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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3589 on: June 19, 2015, 01:15:52 AM » 

 Quote  

It would seem that a bucking coil arrangement dose indeed add energy to a system. My test 

over the years have shown this to be true,but all my devices that use this arrangement are 

mechanical--E.G-,motors,generators. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3623 on: June 19, 2015, 08:41:46 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 19, 2015, 06:07:44 PM 

EMJ, 

 

A few pages back, member "Magnethos" posted this link to a youtube video: 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EDH7s3IMTtE 

 

What would you estimate (or guesstimate) the amount of power flowing to be in just the 



single loop of heavy wire when the current flow indicated in that loop is 80 amps? 

 

(Let's assume that the wire loop is made of 2-0 copper with a 2 foot circumference) 

 

PW 

Lets make it a meter loop(1 meter of wire in a loop) ,so as it makes things easier to 

calculate. 

1m of 2 gauge copper rod(cant really call it wire at that gauge) has a resistance of 

.000513ohms. As it is in a loop,the resistance would be 1/4 of this,which would be .000128 

ohms.or .128 milliohms. So we would have about 820mW of power flowing through the 

rod/wire at 80 amps. 

 

Now let me ask you this PW. 

If the copper rod/wire was replaced with steel rod/wire of the same size,would the current 

flowing through the loop still be the same?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3647 on: June 20, 2015, 08:46:47 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 19, 2015, 03:32:59 AM 

Chris:  The problem is that there is not a single iota of substance to back up your 

grandiose statements.  Plus Mark is acknowledged as an expert and you are 

acknowledged as a rank amateur that spent 15 years on your bench but you still 

managed to show everybody that you barely have a clue about how a coil works. 

 

Tinman:  If you have data to back up your claim then please present it. 

 



 

I have done this many times over the years,and yet no one wanted to really know about 

it,nor was much interest shown. 

The L.A.G 

The rotary transformer-->along with a few others. 

Using the bucking coil configuration, coupled in with PM's on a stator that attract an 

electromagnetic field of a rotor,but appose the generated field of a generating coil,it would 

seem that the overall output has exceeded that of the input-->and i am pretty up to date on 

measuring P/in and P/out with DC system's The latest setup seems to show a COP>+ 

without even having to try and measure the mechanical output to the fan. That output would 

be just an additive to the output. By removing the fan,the P/in go's down,and the P/out to 

the resistive load go's up. 

 

But here your damed if ya do,and damed if ya dont. 

So i post a video here showing what i have,and it show's a COP>+ --> then what?  

Yes-all the crap starts (as it has so many times before). 

People want all the details,so as they can start there build of there own COP>+ device. 

They take short cut's,and dont follow instructions,and when there device dosnt work,they call 

you a fake-->or the device works as stated,and now some rich prick patents the device,and 

were all screw'd,and im left with nothing more than i have today despite all my hard work 

over the years. 

 

So rather than post all the details here MH,and have others profit from my hard work(as we 

seen in the case of SEC exciter being pilfered by teslatronix) How about i just post a video of 

the device running,and show how i am calculating my P/in and P/out-->would that be 

acceptable?.  

From there you can pick it apart as much as you like. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3651 on: June 20, 2015, 12:15:34 PM » 



 Quote  

So here is where im at with V3 of the rotary transformer. Adding the bucking coil setup did 

indeed increase the overall output of the system-both mechanical and electrical. When i say 

bucking coil,i mean a coil that acts as a magnet that can be switched on and off at the right 

time. As it is a coil that is being shorted,and thus becomes an electromagnet that pushes 

against the rotors collapsing field just at the right time. This field also travels around the 

stator core,and boost the field within the secondary(generating)coil that provides the power 

for the globe. 

So we do have a coil that is bucking both against the rotor's field and also the field of the 

generating coil. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ai7rqm9lAlk 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3653 on: June 20, 2015, 01:43:57 PM » 

 Quote  

 

Woopy  

Quote 

If i understand correctly , when there is no load, the motor draws about 27.7 watts (13.4 

volts x 2.07 A ) 

 

 when the bulb is on your motor draws about 10 watts ( 13.4 V x 0.75 A ) and the 

generator produces about 18 watts (10.4 V x 1.64 A) 

 

Very interesting can you please élaborate on the motor and the bucking circuit 

 

Thank's for sharing 



 

There is a bit more to it Woopy,but thats as far as we go ATM in regards to information. 

I once thought that the lockridge device was some concockted BS dreamed up by hudini and 

his band of clowns-just as a cash injection-->but now im not so sure,and may have to eat my 

words.  

 

What i will be doing(once again) is showing you all the very basic/initial setup,and from there 

you guys will have to do your own thinking,as im not doing it all for ya's. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3667 on: June 21, 2015, 03:03:54 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 20, 2015, 07:07:30 PM 

 

 

Tinman: 

 

I looked at your clip and you are in very similar territory.  You add the light bulb load 

and the power draw goes down.  All that you have done is change the impedance of the 

circuit from the vantage point of the battery.  You added the light bulb load, the 

impedance of the circuit went up, and the current consumption went down.  Under no 

load your motor was drawing about 23 watts.  That's a lot of watts that are being turned 

into heat.  When you change the impedance of the circuit there are more than enough 

watts available to run the motor and light the light bulb.  The exercise to do when you 

add the light bulb load is to measure the power draw from the battery, and them 

measure the power dissipation in the various components of the circuit.  Everything will 

add up and balance so that the power draw from the battery equals the total power 

dissipated in the various components of the circuit. 

 



Your big "flaw" when you experiment is to almost always jump to the conclusion that 

your setup is somehow different and "normal rules don't apply."  Nothing could be 

further from the truth.  In your bearing motor thread you say that somewhere.  It simply 

does not work like that.  Your setups always act perfectly normally.  The challenge for 

you is to simply measure properly and understand what is going on.  You can't invent 

"conventional rules don't apply to my circuit" short-cuts in logic to arrive at what you 

believe is a satisfactory conclusion. 

 

MileHigh 

 

MH 

Once again you have got it all wrong. 

How exactly dose your conclusion explain as to how more power is being dissipated across 

the globe than what is being delivered to the circuit/motor?.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3669 on: June 21, 2015, 03:21:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 20, 2015, 05:39:31 PM 

Tinman, 

 

Very interesting!  Why don't you start a thread on this gizmo?  Even if you don't want to 

reveal the innards, measurements could be discussed. 

 

I have a question regarding the video.  At 3:30 or so, you appear to be running the 

motor with the gen switched off (no load...) and show a motor current draw of 2.07 

amps.  Then later on in the video, at 6:27, it appears your are again running the motor 

with the gen switched off (no load...) but now the motor appears to only be drawing 

.222 amps. 



 

Am I seeing this correctly or have I missed something? 

 

PW 

 

  

 

You mean 2.222 amp's im guessing?. When the light is switched on,the motor bogs down(as 

can be heard in the video),and the RPM's have decreased. When the light is switched off,the 

motors current draw go's up,and slowly drops until the motor has once again reached running 

speed. The 2.07 amp current draw you see at 3.30 is the motor running at full speed(no 

load),and the current draw of 2.222 you see at 6.27 is the motor picking up speed after the 

load is disconnected. That current draw will drop back down to the 2.07amps once the motor 

has once again reached running speed. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3670 on: June 21, 2015, 03:31:59 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 03:21:03 AM 

Tinman: 

 

I don't really know what the circuit is so I can't really comment.  I don't think that I saw 

any measurements in that clip so I am going to guess that you are keeping that 

information to yourself. 

 

What I can say with 100% confidence is either you are not making measurements 

correctly, or you are misunderstanding how the circuit works and the mechanism for the 

power flow in the circuit. 

 



Now, if I am wrong I will admit that.  If you dig more seriously into the circuit with the 

help of the expertise of Mark and PW you will find the true explanation for what is going 

on. 

 

MileHigh 

 

Well im not sure what video you were watchin MH,but the measurements were shown very 

clearly in the video. The voltage across both the globe and motor were shown with the 

scope,and the current through both the globe and motor was shown by the DMM's. 

The yellow trace shows voltage across the motor,and the blue trace shows voltage across the 

globe. The rear amp meter shows current through the motor,and the front DMM shows 

current through the globe. I am not sure how much clearer it can be shown. 

 

I can also assure you that i know exactly how my device is working,otherwise it wouldnt work 

at all as it dose. Im not saying that EMJ has a working device based around what he 

claim's,but i am saying that there is truth in that bucking magnetic fields can do useful work. 

Also remember that this is a project i have been working on for over 3 years now,so it started 

long before EMJ started this thread-->the video's are on my YT account. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3674 on: June 21, 2015, 04:48:07 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on June 20, 2015, 10:17:07 PM 

Could you do me a favor and post a hand sketch that shows the measurement 

connections, and the external circuit (no secrets exposed) with the lamp connected and 

disconnected?  I don't want you to reveal any details of the motor or the control 

circuit.  Thanks. 

 

Below is the schematic you asked for. There are parts left out. They are not electrical as 



such,but are vital to the operation and performance of the device.The schematic below shows 

all electrical connections and test measurement points. There are no ground loops or any 

other type of something going on here,as it operates just the same with the scope 

disconnected. 

 

Im not going to open another thread,as it will just be a thread without information to the 

workings of the device-->and what good is that. MH asked to see what i have,and MarkE said 

that would be fine to place here-->so here it is. As i am using the bucking coil effect(although 

in a mechanical situation),i see no reason why things just can stay right here on this 

thread,as i really dont have much more to show-->other than the base model i am willing to 

share-->the building blocks of which the device is made from. People will just have to use 

there own brains,and put the missing pieces in place. 

 

I have spent many hours last night looking at all the information available on the mystical 

lockridge device. And as much as i hate to say it,it looks like that is !almost! exactly what i 

have built,although i cant find exact plan's as to how the lockridge device is built,but more so 

what others in other places have been basing there builds around. I think they are missing a 

vital component though. 

 

Most say that if you stretch or compress a spring ,when you release it,you only get back as 

much energy as you used to stretch or compress it in the first place. I dont think they take 

into account the concussive wave created around that spring when released. With magnetic 

fields you get two things happen which act much the same as that spring. You get electrical 

forces along with mechanical forces,and both these forces create concussive waves. In this 

situation(the RT) you use a primary electrical force to create a secondary electrical force,and 

that very same primary electrical force is also creating a mechanical force at the same time. 

The secondary electrical force also add to the mechanical force,and the mechanical force 

generates/adds to the secondary electrical force-->this is the concussive force. 



 

 CIRCUIT RTv3.JPG (28.42 kB, 587x538 - viewed 637 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3675 on: June 21, 2015, 04:56:31 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: picowatt on June 21, 2015, 04:18:49 AM 

Yeah, like I said, 2.222 amps. 

 

Cleaned the glasses and had another look... 

 

PW 

PW 

Your post says .222 amps,not 2.222 amps lol. 

That is what had me confused. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3676 on: June 21, 2015, 04:59:28 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on June 21, 2015, 04:13:43 AM 

Tinman, the power that matters is the power that is drawn from the power supply and 

the power that is applied to the load.  Do you have measurements of: voltage and 

current from the battery with and without the lamp connected, in addition to the voltage 

across and the current into the lamp? 

 

All this i showed clearly in the clip,so i am not sure what you guys are not seeing here?. 

I also went through the whole setup before i even started the motor,showing where the 

scope probes were connected,and which amp meter was showing current to each part of the 

circuit. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3678 on: June 21, 2015, 05:23:53 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 21, 2015, 05:05:20 AM 

That's because that is what i thought I saw.  As I said, cleaned the glasses and had 

another go at the video.  All is good. 

 

 

PW 

 

Quote 

Quote 

Does connecting one side of the motor/gen windings thru the scope grounds as you do 

have any effect on your amperage readings? (i.e., are your current measurements 

essentially the same with or without the scope grounds connected?) 

 

The scope has no effect at all on the operation or measurements of the system. The scope is 

ground isolated.  

Quote 

Also, did you have a bat charger connected to the battery during the test?  If so, do your 

amperage measurements remain essentially the same when you disconnect the charger 

AND the scope grounds? 

 

Yes,the battery is being charged via the UPS. 

Yes,current on both input and output remain the same when the UPS is switched off,and 

unpluged from the mains-->battery will slowly drain down(over hours),and current will also 

slowly decrease as battery voltage dose. 

Quote 

Have you swapped your amp meters to confirm similar measurements either way? 

 

Always do-with every device i build. 

 

Will be adding another cap across the globe today to try and get the voltage across the globe 



more stable-just to eliminate DMM error. But when i use my power supply to get 10.6 volts 

DC across the globe,the DMM amp meter shows 1.62 amps. So the DMM is reading very close 

to correct. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3684 on: June 21, 2015, 08:04:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 21, 2015, 06:14:36 AM 

Tinman, 

 

Is the switch S1 drawn in the correct position? 

 

From watching the video, I would have guessed that the switch was on the other side of 

the diode/cap connection. 

 

PW 

The switch is in the correct position. It was placed there so as i could measure the maximum 

output voltage within the cap when the load was removed and the switch is switched off to 

remove any noise voltage from the cap voltage measurement.The voltage peak's at 53 volt's. 

The switch is an addition,and needed to be there,as if i switch of the motor before the 

bulb,the transistor blows for some reason. Im guessing the inductive spike voltage/current 

from the rotor when the motor is disconnected, is some how getting back to the base of the 

transistor. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3685 on: June 21, 2015, 08:06:04 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on June 21, 2015, 05:36:18 AM 

 

 

What needs to be eliminated is any possibility of a sneak current path through the test 

equipment common.  His waveforms have low enough ripple that he will get pretty good 

data from DMMs alone.  So test data taken with the scope completely disconnected from 

the circuit should be reliable.  I have suggested a couple of decoupling improvements 

that would affect typical accuracy by a couple of percent.  If there is not a problem of 

EMI fouling his meters, the DMMs should work well.  If the data looks strange, then we 

can check for EMI issues then. 

 

Already onto it Mark,as i knew this was coming. 

Video is uploading now,and i will post it as soon as it is done. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3686 on: June 21, 2015, 08:27:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 05:24:53 AM 

Timnan: 

 



I will leave you in the excellent hands of Mark and PW. 

 

MileHigh 

Quote 

A box that says "shorting circuit" is not a valid part of your electrical schematic. 

 

Maybe not,but thats all your getting MH-you need no more than what i have supplied to 

calculate P/in and P/out. The P/in and P/out are definitive. 

Quote 

You can put an extra 15% into your efforts to make your presentation clear and 

comprehensible. 

 

 

As we are only looking into power in and power dissipated across a load,then all the 

information you need is right there. 

Quote 

I flat-out refuse to invest 500% more energy on my side into understanding your circuit 

than I should have to because you are too lazy to present your data properly. 

 

Im lazy MH ?. 

I have posted a schematic that shows where and how the power measurements are taken. 

The video clearly shows the results of these measurements. 

You seem to need spoon feeding MH before you can see what is in front of you. 

Quote 

You already see the questions being posed to you to try to fill in the holes. 

 

Here is that question MH. 

Quote MarkE: Could you do me a favor and post a hand sketch that shows the measurement 

connections, and the external circuit  
(no secrets exposed)

 with the lamp connected and disconnected?   
I don't want you to reveal any details of the motor or the control circuit

.  Thanks. 

 

This is exactly what i have done MH,so what hole's do i have to fill?. 

 

What you are doing is digging for a complete circuit,and exact workings of the device-->not 



going to happen. 

Who know's,maybe the magnets are going flat  
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3689 on: June 21, 2015, 10:02:15 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 09:14:43 AM 

Tinman: 

 

    You are lucky that you are working with people that have so much patience and have 

so much deep knowledge in electronics. 

 

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

I didn't know that I had to take notes when watching your clip.  You point to various 

individual measurements but you make no attempt to pull everything together into a 

coordinated presentation. 

 

We could argue all day MH,but it's like i said-i went through the whole setup before i started 

the motor. I clearly stated that the yellow trace on the scope was showing the voltage across 

the motor,and the DMM that was reading the current flowing into the motor. I also clearly 

stated that the blue trace on the scope was showing the voltage across the globe,and which 

DMM was showing the current flowing through the globe. 

Post from woopy reply 3668-quote: If i understand correctly , when there is no load, the 

motor draws about 27.7 watts (13.4 volts x 2.07 A ) 

 

 when the bulb is on your motor draws about 10 watts ( 13.4 V x 0.75 A ) and the generator 



produces about 18 watts (10.4 V x 1.64 A) 

 

Why is woopy able to produce accurate measurements from the video MH,and you cannot?. 

Quote 

I suppose if I watched your clip two, three, or four times then I would be able to connect 

all the dots and do all the math and see what is going on.  I don't have that level of 

patience.  My criticism of your presentation is 100% valid and it does force your 

audience to incur an extra workload and compounds the frustration of people that are 

willing to work with you to try to figure out what is going on. 

 

Is it really to much effort on your behalf MH to do two simple multiplications ? 

I have seen no frustration from anyone other than your self. You say you dont have that 

much patience?,well turning on your computer and navigating to this thread would take more 

work than the two simple sum's you had to do to obtain the P/in P/out figures. 

Quote 

I am not worried about your "technology."  I can just look at what you are doing and 

know what the ultimate outcome of this exercise is going to be.  Some oversight or 

mistake will be found and the whole thing will go into the file for another misfire. 

 

And how can you know this when you cant even do two simple multiplications ? 

Quote 

Here is the real deal and this is a level of insight that you either can't see or refuse to 

see:  Thee is no possible combination of motors, coils, resistors, capacitors, 

transformers, funky strange transformers, transistors, MOSFETs and diodes that can give 

you more energy out than in - period. 

 

I will rephrase the above so as it is correct. 

There is no possible combination of motors, coils, resistors, capacitors, transformers, funky 

strange transformers, transistors, MOSFETs, diodes(and undefined items) that i know of that 

can give you more energy out than in. 

Quote 

I have taken the Spice and I have blue eyes and I can navigate through the circuit just 

like that.  I ran Spice with big stacks of punched computer cards held together with 

elastic bands.  What I am saying is the real deal. 

 

What you are saying MH is, to the best of my knowledge,i know of no combination that will 

produce more power out than what the system is consuming. 



You would also be one of those that thinks nothing travels faster than the speed of light,even 

though there is proof that this is not true. These are the times you slap your self in the face 

and say-dam,it was there right in front of my eyes all the time-->why didnt i see it?. 

 

Quote 

Mark and PW will show you the way. 

 

Will they?  

To be up front and honest,i dont think MarkE will stray from what he has been taught to be 

true,and so he will keep searching until he finds something that will explain what is going on 

using conventional theory,and this will keep him from working out what is really happening 

within the device. PW on the other hand i believe is still open minded enough to stand back 

and work out how it is doing what it is doing. Many here that go by the book also seem to 

think that the TPU was legit,and functioned as presented. So how is it that they can believe in 

the TPU's function,but also believe that current theories stand?. 

 

So MH,do you believe that nothing travels faster than the speed of light ?,or do you believe 

that statement to be rubbish?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3691 on: June 21, 2015, 10:11:44 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 09:22:41 AM 

This is just as valid as an i7 with a fancy GUI. 

 

Can you make a phone call on it? 

Can you go onto the net with it? 

Dose it take pictures? 



Were super strong neo magnets available back in those day's?. 

 

You are comparing a hot air balloon with a jet liner MH-->you know,the apples and oranges. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3692 on: June 21, 2015, 10:19:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 21, 2015, 10:05:06 AM 

Tinman presents his device, rather well done if I may say!!! 

 

Poor Tinman cops the Wrath of the Ignorant! 

 

Tinman is now getting Ostracised because he shows something amazing by the now few, 

Ignorant! 

 

See why I refuse to give these Fools any Data Tinman! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

P.S: You people should be  

Utterly Ashamed 

 of  

yourselves 

! How childish of you  

supposed

 Adults!  

The Human Race could certainly do without you bunch

!!! 



 

It's all good EMJ 

MH always questions everything,and likes data handed to him on a silver platter. 

I know you dont believe this,but the rest of the crew are pretty fair(MarkE,PW,TK etc),and i 

dont have a problem showing result's,as i have misinterpreted my findings on many 

occasions. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3694 on: June 21, 2015, 11:17:11 AM » 

 Quote  

@ MarkE,PW 

 

Here is the test with the scope disconnected. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0IQT5xTJrAY 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3696 on: June 21, 2015, 11:54:29 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 11:43:03 AM 

Okay Tinman, you got me all fired up so I decided to look into this and look at the clip 

again.  I know that I am being bitchy and perhaps too sensitive, but it is because of a 

history of poor presentations from you in the past with sloppiness, no schematics or poor 

schematics and and your seeming lack of awareness that people need to do lots of 

mental gymnastics to compensate for your shortcomings in your presentations.  It's a 

real pain in the ass sometimes. 

 

All that being said, let's move on. 

 

Just to be bitchy, you quote Woopy but he makes a mistake and you don't notice.  It's 

your data and you should take ownership of it. 

 

We don't have to worry about the no-load condition for the analysis. 

 

I see the draw of the motor under load is about 12.8 volts x 0.74 amps = about 9.5 

watts.   Woopy used the peak voltage and not the RMS voltage and you didn't notice. 

 

I see the output to the bulb as about 10.4 volts x 1.64 amps = about 17 watts.  Either 

you or Woopy screwed up the multiplication but you didn't notice. 

 

Do you see what I mean?   If you just posted your link to your clip and posted your own 

bloody data and your own number crunching this kind of bullshit would not happen.  The 

real question is not about a little word game that "I can't multiply" - it's about not being 

sloppy and making a proper presentation and taking ownership of your presentation 

from start to finish.  There are two mistakes that you didn't even notice.  They are not 

major mistakes, but it's the principle. 

 

Okay, moving on: 

 

Apparent motor draw under load: 9.5 watts 

Apparent power to bulb:  17 watts 

 

Mark already talked about more filtering to make sure the the ammeter for the bulb load 

was not thrown off.   Let's just focus on that. 

 

Now, it's very difficult to judge bulb brightness and wattage.  Just for the sake of 

argument let's assume the issue is right there with the bulb power measurement. 

 

Are we really looking at 17 watts?   What's the rated wattage for the bulb?   If you cup 

the bulb in your hand can you make a rough guestimate for the amount of heat power 



you feel in your hand? 

 

But here is the real test.  I am assuming that you have another bulb and another bench 

power supply.  Just put a pure 17 watts of DC power through the second bulb and 

compare the brightnesses of the two bulbs.  Are they approximately the same or 

not?  Then swap the bulbs and repeat the test. 

 

Now, if the bulb with 17 watts of DC going through is much brighter and you can feel 

much more heat from that bulb then you are busted.  Did you think of doing this before 

you made this presentation? 

 

If the power measurement going to the bulb is the problem, then here is a possible 

scenario: 

 

Total system power draw:  9.5 watts. 

Power burnt off in spinning rotor:  3 watts 

Power burnt of in bulb:  6.5 watts. 

 

What if you put about 6.5 watts of DC power though the bulb, how bright does it 

look?   Is it comparable to what you see in your test under load? 

 

Now what I just said is a process of thinking that you should be doing yourself.  I am 

under the impression that you don't think like that. 

 

I have no clue if I am on the right track, but at least it stirs the pot for you.  If you did 

not think about doing a pure DC equivalent brightness test yourself then that was a fail 

because you should know by now. 

 

Some things that you do know are that voltage and/or current spikes can throw off 

meters.  You also know that whatever coil shorting business you do will almost certainly 

generate voltage/current spikes. 

 

One thing that you may not know is that your big fat electrolytic smoothing capacitor 

may not be filtering out some high frequency voltage or current spikes because big fat 

electrolytic caps do a very poor job of filtering out high frequencies. 

 

The DC-equivalent A-B brightness test is something that I strongly advise you to do. 

 

MileHigh 



 

You really need to watch the last video i posted MH-->you really do. Then your above post 

would have been much shorter,and such questions wouldnt have been asked. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3698 on: June 21, 2015, 12:28:07 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 11:43:03 AM 

 

 

MileHigh 

 

In fact MH,it's now my turn to post my thoughts about your thoughts. 

 

this is one of the very reasons i was not going to show diddly squat here-->your continual 

jumping in to soon,and making false assumptions and conclusions. 

Example- 

Quote 

Quote: Mark already talked about more filtering to make sure the the ammeter for the 

bulb load was not thrown off.   Let's just focus on that. 

One thing that you may not know is that your big fat electrolytic smoothing capacitor 

may not be filtering out some high frequency voltage or current spikes because big fat 

electrolytic caps do a very poor job of filtering out high frequencies. 

 

This is the difference between bench work and paper MH. 

When you watch the last video,you will see that the high current electrolytic cap dose a very 

good job at filtering the current spikes,and you will also see that the frequency of these 

spikes is quite low. The problem comes when people use low current cap's when trying to 



smooth high current pulses-->then the cap wont do the job. This is why i use high current 

caps to do the smoothing. 

Quote 

Just to be bitchy, you quote Woopy but he makes a mistake and you don't notice.  It's 

your data and you should take ownership of it. 

 

We don't have to worry about the no-load condition for the analysis. 

 

I see the draw of the motor under load is about 12.8 volts x 0.74 amps = about 9.5 

watts.   Woopy used the peak voltage and not the RMS voltage and you didn't notice. 

 

I see the output to the bulb as about 10.4 volts x 1.64 amps = about 17 watts.  Either 

you or Woopy screwed up the multiplication but you didn't notice. 

 

Woopy gave an !about! figure in his quote-->go read it. If you watched the video 

carefully,you will also notice that i do indeed use the RMS value,and not the peak value. I 

used woppy's post just to show that it is possible to get a good idea of the P/in P/out. 

Quote 

Do you see what I mean?   If you just posted your link to your clip and posted your own 

bloody data and your own number crunching this kind of bullshit would not happen.  The 

real question is not about a little word game that "I can't multiply" - it's about not being 

sloppy and making a proper presentation and taking ownership of your presentation 

from start to finish. 

 

The presentation has enough information for the non lazy to calculate power being used and 

power being dissipated   

Quote 

There are two mistakes that you didn't even notice.  They are not major mistakes, but 

it's the principle 

 

I made no mistakes,and the numbers calculated were !abouts!-as stated in comment. 

Quote 

But here is the real test.  I am assuming that you have another bulb and another bench 

power supply.  Just put a pure 17 watts of DC power through the second bulb and 

compare the brightnesses of the two bulbs.  Are they approximately the same or 

not?  Then swap the bulbs and repeat the test. 



 

All this was done in the second video,and i also mentioned in the first video that i had done 

this test,and the meter was reading correct. 

Quote 

If the power measurement going to the bulb is the problem, then here is a possible 

scenario: 

Total system power draw:  9.5 watts. 

Power burnt off in spinning rotor:  3 watts 

Power burnt of in bulb:  6.5 watts. 

 

And this happens how from the schematic i posted?. 

Quote 

What if you put about 6.5 watts of DC power though the bulb, how bright does it 

look?   Is it comparable to what you see in your test under load? 

Now what I just said is a process of thinking that you should be doing yourself.  

I am under the impression that you don't think like that

. 

 

Once again,you have it all wrong. Everything you think i havnt done,i have done-->before 

posting the video,and during the second video-which i dont think you watched before you 

made all the above comments. 

Quote 

I have no clue if I am on the right track, but at least it stirs the pot for you.  If you did 

not think about doing a pure DC equivalent brightness test yourself then that was a fail 

because you should know by now. 

 

There was no fail on my behalf MH,it was on your behalf,because i did everything you seem 

to think i would fail to do. 

Quote 

The DC-equivalent A-B brightness test is something that I strongly advise you to do. 

 

Done,done,and done again. 

 

WTF MH 

Why are you so hard to please ?. 

I posted what others asked for,but thats not good enough for you-->and i knew all to well 

that this was coming. 

Here is your problem,and it is the problem of many others-->your stuck in the past,and you 



think that all that has been done is all that there is to do and know. 

You insist that people answer your question's,but you fail to answer the one simple question i 

asked-->do you think the speed of light is unbeatable? --is there anything that travels faster 

than the speed of light. 

I can answer this in a split second-can you?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3701 on: June 21, 2015, 02:55:13 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 01:53:53 PM 

Tinman: 

 

 

MileHigh 

 

It just never ends,dose it MH. 

 

Quote 

You say "the frequency of the spikes is quite low."  It has very little to do with the 

repetition frequency of the spikes.  It's all about the frequency content in the 

spikes.  Above a certain frequency content range, the electrolytic cap will do no filtering 

at all. 

 

Then we must be below that threshold MH,as the scope detects no ripple or spikes. 

Quote 

Honestly, I don't care what Woopy said.  You made two mistakes and you can't hide 

behind "about."  You are not the bloody pope.  If you make a clip and make 



measurements, you should task yourself as a bare minimum to present your 

measurements in text in your posting, and your power calculations.  

Do you think people really want to be doing multiplications in their head as they watch your 

clip? 

 

You bet ya ass i expect people to do there own calculations,as i have taken the time,made 

the effort,and spent the cash to build the bloody thing. Do you need your butt wiped as well ? 

I was presenting a device upon request-->i wasnt presenting the building design and 

operational functions of the space shuttle. 

Quote 

Honestly, lazy is a two-way street.  You are making the clip.  The burden is on your 

shoulders to not be lazy.  You did a good old verbal walk-through of your circuit in the 

first four or five minutes of your clip.  That's five minutes of wasted time.  I can 

guarantee you that the for the majority of people that goes in one ear and out the other 

ear.  You can just flash your schematic for 10 seconds at the beginning of the clip.  Then 

people like me open up two copes of your clip, and we keep one copy frozen on the 

schematic and we watch the live video on the other clip. 

 

I had no intention on producing any kind of schematic MH,and still dont. I only did a partial 

schematic at the request of MarkE-->who by the way is happy with what i have given. 

Quote 

You talk about a bulb test in previous clips,  Why should you assume I watched your 

previous clips? 

 

I really dont know what is going on with you MH?, my guess is that you get all flustered when 

you dont have answers that fit the situation. But i clearly stated in that post that i was 

guessing that you HAD NOT watched the clip yet. 

Quote 

In this clip you did a bogus bulb test, another fail.  The only true way for you to compare 

brightnesses is to have both bulbs lit at the same.  It is truly the only way and it's not 

something that is negotiable.  So no bulb test was done. 

 

Bullshit. 

The bulb test was carried out correctly-->with the same bloody bulb, with the same bloody 

current through it,and the same bloody voltage across it.The meter reads correctly. 

Quote 

So, I don't sense much progress being made with your new clip.   The filtering was not 

improved for the bulb ammeter and there was no A-B brightness test done. 



 

Your inability to see what the scope is showing you is not my mistake MH. The filtering is 

good,and the meters read correctly. 

Quote 

This above is just a nonsense cliche Tinman.  You are not "in the future" because you are 

hacking a bloody appliance motor, get real.  Nor am I in the past. 

 

The future is the undiscovered MH. If there is nothing new,then we will simply live in the 

past. 

Quote 

Have you read something or looked something up on Google that you want to spring on 

me?   I can tell you something that I learned in an electromagnetics class about 34 years 

ago, I am not going to do a search to try to one-up you.  What I can remember is that 

the wave velocity is limited to the speed of light.  But group velocity can actually be 

faster than the speed of light.  That means that you can't pass EM energy faster than the 

speed of light, but in theory you can pass an information signal faster than the speed of 

light.  That's all that I can remember about that so I am not able to provide any 

details.  I am assuming that Mark or PW can rattle off all of the details no problem. 

 

No MH,no google. This is something we learn in school. 

Gravity MH-gravity travels faster than the speed of light. Now all you have to do is work out 

what the gravitational force is-->right along with the magnetic force. 

And no-i dont know what the gravitational force is,just in case you decide to hit me up on 

that. But i do know it's faster than the speed of light. 

Quote 

So, sorry, but not much progress was made and my previous posting pretty much still 

stands. 

 

Like this one,your previous post was full of incorrect assumptions and statements. 

Quote 

It's a pain in the ass, eh?  I am being a pain in the ass.  But what I am saying to you is 

just the straight goods.  I really dislike your verbal walk-throughs of your 

schematics.  It's not the way to go. 

 

As i dont wish to produce a schematic,your lucky you got that much. 

Quote 

I have good news for you.   



I am bowing out

, it's too frustrating for me.  You got your cage rattled a bit.  It's up to you to take my 

real feedback to heart or just keep doing things the same old frustrating ways for your 

audience. 

 

Again? 

I cant take your feedback well MH,as it is incorrect,and based around your own mistakes and 

assumptions. 

Quote 

Mark or PW will find the error and we will all be back at square one. 

 

If they find the error,then i have learned along the way-->but we will never be back at 

square one,as learning is never a step backwards. There is every possibility that i have 

overlooked something some where,but it is not what you have put forth. There is one 

possibility for what is happening that may cause the P/out to drop over time,but im hoping 

that is not the case-only time will tell with this one. 

Quote 

Sorry, but the reality is that you are not at the cutting edge of anything.  You have to be 

very very conservative when doing this stuff. 

 

I was conservative. No schematic,and no power measurements made by me. I only showed 

what i have,and the readings from the meters and scope. 

 

   

Quote 

Extraordinary claims require two things, 1) extraordinary proof, and 2) working your ass 

off and leaving no stone unturned to try to find find possible mistakes or to disprove 

yourself. 

 

What claims?. I only showed the device,and the numbers the equipment was showing me. 

Do you not think i have been trying to see why the device dose what it dose. Like i said,there 

is one possible action that may be taking place,but i just dont know yet,as it hasnt been 

running long enough to see if that is the case. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3702 on: June 21, 2015, 03:12:01 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: woopy on June 21, 2015, 02:39:15 PM 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0IQT5xTJrAY 

 

 

Very interesting and specially when the turbine is on and the impressive acceleration 

when the bulb is also on. 

 

I am now playing with  the stator coils (parallelling and serialing ) and try to see how i 

can organize the shorting circuit. 

 

Thank's for sharing 

 

Laurent 

 

Woopy 

Please understand that there are components not listed in the simple schematic,and without 

these your results will not be like mine-although i may be wrong on that?. But in my case,i 

cannot get it to work as well without them. 

 

As i have stated clearly some time back,i do not intend on posting a full schematic of the 

device, as i need something for my self,and my future. My aim is to build a larger version (as 

soon as i can afford to do so),and have enough mechanical power there to drive a generator 

that charges the batteries,while being able to draw power of the inner coils to run loads. I 

cant loop the power back from the inner coils to the battery,as it screws up the operation and 

workings of the inner coils--this i have tried already. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3704 on: June 21, 2015, 03:36:24 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 03:22:27 PM 

Just one tiny clarification on my part Tinman that I did not state and should have 

stated.  And it also echoes what Mark said to me.  Yes of course if you need to "black 

box" part of your schematic to protect your design that makes perfect sense and of 

course I respect that.  Notwithstanding that, the real thing you are looking for is why 

you are getting measurements that don't make sense.  Sorry, but no magic power 

source is entering the coil you are shorting.  It's a nice fantasy that is in "constant 

rotation" on the free energy forums but unfortunately it's just a fantasy.  Hopefully you 

will figure it all out before too long. 

 

MH 

Below are two scope shot's. 

the first is a screen shot from the first video. The blue trace is across the globe,and with only 

the small cap in play. We can see the ripple and spikes. 

The second screenshot is from the second video where the large cap is in play. Once again 

the blue trace is across the globe. 

Tell me again how the large cap is not smoothing out the pulses and ripples?. 



 

 without large smoothing cap.JPG (33.63 kB, 653x445 - viewed 438 times.) 



 

 with large cap..JPG (95.7 kB, 1024x768 - viewed 439 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3707 on: June 21, 2015, 04:22:45 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 21, 2015, 03:54:04 PM 

Tinman, I am not going to directly answer your question but rather I am just going to 

comment and it goes back to the same themes that I had already mentioned.  These 

comments are rhetorical and for you to ponder: 

 

How can I comment with the following? 

 

1.  I already told you that a large electrolytic cap will not absorb and filter out high 

frequency content from any possible pulses but apparently you don't want to listen 

because you see a flat line. 

2.  It's very possible to see a flat trace and the pulses that are possibly messing up the 

ammeter are in fact actually still there. 

3.  I don't even know what the time base is for the lower picture. 

4.  I don't even know what the trigger level is for the lower picture and for all I know the 

scope horizontal trigger is simply free running. 

5.  I don't even know if you even tried to very carefully trigger on any possible pulses. 

6.  My impression is that you are looking at a flat line and so you are "satisfied"  

and you are not trying to turn over every stone to find possible shortcomings. 

 

 

I can assure you MH that i am trying to find the reason behind the measurements,but it is a 

bit hard to ask questions here without giving to much away. What i can assure you of is that 

the meters are reading correctly,and i have just redone the DC test using a lux meter. This 

confirms that the test i carried out in the second video using a DC power supply to compare 

the meter readings on the output of the device is correct,and the meter is within 12mA on 

the device output. 

 

As i have stated before,i do have concerns elsewhere in the system,and i have sort help in 

that area. But the P/in and P/out are correct. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3731 on: June 22, 2015, 01:30:44 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 22, 2015, 01:06:16 AM 

No Woopy, I resent being called the bad guy for pushing Tinman to try to do better.   It 

has to be "pushed and forced" into him over and over.  He also has issues where he 

can't admit that he made a mistake and it just becomes silly.  He can't simply say, "I 

admit that I made a mistake, thank you for correcting me."  His presentation of his 

information is fair to poor to very poor, and he doesn't believe in any kind of professional 

courtesy with respect to providing complete information and summarizing his data for his 

audience.  So for me it's too frustrating to deal with him.  Nor is Tinman any kind of 

special person that is above criticism. 

 

So I am not "shooting down" Tinman and I am not a "bad guy."  I think my pushing him 

and making demands of him are and were reasonable.  Reasonable demands, not crazy 

demands.  I don't have the patience that Mark or PW have and I don't believe that 

people should always "bend over ass-backwards" to "compensate" for Tinman's 

deficiencies.    It shouldn't be so difficult. 

 

I am no angel, and Tinman is certainly no angel either.  Clearly, I am not the person to 

engage with Timnan on his projects and I should stay away. 

 

    I don't know if it will take days or several weeks to finally arrive at the proper 

conclusion.  But in the end the truth will come out. 

 

Yes, I pushed him in a way that he did not like and sometimes people need a push like 

that.  I was not "shooting him down" I was demanding petter performance from him and 

he is clearly refusing to try to do that.  I am not the bad guy. 

 

MileHIgh 



 

   

Quote 

Tinman has issues with refusing to accept information that he doesn't believe is right. 

 

Your dam straight i do. If i dont think it's right,and im seeing that on my bench,then i choose 

to believe in my self. 

Quote 

I have watched many big, long, hard, grinding debates over weeks and weeks between 

Tinman and experts like Mark and PW where after all that time it turns out that Tinman 

was completely wrong. 

 

Please post such debates. I seem to remember some test i carried out where i was left with 

more stored energy than what i started with-in the form of compressed gases. MarkE done 

the calculations for me,and i can get the same results every time. Weather or not that extra 

stored energy can do more useful work than that of the starting energy is unknown. 

Quote 

Beyond that, I will simply repeat that he does not have any free energy technology with 

this setup.  He has been through this loop many times in the past and in the end there is 

always some reason for the misunderstanding. 

 

I have claimed no free energy device. I have shown only what i see. 

Quote 

Like I said, coil shorting is not a source of free energy.  It would appear that Tinman 

believes that it is, because that is the key component in his setup. 

 

You really need to stop putting words into peoples mouth MH,as that is crap. The coil shorting 

is only one part of the complete system,and as i have stated(many times now),there are 

components that are NOT depicted in the basic schematic supplied. 

 

I should have known better to put forth anything before you. You have a one tracked mind-

that being-->it hasnt been done before,there for it wont ever be done. 

Hail those from the past that leave no path for the future. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3749 on: June 22, 2015, 07:25:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 22, 2015, 01:44:59 AM 

Here is the issue in a nutshell: 

 

If the meters are reading correctly then do you have a free energy machine?  This is an 

ongoing investigation on your part. 

 

Your meters are showing about 9.5 watts being drawn by the total system and about 17 

watts going to the light bulb load.  That sure looks like a free energy machine. 

 

What you should be saying is that your meters _appear_ to be reading correctly because 

if hypothetically you were to take them at face value and you had 100% confidence in 

what your meters were telling you then you have revolutionized the world and you have 

a free energy machine. 

 

So the conservative thing, and the proper thing to say at this point is that you have 

some kind of unexplainable anomaly with your meter readings.  You are far from being 

in a position of assuring me that the meters are reading correctly. 

MH 

Im not sure weather you read all of each post, or you just skip through until you read 

something you can argue against. 

So I will say this just one more time 

The meters are reading correctly. 

No-I do not make claim of a free energy machine, as there are other items within the device 

that may be consumables.  Until I know for sure, then I make no claim of any free energy 

machine. 

 

@PW 

Will be doing so tonight. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3754 on: June 22, 2015, 12:05:21 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 22, 2015, 09:51:50 AM 

I looked through your posts from the past three days and from what I can see I didn't 

skip through anything.  Is there a source of energy somewhere inside the device? 

 

 

Lets get it straight MH. 

There may be consumables-only time will tell. I am looking into it now-->there are those 

here that know this. 

Quote 

I interpret the unusual choice of word "consumables" as a possible power source inside 

the device like a battery. 

   

 

If we go by what you and others believe,then there is no internal power source. If we go by 

what i and a few others believe,then yes,there is an inside power source-->BUT we dont 

know as of yet if it is a consumable or the source will remain full<--if we can put it like that. 

Quote 

If we put your mention of "consumables" to the side for a moment, then you saying "The 

P/in and P/out are definitive." and "I do not make claim of a free energy machine" are 

two conflicting statements. 

 

If we put what may be the consumable aside,then the output is less than the input. So we 

cannot put it/them  aside. Like i said,i am trying to find answers(behind this thread) as to 

weather the said items may be consumables. They are not batteries or super caps if that is 

your concern,and i know you wouldnt see them as a source of power,where as i would. 

 



Once i have had my dinner,i will be hitting the workshop to make the mods recommended by 

your self,MarkE and PW. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3755 on: June 22, 2015, 12:48:14 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: woopy on June 22, 2015, 11:04:05 AM 

Hi Tinman 

 

After a good night and as usual during my morning shower i got a clik. 

 

Yesterday i put a small neo mag on the shaft of the motor, and this was no good, 

because the shorting was much too long, and totally destroyed a part of  the about 50 

volts spikes of the second coil and this decreased the output on the bulb. 

 

So this morning i glued a very small neomag on the outside diameter of the plastic fan of 

the motor, so the shorting is much shorter.  But as so far , i have only one magnet i can 

only short one spike per revolution and the other spikes stay at around 50 volts. 

 

So now i have to find a way to short all the spikes, and see if it increases the output on 

the bulb. 

 

AS my rotor is a 12 poles rotor, it delivers 12 spikes per revolution, so i could try to glue 

12 small neomags on the outside diameter of the fan and try with the reed or a hall 

sensor.  

 

 Your shematic seems to propose that solution.  

 

I don't want to force you to answer if you prefer not to share further, in the case i will go 



on my way by the usual trying and error process, i am used to. 

 

Interesting experiment anyway, thank's for sharing. 

 

Laurent 

 

Quote 

And i observed that by placing the reed switch at a very defined location, i could short on 

top of the 50 volts spike, which increase up to more than 250 volts. 

 

Isnt that interesting woopy. Now what do you think would provide a greater magnetic field?--

> a shorted coil with a 50 volt potential across it,or a shorted coil with a 250 volt potential 

across it?. If you use your scope with a CVR to view current,and the other trace to view 

voltage,you will see that they are very near in phase,and thus by increasing the voltage 

across the coil-(even if the current remains the same) the produced magnetic field during 

that short is far greater than if there was no short. An open coil produces nothing. but a 

shorted coil at the right time produces a very strong magnetic field. Now all you do is add a 

second field that apposes that produced field to gain mechanical rotation torque increase. 

When the torque is increased,then RPM increases when the motor has a load on it,and as the 

RPM's are increasing,the current draw is decreasing.Also,as the RPM's increase,the generated 

power output also increases. 

Quote 

But if it is the case, i don't understand the location of the gate resistor, which seems to 

be on the negative lead of the generator coil?? 

 

Two things to remember woopy. 

1-a transistor or mosfet can be switched on two ways. 

2- When an inductor becomes open circuit,the current flow remains in the same direction,but 

the voltage polarity switches. 

Quote 

Or perhaps use the generator coil spikes (before the smoothing cap) as trigger for the 

gate of a fet (or the base of a transistor) to short the other coil at the right moment? 

 

Correct. 

 

Everyone is looking only at the electrical output of my device,and seem to be ignoring the 

mechanical output that is also there. 

They also dismiss EMJ's shorted coil theory,and although he hasnt shown a working device 

yet,and he messed up the scope measurements,his theory is sound. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3756 on: June 22, 2015, 01:17:08 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 22, 2015, 03:09:01 AM 

Tinman, 

 

Before getting buried in noise, did you happen to see my previous post regarding supply 

decoupling? 

 

PW 

 

 

Quote 

(The S/N ratio on this thread has become excruciatingly low.  A new thread might have 

been better...) 

 

It dosnt matter where you go,or how many threads you start,the same shit always happens--

>this i found out today in a place that i thought was free from turning a simple question into 

a mud slinging match. 

Did you get my PM? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3785 on: June 23, 2015, 11:55:48 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 23, 2015, 04:59:29 AM 

Just a little off-topic comment that some may find interesting. 

 

I have a Windows 7 computer, first-generation quad core.  For some reason just about 

every computer I have ever had randomly "eats keyboard characters" when I am 

typing.  It drives me nuts sometimes.  There is some unknown process that somehow 

kills characters that should be going into the keyboard buffer.  And the keyboard buffer 

is pretty much independent from other things going on in the computer which makes it 

that much harder to explain.  It seems like I have never been able to escape this 

problem. 

 

Sometimes the "character eating" will remove a full word like "the" or "scope."  It all 

depends on how fast I can type and how long the "blackout" is. 

 

When you read text, for the average person you read in short complete clumps of words 

at a time.  The problem when you read back prose that you just composed is that it's 

also automatically playing back in your head from memory, like a tape recorder.  That 

can override what you are actually reading. 

 

What can happen is that when you proof read your own text you literally can't see your 

mistakes, like you are blind.  Between the "reading clumps of words at a time" and the 

"tape recorder playback" your brain simply fills in the missing words.  Sentences are 

compromised because whole words are missing but are usually still understandable.  It's 

a real pain in the butt. 

 

Twice today I had to add missing words to my long posting because I simply could not 

see the mistakes first go round.  It's very frustrating sometimes because to an outsider 

you can look grammatically or logically challenged because of course they see all of the 

mistakes. 

 

Having a keyboard/computer that doesn't eat characters would help.  For me it's like I 

have to wait about 24 hours to see some errors because I have to substantially forget 

exactly what I wrote so the "tape recorder playback" is shut off.   So I apologize for the 



strange looking sentences or other typos, sometime I literally can't see them. 

 

MileHigh 

 

The first thing you need to do MH is get rid of windows 7. My wife runs windows 7 on her 

laptop-and same ruddy problem. Reading some of her post on facebook can be a hoot some 

times lol. Bits of words missing all over the place. My friend that runs windows 7 has the 

same problem-all new gear too. I run XP(is there any other program?),and my gear is over 6 

years old,and i never have a problem- other than my own spelling some times lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3789 on: June 23, 2015, 12:40:13 PM » 

 Quote  

To all reading this thread. 

 

Some may have missed it,but i will only be showing the results after they are completed in a 

way that the EE guys are happy with. 

I will not be disclosing the full schematic or the design/modifications to the motor it self-

although i have a feeling woopy is going to crack this one. 

There are reasons for this 

1-i have seen first hand how there are those that take others hard work,and profit from it. 

There are thieves amongst us. Take that thief tesla tronix for example ,who stole slayer's 

work,started a kickstarter funding campaign ,and made a wopping profit from it-->while 

Slayer was left high and dry. 

So thats what happens to guys that throw there hard work out there for others. You get 

greedy pricks like tesla(the tossa)tronix take it,and profit from it.  

 

To date,i have spent over $12 000.00 on equipment and part's to build and experiment with 

the devices you have seen from me + another 50 today on gauges just to measure input 



power. I'm not even going to take a guess at the amount of time that i have put into all this 

stuff,but it comes at a personal cost-->that being time that could have been spent with my 

family.  

 

So to be up front,i have lost faith,in that people will do the right thing--.like they say,money 

changes everything. People see dollar sign's,and forget about doing the right thing. So this is 

the very reason i made it very clear that i would not be disclosing the device as a whole. 

There is also the fact that the P/in has not yet been measured to the satisfaction of those 

that know far more than i do-the EE guy's. Although i see what i see in my device,i cant yet 

argue that this go's against everything we believe to be true as far as those !known! laws of 

physics go. If we are to stick to those law's,then i have screw'd something up some where in 

my measurements. 

 

At this point in time,i am still carrying out those measurements that are in agreement with 

those that do this for a living,and as MH kindly pointed out,i have got it wrong a few times in 

the past. This is why i clearly stated to MH that it !appears! as though the device is producing 

more power than it is consuming. What you have seen so far is exactly what i have seen so 

far. 

 

I will be posting the end result's here,weather they are good,or i once again have got it all 

wrong. 

If it turns out that what i think i am seeing is correct,then i really dont know just yet where i 

will go from there. If i have screw'd up the measurements once again,then i'll see you all next 

week with my next project. 

 

Brad. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3796 on: June 23, 2015, 02:59:23 PM » 

 Quote  



@ MarkE &PW 

 

Below are 3 scope shots. 

I have placed one of my large caps between the battery and motor,and the small cap across 

the brush wires as recommended. I have a 1 ohm 10 watt CVR on the negative side between 

the large cap and battery-->the blue trace is across that CVR. The yellow trace is across the 

input wires,probe between the large cap and battery on positive side-->common grounds 

together of course. 

Scope shot one is with the scope set to average x4 

Scope shot 2 is with scope set to sampling 

Scope shot 3 is with scope set to peak detect. 

 

Is this still to noisey on the input for my DMM's and/or an analog meter?. 

 

 average x4.JPG (24.68 kB, 480x234 - viewed 453 times.) 

 

 sampling.JPG (25.06 kB, 480x234 - viewed 433 times.) 



 

 peak detect.JPG (26.15 kB, 480x234 - viewed 446 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3797 on: June 23, 2015, 03:18:29 PM » 

 Quote  

Schematic for input test . 



 

 TEST SCHEMATIC 11.JPG (14.21 kB, 521x380 - viewed 439 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3804 on: June 23, 2015, 04:30:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on June 23, 2015, 04:09:33 PM 

Hi Brad, 

 

great work as usual 

 

I assume the ch2 0.760 volts is with the circuit and globe operating? 

Can you do a scope shot of just the motor operating (no circuit and globe) so we have 



both to compare. 

 

Thanks mate 

 

Luc 

 

I will do that tomorrow,but for now im hitting the shower,then the hay. It is exactly 0*C here 

ATM lol,and i have work tomorrow-6am start. I believe i will once again be deicing my 

windscreen. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3805 on: June 23, 2015, 04:37:41 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 23, 2015, 03:40:43 PM 

Tinman, 

 

Does the scope/CVR measurement agree with the inline ammeter (DMM)? 

 

800mV across 1 ohm? 

 

PW 

The scope shows 760mV across the CVR,so that is 760mA. My DMM was reading 746 mA,so a 

15mA difference. I did not have the DMM in the circuit during the last test with the CVR in 

play,nor did i have the caps in play when using my DMM to measure current. The DMM's CVR 

is only .2 ohms as well,so less power would have been dissipated across the CVR of the DMM. 

 

As we are talking 9.5 to 10 watts of power,i think my DMM done a very good job at reading 

the current without the filtering cap's-->as they always have. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3827 on: June 25, 2015, 06:36:31 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: synchro1 on June 25, 2015, 03:42:19 AM 

 

 

Tinman is really not shorting the coil, he's connecting a load. The load just happens to 

be an output coil. This interference causes a retardation in the induced magnetic pole, 

and a consequent phase lag.  

Wrong 

One coil is shorted via the fet. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3839 on: June 25, 2015, 12:22:24 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 25, 2015, 11:12:09 AM 

This is quite interesting, the way this is going! Re Timnan's Rotary Transformer: 

 



Lets look at this in some detail.  

 

 

   

 

  

 

Remember DC Current drops on the Input after this circuit is switched in!, Shorting a 

Coil will not give you this result!  

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

We have two Coils, 1 Resistor, 1 DC Electrolytic Cap, more were added for De-Coupling 

request later on by our resident EE Guru's. 1 Fett, or Transistor and one Single Pole AC 

Motor. 

 

Plus the components you dont see in the basic measuring point schematic. 

Quote 

Importantly, each Coil is drawn, as a parallel Connection to each other, 

 

No they are not.Each coil is connected to the cap,but separated by the mosfet and diode. 

Quote 

all Single Pole Electric Motors may not work for this reason! 

 

Im not sure what your reason is,but it is true that not all universal motors will work straight 

up. Some may require that the coils be rewound on the stator-->as in the case of my larger 

universal motor. 

Quote 

Now, to this Mysterious Shorting! Tinman seems to be holding this quite close to his 

chest, 

 

You bet your ass i am-->for reasons i have explained. 

Quote 

I sort of understand, but unfortunately, this will not help anyone to move forward. 



 

As was clearly explained right from the start. I only posted the test results and a basic 

schematic for measurement points only,as MH requested that i back up my claim with 

evidence.I had no intention of disclosing the device and the completed schematics as a 

whole,but only the results shown by the device. 

Quote 

I agree with him that all should have to work hard for this and not made available to the 

Pilferers of society! However, this is creating confusion, where there should be none!  

Deliberate confusion helps no one 

! 

