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1)  A few days  ago  Lee  Trippett sent us a diagram for a simple pulse circuit

  which was supposed to dump a pulse of  current into a coil and then connect

  a load to  the isolated coil (collector) to extract any  over-unity  power,

  ala Tom Bearden  -  minus  the  degenerate power conductor.  Lee had gotten

  some incredible meter readings which showed very high input-to-output power

  ratios.  A couple  of  us  here  in  Dallas  immediately  stopped  whatever

  experiments we had  in  progress  and  built  a  couple of  these  devices.

  Independent confirmation found  the  current readings were erroneous due to

  the fact that the circuit had the experimenter try to measure micro to nano

  second wide pulses with current meters  designed  to  measure  steady-state

  d.c. Fast oscilloscopes showed no real power gain. I dismissed the circuit

  as an excellent but faulty try, and then I went back to my work.

  2) nose to the grind wheel  .

  As many of  you  who follow the postings on this net know,  I  proposed  an

  experiment several days  ago and invited comments: if you connect a battery

  to a very long wire for 1 uSEC then  disconnect  it,  and  you  have an LED

  which is 4 uSECs away (several thousand feet of wire),  will  the LED light

  up?  Don't be  too  quick  to answer, for by the time the voltage potential

  gets to the LED, the BATTERY WILL HAVE BEEN DISCONNECTED FROM THE CIRCUIT

  FOR OVER 3 MICROSECONDS!  Can an LED light  up even when there is no longer

  a battery supplying potential in the circuit? That's what  I  was trying to

  prove. What is  nice  is  that  it is a yes or no problem.  You either have

  light, or you don't.  The purpose of the experiment is to determine whether

  a conductor can be potentialized and  power  withdrawn without running down

  the battery.

  3) The ghost of TOD returns  .

  The lesson learned  from  Trippett's attempt to measure  pulses  with  d.c.

  meters was still  very  fresh  in  my  mind.  I  needed  to measure current

  accurately in MY circuit, so I set up  my  meter  in  the d.c. power supply

  lead to my  circuit, not in any area where pulses were involved.   Just  to

  make sure stray  pulses  from  my  oscillator  (NE-555,  the same as Lee's)

  didn't get back to the meter through  the  power buss, I added several 0.01

  ufd spike suppressor capacitors to the power leads on the chips, and threw

  in an extra 1,000 ufd across the main buss to really filter  the  d.c. back

  to the meter.   I damn sure was not going to have any a.c. crap screwing up

  my current measurements! My 'scope showed  the  prettiest  11.65  volt pure

  d.c. input power anyone could ask for.

  4) Wiring my test experiment - LOTS of wire!

  In my test I originally was going to use two 5,000 foot  18  gauge wires to

  perform my LED  test.   Norman  Wootan found several thousand feet of RG-5x

  coaxial cable, which is much easier to use.  The circuit was very simple: a

  555 oscillator provided pulses adjustable  from 1 uSEC to 20 uSEC wide at a

  repetition rate from a few hundred to several thousand pulses per second.

  The 555 puts out a negative going pulse, and I wanted positive pulses, so I

  fed tha 555's  output  into  a CMOS CD-4001 NOR gate wired  to  act  as  an

  inverter to give  me  positive  going  pulses. The CD-4001 chip is nice for

  this work, because it can supply current directly to an LED without needing

any current limiting  resistors.   I checked the output of the 4001 and had

  very, very nice 1 to 20 uSEC pulses.  Total circuit d.c. current, with no

  LED was 7.8 milliamps.  Plugging in  the  LED  directly  to the 4001 output

  caused the current to rise to 8.5 milliamps, and the LED  glowed nicely.  I

  removed the LED and connected the end of a 4,300 foot length of coax to the

  output of the  4001.   My  scope showed an expected drop in pulse amplitude

  and an increase  in  current to 9.5 milliamps.   Expected,  because  I  had

  measured the capacitance  of  the  coax and found that  between  the  inner

  conductor and the outer shielded jacket the coax measured out at 0.047 ufd.

  This capacitance attenuated  my pulse some, and loaded the circuit, but not

  to an untoward  degree.  I measured  the  total  circuit  current  -  total

  current going into the 555, the 4001, and the coax - and  with  NO LED load

  yet.  Current was  9.5  milliamps.  I then connected the LED to the far end

  of the coax.

  5) The moment of truth  .

  I had a 35 mhz dual trace triggered  scope  connected  to  each  end of the

  coax.  I saw  the 4001 put a 1 uSEC pulse of d.c. on the  near-end  of  the

  coax. Three uSECs  later  the pulse reached the LED at the other end of the

  coax. THE LED LIT UP.  EVEN THOUGH YOU  COULD PLAINLY SEE ON THE SCOPE THAT

  THE DRIVING POTENTIAL  HAD BEEN REMOVED FROM THE COAX SEVERAL  MICROSECONDS

  PREVIOUSLY.  EXPERIMENT COMPLETE!

  .

  Wasn't that exciting!?  Well, maybe some of you aren't real exciteable.   I

  know I didn't pee in my pants.  Heck, I didn't even dribble. Until I looked

  at my current  meter.  You remember that carefully filtered, isolated meter

  which was measuring  the total power  to  the  complete  circuit?   I  knew

  already that the LED wanted to pull about 0.5 ma current  to  light  up. My

  unloaded circuit was pulling 9.5 ma. Connecting the LED should have driven

  the current up to somewhere near 10 ma. Not even .01 of one ma more current

  flowed into the  circuit  to  light  up the LED!  So where the hell was the

  power to light the LED coming from?  It  sure as heck wasn't coming through

  my meter from  the  power  supply!   I connected and disconnected  the  LED

  several times.  My  meter  was registering current accurate to .01 of 1/000

  of one ampere.  It never moved. It never saw the LED load.  OK, I admit

  that maybe I dribbled a little then!

