----- Forwarded Message -----
From: "Greyson, Bruce *HS" <CBG4D@hscmail.mcc.virginia.edu>
To: 'David Lynch' <dnl1960@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2009 11:32 AM
Subject: RE: questionnaire
Dear Dave,
 

Thank you for completing and returning my last questionnaire on your satisfaction with life.  According to that last questionnaire, which has been standardized on a very large sample representative of the general population, your overall life satisfaction was in the "average" range for Americans.  Actually, I do not expect that near-death experiencers’ overall life satisfaction will be any greater or less than that of non-experiencers.  But I do suspect that the specific aspects of life from which they get the greatest satisfaction may differ from other folks.  For example, you gave the highest satisfaction ratings to things like work, goals and values, friends, and children; and you gave your lowest ratings to things like love, neighborhood, money, and play. 
 

I think you're right about the way people cavalierly use the term "random event."  Often what they mean is "an event whose causes are too complex for me to predict the outcome."  That is, the events merely appear random because we don't know enough to trace the causal links.
 

I hope you were being facetious when you called Randi's debunkers "critical thinkers." In my experience, they are rigid believers in a materialistic philosophy who refuse to consider data that contradict their preconceptions.  They are hardly critical; in fact, they are quite gullible in accepting a dogma that fails to explain everyday experience.
 

Can you tell me more about Randi's withdrawal of his agreement to accept your challenge?  He still claims that he hasn't had any credible challengers, though I know that is not true.  
 
I am attaching to this e-mail another questionnaire that I’d like to ask you to complete for me.  If you have any difficulty opening or reading it, please let me know and I will mail it to you.  The first section of this questionnaire asks about your feelings toward strangers, and the second section asks about your feelings of religious or spiritual love.  The last section addresses how you feel about yourself and your interactions with other people.  I'd be grateful if you'd complete this one and return it to me by return e-mail, fax, or regular mail.
 
Thanks again for your continued help with this research.  I look forward to hearing from you again.
 
Best wishes,
Bruce
Bruce Greyson, M.D. 
Carlson Professor of Psychiatry & Neurobehavioral Sciences 
Director, Division of Perceptual Studies 
Department of Psychiatry & Neurobehavioral Sciences 
University of Virginia Health System 
210 10th Street NE, Suite #100 
Charlottesville, VA 22902-5328 
Phone: 434-924-2281 
Fax: 434-924-1712 
E-mail: cbg4d@virginia.edu 

 



From: David Lynch [mailto:dnl1960@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2009 7:45 PM
To: Greyson, Bruce *HS
Subject: Re: questionnaire
Bruce,

 

Over the past few years, I have asked many people to give me an example of a random event.. One person educated at Cambridge University in the UK said that evolution is proof of random events... He said that the fossil records show clearly how life has changed over the eons in response to natural selection by random changes to the DNA.

 

I asked, "So you are telling me that nature changed and in turn the creature was required to change. That a random modification in their DNA produced the new creature that was capable of surviving in the newly changed environment."

 

He smiled and said. "Exactly. That is what the fossils tell us."

 

I smiled and said, "If a random change provided the needed result for survival, that would be a required change not a random change. If a series of random changes provided the needed results for us to survive going from single cells to apes, then that would truly be a miracle."

 

As of yet, no one has been able to provide to me any evidence that anything is of a random nature. If one stops to think about the meaning of random, they must reach into the realm of chaos to find an explanation, and that is where Schrodinger's cat lives.

 

Most debunkers are critical thinkers like the ones churned out by James Randi. In 2006, I challenged James Randi for his one million dollars for someone to prove the paranormal. The KnoWell postulates that Newton's third law is incorrect. At first James accepted my challenge, then he withdrew his agreement and started to call me names...

 

My favorite example that people give me is that the number for Pi is a random number.  I smile and say, "It changes?"  Some people will correct them self and say that they meant that the decimal part is random. I respond, "Just because we cannot easily see a pattern, it does not mean that a pattern is not there."

 

Everything that was must coincide with what is to be, or nothing could ever change. Order to the left, Chaos to the right. Life is the synthesis in between.

 

Best wishes,
Dave