 

I have done nothing of a sort,and the only confusion here is the misunderstanding that i was 

here to present a complete device and schematic for others to replicate. It was only 

presented for measurement confirmation <-- still to come. 

Quote 

So, some questions, ask yourself, what's going to happen when a "Shorting" occurs? 

 

Quote 

1: Cap will be short Circuited 

 

No it wont. 

 

 

   

Quote 

2: One or Both Coils will be shorted depending on the polarity of the Diode and 

Transistor 

 

Only coil B is shorted. 

 

   

Quote 

3: Huge current will be seen by the Transistor and likely will not survive! 10.40 Volts / 

Estimated on resistance of 0.25 Ohms = 41.6 Amps Not including the drawn 

resistor on the Switched in Coil. 

 

Where did you get .25 ohms for resistance from? Coils A and B's resistance is 3.2 ohms. At 

10.4 volts across 3 ohms is only 3,25 amp's. The IRF540 will handle a continuous drain 



current of 20 amp's at 100*C, and a pulsed current of 100 amps. Why will the fet not 

survive?. 

Quote 

So, "Shorting" is a very unlikely methodology here! Maybe this should be termed 

"Switching In" the Second Partnered Output Coil instead! 

 

Shorting coil B is exactly what happens. These are not partnered coil's,as they both have very 

different jobs. 

Quote 

You need to really look at this is some detail! Make NO Assumptions here, be open and 

ask yourself, "What is it that Tinman is actually, so called, "Shorting"?" 

 

TinMan is shorting coil B. 

 

I think there was a mix up with the coil shorting and partnered coil situation EMJ.  What i was 

meaning is both situations cause a bucking magnetic field. 

I think many people here also are a bit confused as to how and where the magnetic fields are 

on the rotor in regards to the position of the stators magnetic field. The rotors fields are 

actually between(close to) the two stator fields,not close to the center of each stator field<-- 

im talking about the motor being in standard operation mode here. 

 

So before anyone else tries to replicate this device,lets make sure i havnt screw'd up the 

measurements first. Then we will go from there. 

What i dont want is this being another UFOpolotics situation ,where people spend there time 

and money on something that dosnt work as i have claimed. 



 

 CIRCUIT RTv4.JPG (29.67 kB, 587x538 - viewed 359 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3854 on: June 25, 2015, 01:57:28 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: EMJunkie on June 25, 2015, 12:47:39 PM 

@Tinman, 

 

Your very interesting statement has bought about some confusion! Me, EMJ, have never 

entered into any "shorted coil theory" and when you verify ones "theory is sound", 

although appreciative, this statement has brought about a some Confusion. 

 

So, I leave the floor to you for a while and we will see how we go. 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

They also dismiss EMJ's shorted coil theory,and although he hasnt shown a working 

device yet,and he messed up the scope measurements,his theory is sound. 

 

As i stated,that was my screw up, as i was talking about the bucking effect,as like would be 

seen in your partnered coil setup,as it is an effect that adds the torque to the mechanical 

output of the motor. 

 

Sorry for taking up too much room in your thread,i just didnt see much point in starting a 

thread about my device,as it has just about gone as far as it's going to go. I have only the 

final video,and measurements to go,and what will be after that is yet unknown. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3855 on: June 25, 2015, 02:03:34 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 25, 2015, 01:43:13 PM 



 

A display of the entire extent of your wisdom MarkE! Upsets you doesn't it MarkE!  

Tinman has done what you have never been able to and still are unable to even today

! 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

I wouldnt count on that EMJ. 

It is now only coming to light as to what is really out there. 

Do you know what MarkE dose for a living?. I think you may find that some here may know a 

lot more than they let out. 

 

I do feel a big sea change coming on very soon though. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3858 on: June 25, 2015, 02:25:39 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 25, 2015, 02:04:36 PM 

Tinman, 

 

I am still interested in seeing a scope capture showing the noise floor of your in/out rails. 

 

With AC coupling, higher vertical gain, and increased sweep rate, I'd like to actually see 

a bit of brush rate noise. 

 

PW 



 

What-you mean like the below scope shot's? 

First scope shot before the diode. 

Second scope shot after the diode,and large cap removed. 

 

 before diode.JPG (32.41 kB, 480x234 - viewed 402 times.) 

 

 after diode..JPG (24.66 kB, 480x234 - viewed 421 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3860 on: June 25, 2015, 03:10:28 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: picowatt on June 25, 2015, 02:36:41 PM 

Tinman, 

 

Yes, like that... 

 

When you say "large cap removed", does that mean the cap mounted to your perf board 

is still in place? 

 

Do you have any similar captures from the input side? 

 

PW 

Yes,cap still on perf board. 

Input wave forms are smooth,even without the caps,only very thin spikes from brush noise-

nothing like the output. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3908 on: June 26, 2015, 05:50:56 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 26, 2015, 05:35:24 AM 

Do you, have a running device? Can you build one? Can you replicate Tinman's Rotary 

Transformer like I have? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

This i would like to see. 

Post a video EMJ,so as we can have a look. 

I was thinking that Woopy was going to be the first to produce a replica. 

 



I have to go back and read the last few pages to catch up on what has happened here. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3911 on: June 26, 2015, 05:57:13 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: synchro1 on June 25, 2015, 09:55:09 PM 

Tinman's FET is connecting the "Bucking Coils, not causing a "dead short" like in the 

"Piggyback Coil" in the video. Maybe Tinman has a Reed Switch hidden in his Rotary 

Transformer? 

 

OK,im going to go through each post,and reply to them. 

 

Yes.coil B is shorted via the FET. 

No i dont have any reed switches in the system. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3913 on: June 26, 2015, 06:12:42 AM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 26, 2015, 12:32:00 AM 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

Seems Tinman is a Pawn, currently being manipulated by a few well known Dis-

Informationalists here in this forum! The truth is out there! 

 

I am no one's pawn,nor has anyone on this forum tried to manipulate me in any way. 

Quote 

For anyone to deny that Tinman has incorporated "Partnered Output Coils" in his AC 

Motor is undeniable and only denied by Liar's. I have very clearly shown his Coil 

Configuration for many years! He has also admitted to "Requiring" the very same 

Characteristics in his shown configuration: 

 

I am using a bucking field effect between the rotor and coil B,not between coil B and coil A--

>unless you take into account the inductive coupling between coils A and B via the steel 

laminated stator housing. 

Quote 

Like I had said before Tinman even admitted, not all AC Motors will work off the shelf! 

Some modifications will be required. I have said this for a long time! 

 

You mean universal motor's,that can be either AC or DC. It is true not all will work off the 

shelf,as some are wound to suit a certain configuration of operation. 

Quote 

There is only ONE WAY that Partnered Output Coils can work when they are Paralleled 

Up as Tinman has shown! If you find the answer to what I have said, the proof will be in 

the pudding! I have shown that Points A and B prove this! 

 

Coils A and B are not partnered coil's. Each has it's own function. 

Coil B's current can flow into the cap along with coil A's current for a brief period of time,but 

coil A's current cannot flow into coil B at any point. 

Quote 



Right now, as the Dollar signs are fluttering in the Eyes of some, you the people need to 

start getting off your butt's and start Learning, Building and Sharing! 

 

And we will make sure those elusive dollars dont flow into the hands of the likes of 

teslatronix. 

 

Quote 

One statement says it all: Remove the Tinman and its Partnered Output Coils!!! 

 

No it's not. It's bucking magnetic fields,which can be produced by your partnered coils,or via 

shorting a coil as i do.I have no partnered coils in my setup. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3914 on: June 26, 2015, 06:15:14 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 26, 2015, 06:06:54 AM 

@Tinman: 

 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

Shorted to What exactly? Shorted back on itself? Because the Built in Diode will do this 

Half Cycle on the Fett anyway! 



 

No it wont,if the current flow in the coil is opposite to what it needs to be,due to a magnetic 

field that is opposite to that of the rotors field. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3916 on: June 26, 2015, 06:20:31 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 26, 2015, 03:27:32 AM 

How is it "misleading" to believe Tinman's explanation of his own circuitry over Syncro1's 

speculation? 

 

Tinman says he shorts one of his coils at a particular time in his generator's cycle.   

 

I have no reason to believe he does otherwise.  

 

Yes,coil B is shorted for part of the rotor segments induced time. 

Some are confused it would seem. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #3919 on: June 26, 2015, 06:29:42 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 26, 2015, 04:21:05 AM 

Youre just stupid! 

 

Tinman said he used a: IRF540 

 

What's going to happen to the Cap: If Coil B was Shorted? 

Nothing is going to happen to the cap,as you are looking only at the schematic provided for 

measurement placing only. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3921 on: June 26, 2015, 06:36:42 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 26, 2015, 04:28:20 AM 

 

 

Quote 

Regardless of "Shorting" - Whats Going to happen to the Cap with one Polarity of an AC 

Signal across the Cap? 

 

The cap will eventually charge up to the max voltage of that signal. 

Quote 

Whats the Diode in the Fett going to do to the Cap depending on its Polarity? 

 

Nothing,as you do not see the complete schematic. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3923 on: June 26, 2015, 06:48:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 26, 2015, 06:33:05 AM 

Come on PW, I have a Hankie here for you! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

@Tinman, old mate, you have done good work, I commend you! My replication of your 

Rotary Transformer is not the same as yours due to "Shorting". So I must revoke my 

statement that I have replicated your work! Its similar but not the same. 

If you're happy to, and I can still tease PW then feel free to keep posting here.

 Maybe we could both learn some from each other. Like I said, I have never gone down 

the Shorting path. Yes, I think I am now guilty of a small assumption here! 

 

Some times(ok,most times) i really dont see the point in slinging mud. You and MH have 

been at each other since the start. PW,and MarkE have always done there best to help me,so 

if by me staying in this thread is only going to add  encouragement to mud slinging toward 

those i feel have helped me throughout my time here,then perhaps it's better i post nothing 

more. 

 

I would really like you to post your motor setup here EMJ,so as we can see if it is possible to 

achieve what i !THINK! i have in a different way. 

 

Im done with going through all those post,and replying to them all-->too bloody many. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3935 on: June 26, 2015, 10:32:28 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 26, 2015, 07:49:02 AM 

It does tend to wear one's patience a bit thin. 

 

In between posting, I managed to sil-braze some brass fabrications and if I can get this piece 

of polypropylene machined yet tonight, all will not be lost. 

 

 

Ah-and what are you building PW?. 

 

Maybe we should have a !Throw your cards on the table! thread,where only actual devices 

may be presented,and no theoretical talk. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3952 on: June 27, 2015, 03:17:49 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: synchro1 on June 26, 2015, 08:56:16 PM 



Quote from Tinman; 

 

"Coil B's current can flow into the cap along with coil A's current for a brief 

period of time, but coil A's current cannot flow into coil B at any point". 

 

 

 

My Lenz Reversal theory is based on JLN's "Core Lag" theory. What happens to Coil "A" 

core's "Remnant Viscosity" when the Coil B current reverses it's polarity, and Coil B's 

core demagnetizes? Does the Bucking connection briefly neutralize the core polarity? 

 

 

 

Tinman's not the first to retard the dwell by discharging into an output coil. Lengthening 

the "Hysterisis Loop" by inducing impedance. 

 

Quote 

The circuit schematic clearly shows the path for Coil B's current into the cap traveling 

through Coil A. Coil B is connected to the cap through Coil A. 

 

I guess you dont see the blocking diode on coil A,and the position of the connecting wires of 

coil B. 

Quote 

How could it be possible to charge Coil A from Coil B if they weren't connected? The B 

Coil "Charge Event" of output Coil A may make a crucial difference in the Transformer's 

performance. 

 

That is because coil A is not charged from coil B. 

 

I will make this simple for you. Get your self a bucket that will hold water-this will be your 

cap. 

Now get two garden hoses that are connected to two different taps-tap A and tap B. Turn 

both taps on so water is flowing out of each hose,and into the bucket.  

Question 1-Is the water from tap B flowing through tap A before it is collected in the bucket? 

2-Can the water from both tap A and tap B flow into the bucket at the same time without 

flowing through each other first? 

 

Now lets put a T piece in the hose coming from tap A,and we will connect the hose from tap B 

into that T piece,so as now the water from both tap A and tap B will flow through the same 

hose to get to the bucket. 



Question 1-If tap A is turned off(the blocking diode),can the water from tap B flow through 

tap A to get to the bucket? 

2-If water is flowing from tap A and tap B,will the water from tap B flow through tap A before 

it gets to the bucket?,or will the water flowing from tap B turn in the direction of flowing 

water from tap A at the T piece,and flow into the bucket along with the water from tap A?. 

 

Contrary to belief,rocket science really is very simple. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3953 on: June 27, 2015, 03:21:39 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: woopy on June 26, 2015, 11:15:11 PM 

Hi Tinman 

 

just a question 

 

Is the flyback spike the result of the collapsing field of the rotor coil, when the 

brushes are passing  from one segment of the commutator to another, 

or  should it  be possible that the process creating  the flyback spike is able to tap in  

the environment's energy to CREATE A NEW MAGNETIC FIELD

[/b] ? 

 

Laurent 

 

The environment dose not have to create any new magnetic field,as it already exist within 

the core. 
Logged  

tinman  



 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3954 on: June 27, 2015, 03:31:08 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 03:08:39 AM 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

@MarkE - Seems Tinman even thinks your way of thinking is  

FUBAR

!!! 

 

And where or how did you come up with that? 

We both agree that a higher energy state can be achieved from a lower energy state,but 

weather or not that higher energy state can do more useful work than was used to create it is 

yet to be seen.<-- this is in reference to my gas/two tank combo experiment in the !open 

systems! thread. 

Quote 

How about just admitting that you are wrong and cant comprehend it? Its just TOO Hard 

for your little mind to grasp!!! 

 

The best thing to do EMJ to show MarkE he is wrong,is to show him your system working in 

an OU mode. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  



 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3956 on: June 27, 2015, 03:47:02 AM » 

 Quote  

When can i submit a poll EMJ.? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3960 on: June 27, 2015, 04:17:14 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 03:52:36 AM 

@Tinman - I have had lots of suggestions along these lines.  

 

Like I said, I have to save the best till last, to protect myself, all my hard work, my 

investment in Time!  

 

As you're doing with yours! 

 

Where do you think this excess "Energy" comes from? Its not from the Input! Is it? 

 

Something for you Tinman, The "Magnetic Field" is Nature's Battery! Storing 

Conserved Energy in this field! To properly understand a Magnetic Field, is to properly 

understand Energy! 



 

Why is it Conserved? How is it Conserved? 

Let me ask you, If we could take all the Energy out of a Magnetic Field instantly, 

what would happen? Wow, Mind blowing isn't it!!! 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

If you take all the energy out of a magnetic field in one instant,then you would have less 

energy than what it took to create that field. you would also have a piece of material that in 

now as good as a bolt sitting in your parts tray. 

 

Why would you want to remove that field?,why not let the field serve it's purpose within the 

device. 

If we were to use say a PM,then would it not be better to neutralize that PM's field until such 

time as it is needed to provide a force?--both mechanical !and! electrically. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3963 on: June 27, 2015, 04:23:55 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: synchro1 on June 27, 2015, 04:15:11 AM 

The arrow in the symbol of the diode points to the direction of the conventional 

current (flow of + charge).  

 

That is correct,and thus current cannot flow in the direction of the yellow arrow's(through coil 

A),but only in the direction of the red arrows(to the cap). 



 

 current flow.JPG (29.71 kB, 587x538 - viewed 224 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3966 on: June 27, 2015, 04:43:15 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 04:22:34 AM 

@Tinman - An extremely interesting answer!!! 

 

I suggest you take some more time to think about the Magnetic Field. Break the Field 

down to the absolute Base Levels. 

 

What is Entropy? 

 

How is it that Earth's Magnetic Field has remained, through out its Cycles, for so long? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

What is there that could drain the energy that creates the earth's magnetic field's? 

 

Why is it that the gravitational field travels faster than the speed of light?<-- you wont learn 

that in school. 

 

As smart as we think we are,we still know so little<--or should i say,we are only allowed to 

know so little. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3970 on: June 27, 2015, 04:52:18 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 27, 2015, 04:39:24 AM 

I note that even with S1 open you have a conduction path between the shorting coil and 

the load.  It's just an observation and I am not getting involved in the analysis. 



Yes,there is a conduction path from coil B to the load,but no path from the load to coil B. 

Coil B dose nothing until Coil A is producing a current flow,and thus S1 must be closed in 

order for coil B to provide current to follow that conduction path. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3972 on: June 27, 2015, 05:04:28 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 27, 2015, 04:43:36 AM 

Tinman, 

 

From your previous explanations, I understood the only effective current flow between 

coil B and the output side of the circuit to be that caused by inductive coupling thru the 

rotor and stator when coil B is shorted. 

 

Given no other non-disclosed connections between coil B and the output side of the 

circuit, the current flow you indicate with the red arrows must also flow thru the resistor 

feeding the shorting circuit. 

 

Is the resistor connected to a high impedance node in the shorting circuit?   

 

Please elaborate if you can... 

 

PW 

 

First-i agree that the PM messaging here is crap. When i search sent items,it says 0 

items,and yet i have sent many PM's. 

I am sure i explained this to you in a PM PW,or it may have been here on the thread some 

where. 

I stated that current dose flow through the resister,but is limited because of the resistor. 



 

Hard to explain without giving too much away. 

 

Anyway,it has warmed up a bit here,so im off to the workshop. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3974 on: June 27, 2015, 05:14:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 27, 2015, 05:03:36 AM 

Tinman, 

 

So now I am confused.  First of all, "Coil B" is the coil you short, correct? 

 

Second, are you saying current flows from Coil B "electrically" to the output?  If so, is 

this current flow occurring when Coil B is not being shorted? 

 

 

 

And again, if you can, is the resistor connected to a high impedance node? 

 

PW 

  

Yes-coil B is the one that is shorted. 

When coil B become's open,then a small amount of current can flow back to the cap via the 

resistor-->this current is negligible,but every bit help's. I shouldnt even call it a current 

flow,but that is the result when you need to pull down the Fet 

Quote 



Again, from your video explanation I understood the only effective current flow between 

Coil B and the rest of the circuit to be inductive when Coil B is shorted.  You seemed to 

indicate that Coil B was not a "generator" coil per se' but rather was only used to provide 

an inductive kick at the proper time. 

 

That is correct. Coil B's main job is to provide torque and to buck the rotors field at the right 

time. As i also explained in the video,this bucking effects coil A through the inductive path of 

the stator core,and thus the two coils are inductively coupled to each other as well as to the 

rotor. 

 

PW-You need to add in the bit's that i spoke to you about via PM-the bits of the device i had 

concerns with. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3979 on: June 27, 2015, 06:34:12 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 27, 2015, 05:24:18 AM 

OK, this explanation is more in line with my previous understanding and my confusion 

has evaporated a bit. 

 

Is the following statement accurate? 

The current flow you are depicting via the red arrows is a negligible amount of current, more 

akin to a bias current and does not represent a significant amount of the output current 

produced by the device 

. 

 

PW 

That is correct. 

 



I want you to look at the two scope shot's below PW. 

This is as close to my RT that i could whip up in a solid state version(to date). This is 

extremely close to the workings of the MEG<--believe it or not. 

 

The input current is being measured over a 33 ohm resistor(yellow trace),and the output 

current is also being measured over a 33 ohm resistor(blue trace)-->no cap's,just straight 

from the inductor. 

The first scope shot show's current in and out without the component of concern. 

The second scope shot shows current in and out with that component installed. 

No other parameters where changed during the installation of said component. 

 

 test4.JPG (56.65 kB, 482x482 - viewed 293 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3980 on: June 27, 2015, 06:41:55 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 05:50:54 AM 

 

This is just getting more and more confusing! 

 

If we are talking Gate Current, then 10.40 Volts on the Cap is going to do what? FET on 

24/7   

 

Lets not forget that the IRF540 has an Internal Diode! 

 

You are making assumptions EMJ that you know how the Fet is wired up. 

I ask you this. If we take the simple SSG circuit that has a pot and resistor in series with the 

trigger coil/base and emitter of the transistor. The depicted series connection go's- 

emitter,trigger coil,pot,100 ohm resistor ,base. Would it matter if it went-emitter,100ohm 

resistor,pot,trigger coil,base ?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3981 on: June 27, 2015, 06:52:41 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 05:54:12 AM 

 

As a Can of Worms opens here on this thread, we get some ideas why I have held back 

showing my work! 



 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

What can of worm's EMJ?. 

What i have seen is some here telling me and others how my device works 

There have been claim's that current from coil B flows through coil A-->it dose not. 

Coil B is not shorted-->yes it is. 

The coil's are partnered-->no there not. 

 

Current is flowing from coil B-->very little. Not even enough to light a 1/2 watt bulb. 

The resistor go's to the gate of the mosfet,and thus is fed current from the cap--> really 

<--an assumption base on what you see in the schematic. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3984 on: June 27, 2015, 08:25:27 AM » 

 Quote  

OK-confusion here  

 

PW wanted to see a scope shot using AC coupling. 

So i switched to AC coupling while taking some scope shots across the 1ohm CVR. 

The results are below-->why when i switch to AC coupling on the scope do the traces drop to 

0 volt's?,but on DC coupling,the traces read correct-second scope shot. 



 

 AC coupling.JPG (25.66 kB, 480x234 - viewed 234 times.) 

 

 DC coupling.JPG (23.62 kB, 480x234 - viewed 247 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3987 on: June 27, 2015, 08:54:49 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 27, 2015, 08:39:52 AM 



 

 

What I wanted to see though was AC coupling with the vertical sensitivity increased 

sufficiently to make the noise on the in/out rails visible when the decoupling caps are in 

place.   

 

 

 

PW  

 

Quote 

Surely you jest...  Of course the traces drifted back to zero in AC coupling... 

 

Nope-one forgot to turn up the vertical sensitivity  

Junior scope operator here  

Quote 

Your previously posted scope shots are interesting.   

Do those input current peaks that run off the top of the screen go much higher

?  (Could've moved the Vposition down a bit) 

 

No,they stop right at the top of the screen,which is why i didnt drop it down a division . 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3988 on: June 27, 2015, 09:25:04 AM » 

 Quote  

OK,to get any sort of a mess on AC,i had to switch my V/divisions down as low as they can 

go on my scope-2mV P/D 

 



Yellow trace across P/in wires--> voltage 

Blue trace across amp meter-->current 

First scope shot without load on output. 

Second scope shot with load on output. 

Third scope shot showing scope not hooked to anything-->probes lying on bench. 

 

 AC coupling scope shots.JPG (98.97 kB, 522x713 - viewed 207 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3991 on: June 27, 2015, 10:43:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 27, 2015, 10:12:42 AM 

Tinman, 

 

That's what I wanted to see.  Thanks. 

 

PW 

 

OK,this is good. 

 

So tomorrow i will carry out the test that Mark has posted above. I will also scope across the 

output using AC coupling when carrying out the V and A test on the output. 

I will also get a reading off my lux meter,and we then can place a DC current across the 

same globe,and wind up the power until the lux meter reads the same light output. We 

should end up with the same power value that we had from the RT unit. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3994 on: June 27, 2015, 11:15:03 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 11:00:29 AM 

Has Tinman not already done this? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

Yes,but without the small clamping caps in the system. 

While doing all these scope shots and measurements today,the small caps do very little. With 

or without them,my DMM's read the same. As i have stated many times,my DMM's do a very 

good job at averaging out messy signals. But we do as we are asked,and by following advice 

by those that know more than me,only helps to set things in stone. 

 

Should have the video up by noon tomorrow-my time. But now my wife and i are off to a 

21st-->yah ,40 drunken miniboppers to put up with. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #3998 on: June 27, 2015, 12:10:11 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 11:52:38 AM 

 

 But he seems to agree the basic underlying principals are the same? Tinman? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

OK-the truth? 

I have no idea what to believe in any more. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4007 on: June 28, 2015, 02:45:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 27, 2015, 11:54:12 PM 

Chet, maybe You could  Tinman, do something useful for those that can work without all 

the Limitations of the World on them! Open to real things that are possible when ones 

mind is not closed! 

 

Tinman, ,  

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

need a new Rigol 

 

No 

Quote 

new FG, 

 

No 

 

   

Quote 

new Car? 

 

And no. 

No patent's 

No investor's 

Not going down that path. 



Quote 

crowd fund 

 

Maybe,in the form of !basic! kit's. Looking into this type of thing ATM with others-->if all 

turns out well. 

Need to keep the noise level low,and this probably wasnt the place to do that. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4013 on: June 28, 2015, 03:22:06 AM » 

 Quote  

You two should get married-or a room-or something like that.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4019 on: June 28, 2015, 03:42:24 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 28, 2015, 03:24:34 AM 



Yes, we're buddies at heart! 

 

How did the Party Go Tinman? 

 

Feeling all new and refreshed now? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

All im going to say is-the young girls(20-30) dont wear very much these day's. 

And sleep would be really great right about now. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4020 on: June 28, 2015, 03:43:35 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Jimboot on June 28, 2015, 03:33:03 AM 

All the best and thanks for sharing what you have so far Brad. Whatever the outcome I 

love the way your operate. 

 

Thanks Jim 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4022 on: June 28, 2015, 04:22:29 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 28, 2015, 03:45:16 AM 

Chris, I forgot about this: 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zqFOIOTYt-

4&list=PLml9VdOeqKa8F1PebS_EX7AX2aA_ZZtb9 

The highest performance pulse motor architecture you will find

 complements of yours truly. 

 

Not even close lol. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=67R5ksfFF14 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4030 on: June 28, 2015, 05:39:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on June 28, 2015, 04:42:14 AM 

Sigh. Go ahead and skip forward to MHOP #11 then. 

 

OK,so i watched MHOP 11 

What was i suppose to see that was any different to that of most other pulse motor's. 

I did see that you were using a lot of power-101mA @ 25v. 

2 1/2 watts is a lot for a pulse motor. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4031 on: June 28, 2015, 05:45:07 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 28, 2015, 05:13:11 AM 

I mean what I say.  What I mean by "performance" is self-evident if you have the 

knowledge under your belt.    I am not going to define it but those in the know will 

understand. 

 

 

Quote 

Then I also use the term "architecture" which also implies a certain scope to the 

meaning. 

 

Like lots of unnecessary flash gizmo's ?. 

Quote 

What are you talking about?  You probably know that I have stated many times that 

saying, "my motor is very efficient" is meaningless. 

 

Words that have meaning are not meaningless. 

Looking at TK's video MHOP 11,it would seem that that is very inefficient. I am lost as to 

where you are seeing the wonder in that circuit?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4034 on: June 28, 2015, 09:48:45 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 28, 2015, 06:00:12 AM 

I don't know what "very inefficient" means. 

Inefficient: not capable of producing desired results without wasting  

materials, time, or energy. 

 

Very-an adverb meaning "in a high degree" or "extremely 

 

very inefficient= extremely inefficient. 

 

See-not hard to work out MH. It's even in some of those books you keep telling me to read. 

 

 

2.5 watts to light a neon is not so efficient. 

So i have to ask again-what is it we are suppose to be seeing here?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4046 on: June 28, 2015, 12:15:11 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on June 28, 2015, 10:36:30 AM 



For starters, this thread sort of has a rhythm where it flips back and forth between your 

serious testing with MarkE and Picowatt and other semi-related or unrelated 

discussions.  When you get back into it with the two of them I would suggest that all 

secondary discussions stop so you can focus on what you are really here for. 

 

Moving on, Tinman I am going to say that you have been at this stuff for at least four 

years.  For Chris it's at least 15 years.  I am going to push you and not baby or hand-

hold you.  Call it sink or swim if you want to. 

 

I _still_ don't know what "very inefficient" means.  So if one or both of you are 

dumbfounded and don't know what to say, then let's just forget about the whole 

thing.  But in _my_ book, at this point you damn well should know what to say.  This is a 

no-BS zone and the challenge for both of you is to not BS. 

 

MileHigh 

 

Ok MH.i will leave it at that,but my question was legit (what are we looking at that is so 

wonderful) 

2.5 watts to light a neon,and spin a small rotor??? ,when we can do that for under 100mW 

easy. So yes,i am lost as to why you think that circuit is so great. 

 

Anyway,the video is almost loaded-->after all the crap that i had to get done today around 

the home. life cant just stop because we !think! we may have something great-->in fact,it is 

becoming quite a head ache,and i have a feeling it will get worse before it gets better. 

 

Anyway,such is life. 

12 minutes to go,and i will post the video. Then we will have to work out what we are missing 

here. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4047 on: June 28, 2015, 12:17:50 PM » 



 Quote  

While we wait,below is the AC coupling scope shot across the output cap-as you will see in 

the video. 

 

 Output Ac coupling1.JPG (31.74 kB, 480x234 - viewed 195 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4049 on: June 28, 2015, 12:29:00 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on June 28, 2015, 06:05:07 AM 

 

Dead Right Tinman - These Goons seem to like wasting Power for Useless Junk! Its what 

they are good at! All they are good at! That's why they need fancy expensive equipment! 

To measure the waste! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

EMJ 



It is not that MH is a goon,and TK is very good at what he dose. But when MH insists that all 

videos must be presented with data,but cannot answer a simple question about presented 

device(what is it we are looking at that is so wonderful),then that seems a little two faced to 

me. Demands are made,but no information given on his behalf. What i see is a neon being 

lit,and a rotor spining,by a circuit that requires 2.5 watts of power-->but it is suppose to be 

Quote:The highest performance pulse motor architecture you will find complements of yours 

truly.  

 

Still say it is very inefficient  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4050 on: June 28, 2015, 12:34:47 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Jimboot on June 28, 2015, 12:19:39 PM 

 

It's like waiting for the afl grand final to start  

 

Now there is a waste of air time. 

 

Roll on bathurst  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4052 on: June 28, 2015, 12:45:47 PM » 

 Quote  

Here is the next test video. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=paJbNcmJCac 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4055 on: June 28, 2015, 01:49:49 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: hoptoad on June 28, 2015, 01:45:08 PM 

 

Great work tinman. Just curious,  

 

 

People insist on looping to prove OU, but positive feedback loops are not always 

beneficial, often due to mis-phasing and impedance mismatching. 

 

 

However, a linear throughput to a secondary battery with a greater current than the 

supply current would be just as astounding 

and just as practical to put to good use. 

 

 

In almost every OU claim with batteries, it is the charging current which always falls 

short. High output voltages are easy to achieve 

but current is always lacking, and always less than the supply at the necessary voltage 



for charging, with eventual drain down of 

both supply and charging batteries, even when swapped over continually. 

 

 

If you can loop this device - great, but If you can't, but can still charge a second battery 

at a greater CURRENT rate than the supply current, then you've still got me hooked, line 

and sinker. 

 

 

KneeDeep 

 

Quote 

have you tried putting your output via a diode or bridge to a second battery to see if you 

can 

charge it with a greater current than the supply battery current ? 

 

One would think that with all the pulse motors i have built that charge one battery while 

running from another-this would have been one of the first things i would have done --

>but i never gave it a thought. 

Im heading back out to the workshop now lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4061 on: June 28, 2015, 03:39:44 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: lasersaber on June 28, 2015, 02:48:10 PM 

 

TinMan, 

 

 



What is the no load voltage output?  I see that it is around 9V loaded but I am curious 

what it is without a load.  If you already stated it in one of the videos, I must of have 

missed it.  I have not even tried to look for it in this thread, because it has become really 

cluttered.  Are you discussing this somewhere else on any other forums or threads?  It is 

rather time consuming to filter through all the personal stuff that is going on in this 

thread.   By the way, I thought your window pulse motor was awesome!  I had never 

seen that build before.  Very nice work. 

 

Without a load,coil A will lift the voltage in a cap to over 130 volts,but with coil B in operation 

the mosfet will blow at around 45-50 volts,as it is triggered by the reverse voltage of coil A. 

Quote 

By the way, I thought your window pulse motor was awesome!  I had never seen that 

build before.  Very nice work. 

 

Yes,built that one a couple of years back now. It was when myself and a youtube member by 

the name of DadHav were seeing how efficient we could get them to run. But John's builds 

were far better than mine-->i have never seen any other window motor built to his 

standards. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4063 on: June 28, 2015, 03:47:18 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on June 28, 2015, 02:54:04 PM 

Brad, 

 

As I mentioned at OUR, trying to charge even a different 12V battery isn't going to work, 

because your output is only about 10V. If you try charging a 6V battery, then it may 

work. 



 

However, I think the best solution would be to buy that boost DC to DC converter (or 

something similar) so that you can not only charge the 12V run battery, but adjust the 

charging voltage, effectively allowing you to change your load for optimal power 

transfer. 

 

No,as i stated at OUR,the output voltage can exceed 12 volts easy,but the current drop is not 

linear when the voltage is raised.If we raise the voltage by say 1 point,we loose 2 points in 

current. 

I think the DC to DC converter will work-->if we can keep the front end resistance between 5 

and 9 ohms at around 10 to 13 volts input. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4065 on: June 28, 2015, 03:55:25 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on June 28, 2015, 03:17:11 PM 

.99, 

 

It would be interesting to see what Tinman's in/out measurements look like with a few 

different loads on the output.  So far, we have seen the one lamp that works out to a 6R 

or so load.  I wonder what the in/out numbers look like with two or three lamps in series 

on his output. 

 

His motor, when loaded, appears to be around 16R. 

 

 

 

I suggested using a couple diodes, one from Batt+ to motor in, and another from output 

cap+ to motor in, to see if the output can pick up any of the input load as the load on 



the output is decreased (thereby allowing the output V to rise).  But before doing so, I 

would want to see the results of in/out measurements at various output loads (and 

again, only if the Batt- and output cap- can be tied together) 

  

Always great to hear from you... 

 

PW 

 

Quote 

Also, in his first video, Tinman had the battery minus and output cap minus tied together 

thru his scope probe grounds with apparently no ill effect on the operation of the 

device.  Being able to intentionally connect those two points together would eliminate 

the need for an isolated converter, if a converter is indeed required, and allow direct out 

to in looping tests. 

 

Ok,how can i explain this so as it makes sense as to why you cant hook the positive of the 

output to the positive of the input. 

 

Build your self an SSG pulse motor-the simple school girl circuit setup. 

Now,in stead of connecting the positive of the run battery to the negative of the charge 

battery,hook the negative of the run battery to the negative of the charge battery,and then 

try and hook your positive output to the positive of the charge battery,and see what happens. 

 

There is no problem linking the negative on the input with the negative on the output,but you 

simply cannot hook the positive of the output to the source positive. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4094 on: June 29, 2015, 01:28:09 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: poynt99 on June 28, 2015, 08:10:24 PM 

Aside from one or two individuals we all know of, one would have to try pretty hard to 

screw up an input power measurement involving a DC supply. In 2011 I clearly outlined 

how to do it (see pages 33-34, 39-41 in the document) with one DMM on a noisy high 

frequency switching circuit. 

 

The real challenge is and always has been output power measurements. 

 

So far I can not find any fault in Brad's measurements, and I am cautiously optimistic 

they are correct. However, I would only gain 100% confidence in the actual 

measurements unless I performed them myself (after examining the setup of course  

to ensure no funny business

 and no ooops's).  

 

Are you serious Poynt?. 

 

I knew this was coming,but i didnt think it would come from you after knowing me for some 

period of time,and what i am about. The measurements are looking solid,but still yet to be 

100% confirmed,and it has started already-->and from you of all people. This is something i 

would expect from people like MH,who believe in nothing more than what there dusty old 

books tell them. But to come from some one who believes the TPU is a possibility,and should 

know me by now,is not really what i wanted to see at this point in time. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4182 on: July 03, 2015, 12:57:00 PM » 

 Quote  

Well that was fun.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4186 on: July 04, 2015, 02:56:19 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: shylo on July 04, 2015, 12:52:49 AM 

What is RT, And What was fun? 

Is this some kind of delay tatic? 

Keep em guessing? 

I'm starting to wonder about these forums. 

artv 

 

I was being sarcastic when i said !that was fun! shylo. 

In fact,it was a week that will change the way i go about things from now on. 

 

As far as delay tactic's go-->i made it very clear right from the start that everything i posted 

was for measurements only,and i would not be disclosing the device as a whole.<--And that 

is now set in concrete. I have provided what i have,and that is all there is. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4473 on: July 16, 2015, 01:31:15 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: Farmhand on July 16, 2015, 10:03:51 AM 

 

 

.. 

I see that you(among others that i considered friends) attack that which they do not 

understand-->even though through your own experiments you failed to see that you solved 

half the operating principle-->post 4455. 

Quote 

I can see multiple ways that a setup like this could be arranged to achieve the effect by 

deceit. 

 

So can i,but to what advantage would that be to me?. 

 

   

Quote 

Even by mistake. 

 

There was no mistake's. 

Quote 

If I remember correctly the vacuum cleaner motors I've messed with that look like 

Tinmans motor all required that I cut the field coils series connections to the brushes. 

The standard motors have the field coils hard wired in series with the brushes, I had to 

cut the coils connections to the brushes then fit wire extensions and terminals to 

the field coils and secure that. 

 

As did i,and was clearly explained in the video's. 

Quote 

When I completely disconnect the field coils and run the motor from just the brushes the 

field coils are capable of producing very little power, I am confident that there is a 

mistake of some kind. 

 

The mistake is that you have not installed all the required components for the field coils to 

opperate as they did in my setup. 

Quote 

Shorting the field coils with a diode does improve the efficiency over just powering the 

brushes with no shorting but there is no comparison to the motor running in the 

standard configuration. 



 

Incorrect. 

You are only looking at the electrical efficiency,and fail to look at the mechanical efficiency 

increase-->which i have shown in many other video's(that are still up).In my early RT 

video's,i showed the RT with an efficiency of over 60% to that of an !off the shelf! motor. 

Quote 

Considering the claims of MIB's and stuff I'm calling bunk on the demo's. 

 

MIB-->just another misdirected, misunderstood,and hyped up situation. 

So you are calling my device bunk because you cannot achieve a successful replication?. 

Quote 

There is no reason to believe the drawings reflect the device demonstrated. 

 

The drawing show measurement points only-->not sure how many more times i have to 

explain this???. 

Quote 

So for me there is only a magic show performed, I've seen better magic shows. 

 

Sure you have-->at school mostly i would bet. Show us your magic FarmHand,and then tear 

down the motor,and show me all the unlisted components that were in my setup. 

 

Was i going to disclose the device as a whole-->no,and i made that very clear from the start. 

Am i going to disclose the device as a whole-->not ATM 

Can i disclose the device as a whole-->not ATM-->and not by choice. 

 

So lets get a few things straight here. 

I have always said that this MIB thing was crap-most here will know that. But there are 

!powers that be! that can exercise lawful actions that you must abide by-like it or not. 

 

MIB-->No gun's,no death threats,and no missing persons,but never the less-a strong hand of 

cards. 

 

So please dont judge me on your own inability to achieve what i have-->which in the end, 

got me no where anyway. 

It is so very strange to see those who you considered friends turn against you,and those that 

you thought of as adversaries,are actually those that back you up,and trust in you. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4477 on: July 16, 2015, 02:04:12 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on July 16, 2015, 01:51:33 PM 

 

 

  

 

Quote 

Well, as we all know by now the "suppressed" videos have been copied and reposted 

(No, not by me!). 

 

 

And who is Brad power?-Not much !I! can do about that. 

 

   

Quote 

Now, if the "secret circuit" should leak out somehow, there's nothing anyone could to to 

TinMan, it's not his responsibility to police the entire internet. 

 

 

As there is only one other person that has the full build schematic,and that some one is very 

trustworthy,then i doubt that the build details will be disclosed ATPIT. 

Quote 

Not really so strange... that's what happens when you only share parts of the whole 

story, and different parts to different people. And on an "open source" website, to boot. 

 

And yet i made it very clear right from the start that i would NOT be disclosing the circuit as a 

whole,but was prepared to carry out the measurements the way MarkE and PW wanted me 

to-which i did. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4478 on: July 16, 2015, 02:06:00 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: penno64 on July 16, 2015, 01:53:44 PM 

Brad, 

 

You have solved both - 

 

The lockridge and 

The QEG 

 

What people are missing is  

 

Brush tension and 

the importance of the 1st capacitor. 

 

goodonyamate, go the aussies 

 

Regards, Penno 

 

QEG-No 

Lockridge device-Maybe,but i do not know the full details about that device,so hard to say on 

that one. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4495 on: July 16, 2015, 04:02:42 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on July 16, 2015, 02:51:57 PM 

Could you hypothesize for posterity an answer to the following question: 

Would "powers that be" do anything to you if you publicly disclosed all details of your 

device before they got to you? 

 

I have no way of knowing that verpies. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4503 on: July 16, 2015, 04:57:43 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on July 16, 2015, 04:25:24 PM 

 

 

They have designed the trap well, no? 

 

Luc 

 

Quote 

Thanks for sharing this truth TK 



 

Unfortunately it is a misguided truth that is not a truth at all. We already have free energy 

devices in the way of solar panels. So if a free energy device was going to save all the 

starving children in Africa,then why dont they have the !already available!free energy devices 

saving there live's?.Why are solar panels not pumping there fresh water,providing them with 

food,electricity,and the likes?. 

Quote 

I believe and have always been working towards this goal and thought that TinMan was 

also!... so I was surprised to see him going another direction which once again has failed 

to change the global slave situation. 

 

And what direction should i have gone in Luc?. 

It was my understanding that the first thing that should be done,is a correct measuring 

protocol to confirm the results of such a device-which is what i did. The complete schematic 

was concealed so as we didnt get another situation such as the teslatronics debarkle,or some 

one placing a patent on the device,and stopping development. But it would seem that when 

measurements become too correct,and start to show what some deem !not for public 

disclosure!,then the brakes are applied. 

 

It is odd that TK should say such things as!i have an obligation! to disclose,when i remember 

one of his post from way back that stuck in my head,and it went something like this-->if i 

had a free energy device,you wouldnt see me for dust-i would be going after the big buck's. 

 He probably wont remember saying this,but it is buried here some where in the forum 

amongst his 12000 odd post. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4522 on: July 17, 2015, 01:26:50 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: Vortex1 on July 16, 2015, 09:39:22 PM 

From MarkE 

True, that would  usually be  reserved for the benefactors of society. The "Gollum Effect" 

trumps conscience. Now that we know there are no rules, we can all play a bit more 

freely. 

 

Ra! Ra! "All for one and one for all (and every man for himself!) 

 

This will all die away except that Tinman may become the urban legend he always 

dreamed of becoming, maybe even sell a book under a pen name " The Tinman Motor 

Mystery" $29.99. and reap some real free energy like Bhoudini, Lindy Mann, Beardo etc. 

They will probably endorse the book and sell it on the "Free Energy Circus" err circuit 

with their own works. 

 

Tomorrow a new Tinman, or Romero etc. will be on the scene doing much the same, 

playing a slight variation on the same old M.O. 

 

The game goes on. ho hum 

 

Like i said some post back-it is sad to see those that you !thought! were friends,belittle you 

for no other reason than there inability to understand something that really is quite simple. 

Then to place that person in the league of people you know he despises(Bhoudini, Lindy 

Mann, Beardo etc) is just rubbing salt into the wound. 

So the TPU is real regardless of any measurements being carried out on it as i did with the 

RT?,but the RT is a fake because accurate measurements were carried out,and showed a gain 

in power-->this sounds more like the Bhoudini camp's way of thinking to me. Once again it 

would seem it is easier to attack that which you dont understand. 

 

So im going to make big bucks from my RT?-that is why i pulled the plug?. So why am i just 

about to head off to my dead end job for another 9 hours,that pays just enough to get 

through the week?. Why am i not off to a meeting with the wealthy investors to organize my 

first million being put into my bank account?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4560 on: July 17, 2015, 01:03:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on July 17, 2015, 02:18:34 AM 

Well we can all test the waters by posting fake OU videos  or even fake replications of 

Tinmans device and report back to see who gets a visit. 

 

My guess: nobody will get a visit. You are right void, there are countless videos claiming 

OU performance also trying to sell the devices, and the posters don't even a slap on the 

wrist from the better business bureau. 

 I doubt the gov will get upset about a device that can almost light a night light. Talk 

tens of kW and you might get a nod. 

There is another more logical explanation, it's all in the history of this thread starting around 

240 if you know how to skillfully read between the lines. 

 

 

Dont make them do any hard work ION,just do it for them,that is what some here want-all 

the hard work done for them. 

 

So many people here with the knickers in a twist because i cannot disclose the device as a 

whole. 

The thing is(that some here just DONT get),i was never going to be disclosing the device as a 

whole in the first place. 

Quote 

Post 3664 

Quote 1 : But here your damed if ya do,and damed if ya dont. 

So i post a video here showing what i have,and it show's a COP>+ --> then what?  

Yes-all the crap starts (as it has so many times before). 

 

Bang-right on cue. 

Quote 

Quote 2 : So rather than post all the details here MH,and have others profit from my 

hard work(as we seen in the case of SEC exciter being pilfered by teslatronix) How about 

i just post a video of the device running,and show how i am calculating my P/in and 

P/out-->would that be acceptable?.  

From there you can pick it apart as much as you like. 



 

So i made it very clear before anything was presented,that i would be carrying out 

measurements only,and the device would NOT be disclosed as a whole. 

This was agreed upon,and i presented and carried out the test as MarkE and PW requested 

they be done. 

Quote 

Post 3665-quote MarkE: 

It sounds fine to me. 

 

Quote 

Post 3697 Quote MarkE : Tinman wants to keep that part proprietary and I have no 

objection. 

 

So it would seem that some knew and agreed upon the terms of the testing,but others just 

dont get it. 

 

The device was to be investigated at !!another place!! ,but now i am glad it didnt go to far,as 

it would seem that some (even in that group) are happy to throw you aside,and ridicule you if 

you dont deliver. So it would seem that you are only valuable if you have something they 

want-->if not,your not worth anything at all. 

 

Then there is the half ass hack's here that seem to know what happened,and why my video's 

were removed.They use there psychic powers,and put forth the truth as they see it,without 

really having any idea as to what happened,and why it happened. These are the people that 

have it all worked out,the ones with all the answers-->but also the ones who have nothing to 

show,nor any proof what so ever that what they say is the truth. 

 

Then there are those that keep digging in the hope that you will post every detail just to 

prove them wrong-->sorry guy's,you can throw all the shit you like at me,but it wont work. 

You may all believe what you want to believe,and you may also continue to believe in your 

own disillusioned theories as to what went down. I know what happened,and to me that is all 

that matters. 

 

 

All that aside-->will anyone be entering the pulse motor build off this year?-->if Russ hold's 

one . 

Should be fun. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4564 on: July 17, 2015, 03:04:23 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on July 17, 2015, 02:32:40 PM 

And I know that, in spite of the measurements, that your device does not actually put 

out more power than it takes in from the power supply you have shown. And to me that 

is all that matters.  

 

It would be almost trivial for you to prove me wrong... just daisy-chain a few units 

together, each one running from only the power supplied by the previous one in the 

chain, with the "excess" power running some small loads at each stage. Use the 

mechanical power output of the several motors running to drive a small generator that 

can provide enough power to run the first unit in the chain so that it can be disconnected 

from its startup power supply. Do the work and post the video anonymously, that's not 

hard to do. Or communicate privately with someone who cannot be reached by the 

people who frightened you into folding up, and let that person do it.  

 

But we know already that you won't be doing any of those simple things, don't we.  

 

I'm sorry if I seem hostile to you, but really, I am getting tired of all this BS. "Look, I 

have an OU device right here on my workbench, but I can't show it to you or prove it 

properly because of threats, etc. yet I am happy to keep on posting and discussing why I 

cannot discuss it." Right. 

 

Of course i can talk and post as i wish-there was no gag order,or threats of any kind. I was 

simply asked to abide by some rules !nicely! ,and as long as i do,then i may post what i like. 

There is really no need to carry out this piggyback experiment of yours TK,it's nothing more 

than a waste of time,money and equipment. So many people think that everything has to be 

difficult,when in fact it is much simpler than that. A solid state version would be good too-no 

noise to put up with. If only Tom had shown how he really had the PM's and coils 

arranged,then i think many more people would have been much happier with the outcome. If 



only they had tried shearing the magnetic field in stead of pushing against it. 

 

I once seen a video on here or on OUR(i think it was either Luc or Steve Jones that posted it) 

that showed just how little power it takes to neutralize a PM's magnetic field. Then there was 

FarmHand that on this very thread stated just how a small amount of power could be added 

to the field windings of this type of motor to reduce the needed power by a factor of nearly 

10x,and yet gain torque from the output. It really is not my fault that you guys cannot piece 

together all these things,and make a working device.  

 

TK 

If you spent less time trying to debunk everything,and more time putting all the pieces 

together,then you would be one of a few who would succeed. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4568 on: July 17, 2015, 04:06:21 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on July 17, 2015, 03:38:33 PM 

Tinman: 

 

Let me set the record straight. I think you are a very innovative fellow, you come up 

with ideas that are well outside the box, I would have hired a guy like you anytime to 

work in my lab (Back when I was R&D director). I think you are capable of landing a 

good paying job in an electrical shop or as an electronic technician/inventor. I hope you 

do get a more enjoyable job where your various skills can be used to the fullest. You and 

I are alike in many ways, I also like to roll up my sleeves and not afraid to get my hands 

dirty when an idea hits. 

 

Am I disappointed that you chose not to share in full your discovery? yes, but as you 

said, that was your stance from the outset so no blame, and I apologize if I was a little 



rough on you. As you also said, only you know the truth of the matter, the rest are just 

guesses and opinions. Best of luck in whatever adventure finds you. I wish you well. 

 

Thank you Vortex1 

 

My job is not so !dead end!,as today i got to install the new radar system in the bosses 52ft 

boat-that was nice for a change. And all is not lost yet in regards to the other matter,but it 

will just have to be done in a way that i am permitted to do it in. People are going to have to 

think for them self a little here. So i will once again redo my RT tests from the 

beginning(where i started),and now with better measuring skills to boot,and see if people 

start to understand as to how magnetic fields really act within the systems under certain 

conditions. Looks like the weather is going to be really crappy over the weekend,so it will be 

a good time to be indoors anyway. First thing i will have to do is unpack all my gear,and set 

it all back up,but the workshop needed a good cleanout anyway. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4569 on: July 17, 2015, 04:18:07 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on July 17, 2015, 03:59:12 PM 

Could this be the video you're thinking of? 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=i91F5VQD4JM 

 

It's interesting, I have a note to myself from over a month ago (before you tests) to 

retest this with bucking fields. 

 

Luc 

 

Yes Luc,that is it. 



Thank you for posting that. 13mJ to neutralize/change the path of the magnetic field of those 

neo's. 

Did you recapture the inductive kickback energy from those two coil's,or was that just 

dissipated elsewhere ?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4573 on: July 17, 2015, 04:46:50 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on July 17, 2015, 04:33:26 PM 

No, the flyback was wasted and could of been re-collected. 

Without redoing the test, it would be safe to say that 50% of the Joule energy could be 

re-collected from flyback. 

 

From my experience for best coil flyback collection is if the coil has less DC resistance as 

possible. I have had as much as 85% flyback energy re-collection. 

 

Make you think no? 

 

Thanks for sharing 

 

Luc 

 

yes,it would be a safe bet that you could recover 50% of the input energy from the inductive 

kickback. that would now bring your energy cost down to around 6.5mJ. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4574 on: July 17, 2015, 05:02:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on July 17, 2015, 04:39:27 PM 

Maybe I'll pull out my Mostly Magnet Motor Super build and use the coils and super Neo's 

since the coils have super low DC resistance and do some new flyback tests. 

 

Added: If you have any recommendations I'm all ears 

 

Luc 

 

Do you know of the MEG setup of Tom Beardon's? 

We know that the magnetic field is removed from that laminated block on the bottom of your 

setup,and long enough that the laminated steel block can escape the hold of that magnetic 

field. What if there was a coil wrapped around the center of that laminated block?. The 

magnetic field would be first removed from that laminated block/coil combo,and if the block 

could only drop say 5mm,when the current flow to the 2 coils is disconnected,the laminated 

block/coil combo would be attracted back to the laminated H core by the magnetic field,and 

once again current would flow through the laminated block coil.  

 

So current is sent to the two coils on the H block setup,the magnetic field stop's flowing 

through the laminated block/coil combo,and current now flows through that coil. Current 

stops flowing through the two coils on the H block,and the magnetic field pulls the steel 

laminated block/coil combo back to the H block laminated core,and once again current flows 

through the coil on the laminated block. You now have an AC current flowing through that coil 

on the laminated block over each cycle of the H block. You now rectify this AC current 

flow,and catch it in a cap. You need only 8mJ to achieve  COP>+ once you can recapture that 

50% of energy via the inductive kickback from the two coils on the H core. This is of course 

in regards to your posted video above. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4584 on: July 17, 2015, 06:33:14 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Void on July 17, 2015, 05:08:30 PM 

Hi Tinman. If you are not under any restrictions on what you can say, then why not 

simply explain what happened,  

and clear things up? Why all the mystery? Can't blame anyone for being very skeptical if 

you don't explain  

here, as it does seem quite unlikely that anyone would be warned by the government or 

whatever just  

because they posted a few videos showing some odd measurement results. It appears 

usually people have to  

have pretty much a self running 'free energy' device/machine and be very public about 

showing it such as going on the local news  

or demonstrating at public events and that sort of thing before a government or whoever 

might step in. This itself is just  

based on hearsay of what some other free energy inventors have claimed. It would be 

really helpful to everyone here  

if you explained more about what you have been hinting at in a few posts. If you are not 

under any gag order as you say, then  

explaining what happened shouldn't be a problem, right?  

