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On 10 February 2 015 George Hessler and | warned that rather than making patently grotf{nd:?;i:;?siz' =N
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<omething like an “expert statistical analysis” could be expected “proving this was nota "va

blic at large, or proving the study did not do something else it was never intended to do. Nt?w we Seith,iedicm
e that’this was a “medical study” and that Steven Cooper, George and | are not.quahﬁed to _m_a e \
?j;;::::nts. And of course we are not medical researchers, but itis thf: predic:f\te that is WJS?E.J:ISZEZ»?N:% ot
medical study, and these are not medical conclusions. As predicted, this study is being ma

is not.
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To explain this we offer the following analogy. Part of the condition of bemg a human is we get g.as And = y
many if not most have observed the cause-and-effect relation between eating beans anﬁl a ce:;c‘aln at:((.Jm e

iti is. Does it take @ medical researcher to tell you at eating be
condition. We ask each reader to reflect on this. _ il
causes gas in some people? Certainly not. The medical research may say why or.how the gasis producedt!: th
body. But anybne can make the simple observation of the relation between eating beans and the aromati
condition, cause-and-effect, literally the input to and the output from the system.
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The Cooper study is a variation of how one udiscovers” the relationship: beansin gas out. Coop
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power output of nearby turbines. Cooper's outputs are the periodic observations by each subject as 10 the tegree

by which they feel they are being affected by wind turbines, specifically at the time they are giving these
observations. The cause and effect is found between the input, the turbine power, and the outputs, subject’s
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processes inside the body are not explained; nothing “medical” is dealt with. Just the inputs to and tne outputs

from the body are dealt with. The result is as the wind turbines affect these 6 subjects and that the greater the

turbine power, the greater the degree of effect. And, of course, the subjects had no knowledge as to the power
output of any of the wind turbines

The results are that there is a cause and effect relationship between turbine power output and subject response
and, at the same time there is no correlation between subject response and either sound level or vibration fevel’
These results show that there is a non-visual, non-audible pathway by which wind turbine emissions can cau (
some specific effects in some peaple. These results say nothing about the nature of these effects. Nothing iniirna!

to the body .is discussed. We again reiterate to government and to wind farm operators, if you don't believe the
results, replicate the study using clearly independent consultants™
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Some may ask, this is only 6 people, why is it so important? The answer is that up until now windfarm operators
have said there are no known cause and effect relations between windfarm emissions and the response of people
living in the vicinity of the windfarm other than those related to visual and/or audible stimuli, and these lead to
some flicker which is treated, and “some annoyance with noise.” This study proves that there are other
pathways that affect some people, at least 6. The windfarm operator simply cannot say there are no known
effects and no known people affected. One person affected is a lot more than none; the existence of just one
cause-and-effect pathway is a lot more than none. It only takes one example to prove that a broad assertion is
not true, and that is the case here. Windfarms will be in the position where they must say: “We may affect some
people.” And regulators charged with protecting the health and welfare of the citizenry will not be able to say
they know of no adverse effects. Rather, if they choose to support the windfarm, they will do so knowing that
they may not be protecting the health and welfare of all the citizenry.

http://iwww.pacifichydro.com.au/pacific-hydro-releases-cape-bridgewater-wind-farm-acoustic-study/

http:/fwww.paciﬁchvdro.com.aulenqIishlour-communities/communities/cape~bridcxewater—acoustic-s‘{udw
report/?language=en

! Cooper’s test shows cause and effect for at least one non-visual, no-audible pathway to affect people. If one only
wanted to test for the ability to sense the turning on of wind turbines, and not replicate the cause and effect portion of
Cooper’s study, this reduced test could be accomplished in one to two months with a cooperative windfarm where
there are residents who are self-selected as being very or extremely sensitive to wind turbine acoustic emissions and
who also assert that they have this sensing ability. This study, a subset of the full Cooper tests, would only prove, again,

that non-visual, non-auditory pathways exist by which wind turbine emissions may affect the body and “signal” the
brain.