  .

  I called Norm.
  He went to Radio Shack  and  got all the required parts.  I

  guided him over  the phone on how to connect everything.   Only  he  didn't

  have any coax!   It  was all on my bench.  But he did have several thousand

  feet of wire on a spool.  What the heck,  Lee  Trippitt  had tried to use a

  coil -  we decided to substitute Norm's spool of wire for  the  coax.  Norm

  got the same  results  as  I  did with the coax! Quickly, I disconnected my

  coax and connected a spool of 3,300 feet of 22 gauge hookup wire I had

  left over from my TOD experiment.  My  LED  glowed  as brightly as ever.  I

  found pulse width and frequency COULD be changed to force an increase in my

  current meter.  I could set a wider pulse and finally get  a  response from

  my current meter  when  I removed and inserted the LED. However, OPTIMIZING

  the pulse caused the current in the  circuit  to  DROP  when  the  LED  was

  plugged in!  Neither  Norm  or I could explain what we were  seeing.   Norm

  hooked a second LED across the first LED on his device. Now he had TWO

  glowing LEDS. His  meter  didn't  move  a  digit.   How  many  LED's can we

  parallel before we start to use power  from the supply?  We don't know yet.

  But two for sure! 
  As as additional  test,
  I placed the LED near a precision photocell (which

  had a 2.2 ufd tantalum cap across it  to  filter pulses into pure d.c.) and

  measured light output.   The  photcell  showed  0.303 volts.   I  then  re-

  connected the LED  through a potentiometer to the d.c. power supply and set

  the pot so the LED put out the same light as earlier driven by the coil.

  I then disconnected/connected the LED  and watched my power meter.  Yep, it

  moved 0.5 ma, just as Old Ampere would have expected.  I moved the LED back

  to the coil circuit. I connected/disconnected the LED to  the  coil  again.

  Nope, still NO  additional current flow, but THE LED LIT UP JUST AS BRIGHT!

  Ah Ha!  Maybe the secret was in the pulses!  Maybe if I used pulses instead

  of pure d.c. on the control pot test?!  So I changed the pot connection

  on the LED test driver from the d.c. buss to the 4001 pulsed output and set

  the pot so the light output was the same  as  when the LED was connected to

  the coil. When  I unplugged the LED, current dropped 0.5  ma.   Ampere  was

  happy.  Volta was  happy.   So, this test showed that it didn't make a damn

  bit of difference whether the "control" test pot used d.c. or pulsed power!

  If I connected the LED to continuous  d.c.  or  pulsed d.c. I could see the

  current to the  circuit  go  UP when I connected the LED.   But  NOT  if  I

  connected the SAME  LED  to the coil circuit! I had run out of ideas.  That

  LED was going to light up and pull no  current from my power supply whether

  I liked it or not.

  .

  6) You too can amaze your friends!

  Jerry is putting the diagram on the net.  Maybe five bucks  worth of parts.

  Less if you already built the TOD.  A spool of wire.  A sensitive photocell

  is optional (heck,  we'll  let  you borrow one of ours if you want).  There

  are no switching transistors involved.  Please build one of these and start

  with a narrow  pulse,  about  400  to  600 hertz repetition  rate.   Slowly

  increase pulse width until the LED glows.  Make note of the current on your

  current meter.  Disconnect  your  LED.   The  current  meter  SHOULD show a

  significant drop in power when you remove  the  load.   It won't.  Plug the

  LED back in.   It lights up. Current should go up.  It does  not.    Nifty,

  huh?

  Norm thinks a  resonance  effect  is  taking place within the coil/coax.  I

  agree. Perhaps the coil or coax IS forming  a tuned circuit, and the LED is

  only an insignificant part of the circuit current....BUT  that  LED  is  in

  SERIES with the  coil!   Open  the LED and you open the coil - end of tuned

  circuit - if the measured current is  due  to  a tuned circuit, opening the

  circuit should stop the resonance and affect the current  anyway.   This is

  not observed to happen.  Build this critter and see if you can expand

  the observed results.

  .

 , Norm has  been  able  to  coax the LEDs to light with a TOTAL circuit

        current of 2.5 ma!  That's combined  power  to  the  LED's,  and both

        chips.  I can't get below 7.5 ma.  He's using a much  different  coil

        than I.  I'd  be much interested in hearing what results you get.  >>

        Bert

  I was going  to  drop  this off as a note about the TOD circuit, but I read

  messages first, and WOW.  I have to try it.  We have 500' spools of twisted

  pair at work, and maybe a big spool of microphone coax.  If I had done this

  experiment, I would  have used a commercial  signal  generator,  and  would

  totally have missed the strangeness in the current draw of the generator's

  power supply.  REAL  scientists would use expensive store-bought  equipment

  rather than 555's,  and  so  would  be  unable  to notice (or even measure)

  important data.

  .

  One thing I  must  ask:  is  your mA  meter  before  or  after  the  filter

  capacitors in the supply?  If the meter inserted BETWEEN the capacitors and

  your circuit, then there is AC current spikes going through  the  meter and

  maybe screwing 