 

Regarding some people jumping all over you because you don't want to reveal more 

details about your RT,  

IMO it's totally up to you what details you want to reveal about how your setup works, 

and it is totally up  

to you to decide what testing you will do, or what test results you will share. The crazy 

thing about this forum  

and others is I see people jumping all over each other or otherwise often being quite 

rude and nasty with many  

other people here, and then they actually expect that if someone figures out how to get 

COP > 1 that this person should   

share it with everybody here.    I don't know if you really have COP > 1, but your 

measurements that you  



showed in your videos looked OK anyway just based on what can be seen. Since we 

don't know everything that is going on  

behind the scenes in your setup, there is no way for anyone to know for sure if there is 

not some simple explanation for the mesaurement results.  

 

All the best... 

 

No,i cant give you an accurate account of what took place,as what has happened here is that 

many feel that what they saw in the 3 video's was all that was shown.There was more that 

went on that was not posted here,and i believe a combination of events took place all at one 

time which involved another person-->that is about as much as i can say ATM,as it is a little 

unclear as to what happened on the other end,as the Email address that has been used for 

many years now seems to be an invalid address for some reason,and i am unable to contact 

the second party ATM. 

Quote 

Regarding some people jumping all over you because you don't want to reveal more 

details about your RT, 

 

As i stated before i posted anything,i would not be disclosing the device as a whole,and this 

was agreed upon by those who set the test parameters. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4586 on: July 17, 2015, 06:47:55 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 17, 2015, 06:33:00 PM 

LOL, well if you think the failure to falsify CoE over hundreds of years makes acceptance 

of CoE blind faith, then you are welcome to hold such an idea no matter how blatantly it 

ignores reality.Yes the video is interesting.  Interesting YT videos do not rise to 



falsification of First Principles.TK does:  The millions of times that every single attempt to 

falsify CoE have failed constitutes extremely strong evidence that CoE cannot be 

falsified.  That is why it is expressed as a law.  It remains a law until someone 

successfully falsifies it. You admit the evidence so far with tinman's demonstrations is 

inconclusive.LOL, it boggles my mind every time someone dismisses First 

Principles.  There is no kind way to describe the kind of willfull idiocy one needs to 

engage in to set aside the monumental evidence that supports First Principles and 

declare them some sort of dogma.  

 

They are not laws Mark,they are theories based around known effects and outcomes so far. It 

is much like the magnetic field. We build devices that work around or via way of magnetic 

fields,and then we come up with theories based around those working principles that 

describes the magnetic field. This dose not mean that the description is correct,it only means 

that it fits in with what we know-so that will do until we know more.My wife has no idea how 

the ICE in her car moves that car-she just knows that it dose,and that is good enough for 

her. She dosnt need to know any more than that in order for her car to take her to the stores 

and back each day. 

 

The reason they are theories and not laws is to give room for change,or adding those 

variables as they do quite often when something new is discovered. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4588 on: July 17, 2015, 06:54:27 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on July 17, 2015, 05:59:07 PM 

Tinman, 

 

 

It is a shame that the measurements being performed were curtailed so abruptly. 



 

PW 

 

Quote 

Would it be possible for you to continue discussing, performing, and posting 

measurements of your device as only a "black box"?   

 

That is, consider covering everything up with access/visibility to only the input/output 

wires and the switch. 

 

Are you serious PW?. I did my best to keep everything out in the open,so as everyone could 

see and trace the P/in and P/out wires,and still there are many accusing me of posting fake 

video's. 

Now you want me to cover everything up,and shoot some more test video's showing only the 

wires from the battery in,and the wires from the unit out? Can you guess what will happen if i 

do this?. 

 

What i should have done was spent more money,and built the whole thing on a clear 

plexiglass sheet. But even then,i doubt that this would have swayed the non believers. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4717 on: July 19, 2015, 03:48:45 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 03:02:01 AM 

Since the 'technology' posted here is not OU and doesn't work(it has not been shown to 

work with either measurements or replication) then everything in the thread is pretty 

much a waste of time. 

 

There are a couple of brain dead trolls here who continue to stir the pot with ludicrous 



combinations of words that are intended to make them look knowledgeable but they only 

have the effect of showing that they are illiterate trolls. 

 

It would be nice if there was a good technical discussion of the OP topic but even after 

Mark E and TK proposed some tests and suggestions to tinman, nothing came of it but 

this all to familiar scheme of his being contacted and told to cease and desist. We are 

left to infer that this was TPB when in all likely hood, tinman's device simply splattered 

interference all over certain licensed frequency bands and the local regulators warned 

him off; ie stop doing that and get your experiment under control. 

This is not big oil, MiB or any other conspiracy nonsense. 

 

Quote 

To save face, tinman has led everyone to believe that there are other forces behind his 

failed experiment. 

 

To what !failed! experiment do you infer?. 

Do you have !failed! mixed up with !incomplete!(as far as some are concerned). 

 

I am beginning to wonder as to what fluids you have spilled?. 

I'm leaning toward a sore hand after the fluid expulsion. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4723 on: July 19, 2015, 04:25:34 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on July 18, 2015, 05:47:35 PM 

I think many may be misinterpreting what Mark is saying or wanting to convey. 

 

I believe the message he is trying to get across is that a voltage increase alone is 



somewhat meaningless without an accompanying current and time measurement, 

preferably simultaneously, as in 'instantaneous power measurements'. 

Which has more energy from the same energized coil, an inductive kickback spike through a 

1M load (high voltage output), or one through a 1 Ohm load (low voltage output)? 

 

More energy is dissipated over the 1Mohm load-and less over the coil. 

Less energy is dissipated over the 1ohm load-and more over the coil. 

The total energy dissipated by both the coil and load is the same in either case. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4726 on: July 19, 2015, 04:35:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 04:02:34 AM 

Then complete the damn thing and stop with all the classic suppression BS. If you want 

to be taken seriously then just own up to your mistakes instead of playing the martyr. 

Good lord you people are insufferable!

 

 

We are  

 

It is you that infers that what i am saying is BS,yet you have no idea as to what took place. 

And what makes you think that i have not completed the device -->another assumption on 

your behalf.  

 

I have never seen you on this forum before ,up until a few days ago. I dont know who you 

are,or where you came from. But here you are,mouthing off,calling me a lyre,and you want 

me to disclose the device and it's workings right before you LMAO. What are you? !!nuts!! Do 

you really think i would do something like that in front of people like your self?. 



  

Not a brass razoo chance in hell. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4737 on: July 19, 2015, 05:49:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 04:47:58 AM 

You are correct; I don't know you from a hole in the ground. But your escapades follow 

the time honoured tradition of so many previous fraudsters or folks who have deluded 

themselves into thinking they have broken the universal laws of conservation of energy. 

 

 No, I;m not calling you a 'lyre'( a musical instrument), rather I'm saying that you are 

not telling the truth. That would be calling you a 'liar' or fabricator of falsehoods. 

 

Please take some remedial reading and writing classes then follow them up with some 

first year electronics courses.  

Cut the crap, there is no conspiracy.  

If anything, to triggered a response from Air Sea Rescue 
 

, your grid supplier or the local powers that regulate radio transmissions. 

Fess up; nobody is buying the load of guano you are trying to sell. You can do that 

without disclosing so much as the number of turns on one of your coils. 

 

Maybe some remedial reading and writing classes would do you some good as well?. 

 

   

Quote 

Follow them up with some first year electronics courses. 

 

Ah,i see. You want me to stick to the limitations of !your! abilities and knowledge-->not that 



we have seen any of your abilities to date,other than your constant dribble. 

 

So your an exspurt? 

An ex being a !has been! 

And a spurt being a !drip under pressure! 

Quote 

You fail to back up claims and instead try hiding behind conspiracy crap. 

 

What claim's ? 

I only posted measurement data as requested. 

Im not hiding behind anything. What you have done is jump on the band wagon(probably 

just after spilling some more fluid),and have totally missed what was going to happen here. 

The deal was,i was to post measurements carried out as PW and MarkE requested-->best you 

go do some reading,and get a little education of your own. 

 

You consider your self a guru,when in fact you are only stale bread. You are one that will go 

no where in life,and you will never have anything of interest to offer-->all your information is 

already in the books that you insist must be adhered to. You are a !go no where! person,and 

that is all you will ever be. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4738 on: July 19, 2015, 06:00:39 AM » 

 Quote  

@ Luc 

And anyone else that is interested. 



 

 SOLID STATE V1a.JPG (28.25 kB, 657x506 - viewed 188 times.) 



 

 SOLID STATE PT2.JPG (24.92 kB, 624x469 - viewed 199 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4745 on: July 19, 2015, 06:48:04 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 06:04:08 AM 



Oops! I hit too close to home didn't I? No problem, I understand how the authorities can 

be when some one intrudes into frequency bands they are not licensed to use. Lesson 

learned or are you going to continue with the charade? 

 

 

 

Only people who know they are on shaky ground resort to name calling and vulgarities 

like you are doing; it says a lot about you and your credibility. 

 

And yet it was you that came in with guns blazing,calling me a liar.Your kind is well known in 

these forum's. First you start to insult people(without any knowledge of past tense),and then 

turn it all around to make them sound like the bad guy-->nice try,but epic fail. 

 

Post some of your work here,so as we may judge you as you have judged some of us. 

My guess is you wont,as you have nothing to show to back up your !big! words of wisdom. 

Quote 

I am no guru, no expert or authority but I have done enough of my own experiments( a 

couple of people here know of them) to be completely satisfied that OU is nothing more 

than a pipe dream of those who would delude themselves and any other gullible people 

willing to listen. 

 

Time to save face SF. 

Please re post the post where i stated that i have an OU device. 

Also note that your inadequate experiments are in no way any reference to what is possible 

and what is not. 

Quote 

OU is nothing more than a pipe dream of those who would delude themselves and any 

other gullible people willing to listen. 

 

Delusion lies within those that believe that we know all there is to know<--you are one of 

these people. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4751 on: July 19, 2015, 07:09:42 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 06:46:15 AM 

 

 

Quote 

To what end? There are already good generators with 95% efficiency or better. There 

are no generators capable of producing more output than is input and there never will be 

in this universe. 

 

Such a small mind-one that has a single line of thinking. 

ALL generators are 100% efficient-->your own laws of thermodynamics say this is true. Your 

tunnel vision is what sends people off in the wrong direction. You see only 1 energy output 

from a given input-->another epic fail on your behalf. 

Quote 

If this generator can produce output at 95% or better and at a lower cost of construction 

then it may be marketable and maybe even make tinman some coin. But first he will 

have to shield the unit so it doesn't  

broddcast

 in regulated frequency bands. 

 

Oh dear-another mishap. What is a broddcast?. Seems we both need some remedial 

reading/writing classes. Fancy having a stab at some ones writing skills when making the 

very same mistakes lol. 

That's broadcast by the way  

1.transmit (a programme or some information) by radio or television. 

2.scatter (seeds) by hand or machine rather than placing in drills or rows. 

  

noun 

a radio or television programme or transmission. 

  

adjective 

relating to radio or television programmes. 

  



adverb 

by scattering.  

 

And by the way. Could you also re post the post where i(yes,me) said anything about this 

broadcasting of radio waves. 

Once again,your inability to read has put you in another pickle. 

Your starting to make yourself look bad. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4757 on: July 19, 2015, 07:20:41 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 06:53:18 AM 

A laser beam is a moving E/M wavefront.  It seems it is you who need to dust off the 

books.See above.Given the thousands upon thousands of laser references you should 

not have any any problem locating references on the Transverse Electromagnetic Mode: 

TEM mode of laser propagation.That's right photons and not electrons.  And yet it is a 

propagating electromagnetic wave front.  And that is the point.Visible light and non-

visible E/M radiation from the sun is carried by photons dude.LOL, believe any kind of 

nonsense that you want.It certainly raises question as to why if someone has one that 

works that they have not made themselves fantastically rich and powerful with such a 

device.Got objective evidence?Got objective evidence?If you want to believe in sky 

people screwing with your life for their amusement and vanity, you are free to do 

so.  Are these sky people kind and loving, or are they vain, arbitrary, and hateful?  Do 

they pick favorites and tell those favorites that they are privileged to: cheat, , and 

murder their fellow humans?  Is your distrust of NASA due to manned and unmanned 

spacecraft alike not bumping into these sky people? 

 

Just a question Mark 



How is this electric flow continually maintained in order for the magnetic field to exist in the 

electromagnetic wave?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4765 on: July 19, 2015, 07:49:47 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 07:00:49 AM 

I never said you said your device was OU; what I did say is that OU is not possible. 

 

 

 

I am probably one of the last people that think they know everything so I'm not the 

deluded one here or anywhere. 

 

In closing there is only one thing to say; post up or shut up. Either way you will be 

shown for what you are; completely mistaken or an outright fraud. 

 

Quote 

This is the OverUNity forum so by extension when you post your device or ideas here 

they are automatically being put forward as OU. 

 

OOP'S-everyone hold on a minute here. 

Spilled Fluids would like EVERYONE here that has posted a device that is no OU to kindly 

remove said posts of said devices,as it is not in accordance of the forum name. 

Home page of the forum SF 

 

Welcome to OverUnity.com 

The International Open Source Free Energy  
Research



 Forum 

 

free energy  will change the world - free energy will stop all environmental pollution 

 

Free energy will help to heal the planet earth. 

In our disccusion forum www.overunity.com we talk about all kinds of free energy and 

alternative 

and renewable energy systems. 

The world will soon be very green without any pollution and any chemical fuel polutants 

with this new  technolgy. 

What Tesla has begun in the 19th and 20th century we will now bring to 

market in the 21th century. 

With permanent magnet motors and Solid State magnet free energy converts into the future. 

 

SF-once again,please post a link to where it states that a device must be OU to be presented 

on this forum. 

Quote 

Posting any of my experiments here would serve no purpose since they did not produce 

over unity.  

Besides, I'm not the one making any claims

; now who is turning things around? Smooth move. 

If you really care you can search them out on R-G. 

 

And who is making such claim's 

Your own hole gets deeper with every post you make. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4767 on: July 19, 2015, 08:13:36 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 07:27:47 AM 

 

 

Well as you seem to have some how placed your reply in the same quote,i will copy/paste 

your reply here. 

Quote 

I do that all the time but it has nothing to do with your non working or failed or 

incomplete device; how ever you want to portray it. 

Put a shield on it and finish it then get it verified by competent third parties. 

That would shut all the naysayers up but until then you are just one more guy making 

unsubstantiated claims. 

 

Why the need for a shield?,there was never anything about RF that had anything to do with 

what i was doing. Your continuing blunders are quite comical   

Quote 

nothing to do with your non working or failed or incomplete device 

 

It is working quite fine thank you. 

It is complete. 

There is no failed experiment for you to see here. 

Quote 

That would shut all the naysayers up but until then  

you are just one more guy making unsubstantiated claims

 

I will give you one more go at posting any claims i have made. As you cannot,then it is you 

that is the liar by saying that i made such claims-->as highlighted in red 

You truly are an epic fail. You pop up here on the forum(!!junior member!!)making all sorts of 

noise,posting lie after lie,and trying to present yourself as some sort of maasai on known 

physics,and the laws there of. What you would be known as here in Australia is a dropkick. 

Quote 

That would shut all the naysayers up 

 

Are you sure that you understand english? I was never posting anything other than requested 

measurements<--what part of that do you not understand?. 

If that is no good to you,then why are you here?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4776 on: July 19, 2015, 09:03:21 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 08:15:35 AM 

 

 

Quote 

Free energy will not change the world; it will not stop environmental pollution and it 

won't heal the world. 

 

We already have 'free' energy in the form of photo voltaics, wind, waves, tides, thermal, 

etc. 

I haven't seen any significant changes to the world, pollution continues to grow and the 

world is definitely not healthier. 

 

Even if the mythical free energy sought after here were real, nothing would really 

change because those already in control of free and not so free energy would end up 

controlling it also. 

This is just the way of the world. 

 

And?--Quote post 4524-: Unfortunately it is a misguided truth that is not a truth at all. We 

already have free energy devices in the way of solar panels. So if a free energy device was 

going to save all the starving children in Africa,then why dont they have the !already 

available!free energy devices saving there live's?.Why are solar panels not pumping there 

fresh water,providing them with food,electricity,and the likes?. 

Quote 

Fairy tales are fun to dream about but they don't exist in reality; at least not in this 

universe. 

 

I came to this forum a couple of years ago looking for the one device or idea that had or 



would produce free energy. I built many of the devices featured here; none ever came 

close to being even as efficient as what is commercially available. 

Through my experiments, it became obvious that the conservation of energy cannot be 

avoided. I don't waste time on those kinds of experiments any more, it's pointless and a 

waste of both money and time. 

 

Ah-just trolling for a quick fix then?,hoping that some one else had done all the hard work for 

you,and you could just copy that hard work,and use it as you will. But because of your own 

fails,you now have come to the conclusion that !what you call! OU cannot be achieved. 

 

This is only due to your tunnel vision,and not because of the way things really are. I have 

always stated that there is no such thing as OU-->this you would have missed due to your 

premature,unfounded,and idiotic comments-->along with your inability to read before 

opening your mouth. But just so as you know my stance on what OU is,i will repeat it. 

 

OU--> A term used to describe a device that seems to deliver more energy out than is being 

consumed,until the total energy !in! is found and understood. 

Quote 

During my time here, I have discovered that most of the ideas and claims are wrong and 

nearly always because of poor measurement or lack of understanding about basic 

principles of physics. 

I can't say if any of them are out and out frauds or scams but many of the people who 

make the claims fall back on the usual tactics of fraudsters when challenged with real 

science. That may just be a normal human reaction; I don't know since I'm not a 

psychologist. But the behaviours do nothing to eliminate skepticism about the individuals 

or the credibility of their claims. 

 

It is a good thing then that i made no claims of such a device (!that i dont believe in 

anyway!) then. 

Quote 

When I was doing my experiments; I made no outlandish claims and I didn't go pissing 

on anyone who disagreed with what I thought was happening. I asked for explanations 

of why my thinking was wrong and learned a lot from the thoughtful answers I received.  

No need for adhom attacks, insults, innuendo or outright vulgar behaviour.

 

Or posting lie's about what some one is claiming-who is not claiming anything at all. 

Quote 



That is how this forum should function but alas, there are so many folks who simply 

don't have the knowledge, experience or training to understand what is going on most of 

the time.  

Then there are the outright trolls

. 

 

Indeed  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4779 on: July 19, 2015, 09:11:20 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 08:59:29 AM 

Thank you and inspite of what you may think, I am interested. 

 

I will attempt to figure out what your circuit does and how it works. 

Even though I've said I'm not building these things any more, I may just try this one. 

The itch never really goes away   

 

Do not bother building the device i posted-->it is not for you,as you believe that the laws are 

set in stone.This being said, you would also be one who believes that a PM cannot do any 

useful work in any situation it is placed in,and thus you know within yourself that this project 

would be another waste of time for you. 

Alternate path field mechanics are not for you,as your laws do not allow for such things. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4784 on: July 19, 2015, 09:32:16 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 09:09:49 AM 

Thanks for that but it wasn't your mention of the motor noise that led me to my 

conclusions. 

Tinman said that it wasn't the MiB or any other of the usual conspiracy type people that 

told him to stop. Given that the only likely interested parties would be the  

power utilities,

 Search and Rescue or the regulators of wireless transmission frequencies; I had to 

assume it was one of them.  

 

My assumption is more than reasonable under the circumstances and tinman has not 

acknowledged nor denied that this was in fact what took place. 

 

I have spoken with Chet(ramset) about the whole ordeal. So for those that wish to imply or 

accuse Chet of posting unfounded claim's,then you ow him an apology. 

Further more(if you actually took the time to read a little more of me),i for one always 

thought and said the MIB thing was just a cop out<--thats right,i said those very thing's,and 

believed that to be the case all along. 

Turns out i was half right,and now have to take a slap in the face toward some of those 

comments. 

There where no MIB with gun's hanging low,doors kicked in,death threat made<--none of the 

usual MIB garbage. There are lawful restrictions that can be enforced should the time come 

that those who make those laws choose to enforce them. 

So enough on that subject. 

My point is this,regardless on what happened,and regardless of weather you choose to 

believe it or not,i was never going to be disclosing the device as a whole anyway,so any thing 

that took place after i posted the measurements that were requested dose not change what 

the outcome was going to be. 

Quote 

It is not even the least bit likely that anyone from the government or big oil or name 

your suppressor; could even be bothered with this. 



 

Due to your beliefs in what you deem possible,this is something you will not ever have to 

worry about. But on the off chance,it's really not all it's cracked up to be. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4788 on: July 19, 2015, 09:52:07 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 09:21:01 AM 

Are you now saying that this is a Perpetual Motion machine; it sure looks like it! 

It would seem that you are afraid of what I might discover! That is most definitely 

enough incentive to spend the time no matter what the outcome   

 

BTW; they are not my laws, they are the laws of physics and how things work in this 

universe. 

 

Quote 

Are you now saying that this is a Perpetual Motion machine; it sure looks like it! 

 

Oh here we go again  

Quote 

It would seem that you are afraid of what I might discover! That is most definitely 

enough incentive to spend the time no matter what the outcome   

 

I have little concern as to what you might discover,as you lack the ability to build such a 

device as pictured,and the ability to fill in the blank's. It was more for the researchers like 

Luc,jimboot,etc who know about this sort of setup. 

 

You simply cannot look at those diagrams and fill in the blank's,or even understand as to 



what happens through each complete cycle of the depicted setup-->it is not for you. 

You would be more like MH,and need a full description of everything depicted. You would 

want coil resistances,coil numbers placed next to each coil. You would want to know how 

each switch is operated,and even what the switches are.then the questions of what kind of 

core material the cores are made from,what is there inductance value-coil/core. What voltage 

is the correct value for such a setup-->the list go's on. 

 

This is where guys like myself,Luc,jimboot differ from you. We can fill in the blanks through 

our own experimentation. Luc managed to find the correct voltage value in a set capacitance 

value to get his setup to work as efficient as it could. Do you think he calculated that by way 

of inductance values and the likes?-->i bet he found the correct values by way of 

experimental outcomes. 

 

So no-this is not for you,as you are one of those that need spoon feeding,one who is just 

trawling for a device that requires no work on your behalf. So it would be better for you if you 

just sit back,and wait for the silver spoon to hit your mouth. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4790 on: July 19, 2015, 09:59:29 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 09:56:53 AM 

My posts were and are at R-G. Since I was not registered here until May, there is no way 

I could have posted here. 

 

Discus is a bit of a nightmare to find things on but if you like you can ask Mark E, Mark 

D, Simon Derricut, or many of the other regulars over there about my experiments and 

their inputs. 

 

And this forum -RG? 



What is it's entire name,as RG leaves a lot of ground to cover. 

Regular Guru's 

Reluctant Gnoms 

Retarded Grandpah's 

? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4792 on: July 19, 2015, 10:04:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on July 19, 2015, 10:03:02 AM 

Could it be Russ RWG? 

 

Luc 

I couldnt see the likes of MarkE being a member of Russ's forum?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4793 on: July 19, 2015, 10:05:37 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: madama on July 19, 2015, 10:03:21 AM 

http://revolution-green.com/ 

Cant see it being that one,as it hasnt been up that long. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4805 on: July 19, 2015, 10:33:58 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 10:10:13 AM 

 

 

Fortunately for me; I don't need to be spoon fed. . 

In my early days as an electronics tech, I often had to repair radio equipment with out 

the aid of schematics or manuals. Of course back then I didn't have to deal with 

integrated circuits. I also did a stint with a transformer company where we made many 

different types and configurations of transformers and saturable reactors. Of course 

most of that can be done with semi conductor components today. 

 

So, don't worry about me, I'll build it and fine tune it just fine. 

 

Quote 

My formal training is in radio telecommunication electronics and I am more than capable 

of reverse engineering something as simple as this 

 

I doubt that very much. 

Quote 

You are the one who brought up the PM reference, not me. 

 

And your point is? 



Let me guess-i hit the nail on the head when i stated that you would be one of those that 

believe a PM can do no useful work?. 

If you confirm my guess,and state that a PM can do no useful work,i will give you a very 

simple experiment to perform to prove you wrong. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4808 on: July 19, 2015, 10:44:48 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 10:39:45 AM 

Yeh, you confused me by throwing that right smack dab in the middle of those 

statements; pretty hard not to read that into it. If PMs existed then of course they could 

do useful work but that is one hell of a big 'if'! 

 

Ok, I'm an equal opportunity skeptic; what is this experiment that will let me build a 

perpetual motion machine? I will give it my honest best shot to make it work. 

 

Please refer to the post that said i would give you a perpetual motion machine,and i will give 

you the build detail's.  

 

PM= Permanent magnet. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4814 on: July 19, 2015, 11:01:52 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 10:49:36 AM 

Ok, I'll give my head a shake for that one. 

 

So what is this experiment to show me that permanent magnets can do useful work? 

I don't want to read you telling me about fridge magnets holding shopping lists to the 

fridge door or magnets holding cupboard doors closed or magnets being used for clasps 

or notebook cover securings. 

 

I want to see magnets doing actual work.Does your experiment cover this?  

 

Quote 

I want to see magnets doing actual work.Does your experiment cover this? 

 

Yes it dose. All you have to do is state that you know PM's cant do useful work.I will then 

post the description(and a rough sketch) of the experiment that will show you PM's doing 

useful work. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4818 on: July 19, 2015, 11:10:23 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 11:04:18 AM 

OK, I will state that Permanent Magnets cannot do useful work. If you prove me wrong, I 

will be happy to admit it. 



 

OK,i will go draw up a couple of quick sketches for the experiment. 

When you have completed the test's,it will be then up to you to explain to us why the PM's 

are not the cause of the extra work(useful work) being done. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4841 on: July 19, 2015, 12:25:44 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 11:47:30 AM 

A lifted rock, once dropped cannot lift itself back up and a compressed spring, once 

released cannot compress itself. Same should apply to permanent magnets. 

 

And yet if a lifted golf ball is dropped onto steel or concrete,the ball will come to a stop at one 

point,and then be accelerated in the opposite direction back up to a slightly lower point to 

that of the first drop height.Not only was energy used to raise the ball,but that same amount 

of energy was stored at the same time.The energy lost/dissipated was through 

vibration,sound and air resistance. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #4845 on: July 19, 2015, 12:38:56 PM » 

 Quote  

Anyway,for your entertainment SF,we will make the first test very simple. 

So carry out the test(in stead of laughing),and explain to us-if not the PM's magnetic field 

that did more work against the spring,then what was it that did more work against the 

spring. 

If the coil of the electromagnet remains the same,and the applied power to that coil remains 

the same,then the magnetic field produced by the coil also remains the same. 

 

One complete cycle-power to coil off,spring in resting position. 

Power on-electromagnet accelerates toward (test 1) ferromagnetic block,(test 2)PM,work 

done is recorded by way of LB's on scales. 

Power is disconnected from coil,spring returns to starting position.<-- one full cycle. 

 

You may use any material you like for test 1 in place of the ferrite block-->even the material 

the PM is made from. 

But at the end of the test,you must come back and explain as to what it was(if not the 

PM)that done the extra work against the spring in test 2. 

 

 PM work test 1.JPG (33.52 kB, 574x362 - viewed 164 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4847 on: July 19, 2015, 12:44:03 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 12:31:58 PM 

The energy to bounce the ball was stored as the center of the ball was compressed. All 

the original energy from the drop was spent when the ball hit it's lowest point. The new 

energy from the compression release is what accelerates the ball back up. Some of that 

energy is lost initially due to heat while the rest is lost due to the items you mention. 

So this is really no different than the dropped rock which will also undergo compression 

and will rebound ever so slightly. 

 

There is no energy gained or created in any of these examples. 

 

In other words there is no complete cycle since neither the rock nor the golf ball can lift 

themselves back up to their original height. 

Gravity is a conservative force and therefore adds no new energy to the process. 

You missed the point altogether,but anyway-carry on. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4849 on: July 19, 2015, 12:59:14 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 12:47:54 PM 

I don't think so. The ball did not have the energy stored for the return bounce; that 

came from the compression at the bottom of the cycle. It was freshly generated at that 

time, not stored from the original lifting. 

 

So energy was freshly generated out of nothing/ 

Bullshit.Once the ball was raised from the ground to it's resting position the energy used to 

raise that ball is now stored as potential energy.Any raised mass has stored/potential 

energy.Once the ball starts to drop,that potential energy then becomes kinetic energy. 

No energy is !freshly generated!,it is converted. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4852 on: July 19, 2015, 01:14:46 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 12:59:52 PM 

I thought we were going to have a real permanent magnet experiment here! Any work 

done with this device is purely by the electromagnet and the energy supplied to it. 

 

So this experiment simply tells me that a PM does not do any work. 

 

Don't you have any experiments with just the PM doing the work? 

 

Carry out the experiment,and prove to me that the PM did not add any work being done 

against the spring. 

You have simply done what all other guru's do,and failed to provide evidence to the contrary. 

If you gain say a 30% increase of force(per scale readings)with the PM in position,then that 

PM is what gave rise to the 30% increase of force against the spring. The spring now has a 

30% increase in stored potential energy while the electromagnet is energized.When the 

electromagnet is disconnected,the electromagnet will be accelerated by the stored energy 



within that spring. 

You know-mass/acceleration/distance.The mass(coil,formers and pendulum arm)remain the 

same in test 1 and 2,but the mass in test 2 is accelerated faster,and travels a longer distance 

when the coil is switched off-->even though the power input remains the same in both test<-

-providing you switch the coil on for the same amount of time in each test. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4853 on: July 19, 2015, 01:20:54 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 01:05:49 PM 

 

 

 

Again, gravity is a conservative force and does not create energy. That means the lifting 

of the ball did not store anymore energy than it took to lift it in the first place. 

 

If your theory were correct then a rock or a marshmellow would both bounce back to 

almost the same height as they were dropped from. 

 

You are seriously lost-->you need to go re educate your self. 

Quote 

No, energy is not generated out of nothing. The energy for the return bounce is 

generated by the compression of the ball not by the energy used to lift it. 

 

Quote 
The stored energy from the lift is only enough to return it to where it came from 

. 



 

So once the ball has returned to the starting position(where it came from),all the energy used 

to raise it has been returned?. 

 

Please explain to all of us here where then the energy came from to compress the ball in 

order for it to have a return bounce. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4856 on: July 19, 2015, 01:29:52 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 01:21:39 PM 

I appreciate that you went to the trouble of drawing this experiment up but it does not 

show that a PM does work. On the contrary, it shows an electromagnet doing work. 

Changing the ferrite to a PM or any other type of magnet is a red herring...I'm not fond 

of food that smells like fingers   

If you have a PM experiment that does not use input power via electromagnets or 

anything else, I will build it and report on whether it does work or not. 

 

Just as i thought,you have no answer,and thus you hide behind babble. 

I have shown you how a PM increases the work that can be done with a set amount of power. 

No other material you can come up with will increase the work being done against that spring 

with a set amount of power as show in my simple experiment. 

 

Like all other self acclaimed guru's,you fail at providing a simple answer,and the reason is-

you have none.The electrical power remains the same,and yet the work done against the 

spring is increased simply by adding a PM into the system. You deny the outcome,and yet 

you have no argument against it. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4858 on: July 19, 2015, 01:48:56 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 01:29:27 PM 

Back to hurling insults   

 

 

 It's in the amount of energy the compression can add. In the case of the rock which is 

almost non compressible, it doesn't bounce very high at all since there is little to no 

energy added. Same goes for a marshmallow, an apple, an egg or anything else you 

want to raise to a height and drop. 

 

Like i said,you really need to go do some re education.<-- remember telling me that some 

time back  

Quote 

The mass of the ball and it's elasticity provide the compression that generates the 

energy to lift the ball apart way back up. 

 

Oh really?. So we can just sit this ball on the concrete,and wait for it to bounce all by it self? 

 

Quote 

As I pointed out, if the energy for the return bounce was stored at the top of the lift then 

a golf ball and a rock would bounce and return to the same heights but they don't so 

where is the difference? 

 

Are you for real? 

What is the difference between a spring and a solid steel shaft?. 

Here is a hint. One has the ability to stretch or be compressed,and the other dose not. 

 



We are talking about a golf ball here,which has a completely different makeup composition to 

that of your non bouncing rock.Most of the kinetic energy is used to compress the ball to 

raise it back up. The ball simply dose not compress due to it's mass and elasticity. The 

energy to compress the ball for the return bounce originally comes from the energy used to 

raise the ball in the first place. The mass of the ball,and the height it was raised determines 

the energy required to achieve the lift.The very same amount of energy is now stored as 

potential energy within that ball. Once the ball begins to fall(return to it's starting position) 

the energy is then converted into kinetic energy.If all the energy was returned once the ball 

hit it's starting position,then there is no energy left to compress the ball in order for it to 

make it's return bounce. Your rock dosnt bounce because all of the energy is returned as an 

impact upon the ground,as it has no elasticity to store energy for a return bounce. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4863 on: July 19, 2015, 02:21:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 02:14:23 PM 

The problem is that you are not actually measureing the input energy.  So you are 

looking at two different machines, seeing that one reaches a higher energy maximum 

and drawing a conclusion that the energy difference is supplied by the PM. 

If we have a set input energy that remains the same in both test,and yet we get a higher 

energy output from the second test simply by adding a PM,-if not from the PM,then where did 

the extra energy output come from?as the only change between the two test is the addition 

of the PM. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4866 on: July 19, 2015, 02:23:31 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on July 19, 2015, 02:14:03 PM 

Neither this experiment nor the one TinMan describes demonstrate that PMs can do 

work.  Does a mirror do work when it reflects a light beam, as compared to a piece of 

glass painted flat black?  Does a ball bounce higher when dropped (from the same 

height) on concrete, or when dropped on soft sand?  You are merely  _redirecting_ some 

of the energy that you put into the electromagnet in the first place. 

This dose not answer the question in regards to the test i put forth. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4868 on: July 19, 2015, 02:25:22 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 02:22:48 PM 

Right there is a big fallacy:  You are comparing power and energy.  I can come up with 

all kinds of situations with solenoids and electric motors where just changing the winding 

will make a huge difference in the power dissipation for the same static applied 

force.  This is actually a very real engineering consideration in the design of a lot of 

electromechanical machinery.If you wanted to show that the PM is adding energy to the 

system then you will have to evaluate energy.  The continuous input power to the 

electromagnet in short order masks the energy difference required to establish the 



respective magnetic fields:  One stronger with the magnet and one weaker with the 

ferrite keeper. 

The electromagnet fields strength remains the same. 

This dose not answer the question posed in my test. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4872 on: July 19, 2015, 02:28:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on July 19, 2015, 02:24:42 PM 

Drop a rubber ball onto concrete and measure the height of bounce. Now drop the same 

ball from the same height onto soft sand. The ball dropped on concrete clearly bounces 

higher. Where did the "extra energy output" come from? 

There was no extra energy output,as the energy available is set with the balls mass,and 

height from which it was dropped.The very same is applicable in my test. The energy input 

remains the same,as dose the magnetic field produced around the coil. But the energy output 

is increased simply by adding a PM to the system. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4875 on: July 19, 2015, 02:37:42 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 02:30:57 PM 

Ah but you don't.  The mistake that you make is that you are evaluating a continuous 

power level where most of that power*time integrand is spent heating the wire in your 

electromagnet, dwarfing the energy that it took to magnetize.  It is the energy that goes 

into the magnetization that you want to know but are not measuring. 

 

Ok,lets do it ass about. 

We want to achieve say a 10 Lb pull force on that spring. With the ferrite block in place,we 

may need say 12v @ 2 amp's applied to our electromagnet to achieve such a force. We then 

replace that ferrite block with a PM of the same size,and we now find that we need only apply 

say 6V @ 1 amp to achieve the same pull force on that spring. So the work done against the 

spring is the same,but we need only apply half the energy to that electromagnet to achieve 

the same work done. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4882 on: July 19, 2015, 02:58:04 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: forest on July 19, 2015, 02:47:53 PM 

There is law about conservation of energy.There is no law about conservation of work. 

 

So true. 

There is also no law stating the amount of work that can be done via different means 

simultaneously with a given energy input. It should say-every action can have equal and 

opposite  
reactions
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4885 on: July 19, 2015, 03:01:53 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 02:55:56 PM 

You are counting power as energy. 

What is electrical energy? 

mechanical energy(the HP)is now converted into electrical energy(KW's) 

My cars engine is now calculated in KW's,not HP<--which is a mechanical energy amount. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4887 on: July 19, 2015, 03:05:19 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 02:59:33 PM 

N3 is about force. 

Force is not energy. 

I can place a wooden beam against a brick wall,and that beam will apply a force on that brick 

wall,but there is no energy being dissipated . 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4890 on: July 19, 2015, 03:20:19 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 02:52:59 PM 

Hopefully these timing diagrams will help make the situation more clear.  The energies 

that we are interested in are the: energy in the spring which you qualitatively have, and 

the energy needed to get more or less energy into the spring.  Over any significant 

period of time the energy that is going into the electromagnet is going to asymptotically 

approach:  V/RWINDING*T.  But once the magnetic field has been established (and the 

spring has stabilized) there is no more energy being added or removed from the 

spring.  The work that goes into the spring comes from establishing the magnetic 

field.  Because we don't have superconductors, we are then stuck feeding the I2R losses 

of the winding. 

 

In the drawing below you can see that the forces are different using:  a ferrite keeper, or 

a PM aiding or bucking the electromagnet.  The current profile and therefore power and 

energy up to the point the magnetic field stabilizes is different for all three cases.  So: 

literally all you have done is to set up a situation with a stronger magnet, and it takes 

more energy to magnetize it.  There is a component of work that is also performed 

moving the PM into place.   

 

Quote 

The experiment does not measure the electrical energy used to magnetize, or the work 

performed placing the PM. 

 

The same must apply for the work being done to place the ferrite keeper in position,and the 

energy used to make that ferrite keeper. 

I believe that we had the discussion on the energy stored within a PM,and it was very little. 

As far as using stored energy within the PM,then i refer to your reply email when i asked if 

there was any way to recover the stored energy within a PM. 

Quote: You can do this by shattering the magnet while surrounded by a pick-up coil. 



 

As we are not shattering the magnet,we can assume that we are not draining any energy 

from the magnet. This being the case,no energy that went into making the PM is being used 

as an additive of energy to the system,so the energy use to make the PM can be discarded. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4893 on: July 19, 2015, 03:31:54 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on July 19, 2015, 03:12:05 PM 

  I have written an entire article with diagrams about that issue  

here

.  -  click on the blue links in that article to see more diagrams. 

 

Here are some things to remember: 

1)  (E=Li2) 

2) The power of the final electric current flowing through a coil, does not represent the 

energy transferred to that coil's magnetic field. 

3) Average current * Average voltage <> Average power 

4) Power is not energy 

5) Current is not energy 

6) Voltage is not energy 

 

 (according to i2R) 

 

P.S. 

When I write that something is not energy, I do not mean that it is not a factor in an 

energy equation. 

 

Quote 



The final current flowing through a coil, does not represent the energy that was 

transferred to that coil's magnetic field 

 

And this relate to my experiment how?. Dose the PM's field change the way current flows 

through a coil when that coil is an air core electromagnet?. 

 

Quote 

You are making a conceptual mistake by ignoring the time that it takes to reach this 

level of current. 

 

Time is not a factor in the test,as it is an applied DC current,and this current may be applied 

to the coil for as long as you like.The point of the test is to show the force applied against the 

spring with a set amount of power/electrical energy,what ever you like to call it on the day, 

flowing into the coil. 

Quote 

Q: So what does the final current flowing through a coil represent? 

A: It represents the power of the heater formed by the coil's resistance 

 

So it takes no power to create the magnetic field around the coil? 

If it dose,then that should be added to your above answer. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4895 on: July 19, 2015, 03:34:21 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 03:24:51 PM 

The energy to make the parts does not enter into the equation.  But the energy to put 

the pieces in place does, which for the ferrite is virtually zero.Yes it is small.That is 



correct.  The energy to make the magnet is not a factor.  There is some energy 

exchange moving the magnet into place. 

If the ferrite keeper and the PM's mass is the same,and they have to be moved the same 

distance to be put in place,then the energy required to do so is the same in both cases. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4897 on: July 19, 2015, 03:40:08 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 03:32:27 PM 

The only babble here is coming from you and your bent thinking. 

 

You can't show me an experiment that does not use some outside energy input to get a 

PM to do work so you launch off on another one of your diatribes. 

I gave you a chance to redeem yourself but you came up with an epic fail. 

Dear mister !my rocks wont bounce! 

I gave you an experiment to carry out that shows a PM doing useful work. It dosnt matter 

what situation that PM dose that work in,weather it is additive to an existing force or not. 

You(like all others so far) have failed to prove me wrong,and in stead,you hide behind 

irrelevant excuses. It dose not matter how that PM dose the work,nor dose it matter in what 

situation it dose it-->the fact is,it dose useful work. Now stop hiding,and explain as to how it 

is not doing useful work in the experiment i gave you-->you are yet to answer. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4899 on: July 19, 2015, 03:44:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 03:36:45 PM 

Exactly, the electromagnet is doing the work not the PM, not the ferrite and nor would a 

plain iron bolt...or are you going to try telling us that a plain iron bolt can do work? 

Do you know of equal and opposite forces? 

If the electromagnet is applying a force on a iron bolt,then the iron bolt is applying an equal 

and opposite force against the electromagnet. 

 

Now tell us why these forces should increase simply by replacing the iron bolt with a 

PM,without having to increase the energy applied to the coil?.If you cant answer that,i will 

answer it for you. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4902 on: July 19, 2015, 03:50:39 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 03:44:55 PM 

Tinman if you drive your car at a constant speed for three hours, the fuel that you use 

will be some amount, say 24 liters.  That will completely obscure the gas you use to get 

going, whether you floored the gas to accelerate to speed as fast as you could or nursed 

the car to speed over a couple of minutes.  The same thing is happening here.  The 

running power once the magnetic field is set-up is just VSUPPLY
2/RWINDING.  That is 

analagous to the specific fuel consumption of your car at cruise. The energy at that 

constant power level just integrates with time.  The energy that we are interested in is 



the energy needed to magnetize the magnetic circuit.  With the ferrite you get one 

current build-up versus time, with a PM bucking another, and a PM aiding a third.  Those 

current build-ups versus time multiplied by the constant supply voltage establish the 

magnetization energies.  They are different in all three cases. 

the difference is more the car traveling down hill as apposed to up hill. 

But before i go any further,we will wait for !self bouncing masses with elasticity! to answer 

my question. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4903 on: July 19, 2015, 03:53:32 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 03:48:15 PM 

But the energy required to magnetize the coil does change.  This has now been 

explained to you more than half a dozen times by Verpies and myself. 

With regards to an air core coil,regardless of the presents of a magnetic field or not,no more 

energy is required to magnetize the coil in order to gain a higher force in the presents of a 

PM. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #4907 on: July 19, 2015, 04:04:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 03:57:45 PM 

You absolutely did not give me an experiment that showed a PM doing work. You gave 

me an experiment showing an electromagnet doing work. It is completely irrelevant if 

you used a ferrite, a PM , an iron plug or a block of wood. None of those are doing any 

work. 

 

To your inane and relatively stupid question, there is no answer since the PM is not doing 

any work, period. 

 

By you arguements I could put a brick in the trunk of may care then measure the car's 

acceleration and compare it to the same car with two bricks in the trunk. Neither brick is 

doing a lick of work; it is the engine or the electromagnet in your experiment. 

 

Ok guru,dose it take energy to create a magnetic field<--lets see if you can answer this. 

 

Oh,by the way--the bricks in your car thing. Once the car is moving,the bricks now has 

stored potential energy. When you stop the car,the bricks would have given back that stored 

energy in way of inertial force against the car.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4910 on: July 19, 2015, 04:09:32 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 04:03:28 PM 

It's really quite simple;  

 

You obviously don't even understand your won experiment. 



 

My won experiment?--> you must be getting sleepy Another spelling error?. I am glad you 

picked up on my gramer mistakes  

Quote 

neither the PM nor the ferrite nor the bolt are doing any work, it is the electromagnet. 

 

Ahh ok  

Just remove the PM,ferrite keeper,bolt,and see how much work your electromagnet dose 

against the spring. 

 

You havnt answered my question-dose it require energy to create a magnetic field?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4911 on: July 19, 2015, 04:11:51 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 04:05:55 PM 

The question has been answered by myself and two others all with the same 

explanation. You simply fail to understand gravity, forces and energy. 

 

What two others have said that the energy used to compress the ball for the second bounce 

is not from the energy used and stored to lift the ball to it's starting height? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4912 on: July 19, 2015, 04:13:42 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on July 19, 2015, 04:04:39 PM 

No comment on my wood block versus ferrite block post? 

 

OK, another cup of coffee later... 

 

If the EM is replaced with a PM so that there is a constant tension produced on the 

spring scale (irregardless of the material used for the block), is work being performed 

during period of time that the system remains stationary?  Would this not just be "a 

magnet stuck to a refrigerator" scenario? 

 

Is it not only during the "time" period when tension is being "changed" (applied or 

removed) that counts as "work"? 

 

We are not replacing the EM with a PM,we are replacing the ferrite keeper with a PM. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4918 on: July 19, 2015, 04:24:13 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 04:15:03 PM 

No, the issue here is mesuring the energy that it takes to get the car to some speed 

versus the continuous power required to keep the car going at that speed given windage, 



tyre rolling losses, etc.  The PM oriented one way yields a higher field, but that higher 

field does not come for free.  Conversely, if you reverse the PM you end up with a 

weaker field and that field costs less energy to establish.  The PM does not add energy in 

the former case, nor does it destroy energy in the latter case.  You are not evaluating 

the energy required to set-up the field.   

 

  If the ball were to reach the same apogee cycle after cycle, or successively higher 

apogees then things would be very interesting. 

 

Quote 

On the bouncing ball:  A cycle starts at the ball's apogee.  As you note, each successive 

apogee is lower and lower due to losses.  Each cycle begins with a given gravitational 

potential energy and over the course of that cycle, the potential at the end is less than 

at the beginning.  The ball only bounces because GPE converts to KE during the fall and 

then into potential energy in the stress of the ball material on impact and then back into 

KE as the ball pushes away from the ground, and finally GPE as it reaches its new 

apogee. 

 

Thank you MarkE 

Did you get that Spilled Fluids. 

Do you understand that when the bottom of the ball contacts the ground,it stop's moving,but 

the top of the ball continues down. This pushes the sides of the ball outward,and this now 

become's potential energy. When the top of the ball stops moving,the ball now stores the 

energy(potential energy),and that stored energy is the same as the energy required to lift the 

ball to it's starting height-minus losses like sound/vibration,wind/air resistance. As soon as 

the sides of the ball start to contract,the potential energy is converted into kinetic energy-the 

point of motion. The ball then leaves the ground,and is raised as high as the stored energy 

within that ball allows. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4919 on: July 19, 2015, 04:28:21 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on July 19, 2015, 04:17:46 PM 

I know, please reread my post, you apparently missed my point... 

 

Irregardless of whether the EM is an EM or a PM, and as well, irregardless of whether the 

"block" is ferrite or a PM, is work being performed during any period of time during 

which the system is "stationary"? 

 

PW 

No work is being done while the system is stationary in either case,unless you wish to take 

produced heat as work being done-which proves my point even further.If we are to take heat 

output from the coil,and also added the work done on the spring,then regardless of time,the 

total work done over that time is more with the PM in place. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4924 on: July 19, 2015, 04:44:07 PM » 

 Quote  

@ MarkE,PW,verpies-we wont include SF,as he just dosnt know. 

 

My point is this. 

We all agree that it takes energy to create a magnetic field<--right? 

 

So with this being understood,i can give good reason as to how and why a PM can do useful 

work in regards to my experiment.It is all well and good to post fancy PDF's,and text book 

physics,but now it is time to deal with the real world,and we do this by experiments,as i have 

done. 

 

In regard to my experiment that i gave SP to carry out(that he disagreed with,although being 



unable to tell us why). In order for the electromagnet to be attracted,a temporary field of 

opposite polls must be built around that ferrite keeper. As we know,to build or produce a 

magnetic field takes energy,and in this case,the energy is supplied by the electrical energy 

flowing into the coil to build that field around the ferrite keeper. When we change that ferrite 

keeper out for the PM,no energy is required to build that second field,as it already exist--

>that second field is already built. So no energy is needed to temporarily align the magnetic 

domains within the keeper to create that temporary magnetic field,as it already exist with the 

PM. This is why a PM can do useful work,as it reduces the needed energy required to create 

that second magnetic field. No other material you use for the keeper will do this,as all will 

require energy to create that second field-->!!energy is required to create a magnetic field!!. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4926 on: July 19, 2015, 04:51:01 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 04:36:18 PM 

So:  We all agree that no work is being done on the spring except when the magnet is 

initially energized, right?  So: Do we also agree that the input energy we want to 

measure is NOT during the static interval, but the initial interval when work is being 

performed on the spring? 

 

Indeed. 

And we can calculate the energy consumed,and the work that was done on the spring very 

accurately by using a capacitor of a set value,and with a set voltage,discharged across that 

coil in both circumstances--as i have done.I used an upside down L shaped pendulum to lift a 

set weight in stead of the spring. In every test,using many different materials as the 

keeper,the PM out performed all other materials by a margin of over 80% in calculated 

energy in regards to the height the weight was lifted. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4928 on: July 19, 2015, 04:54:46 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on July 19, 2015, 04:45:38 PM 

If so, rate, time, inductance, resistance, reluctance, etc... 

 

This simple experiment is getting awfully complicated. 

 

We're gonna' need some fancy test equipment... 

 

PW 

 

This is where everything that is really simple,gets turned into something that is unnecessarily 

complicated. 

All you need is a known weight,a capacitor of know value,and a set voltage-nothing more 

other than the rest of the mechanical setup. 

You guys make things so complicated,when in fact,there quite simple test to carry out. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4934 on: July 19, 2015, 05:13:48 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: MarkE on July 19, 2015, 05:02:40 PM 

, as has the fact that the experiment as established does not measure it.  So, no the 

experiment does not show that the PM performs useful work.  It establishes only that a 

stronger field can be established, much as the ferrite block allows for a stronger field at 

higher magnetizing energy cost than a block of wood.It is a bit more complicated than 

that, but not much.  You can aid or buck the electromagnet with a permanent 

magnet.  As I have shown in the current versus time plots, the current versus time 

under constant voltage drive differs for the three cases.  Three different input energies 

result in three different spring extensions. 

 

I assume you can back this up with actual experiments MarkE?-as i have done. 

Quote 
At this point my patience is wearing thin

 because over and over and over, very patiently, and graphically the input energy that 

matters has been pointed out 

 

This always happens with you Mark when some one will not agree with you-as i do not,and 

have experimental proof to back up my claims. If you are getting angry,then maybe this is 

not the place for you,or you should just block me-so as you dont have to see what i have to 

say. This way you will not have to try and convince me of something i know is not true. 

 

I stand by my claim,that PM's can do useful work,and i have experimental data to back it up. 

I have measured the input energy,by way of stored energy within a capacitor-as i stated a 

few post back. This is accurate down to the mJ,so im not sure how much more accurate you 

would like it. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4935 on: July 19, 2015, 05:16:36 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: gotoluc on July 19, 2015, 05:10:11 PM 

Maybe my past experiments can help here. 

 

I had found in my mostly magnet motor design that I could increase an electromagnet 

pull force by adding PM. 

 

I started with a small model that could pull 250 grams on the scale with a power input of 

1/2 a watt. So I built a bigger model and could pull 500 grams with the same 1/2 watt 

input. So then I built a super model that could pull 2,500 grams with the same 1/2 watt 

input power. 

 

Do we remember what we learned from this? 

 

Luc 

 

yes-force is not energy,and bigger is not always better-well in most cases anyway. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4937 on: July 19, 2015, 05:22:20 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on July 19, 2015, 05:17:01 PM 

Brad, 

 

Would you mind walking through your steps taken while doing your capacitor/energy 

test with the pendulum? 

 

Thanks. 



I will do better than that Poynt-i will do a video on the test carried out-in more ways than 

one. 

But for now,i must hit the hay,as it is midnight here,and i have to be up at 6am to start work. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4960 on: July 20, 2015, 01:28:05 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 10:04:56 PM 

The PM is a red herring in this experiment. Think of a motorcycle slip streaming a semi 

transport truck. Then think of a bicycle doing the same. Do you honestly think that the 

motorcycle or bicycle actually do work that makes the truck go faster(it would actually 

cause more drag since part of the stream would be disrupted)? 

 

Then why would a PM, ferrite or steel bolt do that when attracted the a powered 

electromagnet in this bogus experiment? 

 

the only bogus here is you SF. I proved you wrong in regards to the stored energy within the 

ball being the energy used to give that ball it's second bounce,and i can prove you wrong 

with your little truck/bicycle/motor bike rubbish as well. 

 

Below is a picture of my rig-would you like to debate this drag bullsh-t thing further?. 



 

 the rig.JPG (105.63 kB, 980x735 - viewed 176 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4962 on: July 20, 2015, 01:32:32 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 19, 2015, 10:21:15 PM 

Agreed but this one was setup to specifically try to make me look wrong...he failed and 

so far I don't see he has learned anything. 

I on the other hand, learned a couple of new things so it wasn't a complete loss   

I proved you wrong in regards to your bouncing ball,and your too chicken sh-t to explain as 

to where the extra force comes from in regard to my experiment-->and i can prove you 

wrong with your motorcycle placing drag on the truck bullsh-t as well. 

In fact,you are full of bullsh-t,and you know it. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4973 on: July 20, 2015, 06:27:46 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 20, 2015, 02:00:45 AM 

What a silly little tinman. You should drive your shiny truck down the yellow brick road 

and visit the Wizard of Oz. He might give you a brain or a diploma if you ask nicely. 

The you may realize that repeating your self over and over does not make you right, 

does not prove what you say and certainly doesn't disprove what we have patiently been 

trying to tell you. 

 

If that doesn't work then I suggest to take your truck driving carcass back to your dingy 



basement and tinker with some more non working toys. Oh no, they do mot work and 

you certainly can't prove they do. 

