Questions for Jessica Utts

We are writing a book on the science of causing outcomes, whose working premise is that it is a science of managing existing and newly created probabilities in order to cause outcomes of choice. Do you consider this a workable premise?

A large body of evidence exists in support of the ability of some persons to cause outcomes by non-conventional means, such as remote viewing, telepathy and precognition, much of which has been statistically analyzed by you. Our purpose in interviewing you is to present your assessment of this evidence to readers of our book and viewers of this interview.

How did you become involved in statistical analysis?

What does statistical analysis accomplish? What can we know from statistical analysis that we can’t know otherwise?

What does statistical analysis measure?

What does statistical analysis reveal?

· Does it correlate probabilities?

· Does it correlate cause and effect?

How did you become involved in the statistical analysis of unconventional means of causing outcomes?

On which of the following have you done statistical analyses?

· remote viewing

· telepathy

· precognition

· dream research

· telekinesis

Are you familiar with the work of William Tiller?

How conclusive is the evidence for remote viewing, telepathy and recognition?

Why aren’t more people convinced by the evidence?

How do you account for the evidence?

Does precognition have an observer effect, in which foreknowledge of the future shapes the future as well as detects it?

