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“to correct the error in treating i (that is, R, P, P; and R) as probabilities”.
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“Aumann and Diaconis had agreed that a significdecel of 1/1000 was
a reasonable criterion for success. When WRR apphe permutation
test they had designed themselves, they met tigattaasily. If they had
performed the test that Diaconis wanted, on theesdata, they would
missed it. The failure of the experiment to pass 11000 threshold
would have greatly reduced its prospects of evaéngopublished in a
scientific journal.”
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“the most obvious definition of his [Diaconis’] 32 matrix".
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“This is a good place to note that (B) is the muural interpretationf
the experiment which WRR were asked to perform %901 by Persi
Diaconis (on behalf of the journal to which their paper wist




submitted). They failed to do so, but if they hiad &xperiment would not
have passed the 1/1000 milepost set for them. Wéiate the reason for
it, the fact remains that [WRR] would quite likelyot have been
published if the Prof. Diaconis’ instructions hadeh followed”.
(Emphasis mine)
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“For each pair of persons p, p’, compute one dcsd(p,p’) by averaging
the defined values c(w,w’) where w is in the fingird-set of p and w’ is
in the second word-set of p'. If there are no sualues defined, t(p,p’) is
undefined. For a permutation pi of the personsindeT(pi) to be the
average over all p of the defined values t[p,pi(ff)jthere are no such
defined values, T(pi) is undefined. The result Wil the rank position of
T(id) amongst all defined T(pi) for a large setrahdom permutations

pi.”
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“(B) is the most natural interpretation of the esipent which WRR were asked
to perform in 1990 by Persi Diaconis”.
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“the average of the logarithm of thémed c(w,w’) values.”
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“Use of the logarithm gives much stronger promireete the word
pairs with small distances’ and in my opinion meéis objection of
Rips that ordinary mean ‘averages out’ the alleige8 phenomenon.”
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“For the WRR data, this method gives very respéetatrores of
125/million for the first list and 8/million for # second. The combined
list surely gives very much better than 1/millidaut | have not computed
it.”
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"Nothing we have chosen to omit tells a story cantrto the story here.”
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“Experiment B is absolutely unacceptable for meal ke me explain why.

This research is oriented towards checking thenctaat there is a hidden
text in Genesis which is based on ELS’s. We doknoiv what should be
contained in this hidden text, so we make gue§desinput of each guess
is a pair of words (w, w’). For each such paimafrds we compute some
functional c(w, w’). The functional c(w, w’) was signed as to reflect
some intuitive idea (“close meeting between ELS\shere “close” is

understood for some cylindrical metrics on the JteXo have a “small”

value of c(w,w’) means “success” (a close meetirggwieen ELS'’s

detected), otherwise “failure”. Now we have to couhe number of

successes per number of guesses in order to debetber we encounter
a “remarkable” deviation from randomness. Bothistias P1 and P2 do
it...

Now what does the procedure of the experiment BAMIEERAGES the

values of c(w,w’), in other words it punishes thecesses for the failures.
(For example, | would be very happy to have SYSTHMRALLY a

1/100 per every 10 guesses; even such an impresssudt would be
AVERAGED OUT!)”
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“... while we acknowledge that (B) does not test foecisely the

same phenomenon, it does test for something reldted
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“meets the objection of Rips that ordinary meanefages out’ the
alleged ELS phenomenon.”
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