 

I have nothing to prove and you can prove nothing. Continuing your silly little tantrum 

only makes you that much less credible in the eyes of your true believer followers; you 

know, the ones who neither believe in nor understand physics like yourself. 

You are not only a joke, you are also a coward. You wait until the likes of MarkE post a reply, 

and then there you are--yea yea, thats what I was going to say. 

Even when MarkE explains where the energy cam from to enable the ball to bounce a second 

time, you still try to peddle your rubbish-to small to admit to your own screwups. You have 

no answer in regards to the test I put to you, so once again you hide behind MarkE, and 

follow like the sheep you are. To you it dosnt matter weather there going in the right or 

wrong direction-your just happy to follow because you know no better, and cannot think for 

your self. 

Epic fail bouncing rocks. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4979 on: July 20, 2015, 12:12:46 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on July 20, 2015, 02:01:30 AM 

What does it have under the hood ...or cab ? 

 

Cat C15 

18 speed road ranger gear box,manual/auto power select. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4981 on: July 20, 2015, 12:31:14 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 20, 2015, 07:41:27 AM 

" 

 

Does Stefan know you are taking his forum down the road followed by Hopegirl 

and PESN? 

 

Just curious and don't worry, I won't even be looking at that thread. Anything 

tinman is involved in will hold no interest for anyone who understands physics 

and follows the establish practices based on the laws of Conservation of 

energy. 

 

That is why you do not belong here bouncing rock's. 

You have no vision. 

You are unable to complete any form of simple experiment. 

You think that we all should follow-!and i quote!:  
follows the establish practices based on the laws of Conservation of energy

. 

If that were the case,then this forum would have no reason to exist. 

You just dont get it-->we(the experimenters) do not follow any law's(that are really just 

theories),we use them only as a bench mark. We follow what we find through our own 

experiment-->something which you cannot do. You say we do not understand physics,and 

yet you try and tell us that the ball will bounce a second time because it has mass and 

elasticity,and has nothing to do with the stored energy in that mass when the ball is raised to 

it's starting point-->LOL. 

 

You then start to correct myself and others on there spelling and grammar,and yet yours is 

one of the worst i have seen-->lol. 

You came in here ,guns blazing,and fell flat on your face--time after time. 

 

So i would enroll your self into night school for a while,and just take the time to learn simple 

things to begin with-->like why and how a ball will bounce,but a rock will not. 



The only physics you know is what MarkE,PW,verpies,and the likes teach you. It;s funny to 

watch you hide behind the tree until the cavalry arrives lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4983 on: July 20, 2015, 01:49:47 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Spilled Fluids on July 20, 2015, 08:01:11 AM 

Sorry Jim, I guess you don't get around the various sites much. PESN has been known 

as Pure Imaginary Systems Network for some time now on other forums. 

As for the dropped letter, there is a big difference between a single typo and completely 

misspelling whole words or using the wrong words to express an idea. 

 

If you even care to check you will see he has used vulgarities on many occasions while 

you will not find one in anything I have posted. Ridicule is not vulgarity nor is it 

swearing; it's simply what is deserved when people make outrageous claims then 

repeatedly ignore real facts when presented to them. 

 

Lastly, I have no beef with you or any of the others who might be working on this 

project; only with tinman because of his caustic arrogant and petulant attitude.  I would 

have treated him pretty much the same way as Mark or TK or yourself(you'll notice I 

didn't get all snarky when you pointed out my spelling error). 

 

Quote 

Ban away if you must, or think you can, but I would suggest you start with tinman since 

he is the one who started the whole thing with his completely erroneous ideas about 

physics and his petulant attitude and attacks.  

If he had not started with the insults and derogatory remarks

 when challenged by good science; 



 

Ok,lets go back to your first post here on this thread-before i even spoke a word to you. 

Post 4556 Quote: 

Quote 

The  

suppression is all in the minds of the claimants.

 

Suppression is nothing more than an escape tool for when people claiming impossible 

things need to save face and not have to show they were wrong or were  

pulling scams

. Period! 

 

So your very first comment here on this thread was to call me a liar and scam artist.<--I 

have not yet made a reply to you. 

 

Post 4558 Quote:Your reply to syncro1 

Quote 

Yet another intelligent remark from the Jovian filbert farmer 

 

Post 4577 Quote: 

Quote 

But it sounds so much better to the conspircy folks than simply saying that he wandered 

into regulated transmission bands. 

 

I have still not yet replied to you. 

 

Post 4622,GroundLoop decided to share a setup i know he has worked long and hard on-open 

source for any that wished to replicate it. 

Quote: I have decided to open source the attached circuit because I think it is relevant 

 to the discussion in this thread. I have modified my old Figure-8 circuit with a 

 shorting coil on the output. My shorting coil is shorted by a transistor. The shorting 

 is 180 degrees out of faze with the input oscillator. I have not done any output 

 measurements on this circuit, and will probably never do. One thing is for sure, 

 the 3,5 Watt LED bulb on the output is very bright with only approx. 0,3 Watt input 

 to the circuit. Circuit runs on 3 Volt input. 

 

Post 4625 by SF 

Quote:  

Quote 



Without taking proper measurements of the input and the output, you have no idea if 

there is greater output than input. 

Bulb ratings mean nothing other than those are the maximum recommended ratings. 

Your own pictures demonstrate that the LED will light up at less than it's full rating. 

Please take some good measurements of the output. 

 

Only 4 post,and your making demand's lol. 

 

Post 4629 by SF Quote: 

Quote 

That is a distinct possibility but so is not wanting to find out that he has made 

measurement errors or incorrect assumptions. 

 

I carried out the measurements as per MarkE's and PW's request-->there were no errors. 

At this time,i still have not responded to you-i am still letting your comments slide. 

 

Post 4634 Quote SF 

Quote 

I also agree with you that the  

insulting and belittling behaviour 

 is not part of the scientific method. 

My own observation is that this kind of behaviour is mostly seen from the conspiracy, 

flying saucer, religious and completely deluded folks who do not do experiments and are 

in all likelihood incapable of doing any. 

When individuals post a jumble of scientific words(word salad) that are supposed to 

make them look intelligent; they make themselves fair game and should be called 

out(politely of course). The trouble is that these individuals immediately revert to insults 

and other rude behaviours when challenged. That's because they often don't even 

understand what they are saying and usually have no understanding of scientific 

principles. 

Sadly, the Internet has become a play ground for them because they cannot function in 

normal society. 

 

As i have not yet replied to any of your post at this time,you can not be referring to me when 

you say Quote: insulting and belittling behaviour. Maybe you are referring to that chap that 

made post 4556?. 

I have still not replied to you at this point in time. 

 

Post 4684 Quote SF 



Quote 

I don't mean to sound condescending but you could really do with taking some basic 

electronics courses or better still simply Google the terms and find out what they mean. 

 

Here you are insulting other members,and telling them they need courses-->when you cant 

even figure out where the energy came from to allow a ball to bounce up a second time. 

I have still not made a reply to you at this point. 

 

Post 4687 Quote SF 

Quote 

It is because of your and other folks complete lack of understanding about what power, 

enrgy, volts, amps, watts, etc. are that there are so many false claims of OU.  

Please take some courses and find out exactly what you are talking about. 

 

The pot is calling the kettle black again. 

 

Post 4706 quote SF in reply to syncro 

Quote 

Reading comprehension and well written; evidence supported replies are not your forte 

are they 

 

Says the man who has made more spelling mistakes in this thread than any one else. 

I have still made no reply to you at this point in time SF. 

 

Post 4720 

MarkE and synchro1 are having a conversation,but you decide to throw in your two cents 

worth-although unwanted. 

Quote 

Once again, nothing to support your claims; only childish and very immature slurs. Grow 

up! 

 

Post 4728 Quote SF-just a friendly discussion with synchro1 

Quote 

Can you see any light in there? How is the air quality? Any trouble breathing? Obviously 

the oxygen content of the air you are breathing is way off or you wouldn't be jettisoning 

such flotsam. 



 

Post 4729 Quote SF 

Quote 

I think you are wasting your energy on all these remedial drop outs. 

Their arguments are no different or more meaningful than full on religious fanatic 

debates. 

 

I guess this applies to all of us that think outside the box? 

Welcome my fellow remedial drop outs  

I have still not replied to you at this point SF. 

 

Post 4731 Quote SF 

Quote 

This is the kind of word salad nonsense that demonstrates your complete lack of 

understanding of even the basic P = E x I. 

 

Word salad  

A complete lack of understanding the basics you say Is that rock bouncing yet?. 

 

Post 4736 quote SF:  

Quote 

It would be nice if there was a good technical discussion of the OP topic but even after 

Mark E and TK proposed some tests and suggestions to tinman, nothing came of it but 

this all to familiar scheme of his being contacted and told to cease and desist. We are 

left to infer that this was TPB when in all likely hood, tinman's device simply splattered 

interference all over certain licensed frequency bands and the local regulators warned 

him off; ie stop doing that and get your experiment under control. 

This is not big oil, MiB or any other conspiracy nonsense. 

To save face, tinman has led everyone to believe that there are other forces behind his failed 

experiment 

. 

 

Once again accusing me of being a liar,and that my experiment was a failure. 

I have still not replied to you at this point in time. 

 

Post 4739 quote SF in reply to synchro1 

Quote 

Remedial fail...learn to spell already 



 

Says the man again that has made more spelling mistakes in this one thread than i have 

seen on the whole forum. 

 

Post 4740 quote SF 

Quote 

I'm pretty sure you spew it from both ends 

 

Quote at top of this post by SF 

Quote 

If you even care to check you will see he has used vulgarities on many occasions while 

you will not find one in anything I have posted. 

 

I had still not replied to you at this point in time,so we can now all see that it was you that 

started with the vulgarities SF,toward others here on this thread. 

 

Post 4741 quote SF 

Quote 

No poop for you!". 

 

OOP'S 

 

Post 4743 quote SF 

Quote 

Where is the proof? 

He can't supply it, you can't supply it, ramset can't supply it...oh wait, TPB stopped them 

from letting it out. 

Put your hairy green foil helmet back on. Monocots are not know for even remedial level 

intelligence and you sir are living proof! 

 

More insults,and a bit of sarcasm toward myself and Chet. 

I have still not replied to any of your post at this point in time SF. 

 

Post 4745 quote SF 

Quote 



Now the remedial tard descends into it's own nonsense. 

Don't roll over tonight when sleeping under the bridge by the sewer outflow; you might 

drown in your own jetsam 

 

Just some more friendly chat with a fellow member. 

 

At this point in time,i had had enough of you crap SF-->here is my very first reply to you. 

Quote post 4746: -->To what !failed! experiment do you infer?. 

Do you have !failed! mixed up with !incomplete!(as far as some are concerned). 

 

I am beginning to wonder as to what fluids you have spilled?. 
I'm leaning toward a sore hand after the fluid expulsion.

 

 

I have highlighted the extent of my so called vulgarities. I think this is way less vulgar than 

what you have submitted thus far in your short time here. 

 

Post 4747 quote SF 

Quote 

Then complete the damn thing and stop with all the classic suppression BS. If you want 

to be taken seriously then just own up to your mistakes instead of playing the martyr. 

Good lord you people are insufferable! 

 

Classic suppression BS?-once again inferring that i am a liar. 

 

Post 4751 quote SF 

Quote 

I wouldn't be so hard on myself if I were you. It's not your fault your parents were first 

cousins 

 

Calling another member an inbred ,not so nice. 

 

Post 4754 quote SF 

Quote 

But if I go away, there won't be anyone to check you inbred trolls 

 

 

I will leave this post at that. 



But remember 

Quote SF :If you even care to check you will see he has used vulgarities on many occasions 

while you will not find one in anything I have posted. 

 

 

TinMan 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4985 on: July 20, 2015, 02:10:13 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: minnie on July 20, 2015, 01:58:10 PM 

 

 

 Tinman, 

        love your truck, wouldn't do very well in these country lane round me. 

 Spilled Fluids is very horrible. 

 I don't believe in moderation, just kills things stone dead. The best way is to 

look at everything and make up your own mind. 

 MarkE,poynt and Koala aren't that daft and can teach most of us a lot, it's 

very good of them to give their time to explanations. 

        John. 

I agree with you John. 

markE, TK,verpies,PW,Chet--most of the guys here-Particularly Poynt have helped me out a 

lot-and for that i am very grateful. 

Spilled Fluids will dwindle away soon-he dosnt belong here,as he lacks the ability to carry out 

a simple experiment,and give reasons to his findings. He also like to lie a lot,and that is not 

what is needed here. 

 



Anyway,back to the bench,as i am conducting some test with regards to ferrite and PM's 

influence on pulsed coils. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4988 on: July 20, 2015, 03:41:38 PM » 

 Quote  

I have just carried out some testing in regards to a ferrite or PM core being placed near an air 

core coil. 

As you will see in the scope shots below,no effect what so ever takes place when either a 

ferrite or PM core is placed near a pulsed air core coil/inductor. I even went as far as placing 

the ferrite core,and the PM on top of the coil it self,and no change at all was noted on the 

scope traces. 

 

Some info regarding the tests 

The CSR value is 33 ohms-->high so as i could detect even the smallest of changes in current 

and voltage/current phase angle.<--no changes were noted. 

The coil is about 1 cubic inch box shape,and has a resistance of 145 ohms. 

Duty cycle is 50%. 

Supply voltage is 12 volts. 

Ferrite rod used is 19mm x 25mm. 

PM (also a rod) is also 19mm x 25mm. 

Both keeper and PM were placed 2mm away from coil end<--so very close to coil. 

 

Note:-even at this low power input,i could feel the PM vibrate/oscillate quite strongly,but 

nothing from the ferrite keeper. 

 

The tests were carried out at 10Hz,100Hz,and 1KHz-as shown on each scope shot below. 

 

It is clear from these test that there is no difference or change at all in regards to 



current,voltage, or phase angle change between current and voltage regardless of weather 

there is no keeper in place,a ferrite keeper in place,or a PM keeper in place 

 

 

 10 HZ TEST.JPG (87.96 kB, 487x712 - viewed 249 times.) 



 

 100Hz TEST.JPG (88.33 kB, 487x714 - viewed 246 times.) 



 

 1KHz TEST.JPG (88.06 kB, 490x711 - viewed 248 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #4990 on: July 20, 2015, 04:48:19 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MarkE on July 20, 2015, 04:30:06 PM 

The tests are well intentioned enough, but if you actually want to know, then you will 

need to make some adjustments: 

1) You need to set the time scale on your oscilloscope according to the L/R time constant 

of the circuit. 

2) You need to make sure that you do not hide the circuit behavior with too large a value 

current sense resistor. 

3) You need to make sure that you do not hide the circuit behavior with a current sense 

resistor that has too long of an L/R time constant of its own. 

4) You need to make sure that you don't introduce distortions that hide the circuit 

behavior by the instrument settings, such as using AC coupling where it is not 

appropriate. 

 

Fixing 1) is pretty easy.  Just start speeding up your sweep rate / reduce the timescale 

until you can clearly see the exponential current rise caused by the applied voltage 

step.   It is this current rise that you want to see. 

 

Fixing 2) is a matter of picking a current sense resistor value that is less than 1/10th the 

winding resistance of your coil. 

 

Fixing 3) is a matter of using a current sense resistor that has an 

inductance:   Lsense_resistor <=  0.1 * Rsense/Rcoil * Lcoil.  If you don't already have 

any non-inductive current sense resistors, they are available from Digikey for about $1. 

each. 

 

Fixing 4) is a matter of making sure you understand how to use your test 

equipment.  Avoid AC coupling especially for pulses that last longer than 1ms. 

 

I can not go much lower on the CSR,as i am already at 2mV per division on my scope,and 

that is as low as it go's.If i lower the CSR value,then we will not see much at all in the way of 

a trace across the CSR. 

AC/DC coupling in this case made no difference at all,and i left it as AC so as we could see 

any noise change within the current trace. At 1KHz,we have only a 500uS pulse,and we still 

see no change. 



 

Edit: 

Tomorrow i will up the input power,lower the CSR value(with a non inductive CSR),and switch 

back to DC coupling. 

We will then carry out the same test,and post results. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5025 on: July 21, 2015, 01:04:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on July 20, 2015, 11:36:05 PM 

My Arduino based metal detector easily responds to a piece of ferrite about the size of 

my little finger (a broken bit of flyback core), at 10 cm distance from its _air core_ sense 

coil. 

 

The way it accomplishes this amazing feat is simple. The circuitry, powered from the 5V 

regulated bus of the Arduino, oscillates the sense coil at around 120 kHz or so. The 

frequency of the oscillation is very sensitive to the inductance of the coil. Duh. The 

proximity of the ferrite changes the inductance of the air core coil, even from some 

distance away. The Arduino is used to monitor the frequency with high accuracy, taking 

a sample for a "null reference" , and when the frequency changes due to the change in 

inductance of the coil due to the presence of ferrite or metal, the Arduino produces an 

output click at a rate that is proportional to the change in frequency from the reference 

value.  

 

The conclusion is that air core coils do change inductance measurably in the presence of 

materials of high permeability. 

 

And this has What? to do with the amount of current flowing through a coil that has a set 

pulse rate when in the presence of materials of high permeability ?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5040 on: July 21, 2015, 05:06:09 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: NickZ on July 21, 2015, 04:15:23 PM 

  Ok, so TinMan's motor mod is helping to lower the amps drawn by some percentage, 

while filling a 1.2v capacitor, that has no load on it. This by itself is not very exciting, at 

least not to me. How about putting a real load on it? Not just a small voltage cap, and 

then show what it does. I bet the amps go up, when a real load is placed on it, and the 

difference in input to output power, will be less noticeable. 

 

   I'm still waiting to see what brought me to this thread, a solid state, partnered coil set 

up. That works, on a self running basis.  

  As I see no real practical applications so far, for TinMan's noisy motor project.  

 

  

 

It often helps if people actually know what they are looking at. 

For example-->what 1.2 volt cap are you referring to?. Could you be mistaking that for the 

1.2 volt 2.15 amp hour nickel metal hydride battery i was recharging during the video? 

 

Like i have had to say so many times--Get it right. 

Quote 

As I see no real practical applications so far, for TinMan's noisy motor project. 

 

 

You cant see the difference between a cap and a battery(even though i gave a good close up 

of the !battery! in the video-and i also read out the values of that battery),so i dont expect 



you to see any 

  !Practicalities! in anything.   
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5042 on: July 22, 2015, 06:13:52 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: NickZ on July 21, 2015, 05:41:25 PM 

  Ok, sorry, misprint,  battery, not cap.  Would that really make any real difference to 

your set up?  

 Battery or a cap... in any case.  Still, interesting, but not very exciting, at that point of 

the motor project. 

Now if it would self run, and do some work, I'd be jumping up and down. 

 

  Waiting for your solid state version. Self running, at some point, I hope.   

  I'd like to see the whole thing working. Or, what's the point, for us?   

  Look at this... but I won't tell you how it really works?   Common... 

  Give us a break!  And the guys here may actually be replicating, instead of speculating. 

I guess you missed the bit about-I would not be disclosing the full workings about the device, 

but only carrying out measurements as requested. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5062 on: July 25, 2015, 04:26:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Farmhand on July 22, 2015, 10:22:30 PM 

 

 

Erfinder, the waveform at the end of this video is actually a clip showing the wave form 

from a different device and the end of the clip was not trimmed, that shouldn't even be 

there. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BAiYzYGOKIs 

 

In three years time or so we should know one way or another. Is three years enough ? 

Or does it require 30 years ? I might be gone and buried by then.   

 

.. 

 

Quote 

The thread is from - May - 2012. http://www.energeticforum.com/renewable-

energy/11417-modifying-motors-generators.html 

 

So I'm kinda wondering did Tinman come up with the idea himself ? Did he take my idea 

and run further with it without giving credit for where the idea came from.  Did he come 

up with the idea before me, or did he come up with the idea without ever seeing my 

thread or idea's. I don't know and don't care. But maybe others will. 

 

Good old farmhand-loves getting some credit where credit is not due. 

Good thing youtube and my old forum have post dates-and your about 5 months to late. 

Quote 

It's about as much a loss to me as some guy selling plans to an exciter is a loss to the 

slayer guy or whomever it was Tinman was complaining about. Nil loss. 

 

Thats because you had nothing of any use to anyone. 

Quote 

Anyway yippee, we have another free energy Guru - Tinman. He fits the bill just like J.B. 

and P.L. Secrets secrets secrets. 

Funny thing is he is telling people he has no intention to reveal the necessary details, 



and still people are hanging on his words.  

Congrats Guru Tinman. 

 

 

And i made this very clear from the start. It is people like you that have there knickers in a 

twist because i havnt disclosed the device as a whole.I was only to present measurements as 

requested-and that is exactly what i did. 

Quote 
Hopefully Tinman is not stringing people along 

and some people will show replications showing excess energy, or Tinman will show a 

device that can be replicated which shows excess energy or Tinman will make available 

for purchase a device or plans to build a device that will show excess energy if built to 

spec. 

 

I am doing nothing of a sort. If you can show me just one post where i have told anyone to 

go buy anything,or spend any time on this,then i'll refund the money they spent on the items 

they bought. 

Dont get this mixed up with information i have provided that go's beyond that of what i was 

to do,questions others ask me,or others starting thread's based around my device. 

Do you see me trying to make any money out of this at all?-have i written any book's?,do i 

have kits for sale?, have i asked for any donations?. 

 

Farmhand-if your going to try and take some credit towards others work,then do a little 

research,and make sure your work is presented before the other experimenter has presented 

there work-->not 5 months later. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5145 on: September 15, 2015, 02:41:28 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: EMJunkie on September 14, 2015, 01:52:03 AM 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

 Why is Three the Magic Number? Action, Reaction and Counter-Reaction... Newton's 

Laws of Motion...  

 

!!BINGO!!   
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5148 on: September 15, 2015, 04:09:03 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on September 15, 2015, 03:19:03 PM 

Now that we are playing Bingo, what is the prize,and who donated it..  

 

 

Depends on what your interpretation is.  

E.G  

 

Helens view 

Graeme was waiting for me to get  back home from work.  He took me out for a very 

romantic  dinner.  We then walked back home, under an amazing starry sky,  along the 

canal, for a good two hours.  Once home, he lit all  the candles and we had fo**play which 

lasted for an hour.  We  then made l*ve for another hour and chatted until late.  It 

was  wonderful." 

 



Graeme's view 

I came home early to fix the kitchen shelf.   When I switched on the power drill, the fuse 

went out.  The  whole house went into darkness.  Couldn't find the bloody fuse  box, so when 

Helen arrived I took her out for dinner.  It was  the only thing to do to avoid getting an 

earful! The dinner was fine  but was so expensive I couldn't afford a taxi, so we had to 

walk  home.  It took ages and once there, the house was still in the  dark, obviously, so I had 

to light all these  candles  to avoid knocking everything over.  I was so wound up and  pi**ed 

off that it took me an hour to get a h**d on, and another  hour to finish.  In the end, I was 

still wound up and it took  me ages to fall asleep, while she kept yapping on and on 

about  everything and nothing. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5155 on: September 16, 2015, 01:11:34 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on September 15, 2015, 04:35:23 PM 

Ah yes, two different points of view, for example, how one perceives oneself and the 

stark naked reality, they can be quite different. Delusion is eventually believing the lies, 

white lies, half truths we tell ourselves and others. 

 

Your answer Vortex is much the same as most other's,where in you choose Graeme's turn of 

event's to be the only reality,while Helen's turn of events are a delusion. The fact is,both 

perceptions are correct,but only one had a positive outcome. 

 

Like most others,you chose to believe in what would be seen as a negative outcome-a bad 

night,while very few have the ability to see that both outcome's are very much a reality. 

 



1 cause-2 different effects 

Action-cause of events--reaction(Graeme)--counter reaction(Helen) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5160 on: September 16, 2015, 06:05:20 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on September 16, 2015, 02:21:33 AM 

Now sir, you are choosing to believe that I made a choice when I did not,  as I chose 

neither neither Helen's nor Graeme's perceptions as reality and said they were both a 

"point of view" of events. I never even mentioned Helen's or Graeme's name nor implied 

that either one was delusional. The second sentence was a non sequitur, a different idea 

stated for a different purpose,  unrelated to the story. 

 

Perhaps your preconceived notions got in the way of an accurate assessment. I never 

implied Helen's version was a delusion, nor Graeme's. You read that into it from those 

notions while  the sentence that followed was referring to something quite different. Go 

back and read it and show me where I said Helen was delusional. 

 

Isn't that interesting! 

 

"The easiest person to fool is yourself" RPF 

 

Maybe that makes the sentence I wrote about "delusion" clearer. 

 

Maybe different paragraphs would help when talking about two different things-as you did in 

your post before the last. 

 

The point is this-there are now lies or delusions within that event as your single paragraph 



represents. Many here laugh at, and mok EMJ, but the fact is , he is basically right in what he 

is trying to put forward. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5163 on: September 16, 2015, 12:47:20 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on September 16, 2015, 09:04:38 AM 

So, did anyone have a look at Gunderson's transformer ? 

 

Yes. 

Also (even though hosted by Arron the rookie) watched the video of the interview with 

Graham. 

This guy actually seems like a straight shooter,and careful measurements are very important 

to him. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=lwbnMSIBTi8 

 

He has a couple of patents it seem's,and the one listed below i have seen around the traps 

before. 

https://www.google.com/patents/US20060163971 

 

I have not been able to find a direct build schematic for his latest(apparent OU transformer) 

yet though. 

What are your thoughts on this Verpies?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5177 on: September 17, 2015, 12:18:39 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on September 17, 2015, 07:11:40 AM 

What if MPTT rears its ugly head between them and 1.3 is not enough? 

 

Yes. 

Delivering maximum power at maximum efficiency from one device to the next would be a 

difficult feat,and may show a result of COP<,when there may have been a COP>. This could 

result in something great being missed. This could also happen when trying to loop a device 

as well. 

 

The only true and sure way of calculating COP is P/in and P/out<--all of P/out,-

electrical,mechanical,and heat. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5179 on: September 17, 2015, 05:10:53 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on September 17, 2015, 03:19:32 PM 

Agreed, and this can be done without too much difficulty by fitting the DUT motor with a 

friction break to create heat, and loading the electrical output of the DUT with a resistor 

to create heat. Then the device is put in a loosely insulated box so that there is a 

controlled loss to ambient. 



 

 This is to be compared with the temperature rise of a lone resistor in the box drawing 

the identical power (as the DUT) from a power supply.  

 

The temperature rise of each test should, after a reasonable time, yield a stable 

temperature at the inside top of the box. These temperatures and power inputs are  then 

recorded.  

 

Any temperature increase of the DUT over the "control" resistor teat would indicate a 

cop >1. 

 

 Exactly how much extra energy can now be calculated by running the control resistor 

power to an amount that provides the same (matching) temperature as the DUT and 

noting the increase power draw. The difference between the first control resistor test 

power input and second control resistor test power input when matching temperature is 

the excess energy created. 

 

This method can be used to evaluate many devices that claim COP>1. It does not 

however scavenge radiated EM energy, but this is generally very small. There are 

methods to scavenge this tiny energy also and keep it in the box, turning it into heat, 

but that is for another writing. 

 

Hope this helps. 

 

I agree Vortex,a controlled thermal test setup would be a good idea. But im wondering if 

heating a liquid would be more accurate and easier to control and measure?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5202 on: September 21, 2015, 01:05:23 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: minnie on September 21, 2015, 12:04:32 PM 

 

 

   Start out by defining the current of a single 

 electron using a Delta Function. 

                  John. 

 

Delta Function? 

I would sure like to know how it can be a function, when it is a singularity. How can a 

singularity become a function?-How do you apply mathematics to a singularity?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5203 on: September 21, 2015, 01:21:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 21, 2015, 10:51:48 AM 

 

What a HOOT!!!! 

 

Tinman has shown you to be full of Hot Texas Air and many others also.   

! Hope you don't mind Tinman!!! 

 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Yes i do mind. 

I have not shown TK to be full of hot air at all. In fact,whether we(TK and myself) agree or 

disagree on something,i consider TK to be not only a friend,but some one who sails a true 



coarse. What TK has said is true-(this go's for both of us Chris),neither of us has shown a self 

running,looped device.  

 

So please leave me out of this,as i have no wish to be involved with others squabbles. 

I have backed what you are doing through findings of my own,but this dose not mean that i 

have proven anyone to be wrong,nor shown that they are full of hot air. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5212 on: September 22, 2015, 01:29:45 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 21, 2015, 10:41:30 PM 

Fair Comment Tinman, Understand and respect where you are coming from. 

 

 

The way I see it, we just have to fight the good fight, if anyone has an idea, they should 

not be Stomped Down, if someone has an experiment they should not be Stomped 

Down, if someone can repetitively achieve something that others can not then they 

should not be Stomped Down!!!  

 

It is up to you what you do with your knowledge and device Tinman, but we surely have 

a responsibility! A responsibility to share the gifts we have been given? We really do not 

have much time left at all now! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 



If you were to give us a one liner, why you stopped posting Data on your Rotary 

Transformer , what would that be? 

 

An applied force,over a given time,on a moving mass,can change the destination of that 

moving mass. 

Quote 

I have a fair idea, its because of the attitude and Dogma here? Something akin to a 

plastic Bag, glued over everyone's head? 

 

No-not so much.  

What you will find is many that have been conditioned to accept what they have been told. 

E.G-Most think that an !off the shelf! generator(say 3kva)is under 100% efficient,when in fact 

a standard !off the shelf !generator is over 100% efficient when all output energies are taken 

into account. People just choose to believe what they are told,and accept the wide spread 

rumor that!lets say! 35% of the fuels energy is transformed into mechanical energy,while the 

remaining 65% of the fuels energy is transformed into heat energy. The fact is,drawing 

mechanical energy from an ICE dose not decrease the heat energy from a given amount of 

fuel-the heat energy output from a given amount of fuel remains the same regardless of 

whether or not mechanical energy is being drawn from that ICE. 

 

It comes down to what you choose to believe from word of mouth,and what you choose to be 

proven wrong through experiments of your own. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5224 on: September 24, 2015, 12:57:25 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 24, 2015, 11:19:56 AM 



@All - Back to other devices that also work. Graham Gunderson's Video introduced me 

to another little known Inventor, Melvin Cobb. 

 

This work is also along the same lines as mine and also others that have achieved some 

very brilliant things. 

 

Patent: US4687947 - Electrical power conservation circuit 

Interesting Page: http://www.affs.org/html/the_energy_trimmer.html 

 

I share this for others out there, those that would like to aspire to great things, reach for 

the Stars... 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org  

 

His setup makes no sense-look at quote from description. 

 

Quote: Figure l. illustrates an alternating current circuit which includes a typical  commercial 

public utility alternating current power source (1) and a first load (2) coupled to a 

transformer (4). The transformer is interposed between the alternating current power source 

and the loads. The primary winding (5) is wound upon a magnetically permeable soft iron 

core and connected to the power source.  Current flow through the primary winding produces 

a magnetic flux in the  direction indicated by the directional arrows for half the AC cycle. 

The  secondary winding (6) is connected to the first load (2) and is wound upon the same 

core in the same direction as the primary winding (5). The secondary winding (6) produces 

magnetic flux in the core in the same first direction at  the same moment in time indicated by 

the arrows.  
The third or return winding (7)  is wound on the core in the opposite direction from the 

primary and secondary  windings, 

 as illustrated in Figure 1, and is connected to a secondary load (3). 

 

What difference will winding the wire around the core in the opposite direction to the other 

two windings of the AC transformer that is driving resistive loads make?. 

Let me guess-they think this will create a magnetic field that dosnt appose that of the 

primary winding? lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5249 on: September 26, 2015, 03:42:50 AM » 

 Quote  

A blocking oscillator? 

Nice name,but what actually is blocked?. 

Current path diversion oscillator would be a better description. 

 

Sure,you can decrease your power consumption by using these oscillators,but you also 

reduce your light output. So why not just use lower wattage light's ?. You could also put a 

small inline water turbine between your water supply meter and your home,so as every time 

you turn a tap on,the little turbine would charge a small battery bank that powers your 

oscillators. You only pay for the water you use,so the power being generated by the turbine is 

free . This is how i run my garden light's. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5274 on: September 27, 2015, 02:25:21 AM » 

 Quote  

EMJ 

 

Could you throw up a schematic for the best performing transformer to date for your 

setup,and i will put one together today,and post my findings here in way of a video. 

 

Give a list of all the materials needed,along with dimensions,and i will build it to those 



specifications. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5277 on: September 27, 2015, 03:22:57 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on September 26, 2015, 08:21:52 PM 

 

 

Milehigh, you are 100% correct, the flasher as used in auto turn signal circuits of 

yesteryear is an electro thermo mechanical switching device (to be precise) that has 

nothing to do with an Resistor Capacitor time constant. 

Anyone claiming it does exposes the depths of their ignorance. Of course they will argue 

otherwise by some stretches and pretzel logic. 

 

This is incorrect,and EMJ is correct in that there were flasher units that used resistor 

capacitor time constants to switch a relay on and off. The speed of this switching could be 

changed either by changing the value of the capacitor or the resistor. In fact,the unit that 

used this principle of operation were not only more reliable but safer also. The thermo 

mechanical flasher unit will also not work with todays LED bulb's,as the current required to 

heat the spring loaded flip flop switchs element is to low,where as the unit that used the RC 

time constant to switch will work just as well with LED bulbs as it will with incandescent 

bulbs. The early adjustable intermittent wiper circuit uses this very same RC relay,where the 

fixed resistor is change out for a variable resistor to change the time off period between each 

cycle. 

 

Vortex 

Your comments of late are most out of caricature,and i would have thought that some one of 



your nature and history would have many of these RC type flasher units lying around.The fact 

is that there were both types,but you insist that there was only one that used the thermo 

mechanical operation,and that any one that argues against this has pretzel logic . 

 

Below is a pic of a relay that works on the RC time constant.You will see no heating element 

in there. 

 

 RC flasher relay.jpg (59.83 kB, 640x480 - viewed 285 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5278 on: September 27, 2015, 03:33:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 27, 2015, 02:50:28 AM 

 

 

Hey Brad, you already know how it works, I don't need to do any homework or thinking 

for you. 

 

Like I said, three Coils, one input, two output, go for best result... 

Persistence and common-sense as you already know is the key to getting a result.

 

 

If you were to break down your RT we see the same thing, three Coils, you had a 

Velocity component, on the Rotor, that is not directly evident in the Transformers I build, 

but its still there, Graham Gunderson shows it. Which I will admit I did not notice until 

recently. 

 

If you visit: Click Here - You will see what I mean. 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Chris 

My time is short,so rather than bumble around for days,weeks,month's trying to prove you 

correct,it would make much more sense that my time be spent building your actual 

device,and post my results here-->so as we can muzzle those that disbelieve. 

 

If i build what i think is correct,and get negative result's,then that dose not look so good for 

you,or it then puts me in a position where as you can say i have built it wrong. 

 

As much as i have tried,i cannot get a solid state version of the RT to work,so you must know 

something i do not?. 

 

I have today and tomorrow to donate to your cause-should i spend that time researching 

your design,or should i spend it building your design?. 

Just a schematic of your best performer is all i need to get started. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5284 on: September 27, 2015, 08:43:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on September 27, 2015, 06:51:45 AM 

 

 

See what you started, Brad? So much for the "Open Source" philosophy. Now any and all 

false claimants, when challenged for details, can just say "I decline to divulge, just like 

TinMan did, so long ago."  

 

 

We all have our reasons TK. 

 

Quote TK: 

Quote 

The device was originally designed by Overconfident, who died of a brain tumor 

(malignant melanoma) several years ago. 

The video was put up on YouTube to prove a point to Omnibus and was taken down after 

only being up for 27 minutes, as soon as Omnibus had seen it. 

All copies of the video available on YT are unauthorized, plagiarized and many have been 

altered in various ways. Someone copied it without permission in the 27 minutes it was 

up and reposted it and it's all downhill from there. 

The device is now lost, but you know where it may be (even if you don't realize it).

 

  

Teaching? Yes, undoubtedly. Did anyone learn anything from it? I certainly did.  



"If what you think you are seeing appears to violate some physical law or principle, 

examine your assumptions...." 

 

Out of respect for the memory of Overconfident, I really don't want to discuss it further. 

It was done to death back in the day, anyhow. 

 

Now i would like to know how you had that thing running,and if it still exist-who has it,what 

will become of it? 

Seems sharing the video is a no no,so i wont share it here. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5291 on: September 27, 2015, 12:35:37 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on September 27, 2015, 10:23:30 AM 

Does the attached image that was referenced to in the original posting look like an RC-

based or a thermal-based flasher to you? 

 

That is not the reference in the original posting 5268-->The diagram you posted is the 

second reference given of an electro mechanical thermo flasher unit-not the first. 

The first reference given IS of an RC based flasher unit. 

 

I think it's about time you guys started to get it right,as it is starting to not look good for you. 

 

It is starting to look like the !big guns! dont like it when the small fry are right. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5292 on: September 27, 2015, 12:37:39 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 27, 2015, 10:32:08 AM 

Tinman, what happened here? Is MarkE ok? This sounds terrible... I hope he is ok!!! 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Is this the only thread you read EMJ ?. 

MarkE passed away a couple of weeks ago. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5296 on: September 27, 2015, 02:29:30 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on September 27, 2015, 01:53:16 PM 

Dear Tinman, you said 

 

Yes I have been out of "caricature" as you say lately due to severe health problems, 

However, I am indeed familiar with a lot of different flasher types, thermal types, RC 

relay types, hybrids, and pure solid state types. 



 

But I believe I have been misquoted or what I was trying to say was not clear, my 

apologies. 

 

I was merely pointing to the early schematic that was posted of the "mechanical flasher" 

and stating that the particular flasher was not based on an RC time constant, rather it is 

a thermal time constant. I am well aware of the existence of the other types and was 

even responsible for designing circuits very similar to flasher circuits that produced PWM 

with varying input current. These were used to modulate Large SCR power controls. I 

can give you the link privately and you can then go to the website of the company I 

worked for as these are still being sold. 

 

I don't recall making the argument that there is only one type of flasher, but if you say 

so, so be it. 

 

   

I'm not in the mood to argue right now as I just learned of the death of a friend, colleague 

and gifted integrated circuit designer that worked for Motorola in Arizona. 

 

Dave (last name witheld but available on request) and I designed a lot of stuff over the 

years, but had the most fun designing transmission line loudspeakers back in the 70's. 

Dave would also send me copies and sometimes samples of his latest integrated circuit 

designs for  for a second opinion and comment before they were released to 

production.  Some of them were IC regulators that a few of us use in our experiments. 

 Dave and I routinely shared our tube and solid state amplifier designs, just for fun, 

always trying to improve the circuits. 

Dave will be dearly missed along with MarkE.   

 

Kind Regards, Vortex1 / ION 

 

It must be the time for sad new's,as my wife and myself also lost a life long friend today. 

 

Yes ,you are correct that the schematic posted is of a thermo type relay,and i was not 

arguing that point. It was more the first picture of the relay EMJ posted,which is of the RC 

type relay. I think it may be a case of !how old is your old school to mine!?. I have a relay 

from a 1967 HR Holden,and it is of the RC type. My old school starts from 40 years old. 

 

Anyway,i hope you get well soon. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5310 on: September 29, 2015, 01:29:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 28, 2015, 11:58:19 PM 

I also wish to point out, nearly two year's ago, I posted a video that show's a Rotating 

Magnetic Field. 

 

The Rotation field is induced by Coils that are configured the way I have shown!!! 

 

URL: Me Showing a Rotating Magnetic Field 

 

What does the Electric Generator do? What is the principle of Operation? Electric 

Generator  

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Well it dose show that the magnetic field is not contained within the toroid core as most 

believe. 

If the field was contained within the core of a toroid,then there would be no inductive 

coupling to a secondary winding-->and yet the toroid core transformer is the most efficient 

we have.   
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5320 on: September 29, 2015, 07:24:04 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on September 29, 2015, 01:42:21 AM 

Nope, that's not quite correct. The changing current in the primary coil causes the 

magnetic field contained in the toroid to vary in strength and direction. Why would you 

think this would not produce inductive coupling to a secondary coil... since it obviously 

does? And not by flux leakage either... which is how Syke's demonstration is working. 

If there is no flux leakage from the core, then how is the primary coupled to the secondary? 

We know we can place say ten turns on one side of a toroid, and then another ten on the 

other side of the toroid core, and when a current is passed through one, the other will couple 

to it. If there is no flux leakage from the core, then what magnetic field is causing a current 

flow in the secondary coil when a load is placed across it. ? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5323 on: September 29, 2015, 01:41:02 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 29, 2015, 09:30:43 AM 

 

@Tinman, 

I think you're getting Flux Linkage and Flux Leakage mixed up. 

 

 

You are exactly right if you change the term to Linkage. Its just the one word that TK is 



trying to be picky about. 

 

Flux Leakage, is more commonly known as "Leakage Flux" or "Loose Coupling" or 

"Loosely Coupled" device. 

 

I have posted in the past, the document from George I Cohn "Electromagnetic Induction" 

is one of the best I have seen when it comes to this Field, Electromagnetism. 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

No im not.  

Faradays law states that a change in magnetic !flux!(the increase or decrease of a magnetic 

field) through a conducting loop creates an EMF in that loop. 

 

Quote Wikipedia: According to Faraday's law of induction, since the same magnetic  
flux

 passes through both the primary and secondary windings in an ideal transformer,[7] a 

voltage is induced in each winding, 

 

Soooo-if all the flux is contained within the core,and there is no flux leakage from that 

core,then how is an EMF produced in the conducting loop's???. 

The answer is simple. The flux is not contained within any transformer core,as it also passes 

through the windings that are around the outside of the core. 

 

Where you have an increase or decrease of magnetic field strength,you have a change in 

magnetic flux. Flux linkage is simply an alternative term for total flux. So, for there to be any 

flux linkage(magnetic flux),cutting the conductor,there has to be flux leakage from the 

magnetic core-->so no,the magnetic flux is not contained within the core. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #5325 on: September 29, 2015, 04:12:04 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on September 29, 2015, 03:11:15 PM 

 

 

 

If the flux leaks outside of the core then it can be detected by a small magnet, otherwise 

it cannot.  At 50/60Hz the vibration of the magnet can be felt by hand.  Deliberately 

creating a flux leakage from the core - decreases mutual inductance.   

 

According to legacy science the Faraday's induction happens magically at a distance....or 

if you prefer, because of a changing vector potential, that drives the electrons in the 

winding.  I am just quoting, this is not what I believe in. 

 

Quote 

The magnetic flux does not need to touch the winding in order to induce emf/current in 

it.  This is a well known fact in EM engineering. 

 

How can that be correct when where ever there is a magnetic field there is magnetic flux. 

Are you saying a magnetic field(and thus magnetic flux) are not needed to induce an 

EMF/current flow through a conductor?. 

Quote 

Merely increasing the winding diameter and keeping it further away from the core (and 

any flux leakage) does not change the induction. 

 

This is not correct. The tighter the coupling from winding to core to secondary winding,the 

greater the inductive coupling between the primary and secondary windings. This can be 

clearly seen in the case when a primary is wound on say 30% of the toroids circumference 

,and a secondary is wound on another 30% of the toroids circumference opposite that of the 

primary. The greater the distance between windings and core,the less the inductive coupling 

between the primary and secondary coils. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5327 on: September 29, 2015, 05:15:32 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: minnie on September 29, 2015, 04:49:06 PM 

 

 

My pets have grown well, natural overunity! 

 

!dude!  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5334 on: September 30, 2015, 01:12:23 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 29, 2015, 11:00:58 PM 

 

Pictured Below is a very early Transformer, you can see the Primary and Secondary are 

separated by a distance. 

 

The best way to visualize this, is to imagine: If all the Flux from the Primary were to 

Leak Out and Not make it to the Secondary, there would be no Induction in the 

secondary. Conversely, if all the Flux were to Link the Primary and Secondary together 

then Induction would occur in the Secondary and an EMF would be seen on the 

Secondary Terminals.  



 

This is why Flux Leakage is typically not desired in a transformer! It is considered as a 

Loss in the Transformer. 

 

Flux Linking and Flux Cutting are different principals! Both create Induction!!! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

To me,if there is magnetic flux outside the transformer core,then it is leaking from that core. 

To me,linking is joining of. 

So ,when you say flux linking,where is this second flux that the core flux links to in regards to 

the secondary winding?. How can there be a flux linking between the core flux and a 

secondary coil flux that dosnt exist due to there being no current flow within that secondary 

coil. In order to have magnetic flux,there has to be a magnetic field,and there will be no 

magnetic field within the secondary winding until a current flow exist through that 

winding,and in order to create a current flow within that winding,the winding must be cut by 

a magnetic field,and thus magnetic flux. 

 

A core that can contain all the magnetic flux(and thus the field)within it's core(the ideal core) 

would not have the ability to induce inductance into a secondary winding on the opposite side 

of a toroid core-or any other core where the secondary is not wound with(on top of) the 

primary winding. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5349 on: September 30, 2015, 12:59:57 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 30, 2015, 01:51:35 AM 



 

 

When the Secondary Coil carry's Current, the Polarity is Equal and Opposite!!!  

 

Yes and no, As the Intensity of the Opposition increases there will be a increase of the 

Core's Reluctance. Harder for the Flux to Link through the Secondary. The higher the 

reluctance of the Core, the less emf in the secondary. There will be a lot of loss in a 

Transformer with this configuration and as you correctly point out, the best way is to 

have the Secondary Coil wound on top of the Primary. This is part of the reason, to 

increase efficiency. 

 

I imagine this simply as two fire Fighters, each turns facing toward each other, both with 

fire hoses on full and pointing them directly at each other... The force of opposition 

would be relative to the force on each hose... 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

P.S: Apply the Right Hand Rule to the picture: "Transformer Theory 1" - You will see 

each Field Oppose when the Secondary is carrying Current... 

 

Quote 

The Currents are Equal and Opposite: (See: Primary vs Secondary Current in a 

Transformer) So, the Secondary Current is always opposing the Primary's Current. 

 

No-not when you include motion of the core that carries those magnetic fields. Both the 

primary and secondary form opposite field's,and thus there is no CEMF(no back torque) from 

the secondary field,as the secondaries current flow is not apposing that of the primaries 

current flow(hint). 

 

Many here pride them selves in knowing so much about magnetic fields,but no one to date 

has been able to explain how the torque in the basic RT doubles when the stator coil has a 

load placed across it.Nor can any of these people tell you what the magnetic force is. The RT 

is both a generator that shows the opposite to that of any other generator,and it is also an 

extremely efficient electric motor. I have carried out careful measurement tests between the 

RT and !off the shelf! electric motors,and the RT has shown an efficiency of over 60% of that 

of any other motor i have tested against it driving the same load. 

 

People are lazy. What they want is all your years of hard work and experimenting handed to 

them so as they can replicate your device. They are not interested in working out how it 

works,or why it's doing what it's doing,they just want a device that works in front of them,on 



the bench,where all the hard work was done by some one else. Many have replicated the 

effect of the basic RT,but none of them can explain as to how it is doing it,or what it is doing. 

 

Here is a little project for any one interested-->more of a challenge really. An if you succeed, 

you will start to understand how wrong we have been doing thing's,and how induction must 

take place as presented to us for the last 200 years in order to create current flow through a 

conductor. 

 

You are to build two identical inductors.Lets say they use an iron,laminated steel,or a ferrite 

core of size 10 to 20mm diameter x 30 to 50mm in length. On this core you wind say 300 

turns of .55 or .61mm wire(enameled copper wire). You hang these two inductors from 

strings,so as they have a gap of say 5mm between them,and they can swing toward or away 

from each other(core coil face to face). You now use one as a primary,and the other as a 

secondary. 

 

Your mission now is to send a current through the primary so as you can induce a current in 

the secondary. The secondary will have say a 10ohm resistor as a load across it. The aim is 

to get those two inductors to attract each other in stead of repelling each other when current 

is flowing through both coils without the use of PM's. So,in stead of producing a field in the 

secondary that apposes that of the primary,you must produce a field in the secondary that 

attracts the field produced by the primary. You must also show no increase in P/in to the 

primary when the load is placed on the secondary. 

 

Who here can do that?. 

 

 

P.S-that should be reflection-not reflecton in the schematic. 



 

 project 1.JPG (30.25 kB, 493x490 - viewed 271 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5353 on: September 30, 2015, 02:10:00 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on September 30, 2015, 01:14:51 PM 



Honestly, Brad, you are also talking about yourself.  As TinselKoala has stated many 

times, the vast majority of the "experiments" you see around here are not in fact 

experiments, they are just observations.  Things like "Oh look!  I added a load resistor 

and the torque increased." 

 

I have said this before.  On top of TK's comments about what an experiment really is, 

when you analyze a motor or a circuit under say two different sets of conditions, then 

you have to record complete and thorough timing diagrams for the two conditions and 

then analyze them and explain them.  Just observing an effect is bullshit if you are going 

to make a claim.  You have to explain it from A to Z and explain why the effect is 

manifesting itself. 

 

And around here that is clearly not going to happen. 

 

Once again MH,you are wrong. I am the one who has carried out many test in regards to the 

RT. 

I know exactly what happens 

I know exactly why it happens 

And i know exactly how it happens. 

 

The test or project i posted above with getting the two inductors to attract one another when 

a current is passed through the primary,and a load is placed on the secondary-i have done 

many times with great success. 

I know why it happens 

I know how it happens 

And i know what is happening. 

 

Can you carry out the experiment i posted MH,and get the results i did?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5358 on: September 30, 2015, 04:51:24 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on September 30, 2015, 04:32:16 PM 

I can do that for all the lazy people here  

 

But somehow I would think the primary core would attract to the secondary core even if 

it has a load on it? 

 

Luc 

 

Mmm,thinking about it,you could be right Luc,as the magnetic attraction to the steel core 

may be greater that the CEMF produced by the secondary under load. But as we know,this is 

not the case-as in any generator,where the primary and secondary work against each other. 

 

So for the purpose of this low powered test,we could go air core. 

But looking at your bike wheel setup at the other place,i would like you to perform the test on 

that test bed if you could-it's perfect for the test. Send you pulsed current through your fixed 

inductor,and place a load on the inductor(say a 10ohm resistor)fixed to the bike wheel,and 

see if it pushes the secondary away,or attracts the secondary to the primary.Keep the two 

inductors as close as possible to get a good coupling between the two. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5374 on: October 01, 2015, 01:01:57 AM » 

 Quote  

At Luc 

 

Sorry ,i should have made my test parameters a bit more clear(MH will have a field day with 

this). A frequency of 50htz or higher should be used,so as to represent common day 

generator effects. The idea is to reverse the CEMF(backtorque) that a generator 



encounters,and create the opposite,so as you have no CEMF(backtorque),but a forward 

torque if you like. So now when you load your generators output,it shows a motoring effect in 

stead of a braking effect. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5376 on: October 01, 2015, 01:13:23 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 30, 2015, 09:33:50 PM 

 

 

Brad, only one or two Plonkers question your RT, most here are in awe of your work and 

would like you to share more about it. Its always one or two that ruin it for the rest, 

always! Yes you know who you are!!! 

 

"no one to date has been able to explain how the torque in the basic RT doubles when 

the stator coil has a load placed across it" - Remembering that the RT is your invention, 

none here are familiar with your RT other than a few videos that were posted. None here 

are qualified to make judgement on your RT at all. But some will try... Yes you know 

who you are!!! 

 

There is some differences between Textbook Magnetism and what can be seen on the 

bench. This is undisputable. Generally, Textbook Magnetism is correct, it's just 

incomplete in my opinion. 

 

Don't let a few dufus's get at you! Most here are with you, on a very enjoyable ride into 

the future! If we have to leave a few behind, then so be it! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 



 

As science and physics dose not know what the magnetic force is,they are having a !best 

guess! based around known effects. So there basically saying water is wet without knowing 

what water is. 

 

If a DC current flowing through a conductor produces a stationary magnetic field,then why 

cant a stationary magnetic field produce a DC current?--> oh wait,it can when we apply 

motion,even if both the magnetic field and the conductor move together within that 

motion,so as the magnetic field is stationary in regards to the conductor. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5398 on: October 01, 2015, 11:58:26 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 01, 2015, 04:01:08 AM 

Yes, that would be a fair description. 

 

Does it makes sense to you? Do you see how an emf is induced in the secondary? 

 

A good example that shows that the magnetic flux must extrude out side of the core in order 

to produce an EMF in the secondary,as the conducting wire is around the outside of the 

core,and not within the core where the magnetic flux is said to be contained. If a transformer 

is said to be 90% efficient,then 90% of the magnetic flux induced by the primary coil must be 

cutting the secondary coil. 

 

You must also remember that the conducting wire !is! magnetically active when magnetic flux 

cuts this conductor. So as the conducting wire is rapped around the toroid core,it becomes 

part of that core,and thus the magnetic flux exist within the conducting wire as well. 
Logged  

tinman  



 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5399 on: October 01, 2015, 02:17:42 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on October 01, 2015, 07:27:58 AM 

 

 

Here is another demonstration done by 

JLN  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZFZ4vxedHOY 

 

Luc 

 

There it is-right in that video. 

The Jerard Morin overunity waste water pump rotor  

 

 the jerard morin OU rotor.JPG (34.2 kB, 471x356 - viewed 321 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5410 on: October 02, 2015, 12:37:13 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 01, 2015, 03:48:43 PM 

As a follow-up to my previous posting, probably something like 99.5% or more of the 

flux produced by the primary will cut the secondary of the coil.    

 

Thank you MH. 

So given that 99.5% of the available (produced by the primary)flux is going to cut the 

secondary windings,and the secondary windings are not contained within the core,then how 

is it that some here can say that most of the magnetic flux produced by the primary coil !is! 

contained within the core???. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5411 on: October 02, 2015, 12:59:23 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Jeg on October 01, 2015, 09:14:26 PM 



Hi guys 

The video below shows what Tinman describes, and a little more.  

