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Recently Cooper has completed a first of its kind test régarding the acoustical emissions of wind turbines, His is
the first study of effects on pedple that includes & cooperating windfarm opérator in cofjuniction with a
resedrcher that does not work exclusively for windfarms. This study makes three very simple points:

1. There is atleast one non-visual, non-audible pa‘thway for wind turhine emissions to reach, enter, and

affect some péople
This is a longitudinal study wherein the subjects record in a diary regularly as a function of time the

level of the effects they are experiencing at that time
_ This periodic recording allows for responses as the wind-turbine power changes up and down,
changes not known by the subject
The results are pre§ented jri a 218 page report augmented by 22 appeiidices spread over & ‘vglumés s that every
single detil in the study has been documented for all to see and examnine. The methods and results are totally
transparent. The 22 appendices and the niain text exhaustively docuimient everything involved with this study.

Six subjects, 3 couples from different homes are the participants iri this study. They do not represerit the average
resident in the vicinity of a wind farm. Rather, they are self-selected as being particularly sensitive and
susceptible to wmd farm atoustic emissians; so much so that one couple has abandoned their house. Cooper
finds that these six subjects are able to sense attributes of the wind turbine emissions without there being an
audible or vxsual stimulus present. More specifically, he finds that the subject responses correlate with the wind:

turbine power bemg generated but not with either the sound or wbratlon

Although the very nature of a longitudinal study provides for a finding of cause and effect, some will undoubtedly
argue that a corelation doés not show cause and effect. In this case they must postulate some other thing er an
unknown “force” that simultaneously causes the wind turbine power being generated and symptoms such as
nausea; vertigo, and heéadaches to change up and down together, But that is the kind of “creative” logic it takes
to say that this carrelation does not represent cause-and-effect.  So, rather than making such g‘r‘oimdless 2
arguments, perhaps something like an “expert statistical analysis” can be expected “proving” this is not a “valid
sample” of the public at large, or proving the study does not do something else it was never intended to do.

So it is impartant to sort out what, by design, this study was intended to do and does do, and what by design, it

was not intended to do and does not do. This This study Is not in any way a sample of the general population nor is it

in any way a sample of the general populatlon in the vicinity of windfarms. According to Cooper’s report, this '
study was intended to address the issue of complaints from residents in the vicinity of Pacific Hydro’s Cape
Bridgewater Wind Farm. Patcific Hydro requested the conduct of an acoustic study at 3 residential properties to
ascertain any identifiable noise impacts of the wind farm operations or certain wind conditions that could relate




to thé complaints that had been réceived. The study was to incorporate three houses that are located between
650 i @iid 1600 m from the nearest turbirie, This résedrch represents a case study at 3 houses, &ach with one
couplg, 6 Béaple, This is one sample, arid orily oije sample, of a small group of' people who'arg all self-sélected as
being very or extremely sensitive to wind turbine acoustic étiissions. Asimilar, group could be assétnbled

elsewhere siich as in Shirley Wisconsin, USA or Qnitario Canada,
This stydy finds that these 6 people sense the operatipn pFthe turbine(s) via other pathways than hearing of
segirig, and that the advérse reactions to the operations of the Wind turbine(s) correlates directly with the power
oUtput of the wind tutbine{s} and fairly large chariges in Power autput.
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SOmemay ask, this is only § peopie, whyi IS itse :mportant? The answer is that-up uitil how wirdfari operators
havé said there are no known cause arid relations between windfarm epissions and the response of people

hvmg“in the wcumty of the wmdfarm otherthan thase related fo v:sual and/or ,aud

P 'tor snmply carmot say fhere are, no known
One person affected isé lot mdre th i §
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alsoa; ,rt that they have this sensmg ability. This study, a subsét of the full Cooper tests would on!y prove, agam,
that riof-Visual, non-auditory pathways exist by which wind turbine emissions may aﬁ‘ect the bodv and s;gnal" the
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