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Dear Jonathan,

Hello, I hope that you and your family are well. Thank you for coming to visit me when I was sitting shivah. I am currently sitting in the library of Heshy and Esther Wein, who send their best regards.
I am writing to you in shock after listening to a recording on the internet of your diatribe against me at the Discovery Institute. The overall goal of your presentation is to justify the ban on my books. It is very strange that you make no mention of the fact that you thought that the ban was a terrible thing; that you have told people that the Gedolim shot themselves in the foot; that you cancelled a lecture tour at the time, because, as you told me, you didn’t have the stomach to defend the charedi world anymore; and that you engaged in a desperate effort to stop Rav Aharon Feldman writing his justification of the ban. I understand that you see yourself as an ambassador of Orthodoxy to the wider world, but does this have to be at my expense?

You begin by saying that “Natan Slifkin is extremely confident of his own powers, of his own originality.” What was original in what I wrote? I was hardly the first to say that Bereishis can be reconciled with modern science, nor that Chazal were fallible in science. 
But your next sentence is the most shocking: “Natan Slifkin is not one who is interested in being told anything.” I don’t know where to begin. First of all, I never publish anything without getting it checked by at least three experts and altering it based on their feedback. Can you say the same for what you write? Based on our correspondence of a while back, where you were disappointed that I didn’t handle the controversy in the way that you would have wished – specifically, in not posting an apology for my books in the Yated– I think that you were referring to my not following the advice of you and some of your colleagues in that matter. If that’s the case, you should have said as such. It’s not as though I didn’t have my own rebbeim whose advice I followed, even when it was difficult to do so. Your allegation that I am not interested in being told anything by anyone is simply not true (perhaps you are personally affronted that I didn’t listen to you?). I am horrified that you could issue such an ad hominem attack in public.

You then start talking about how the problem was largely one of the “tone” in my books. But that’s clearly not the case. Most of those who banned my books did not read them at all and were not in a position to judge the tone. Rav Elyashiv made it very clear that he was objecting to the very idea that Chazal were fallible in science, notwithstanding the fact that this was the position of Rambam and others; this is also the position of most of the other signatories. Rav Moshe Shapiro considers it heretical to say that Chazal erred in science and he also considers it unacceptable to say that the world is billions of years old. You yourself said in the past that you were distressed to wake up one day and discover that your rebbe of many years would now consider you a heretic for your belief in these things! Why didn’t you tell the Discovery Institute that these same rabbinic authorities insist that the universe is 5767 years old? (I know the answer – because it would undermine their credibility and yours.) 
You then speak about how “Natan Slifkin is not Maimonides” and about how my sin was in my “willingness to put himself in the shoes of Maimonides.” That is simply false. My “sin” was in QUOTING Maimonides. Rav Elyashiv told Rav Aharon Feldman that he would be equally opposed to someone putting out a popular edition of the Guide Of The Perplexed. Maimonides’ views, that the six days of Genesis were not time-periods, and that Chazal were fallible in science, are unacceptable to your rabbonim
Next, you take the idea of Torah being the blueprint of creation and claim based on this that our Sages had supernatural knowledge of science – quite an extrapolation. The examples that you pick are ludicrous. Your first example is that Maimonides was the first to write that Pi is irrational before this was proved by others. First of all, while Rambam wrote this explicitly, it had already been hinted at by earlier Greek writers. Secondly, are you serious claiming that Rambam knew this via kabbalah or some other such source? Rambam must be laughing from his grave; he himself wrote that even Chazal had no such supernatural sources of knowledge.
Your second example is your claim that Chazal correctly knew that the liver regenerates long before this was known to modern science. First of all, terefos are generally considered to be halachah l’Moshe miSinai – Hashem’s knowledge, not Chazal’s knowledge. Second, the ancient Greeks knew that the liver regenerates, long before Chazal. Third, as Rivash points out, the measurements that Chazal give for the quantity of liver that can regenerate is not scientifically correct and poses a great problem! Far from bring a proof for Chazal’s superior knowledge of science, the liver presents the opposite!

You mention that there are “other examples,” without going into detail. Jonathan, I have spent years investigating alleged examples, and I have yet to find a single scientific statement made by Chazal which is unambiguous, consistent with modern science, and which they could not have known without supernatural sources.
You claim that Chazal’s supernatural knowledge of science is “something that Slifkin dispensed with easily and casually.” Actually, it is something that I investigated very, very carefully and which I analyze in my books in great detail and with numerous sources. In all my banned books, there were only three occasions when I stated that Chazal erred in science, and on each occasion I cited authorities stating it in those cases and explained in painstaking detail why I felt that they were correct. How can you possibly castigate me for dispensing with your position “easily and casually”? Let me see you give such detailed, reasoned and sourced arguments in your casual dismissal of the forty or so Rishonim and Acharonim who said that Chazal were fallible in science. 
In addition, I am pretty sure that you don’t believe that mice grow from dirt, or salamanders from fire. You know that the Gedolim you are defending believe otherwise. Why don’t you openly admit that you disagree with them?

I won’t go into your theological arguments against evolution; as you once admitted to me, you have only ever read one book on the topic and one internet article. I suggest that you read my new book, The Challenge Of Creation, which shows how a proper understanding of both the nature of evolutionary theory and its lack of metaphysical significance renders your objections baseless. 

Later in your lecture, you state that you are not a great Torah scholar and not a scientist, but that as a columnist, you write frequently about subjects about which you know little. I don’t expect you to be an expert on Torah and science, but I wish that you would at least learn the halachos of Shemiras HaLashon before engaging in public attacks on my personality. The biggest joke is that you begin by saying how I am “a personal friend” of yours. I thought so, too, until I heard this public hatchet job. As someone said to me, “With friends like that…” – well, you know how that phrase ends. 

In disappointment,

Natan Slifkin