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=NvgajlfX0yI 

 

Great video Jeg 

Could you go one further and place a load on the coil you used as the secondary in the last 

part of your video in stead of a dead short across the coil-say a 100 watt incandescent bulb-

just so as we can see some useful work being done by the secondary coil,and that it is still 

attracted to the primary,and not repelled as the laws that be say it should be. 

 

Cheers. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5415 on: October 02, 2015, 01:21:45 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 02, 2015, 01:03:16 AM 

 

This is something that requires an Experiment: 

 

Take a standard Transformer, E I, or a Toroidal whatever, doesn't matter. 

 

Run up the input, from Mains or Audio Amp, doesn't matter. 

 

Load the secondary... 

 

Use a good Magnetic Detector, Compass, or decent Hall Probe, what ever, but not the 

rubbish ones... 



 

You will find: 

 

 

Not a Magnetic Field, not unless the Transformer is Saturated. Not in a Conventional 

Transformer anyway. Make a Gap in the E I Core then you can detect all the Magnetic 

Field you want... 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Really? 

 

Quote faradays law: Any change in the  
magnetic environment 

 of a coil of wire will cause a voltage (emf) to be "induced"(not electrical environment) in the 

coil. No matter how the change is produced, the voltage will be generated. The change could 

be produced by changing the magnetic field strength, moving a magnet toward or away from 

the coil, moving the coil into or out of the magnetic field, rotating the coil relative to the 

magnet, etc.  

 

So the change in magnetic field strength(and thus magnetic flux) causes an EMF to be 

produced in a coil(loop) of conducting wire. 

 

Enjoy. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x-EuPGl8JjE 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5420 on: October 02, 2015, 12:19:57 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: MagnaProp on October 02, 2015, 07:51:28 AM 

Not sure I understand this after all. I don't see how the diode helps if it sends current 

the wrong way as shown by the green arrow. We want current to keep flowing in the red 

arrow direction so we some how need it to follow the purple arrow path that shows it 

being fed back into the coil in the same direction the initial red arrow current was going. 

 

@gotoluc- As simple as it is, can you make a schematic of your diode circuit and the 

direction "electron" current flows in it? 

 

In the pic below,the red arrows show conventional current flow direction when a current is 

supplied by a power source to the coil. The red + and - show the voltage polarity. The blue 

arrows show the current flow direction when the supply current to the coil is broken,and the 

blue + and - show the voltage polarity. So you see,the current will continue to flow in the 

same direction when the current supply to the inductor(coil) is broken(disconnected),but the 

voltage polarity will invert. 



 

 sp 1.JPG (20.77 kB, 512x579 - viewed 426 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5421 on: October 02, 2015, 12:47:15 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: poynt99 on October 02, 2015, 01:15:34 AM 

A number of posts back, I asked this question: 

 

 

 

To help with your question, perhaps you or Mags could try filling in the blank. (Also, see 

this post above) 

 

"And whenever there is a changing magnetic field, there is also a corresponding changing  
electric

 field." 

 

But an electric field alone dose not exist without a magnetic field when that electric field is 

changing,and visa versa. So in order for induction to take place,and an EMF produced,we 

must have a changing magnetic field,and thus a magnetic flux cutting the inductors windings. 

An electric field that dose not change has no magnetic field,and it will not induce an EMF in a 

conductor. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5422 on: October 02, 2015, 12:52:45 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on October 02, 2015, 01:10:28 AM 

I was waiting for your comment on this one Brad as Jeg is using AC, switching coil 

connections and not showing how the input power is affected while doing these changes. 

So I didn't understand how it could compared to your original test suggestion?... but I'm 

always eager to learn something new  

 

Hopefully Jeg can do the bulb load and show how it affects the input power  



 

Luc 

 

Jeg is showing something different,and indeed his power draw will go up when the secondary 

has a load placed on it. But i like what he showed,and i wonder who here knows why the two 

coils repel when hooked up one way,and yet attract when they are hooked up the other way. 

here is a little hint-->note the size and shape of each coil. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5424 on: October 02, 2015, 02:31:49 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 02, 2015, 02:24:31 PM 

So let's go back to my drawing again. Let's assume an alternating (or varying) current is 

applied to the primary. An associated flux is produced within the high permeability core 

as shown by the two arrows. Will we see an emf produced on the wires of the 

secondary? If not, why? 

 

Yes you will see an EMF produced on the wires of the secondary,as all the magnetic flux is 

not confined within the core. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5426 on: October 02, 2015, 02:53:38 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 02, 2015, 02:36:20 PM 

Let's assume for a moment that the core has a very high permeability and all the varying 

flux is retained within the core. Will there be an emf on the secondary? If not, why? 

 

No,there will be no EMF on the secondary,as all the magnetic flux is retained in the core. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5430 on: October 02, 2015, 04:58:04 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 02, 2015, 02:59:48 PM 

OK. 

 

So going back to the associated electric field, how would it be depicted on my drawing? 

 

The E field will be across the plane of the toroid core,but can be almost completely eliminated 

by a return winding. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5431 on: October 02, 2015, 04:59:10 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: minnie on October 02, 2015, 03:14:39 PM 

 

 

  What about a "poynt"ing vector? 

                  John. 

 

No poynting vector with Poynts depicted transformer configuration. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5432 on: October 02, 2015, 05:16:37 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Jeg on October 02, 2015, 03:15:13 PM 

 

 

What do you say about the electric induction? For example at a Tesla's type coil if we 

bring close an other piece of metal even if it is just a plate, it will be induced a very high 

voltage without any magnetic flux around. Magnetic flux is at so insignificant levels that 

doesn't play any role on this transfer. I think this is what Chris wants to express by 

saying that electric field surrounds a coil. Indeed, when two coils forming an iron 

transformer, if they brought the one very close to the other side by side like in 



Leedskalnin's PMH, they act as capacitor plates because except of coils are also two 

piece of metals. 

 

You cannot have a varying electric field without a varying magnetic field-the two go hand in 

hand. 

A static electric field has no magnetic field,and a static magnetic field has no electric field. 

Neither of these two static conditions(between field and conductor) can produce a current 

flow through a conductor. 

 

As the electric field around the toroid core was produced by a varying current flow through 

the primary winding,and all varying electric fields have magnetic fields that vary along with 

the electric field,then there is just no way that all of the magnetic flux produced by the 

primary winding is contained within the core. The varying magnetic field(and thus,magnetic 

flux) that accompanies the varying electric field is a direct result of a varying current flow 

through the primary coil. So all the magnetic flux produced as a result of a current flow 

through the primary coil is not contained within the core. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5438 on: October 03, 2015, 01:47:19 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Magluvin on September 30, 2015, 04:30:48 AM 

 

 

Run a single wire through the hole of the core, exactly in the middle of the hole and it 

will be induced by the primary.  

 

Mags 

 

Mags 



 

Indeed it will-->poynt99   

 

This gives rise to the poynting vector,which is the cross section of both the primaries E 

field,and the secondaries B field. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5441 on: October 03, 2015, 03:23:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 03, 2015, 02:48:21 AM 

Yes, it will. Why? From flux cutting across the wire? No. 

 

It's the E field produced by the changing flux in the core. The induced E field induces an 

emf in the wire. 

Quote 

The E field also induces an emf in the secondary in our example. 

 

The E field is not confined to the toroid core, while the B field is. 

 

It is actually an EM field,as the E field is changing in time. An E field on it's own will not 

induce an EMF in the secondary,as a pure E field is not changing with time-is static. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5443 on: October 03, 2015, 03:45:18 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 03, 2015, 03:08:15 AM 

 

@Tinman - Question for you - I believe this will be very important for all... 

 

 

If you vary your Input Voltage, from 12 Volts, down 1 Volt at a time, and record the 

performance, do you see a drop off entirely of the efficiency? 

 

I expect you will see a point where the RT is no longer as efficient. 

 

In fact, I believe, by changing your input voltage you will be able to change the output 

efficiency. 

 

If you need some assistance, I have attached a handy little Tool, I call it COP Calculator. 

Save the results to Image when done for a Quick record. See Below Image: 

 

Zip File is attached: COP_Calculator.zip 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Your calculator will not work with the RT,as the RT also has a mechanical power output as 

well-i dont see that in your calculator. With the RT,when the electrical efficiency drops on the 

output to input ratio,the mechanical efficiency to input rises. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5444 on: October 03, 2015, 04:19:37 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 03, 2015, 03:36:55 AM 

There are electrostatic E fields (non-changing), and then there are non-electrostatic E 

fields which are induced from a changing B field. This is the type of E field we are dealing 

with in our example, and it is responsible for inducing an emf in the secondary. 

So the E field I am referring to is not "on its own", it is the changing E field induced by the 

changing flux within the core. 

 

Yes ,i understand that. 

What i am saying is that the changing E field also has a magnetic field as well-

moving/accelerated charged particles create magnetic fields. 

You simply cannot have a changing E field without a changing magnetic field accompanying 

the E field. The two coexist . So,as the E field also has a magnetic field,it is then an EM field. 

It is this changing magnetic field that is riding along with the electrical field that creates the 

EMF across the conductor. But both fields must be moving/changing together-as you simply 

cannot have one moving without the other. 

Quote 

it is the changing E field induced by the changing flux within the core 

 

The E field is produced but the current flowing through the conductor/wire. The E field is not 

reliant on the changing flux within the core,as we would still have an E field if the core was 

not there. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5449 on: October 03, 2015, 04:12:51 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 03, 2015, 03:04:56 PM 

Perhaps few are aware that when it comes to EM waves, there are near field and far field 

effects. At the frequencies and rates of rise that we work with in our transformers and 

OU experiments, usually there are very little far field effects, ie. there is very little EM 

radiation or propagation. Most of the effects manifest as near field, which means if you 

start out with a changing magnetic field, you will induce one strong associated E field. 

Beyond that the subsequent B and E fields drop off very rapidly in strength and have no 

bearing on our coils. 

Again, see above. Our experiments manifest as near field effects, i.e. little to no EM 

radiation. 

That is true if we are discussing a stand alone air-core coil. If you remove the toroid core 

in my example and energize the primary coil, indeed an E field will be produced around 

that coil. There will of course be little to no induction to the secondary coil if its position 

remains the same as before. 

 

But we are discussing a pair of coils, both wound on opposite sides of a high permeability 

toroid core. The purpose of which to form a transformer. 

 

In summary, as the primary coil is energized, it produces magnetic flux within the toroid 

core. This confined flux flows around the core as shown in my diagram, and its path 

includes directly through the axis of the secondary coil. Simultaneously, a changing E 

field is induced all around the toroid as shown in my diagram, including directly in-plane 

and to the extent (and beyond) of the windings of the secondary coil, inducing an emf in 

that coil. 

 

So,in the video below,are you saying that the current flowing through the secondary coil is 

being produced by an E field only?,as the magnetic field/magnetic flux is contained within the 

core. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x-EuPGl8JjE 

 

Can you also post a paper or any information that shows a changing/varying E fields that has 

no magnetic field associated with it. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5460 on: October 04, 2015, 03:14:45 AM » 

 Quote  

TinMan-  
So,in the video below,are you saying that the current flowing through the secondary coil is 

being produced by an E field only? 

,as the magnetic field/magnetic flux is contained within the core. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x-EuPGl8JjE 

Poynt-  
Yes 

. 

 

TinMan-  
Can you also post a paper or any information that shows a changing/varying E fields that has 

no magnetic field associated with it. 

 

 

Poynt-If I said that, yes.  
Since I did not say that, no

. 

  

 

So i ask if the current in the secondary in that video is being produced by an E field only,and 

clearly stated that the magnetic field/magnetic flux is being contained within the core-->and 

you say yes. 

Then i ask you to post a paper or some sort of proof that a varying E field has no magnetic 

field associated with it,and you say-->i never said that. 

 

You then go on to say that the E field has a H field as well. 

Well,the H field is a magnetic field,and so that can only mean that the secondary in that 

video is NOT producing current flow from the E field only. 

 

So,if there is a H field (the determined magnetic field strength) with that E field,then all the 

magnetic field is not contained within the core,where as the B field is only that that 

determines magnetic flux density.  



 

As i said,a varying electric field cannot induce an EMF or current flow through a conductor,as 

a varying electric field alone dose not exist. Any varying E field(be it a near or far field) also 

has a magnetic field. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5463 on: October 04, 2015, 03:27:58 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MagnaProp on October 04, 2015, 02:19:37 AM 

Thought about it some more and can't figure out why the current would want to go in 

the direction of the big red arrows I added if the diode wasn't there. I don't see why it 

wouldn't keep flowing clockwise if just a short was there instead of the diode. If current 

is already going in a clockwise direction when power is applied, why wouldn't it keep 

going in that direction even with power removed, since an object in motion wants to stay 

in motion unless some other force causes it to change. What other force would cause the 

current to switch directions and flow counterclockwise if the diode wasn't there?  

With a dead short and no diode present, I still see the current flowing in the correct 

direction, clockwise, so I don't know why we need the diode? Would the current in a 

dead short start to bounce back and fourth like self oscillation so we need the diode to 

keep it all moving in only one direction? 

 

OK-you lost me. 

The current will continue to flow in the same direction if the diode is removed,it just will not 

be recirculated through the inductor. The larger red arrows you added are wrong,as the 

current flow will not reverse direction like that. 

I dont think you read my explanation correctly,and it can be clearly seen by the blue and red 

arrows i drew that the current flows in the same direction-only the voltage inverts. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5466 on: October 04, 2015, 04:40:50 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 04, 2015, 03:43:52 AM 

I said the subsequent E and B fields fall off rapidly as they are near field effects, which 

don't contribute to radiated energy. You asked me to post a link to anything that proved 

the E field has no associated magnetic field at all. I trust you see the difference. 

Yes I did say that, but what was with that reference to? 

Since there is no H field in the reactive near field, and we are dealing with the reactive 

near field, I fail to understand why you bring it up in this part of your argument. 

Please point to where I stated that an E field does not have an associated B field (or vice 

versa). 

 

When i asked-Quote: So,in the video below,are you saying that the current flowing through 

the secondary coil is being produced by an  
E field only

?,as the magnetic field/magnetic flux is contained within the core. 

And you answered,Quote:-yes 

 

Quote near and far fields-While the far field is the region in which the field acts as "normal" 

electromagnetic radiation, where it is dominated by electric-dipole type electric or magnetic 

fields, the near field is governed by multipole type fields, which can be considered as 

collections of dipoles with a fixed phase relationship. The boundary between the two regions 

is only vaguely defined, and it depends on the dominant wavelength (λ) emitted by the 

source. 

 

In the far-field region of an antenna, radiation decreases as the square of distance, and 

absorption of the radiation does not feed back to the transmitter. However, in the near-field 

region, absorption of radiation does affect the load on the transmitter. Magnetic induction (for 

example, in a transformer) can be seen as a very simple model of this type of near-field 

electromagnetic interaction. 



 

So now some time for testing. In the video- https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x-EuPGl8JjE 

do you believe in this instant that the secondary would be energized by a near field or far 

field?. 

 

Second(to help me with my testing and understanding)in regards to a setup like that of the 

above video-,if it is the current flowing through the primary that causes the E field that is 

inducing the EMF and current flow through the secondary,should not the secondaries EMF be 

in phase with the current flow of the primary,and not the voltage across the primary?. 

 

If i raise the frequency on the primary so as we get a phase shift between the 

voltage(leading)and the current(trailing),should not the secondaries EMF be in phase with the 

current of the primary(as it is the current that produces the E field),and not the voltage 

across the primary?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5470 on: October 04, 2015, 03:30:53 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 04, 2015, 02:58:43 PM 

Correct. And as indicated in your question, that E field arises from a B field (within the 

core), which I have stated many times. To reiterate; emf is induced by an E field, which 

itself is induced by a B field. In the reactive near field, that's the end of the game. 

Unless he is operating at relatively high frequencies (>150MHz or so), that transformer 

is operating in the near field. 

Lenz's law and that Maxwell equation I posted above tells us what polarity the induced 

emf will be. You can also use the right hand rule if you know the direction of the flux. 

Intuitively, that would be the case. However, it takes energy to polarize the core, not 

current or voltage alone, so just like we do with the scope to compute power by 

multiplying the two then averaging, we should have the same effect with the core. Try it 



and let us know. You may find that the two voltages track, and the two currents track. 

 

 

Below is a picture of my setup,and associated components. 

 

My P/in is from a transformer running from main's,so the frequency is 50hz. 

The voltage and current are slightly out of phase on the primary(voltage leading of 

course),but both are in phase on the secondary. The secondaries voltage and current phase 

are in phase with the voltage across the primary coil,but lead the current phase on the 

primary coil   

 

The scope shot in the background shows the current trace on both the primary(blue 

trace),and the current on the secondary(yellow trace). As you can see,even though the wave 

form is distorted due to the transformer being unable to supply enough power,that the 

current on the secondary is leading the current on the primary-some how. 



 

 test bed.JPG (136.8 kB, 980x735 - viewed 336 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5478 on: October 05, 2015, 01:13:55 AM » 

 Quote  

Have to take off to work shortly,but will do some more testing tonight. 

But before i go,i will leave you all with the picture below. 

 

Dose this picture(and description from wiki) accurately describe the fields around the toroid 

transformer?. If so,then a current must be flowing through the primary in order for an E field 

to be produced. If this is the case,then the EMF across a secondary(as in my setup) should 

never lead the primary current-->correct?. 

 

Quote wiki:--This figure shows the half section of a toroidal transformer. Quasi-static 

conditions are assumed, so the phase of each field is everywhere the same. The transformer, 

its windings and all things are distributed symmetrically about the axis of symmetry. The 

windings are such that there is no circumferential current. The requirements are met for full 

internal confinement of the B field due to the primary current. The core and primary winding 

are represented by the gray-brown torus. The primary winding is not shown, but the current 

in the winding at the cross section surface is shown as gold (or orange) ellipses. The B field 

caused by the primary current is entirely confined to the region enclosed by the primary 

winding (i.e. the core). Blue dots on the left hand cross section indicate that lines of B flux in 

the core come out of the left hand cross section. On the other cross section, blue plus signs 

indicate that the B flux enters there.  
The E field sourced from the primary currents 

is shown as green ellipses. The secondary winding is shown as a brown line coming directly 

down the axis of symmetry. In normal practice, the two ends of the secondary are connected 

together with a long wire that stays well away from the torus, but to maintain the absolute 

axial symmetry, the entire apparatus is envisioned as being inside a perfectly conductive 

sphere with the secondary wire "grounded" to the inside of the sphere at each end. The 

secondary is made of resistance wire, so there is no separate load. The E field along the 

secondary causes current in the secondary (yellow arrows) which causes a B field around the 

secondary (shown as blue ellipses). This B field fills space, including inside the transformer 

core, so in the end, there is continuous non-zero B field from the primary to the secondary, if 

the secondary is not open circuited. The cross product of the E field (sourced from primary 

currents) and the B field (sourced from the secondary currents) forms the Poynting vector 



which points from the primary toward the secondary. 

 

 

 800px-Toroidal_Transformer_Poynting_Vector.jpg (37.75 kB, 800x337 - viewed 196 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5479 on: October 05, 2015, 01:28:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on October 04, 2015, 05:50:09 PM 

Tinman, those wirewound "cement" power resistors will be introducing phase shifts and 

also false amplitudes due to their inductance. They really aren't suitable for use as 

current-sense resistors in measurements where phase and precise amplitude is 

important. The long ground-clip leads on the probes will also affect phase and amplitude. 

For more accuracy, it is recommended that you use real, non-inductive resistors and 



connect them as "kelvin probes" as closely as possible to the body of the resistor. I think 

Poynt99 has some videos on this subject, as do I.  

These effects may not be so great at your low frequencies but it would be nice to see 

some comparative testing, to see how much shift is caused by the resistor inductances 

alone.  

 

 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-a1plHZwmWg 

 

I have used my SG to drive the transformer,and even at 10 MHz i get no distortion across the 

resistors or transformer. I can produce a very clean sine wave up to this frequency on both 

the primary and secondary coils. Of course we are at much lower power levels than that 

scope shot you see in the pic of my setup. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5483 on: October 05, 2015, 06:31:53 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 05, 2015, 02:06:16 AM 

Ultimately, yes. The B field is produced by the primary current, and the B field (through 

the core) induces the E field. I've been trying to solidify this for a couple pages.  

Why not? Doesn't the primary voltage lead the primary current? 

Because it is the current in the primary that creates the E field-not the voltage across the 

primary. So if it is the E field that is causing the EMF in the secondary, then the secondaries 

EMF shouldnt appear before the primaries current, as it is the primaries current that causes 

the E field in the first place-not the voltage. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5486 on: October 05, 2015, 11:42:50 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on October 05, 2015, 08:10:37 AM 

 

 

Quote 

What are the units of the E field? 

 

Charge 

Quote 

What kind of field surrounds the top terminal of a Van De Graaff machine? 

 

As the field is stationary,it would be an electric field. If the electric field is moving,then it is 

an electromagnetic field. 

 

Current is still required to produce that electric field at the top terminal of the Van De Graaff 

machine. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5490 on: October 05, 2015, 01:33:34 PM » 



 Quote  

Ok,i have cleaned up the sine wave as much as i can with this small transformer that is 

feeding the test unit. 

 

Below are some scope shot's with descriptions. 

from these we can see that- 

1-the secondaries voltage and current are in phase with each other,and in phase with the 

voltage across the primary coil. 

2-The current on the primary coil lags that of the current on the secondary,and also the 

voltage on the primary and secondary. 

 

So it seems that a voltage potential across the primary alone(before current starts to flow in 

the primary)can create both voltage and current at the secondary. 

If current flow through the primary is what gives rise to the E field,and the E field is what is 

producing the EMF at the secondary,then what is producing the EMF at the secondary before 

the current starts to flow through the primary .-->anyone? 

 

So now a question for you all. 

Is it possible to create just an AC voltage across that(or any other)primary coil without 

current flow?-->as far as i know,it is not possible. 

The other thing i noticed was-when i place the load(switch on the globe) on the secondary,i 

cannot detect an increase of power input to the primary-in fact,a slight decrease is seen in 

P/in. 

Note:The globe consumes 1.22 watts on the secondary. 

 

So now i will carry out some lower power test,using my SG as the AC power source-so as i 

can raise the frequency to see if i can get a larger phase shift between voltage and current 

throughout the DUT. 



 

 ADS00008.JPG (43.66 kB, 481x348 - viewed 285 times.) 

 

 ADS00009.JPG (41.79 kB, 481x350 - viewed 284 times.) 



 

 ADS00010.JPG (42.73 kB, 478x359 - viewed 296 times.) 

 

 ADS00011.JPG (38.1 kB, 475x319 - viewed 285 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5494 on: October 05, 2015, 03:37:18 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 05, 2015, 02:17:47 PM 

 

 

Quote 

Are you using a one to one transformer ratio? 

 

Yes-all 3 windings are 1-1,the primary,secondary,and the third coil that is wound around the 

core with the primary all are 50 turns. 

Quote 

If not, would you expect the phase differences between voltage and current to be the 

same in both the primary and the secondary? 

 

In some transformers yes,and some no-->depends on configuration of the transformer. 

Quote 

Have you tried the same test on a commercial transformer? What were the results? 

 

Yes,and once again,it depends on what type of transformer you use as to whether the current 

phases are in phase or out of phase. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5507 on: October 06, 2015, 01:05:05 AM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on October 05, 2015, 03:18:29 PM 

Wrong, twice. 

 

http://hyperphysics.phy-astr.gsu.edu/hbase/electric/elefie.html 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electric_field 

http://www.physicsclassroom.com/class/estatics/Lesson-4/Electric-Field-Intensity 

 

The units of the E-field are _volts per meter_, or to put it another way, _newtons per 

coulomb_. Current describes the movement of charge, but the E field does not depend 

on movement of charge. Stationary charges produce an electric field. You can argue that 

charge has to move for it to be concentrated onto, say, the top of the VDG machine, but 

it is not the _movement_ of charge that produces the field, as I believe you have stated.  

In fact if you look at the Hyperphysics link you will see this: "The electric field can be 

defined as the electromagnetic force per unit charge _in the rest frame of the charge_." 

(emphasis mine). 

 

 

When you crank the VDG,is the E field increasing with time at the collection point(top of the 

VDG machine)?.If so,then a current is flowing as well,and a magnetic field exist along with 

the electric field. 

Quote 

Also, you are using _wirewound_ resistors that have considerable inductance in your 

measurements, according to that photo from a while back. Plus you have the length of 

the probe ground clipleads as well. How much of the current _phase shift_ in your 

scopeshots is due to the inductance of your measurement system, rather than your 

actual device under test? You don't know, do you? 

 

The resistors have no inductance that i can see in any of my test-nor the scope probe's. 

Below is the same transformer primary and same resistors being fed with a 1MHz AC signal 

from my SG. Do you see any inductance from the resistors or scope leads?. Looks clean to 

me. 1MHz is the frequency where the voltage and current phases are in phase. 



 

 1MHz.JPG (31.49 kB, 480x234 - viewed 225 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5508 on: October 06, 2015, 01:32:19 AM » 

 Quote  

So in testing some !off the shelf! transformers,i have found that it is the winding 

configuration that sets the primary and secondaries current phases. 

 

The first scope shot is with one winding configuration between primary and secondary coils. 

As you can see,the secondaries current leads that of the primaries current. In the second 

scope shot where the winding configuration is different(but on the same type of core),you 

can see that the primaries and secondaries current are in phase. Same resistors used in both 

test. 



 

 primary secondary current out of phase.JPG (28.02 kB, 480x234 - viewed 226 times.) 

 

 current in out in phase.JPG (27.64 kB, 480x234 - viewed 231 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5518 on: October 06, 2015, 06:52:19 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 06, 2015, 02:46:49 AM 



I am not in agreeance on this one Brad. 

 

It is the Load that determines the Phase Shift for "!off the shelf!" Transformers. 

 

A Resistive Load - should always be zero Degrees or close to it.  

An Inductive Load - Should be a Current Lag. 

A Capacitive Load - Should be a Voltage Lag. 

 

This should be true on most all circuits/Transformers but not all. Some resistors (Wire 

Wound mostly) can have Inductive (XL) and Capacitive (XC) Components to them. This 

is mostly a High Frequency thing and very rarely seen to be a major problem at low 

frequencies. 

 

 

  Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Well-maybe a time for a rethink, as my loads have been the same in every test-the light 

bulbs, which are mostly resistive with maybe a very slight inductive traight due to the curly 

element. The winding configuration in this regard determonds the curret phase shift between 

primary and secondary coils. There is a reason for this, and we will get into that soon. 

 

Question for you all. 

Hook an AC cap to an AC current source-dose a magnetic field exist with the E field between 

the cap plates?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5521 on: October 06, 2015, 12:00:20 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: Magluvin on October 06, 2015, 07:14:13 AM 
E field or not, if current flows through the plates of a cap, then there is mag field developed 

accordingly by each plate. 

 

 

Say if we have 2 lengths of wire laying next to each other, the will have 

capacitance.  Now, we connect our input to the wires at the same end of the pair. There 

would be a cancellation of mag field of the wires. But if the input is made at one wire at 

one end of the pair, and the other input to the other wire at the other end of the pair, 

the mag field would combine.  

 

With the connections made at the same end, the wires would have opposite current flow 

directions, and the input connected at opposite ends of the pairs, the current in the wires 

would be in the same direction and have more inductance. So the best way to make a 

cap would be to connect the source to the same end of the pair of wires to cancel out 

induction so the cap can work as fast as possible. 

 

Ive read about mag fields developed with a capacitor, probably designed to have input at 

opposite ends of the wire example. 

 

Mags 

 

Cool,now apply this to transformer winding configurations,and figure out what type of 

winding configuration would cause a magnetic coupling between the two winding's,and what 

type of winding configuration would cause an E field coupling(if any). Also take into 

consideration capacitive coupling-oh wait,that !is! electric field coupling between windings. 

Mag's says-Quote:  if current flows through the plates of a cap, then there is mag field 

developed accordingly by each plate  

 

So lets say it is the E field that is creating an EMF in the secondary,and E field coupling is 

capacitive coupling,and when we have a current flowing through a capacitor,there is(as Mags 

says) a magnetic field  
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  



 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5523 on: October 06, 2015, 01:20:31 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: minnie on October 06, 2015, 12:08:17 PM 

   

  When dose current flow "through a capacitor"? 

              John. 

 

Current will flow through a capacitor until there is no potential difference across that 

capacitor. 

A displacement current can flow when the voltage across the capacitor varies with time. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5528 on: October 06, 2015, 02:39:35 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gyulasun on October 06, 2015, 01:32:46 PM 

Hi Brad, 

 

My take on this that no current flows through at any time but the charging and 

discharging currents bring or take the charges as the outside circuit defines. 

 

Gyula 

 

Ok,so what about a DC current flow through a simple circuit-like that depicted below?. 

When the switch is closed,will current flow through the cap? 



 

 cap current flow.1.JPG (12.21 kB, 426x325 - viewed 345 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5530 on: October 06, 2015, 03:00:38 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 06, 2015, 02:38:08 PM 

Yes. And I read somewhere that it was in fact measured/proven. 

 

Current does not flow through a capacitor; there is a changing E field (assuming the 

voltage across the cap is changing), which produces the changing B field as shown in 

this diagram. Exactly opposite to the case with our coils and core. In the case of a 

capacitor, a high permittivity dielectric serves the exact same purpose as the core in our 

coil; but it concentrates the E field. 

 

Current dose flow through a capacitor,and that current is displacement current. 



A changing electric field causes a changing magnetic field,and thus causes a displacement 

current flow through the capacitor. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5531 on: October 06, 2015, 03:02:06 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gyulasun on October 06, 2015, 02:51:25 PM 

Well, current will flow in the circuit when switch is closed, the bulb will bright up for a 

moment and get fade out as the capacitor charges up.  But current will not flow through 

the capacitor (like through the bulb), charges accumulate in the capacitor till 5V 

equlibrium sets in.  

The charge current is made "visible" in this circuit.   

 

Gyula 

Current dose flow through a capacitor in the form of displacement current. 

See last comment of mine above. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5534 on: October 06, 2015, 03:42:25 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: gyulasun on October 06, 2015, 03:23:20 PM 

Hi Brad, 

 

I respect your opinion.   

 

Please go through this text carefully when you have a few minutes: 

 

http://www.electromagnetism.demon.co.uk/z014.htm  

 

Gyula 

 

i will do for sure Gyula. 

 

Would you have 15 minutes to watch a video from a guy that knows his stuff? 

 

Current flow through a capacitor. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ppWBwZS4e7A 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5539 on: October 06, 2015, 06:37:07 PM » 

 Quote  

Poynt-or anyone. 

 

I have been giving this some more thought,and i think that an electrical/electron current dose 

flow through a capacitor. But first some questions. 

 



In regards to an electrolytic DC capacitor. 

 

1-Dose an electrical/electron current flow !through! a capacitor? 

2-Is an electrical/electron current required to charge up a capacitor?,or is there any other 

way to charge up a capacitor. 

 

Thanks 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5556 on: October 07, 2015, 12:12:54 PM » 

 Quote  

Ok-lots of circles being traveled here. 

 

So-what transformer configuration induces an EMF and current flow through the secondary by 

way of the magnetic field produced by the primary?.  

 

In a toroid transformer where !all! the magnetic field is suppose to be contained within the 

core-is there an electrical field also in the core?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5561 on: October 07, 2015, 03:01:05 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 07, 2015, 02:41:49 PM 

All transformer induction is via induced E field. 

Yes. If you were to imagine looking at a cross section of the energized toroid core, a plot 

of the intensity of the E field from the center to some point on the outside would look 

something like /\ where the peak intensity is just on the outside of the core where the 

windings are. The right slope is more gradual than the left. I believe there is a pic of the 

field here. 

 

Thanks Poynt. 

 

Now-what induces an EMF and current flow in the generating coils of a permanent magnet 

alternator?  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5577 on: October 08, 2015, 01:18:02 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Magluvin on October 07, 2015, 11:42:21 PM 

 

Bang bang!  You got me!  

 

That was what I was building up to with my line of questioning. But you posted it first. 

Let me expand on that.  

 

 



Right. What about a magnets field inducing a coil.  Say we have 2 inline air core coils 

about an inch apart.  We input a sine wave into one coil and we get an output from the 

other coil, no matter the intensity, we never the less get output. And it is being 

presented that it is the E field that induces or generates the currents in the secondary, 

not the mag fields. 

 

Now, lets just put dc on the input coil. If we move that coil with dc input back and forth, 

closer and farther away from the inline secondary, what field is inducing or generating 

the currents in the secondary? E fields or mag fields? 

 

And then, we replace the input coil with a magnet and move it back and forth to and 

from the receiving coil. What fields are creating the currents in the receiving coil??? E 

field or mag field??? 

 

 

There seems to be the idea of just a swap out of mag field to the E field happening here 

without much reasoning as to how that conclusion is arrived at.  Not suppose to end 

sentences with 'at' but I did.  

 

 

Like sayin to wrap the ground lead of the scope through the core to measure the E field 

doesnt enlighten me, as I could say that it is the mag fields traversing over the hole of 

the core that is inducing the scope lead. 

 

More in a bit.  

 

Mags 

 

quote Poynt 

Quote 

I understand where you're going with this and I know what your answer is.  

 

Present theory dictates two "different" mechanisms to induce an emf; one is the non-

motional (electrical) transformer type induction we've been discussing thus far, and the 

other is motional (mechanical) via the Lorentz force on charge carriers in a magnetic 

field. However, for some time I have not been convinced that the so-called two 

mechanisms are actually different. All agree however that the results are identical. 

 

The most common answer to your question is the "magnetic field", but theoretically it 

depends on your frame of reference according to Einstein and his "Special Relativity". If 



the magnets move and the coils are stationary, the emf is induced via the E field. If the 

magnets are stationary and the coils move, then the emf is induced by the B field (via 

Lorentz force). 

 

Ok,lets add something else to all this. 

below is a picture of two homopolar generators. Lets just assume that they are rotating fast 

enough to create enough voltage to run the LED,and that the magnets and disc rotate 

together. V1 shows that the brushes and LED are stationary,while V2 shows that there is no 

brushes,and the LED is rotating with the disc and magnets.The disc and magnets are spun in 

the direction so as the current flow is correct for the LED to conduct. 

 

So now the questions are 

1-will the LED light in V2 

2- If the LED dose light in V2, is there the lorentz force present,and if so,how and where dose 

it act upon the rotating mass?. 

 

 homopolar generator 1.JPG (24.9 kB, 620x379 - viewed 305 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5582 on: October 08, 2015, 06:37:48 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 08, 2015, 06:12:30 AM 

Just about every thinking person that plays with homopolar motor / generators 

eventually gets around to the idea of eliminating the brushes, since they are usually a 

large loss in these low voltage very high current machines. They usually consider 

mercury slip rings at this point, such as the large impulse energy machines developed by 

the US Navy Research or the much smaller machines by DePalma. 

 

Then comes the idea they can have the external circuit rotate with the magnets and still 

work as a generator or motor. 

 

The external circuit must have a different frame of reference than the rotation of the 

magnets, either a fixed frame of reference, or moving at some other speed or even 

counter-rotating relative to the magnets for an EMF to be developed. 

 

If V2 were possible it would usher in a new era of dragless generators and motors that 

would produce torque in free air with nothing to push against. Clearly this has never 

been demonstrated in these machines, although tried by many. 

 

Regards 

Vortex1 

 

Poynt seems to believe the the Led will still conduct (light) even if it is rotating with the disc, 

and you believe that there needs to be a difference in motion/time for the LED to conduct 

Vortex? 

 

If poynt is right, then what could cause a ! Back torque! (as some call it) on the prime mover.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5590 on: October 08, 2015, 01:45:43 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Magluvin on October 07, 2015, 11:46:45 PM 

Yep. That was one I posted a few days ago.  A good read and makes a lot of sense.  

 

Mags 

 

I see that the paper say's it is the magnetic flux from the primary that cut's the secondary on 

it's way to the core,and this is what i believe happen's,and show's that all the magnetic flux 

IS NOT contained within the core,as it has to travel from the primary winding to the core. 

So,as long as there is current flowing through the primary winding,then the magnetic flux 

exist from the primary winding to the core. To say it dosnt is like saying the water flowing 

from a hose just disappears at the hose end,and reappears in the bucket-or have we just 

discovered magnetic teleportation  

 

!BUT! i see a hiccup   

If the primaries flux is what is passing through a secondary on it's way to the core,and it is 

that action that produces an EMF at the secondary,how do we explain the secondaries EMF in 

the below depicted transformer? 



 

 ADS00002.JPG1.JPG (28.49 kB, 601x513 - viewed 371 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5593 on: October 08, 2015, 03:43:38 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 08, 2015, 02:58:58 PM 



So should we take one non peer-reviewed "paper" as "fact" over 100's or 1000's of 

peer-reviewed papers that support what I'm saying? 

 

I can see entertaining new ideas, but his concepts don't make any sense in view of how 

nature really works regarding cores and flux etc. 

I don't understand the question. Can you elaborate? 

 

What im asking is-if it is the flux from the primary cutting the windings of the secondary, on 

its way to the core,where the secondary is wound aroud the core along side the primary, 

thenthere would be no flux from the primary cutting the secondary in the diagram I posted, 

where the primary is on one side of the core, and the secondary is on the opposite of the 

core. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5594 on: October 08, 2015, 04:30:24 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 08, 2015, 02:58:58 PM 

So should we take one non peer-reviewed "paper" as "fact" over 100's or 1000's of 

peer-reviewed papers that support what I'm saying? 

 

I can see entertaining new ideas, but his concepts don't make any sense in view of how 

nature really works regarding cores and flux etc. 

 

Peer review-->Peer review is the evaluation of work by one or more people of similar 

competence to the producers of the work (peers). It constitutes a form of self-regulation by 

qualified members of a profession within the relevant field. Peer review methods are 

employed to maintain standards of quality. 

 



So a peer reviewed paper written by those that carried out the experiments,and present 

there findings,are judged by those that think they know better. And those that know better 

follow those that knew better before them. So what you have with !peer review!,is an endless 

trail that leads back to the beginning of the subject in question. New findings that go against 

known !theories! are often shun by those that know better. In this very thread we have just 

seen a case of two great minds that !seem! to be at odds with each other-and this is a good 

thing,and worth looking into further-thus my new homopolar generator thread. 

 

Anyway,you and most here know i dont just settle for stale science or physics,and this is one 

subject i intend on following through with till the end,and i hope that i can count on some 

answers to questions i ask of you,and others here Poynt. 

 

So i have had a thought about this electric field deal in regards to a toroid transformer 

setup,and believe i have a way to prove it one way or the other. When the time come's,you 

will recognize this test setup,as i have delved into it a bit before. This will cost me both time 

and money,but it is something worth doing. 

 

So i need some clarification on the electric field and field strength in regards to it's position 

on the toroid core. 

1-Is the E field strongest at the surface of the core,and weakens as it nears the center of the 

core. 

2-Dose that now mean that the magnetic field/flux is weakest at the surface of the core,and 

strongest at the center of the core?. 

 

Cheers 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5596 on: October 08, 2015, 05:09:01 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: Vortex1 on October 08, 2015, 04:46:35 PM 

Yes, I am saying there need to be relative motion between the external circuit and the 

magnet rotation. Usually the external circuit is fixed and the magnets rotate. 

 

As you know homopolar generators are also motors when driven with a current. 

 

Now if you substitute a battery for the LED, version V1 will rotate, this is well known and 

in the oldest of textbooks regarding electricity and magnetism. 

 

Now take the case of V2 and a battery circuit that rotates with the magnets...can you 

even imagine how torque and rotation can be produced in such a machine? It would be a 

reactionless motor drive that somehow sits in space and produces torque without 

counter torque, certainly a novel device worthy of a patent if not a Nobel Prize 

 

I'd like to see this demonstrated, as it would be a new age of motor drives and 

generators. I say it won't work therefore it's inverse as a generator lighting the LED also 

won't work. 

So my vote is that V2 will not work, will not light the led IMHO. 

 

Was there a reason why you brought these two examples up for questioning as it seems 

to be left hanging? 

 

 

 

Kind Regards 

ION 

 

The reason i bought this up is because i believe it is related to the induction process in 

transformers,but in a DC manner. 

Quote 

I'd like to know what is your opinion or what have your experiments found? 

 

I have started a separate thread on this,so as not to steer this one off coarse. 

I will post my findings on some test i did some time ago on a very small setup-very low 

powered,as a large copper disc and large neo magnets were out of my reach. My setup was 

only 2" in diameter. 

 

I would not throw Poynt's opinion out to fast. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5607 on: October 09, 2015, 11:57:56 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 09, 2015, 02:51:07 AM 

I am unsure (still) what you are asking. What do you mean "on its way to the core"? 

Isn't there flux everywhere around the core when the primary coil is energized?

 

 

I thought you and most every one else was saying that the flux is contained within the 

core,and now you say it is everywhere around the core?. 

Maybe my around and your around are different. My around is like the space station orbits 

around the earth-not through it. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5610 on: October 09, 2015, 04:21:48 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 09, 2015, 01:57:17 PM 

Indeed. 

 



By around, I mean the doughnut area itself (not the hole in the middle) is the carrier of 

the flux, if you will. 

 

Where there is core material, there will be flux. No core material, no flux. 

 

OK,where on the same !around! now lol. 

Tomorrow i will form the core for our testing. 

So for clarification. 

The magnetic field & flux is within the core material,and the E field is strongest at the outer 

edge of the core,and radiates outward from the core,as in loops around the core as you 

depicted a few post back. The E field also gets weaker as it gets closer to the center of the 

core. 

 

It is also believed to be the E field that induces an EMF in the secondary,and not magnetic 

flux cutting the conducting wire of the secondary that induces the EMF-->correct?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5615 on: October 10, 2015, 06:58:15 PM » 

 Quote  

Not long ago got the new transformer finished. 

First test show an efficiency of 97.76%  

 

Update,and video tomorrow. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5617 on: October 11, 2015, 01:15:23 PM » 

 Quote  

Maybe it's time to have another look at what field it is that actually is inducing the 

EMF/current flow in the secondary of a transformer. 

 

I have built a toroid transformer with an inner core and winding before,but as i used a ferrite 

core as the inner core,and steel putty as the outer core,it was said that the inner secondary 

was putting out more power than the outer winding because the inner core had a higher 

permeability. So this time,both the inner and outer cores were made from the same cast iron 

powder mix-so as to keep the permeability the same value throughout the core body. 

 

Specs on the transformer. 

The turn ratio of the primary and two secondaries is 1:1:1-->all are 70 turns each. The inner 

secondary of course uses less wire,in fact,about half that of the two outer windings<-- see 

pic for details on amounts. 

The primary and outer secondary were wound on together. 

The inner core was wound,and then a rap of teflon tape was wound around the windings for 

protection. 1/2 of the outer core was poured into the mold,and the inner core and winding 

was set into the !still soft! outer core material. The remaining outer core material was then 

poured on top to form the rest of the outer core. The casting mix was made quite dry-just 

enough resin to make it pliable. this was then vacuum bagged to remove all air pockets in the 

casting. 

 

This experimental transformer performs exactly as the first one did i built some time back 

with the ferrite inner core,and steel putty outer core. So for this reason i have to eliminate 

the thought that that transformer was performing the way it was due to the higher 

permeability of the inner core. 

 

The reason for this design is as follows. 

As stated and depicted by Poynt(and others),the E field is strongest at and around the outer 

edge of the transformer core,while the magnetic field/flux is contained within the core. So 

one would think if it is the E field that is inducing the EMF/current(when loaded) flow through 

the secondary,then the outer secondary that is wound alongside the primary would have a 

stronger coupling to the primary,and produce more power than that of the inner winding <--



which dont forget,has about half the amount of wire also. But as can be seen by the picture 

and scope shot's below,that is not the case at all. In fact,the inner winding that has half the 

amount of wire,and about 1/3rd the cubic area of that of the outer secondary,puts out about 

twice the power of that of the outer secondary. 

 

So this begs the question-->how can it be the E field that is inducing the secondaries,when 

the inner secondary that has less wire,a smaller cubic area,and is in a weaker E field than 

that of the outer secondary,but is producing more power out for the given power in than that 

of the outer secondary. 

 

Something to think about. 

The inner secondary is immersed in the magnetic field that is contained within the 

core(apparently),while the outer secondary is not(apparently)  

You will also note that the inner secondary is under load by way of the LED being brightly 

lit,and the outer secondary has no load yet,as the LED is not lit. 

 

The two scope shots below 

Scope shot 1-is across the two secondaries. Yellow trace is across the outer secondary,and 

blue trace is across the inner secondary. 

Scope shot two-same as 1,but with the scope probes on the output side of the FWBRs. 

 

 internal toroid 1.JPG (28.75 kB, 480x234 - viewed 317 times.) 



 

 internal toroid 2.JPG (27.55 kB, 480x234 - viewed 320 times.) 



 

 toroid setup 1.1.JPG (105.22 kB, 980x735 - viewed 330 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5619 on: October 11, 2015, 02:10:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 11, 2015, 01:58:05 PM 

Brad, 

 

Great experiment, but I don't think you've proven the E field isn't responsible for 

inducing the emf. 

 

Unfortunately it seems you did not carefully read everything I've been saying. I know 

there has been a lot to absorb, but you have missed one very important fact that I 

talked about in detail. 

 

In summary, yes the E field varies in strength as one moves from the center to outside 

the coil, but the total loop integral of that E field at any radius from the center will 

always produce the same total, and hence the same induced emf (assuming the same 

number of turns in the coil at any one radius). 

 

So the plot of the strength of the E field is obtained by taking a measurement at a single 

point in space at a particular radius from the center. The loop integral is essentially 

exactly what it says, you move around that radius and accumulate all the E field points 

in that path. So the E field is essentially one single point measurement multiplied by 

2PIr. Therefore, at any value r, the loop integral is the same; as you go outward for 

example, the single point measurement decreases, but 2PIr is greater and therefore the 

result is equal to one with a lesser value r. 

 

No,i did take that into account Poynt. 

But as you also said,-although the E field gets weaker as you travel out from the core,you 

also have a larger field and more wire immersed in that field-so the induced EMF should be 

the same. 

 

Here we have twice as much wire covering 3 times the area than that of the inner 

secondary,but the inner secondary puts out nearly twice that of the outer secondary for a 

given P/in. 

So it cant be just dismissed that easily. 



 

Do you know of anyone else that has constructed a toroid transformer,and carried out test 

like this ?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5621 on: October 11, 2015, 02:45:15 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 11, 2015, 02:36:49 PM 

Maybe you could draw the cross section of your coil. 

 

It sounds as though you have changed the parameters of a standard transformer quite a 

bit. When you do that you should expect that there may be differences, and it is not 

logical to assume that everything remains constant. For example, you may have more 

total flux in the inner secondary. 

 

If you change the parameters, you can expect the results may change as well. Agreed? 

 

I don't understand why you guys just don't do the most simple experiment possible, i.e. 

wind a coil on a standard high permeability toroid core, energize it with a DC current, 

and use a Hall meter to snoop around the coil to see if and how much B field can be 

detected? Then you will now without a doubt if the B field is contained within the core, or 

not. 

 

Do we have a sensor that can detect only an E field as well,so as we can see if it is only an E 

field that surrounds the core. What about a low voltage neon?,as it is suppose to be the E 

field that lights them up when placed next to a slayer tower-or the like's of. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5624 on: October 11, 2015, 04:34:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 11, 2015, 03:41:18 PM 

There are E field detectors, and I think I have something I can post later. However, 

yours and Mags' contention is that the B field breaks external to the core to induce an 

emf in the secondary. If you prove to yourself that there is no B field external to the 

core, you could surmise that the E field does in fact perform the inducing of emf. 

 

If not, why? 

 

Because as i have said before,any E field that is moving with time has an associated magnetic 

field,and that field is in phase with but at an angle 90* of the E field. So while the E field 

circles around the wire,the magnetic field cuts through the wire. 

 

There simply cannot be an E field that changes with time without a magnetic field-be it a near 

or far field. 

 

I am beginning to think that the E field is responsible for the voltage potential,and the 

magnetic field is responsible for the current flow available through/from that coil. 

 

Edit: 

The other thing i found is that by raising or lowering the frequency,i can shift the phase 

between the two secondary coils by more than 180*. In fact,if i go high enough on the 

frequency,i can get the phase shift to do a full 360* 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5633 on: October 12, 2015, 01:22:52 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 12, 2015, 12:56:30 AM 

I am going to have to agree here, Poynt99 is right. 

 

Do the experiment! 

 

Look for the B Field outside the core in an operating conventional transformer! In ideal 

conditions with a decent hall probe not the rubbish ones, there should be much less than 

1%... 

It also seems everyone keeps forgetting that B and E are both the same thing when one 

changes in Time!!! 

 

 

E is Orthogonal (At Right Angles to) B 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

 

No,i havnt forgotten,and this is exactly what im saying-there exist a B field with any time 

varying E field. 

 

   

Quote 

P.S: for a while, forget the odd NON-Conventional, start at the start, look at simple 

Induction as it already stands and is well known... 

 

Yes-lets go back to basic's. 

 

If we have a stationary electric field(not varying with time),then there is no associated 

magnetic field,and if we have a stationary magnetic field,then there is no E field associated 

with that magnetic field. So now we take an air core coil and a permanent magnet,and we 



move that magnet across the face of that stationary coil,and an EMF is produced across that 

coil. This could be the E field that induces that EMF,as the magnetic field of the PM is 

moving,and so we have an E field. But now keep the permanent magnet still so as there is no 

E field,and move the coil across the face of the magnet. Even though there is now no E 

field(as the magnetic field is not moving with time)there is still an induced EMF across the 

coil. So with this experiment there was only one field that was present in both test,and in 

both test an EMF was produced across that coil. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5637 on: October 12, 2015, 02:32:08 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 12, 2015, 01:31:35 AM 

Brad, this is classic "Chicken or the Egg..." 

 

There is two types of induction, we have already covered that... 

 

A Conductor Cutting the Magnetic Field at 90 Degrees is one type of Induction... This is 

not Conventional Transformer Induction... 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

To answer that-the egg came before the chicken-->this is a fact. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5641 on: October 12, 2015, 03:47:03 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 12, 2015, 03:44:57 PM 

Tinman, 

 

Could you post a physical drawings of your 2 cored transformer that would show the 

start and finish of each winding and the winding directions. Also indicate the electrical 

connections and the test points used to derive your measurements It doesn't have to be 

anything fancy, just pencil sketches will work.  

 

IMO, this is important as there may be at least some unusual Lenz interaction with your 

core arrangement. 

 

What iron source did you use for your castings? 

 

partzman 

 

I will get that done for you tomorrow partzman,and post it here. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5643 on: October 12, 2015, 04:55:41 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: MileHigh on October 12, 2015, 04:33:07 PM 

I think that I can see the reason for the higher voltage measurement on the inner 

secondary as compared to the outer secondary. 

 

Look at the attached diagram.  When the inner secondary and outer secondary are both 

under load, the red zone is an area of flux cancellation between the inner secondary and 

the outer secondary.  That means that the outer secondary sees less net flux than the 

inner secondary and therefore will have less voltage output.   When you change the 

loading conditions on the inner secondary and the outer secondary then the observed 

voltages will also change because of what happens in the red zone. 

 

I am going to use "In" and "Out" for a flux direction into the page and out of the 

page.  We will say that the primary produces flux into the page.  Let's look at the setup 

under load: 

 

______________ Blue Zone ____________  Red Zone 

 

Primary _________ In ___________________ In 

 

Inner Sec. ______ Out___________________  In 

 

Outer Sec. ______ Out ___________________ Out 

 

 

You can see how the inner and outer secondaries produce opposite flux to the primary 

when under load in the blue zone.  This is normal, and how a normal transformer 

operates. 

 

You can see how the inner and outer secondaries produce opposite flux to each other 

when under load other in the red zone.  This reduces the voltage output on the 

secondary. 

 

In addition, for a normal transformer setup (blue zone only) under load, the inner 

secondary "Out" flux and the outer secondary "Out" flux compete with each other for the 

available "In" flux from the primary.  The values of the load resistors and the number of 

turns in each coil and the wire resistance of each cool are factors that determine the 

output voltages on the two secondaries. 

 

So a more exhaustive investigation is required to do this experiment properly.  Also, 

using LEDs for a "quick and dirty" check of what's going on is fine, but they should 

NEVER be used for any serious investigation along these lines because they are NON 



LINEAR devices and will throw a monkey wrench into all of your measurements and 

investigations.  Using ordinary LINEAR resistors with no FWBR and varying the values of 

the load resistors is the way to go. 

 

I think you will find it's a little more complicated than that MH. 

1- removing the load from the inner secondary has little effect on the outer secondary 

2- removing the load from the outer secondary has little effect on the inner secondary. 

3-the primary couples with the inner secondary extremely well. 

4- the inner secondary,if used as the primary dose not couple with either of the two outer 

windings very well at all.  

 

I am happy to carry out any test anyone here may wish me to do,and post the results both in 

numbers and by way of video. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5647 on: October 13, 2015, 12:55:27 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 12, 2015, 05:12:02 PM 

This is an example of the same old issue that I have with you.  You are not even 

bothering to specify what the inner secondary load is.  Are you talking about a 0.01 ohm 

load, a 120 ohm load, or a 100 Kohm load?  Likewise you are not even bothering to 

specify if the secondary is loaded or unloaded, and if it is loaded you are not bothering to 

specify what the load is.  Also, you are not even addressing the issue that I raised of the 

flux cancellation in the red zone. 

 

I fully agree that things may be more complicated.  If you were going to do this 

experiment properly you would also measure the primary power in and the power outs 

for the inner and outer secondaries. 

 



This is all up to you.  You can put as little or as much effort into the experiment as you 

choose and you can document it verbally "on the fly" as you make a video clip or you 

can make measurements and share them with your peers in writing. 

 

Is there a time limit on all these measurement request MH ? 

Some of us do have day jobs you know  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5660 on: October 14, 2015, 12:11:37 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 14, 2015, 03:26:52 AM 

I encourage you to do any modelling that you can and I strongly believe that that 

process adds value to the forum.  I am also very used to seeing requests for information 

that are not relevant, and often that can promote misconceptions.  So all that I can ask 

you is that if you do do some modelling, is that you recognize what is relevant data vs. 

what is irrelevant data.  Knowing and being able to distinguish between the two is all 

part of the learning process.  So please don't take my comments the wrong way and if I 

am wrong I will be happy to admit that and learn from my mistakes. 

 

In fact the scope shot is of the two secondaries, the inner secondary and the outer 

secondary, and not the "'secondary' and the primary."  We don't know what the primary 

voltage is because Timnan didn't provide that information.  Therefore we cannot make 

any comments about the "expected" transformers ratios.  .  However, these types of 

ratios are only valid when the load resistances are much higher than the coil 

resistances.  This was in fact not the case for the data presented by Tinman.  He used 

variable resistances in the form of diodes that can get very low the higher the output 

voltage. 

 

Going back to the observed voltage ratios, what we actually see is that the outer 



secondary is lower in voltage than the inner secondary, which is not what Tinman 

"expected" it to be.  However, the problem that I already discussed in my previous 

postings is that the toroidal transformer configuration that he built is invalid for doing 

the test he was planning to do.  So you end up with a "double whammy" where the 

"expected" results are not what you were expecting to see and the test apparatus does 

not actually do what you "expected" it to do. 

 

The flat tops on the waveforms were due to the fact that Tinman was using LEDs as the 

test load.  As I previously stated, it's a mistake to use diodes as a load if you are trying 

to do any serious measurements along the lines of what you are trying to accomplish in 

this experiment. 

 

MileHigh 

 

First up,it was not a test,but more of an observation with the LED's,and i just posted the 

result's of that observation-and it is also clear that the inner secondary is putting out far 

more power than that of the outer secondary.I also noted that disconnecting the inner 

secondary had very little effect on the outer secondaries output in this observational test. I 

am well aware of how an LED's voltage and current curves are. 

 

Second- 

Quote 

He was not expecting to see 1:1:1.  Rather, he was expecting to see something like 

1:1:0.7 if "the books" were correct 

 

This is not correct. This transformer was designed to show exactly what i expected to see(and 

have seen before),and that is a far better coupling from the primary to the inner secondary 

than from primary to outer secondary. The reason for this is that my assumption was that 

there would be more magnetic flux cutting the inner secondaries loops than there would be 

on the outer secondary. In order for the magnetic field to occupy the whole of the core,then 

that field/flux must pass through the whole of the windings of the inner secondary. So my 

expectations were as has been seen,in that the inner secondary couples with the primary far 

better than the outer secondary. 

 

The winding ratio is as i stated 1:1:1-all windings have the same number of turns,but the 

inner secondary uses half the amount of wire<-- here is a saving in both material and 

money,so the experiment was well worth it just for this alone. 

 

So now i will go do some resistive load tests,and see how that looks. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5663 on: October 14, 2015, 02:30:37 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 14, 2015, 02:01:31 PM 

LED's are poor loads to use because at certain power levels can cause core saturation by 

1/2 wave rectification. This can skew results and provide bad loading effects on the 

signal generator. 

 

Far better to use known resistor loads that are accurate so that power levels may be 

easily computes, as Milehigh said. 

 

Also on the original homopolar question, you will be hard pressed to get enough voltage 

to light a ordinary red LED which is around 1.5 volts. 

 

Unless precision built and balanced for high speed operation it is difficult to get to the 

LED threshold voltage, because high speeds are required or large diameters for this high 

threshold voltage. Most home built homopolars output less than a volt, often just a few 

hundred millivolts at lower RPM's. (sub2k RPM's) 

 

Some of this low voltage output can be alleviated with the many tandem designs built by 

DePalma and others in the history of it's development. 

Others have tried designs with spiral segments in the disc. 

 

Regards, Vortex1 

 

Quote 

LED's are poor loads to use because at certain power levels can cause core saturation by 

1/2 wave rectification. This can skew results and provide bad loading effects on the 

signal generator. 



 

I thought that the scope shot's and my clearly stating that a FWBR was placed across the two 

secondary coils made it clear that it was a full wave rectification of the secondary outputs. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5664 on: October 14, 2015, 02:33:57 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 14, 2015, 02:24:00 PM 

Just stating the obvious; voltage isn't power.  

 

And where did i say or infer that it was?. 

Obviously the LED being brightly lit also has current associated with that voltage,and that is 

power. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5665 on: October 14, 2015, 02:36:48 PM » 

 Quote  



Full video is uploading now,but as it is lengthy,it is going to take some time to upload. 

I will post it here when done-maybe my tomorrow morning if it takes to long tonight. 

 

In the mean time,here are some scope shots showing 3 different resistive loads across the 

two secondaries. These scope shots where taken during the testing on the video. 

 

 DUT 1.JPG (41.64 kB, 480x330 - viewed 319 times.) 

 

 DUT 2.JPG (38.3 kB, 477x322 - viewed 320 times.) 



 

 DUT3.JPG (38.53 kB, 478x326 - viewed 335 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5667 on: October 14, 2015, 03:20:38 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 14, 2015, 02:50:50 PM 

Sorry, haven't been following that closely, nevertheless, the FWBR and LED combination 

present a very non-linear loading effect, though symmetrical. 

 

Probably won't be a saturation problem but makes it more difficult to compute power 

lost in all the diode drops including the LED. Non-linear loading can generate strange 

harmonics under certain conditions making measurement difficult. 

 

It is good to see that you are now using resistors. 

 



Regards 

Vortex1 

 

I would agree on that. 

In these test,i dont think there is any chance of core saturation,as im only running straight 

from my SG-no amp. So we are looking at mW here. 

 

I also think it very interesting that even though the turn ratio is the same on all 3 

winding's,and we are using only half the amount of wire on the inner secondary,the inner 

secondary is putting out near twice the amount of power as that of the outer secondary--

>the pure resistive loads shown in the scope shots in my last post. 

 

Will be trying inductive loads next,and see what happens there. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5669 on: October 14, 2015, 04:23:25 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 14, 2015, 04:04:16 PM 

OK, the resistive load tests are now more helpful.  However, one can only assume that 

the primary voltage across the bifilar wound outer pair is reasonably equal to the voltage 

shown on the loaded outer secondary. Judging from your description and looking at the 

core pix, the coupling or K factor for those outer windings should be in the neighborhood 

of .90-.95 and if so, the primary voltage and the loaded outer winding voltage should be 

reasonably close. This could definitely leave an apparent anomaly regarding the output 

of the inner secondary. 

Perhaps in the video you show a separate scope measurement of the primary voltage during 

one of the loaded measurements. 

 

 



Look forward to the video. 

 

partzman 

 

  

 

Indeed i do. 

The primary voltage is almost always the same as the voltage across the  loaded outer 

secondary. But the inner secondaries voltage when loaded is always almost double that of the 

primaries voltage. This only changes when the frequency go's above 400KHz. The skin effect 

then starts to reduce the voltage across the inner secondary,while raising the voltage on the 

outer secondary. At around this frequency we start to get a phase shift between the two 

secondaries. At around 500KHz,the phase will shift by 180* between the two secondaries. 

!!BUT!! wait until you see the next video-you are not going to believe this,or understand this-

->well at least i cannot ATM. I think i have found what im going to call a !Phantom! phase. 

So i will leave you with this question-->is it some how possible to have the primary 180* out 

of phase with both secondaries,and also have the two secondaries 180* out of phase with 

each other?. I only have a 2 channel scope,but when scoping at 500KHz across all the 3 

coil's(two at a time),i cannot get two phases to line up-they are all 180* out from each other. 

I am working on some sort of way to test this so as the two scope grounds would not play 

some sort of part in this-if they are. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5671 on: October 15, 2015, 12:16:37 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 14, 2015, 04:35:30 PM 

Well, you stated that it is obvious the one secondary is putting out "far more power" 

than the other secondary, and you have only shown voltage measurements. We can't 

assume anything about the power difference between the two outputs, because the one 



output had no load, essentially. It could not produce enough voltage to turn on the LED, 

thus it was as if no load was there at all. 

 

Well then,your own statement says im correct in my statement. It is obvious at that point in 

time,with that particular test,that the inner secondary !was! putting out more power,as the 

outer secondary wasnt putting out any power,as it only had a voltage across it without 

current flowing through it. As the LED on the inner secondary was brightly lit,then we can 

safely assume that there was a voltage across it,and a current flowing through it. So i stand 

by what i say- it is obvious the one secondary is putting out "far more power" than the other 

secondary,because the other secondary wasnt putting out any at all. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5672 on: October 15, 2015, 12:18:09 AM » 

 Quote  

Here is the video i shot last night. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mC8bwuZAMYo 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #5677 on: October 15, 2015, 10:06:10 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 15, 2015, 03:27:00 AM 

 

 

Quote 

Which one would you say has the higher inductance? Or since they both have the same 

number of turns, maybe the inductance should be the same as well? 

 

I would have thought that the inner secondary would have the highest inductance,as the 

whole of the winding is encased in core material,while the outer two windings are wrapped 

around the outside of the core material-and in this case,not that tightly or neat. 

Quote 

The primary and inner secondary inductance measurements would be revealing.  

Have you picked up an inductance meter yet?

 

Indeed i have. Here are all the winding measurements/values 

 

Inductance 

Primary and outer secondary-=29.8mH 

Inner secondary= 93.2mH 

 

Resistance 

Primary and outer secondary=1.6 ohms 

Inner secondary=.7 ohms 

 

Capacitance between windings 

Between primary and outer secondary= .68nF 

Between primary and inner secondary= .31nF  

Between outer and inner secondary= .31nF  

 

Hope this helps. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5678 on: October 15, 2015, 10:11:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 15, 2015, 04:10:02 AM 

@Tinman - Nice video! 

 

A Good explanation! Thanks! 

 

So, why do you think the Vrms is higher on the Inner Secondary? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

 

 

Quote 

Who is the Pork Chop that down voted Tinman? You Goon! 

 

I get them now on all my video's-the regular 2 or 3. There just the guys that dont have the 

balls to leave a comment as to why they did not like the video,or dont have anything else 

better to do. I dont give thumbs down much credit these days. 

Quote 

I would like to see input coil Current through a CSR. Loaded/Unloaded? 

 

No you wouldnt   
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5687 on: October 16, 2015, 01:17:56 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 15, 2015, 04:22:17 PM 

First, nice job with the video. 

 

Yes the inductance and capacitance measurements do help.  What is initially glaring to 

me is the large inner secondary inductance verses the outer primary.  The square root of 

the ratio is 1.77 but does not fully account for the apparent 2:1 voltage ratio for these 

windings. 

 

If and when you have time, would you mind taking inductance measurements of the 

primary and inner secondary as I've indicated in the attached schematic? The shorted 

secondary test is redundant to the calculations that will be derived from your 

measurements, but will be a good comparison to possibly reveal any anomaly in this 

area. 

 

partzman 

 

Below are the requested result's. 

the 19.8mH is across the open primary-i forgot to draw the line from the result to the coil. 



 

 Tinman Xfmr results.JPG (37.93 kB, 768x615 - viewed 305 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5689 on: October 16, 2015, 07:44:53 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 16, 2015, 02:15:11 AM 

So the aiding and bucking numbers are the opposite of what is expected so why is that? 

 

Also, aiding and bucking normally applies to two coils that are supposed to share the 

same magnetic core.  In this non-standard configuration that is not necessarily the 

case.  It's more complex than that and therefore the measurements are not 

straightforward. 

 

Yes-things seem to be ass about. So one of two things 

1- we work out why it's opposite to that of the expected 

2-I have messed up the winding direction of the inner secondary. 

If 2 is the case, (which I doubt, as I always wind my coils the same way to avoid just this), 

then that means that the outer and inner secondaries are 180* out of phase with each other 

<-- this I doubt. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5697 on: October 17, 2015, 03:03:54 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 17, 2015, 02:02:07 AM 

I have PM'd Smudge as I see he is a member here.   

 

Tinman, it would be nice if you would document the dimensions for the inner and outer 

cores so a model could be made in Femm. 

 

 



 

partzman 

 

Quote 

Also, out of curiosity, have you taken any input/output efficiency measurements? 

 

I have   

But i first need to make myself another isolation transformer for my scope,as the UPS is now 

RS. 

I want to remove the common ground between the scope and SG before i post any results,as 

something is not right here. I have a feeling the common ground is throwing out the 

measurements on the scope some how. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5705 on: October 17, 2015, 02:24:51 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on October 17, 2015, 06:43:00 AM 

A good way to isolate is run your scope off an inverter connected to a 12vdc battery 

 

Luc 

 

Thinking about it,my UPS should have a 1:1 isolation transformer in it. I doubt it was the 

transformer it self that went,so i will check that out before building one out of MOT's. 

 

Going to do some pulsed DC test on it now,and see how we go with that. Once i have my 

isolation transformer setup,i will carry out the test MH requested. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5707 on: October 17, 2015, 04:15:21 PM » 

 Quote  

Below is a diagram with test results i carried out tonight. 

I used both the scope and my DMM to gather the numbers.My DMMs are +/- 5% up to 

10KHz,and were within 3% of the scope data. 



 

 Hybrid toroid test 1.JPG (60.68 kB, 768x615 - viewed 370 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5711 on: October 17, 2015, 08:40:29 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 17, 2015, 07:59:30 PM 

Brad: 

 

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

You are back to the same issue of using a non-linear load and you are trying to make 

power measurements. 

 

Ruddy hell MH-just hold ya horses-->1 test at a time. 

Quote 

Your measurements are no good even though you were making true RMS 

measurements.  Can your DSO multiply two waveforms together?  If yes, the only way 

to measure power in the setup you show in your diagram is to put the DSO on the input 

voltage and current and do the multiplication, and then put the DSO on the output 

voltage and current and do the multiplication. 

 

The measurements are good-as you will see soon enough. 

My scope dose have a math function,and will display the math trace,but i cannot figure out 

how to get it to display the value of that trace. There have been a couple of others here that 

were going to see if they could work it out,but it never happened. 

Quote 

If you get rid of the FWBR and the LED then all of these problems go away and you can 

make the measurements with your multimeters. 

 

Already done,and the video is uploading now. But i still get the feeling that even this will not 

be good enough,so i will be sending the link to ION and Poynt first to see if they can see if 

and where i made any mistakes. 

Quote 

Here is my suggestion:  Even if there is very low impedance on the input it's not going to 

hurt your function generator.  You can make R1 a standard 1 ohm or 0.5 ohm current 

sensing resistor.  Then you define your input power as the power that is pumped into the 



promary coil only.  i.e.; you ignore the power dissipated in the R1 resistor.   Then try 

different load resistors and frequencies, whatever you want, on the inner secondary. 

 

I used 10 ohm resistors for the CVR. It dose not matter if power is being dissipated by the 

resistors,as it's still dissipated power,and i was careful when i carried out the calculation's-i 

think?. 

Quote 

If you want to be a keener, you will know the RMS currents in the primary and the inner 

secondary.  Therefore you can easily calculate the power dissipated in the primary coil 

and inner secondary coil. 

 

What you are looking for is this:  <power pumped into the primary coil> = <resistive 

losses in primary coil> + <resistive losses in inner secondary> + <power delivered to 

load>.  You can define the efficiency as <power delivered to load>/<power pumped into 

the primary coil>. 

 

I calculated only the P/in to the primary,and P/out across the 3 resistors(in my next video). I 

have not accounted for dissipated power in either coil as yet,that will just be the cream on 

the top. 

Quote 

You can assume that the power pumped into the primary coil is going to be slightly 

greater than what goes into the load and the resistive losses in the two coils. 

 

I assume nothing,and we will see what you assume if and when you see my next video. 

Once Poynt and Ion(vortex) have viewed it,and if they find i made a cockup some where.i will 

post that here. I will still post the video,so as you to can see my mistake-if i have made one. 

Quote 

You can speculate about that "missing power" and where it went.  The first place that 

comes to mind for me is in the hysteresis losses of the core material.   Naturally, as 

Vortex1 stated everything is frequency dependent. 

 

I have tried frequencies between 1 and 30 KHz,and see no change in the outcome with 

various types of loads. 

 

   

Quote 

One can assume the higher the frequency the more unaccountable losses there will 

be.  Therefore, one suggestion to keep it sane would be to make measurements at 100 



Hz and 6 KHz.   Or, if you were hard core (pun intended) you would sweep the 

frequencies as per what Vortex1 stated. 

 

Below 800Hz,this transformers efficiency drop's right off. I have been running test between 

3KHz to 30KHz at 250Hz step's,and the performance remains much the same throughout that 

band range. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5715 on: October 18, 2015, 01:59:22 AM » 

 Quote  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5716 on: October 18, 2015, 02:42:23 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 17, 2015, 10:07:07 PM 



Really? 

 

You have 1.441 V RMS across the primary x 6.4 mA RMS current through the primary = 

9.2 mW. 

 

The problem is that the current is not linear with the voltage.  The current increases 

faster than the voltage rises rendering your calculation wrong and the measurement 

bad.  The power is actually higher than you are calculating.  The same thing applies to 

your power measurement across the FWBR + LED.  I mentioned this issue just the other 

day and Vortex1 echoed what I said. 

 

Note in your diagram you also have a problem on your power out calculation.  You have 

the power in as being the power that is going into the primary coil which is fine.   

But then you are including the power dissipated across R1 as part of the power out which is 

wrong.  If anything, the power dissipated across R1 can either be ignored  

by choice to take it out of the picture, or you can include it as part of the input power 

which is supplied by the function generator. 

 

Indeed,and that is where my screwup was  

Thanks MH for spotting that  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_V4VqFSlCxY 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5717 on: October 18, 2015, 03:12:18 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 17, 2015, 11:20:38 PM 

I found an online manual for your scope and you probably already know all this, but here 

is my understanding of how to get the Math measurements to show. 



 

As you obviously know, pressing the Math button displays the Math trace so try the 

following to get the readings. 

 

Press the "Measure" button to reach the automatic measurements and select the 

"Voltage" menu.  From this menu, select the input source as "Math" and then press the 

"Type" button or use the "Universal" knob to select "Cycle Mean" as the measurement 

type. I think this will display the Math measurements. 

 

You can also define the Math measurements in the "Manual Cursor" mode if you like to 

use manual cursor control. 

 

Hope this helps! 

 

Edit: I forgot that you have to define which math function you want performed and in 

this case it would be Ch1 x Ch2.  The manual shows this in the manual cursor setup but 

is not clear to me in the automatic function. It doesn't help not being familiar with this 

scope! 

 

partzman 

 

I will give this a try  

Thanks for your help. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5721 on: October 18, 2015, 07:04:12 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: gotoluc on October 18, 2015, 03:44:56 AM 

@ Brad 

there must also be a math menu that shows up when you activate math functions as you will 

have to go in it to tell the math function what you want ch 1 to do to ch 2  something like ch1 

x ch2 or ch1 + ch2 or ch1 / ch2 

You will want to select ch1 x ch2 

 

 

Excellent video and measurements!... it all looks good to me... but what do I know  

 

All the best to you mate and thanks for going the extra miles when you should be in bed. 

 

Luc 

 

Yes-that is not the problem. I can select the math menu,and select ch1 x ch2 and it displays 

the resultant wave form. The problem is,there is no option that i can find or select that gets 

the scope to show the value of the math waveform. 

 

So,once again. 

I can select the math function. 

I can select ch1 x ch2,and the math wave form is displayed on the screen. 

What i cant find is the option where the scope displays the numerical value of that math 

trace/wave form. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5724 on: October 18, 2015, 08:17:41 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Dog-One on October 18, 2015, 07:49:58 AM 



Confirmed problem--no way to select Math as a source to measure against.  I think your 

Atten has the same guts as my Siglent. 

 

That is correct. After much research,i see many saying that the math trace cannot be used as 

a measuring source-and yes,it is the same as the siglent. The only way it can be done is to 

use the software that came with the scope,and do it via your computer  

 

In this case,we will not need it,as we are now dealing with nice clean sine waves. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5725 on: October 18, 2015, 09:19:14 AM » 

 Quote  

Second test. 

 

Dissipated power of CVR on primary side now left out. 

 

Enjoy 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RBhmjuuJehE 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5727 on: October 18, 2015, 11:11:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 18, 2015, 09:58:06 AM 

I watched test #2 and test #3.  I can see that you have a USB port so perhaps there is 

hope to reflash your firmware. 

 

Test #3 was very good and well documented, and the 105% efficiency calculation 

amazes me because yet again, measurement uncertainties favour what looks like over 

unity.  It seems to happen all of the time, it's uncanny.  There doesn't seem to be a 

50/50 split, it's more like a 98%-2% split favouring over unity when it comes to 

measurement uncertainties. 

 

If I was in your shoes I would be looking to tigten up my measurements because the 

extra 5% is almost certainly well within your error tolerance. 

 

Let's have a look at the secondary measurement for fun.  You make individual 

measurements of two resistors, so that's two sources of error tolerance.  Then you make 

two voltage measurements, which is another two sources of error tolerance.  Then you 

do two multiplications and one addition, which can compound the sources of error 

tolerance.  You end up with a pretty high stack of pancakes of error tolerance. 

 

Without changing anything, you can make a single resistance measurement and a single 

voltage measurement.  Then do the multiplication and you get an output power 

calculation with only two sources of error tolerance multiplied together. 

 

Let's look at that multiplication in detail:  (x + delta_x) * (y + delta_y) = x*y + 

x*delta_y + y*delta_x + delta_x*delta_y 

 

Everything highlighted in bold is part of the error tolerance.  The first two terms are 

significant and the third term is small.  And that's just for one multiplication.  You can 

see how the pancake of error tolerances can quickly become a big stack. 

 

So please consider doing the same measurements but work on strategies for making 

them "tighter."  If you do that don't be surprised to see the "extra" 5% melt away. 

 

The thing i find interesting is this. When extra energy seems to be shown,it is always 

assumed that there is a measurement error that go's against the posted result's-no mater 



how much care we take with them. I have never heard any like your self MH say that the 

measurement error could be the other way,and you have more extra energy that you 

measured. 

 

Anyway,i did as you said,now that we have very smooth wave forms over resistive loads--we 

used the DMM to make the measurements. 

 

Here is one thing to think about in this test. If !if! the DMM is making an error,then that error 

will be the same on both the input and output,as the voltage(and thus the wave form) across 

R1 and R2 are very close to the same,and the voltage(and wave form) across the primary 

and 98.4 ohm load resistor are much the same-as seen on the scope before the test. 

 

As we have never seen a transformer configuration(and thus measurements to boot)like this 

before,do you think that there is a chance that maybe!just maybe! it might be worth while 

pursuing further. Maybe it might be time to rethink as to what field really is inducing current 

flow through the secondary in a transformer. Maybe the backyard boys have it right,and the 

books of yesty year are incorrect. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jn5Hx_zO2pA 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5728 on: October 18, 2015, 11:30:30 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 18, 2015, 09:58:06 AM 

I watched test #2 and test #3.  I can see that you have a USB port so perhaps there is 

hope to reflash your firmware. 

 

Test #3 was very good and well documented, and the 105% efficiency calculation 

amazes me because yet again, measurement uncertainties favour what looks like over 



unity.  It seems to happen all of the time, it's uncanny.  There doesn't seem to be a 

50/50 split, it's more like a 98%-2% split favouring over unity when it comes to 

measurement uncertainties. 

 

If I was in your shoes I would be looking to tigten up my measurements because the 

extra 5% is almost certainly well within your error tolerance. 

 

 

 

Without changing anything, you can make a single resistance measurement and a single 

voltage measurement.  Then do the multiplication and you get an output power 

calculation with only two sources of error tolerance multiplied together. 

 

Let's look at that multiplication in detail:  (x + delta_x) * (y + delta_y) = x*y + 

x*delta_y + y*delta_x + delta_x*delta_y 

 

Everything highlighted in bold is part of the error tolerance.  The first two terms are 

significant and the third term is small.  And that's just for one multiplication.  You can 

see how the pancake of error tolerances can quickly become a big stack. 

 

So please consider doing the same measurements but work on strategies for making 

them "tighter."  If you do that don't be surprised to see the "extra" 5% melt away. 

 

Quote 

Let's have a look at the secondary measurement for fun.  You make individual 

measurements of two resistors, so that's two sources of error tolerance.  Then you make 

two voltage measurements, which is another two sources of error tolerance.  Then you 

do two multiplications and one addition, which can compound the sources of error 

tolerance.  You end up with a pretty high stack of pancakes of error tolerance. 

 

What i have done to eliminate measurement error. 

1-use high value resistors to eliminate noise on the scope that you would see when using say 

1 ohm resistors. This way the scope(that i calibrate before every test)will give us very 

accurate VRMS values. 

2- Measure the resistance of each resister down to the first decimal,using the same meter 

3- Making sure those resistors power ratings are well above that of which we are disipating 

across them. 

4- use an online calculator to make those ohms law conversions--> 

http://www.onlineconversion.com/ohms_law.htm 

 

5-use a calculator to confirm those measurements. 



6- carry out the same sort of test,but use a DMM instead of the scope to make the 

measurements. 

7-try different loads(such as the LED's),and confirm similar results. 

8- carry out the same test over and over many times to confirm results. 

 

 

P.S -there is also the fact that we have not yet taken into account the power(in the form of 

ohmic losses/ heat)being dissipated by both the primary and secondary coil's. 

How might we go about that MH?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5731 on: October 18, 2015, 12:27:02 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 18, 2015, 11:53:45 AM 

Excellent point.  I had thought about that too but did not get around to mentioning the 

possible issues about low value current sensing resistors and the resolution of your 

multimeters. 

 

My hunch is that the power factor measurement may change the narrative.  Factoring in 

the resistive losses in the coils themselves would also be good practice. 

 

It's always about questioning your results when you see something anomalous.  It's 

simply the way science works.  I am sure that you have read TK's treatise on that stuff 

and the scientific method dozens of times. 

 

looking at the scope shot below,where the blue channel is across R1,and the yellow channel 

across R1 and the primary,would you not agree that there is next to none(if any) phase shift 

between current and voltage at 10KHz,and thus the power factor would have to be pretty 

spot on. 



 

Now,how do we go about calculating power dissipated in the primary and secondary?. 

 

 

Cheers 

Brad 

 

Edit-forgot the scope shot. 

 

 scp 1-1.JPG (33.29 kB, 480x234 - viewed 207 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5732 on: October 18, 2015, 12:44:12 PM » 

 Quote  

Just a question 

 

If a device is calculating power using both wave forms/or voltage and current at once,then i 

agree that the power factor would play a part in the power calculations. But when we are 

measuring one wave form at a time,and calculating current and voltage separately,then 



multiplying to get our power,is that not bringing the two back into phase,and thus eliminating 

the power factor from the phase shift?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5733 on: October 18, 2015, 12:52:15 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 18, 2015, 11:45:07 AM 

I looked at your new clip and I see two issues.  I like the fact that you used the DMM 

measurements and were within the specified frequency range for the stated tolerance. 

 

1.  You are still making a double set of measurements on the secondary instead of 

treating the two resistors in series as a single resistor and making a single set of 

measurements. 

 

2.  I should have mentioned this one before.  You are not considering the power factor 

on the input due to the uncoupled stray inductance (primary to the secondary) in the 

transformer.   You are running at a fairly high frequency and the effects of that 

uncoupled stray inductance will likely be noticeable.  The opportunity to make that 

measurement in the primary is very easy.  You just have to place one scope channel 

across the R1 resistor and the other scope channel across the transformer primary, 

normalize the gains so the waveforms are the same amplitude, and then switch your 

scope display to X-Y.  I am making the assumption that the resistor R1 has negligible 

reactance itself at your excitation frequency.   

 

These two simple steps will tighten up the measurements. 

 

Beyond that, you can't make any assumptions about the error tolerances if you are 

going to be conservative.  It's just not good science to do that. 

 



Quote 

You will see if there is a phase shift right away.   

Any observed phase shift decreases the real input power 

. 

 

Wait a minute here. So if there is a phase shift between voltage and current,then my 

calculated P/in is higher than the real P/in value?. 

So as there is a slight(only slight) phase shift between voltage and current on my DUT,then 

the results i presented for my P/in calculations are higher than what they actually are. 

This is a good thing,as that widens the gap between P/in and P/out-where P/out is higher. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5735 on: October 18, 2015, 02:53:03 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Dog-One on October 18, 2015, 02:24:24 PM 

MH, is there any value in doing a side-by-side comparison? 

 

Brad could easily use the outer secondary to form a baseline.  Then you have the exact 

same parameters at play here.  Any input error would be mirrored between the two 

measurements. 

 

 

I also think there is one more "trending" test we could do.  Reverse the process--use the 

inner secondary as the primary and one of the outer windings as the secondary.  What I 

think this would show is a reversal of the principal at play here.  If this DUT has been 

magnifying energy in any way, reversing the process should show an anomalous loss of 

energy that cannot be accounted for.  If the loss is in the same range as the previous 

gain, to me this confirms the Hybrid Toroid is indeed manipulating the power transferred 

through it in some so far unexplainable way. 



 

I have tried the reverse,where i used the inner secondary as the primary,and the primary as 

the secondary. The coupling between !the now inner! primary to the !now outer! secondary is 

extremely poor. This was the same result with the first one of this design i built. 

 

So the outer primary couples to an inner secondary very well,but an inner primary couples to 

an outer secondary very poorly. This is another odd thing about this design,as i know of no 

other transformer where the two coils will not couple equally as well either way around. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5738 on: October 18, 2015, 03:43:20 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 18, 2015, 03:26:39 PM 

Good analysis MH, I think you pretty well nailed it. However, I'll add my 0.02 to refine 

the inductance bit. 

 

First, the primary and inner secondary coils have little to do with each other regarding 

the inductance measurements, so any flux cancellation that may occur in transformer 

mode is non-existent while making inductance measurements. 

What I see as the reason the inner coil has a significantly higher inductance than either of the 

outer coils, is due to the fact that there is high permeability core material completely 

surrounding the inner coil, 

 minus the small reluctance gap. As such the generated magnetic field around the inner 

coil's windings has a low reluctance path 360º around the wire, whereas the outer coils 

do not. 

 

Anyway I could be wrong, but that's how I see it. 

 



Your diagram also seems to explain the asymmetric coupling between the primary and 

inner secondary. 

 

Yes,this is what my thoughts were back at post 5702. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5745 on: October 19, 2015, 01:33:30 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 18, 2015, 05:37:16 PM 

Tinman, 

 

 

I've attached your schematic with an analysis of just the secondary circuit using your 

measurements and values.  Note the three differing values of pout depending on the 

circuit values and measurements used. This error approaches 9% and will affect your 

COP calculations. 

 

The output power measurements would best be taken without any current sense resistor 

but using an accurate known load resistance along with the output voltage for the calcs. 

 

It is difficult to speculate on the source of your error but I will suggest several 

possibilities.  One, your DMM uses a constant current source to determine the resistance 

value and could provide a source of error depending on the linearity of the current 

source and/or the voltage measuring circuitry.  Two, your scope may have an accuracy 

problem particularly at the lower level measurements. 

 

partzman 

 

Quote 



In analyzing your Test2 video and your results, I would agree with MH that you need to 

find the source of error that exists when cross checking your results. Your work and 

math is correct but there does seem to be a problem with the measurements. 

 

I think it is more an assumed error,as the results go against what most believe to be true. I 

should also think that the following should be taken into account. 

1-As MH stated,there is a slight phase shift between current and voltage on the input,and so 

the P/in i provided is a maximum value,and due to the phase shift,the actual value will be 

less. 

2-In regards to P/out,i have only thus far measured the dissipated power of the two 

resistors,and as yet are to include power dissipated by both the primary and secondary coils 

them self. So not only is the P/in at the maximum value,the P/out total is yet to be 

measured. 

 

In regards to the resistor's values. As all were measured with the same meter,then if there is 

an error being made with the DMM measuring that value,that error is the same for the input 

resistor value. If i cannot use my DMM to measure the resistance of a resistor,then how do i 

find that resistance value?. 

 

So what would be a good resistive load on the output if not a non inductive resistor as i am 

using.These resistors we use in circuits every day that run at much higher frequencies than i 

am using,and there is never an inductive problem with them. 

 

I am all for accurate measurement's,and i believed that that was exactly what i was doing 

here-following the correct procedures. If you would like to put together a test procedure with 

circuit schematic partzman,then i am more than happy to carry out that test. If we are going 

to go to the extreem here,then we should also include the reduction of P/in due to phase 

shift,and add the dissipated power of the two coils on the P/out measurements  

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5749 on: October 19, 2015, 04:28:57 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 19, 2015, 02:56:47 AM 

One test that would end all doubt would be to connect the output in phase back to the 

input using a potentiometer to adjust the positive feedback. We can treat the device as a 

transfer function with unknown gain. 

 

Now  just hitting the primary with a pulse, i.e a brief connect and disconnect from a 

small battery should cause the transformer to briefly ring at it's "sweet spot" frequency. 

This is called "shock excitation" or "step excitation" like hitting a bell with a hammer. 

Normally in a system with gain <1 you will see an exponentially damped ringing 

oscillation at the "sweet spot" frequency. You can capture and observe this on your 

scope. 

 

You can then observe the decay rate of the primary ringing frequency on your scope as 

you adjust the amount of positive feedback with the potentiometer. 

 

If there were truly gain >1 in the system, the decayed oscillation should at some point 

turn into either steady state or exponential growth of the waveform when the proper 

amount of feedback is applied, as is true of most systems that amplify. 

 

This is the litmus test for a system with gain >1. Since the windings are 1:1, and it is an 

AC system, it should not be difficult to perform this test. 

 

Regards, Vorex1 

 

OK,so we must keep the output in phase with the input-easy enough. 

Then we have a pot to adjust the positive feed back.  

Then we pulse the primary coil with a current-this is when the trouble starts. How do we stop 

that pulse also going straight into the secondary that is feeding back to the primary without 

the use of a diode? 

 

Then there is the issue of the voltage/current phase shift when supplying the primary with 

power,and no phase shift from the secondary supplying the power. 

 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5755 on: October 19, 2015, 03:57:36 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 19, 2015, 01:19:46 PM 

Tinman, 

     

 

 

 

Keep in mind that two wire resistance measurements include lead and contact resistance 

errors.  More precision is attained with four wire resistance measurements by separating 

the current source from the Vdrop measurement.     

 

 

 

PW 

 

Quote 

That's pretty harsh.  Did you follow what Partzman was indicating in his post by way of 

his various calculations of Pout using your measurements?  Your resistance and/or 

voltage measurements have significant accuracy issues that need to be addressed.  The 

various math cross checks of Pout that Partzman provided are not in any way an 

"assumed error". 

 

I can only provide you with what my equipment provides me. What you see is what i see. 
That's pretty harsh.

 

Really? 

Why is every one worried that there may !may! be an error on the output measurements 

while totally ignoring the P/in measurements. As MH stated(unwittingly i think),the P/in will 

actually be lower due to the phase shift,but i dont see anyone here going-hey,wait a minute 



Brad,you actually have a larger COP due to the fact that the P/in you have calculated is 

actually higher than it really is. What we do get though is-there is something wrong with your 

P/out measurements. So while most are happy for me to use a higher value P/in than the 

actual value,and not !knowingly! say that the P/in is incorrect-it should be lower,they are 

happy to say that (even though great care was taken)the P/out is high due to measurement 

error. 

 

So i stand by what i say,in that these measurement !errors! always seem to favour COP 1<-

only because of the firm belief that COP 1> is not possible. So how about we work out the 

actual value of the P/in due to the phase shift instead of the higher value i calculated,then we 

go on the low side of the output error value,and see where we end up  

Quote 

Keep in mind that purpose built and utilized transformers with an efficiency as high as 

99.75% are not unheard of.With that kind of efficiency possible, consider the required 

measurement accuracy. 

 

 

Dose my transformer look like a precision built high end transformer? Looks more like a 

quick throw together job,with a roughly cast core out of lower grade materials,and wire that 

looks like it was wound by my 3yo grandson-the inner winding is not much better. 

 

Quote 

You can use it to measure to the accuracy provided by the DMM.  What is the accuracy 

spec of your DMM when measuring 10 ohms (or 100 ohms)?  Typically this spec is stated 

as a percentage error plus a given number of least significant digits. 

 

The accuracy is +/- .8% 

https://www.toolmart.com.au/measuring-tools/qm1548.html 

Quote 

Possibly I am not remembering correctly, but in previous videos I have noted that when 

your scope is connected to your FG, the FG's output level display and your scope's 

measured value seem to have a significant spread between them.  Have you ever looked 

into this? 

 

Not sure what you mean here. 

The scope reads the very same frequency my SG is set at. 

They read the same voltage values when the SG's limits are not exceeded. 

The only time they read different values is when the loads power requirements exceed that of 



which the SG can deliver. E.G-the SG's displayed RMS value go's off the selected amplitude 

on the SG,not the actual delivered value as the scope reads across the load. So in many 

cases you will see the scope reading a lower value than that which you see on the SG,as the 

SG is displaying selected value,not delivered value. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5756 on: October 19, 2015, 04:18:43 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 19, 2015, 03:52:08 PM 

I would be happy to make suggestions to help you in your testing.  Your test procedure 

has been fine but it is the error you are experiencing with your test equipment that is 

creating the measurement problem IMO. 

 

Firstly, there is nothing wrong with you using carbon carbon film resistors at your test 

frequencies. They are essentially non-inductive and are 5% in tolerance as you well 

know.  After further analysis of your numbers from test2, it is impossible to get the 

numbers to justify by adjusting the resistance values by +/- 5%.  IMO, the major source 

of error is in your scope accuracy which agrees with PW's observation. 

 

A simple test for this would be to set your sig gen at say 1khz with a sine output with a 

level of 5v rms across a 1k resistor.  Then check this output level as indicated by your 

sig gen with your DMM(s) and scope for comparison.  Repeat this at 10khz and then 

repeat the whole process using an output level of 100mv rms. This might be revealing. 

 

To test the transformer itself, I would suggest using an audio power amp if you have one 

available. This will allow you to raise the input voltage and current to higher levels that 

should allow for more accurate measurements IMO.  You must be sure not to drive the 

core into saturation even slightly as this will really lower the efficiency.  Use the 10.3 

ohm cf for the sense resistor in the primary as you have been and what ever value of cf 



load resistance necessary in the secondary without any sense resistor.   

 

Yes, to really be accurate in our COP measurements, we should include everything like 

copper and core losses, phase shift, etc.   

 

I would like to compliment you on your effort in this transformer design you have 

created and encourage you to continue. I would also like to say that only if one has done 

experiments, then and only then can one know what it is like to have thought you have 

achieved OU only to find out later thru the examination by yourself and/or others that 

you were wrong. The disappointment one feels can not be known unless experienced. 

Been there many times! 

 

Your design is intriguing for it demonstrates an anomaly in voltage multiplication and has 

asymmetry which is usually a hallmark for OU devices. 

 

partzman  

 

I wouldnt be too disappointed partzman,as i to have been through it many times before. 

 

In video 3 i purposely made a measurement error for reason to see who actually takes notice 

of what im doing,or just comments on my work through thoughts of others,and never took 

much notice of what was going on in the video. No one has picked up on it yet. 

 

Video !test 5! was done due to MH saying that i could use a DMM to carry out the 

measurements if the wave forms were good. 

 

I calibrate my scope daily to avoid measurement errors from the scope,but  i can check it 

against my SG,as i think that is a good idea. I will also make a video showing the asymmetry 

of the transformer. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #5760 on: October 19, 2015, 05:20:42 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 19, 2015, 04:38:26 PM 

Tinman, 

 

Would the use of "dismissive" rather than "harsh" have been more appropriate?  I was 

not trying to rile you. 

 

The 3KHz test appears to have an efficiency of somewhere between 89% and 99% 

depending on what assumptions one makes regarding the discrepancies in the measured 

values you provided.  Can you at least acknowledge that you understand that these 

discrepancies exist as Partzman pointed out?   

 

If you are claiming an OU of only 5-10%, your measurement accuracy will need to be 

significantly better than that, which again, as per Partzman's post, it is not.  

 

As for the scope versus FG, possibly I am remembering incorrectly.  I thought there was 

a disagreement between your scope's measured value and the FG's indicated value in a 

video you made a while back unrelated to these tests. 

 

As often as this comes up, I am surprised you have not acquired some precision 

resistors.  A few 1R, 10R and 100R low inductance Caddock TO-220 resistors in 1% or 

0.1% precision would prove very useful to you.   

 

And yes, of course, there is a bias towards always assuming measurement error first 

when something unusual is encountered.  I wouldn't have it any other way.  (As more 

often than not, that is indeed the case) 

 

PW 

 

Maybe you were thinking of my power supply?,which has a RS current reading. 

 

Equipment test 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=NNtaij0jGXc 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5764 on: October 19, 2015, 05:49:45 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 19, 2015, 05:05:38 PM 

Circuit and calculations from Test #2. 

 

Try your measurements and calculations like I did, which includes the coil resistances. 

 

If you calculate Pout by using only the output current and total load resistance, it drops 

to 16.9mW, which is lower than the 18.4mW calculated from the current and voltage. 

That's a n=86.7%. 

 

Maybe easier this way. 



 

 Transformer_calcs01 A.JPG (60.87 kB, 841x813 - viewed 149 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5765 on: October 19, 2015, 05:53:43 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 19, 2015, 05:27:26 PM 

Tinman, 

 

That's impressive having all those measurements match up that well.  A preponderance 

of evidence, as they say!  Consider checking at different (higher/lower) values to verify 

linearity. 

 

As in my last post, I suspect the bulk of the error to be with regard to the measurement 

of the 10R3 resistors.   

What does your ohmmeter read with its leads shorted on low ohms range?

 

 

PW 

 

It flashes between .1 and .2 ohms 

 

I was surprised the DMM was that accurate reading the RMS value at that frequency  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5767 on: October 19, 2015, 05:57:40 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 19, 2015, 05:29:14 PM 

PW, 

 

Yes, obviously something is amiss in the measurements, as I noted in my post (while 

you were posting too I guess). 

 

Otherwise, the two methods of calculating the power out would equal. In either case 

however, the n<100%. 

Most meter leads are about 1 Ohm resistance. I suspect Brad has not taken this into account, 

and may be the source of error. 

 

 

I would have thought that they would take lead resistance into account when calibrating the 

meter's-this is the norm. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5769 on: October 19, 2015, 06:00:08 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 19, 2015, 05:37:26 PM 

All fine and good. However, set your generator to 100mV down in the much more 

challenging levels you are actually working with and try again.  



 

Done that after i shot the video. SG and Scope line up just the same,but the DMM starts to 

read lower RMS value's below 4oomVRMS 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5771 on: October 19, 2015, 06:05:11 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 19, 2015, 05:59:29 PM 

It's not the norm in my experience. 

 

When measuring low values of resistance, one should always first measure their leads 

shorted together. 

 

If it is not the CVR value that is off, then what is? Obviously we can't have two different 

currents in a series circuit. 

 

I just did that,and the meter flicks between .1 and .2 ohm's-->so no where near 1 ohm. 

Dont forget this error(if there is one)must also be accounted for on R1-not just R2. So if R2 is 

a higher value than that indicated,and the P/out is less than indicated,then R1 is also a higher 

value by the same amount,and thus the P/in also decreases. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5777 on: October 19, 2015, 07:06:11 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 19, 2015, 06:34:04 PM 

Just throwing possibilities out there. 

 

Maybe it's not carbon. 

 

If the meter leads really are only 0.2 Ohm, that can't account for the discrepancy, so one 

other possibility is that the meter is not very accurate in the 10 Ohm range. 

 

What Brad needs is a 1% or even 0.1% 10 Ohm and 100 Ohm non-inductive resistor for 

this test. Then he will know how good his meters are at 10 Ohms measurements, and 

the test results might make more sense. 

 

Ok,i just went and checked the resistors a different way. 

I supplied 1 volt across the 10 ohm resistors with my power supply,and used my scope to 

make sure there was 1 volt across the resistor. I used my DMM set to the 10 amp scale to 

measure the current. The DMM has a .1 ohm shunt resistor to measure current on the 10 

amp scale. 

The current measured was 96mA. This gives us a resistance of 10.416-minus the .1 ohm 

shunt in the DMM. So the measured resistance of 10.3 ohms has now been measured in two 

ways. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5782 on: October 20, 2015, 03:13:58 PM » 

 Quote  



Only spent 30 minutes in the workshop today,as the flu is kicking my ass ATM. 

 

Anyway,i carried out the following test today in prep for Vortex's looping blocking oscillator 

setup. 

I wanted to see what the flyback looked like across the inner secondary when the transistor 

switched off(becomes open). Guess what i found-!no! flyback spike on the inner secondary. 

 

The scope shots below tell the tail. I have a 100 ohm resistor across both the inner and outer 

secondary(two resistors,1 over each secondary). The yellow trace is across the outer 

secondary,and the blue trace is across the inner secondary. The primary i am pulsing with 12 

volt's.. I am using my SG to switch a tip3055,and a duty cycle of 20%. 

 

What these results tell me is that the field(magnetic or electric-depending on what you 

believe)around the outer secondary builds very rapidly-causing the overshoot when the 

transistor switches on. As the current flow in the outer secondary builds up higher,the field 

starts to slow in expansion,and the voltage across the secondary drop's,and reaches a steady 

state-our CEMF taking place. But in the case of the inner secondary,we do not see an over 

shoot or an inductive kickback spike.  

 

Whats your thought's on this?. 

 

P.S 

The second scope shot says looking at the outer !primary! alone-->that should say outer 

secondary. 

 

 flyback test1.JPG (45.05 kB, 480x357 - viewed 433 times.) 



 

 flyback test 2.JPG (49.33 kB, 481x416 - viewed 443 times.) 

 

 flyback test 3.JPG (54.04 kB, 488x438 - viewed 439 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5789 on: October 21, 2015, 12:53:20 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 20, 2015, 06:13:37 PM 

Tinman, 

 

Sorry to hear you have the flu. 

 

 

 

To further understand why the inner appears so heavily damped under those operating 

conditions, consider the following: 

 

What do the secondary waveforms look like unloaded (individually and simultaneously)?   

 

What does your primary drive waveform look like?  

 

A sine sweep from 10KHz to 400KHz, with and without the 100R load, will let you see 

response peaks and roll-offs and possibly identify the SRF's of the two secondaries as 

well.  

 

  Would not using your really cool FG (buffered if necessary), with complete control of 

the drive waveform's frequency content (i.e., period, duty cycle, and rise/fall times) be 

more revealing and useful to you? 

 

PW 

 

Quote 



From your scope shots, it is obvious the inner secondary presents way less energy 

content at 100Khz than the outer secondary, which appears to be peaking around 

100KHz. 

 

Sorry PW,i may have missed something here?. To what scope shots are you refering?,as the 

one's i posted last are at 10KHz,and it is the inner secondary(blue trace)that has the higher 

energy content. 

Quote 

On another note, when you say that you are driving with your SG, what exactly does 

that mean? 

 

If you are referring to my last posted scope shot's,It means exactly what i said--Quote:The 

primary i am pulsing with 12 volt's.. I am using my SG to switch a tip3055,and a duty cycle 

of 20%. 

 

If you are referring to another post,then you will have to quote that post for me,as this flu 

makes it hard to concentrate ATM. 

 

Cheers 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5795 on: October 21, 2015, 01:39:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 21, 2015, 01:01:28 AM 

Well since my posts # 5777 and 5778 garnered nary a comment, thought I would try 

once more before throwing in the proverbial towel. 

 



Here is another impulse test method that should kick the transformer into oscillation if 

there truly is a gain>1. 

 

While it may be fun to discuss  measurement technique as I said before, when you are at 

the limits of your equipment and believe you have a device with gain, it may be time to 

try putting the rubber to the road with a real "proof of the pudding" test. 

 

Good scientific method tests from many angles. 

 

I will give that a go today Vortex-Thanks for your input. 

I will have to ask the same as Poynt did-Is the battery around the wrong way?,or are we 

using a pnp transistor?. 

 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5796 on: October 21, 2015, 01:42:03 AM » 

 Quote  

Just a thought on the inner core for my larger build.  

Would there be any harm in using a magnet from a speaker as the core?  

Would the existing magnetic field causes any ill effects in the operation of the transformer? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5800 on: October 21, 2015, 02:12:38 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 21, 2015, 01:52:59 AM 

It looks odd, but it is correct (the battery that is). Current direction is out of the positive 

terminal of a battery. 

 

Re. your question; as a magnet is already fully saturated (or should be), it will not act as 

much of a core if you are hoping for high permeability. 

 

 

Quote 

Have you considered redoing the suggested measurements on your existing 

transformer? Do you agree that something is amiss with them? 

 

If we are to go with the current theory of today,then yes,my measurements must be wrong. 

But i will continue,as you would have to agree that the transformer build it self is very messy 

and by no means a high end build. But even if we take into account the measurement error's 

that !may! be there,the efficiency of this transformer is very high for such a scrappy build. So 

i am wondering how far the efficiency could be raised if it was built to a higher spec. 

 

So are we to take a chance on the measurements being wrong,and just scrap the whole 

project,or do we keep going with it due to some odd findings so far? 

 

I choose to keep on with it for a while,and do a higher quality build,as if there is something 

there,that something dosnt deserve to be binned on a chance that the measurements are 

only wrong due to current belief's,and not measurement error. Could not the error be the 

other way also?. There is also the fact that the P/in measured is actually lower than what has 

been measured due to the phase shift-as MH pointed out. I am yet to see anyone mention 

that,or try to calculate actual P/in due to that phase shift. I would do it,but that is beyond my 

knowledge and mathematical abilities. MH said something about switching the scope to x-y-i 

can find xy on my scope,but when i hit that button i just get an offset oval on my scope 

screen. Remember,i am a mechanic,not an EE,and only know the basics on scopes and what 

they show me. 

 



So,if you want your car engine rebuilt,i can do that with my eyes shut,but if you want me to 

carry out all these fancy EE scope analysis,then you might as well have a conversation with 

next doors dog. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5808 on: October 21, 2015, 04:47:49 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 21, 2015, 02:44:46 AM 

The things PW and I asked for are not too complicated. 

 

Why dismiss the anomaly and move on without investigating? Have a look at the 

diagram again, in particular the two voltage measurements on the secondary, i.e. 1.48V 

and 128mV. 

 

The current through a resistor is the voltage across it over the resistance value. 

Calculate the current in R2 and R3, based on the voltage across each. Are they 

equal? Why not? 

 

We both mentioned this anomaly, but you have not commented on it that I've seen. 

 

Why is it that we can have water flowing through a pipe at high pressure and at one point in 

that pipe have no pressure-but the water still flows at the same volume. 

 

Like i said to PW-i can only go by what me equipment shows me. 

there is a 1.19mA difference between the two,and you have chose to use the low current 

measurement. So what if it is the higher current of the two that is correct?. 

Also,are you able to work out the real power on the input due to the phase shift from the 

scope shots i provided earlier?-this is also something that seems to be ignored. 

 



So going on the low side,our transformer is 94 odd% efficient. Now if we look at the outer 

secondary,the efficiency is a mere 62% efficient. Now,the efficiency is low in regards to a 

normal setup between the primary and outer secondary because of the poor construction of 

the transformer it self-->badly wound,and poor core material,and yet we have an efficiency 

above 94% between the primary and inner secondary. So what happens if we improve the 

transformer quality,so as we get say an 80% efficiency between the primary and outer 

secondary?-->what will the efficiency be between the primary and inner secondary then?. 

 

Anyway,i will keep chugging away at it for a while yet. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5811 on: October 21, 2015, 06:06:54 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 21, 2015, 05:03:43 AM 

Tinman, 

 

In this water analogy, pressure is voltage, flow volume is current.  Your example varies 

the pressure (voltage) at various points, while maintaining the same flow (current) 

throughout. 

 

  Most likely your measured CSR value is incorrect.  At least consider acquiring some 

Caddock MP800 or 900 series resistors for CSR use at some point.  They are very low 

inductance with a 1% tolerance and low TC. 

 

Also, 0.1%, 1/4 watt metal film resistors (with low TC) are readily available at very low 

cost and having several different values in a drawer (1, 10, 100, 1000, 10K) are very 

useful for checking ohmmeter calibration.  

 

PW 



 

Quote 

I don't understand your apparent objection to refining your measurement accuracy or 

investigating the observed measurement discrepancy. 

 

I have no objection toward refining my measurements. What i do object to is the bias toward 

my measurement errors having to be in the negative. Read all the post from people in the 

!know!,and you will soon see it's almost as though they insist that i keep measuring until i 

meat the expected criteria-->under unity. Not once have i seen any of those in the know that 

have said-hey,due to the phase shift on the input,the input you calculated will be higher than 

it actually is. Nor have i seen any of those in the know say that the error on the output could 

be in favor of the calculated output-it's always assumed to be in the negative. 

 

What becomes apparent is-no mater how far you go to insure correct measurements,it is 

never enough unless it shows a COP<1. As long as it remains within known physics,then it's 

all good. As soon as it go's beyond the !must adhere to! known science,then there is always 

errors some where. The more i do,the more is requested-->fair enough. But when you start 

to get comments like-your scope is wrong,your meters are wrong-and so on,it gets a bit 

anoying. Then you have to go ahead and start proving that your equipment is reading 

correct,and start supplying references to equipment error margins. So i post a link to a 

website that offers these error margine's,and i make a video showing that my scope,the SG 

and even the DMM all read the same value's-exactly. But still my resistor values are 

incorrect,as things just dont add up. I swap out the two 10.3 ohm resistor's with each 

other,and the output remains exactly the same-along with the input. I then change out the 

100 ohm resistor for another that is close to the 98.3 ohm's,and still things remain the same. 

 

So why is there a discrepancy at the output?--i do not know. As i said,i can only be as 

accurate as my equipment. Anyway,off to jaycar now to see if they have any of these high 

end CVR's,although i have a feeling even that will not be enough,and it will once again 

become equipment error. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5816 on: October 21, 2015, 09:40:38 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 21, 2015, 01:01:28 AM 

Well since my posts # 5777 and 5778 garnered nary a comment, thought I would try 

once more before throwing in the proverbial towel. 

 

Here is another impulse test method that should kick the transformer into oscillation if 

there truly is a gain>1. 

 

While it may be fun to discuss  measurement technique as I said before, when you are at 

the limits of your equipment and believe you have a device with gain, it may be time to 

try putting the rubber to the road with a real "proof of the pudding" test. 

 

Good scientific method tests from many angles. 

 

Something is not right with this circuit,as adjusting the pot changes both wave forms-one is 

an exact mirror of the other,no matter where the pot is set. If i invert the yellow channel,you 

only see the blue channel,as the yellow trace is hidden behind it. If i hook up the two coils 

out of phase with each other,then we draw a lot of current,and no ringing at all-not to 

mention a smoking pot. 

If i set the two coils in phase,they mirror each other exactly-same amplitude and wave form. 

If i replace the battery with a 2000uF cap,and charge that cap to battery voltage,it keeps 

ringing strongly for around 1/2 an hour before it stop's. 

 

It dose nothing at a low pulse frequency. The frequency needs to be up around 40KHz before 

the ringing starts. As i raise the resistance on the pot,the amplitude of both wave forms 

drop's-there is never any difference between the two wave form's. 

 

See scope shot's below. 



 

 SC1 invert on.JPG (35.85 kB, 480x273 - viewed 512 times.) 

 

 SC2 invert off.JPG (38.19 kB, 481x326 - viewed 518 times.) 

Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #5825 on: October 22, 2015, 01:35:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: gotoluc on October 21, 2015, 11:57:37 PM 

Hi everyone, 

 

just thought I would share something interesting on the test device I was using to study 

TinMan's RT effects. 

Some week back I found that when I added a permanent magnet to the motor coil core, 

it would increase the RPM. So I made some modifications to see how far I can push it 

and I can get the magnets alone to do 2 core cycles. 

It's not possible that it's due to an out of balance rotor since I can also get 2 cycles from 

the set of cores on the opposite side (180 degrees) of the rotor. Plus, I spent hours 

balancing the rotor and at no position does it move on its own. 

 

For your enjoyment: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ofwK7ptCfFI&feature=youtu.be 

 

What do you think? 

 

Luc 

 

Hi Luc 

Nice video. 

I do have a theory on this,and why it's happening. 

Could you swap the two magnets around-->so as the one that you push through the coil core 

becomes the second magnet,and the one that passes through on it's own becomes the first 

magnet that you push through. Do that swap,and see if it still work's. 

 

Cheers 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5834 on: October 22, 2015, 03:36:48 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 22, 2015, 03:18:38 AM 

He was that chap with the pulled back  

greasy hair (hippy) from Australia

 (not Brad, I don't know what Brad looks like). He used to have these long drawn out 

monologs about teachings from his panacea "university". LOL. 

 

Your so nice some times Poynt lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5843 on: October 22, 2015, 01:00:49 PM » 

 Quote  

1 volt across .001 ohm's is 1000 amp's or 1000 watt's. 

1 volt over 0 ohms is an infinite amount of power. 

 

That third decimal really seems to make a huge difference there  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5851 on: October 23, 2015, 12:59:10 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on October 22, 2015, 10:57:49 PM 

 

Picowatt - Thank you for pointing out my error - Quite correct, the Unit is Amps and not 

Watts. 

 

I agree, any machine is only as accurate as it is designed to be and poorly designed 

devices will have much less Precision. 

 

Auto Ranging is a good feature and it does limit, by automatically using the best 

Conversion Factor, for the value read! EG: 0.001 Volt will be automatically converted to 

1 millivolt as we both know. 

 

The DMM can still measure with accuracy however, the discussed issues are not by any 

means limiting the accuracy of the DMM! At least within the tolerances of the DMM... 

 

I bet, if Agilent Technologies heard the Argument: 

 

We would still hear the laughing into next year! Just look at all those Zeros!!! 

 

By the way, this is only the bits that the device is capable of, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 

512, 748, 1024, 2048, 4096... Most of which were never used in these devices as a 

mask. Many of the IC's onboard read the data, say Voltage as a Bit, then mathematically 

determining the value read.  

 

For example Voltage range of 0-10V - We have a 1024 Bit Processor, then 1 Volt will be 

102.4 - You get the basic Idea... 

 

As Ayeaye Pointed out, it is the analog to digital converter that reads a Value and 

converts this into a value in Bits, mathematically the value read is converted into its 

desired Precision: in our above example, if we read 102.4 then we have 1 Volt. 

 

Equally, if we read 103.79 we have 1.01357421875 Volts - Mathematically! 

 

Of course there are many designs and all may vary some but the basic principals are the 



same across the board in most devices. 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

P.S: I agree Ayeaye - The Device/Design is the problem only by Design. 

Accuracy/Precision is there, it can be expensive though as you say. 

 

Hey EMJ' 

How about posting some test results on your latest setup--would be good to see how it's 

coming along your end. 

 

 

Brad 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5854 on: October 23, 2015, 02:24:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 23, 2015, 02:12:33 AM 

Brad 

 

Attached is a screenshot of a common mode choke being pulsed from my HP signal 

generator with a fast diode between the generator and the primary of the coil. I am 

pulsing at the rate of one 15 mSec pulse per second. The period on the screen is for the 

ringing wave, not the PRR. 

 

The coil rings at about 1 megahertz. It does not matter what repetition rate I use even 

up to 100kHz, the ringing is the same on this coil. 

 



I chose a CMC because the winding are carefully matched. 

 

Just wanted to show that it is possible to capture the ringing on two separated traces 

even at the low pulse rep rate of one second. 

 

Thanks Vortex for your time and input. 

 

Is the frequency difference between the two channels due to the blue traces waveform 

amplitude being a little less toward the end of the ringing?. 

 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5864 on: October 24, 2015, 10:32:34 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: idegen on October 23, 2015, 10:07:32 PM 

Loose coupling losses 

Fluxus spray - Loss 

Induction-loss transmission. 

 

Free energy? 

  

 

Quote 

Where surplus? 

 

There will never be any surplus in a standard transformer configuration. 



Surplus will only be found in a configuration where the 1- flux velocity through the secondary 

exceeds that of what the primary projects(this will result in the secondary having a higher 

voltage across it than the primary in a 1:1 winding ratio),and 2- where the field strength 

through the secondary exceeds that which the primary produces(this will result in a higher 

available current flow from the secondary to that of the provided current to the primary in a 

1:1 winding ratio). 

 

In the HTT(hybrid toroid transformer) we already have proven requirement 1,as we have an 

increase in voltage from the inner secondary over that provided to the primary. As we have a 

1:1 winding ratio,and a secondary voltage that exceeds that given to the primary by a factor 

of about 200%,then we know the velocity of the flux cutting the secondary is much higher 

than the primary projects. Now we are just working on requirement 2. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5869 on: October 24, 2015, 04:09:35 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: webby1 on October 24, 2015, 01:21:59 PM 

Interesting MH,, Einstein called that velocity C,, but I guess you are saying that it is 

nonsense,, so I guess it must be so. 

 

As well as,, it is in the rate of change in flux density,, rate of change,, a velocity,, go 

figure. 

 

MH finds it hard to understand or work out things when they differ from said book's. 

The facts are 

1-when you wish to increase the voltage across an inductor/generator coil,the speed(velocity) 

of the changing magnetic field must increase. 

2-If you wish to increase the current available from said inductor/generator coil,the field/flux 

strength through the core must increase. 



Thus,the increase in both the rate of change over time,and the increase of field strength 

result's in a higher available power output from that inductor/generating coil. 

 

I find MH's last two post to be absolute nonsense. 

I also see that he fails to see how this can !and is! applied to the HTT. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5873 on: October 24, 2015, 05:03:09 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 24, 2015, 11:48:38 AM 

Where, pray tell, are you getting these ideas from?  I suspect that you are inventing 

them out of thin air and they are your own personal attempt to explain and rationalize 

what you are doing and what you are observing.  That won't work. 

 

There is no such thing as "flux velocity" and your entire subsequent argument and 

explanation for what you are observing that falls out of that false notion is 

nonsense.  There is no point in trying to reinvent the wheel and put your own spin on it. 

 

Try looking and studying these three videos to form a foundation for your 

understanding.  This is my favourite teacher about this stuff on YouTube and all of his 

videos are worth looking at.  If basic calculus is a hurdle that you need to get over to 

understand what he is saying then my suggestion is to not be shy and ask away.  I am 

sure somebody can help.  You can also just Google integrals and derivatives on your 

own. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=M0SRan7UW6k 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UVrwNIWlbcE 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cXmv2d1OeU4 

 



Your comments are like some kind of a cargo cult of magnetism.  It's just not the way to 

go. 

 

Really MH. 

Then please feel free to explain the 200% voltage gain from the inner secondary to that of 

the primary in a 1:1 turn ratio transformer where ES/EP is suppose to = NS/NP ?. This we 

can confirm with the outer secondary,where the turn ratio to the primary is also 1:1,and 

where in this case ES/EP is = to NS/NP. 

 

You must also take into account that actual secondary voltages will be slightly less than 

actual theoretical transformation ratios,as we do not have,nor is there such a thing as an 

ideal transformer. In fact,my HTT is far from ideal,but still the voltage output from the INNER 

secondary is 200% of that of both the voltage provided to the primary,and the voltage across 

the outer secondary. 

 

Your books and theories do not apply with the HTT,as the HTT is far from any standard 

transformer configuration. Magnetic flux through a core dose indeed have a velocity,and i am 

at a loss as to how you consider this to be nonsense .  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5877 on: October 24, 2015, 05:20:34 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 24, 2015, 04:51:18 PM 

The "velocity" of flux movement through a material is relatively constant. 

 

The "rate of change" of the flux is what partly determines the induced E field and hence 

induced emf. 

The terms "velocity" and "rate of change" are no where near equal, and should not be 

confused. 



 

 

If anything, "rate of change" might be equated with "acceleration", but certainly not 

"velocity". 

 

That is correct. 

As the phase between the primary and two secondaries remain 180* out of phase,then the 

rate of change must be the same between the 3. As the turn ratios are all 1:1,and the inner 

secondary has a 200% gain in voltage to that of the primary and outer secondary,then the 

flux velocity must be higher through the inner secondary.  

 

So let me explain it like this-->or try to. 

Lets say we have a car with drive wheels with a  circumference of say 1.5 meters(our outer 

transformer winding),and this car has to travel down the road at 100KPH(our frequency) The 

drive wheels would have to have a spin velocity of X amount(our voltage). Now we change 

our drive wheel circumference to a smaller size,say 1 meter(our inner secondary),but we 

need to keep the vehicle moving at 100KPH(our frequency). So now our drive wheels have ? 

spin velocity in order to keep our speed(frequency) at 100KPH. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5878 on: October 24, 2015, 05:25:55 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: poynt99 on October 24, 2015, 04:51:18 PM 

The "velocity" of flux movement through a material is relatively constant. 

 

The "rate of change" of the flux is what partly determines the induced E field and hence 

induced emf. 

 

The terms "velocity" and "rate of change" are no where near equal, and should not be 



confused. 

 

If anything, "rate of change" might be equated with "acceleration", but certainly not 

"velocity". 

 

Quote 
The terms "velocity" and "rate of change" are no where near equal, and should not be 

confused. 

 

Quote wikipedia: The velocity of an object is the rate of change of its position with respect to 

a frame of reference, and is a function of time. Velocity is equivalent to a specification of its 

speed and direction of motion 

 

So velocity !is! exactly that-the rate of change of it's position. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5879 on: October 24, 2015, 05:35:55 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 24, 2015, 05:17:11 PM 

It's clearly not a 1:1 turn ratio transformer.  This has been discussed many 

times.  Several ideas and suggestions have been floated about the observed 

voltages.  You have the device, and it's incumbent upon you to figure out the true 

reason and explain it using conventional terminology. 

 

The books and theories apply 100% to the HTT.  You are just saying that because you 

want to believe it but you have no evidence for that.  That's a fail that you need to stop 

making. 

 



No, there is no such thing as referring to magnetic flux through a core as having a 

"velocity." 

 

I have given you the opportunity MH to explain the voltage gain using your standard book 

physics,and you just past the buck. Once again we have a situation like that of the magnetic 

field it self--Your all experts on it,but have no idea what it is. But still(even though you 

cannot explain it using the conventional),you insist that what i put forth is wrong and 

nonsense-even though it makes perfect sense. Just another case where if it dosnt agree with 

the book's,it's just rubbish. 

 

Here we have a case where flux velocity and rate of change are two separate thing's,and 

because your lack of understanding on this difference,you decide to call my 

theory/explanation rubbish. 

 

So i ask once again,using your current theories and understanding's,explain the 200% 

voltage gain on the inner secondary to that of the applied voltage to the primary,where the 

turn ratio IS 1:1. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5881 on: October 24, 2015, 06:02:36 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 24, 2015, 05:17:11 PM 

It's clearly not a 1:1 turn ratio transformer.    You have the device, and it's incumbent 

upon you to figure out the true reason and explain it using conventional terminology. 

 

   

 



 

An extreme case of the pot calling the kettle black here 

 

   

Quote 

It's clearly not a 1:1 turn ratio transformer. 

 

Bullshit. I bult the thing,I counted the turns on all 3 windings(70 turns each),and made them 

all the same for this very reason-as it was also noted in my first toroid transformer build. So 

the second time round i made sure the turn ratio was exactly 1:1:1-->are you calling me a 

liar ?. 

Quote 

This has been discussed many times.  Several ideas and suggestions have been floated 

about the observed voltages. 

 

Please repost said post's that gave reason using conventional transformer theory that 

explains the 200% increase in voltage of the inner secondary to that of the two outer 

windings. 

Quote 

The books and theories apply 100% to the HTT. 

 

I am yet to see this on this thread-or anywhere else. 

Quote 

You are just saying that because you want to believe it but you have no evidence for 

that.  That's a fail that you need to stop making. 

 

I am afraid that so far MH,the fail has been on the part of yourself and standard transformer 

theory. 

You say that my theories are rubbish,and yet your so called !knowns! have failed to show the 

goods. 

Quote 

No, there is no such thing as referring to magnetic flux through a core as having a 

"velocity." 

 

Absolute rubbish. 

Velocity: 

1:  is a vector quantity that refers to "the rate at which an object changes its position."  



2: The velocity of an object is the rate of change of its position with respect to a frame of 

reference, and is a function of time. 

 

In the case of flux velocity,the !object! is the magnetic domains within the core material,and 

NOT the rate of change of the field it self. 

Thus the phase relationship between the inner and outer secondaries remains the same,but 

the flux velocity through the inner secondary is higher,resulting in a higher voltage output 

from the inner secondary. 

 

It is almost laughable MH that you rubbish my theories,while at the same time your !book! 

theories have no answer. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5882 on: October 24, 2015, 06:07:15 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Drak on October 24, 2015, 05:45:50 PM 

Are you saying that tinman miscounted his turns on his inner coil by twice as much? 

That is one hell of an error to have a 200% counting error. That means that instead of 

70 turns he miscounted and actually put 140 turns. I don't believe that.  

The only other reason I can think of to merit that statement is you must  think he is 

purposely lying about his inner turns. 

 

Wow. 

 

This is what some resort to when there !known! physics and theories cant explain what is 

going on. 

I have seen it before,and now im seeing it again. 

 



There is another on this forum  building a HTT-->i guess when he post the same sort of 

results,he will become a liar as well.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5891 on: October 24, 2015, 08:13:41 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 24, 2015, 06:16:39 PM 

Brad, I will respond but this is a quickie response for right now. 

 

  This will completely throw the turns ratio out of whack and the only way to figure out 

what is going on is to roll up your shirtsleeves and test your device on your bench and 

figure it all out.  It's completely baffling to me that you would ignore these facts and just 

blindly pretend that your "1:1 ratio" in your device is the same as a 1:1 ratio in a 

standard transformer.   

 

MH 

If this is the best current theory(be it yours or known),has to offer,then i will stick to my own 

theories ATM,as the one you just stated is not only wrong,but i am surprised that you 

overlooked the error in such a theory. But as it is obvious that you have,then i will show you 

where the error is. 

Quote 

In your case you have this mix of flux cancellation and addition and you have two coaxial 

cores where the inner secondary will generate flux that flows in opposite directions in 

the two cores. 

 

 

Unfortunately you overlooked one large fact with this theory MH,that proves this not to be 

the case. 



In order for the secondary to generate a flux that flows in opposite directions in the two 

core's,a current must first be flowing through that secondary. As we are measuring open coil 

voltages,there will be no current flowing through the secondary-and thus there will be no flux 

flowing in opposite directions in the two core's. I will also mention that due to the fact that 

there were gaps between the windings on the inner secondary,that at least half of the core 

material between the inner core and outer core would have merged as one. 

Quote 

I haven't seen you account for the flux cancellation and addition in the two cores by 

virtue of the fact that the inner secondary is sandwiched between two coaxial cores. 

 

See above. 

 

 Likewise, how can you possibly state that the turns ratio is 1:1 when you know that applies 

to a conventional transformer where the 100% of the flux produced by the primary is seen by 

the secondary and there is one core.  In your case you have this mix of flux cancellation and 

addition and you have two coaxial cores  
where the inner secondary will generate flux that flows in opposite directions in the two 

cores.  

 

 

As i stated above,the inner secondary will not be generating flux that flows in opposite 

directions when the coil voltage is measured in an open situation,nor when the coil is 

loaded,and dose have current flowing through it. 

Quote 

It just makes no sense at all and if you are hanging on this "fact" then you are failing to 

apply basic magnetic flux and transformer principles that you are supposed to know and 

understand by now. 

 

The opposite is true MH-i have done nothing but put together a theory that work's-unlike 

yours that dose not.  

 

Lets use the current understanding that most of you wish to stick with,and that being that it 

is the E field that induces an EMF across the secondary. Now,if as you say is true,and we 

have flux flowing in one direction in(what we will call)one core,and in the other direction in 

the other core,then that means that the direction of flow of the E field around the outside of 

the inner winding must be opposite to the flow direction of the E field on the inside of the 

inner windings. This would result in a complete cancellation ,and a 0 voltage across that 

coil,as the B field is always 90* to that of the E field. If we do load the inner secondary,and a 

current starts to flow through that secondary,and the E field flow is opposite that of the 



current flow around that secondary,then how can you have the E field rotating around the 

outside of coil in one direction,and rotating around in the opposite direction on the inside of 

that coil?. 

 

So i leave you this to think about. 

You know what reluctance is,so apply it to this situation that exist in the HTT. 

In order to get the magnetic domains in a magnetic material to switch faster (increase flux 

velocity) what must we do? 

Yes,we must increase the magnetic field strength being provided by the inducer<-- in a 

normal situation. But do we have to do that in the case of the HTT?-->no,we do not,as it is 

already done as a result of the configuration of the transformer it self. You have this situation 

with the HTT-->the B field is induced by the current flow through the primary,and this B field 

enters the outside of the core,and converges toward the center of the core-->it dose not just 

appear throughout the core simultaneously. This B field wave is concentrated more and more 

the closer it gets to it's converging point at the center of the core,where both the field 

strength and flux density is at it's highest. This higher more concentrated  field strength is 

what switches the magnetic domains in and around the inner secondary much faster than 

those near the outer edge of the core,and so the flux velocity is much higher throughout the 

inner secondary than it is at the outer secondary,but where as the rate of change of the 

magnetic field it self remains the same between the inner and outer secondary-and thus the 

two remain in phase. 

 

So MH,my theory fits,while yours dose not. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5892 on: October 24, 2015, 08:31:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 24, 2015, 07:16:24 PM 



Tinman, 

 

To better understand what is going on with your xfmr, consider doing a sine sweep from 

1KHz to 400KHz or so. 

 

Tie one lead of all three windings together for a common ground point.  Probe the two 

secondaries using CH1 and CH2.  Drive the primary with the FG output.  Connect the 

scope's external trigger input across the primary as well.  Set the scope to trigger on its 

external trigger input at zero volts and on the rising edge. 

 

You can temporarily move one scope probe from a secondary and connect it across the 

primary as well to verify that the scope is getting a good trigger and that your trigger 

time position marker is well aligned with the primary signal phase. 

 

Use an FG output level, and any loading you decide to use, that keeps the xfmr 

comfortably away from saturation or non-linear operation (possible try with/without a 

load and then with each sec individually loaded). 

 

Using the external trigger input as described above will allow you to see/watch the phase 

relationship of both secondaries with respect to the primary's phase (i.e., this provides a 

limited function third channel). 

 

PW 

 

(Lest anyone suggest it, I did consider using the FG trigger out to feed the scope's ext 

trigger in.  However, the FG's internal 50R output resistor in concert with the primary's 

inductance and capacitance will likely introduce a phase shift that would not be visible at 

the FG's trigger out)  

 

I have done this already PW,and showed this on one of the video's. If i keep increasing the 

frequency,i can get to a point where we can see the outer secondary starting to lead the 

inner secondary-this was a voltage only test-->no load on the secondaries. This now shows 

us the time difference between the magnetic flux passing through the outer and inner 

secondary<-- we get to see the time it takes the magnetic field  to reach the inner 

secondary. This also shows us that the field dose not appear throughout the core instantly. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5894 on: October 24, 2015, 08:39:41 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Drak on October 24, 2015, 07:45:28 PM 

This I did not know. I guess you learn something new everyday. If that is true then I 

apologize to MileHigh. Will you post a link to a reference for this statement? 

 

Some times you just go unconventional,and things just come together. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bW3DRtURbEk 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5895 on: October 24, 2015, 08:44:50 PM » 

 Quote  

When magnetic waves collide. 

Nature shows us the way. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=etKwTKzgVW4 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5905 on: October 25, 2015, 02:53:00 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 25, 2015, 12:17:13 AM 

Brad: 

 

I am going to make a posting here to respond to your and other's misconceptions.  It's 

going to be an exercise in reality and fact checking.  This is for the benefit of yourself 

and other readers. 

 

>>> that means that the direction of flow of the E field around the outside of the inner 

winding must be opposite to the flow direction of the E field on the inside of the inner 

windings. 

 

If I understand you, you are making an assumption with no foundation in fact.  For the E 

field, the only thing that counts is what is going on on the inside of the winding.  You can 

ignore everything that's going on on the outside of the winding.  You never read 

anything about flux activity outside a winding inducing EMF in the winding. 

 

>>> In order to get the magnetic domains in a magnetic material to switch faster 

(increase flux velocity) what must we do? 

 

 

 

>>> this B field enters the outside of the core,and converges toward the center of the 

core-->it dose not just appear throughout the core simultaneously 

 

Any notion of a "migrating" B field moving through a core is absolutely wrong.  For all 

practical intents and purposes, it does appear throughout the core 

simultaneously.  Again, it's just an inductor and for a constant voltage applied across the 

coil terminals, the B field will slowly ramp up just like it will do in an air core inductor. 

 

>>> This B field wave is concentrated more and more the closer it gets to it's 

converging point at the center of the core,where both the field strength and flux density 



is at it's highest. 

 

You mention "wave" a few times to describe B field activity in the core and it is 100% 

wrong.  You should remove that from your visualization of what is taking place 

completely. 

 

 

 

>>> we get to see the time it takes the magnetic field  to reach the inner secondary. 

This also shows us that the field dose not appear throughout the core instantly. 

 

"Does not appear throughout the core instantly" plays into the notion of "waves" 

again.  You need to completely eliminate these ideas from your visualization of what's 

going on.  Effects that you are referring to happen at nearly the speed of light.  You are 

playing with a transformer at 10 KHz, all speed-of-light effects can be completely 

ignored.  They are all simply instantaneous as far as you are concerned.  This is a 

fundamental fact that you must understand and master.  Simply forget about the speed 

of light and look at your scope display. 

 

>>> It would be nice if we could see how the magnetic flux actually travels through a 

toroid core, but if the velocity must remain constant, I can assure you based on just the 

geometry alone, it doesn't take a basic orbital path.  It must circulate around the core as 

it travels through the core. 

 

Flux does not literally circulate.  We just say that it circulates to make it easier to discuss 

and we are always concerned with the direction of the flux.  All notions of flux literally 

circulating in a core are absolutely wrong - nothing circulates at all. 

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

You are still talking velocity and you mention it several times.  To get the magnetic 

domains to switch faster in a core you increase the voltage across the coil - it's an 

inductor.  You should try to eliminate all concepts of velocity when you try to visualize 

what is taking place. 

 

MH 

You are talking double dutch. 

You say-To get the magnetic domains  
to switch faster



 in a core you increase the voltage across the coil . 

As i said,you increase the field strength of the inducer. 

 

To switch faster: 

Velocity--> rate of change 

Velocity--> Velocity is defined as the rate of change of position with respect to time, 

Quote 

Yes, the B field intensity can vary as the radius varies, but that has nothing to do with 

"waves." 

 

Quote:  a waveform that represents periodic oscillations in which the amplitude of 

displacement at each point is proportional to the sine of the phase angle of the displacement. 

 

So a question for you MH. 

We know that the inner secondary produces double(there abouts) the voltage to that of the 

applied voltage to the primary. So using your theory-->if i use the inner secondary as the 

primary,and apply that same alternating voltage across it,will 

1-the !now!outer secondary will produce twice the voltage of the inner primary 

2-produce the same voltage of the inner primary-or 

3-produce half the voltage of the inner primary?. 

Quote 

If I understand you, you are making an assumption with no foundation in fact.  For the E 

field, the only thing that counts is what is going on on the inside of the winding. 

   

 

You will have to disregard your above statement in order to answer my above question,as it 

is false in this situation if we are to believe that it is the E field which produces an EMF in the 

secondary. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5906 on: October 25, 2015, 02:58:43 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Pirate88179 on October 25, 2015, 02:59:56 AM 

Sort of like a flux battery?  Now, if we can make the Flux Capacitor, we would really 

have something, ha ha. 

 

Bill 

 

You can now build your own flux capacitor Bill.  

 

http://webpages.charter.net/dawill/tmoranwms/Elec_FluxCap.html 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5913 on: October 25, 2015, 01:46:33 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 25, 2015, 11:24:23 AM 

The Magnetic Field Due to a Toroid  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pCSHcftPAIM 

 

If you have a toroid, what is the strength and direction of the magnetic field inside the 

toroid? 

 

In the clip the author derives the formula for the magnetic field anywhere in the plane 

that bisects the toroid like when you slice it in half like a bagel.   See the attached 

picture for the formula. 

 



What is the formula telling you?   It's telling you that the magnetic field strength is 

proportional to the number of turns of the toroid and the current flow through the wire 

and inversely proportional to the radial distance away from the geometric center of the 

toroid. 

 

Do you see any velocity in that formula?  Do you see any waves?  Do you see any 

swirling?  Do you see any movement?  Do you see any circulation? 

 

The answer is NO.  The formula is telling you what strength of magnetic field you will 

measure inside the toroid.  As the current flow though the wire increases the magnetic 

field inside the toroid will increase in strength everywhere simultaneously.  No 

velocity, no waves, no swirling, no movement, nothing like that at all. 

 

If you believe in velocity, waves, swirling, or movement in the case of the magnetic field 

inside a toroid it's like you never learned anything about magnetic fields at all.  This stuff 

is just a variation of the magnetic field produced by a long straight current-carrying 

wire.  If you looked at that formula it would tell you the same story - the magnetic field 

produced by a long straight current-carrying wire will increase everywhere 

simultaneously if you increase the amount of current flowing through the long straight 

wire. 

 

We are intentionally ignoring speed-of-light effects because you do not see any speed-

of-light effects when you are analyzing these devices on your bench.  Bringing the speed 

of light into this discussion is inappropriate. 

 

If you can't get these concepts and accept them and instead you believe in "high velocity 

swirling waves of flux" etc, etc, then  you will never be able to figure out how simple 

magnetic devices work because you will be bogged down in fantasy and superstition. 

 

MH 

Any chance you can sort out the size of your pictures,as the pages are now 3 screens wide. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5914 on: October 25, 2015, 02:04:04 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 25, 2015, 11:49:27 AM 

I am ignoring your nonsensical discussion about velocity and waves when it comes to 

magnetic fields because that topic has been covered already. 

 

To answer your question above, I believe that the outer secondary will produce about 

half the voltage as compared to the voltage that you are driving the "inner primary" with 

(a.k.a. the inner secondary.)  The outer secondary will react to the net flux it sees 

between the inner core and the outer core and we know that the flux in the two cores 

will be traveling in opposite directions.  Therefore if you measure an AC voltage on the 

outer secondary it means that more flux is flowing in one core than the other.   By 

looking at the phase of the waveform on the outer secondary you can determine which 

of the two cores has the greater amount of flux flowing through it. 

 

I am doing nothing more than applying basic magnetic principles here.  Nothing is 

"flowing" at all.  "Flowing" is just a term we use to make it easier to describe what is 

going on.  It's just like using the terms "north" and "south" when describing magnetic 

fields when in reality there is no such thing as north and south magnetic fields. 

 

A while back I stated that I has no reason to believe that the amount of flux flowing in 

the inner core and the outer core would be different if you drove the inner secondary 

with a voltage source.  But, as explained above, if you do measure an AC voltage on the 

outer secondary when driving the inner secondary with a voltage source, that is telling 

you that the amounts of flux flowing in the inner core and the outer core are 

different.  It could all likely be traced back to the average air gap between the inner 

secondary and the inner core vs. the average air gap between the inner secondary and 

the outer core.  The core with the smaller average air gap will have more flux flowing 

through it. 

 

MH 

Where do you keep coming up with this !air gap! thing?. There is no air gap between the 

inner and outer core-they are one. You do know that the core material was a pliable mix 

when i made the core,and that it dry hardened. The only gap between what you refer to the 

two cores,is the copper wire it self-there is no air gap. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5916 on: October 25, 2015, 04:06:30 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 25, 2015, 03:17:44 PM 

MH, 

 

There are some very respected researchers who do not agree with your above statement 

regarding instantaneous flux flow.  I would invite you to read the attached paper which I 

already had posted before but obviously was ignored by most. 

 

In section 4 of this paper you will find experimental results showing the diffusion of flux 

over several milliseconds into an iron core. This of course follows the surface flux 

propagating at C due to the H fields both forward and reflected.  Also notice in Fig 2 the 

H field wave front advancing at C between the magnetic core limbs has a magnitude of 

~2x when the reflected H2 field meets in phase with the H1 field.  IMO, this may give a 

clue as to what is occurring in TM's transformer but the U core is simple to analyze 

compared to the toroid topology particularly with an embedded core and winding. 

I do not believe that at this time there is enough experimental evidence to determine exactly 

what is occurring in TM's core arrangement. I do not mean to degrade TM's work or anyone 

elses regarding measurements and analysis, but I mean that I think special replications of 

TM's device will have to be made with certain targeted analysis goals in mind to test various 

ideas. This will take time, patience, and funds 

. 

 

partzman 

 

I believe there is one here that is milling the molds ATM. 

 

Here is some information from test i carried out today,along with those recommended by PW. 



 

I set the scope to EXT trigger,leading edge,and triggering at the 0 volt line.The trigger source 

was the primary coil. 

With 1 leg from all three windings used as a common. 

My sweep range was from 1KHz to 500KHz over 60 seconds. 

These are open secondary test. 

 

I first ran a sweep with channel A on the primary,and channel B on the outer secondary-No 

phase change or voltage difference noted throughout the sweep. 

 

2-channel A still on the primary,and channel B now on the inner secondary.-From around 

300KHz,a phase shift started to take place,where the inner secondary started to lag,but 

began to increase in voltage magnitude. Peak secondary voltage was reached around 360KHz 

on the secondary,and was around 13.6VRMS,while the primary  remained at around 

1.6VRMS. At around 420KHz,the secondaries phase was in phase with the primary-so we had 

a 180* phase shift on the secondary. 

 

3-The same results were had between the outer and inner secondary,only they started of in 

phase,and the inner secondary shifted out of phase to that of the outer secondary at the 

420KHz mark. The VRMS results were same as test 2. 

 

4- i then switched to the inner secondary to be used as the primary. As the two outer 

windings are now secondaries,and are exactly the same,only one test was needed to obtain 

the results for the two outer secondaries. So now with my SG  hooked to the inner winding,it 

is now our primary.The EXT trigger was omitted,and i triggered from channel 1-leading 

edge,0 volt line. Channel two was placed across one of the outer windings. As we seen a 

180* phase shift between the outer primary and inner secondary during the sweep,i was 

expecting to see the same with the reverse situation. But that was not the case-->there was 

no phase shift at all throughout the sweep  
So we get a 180* phase shift with outer primary and inner secondary,but get no phase shift 

between an inner primary and outer secondary. 

 No equal and opposite reaction? 

 

Extras 

1-with a voltage of 1.64VRMS across the outer primary,we get 3.28VRMS on the inner 

secondary. 

2-When using the inner coil as the  primary,with 3.28VRMS across it,we get 1.64VRMS across 

each !now! outer secondaries. BUT,in both cases,it is frequency dependant. The amplitude 

difference can be raised or lowered by raising or lowering the frequency-->this only applies 

between the inner and outer coils. The two outer coils-one as the primary,and one as the 

secondary always remain 180* out of phase,and always have the same amplitude. 



 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5917 on: October 25, 2015, 04:32:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on October 25, 2015, 03:17:44 PM 

MH, 

 

 

partzman 

 

Quote 

There are some very respected researchers who do not agree with your above statement 

regarding instantaneous flux flow. 

 

Some just overlook what is there right in front of them. They use all these fancy word's to 

make them look like they know whats going on,but those fancy word's are just mumbo 

jumbo for more simple terms. 

 

But here are some fact's-->and remember,we are doing open voltage tests here-->no loads 

on the output coils. 

 

In order to raise the voltage across the coils/inductors without increasing the turn ratio,we 

must increase the rate of change of the flux flowing through the core of that inductor,or 

increase the magnetic field strength. We already know that the magnetic field/flux will be of 

the highest density at the center of the core(where the inner secondary is) 

 



Second-the only way to get a phase shift between the outer primary and inner secondary 

when doing open voltage tests,is to have a lagging magnetic filed/flux passing through that 

inner secondary. This clearly shows that both the magnetic field and flux do NOT propagate 

throughout the core simultaneously(reluctance). If they did,then there would be no phase 

shift. If it all happened simultaneously,then we would have no use for the reluctance 

value,which is basically the rate at which the magnetic domains can switch/align. When we 

start to exceed that reluctance value,then we start to get a phase lag,and until all the 

magnetic domains have switch/aligned to there full value to that of the supplied field 

strength,then the flux is still building until the magnetic domains have completely 

switched/aligned. This can and dose happen below(well below) the speed of light in some 

cases. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5921 on: October 26, 2015, 12:13:06 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 25, 2015, 06:15:40 PM 

 

 

 

 

 

ADDED:   Also, relatively slow "automated" sweeps are fine for quick looks, but you will 

want to "manually" sweep around the various peaks you encounter.  

 

PW 

 

Quote 

Does this mean that at frequencies well below 300KHz the primary, outer sec. and inner 

sec. are all in phase? 



 

  ,no,where did you come up with that?. The two secondaries are 180* out of phase to that 

of the primary-as stated in my reply. The outer secondary always remains 180* out of phase 

to the outer primary. The inner secondaries phase shifts 180* to match the primaries at the 

higher end of the sweep. 

Quote 

What do the secondary amplitudes and phases look at 1KHz? 

 

2:1 voltage ration(inner higher voltage amplitude),and in phase. 

Quote 

You lost me here.  You are using sine waves for these tests, correct?  How and why does 

your SG suddenly fit in?  If you already did a bunch of tests driving the primary with 

your FG and now want to try driving a different coil (inner) to act as the primary and 

compare to those previous FG driven tests, why would you add all the other variables 

the SG brings to the plate?  Surely using the FG and doing so at the same test 

frequencies makes more sense. 

 

 

OK,think there is a mix up here. I use my SG for all the test,and i use the term SG(signal 

generator),where as you are using the term FG(function generator)-->one in the same to 

me. 

Quote 

This is why a video of a sweep would be nice to watch.  

 

I can do that tonight after work. 

Quote 

The use of the scope's external trigger was supposed to make this easier.  First, you will 

have to determine what your max frequency should be based on where the outer 

secondary response peaks and/or rolls off.  You will likely need to go to 850KHz or more. 

 

Yes,it did. 

You recommended a sweep up to 400KHz,and i went to 500KHz-->now i need to go to 

800KHz+? 

I went all the way to 2.3 MHz,which is where the inner secondary amplitude go's down to the 

mV range 

Quote 



When using the external trigger on the primary, just do a check sweep to be sure the 

primary drive waveform stays phase aligned with your scope's trigger time 

marker.  Once you are certain the external trigger marker does not drift over your sweep 

bandwidth (e.g., 1KHz to 1MHz), you will no longer have to watch the primary with a 

scope channel because the scope's trigger time marker tells us all we want to know 

about the primary drive phase.  This frees up both scope channels so that you can use 

them to watch the two secondaries (while still monitoring the primary phase with the 

trigger marker). 

 

Which i did until i wanted to watch the amplitude's of both the primary and outer secondary. 

 

   

Quote 

If you are unsure of what I am saying with regard to the external trigger, please ask. 

 

Scope 101 basics passed some time back.  
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5922 on: October 26, 2015, 12:28:02 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Smudge on October 25, 2015, 05:19:03 PM 

Having trawled through most of Brad's experiments I am of the opinion that the inner 

secondary has a self resonance at around 350KHz.  It seems clear to me that the inner 

coil being surrounded by conductive particles within an insulating binder will have a high 

value of self capacitance, so some self resonance is to be expected.  The effect of shunt 

capacitance across a coil is to reflect into the magnetic circuit some negative 

reluctance.  The value of that negative reluctance is given by (w^2)*(N^2)*C where N is 

the number of turns and w is the angular frequency (omega).  So the reluctance of the 

inner core is reduced by that value, hence this explains why it draws more flux.  Also the 



w^2 frequency dependence of that reduced reluctance explains why Brad gets different 

results at different frequencies.  At resonance the negative value equates to the positive 

value hence the reluctance becomes zero, so the inner core steals all the flux, and this 

happens in Brad's experiments. 

 

Experiments using different capacitor values across that inner coil should validate this 

simple explanation.  Also one could do experiments using two standard toroidal cores 

stacked one on top of the other, having a secondary wound on one core and a primary 

wound over both cores.  Applying capacitors to the secondary should replicate Brad's 

work and prove this simple explanation. 

 

Smudge 

 

P.S.  I have long held the view that being able to effectively reduce the reluctance of a 

core by adding capacitance to a coil is something that could be exploited in OU work. 

 

P.P.S.  See my old paper "Analyzing Transformers in the Magnetic Domain" 

 

Some great info there Smudge. 

Now when the reluctance is reduced,the magnetic domains of said core material would align 

much quicker-would they not. What i mean is that less magnetic field strength would be 

needed to align the domains,so as an area of the core that has low reluctance would see an 

increased magnetic flux due to the quicker domain alignment to that of the area of the core 

that has a higher reluctance that has an equal magnetic field strength. 

Summery--Even though the magnetic field throughout the core may be of the same 

amplitude,the area of the core with a lower reluctance value would have the highest value of 

magnetic flux. If that area of low reluctance is a path that follows the inner coil 

winding's,then that inner coil will have a higher flux density,and thus result in a higher 

voltage amplitude across the coil within this flux path to that of a coil with the same turn 

ratio that is in the area of the core with a higher reluctance value. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5927 on: October 26, 2015, 06:16:57 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 26, 2015, 12:43:52 AM 

Let me see if I have this correct.  At lower frequencies, the outer and inner secondaries 

are in phase with each other but are 180 out of phase with the primary?  Are all three 

windings wound in the same direction/dot convention?  I would think that the primary 

and both secondaries, if all wound the same, would be in phase at lower frequencies. 

 

The inner sec. phase shift at HF seems reasonable.   

So, at lower frequencies, the inner secondary amplitude is twice that of the outer 

secondary and both secondaries are in phase with each other, correct? 

  

Yes, that was the problem.  So in all instances, your use of "SG" has been with regard to 

your FG?. 

You need to go as high as is required to see any peak or roll off in the outer 

secondary.  You seem to have defined the unloaded peak and rolloff for the inner 

secondary, you should be able to do the same for the outer secondary. 

 

What did you see regarding the outer secondary amplitude and phase when you swept 

up to 2.3MHz? 

 

My estimates were based on your scope shots with the secondaries loaded with 

100R.  At some point you'll want to see what difference the 100R loads make to the 

peak/rolloff frequency. 

 

 

 

I was only trying to be helpful.  Glad to see you've figured it out... 

 

PW 

 

Yes, and I greatly appreciate your help PW. 

I am also happy to carry out any test you would like done. 

I will shoot that video tonight for you. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5928 on: October 26, 2015, 06:20:36 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 26, 2015, 02:44:11 AM 

Brad: 

 

Sorry, but the above paragraph contains some strange and questionable statements that 

put me off.  For example, the magnetic field and the magnetic flux are essentially the 

same thing, therefore by definition they propagate throughout the core 

simultaneously.  The "reluctance value" is not the rate at which the magnetic domains 

can switch/align.  Reluctance has to do with looking at a magnetic circuit and identifying 

areas of high and low permeability to determine where and how much magnetic flux will 

flow through the entire magnetic circuit.  Like I just posted, the speed (time delay) for 

magnetic domains switching has nothing to do with any kind of "speed of propagation" of 

the magnetic field.  You cannot confuse inductance and it's associated time delays for 

the current to ramp up due to electrical inertia with the the speed-of-light or near speed-

of-light (i.e. instantaneous) measurement of the strength and direction of the magnetic 

field anywhere in space due to the instantaneous current flow (and associated 

instantaneous core saturation level). 

 

There are several times where there is missing or confusing information and confusing 

statements in your reporting of the frequency sweep measurements you made for 

PW.  PW is valiantly trying to clarify what you said. 

 

MileHigh 

 

I see the magnetic field and magnetic flux as two different things. 

I will explain later, as doing it by phone sucks. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5931 on: October 26, 2015, 10:42:54 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 26, 2015, 08:16:58 AM 

 

 

Well it couldnt be any more wrong than the description you just gave,whether that 

description is by so called experts or your self. 

Quote: Magnetic flux (most often denoted as Φm), is the number of magnetic  
field lines

 (also called "magnetic flux density")  

 

What field line's. How can something be described using things that dont exist?. There are no 

field lines,or lines of magnetic flux--so the description you just put forth is nothing but 

rubbished based around the non existent. One day you dismiss these magnetic field lines,and 

the next you want to use them to describe magnetic flux . 

Quote 

You can't redefine terms and concepts to suit your fancy. 

 

Really  

Should we stick with the garbage description you just gave based around something that 

dose not exist?. Do you ever stop and think why all these ! so called ! expert's still have no 

idea what the magnetic force is?. You do know how science work's-dont you?. Some wonder 

wizard (scientist/physicist) says-yea,thats it,and all the other sheep follow suit,and were 

stuck with crap like that to try and work things out properly. 

 

How about this. 

The magnetic field is that which exist around the source,be it produced by an 

electromagnet,or a PM. Magnetic flux is that that exist through a body of magnetically active 

material once all the magnetic domains are in line. So if we take a PM,and bring that PM close 



to say a piece of iron,the magnetic domains within that iron start to align-->you now have a 

magnetic flux within that piece of iron,and a magnetic field around it. But if we bring that PM 

close to say a piece of glass,we will have no magnetic flux within that glass,as the magnetic 

domains simply will not align within the material-->or there just isnt any magnetic domains 

to align within that material,and so it is non magnetic-->but the magnetic field still exist 

around that glass,and that is the field from the PM. 

 

Sure sounds better than an explanation based around field lines that done exist. 

Quote 

We don't speak on the phone and you didn't comment on my response to your question 

about driving the inner secondary. 

 

Who said we spoke on the phone?. 

I will go back a see if i can find what your response was,and get back to you. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5932 on: October 26, 2015, 10:52:50 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Smudge on October 26, 2015, 09:37:58 AM 

  The reluctance of the core material doesn't change.  What happens is that another 

induced impedance gets put in series with that reluctance.  That impedance acts a bit 

like a magnetic inductor, but whereas an inductor responds to the first differential of 

current (in this case flux) through it, this impedance reacts to the second 

differential.  For sine waves the impedance becomes a negative value of 

reluctance.  That helps us solve the magnetic circuit.  But you should be aware that the 

induced negative reluctance supplying an mmf that aids the flux flow is actually current 

in the coil, that current  coming from the capacitor across the coil.  In the electrical 

world we have secondary current flowing both through the load and through the shunt 



capacitance, the latter being phase shifted compared to the former.  It is that phase 

shifted capacitor current that appears as an mmf in the magnetic circuit in such a way 

that it appears to come from a negative value of reluctance. 

 

You don't need to solve the magnetic circuit to realize that the inner secondary, being 

shunted by an internal capacitance, forms a resonant circuit with some Q value and that 

this Q has the ability to multiply the secondary voltage above what it would be if the 

capacitor were not there.  we could say that whereas it should be (say) half the primary 

by normal flux apportionment the effective Q is 4, thus multiplying the voltage by 4. 

 

Smudge 

 

Quote 

You haven't quite grasped the situation. 

 

Maybe you have missed something here Smudge-read on. 

 

   

Quote 

At the frequency chosen by Tinman where the secondary voltage is twice the primary, 

 

The  inner secondary is always twice that of the primary voltage-->even at 20 HTz. 

It remains twice that of the primary until around 200KHz-where it starts to rise even higher. 

This maybe when the effect you are speaking of starts to take place?. Remember,these are 

open voltage numbers,so no current is flowing through the inner secondary. Also remember 

that when the inner secondary is used as the primary,and dose have a current flowing 

through it,the opposite is seen at the outer secondary,where the voltage amplitude is 1/2 

that of the now inner primary. How would this effect you speak of account for that,when the 

small capacitance would have no effect on the driven inner primary?. 

 

What would be good to see is if you can replicate this effect using a standard transformer 

with the right valued cap as you stated. Are you able to get the secondaries voltage to rise in 

some sort of tank circuit,but have the primaries voltage remain the same?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5935 on: October 26, 2015, 02:21:55 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on October 26, 2015, 12:12:57 PM 

Tinman, you really can't make up your own definitions for terms that are widely used in 

science and engineering to design stuff that actually works, like your computer and your 

oscilloscope and CRT monitors and radio transmitters and speaker systems and so forth.  

 

You have been given one of many thousands of checkable outside references for the 

definition of magnetic flux, all of which agree. Your usage of the term is apparently 

talking about something different... so you should make up a different name for 

whatever it is you are talking about, otherwise people will continue to say that you don't 

understand what you are talking about. You can't suddenly start calling a kangaroo a 

"cat", because people will start to look at you funny if you do, even though _you_ may 

know what you mean.  

 

Magnetic field lines "don't exist", for some values of "exist", but they are a convenient 

metaphor, also with a well defined meaning, used in the same way for description, 

prediction and control of the behaviour of magnetism in all its manifestations. You can 

think of the "reality" of magnetic field lines as being similar to elevation contours on a 

topographic map, or isobars on a weather map. Of course when you are out climbing a 

mountain, you don't see elevation contour lines on the dirt and rocks beneath your feet, 

because they "don't really exist". But if you want to know how steep a slope is before 

you actually get there, you can look on your topo map and see that when the elevation 

lines are drawn closely together, you have a steep slope, and by the actual closeness of 

the lines you can tell actually how steep the slope really is, and more importantly you 

can _calculate_ things like which direction and how fast water will run off the slope. 

Magnetic field lines are a similar kind of "non existent" thing. Again, if you want to deny 

their reality completely or call them something else, you are swimming against a 

powerful stream of knowledge and engineering skill. Again, designers use the concept 

and the measurement of field lines to design stuff that actually works as designed. This 

is a very powerful argument that says that some people, at least, know what they are 

talking about. 

 

The thing is TK,that these definitive terms often come from one person,and they turn into 

nothing but a rolling snowball. I know exactly how our family car works-i know how,when and 



why, and the results from that knowledge. My wife knows that it just work's,without the how, 

when, and why-but it works just as good,and in the same manner for both of us. 

 

The difference between what MH said and used as a measuring tool for flux,and your 

elevation contours  is this--> Your elevation contours are based around known and already 

existent land form's,where as the flux is being calculated from something that dose not exist 

at all(magnetic field lines). So this is like trying to draw up a map with your elevation 

contours without a land mass to work with-so you just make one up so your map looks good. 

So that is the flaw with your elevation contours argument-those elevation contours drawn on 

maps are derived from land forms that actually physically exist,where as the magnetic field 

lines do not. 

Quote 

Magnetic flux has a well defined physical and mathematical meaning that is used in 

calculations by engineers and designers to describe, predict and control the behaviour of 

the systems they design. 

 

 

Once again,this dose not mean that they know what it is they are dealing with-->which they 

do not. 

Being able to measure,calculate effect,and know the outcome dose not mean they know what 

it is. It means through trial and error they have been able to design devices that work with 

this unknown-that unknown is the magnetic force. It is all well and good to just except things 

as others see it,but this acceptance has come without an explanation. 

 

Yes-they can design all these fancy things that work with magnetic fields,and can 

calculate,design and build devices that work very well. But my wife can get in her 

vehicle,turn the key,and the motor starts. She knows if she puts it in drive,the car will go 

forward when the brake is released and the accelerator depressed. She knows if she turns 

the steering wheel to the left,the car will turn left. She know how to make that vehicle do 

what ever she want's,but she still has no idea why or how it dose what it dose-it just dose. 

 

Once upon a time there was DC current,it's all we knew,and it did what we wanted it to do. 

Then came along Tesla,and the world became a much better place. 

 

My biggest beef is this,and we see it all the time. Since i have been on this forum,MH and 

many others(including myself) insist that there is no such thing as magnetic field lines. Then 

that very same person dismisses my thoughts base on measurements that use the very thing 

he dismisses as being rubbish-magnetic field lines. 

 

Quote: Magnetic flux (most often denoted as Φm), is the number of  



magnetic field lines 

(also called "magnetic flux density") passing through a closed surface (such as a conducting 

coil) 

So i ask-how is magnetic flux explained by magnetic field lines that dont exist?. 

It is no wonder we still have no idea what the magnetic force actually is,when one thing(flux) 

is trying to be explained by something else that just is not there= Field lines) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5936 on: October 26, 2015, 02:33:13 PM » 

 Quote  

Here is the video on the frequency sweeps. 

I split the sweeps up into various ranges,so as i wasnt chasing the time base all over the 

place. 

Hope it was done right. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bmmk80yysNY 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5937 on: October 26, 2015, 02:36:24 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: Vortex1 on October 26, 2015, 12:10:19 PM 

My take is that the resonant voltage rise due to self resonance (distributed capacitance 

and inductance) of the unloaded secondary creates an apparent voltage gain, even in a 

1:1 transformer, but only if the coupling is less than 100%.  

 

The important thing is that an unloaded voltage gain is not the same as a power gain. 

 

An ordinary transformer with !:2 ratio will exhibit a voltage gain but not a power gain. 

 

In other words, the apparent voltage gain can occur in a 1:1 transformer where there is 

resonant voltage rise in the secondary. The primary is loaded and kept constant by the 

function generator's output amplifier, so the reflected rise will not be seen in the 

primary. Due to less than 100% coupling factor,  the secondary is decoupled enough to 

be allowed rise in voltage. 

 

When properly loaded, the apparent voltage gain of the secondary should  diminish. 

 

However if this rise occurs over the entire pass band, when loaded, not just at a few 

specific frequencies, we must look for a different effect. 

 

Quote 

When properly loaded, the apparent voltage gain of the secondary should  diminish. 

 

I have just posted the open voltage sweeps,and will be doing a loaded sweep video soon. 

I will be using 200 ohm resistors as the loads on the two secondaries-->would this be a 

proper load?. The reason for the 200 ohms is because i am only using my FG to drive the 

primary,and it is limited on power,and we will have both secondaries with loads across them. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #5940 on: October 26, 2015, 03:40:52 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on October 26, 2015, 03:25:44 PM 

Tinman, 

 

  

 

 

 

In lieu of having to make another video continuing the sweep to a higher frequency, you 

previously said that you swept the response up to 2.3MHz.  Did you observe a peak in 

the response of the outer secondary during that sweep? 

 

PW 

 

Quote 

Why did you stop the sweep at 500KHz?  It looked like the outer secondary's amplitude 

was beginning to rise and then you stopped the sweep. 

 

Post 5913 

Quote:  

To better understand what is going on with your xfmr, consider doing a sine sweep from 

1KHz to 400KHz or so. 

Quote 

Also, it would have been much easier to follow this video if you had set both scope 

channel sensitivities to 5V/div and just left them there throughout the video. 

 

OK-you know what-->im done here. 

 

Thanks for all your help guy's,but it seems one can never get things right-even when 

following suggestions. 

 

Cheers and good luck. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5972 on: October 28, 2015, 11:08:19 AM » 

 Quote  

 author=MileHigh link=topic=15395.msg464253#msg464253 date=1445989488] 

 

 

Ok,well i will try again,as i dont like putting all my eggs in one basket,and leaving those here 

!that were interested in what i have! hanging. 

I will continue to provide and post results here-as long as what i believe is not dismissed by 

those that !think! we know all there is to know. If some one can tell me exactly what the 

magnetic force actually is,then i will take what you have to say as gospel,but until then my 

thoughts will be mine until i decide otherwise. 

 

I am also up for carrying out test that others might like to see done--but be specific on the 

parameters. 

 

Quote 

  Brad molded a funky dual coaxial toroid, with one inside the other.  It's an unusual 

magnetic circuit, and so far we have no evidence one way or the other if it does anything 

more unusual than it would be expected to behave. You just can't look at a setup and 

make up what is taking place so that it fits into your desires and expectations.If Tinman 

comes here, then the "real world" includes all manner of people that will make 

suggestions.  

Some people are suggesting "negative resistance" which I think is a crazy thing to say.

. 

 

 

 

Negative resistance-->yes,what a crazy thing to say.  

 

Quote 



Tinman has multiple points of view to consider about his device 

 

Yes,and now i have more to look into. 

 

I decided to do a frequency sweep across the primary coil,as i havnt really been taking much 

notice as to what was going on there-other than to get my P/in to P/out ratio's. So the blue 

channel is across a 1ohm CVR,and the yellow channel is across the 1 ohm CVR and primary 

coil. I decided to put up the math trace as well which is AxB. When the sweep hit around 3.6 

megs--well i'll let the scope shot tell the story. The inner secondary has a 100 ohm load 

across it at this time,but i found it made no difference to the outcome of the wave forms on 

the primary. Anyway,still looking into this with Smudge -as he gets time, 

 

As i said,i am still looking into this,as it may(probably is) some sort of artifact that i havnt 

found yet. 

The first thing i did to check was to replace the primary coil with a 1.2 ohm resistor(the 

closest i had to the primaries resting resistance),so as i could make sure there was no kind of 

inductance with my CVR going on--That scope shot is also below. 

 

Brad 

. 

 

 math1.JPG (38.24 kB, 480x349 - viewed 385 times.) 



 

 math2.JPG (43.85 kB, 480x366 - viewed 397 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5974 on: October 28, 2015, 02:25:42 PM » 

 Quote  

Below is the video i shot tonight of the negative resistor effect !!apparently!!  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=o5lge0VZfWw 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  



 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5989 on: October 29, 2015, 10:15:21 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 29, 2015, 05:30:45 AM 

Brad: 

  

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

You can't have any censorship on thought here. 

 

No,but i can choose as to what i wish to believe. 

Quote 

You have talked nonsense about magnetic fields and I have called you on it. 

 

 

You have done no such thing. In fact,i believe it was me that called you out on one of your 

claims about magnetic field strengths and coil arrangements some time back,and i backed it 

up with actual experiments. 

Quote 

Sometimes you have to roll with the punches. 

 

As do you MH. 

Quote 

You may not like it but if you want to back up your claims with experimental results that 

definitively and unambiguously prove your theories, then go for it.  Do the experiments 

on your device, and possibly other devices, that prove your controversial theories if you 

can. 



 

I think those that no not what it is they are dealing with, are the ones that present 

controversy when they dismiss others thoughts. 

Quote 

You can't expect people to roll over like lap dogs just because you have an idea and 

want to promote it. 

 

What i expect is that everyone has a mind of there own,and there thoughts are not governed 

by what others believe to be true. What you are doing MH is trying to force others to believe 

in what you believe in,when you dont know what it is you are believing in. 

Quote 

I tried in all sincerity to help you while many people stood by mute and listened.  Then 

you talked stuff that didn't make any sense and I called you on it and all of a sudden I 

am the bad guy. 

 

Once again MH,you did not call me on any thing. 

Quote 

Like I said, we all have to roll with the punches sometimes, and that includes me as well 

as you.  When I think back to the many times I have tried to help people, and then I 

disagree with them on some technical point and then all of a sudden I am the bad 

guy.  They forget that I am trying to help someone and instead demonize me.  It's 

ridiculous. 

 

MH-i will not, nor have not demonized you for what you believe to be correct. 

I only expect the same back. 

Quote 

Nobody is saying that Picowatt or Poynt or others know everything.  That's playing Straw 

Man and putting words in other people's mouths.  Likewise, you can't say exactly what a 

magnetic field is either, so you have no license to throw that tired old cliche around. 

 

And yet you seem to think you are correct,and i wrong. How can one judge others MH when 

that one dose not know what they are dealing with?. Knowing how to construct devices 

around an effect in no way means that you fully know or understand what that effect is. 

Quote 

You can agree to disagree with me or others if myself or someone else calls you on 

something that you say that is controversial.  But if you do that then you have to be 

accountable to yourself and the readers when all is said and done and the testing and 



experimenting is over.   Likewise, I or someone else would do the same thing if a 

controversial statement you make turns out to be true. 

 

Ok,i will make this as clear as i can MH. It is painfully obvious that both science and physics 

has something wrong,as if they had it right,then we would know what the magnetic force 

actually is. Because this known is missing and an unknown,then both science and physics 

dose !NOT! have all the answers. Your argument is that because we can build devices that 

work in,around,and with magnetic fields,then we are full bottles on the subject. 

 

So many here believe that a permanent magnet cannot do useful work-so let me ask you 

these questions 

1--> Is work required to align the magnetic domains within a piece of iron? 

2-->If the magnetic domains within a given material(e.g 316 S/S)do not,will not align,will 

that material be attracted to a magnetic field. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #5990 on: October 29, 2015, 10:22:07 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 29, 2015, 05:06:01 AM 

Brad: 

 

 Now the "invisible" parasitic capacitances and inductances become "visible."  The circuit 

that you have your scope probes attached to is literally a different circuit than the circuit 

on paper, and therefore the power computation is invalid. 

 

Chances are if you touch any part of the circuit with the tip of your finger you will see a 

noticeable change in the waveforms.  You may even see slight changes in the waveforms 

just by approaching the circuit with your hand but not touching it. 

 



Almost any circuit will do things like this when you drive them at very high 

frequencies.  The invisible capacitors and inductors come out of the woodwork and start 

to affect everything.  So no negative resistance in sight. 

 

The suggestion is to pick a reasonable frequency like 500 Hz or 1 KHz and do most of 

your testing at that much lower frequency. 

 

MileHigh 

 

Agreed on all accounts.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6021 on: October 31, 2015, 11:31:37 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 30, 2015, 04:27:34 AM 

Brad: 

 

You have to understand that when you are discussing something then two viewpoints 

mean a two way street for both viewpoints.  You allege that I am trying to force my 

view on you.  But if you object to what I say then you are trying to force your view onto 

me.  Don't you get that? 

 

Look, you said, "Flux velocity through the secondary exceeds that of what the primary 

projects."  That is nonsense.  There is just a B field, and magnetic flux density and total 

magnetic flux, and all of the coupling effects are determined by the rate of change of 

magnetic flux with respect to time. 

 

You get upset when I say that and accuse me of forcing my opinion on you?   But if you 

object to what I say then you are forcing your opinion on me.  Do you see?  Beyond that 



good luck finding a credible source about magnetism that talks about "flux velocity."  It 

seems you are making up your own definitions on the fly.  That has severe limitations. 

 

You are going to go ahead and ignore some of the stuff that I say, that's your 

prerogative.  But like I said before, when all is said and done, if you are wrong after all 

of your testing is done and the real experts around here give you guidance and 

suggestions that you listen to, then state your conclusions and account for your theories 

and state if they were right or wrong.  If not you get people saying things like, "The 

'radiant energy spike' is voltage with almost no measurable current."  And after all this 

time I am pretty sure that you know that by definition the "radiant energy spike" is a 

pulse of current at a certain voltage.  That's the kind of B.S. that we all want to avoid. 

 

For starters, I gave you a full explanation on another thread how you are being deceived 

by your measurements when you add a magnet to a system and see improved 

performance.   

 

To answer your questions: 

 

1.   

2.  There is no easy answer to that question in generic sense.  For example 316 stainless 

steel may not be attracted by a magnet, but there may be a small amount of material in 

the alloy that does indeed respond to magnetic fields and so there may be a weak 

magnetic attraction with very strong magnetic fields.  I am just taking a guess and not 

looking anything up. 

 

MileHigh 

 

Question-Can a permanent magnet do useful work 

Quote 

A permanent magnet cannot do useful work. 

 

Question-is work required to align the magnetic domains of iron 

Quote 

Yes, of course work is required. 

 

OK -so when we bring a permanent magnet toward a piece of iron,and the magnetic domains 

within the iron start to align so as the iron is attracted to the permanent magnet-what did the 

work that aligned the magnetic domains within the iron,so as it is attracted to the permanent 

magnet?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6024 on: October 31, 2015, 12:46:50 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on October 30, 2015, 04:27:34 AM 

 

 

 

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

You have to understand that when you are discussing something then two viewpoints 

mean a two way street for both viewpoints.  You allege that I am trying to force my 

view on you.  But if you object to what I say then you are trying to force your view onto 

me.  Don't you get that? 

 

Um-no,i dont get that. 

So let me get this straight. You say there are two view point's. You believe that i think you 

are forcing your view on to me . Then if i object to what you believe,then i am trying to 

force my view onto you  

No and NO. I believe that everyone has a right to there own view,but i do object to others 

trying to change mine. 

Quote 

Look, you said, "Flux velocity through the secondary exceeds that of what the primary 

projects."  That is nonsense.There is just a B field, and magnetic flux density and total 

magnetic flux, and all of the coupling effects are determined by the rate of change of 

magnetic flux with respect to time. 



 

Im guessing that you believe that reactive power on a primary winding of a transformer can 

not be converted to real power through the secondary . 

You still have no explanation  as to why the inner secondary(which is a 1:1 turn ratio to the 

primary)has double the open voltage to that of the primary. Your opposite spin theory dose 

not hold up when we are measuring open voltages,and no current flowing through the 

secondary. The rate of change in magnetic flux density is not the same between the inner 

core and outer core. As the inner core is far more permeable than the outer core,the flux 

density rises at a far greater rate than that of the less permeable outer core. 

Quote 

It seems you are making up your own definitions on the fly.  That has severe limitations. 

 

I am yet to see your beliefs explain the above. 

Quote 

You are going to go ahead and ignore some of the stuff that I say, that's your 

prerogative.  But like I said before, when all is said and done, if you are wrong after all 

of your testing is done and the real experts around here give you guidance and 

suggestions that you listen to, then state your conclusions and account for your theories 

and state if they were right or wrong. 

 

 

I would expect the same from you MH. 

 

   

Quote 

If not you get people saying things like, "The 'radiant energy spike' is voltage with 

almost no measurable current."  And after all this time I am pretty sure that you know 

that by definition the "radiant energy spike" is a pulse of current at a certain 

voltage.  That's the kind of B.S. that we all want to avoid. 

 

Indeed. 

There is so much more to come yet MH. Now we start to try and prove this negative 

resistance-and we have some very bright minds working on this ATM. 

Below is a scope shot from some of my latest testing !!using non inductive resistors! 

The blue trace is across a 1ohm (non inductive)CVR,and the yellow trace is across both the 

CVR and primary. I also put up the math trace for hoots. The math trace is set to 500mV per 

division,as we are using a 1ohm CVR,then the math trace show's 500mW's per division-but 

im sure you know that. But it gets better MH,so we will see how we go. 



 

 average power.JPG (33.84 kB, 480x234 - viewed 252 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6025 on: October 31, 2015, 12:55:10 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: minnie on October 31, 2015, 12:12:51 PM 

 

 

   Good question Tinman, 

           Permanent magnet will do work but when you think about it 

 your hand must always be involved. 

    Magnet may attract iron bar but you ALWAYS have to put energy 

 in to separate the pieces. 

 

 

When you separate the two,then you are the one doing the work to miss align the magnetic 

domain's. Once the domains are aligned,they want to stay aligned-the iron wants to stick to 

the PM. When you supply the work to separate the iron from the magnet,you are supplying 



the energy that returns those domains back to there original state. The work was already 

done by the PM to align the domain's,so as the iron became attracted to the PM. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6026 on: October 31, 2015, 01:51:38 PM » 

 Quote  

Here is a little something else i have done-in case it is of any importance. 

Below you will see a scope shot that has a green trace in it-->best i could do with windows 

paint,but you get the general idea. 

In the two shots below,i am triggering from the blue channel(channel two),which is across 

the 1 ohm CVR. 

In the 1st scope shot,the yellow trace is across the CVR and primary coil. In the second scope 

shot,the yellow trace is now across the inner secondary that has a 10 ohm carbon resistor 

across it. 

 

So i traced the green on the first scope shot,so as it is the same as the trace across the 10 

ohm/inner secondary combo-->the yellow trace on the second scope shot. This way we can 

see what the inner secondaries power phase relationship is with that of the primaries voltage 

and current phases. I made sure the secondary was in phase with the primary at 100HTz,and 

then wound the frequency up to 5MHz. 

The green trace would there for be 100mV per division. 



 

 Inner secondary power out phase.JPG (72.32 kB, 480x469 - viewed 256 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6066 on: November 02, 2015, 12:05:56 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on November 01, 2015, 08:34:03 PM 

Partzman: 

 

Unfortunately, what you've got going is a unfortunate mix of decent knowledge and self-



delusion and hubris.  All that you have to do is apply yourself and get more serious and 

your magic over unity COPs will evaporate into nothingness. 

 

I am not up to walking you through a circuit analysis and discovering your errors, but I 

can assure you that they are there.   

 

Even though I am not up to doing this kind of circuit analysis anymore, I do know 

electronics and I know when someone is deluding themselves.  You should take my 

advice and put all of your conclusions in check.  For example, if you simulate your 

circuits with pSpice and drop power monitoring probes in the circuit, you are not going to 

find over unity.   Then you can use the pSpice simulation to help you find out where you 

went wrong. 

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

It's just like the negative resistance conclusion for Tinman's circuit, it's just another 

failure to look at everything with a critical eye and double check and triple check 

everything. 

 

Will you be so quick to dismiss Smudge's findings also ?. 

 Making Sense of Brad.pdf (149.45 kB - downloaded 49 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6072 on: November 02, 2015, 02:22:16 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on November 02, 2015, 07:56:59 AM 



    

MileHigh 

 

  

 

Quote 

Why should you get an alleged negative resistance when you measure an inductive 

current sensing resistor in series with a transformer primary?  Does that sound like 

something special to you? 

 

I guess you missed both Smudge's calculations of the inductance of the first CVR i used,and 

how he took that into account,and my test where a non inductive resistor was used. 

Quote 

In more than 100 years of the application of electronics, don't you think that somebody 

else would have discovered this by now? 

 

One would also think that after 200 year's plus of research,they would have figured out how 

they managed to build the pyramids all those years back as well-->but they still only have 

theories,none of which they can all agree on. 

 

     

Quote 

Didn't you already agree that at frequencies of several megahertz that stray capacitive 

and inductive effects can  

possibly 

invalidate some measurements? 

 

I did ,which is why we are carrying out various types of experiments on the HTT-->to 

eliminate the !!possible!!.  

Quote 

Did you observe an alleged negative resistance through the whole frequency sweep or 

just at a sweet spot frequency? 

 

The effect is clearly seen from 700KHz through to 9MHz. 

Quote 

If you observed the alleged negative resistance at a sweet spot frequency only, how do 

you explain an ordinary resistance when not at the sweet spot frequency? 



 

Well 9.3MHz is a wide range for a sweet spot. When not in the (very large) sweet spot,i 

would think that the magnetic harmonics are not at play. I believe with a larger HTT,the 

sweet spot frequency would be a lot lower. 

Quote 

Here is a simple test:  I am going to make an assumption that you will get accurate 

voltage readings at high frequency for this test. 

 

One would hope so,as the scope is a 100MHz scope,and we are not above 10MHz. 

Quote 

Only scope the direct function generator output  

(I am assuming that it is 50 ohms output impedance)

 and the far end of a one ohm non-inductive current sensing resistor that is in series 

with the signal line of the function generator. 

 

Well it can be if you like. My FG has the option to either have the 50 ohm impedance,or not. 

Quote 

Now, depending on how much current the setup is drawing, you should see a voltage 

drop on the far side of the current sensing resistor. 

 

Assuming that i have interpreted your instructions correctly,then no,the voltage after the 1 

ohm CVR is always  above the FG's voltage-->see 1st scope shot for circuit and scope 

placement. 

Quote 

If the load is reactive, presumably you will see the current change direction back and 

forth. 

 

  As the current is AC,then one would think that it will change back and forth. 

Quote 

If my test is considered a valid test by the experts, it's worth doing.  I haven't probed 

around a circuit being driven at 3 MHz in a generation, hence I need some confirmation 

that this will work.  Assuming that the test is valid, then if you are looking into this with 

Smudge, this is the kind of self-checking that the two of you should be coming up with 

all by yourselves.  Invent your own tests to double-check your own measurements 

before you arrive at a conclusion. 



 

As has it,i did this very test a week back,but had to wait to confirm my results once i got my 

non inductive CVR's. I had forgotten to do that until you reminded me with your post. So 

below are the results of the test,as carried out on the circuit in scope shot 1. 

Quote 

What will you see at the sweet spot frequency?  The scope trace in Smudge's report 

shows power always being returned to the function generator.  Will you really see that 

with this simple test, power always being returned to the function generator? 

 

Not quite through 100% of the cycle. But as you will see in the scope shot's,the 

transformer/inductor is still heading towards it peak voltage after the FG's voltage has 

peaked. 

I will leave the math trace out for this post,as i will be doing a video on that latter this week. 

Quote 

I suspect that at the sweet spot frequency it will still look like a reactive load with the 

current changing direction back and forth over a cycle.  If you see that, that will 

invalidate your measurement that is always showing power going back into the function 

generator. 

 

I am lost with this !current changing direction!! thing,as we are dealing with an AC current,so 

why wouldnt it change direction?. 

Quote 

I think that the chances of you always seeing power going into the function generator for 

a full cycle like your own scope shot and associated math trace shows are nil. 

 

I think maybe you will have to have a rethink MH. 

Quote 

Quote 

Note this test is a variation of what Picowatt said.  He talked about looking at the 

function generator signal open circuit, and then looking at the function generator signal 

after it is connected to the device under test and comparing them. 

 

At some specific frequencies,i can get a voltage greater than that of which the FG can deliver 

at maximum VPP. The effect is seen right up until 10MHz,when the magnetic field cannot 

collaps fast enough in the transformer core. We then start to see a phase lag start 

around  9MHz. At 10MHz,the voltage before and after the 1 ohm CVR even out. 

 



P.S-i forgot to mention that throughout the test,there was a 100 ohm load across the inner 

secondary,which is also dissipating power,where the amount varies with frequency. It is very 

little,but it is there. 

 

 MH test 1.JPG (39.64 kB, 480x459 - viewed 211 times.) 



 

 MH test 2.JPG (60.72 kB, 481x469 - viewed 221 times.) 



 

 MH test 3.JPG (64.97 kB, 481x467 - viewed 220 times.) 



 

 MH test 4.JPG (64.46 kB, 481x470 - viewed 225 times.) 



 

 MH test 5.JPG (67.65 kB, 482x471 - viewed 223 times.) 

 

 MH test 6.JPG (33.68 kB, 480x234 - viewed 227 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6075 on: November 02, 2015, 03:33:15 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 02, 2015, 03:19:32 PM 

Tinman, 

 

In your test using the 1R connected to your FG, where/how did you connect the 1R to 

the FG? 

 

Also, I would have thought that the measurement would have been made with your 

circuit connected, functioning, and measuring exactly as it was in a previous scope 

shot.  Otherwise, a new set of scope data is required.  Try to change only one variable at 

a time.   

 

PW 

 

OK,maybe it's time to start talking english here. Is the setup depicted in scope shot 1 not 

what MH was refering to?. Also,the circuit was connected-as in scope shot 1. 

The 1 ohm CVR is connected via FG lead's. 

 

We seem to be running around in circles here. All the time the likes of MH insist on 

schematics,and yet they them self seem quite happy to just use words to describe test to be 

carried out,and we are left to decipher those words,and carry out the tests. 

 

As far as i can work out from MH's word's,i have set up the DUT as he describes,and carried 

out the tests. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  



 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6076 on: November 02, 2015, 03:36:58 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 02, 2015, 03:19:32 PM 

Tinman, 

 

In your test using the 1R connected to your FG, where/how did you connect the 1R to 

the FG? 

 

Also, I would have thought that the measurement would have been made with your 

circuit connected, functioning, and measuring exactly as it was in a previous scope 

shot.  Otherwise, a new set of scope data is required.  Try to change only one variable at 

a time.   

 

PW 

 

How can it be measured exactly as it was in previous test when MH wants one probe either 

side of the 1 ohm CVR?,where as in other test,we had 1 channel measuring current,and the 

other measuring voltage. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6079 on: November 02, 2015, 04:03:48 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 02, 2015, 03:42:43 PM 

Tinman, 

 

I thought my question was English. 



 

Where and how was the 1R connected to the FG? 

 

For example, did you make a special fixture using BNC's to position the 1R directly at the 

FG output or did you just connect it at the far end of a BNC cable or use clip leads? 

 

Also, is this your non-inductive 1R? 

 

The whole point of performing the measurement DIRECTLY at the FG's BNC was to 

eliminate cable inductance/capacitance from that measurement. 

 

PW  

 

And how would any cable inductance or capacitance play a roll in the results shown,as we are 

measuring at the CVR with both scope probes. We are looking at what the HTT is receiving 

from the FG at the HTT,and what is coming back out of the HTT at the HTT.  What the lead's 

are doing from the FG or what the FG it self is doing,has nothing to do with what the HTT is 

doing. 

 

The scope is showing us the voltage and waveform on either side of the CVR. We dont want 

to include any losses there may be withing the FG's cables,as that is not looking at what the 

HTT is doing. You dont see the power companies trying to meter your home's power 

consumption from the power station -do you ?. 

 

Second-- most of you may think that the 1 ohm 10 watt cement resistor i was using is 

inductive,well turns out it is not-->it is actually slightly capacitive,not inductive. When i 

tested it by putting it in series with a 10 ohm carbon resistor with my FG across the two,and 

use it as my CVR,the current actually leads the voltage,which means it's actually 

capacitive,not inductive. This is through a sweep right up to 20MHz. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #6090 on: November 03, 2015, 12:19:16 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on November 02, 2015, 06:36:45 PM 

Brad: 

 

My proposed test was all based around the scope capture in Smudge's report for the 

"negative resistance."   See the attached picture.  I make specific reference to it in my 

posting. 

 

The intention was to run the setup at 3.62 MHz as per the attached scope capture where 

it appears that power is always flowing back to the function generator as per the math 

trace. 

 

Like PW stated, ideally the one-ohm resistor would be in series with the function 

generator output and physically located as close as possible to the panel output itself.  If 

you wanted to make a useful jig you could use a male and female BNC with the one-ohm 

resistor between them.  A thick ground bridge between the two connectors and a test 

point and some hot glue built up around the device and you would have a nice current 

viewing jig that you could use anywhere inline in a BNC cable setup. 

 

The intention is simple:  The scope shot in Smudge's report is showing power almost 

always being returned to the function generator for a "negative resistance."   Will the 

current viewing resistor always show power being returned to the function generator or 

not? 

 

When I talk about current direction I am using shorthand.  If you drive a resistive load at 

low frquencins then it's taken for granted that the current is changing direction and there 

is always going to be a voltage drop across the one-ohm resistor showing that 

everything is normal.  Even though the polarity of the voltage across the one-ohm 

resistor changes, in either direction it is still a voltage drop.  Even though the current is 

changing direction through the AC cycle, that is a "normal change of current 

direction."  But if you look at the cases of driving an inductive or a capacitive load, then 

the current changes direction at a 90 degree phase angle relative to when you are 

driving a resistive load.  So using shorthand, that's what I meant by "current changing 

direction each cycle." 

 

The gist of the test is this:  Smudge shows a scope capture at 3.62 MHz showing 

"negative resistance" with power almost always being returned to the function 

generator.   So, if you do the one-ohm test inline with your function generator output, 

will the detected current direction validate that measurement or not? 



 

MileHigh 

 

MH 

Please draw a schematic for the test setup you wish me to try,as what you describe in the 

way of current direction dose not fit with the described test setup. If what i drew up in the 

first scope shot is correct(see pic below),then we are measuring the voltage either side of the 

CVR. In this case,any potential voltage difference across that CVR will determine the current 

flow direction through that CVR. As can be seen in all the scope shots i presented over the 

wide range of frequencies,the voltage on the HTT side of the CVR is always higher than that 

on the FG side of the CVR. 

 

Second 

Why do you think the VPP being delivered by my FG is dropping the higher this negative 

resistance rises?. The answer is simple. The FG is trying to push current in one direction,while 

the HTT is (at the same time)trying to push current in the opposite direction-->back to the 

FG. This can be seen in the scope shot's i posted in regards to your test. We see that the 

voltage is always higher on the HTT side of the CVR,which means the current flow through 

that CVR is from the HTT to the FG,while at the same time,the FG is trying to deliver a 

current that flows from the FG to the HTT. 



 

 MH test 1.JPG (39.64 kB, 480x459 - viewed 242 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6091 on: November 03, 2015, 12:36:46 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Smudge on November 02, 2015, 06:08:35 PM 

Brad, 

 

Here are the phase vectors for your latest set of runs done for MH.  The phase you are 



getting at the higher frequencies is to be expected, you can see that channel 2 leads 

channel 1 (all vectors rotate CCW with time).  So everything fits the negative resistance 

hypothesis. 

 

Smudge 

 

Yes,and using the math trace,where channel B(the FG side of the CVR) minus channel A (the 

HTT side of the CVR) we once again see a negative result. 

 

 Test 1A.JPG (42.09 kB, 481x467 - viewed 239 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6098 on: November 03, 2015, 01:14:06 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 02, 2015, 05:21:40 PM 

Tinman, 

 

The purpose of this test was to get an accurate picture of the FG's power contribution 

while your circuit was producing "negative resistance".  I would trust the FG's 50R as 

being relatively low inductance. 

 

Also, as suggested, I would perform some single cycle burst testing.  I suspect that such 

a test you will allow you to see a lightly damped waveform that rings down over time.     

 

PW 

 

Ok PW.this is what i did. 

 

In the first scope shot,the .9 ohm(value read on DMM) CVR is directly placed at the output 

jack of the FG. The blue channel is between the jack and CVR,and the yellow channel is after 

the CVR. From the CVR back into the lead,and to the HTT. 

 

In the second scope shot,the CVR is now back at the HTT input terminal,and the FG's lead 

now plugged back into the FG. As before,the blue trace is before the CVR,and the yellow 

trace is after the CVR. The only thing i noticed that was slightly different was there was a 

voltage increase either side of the CVR when the lead was plugged back into the FG's output 

jack,so as the FG's lead is before the CVR(second scope shot). I am not sure why there was a 

slight voltage increase either side of the CVR with the CVR after the FG's lead to that of when 

the CVR was before the FG's lead ?. 

 

Brad 



 

 Some one's ruddy test 1.JPG (37.63 kB, 481x405 - viewed 336 times.) 

 

 Some one's ruddy test 2.JPG (49.89 kB, 480x408 - viewed 340 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6100 on: November 03, 2015, 02:46:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 03, 2015, 02:28:16 PM 

Tinman, 

 

I see you labeled these scope captures "PW test". 

 

These are actually "MH tests"... 

 

PW 

 

Thats it  

Was it not you that first wanted to see the outcome of putting the CVR at the FG's output 

connector ?. 

I did this,and then followed it up by showing it(the CVR) after the FGs leads-a side by side 

comparison. 

All this, and all you have to say is that i put the wrong initials on the scope shots  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6101 on: November 03, 2015, 02:50:01 PM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 03, 2015, 02:28:16 PM 

Tinman, 

 

I see you labeled these scope captures "PW test". 

 

These are actually "MH tests"... 

 

PW 

 

Fixed. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6103 on: November 03, 2015, 03:22:47 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 03, 2015, 03:08:35 PM 

Tinman, 

 

No, it was not.  I suggested measuring the FG's open circuit and loaded output voltage 

(while your circuit was connected and performing as desired). 

 

As per your earlier complaints about us not being clear on what and how to measure, I 

posted a rather detailed description of exactly how to go about making those FG output 

measurements.  If I was unclear regarding that, please let me know. 

 

Otherwise, no worries... 

 

PW 



 

PW 

Quote post 6104 

 

Tinman, 

 

I thought my question was English. 

 

Where and how was the 1R connected to the FG? 

For example, did you make a special fixture using BNC's to position the 1R directly at the FG 

output or did you just connect it at the far end of a BNC cable or use clip leads? 

 

 

Also, is this your non-inductive 1R? 

The whole point of performing the measurement DIRECTLY at the FG's BNC was to eliminate 

cable inductance/capacitance from that measurement. 

 

 

PW  

 

 

From these above statements,i was under the impression that that was what you wanted me 

to do-place the 1 ohm CVR at the FG's output to eliminate any cable inductance/capacitance. 

 

My apologies if i read it wrong. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6107 on: November 04, 2015, 12:19:41 AM » 



 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on November 03, 2015, 05:01:42 PM 

Brad: 

 

Thank you for doing the tests.  I am assuming that you actually saw the "negative 

resistance" waveforms before you then connected your probes to the non-inductive one-

ohm resistor. 

 

So what are your conclusions? 

 

MileHigh 

 

MH 

You have lost me,and your statement makes no sense. 

How can i see any wave forms before i connect the probe's to the CVR ? 

 

My conclusion. 

If we take into account any losses there may be in the FG's cable,then the voltages at the 

FG's output should have been higher than those seen at the end of the FG's cable. As the 

voltages seen at the end of the FG's cable across the CVR were higher than the voltages seen 

across the CVR when the CVR was directly at the FG's output jack,then that is telling me 

!once again! that more power is being produced at the HTT than the FG is delivering. This 

once again shows a negative resistive effect. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6108 on: November 04, 2015, 12:24:55 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 03, 2015, 05:55:37 PM 



Tinman, 

 

Have you checked your scope probe compensation since you began working at higher 

frequencies? 

 

I assume you are using 10X probes.  A minor misadjustment of your probes' 

compensation caps can present significant errors at HF. 

 

Before adjusting them, consider simultaneously connecting both probes to your FG 

output and check that you get the same measurement from both probes/channels in the 

1-10MHz range you've been working at. 

 

If they measure the same and with a flat response, your golden, if not, you'll likely have 

to tweak the compensation caps.     

 

PW 

 

At 10 MHz,and FG set to 20 VPP, both channels read the same,but at 20MHz i get a 4mV 

difference where channel 1 reads the higher RMS value by the 4mV.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6110 on: November 04, 2015, 10:20:39 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: seychelles on November 04, 2015, 12:57:30 AM 

hi tinman sorry to say but you are dealing with WHITE MANS MAGIC  now . i was a  

rf tech with motorola COMMUNICATION in melbourne about 20 years ago 

and when you start dealing with MEGA HERTZ  one has to be very careful with 

measurements. 

for example  i was tuning and testing a uhf syntrx transceiver for the police and  only on 



one channel the receiver was deaf that is no reception, the problem was that there was  

an other oscillator for the  encryption board which was generating harmonics on the 12 

th harmonic of the rx freq.. 

 

Well its a good thing we are not trying to measure radio wave's  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6112 on: November 04, 2015, 10:38:16 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on November 04, 2015, 10:21:56 AM 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MileHigh 

 

Quote 

Look at the attached diagram again.  Does it make sense now when I requested that you 

verified the "negative resistance" waveforms (probes connected to the blue and yellow 

test points) before you then moved the probes to the "new" one-ohm CVR to check the 

power flow? 

 

Yes,and that is what i did. 

Quote 



Also, was your scope not able to display a (Ch1 - Ch2) waveform at whatever vertical 

gain you wanted? 

 

As far as i can work out,the only way to set and see A - B is by way of the math function. 

Quote 

Personally, I think your conclusion is overly optimistic.   I see two waveforms that are 

nearly identical.  Why the peaks are at a slight difference in amplitude is undetermined 

for me right now.  If you had the (Ch1 - Ch2) math trace set up it might be possible to 

discern more information.  

 

 

Yes the math trace tells all,and presents much the same result regardless of where the CVR 

is. 

Quote 

What I am asking myself is if the voltage differential between the two channels is at the 

peaks only.  It it was at the peaks only, I would suspect some unexplained signal artifact 

causing that.   I suspect that with a clean high-gain version of (Ch1 - Ch2) you would 

see the 90-degree phase shift signature of an inductive load. 

 

I will make a video showing you what happens when the math trace is used-->but that will 

be done when im feeling better,as im not so good ATM. 

Quote 

In summary, it looks to me like your device is acting like a high-impedance inductor - a 

choke - at the 3.62 MHz excitation frequency.  The waveforms appear to be nearly 

identical showing that very very little current is flowing across the current sensing 

resistor and thus very little power is moving.   If I was going to be conservative I would 

say that it looks like your device is acting like a coil and very close to an open circuit.  So 

I don't see anything convincing indicating that there is a "negative resistance" effect 

taking place. 

 

You do remember me saying(some pages back) that all my test's are being done with a 10 

ohm load on the inner secondary,and at 3.6MHz,it is disipating 9mW of power across it   

So if as you say-no or little power is being consumed,then where is the 9mW coming from.?. 

 

Anyway,im sure we will get to the bottom of it MH,and thanks for all your help so far. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6118 on: November 08, 2015, 11:39:45 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: partzman on November 05, 2015, 06:08:33 PM 

I have attached a paper below showing the data for a variation on the coil design used in 

the previously disclosed passive device which I will refer to as the Passive Power Device 

or PPD. This will undoubtedly raise questions for some but should also supply answers to 

others. 

 

partzman 

 

Is this the circuit you are working with Partzman ?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6119 on: November 08, 2015, 11:41:46 AM » 

 Quote  



Below is a picture of the !just finished! larger inner secondary inductor. 

Very low on inductance as it sit's-just .12mH 

 

Will see what happens when i encase it with the outer core material. 

 

 Inner core dimentions V3.JPG (74.23 kB, 980x735 - viewed 246 times.) 

Logged  

tinman  



 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6131 on: November 09, 2015, 12:32:30 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on November 08, 2015, 06:13:32 PM 

Partzman, 

 

I as well found that low value surprisnig.  It sure "looks" like a lot more than 120uH.  

 

I had noticed in some of Tinman's sweep tests that his xfmr seemed to saturate at fairly 

low amplitude levels when the applied frequency was 500Hz or less (i.e., the observed 

non-linearity). 

 

I do not know what Tinman's L meter uses for a test frequency, some use 100Hz.  If I 

were him, I'd scope across the L meter leads while testing to check what frequency the 

meter is using and see what the waveform looks like. 

 

Although I am not sure how non-linearities might affect his meter's accuracy, I think it 

would be wise to verify that low inductance using an alternate method.  Connecting the 

toroid in a voltage divider with a known resistance and applied frequency (or resonating 

with a cap), for example, might at least confirm that 120uH is "in the ballpark". 

 

PW 

 

I did not press this core as i did with the other one,as i dont have the steel molds made up 

for this size. I just rammed the core material into the plastic mold with a drift and hammer. I 

dont think this core is so good,but it's made now,and will be a good testing point if anything. 

If results are bad,then we know a high perm core is required for the inner core. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6139 on: November 10, 2015, 02:19:51 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: minnie on November 10, 2015, 09:36:26 AM 

 

  Junkie, 

          your last post aroused my curiosity regarding numbers. 

 I don't know about Pi, gravityblock went there at one time saying 

 it should be 4,I think. 

   Anyways it turns out that some of the most accurate measurement 

 are to do with electrons. 

   The electron has 0.000548579909067 of an atomic mass unit. 

 Also the magnetic moment is known to something like 12places. 

   Surely knowing these sort of facts should help in getting the 

 partnered output coils up and running. 

 

Quote 

The electron has 0.000548579909067 of an atomic mass unit. 

 

MH says we need only go to the second decimal. 

So the electron has 0.00 of an atomic mass unit--there for it is non existent.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6153 on: November 12, 2015, 11:00:29 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 12, 2015, 09:01:14 AM 

On something I have shared before but no one seems to have alluded to any replications 

or even study of any kind, the Jensen UDT? 

 

Has anyone looked at this device at all here? For there is nothing I can do to help if one 

does not choose to help themselves! 

 

Tinman, perhaps some thoughts on this device from you if you have time? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Yes 

Only when you center tap the two windings,will you get any power. There will be no power 

output available from the end of the two windings,as one cancels  out the other due to the 

winding directions of the two !search! coils.  

 

 odd transformer 1..JPG (12.53 kB, 318x352 - viewed 406 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6155 on: November 13, 2015, 12:07:29 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: tinman on November 12, 2015, 11:00:29 AM 

Yes 

Only when you center tap the two windings,will you get any power. There will be no 

power output available from the end of the two windings,as one cancels  out the other 

due to the winding directions of the two !search! coils. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6156 on: November 13, 2015, 12:07:49 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 12, 2015, 10:37:04 PM 

 

 

Sorry Tinman, this is not correct! 

 

Look again from a Magnetic Field point of view and look at how the Magnetic Fields 

Interact together! I can promise you that an EMF is generated in a perfectly normal 

fashion! 



 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Lets just say that we are going through the half cycle that produces the magnetic fields from 

the primary as depicted below. If A is say ten turns clockwise,and B is ten turns 

anticlockwise,then no EFM is produced across A B. I do have the core to build this very 

transformer-if you would like me to build it and show you. You stipulate the turn ratio's for 

primary and the two secondaries,and i will build it and test it. 

 

 odd transformer 1.1.JPG (14.39 kB, 318x352 - viewed 310 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6159 on: November 13, 2015, 12:30:54 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: seychelles on November 13, 2015, 12:26:01 AM 

The way i see it the A-B COIL IS THE PRIMARY AND THE OTHER COIL IS THE 

SECONDARY  

PICK UP COIL. 

 

It clearly show's that the bottom center coil is marked as primary. 

If the A B coils were the primary,then yes,an EMF would be produced in the single center 

coil(marked as the primary)coil. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6160 on: November 13, 2015, 12:31:34 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 13, 2015, 12:23:38 AM 

 

Hi Tinman, 

 

Turns Ratio needs to be approximately 1:3 - Primary:Secondary 

 

Be careful, this setup can very easily damage your equipment!  

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Mains frequency im guessing ?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6166 on: November 13, 2015, 06:34:23 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 13, 2015, 03:42:21 AM 

Look for best result with an optimum frequency. Stay low voltage, as I said this can be 

damaging to equipment so be careful! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Well its either mains frequency with a decent power input, or from my FG, which will be very 

low power input--> as I have no high power AC generator with variable frequency output. 

 

I will be using laminated transformer core pieces from a MOT, so it will be quite large. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6168 on: November 13, 2015, 06:46:28 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Drak on November 13, 2015, 06:37:21 AM 

Can you not get a cheap audio amp from somewhere? 



 

Yea, could do if needed. But EM says the transformer loves to wreak havoc on equipment, so 

I dont really want to toast my amp. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6181 on: November 16, 2015, 02:44:35 PM » 

 Quote  

Some more secrets from the crew at EF. 

What a great deal  



 

 more secrets.JPG (45.03 kB, 537x633 - viewed 308 times.) 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #6202 on: November 20, 2015, 11:21:47 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on November 20, 2015, 03:51:12 AM 

 

 

so by default they had a real physical 'creator'  

 

then there is the math of the omniverse, which it can be argued is conscious in nature or 

not anyone can argue for or against.  

 

humans should focus on: 

 

1. creating their own energy  

2. growing their own food. 

3. creating a decentralized network.  

 

if not they can ponder about 'god' in a much less free environment ha ha.  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KooPsEE7E-Q 

 

WATCH THIS VIDEO 

 

Quote 

humans have a 'god' (in the physical) because they are an engineered race not a 

naturally evolved race. 

 

What Crap. 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  



« Reply #6203 on: November 20, 2015, 04:45:36 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: thx1138 on November 19, 2015, 06:56:26 PM 

If you think of God literally as everything that exists on all scales both seen and unseen, 

things become clearer. 

 

Science is the study of God's properties and attributes. Religion is the study of what men 

have said about God.   

 

We can say God is benevolent because everything that exists came together in such a 

manner that we exist. 

 

I saw a post recently where someone called God a "Sky Daddy" in a derisive manner yet 

he is closer to the truth than he knows since all of the elements heavier than hydrogen 

that comprise our bodies are derived from the interactions of stars "up in the sky". 

 

Quote 

God does not speak in words. God speaks in actions. 

 

Yes,we have heard all about your god's actions. 

Lets take the story of Noah for example. So !God! tells Noah to build a boat(ark) to carry two 

of each animal,his family,and a sh-t load of food for them all. Then comes the rain-40 days 

and 40 nights of it. This floods the world,and kills every living thing that is not on the ark-

correct?. 

So we are to assume that every animal,man,woman,and child on the earth at that time(other 

than those on the ark) were all a bunch of bad buggers,and your God decided to murder 

them all. Yep-sounds like a God you could love and trust. 

 

So a few questions. 

 

1-First God created Adam and Eve. Adam and Eve then had children-->then what?,where did 

the next generation come from? Did your God create a situation that required incest in order 

for the human race to grow?.. 

 

2- In all the pictures of Adam and Eve,like those in bible's-->why do Adam and Eve have 

belly button's?.  

 

3- If God created the earth 6000 years ago,whats with the dinosaur fossils that have been 

carbon dated back to millions of years ago?. 



 

 

It is good that science deals in fact and reality,where as religion is based only around faith 

that is based on a story book written thousands of years ago-then rewritten,then rewritten 

again. 

 

I believe that God was suppose to come visit in the year 2000-->did he miss the bus?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6206 on: November 21, 2015, 03:52:37 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on November 20, 2015, 08:04:07 PM 

so you disagree that 'magnetics' and 'gravity' are two 'flavours' (interpretations) of a 

unified field ? 

 

also you disagree that humans should. 

 

1. create their own energy 

2. grow their own food. 

3. create a decentralized network. 

 

?? 

 

forget about the origins of humans for the moment. 

 

This is what i was calling crap 

humans have a 'god' (in the physical) because they are an engineered race not a naturally 

evolved race. 

 



Humans evolved-science has proven that. 

 

Ask your self this-If there was a god that created man and woman-Adam and Eve,then where 

or how did all the different nationalities come about?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6207 on: November 21, 2015, 03:54:36 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on November 20, 2015, 08:04:07 PM 

so you disagree that 'magnetics' and 'gravity' are two 'flavours' (interpretations) of a 

unified field ? 

 

also you disagree that humans should. 

 

1. create their own energy 

2. grow their own food. 

3. create a decentralized network. 

 

?? 

 

forget about the origins of humans for the moment. 

 

1-energy cannot be created 

2- we already grow our own food 

3-do we have a centralized network now?-if so,what is it?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6249 on: November 29, 2015, 05:59:25 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 29, 2015, 03:35:06 AM 

Post removed. Copyright content issue. 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

EMJ 

 

You do not have to remove things that relate to something that has a copyright on it. The 

only thing copyright dose is prevent you from making and profiting from that copyright 

product. This includes the likes of video's and books-these you cannot post in an open forum. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6253 on: November 29, 2015, 02:26:52 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 29, 2015, 07:32:39 AM 

 

Will do you a deal Tinman - I will share some more data. How about you make it so that 



others out there get a bit more info on the RT? 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

No deal EMJ. 

It was clearly stated and agreed to that i would share only measurements taken as 

instructed-which i did. I also have given out more than i was going to. I need to go about the 

RT in a different way,as the first try didnt go so well. But it will be back,although not quite in 

the same form. There was a solid state version under way,but that came to an abrupt 

end,and i do have people trying to figure out where to go from that point. Thats about as far 

as i can go into it ATM. The problem with the RT is the noise and the brushes only lasting 

about 5 weeks. So there is two options--1,we try and design a brushless model,or 2-we go 

solid state. Either way,there is not a lot i can do at the moment. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6286 on: December 02, 2015, 01:17:07 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on December 02, 2015, 12:47:38 AM 

Tinman is this you: 

 

Part One: The rotary transformer V3 

Part Two: RTv3 ground loop isolation test 

Part Three: RTv3 Pin Pout test 4 

 

Your videos, but maybe a repost of your videos by someone else? 

 

   Chris Sykes 



       hyiq.org 

 

 

Yes they are my video's,and no-that is not me. 

Quote 

How sad is this: Just as a Good little CIA GOON Would act!!! 

 

TK and others acted no different than i probably would have,had i been on the viewing end 

rather than the production end. As i had verification of the measurements taken by those 

that are far better versed in power measurements than myself,then i need not question 

my  measurements any longer. 

 

People are going to believe what they are programmed to believe Chris,and attack that which 

dose not fall within that boundary of belief--thats just human nature. 

The funny thing is,that some of those very same people also believe that the TPU is for 

real,even though it go's against all that of what they believe in. 

It's funny how things work some times. 

 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6288 on: December 02, 2015, 01:42:46 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on December 02, 2015, 01:26:41 AM 

TPU? 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5Lgkl2EEsVk 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6294 on: December 02, 2015, 02:45:26 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on December 02, 2015, 02:10:53 AM 

 

Electricity is NOT "Generated"!!! 

 

 

 

Really, believe what you want, but if its Ignorance that guides you, or worse Arrogance, 

then the world is doomed! 

 

A Machine that simulates the right parameters for Charge Separation is doing the Exact 

Same job that ANY Electrical "Generator" does and if you believe in them, then the later 

has to follow! Period! 

 

I don't see what the difficulty is here!!! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

Electricity is the accumulation of Charge that is "Separated" and it is the Lorentz Force 

that does it! + to one Terminal and - to the other! 

 

Is that  correct ?. A capacitor always has charge-it never loses it's charge. To gain work from 

a capacitor,we must create an imbalance of that charge. It is that imbalance that has the 

potential to do work,not the charge within the capacitor,as the charge always remains the 



same within that capacitor. But now that charge has no potential difference,and so cannot 

flow,but the charge is still separated,only now there is an even amount on each plate. 

 

Is it possible to design a capacitor where an imbalance of charge can exist even after that 

capacitors potential difference is depleted by way of a resistive load placed across it?. 

 

I believe that i can take a capacitor and modify it so as a potential difference can be created 

across that capacitor using nothing but the charge that already exist in that capacitor. What 

im saying is,i believe it possible to start with a capacitor that has 0 volts across it,and end up 

with a voltage across it using nothing but the charge stored within it.  

Would this be free energy?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6301 on: December 02, 2015, 07:52:15 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on December 02, 2015, 04:23:04 AM 

Digital, Not sure I misinterpreted Tinman's post or not. Maybe Tinman can say if this is 

the case? 

 

I agree, Energy is everywhere, in the Aetheric Disbursement, all through out all Space. 

Floyd Sweet said: 

 

Once these paragraphs are grasped, it is amazing to see what is actually being said 

here! The Universe's Fuel is Endless! Its Electromagnetic in Nature. It can be Tapped by 

Polarising the Energy or Quanta into a Coherent State! 

 

What is this Coherent State, how does this work? 

 

The Aetheric Tornado! The Magnetic Field, Quanta that is Polarised! 



 

All this, at any point in the Universe! Now WOW! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Everything has a helical motion,and that includes power. Yes,your scope is showing you a 2 

dimensional picture of a 3 dimensional wave. A stand alone generator or the output of an 

isolation transformer would show you a double helix when referenced to a single point of 

view. Even your DNA strand is a double helix-->everything has a helical motion--this is why 

the earth cannot orbit the sun. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6303 on: December 02, 2015, 08:30:27 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on December 02, 2015, 06:41:17 AM 

 

 

 

 

on a more amusing note - it sounds like Tinman was talking about a 'FLux 

Capacitor'  sci-fi and reality clashing here ! 

 

 

http://www.thinkgeek.com/product/1dbd/ 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6306 on: December 02, 2015, 08:37:49 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on December 02, 2015, 03:01:49 AM 

 

Tinman, I think you already answered your own question. 

 

Take a Capacitor, Charge it - Positive Charge will accumulate on one Plate and Negative 

on the other. 

 

Discharge it quickly into something, measure the Voltage across the Capacitor 

 

Sit the capacitor on the bench, not connected to anything. 

 

After 10 minutes Measure the Charge again... Yep it will regain some Charge. Just a little 

bit. 

 

A Capacitor has Capacity! Capacity to hold Charge. 

 

So yes, the Terminal's of an Electrical "Generator" have a Charge Potential Difference 

between them. This is Induction, no matter what the design of the "Generator" as long 

as the requirements of Charge Separation are met. One could say the "Generator" has 

its own Capacity! Normally rated in Watts or Kilowatts. The coulombs per second, 1 Watt 

is 1 coulomb per second, 1 Farad is 1 coulomb per second - I hope I got that bit right! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

1 farad can store 1 coulomb of charge at 1 volt. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6311 on: December 02, 2015, 02:32:22 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on December 02, 2015, 08:30:29 AM 

And yet... the people who believe, and calculate, that the Earth _does_ orbit the sun are 

able to land robot spacecraft on other planets and moons many many millions of miles 

away after years of travel along complicated paths, even sending photographs back from 

Pluto... they can calculate where those moons and planets will be many years in advance 

and can navigate their remote-controlled vessels to just those places and times.  

 

Meanwhile the folks that don't believe the Earth orbits the sun are doing.... what, 

exactly? 

 

 

Relativity, and the choice of an appropriate frame of reference for the task at hand, are 

important. 

 

Who said they use orbital calculations ?. Have you worked at NASA?. You are confusing 

planet positions with orbital calculations. 

Take a tennis ball in one hand(the sun),and take a golf ball in the other hand(the earth). 

Now,while walking across the backyard (space)hold the tennis ball(our sun) up in the air,and 

then take the golf ball(our earth),and rotate that around the tennis ball while you are walking 

across the back yard. Then draw the path the golf ball took--do you come up with an orbital 

path,or do you come up with a helical path?. 

 

The fact is,you cannot orbit a moving body,and our sun is moving through space. The only 

path the earth and other planets take in relation to the sun is  a helical path. Space craft 

trajectories are based around planet position to the sun,gravitational forces,ETC,-not around 

there orbital path in relation to the sun. 

 

Watch the video below,and then you'll be full bottles on our path through our galaxy   



 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C4V-ooITrws 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6317 on: December 03, 2015, 01:16:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: TinselKoala on December 02, 2015, 11:57:03 PM 

 

Quote 

And I'm an amateur astronomer, with a telescope mount that can find and track objects 

in the sky based on _orbital dynamics_. 

 

As am i. I too have a go to/ tracking scope(4 inch),and a dob 10 inch. 

Quote 

No, I'm not the one who is confused. Planet positions are indeed calculated from orbital 

dynamics. No, I don't work at NASA but I know people who do and am in frequent 

contact with some of them. In fact I got started in this field while working _for_ a senior 

scientist at NASA Ames.   

Yes, it is perfectly clear that if you adopt some reference frame that is somehow 

stationary with respect to the entire solar system's movement through galactic space, 

the paths of the planets, etc. will describe a helix _as seen from that arbitrary stationary 

reference point_. So what? 

 

So what  

If you want to know the motion of celestial objects through space,then the correct view point 

is from a fixed point in space-not aboard one of those celestial objects that is moving along 

with the rest of them. Being an amateur astronomer,this is something i thought you would 

know. 



Quote 

Sometimes I think you just enjoy doing the wind-up, even though there are myriad 

demonstrations all around you that show that you are actually wrong, and the real 

scientists who deal in such matters every day with success would just laugh at you. 

 

There is no proof what so ever that shows that i am wrong when i say the earth dose not 

orbit the sun. What there is,is proof in the very science you love,that says i am correct. The 

fact remains-you !!cannot!! orbit a moving body,where as that orbit is taught and shown that 

the earth will rotate around our sun,complete 1 orbit per year,and end up back where it 

started. The same applies to the moon in relation to the earth. 

Quote 

There are literally thousands of satellites up there that are placed in orbits around the 

Earth by people who understand orbital dynamics and who would just shake their heads 

and laugh at your misconceptions. 

 

And how are they misconceptions TK. Are you really saying that we just complete a full circle 

around the sun every year,and we end up right back where we started from?. The only 

misconception here is what we are taught in school about the orbits of the planets around the 

sun. Do you really think that the path of those satellites is an orbital path around the earth?. 

Are you one that would try and measure(say by radar gun) the speed a ball is traveling while 

in a vehicle that is traveling down the road-from within the vehicle it self? Those that 

understand orbital dynamics do nothing more than just measure the speed the vehicle is 

traveling to obtain the speed the ball is traveling. I guess sometimes they just dont get it 

right,where many times we see satellites falling into a decaying orbit,and come crashing back 

down to earth,or shooting off into the neva neva. 

 

Quote 

   "Not even wrong" is the phrase that applies here, since you are right about your 

helixes but are wrong that that idea is particularly useful or that it supplants the 

conventional idea of orbits. You are choosing to focus on one arbitrary reference frame 

that is less useful and more complicated than the reference frame that is more 

commonly used, and is more useful, for actual things like navigation of spacecraft, 

descriptions of planetary positions and so on. And I think you are doing it just for the 

sake of argument, since you surely know the facts of the matter. 

 

So we should just stick to the-!!near enough is good enough! ,rather than use what we know 

to be true.   

Quote 



Like this claim that pi has some other value than 3.14159.... etc. It's just a silly windup, 

unsupported by actual data from the real world and refuted by devices and systems that 

are in daily use all around you. Like the internet itself, and the computer you are using 

to read this post, and the machines that built the tiny components within it for 

examples. 

 

Sounds much like the magnetic force syndrome to me. We know how to use magnetic fields 

so as they work how we want them to work in all our electronic product's,so why the hell do 

we need to know what the magnetic force actually is. This is a !go no where! attitude TK,and 

leeds you up a circular garden path,where you really end up going back to where you started-

->oh look,and orbit lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6321 on: December 03, 2015, 03:42:33 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: MileHigh on December 03, 2015, 02:18:23 AM 

This forum becomes a tragicomedy when people actually propose a new value for Pi and 

they say it with a straight face.  The people that just lurk and are not members and just 

come for the comedy value are getting their worth here. 

 

Numbers and time are a man made thing that inaccurately try to align with the mathematics 

of the universe. 

365,365,365-->oop's,falling behind,366 *** 365,365,365,   

 

I am so amazed that those here that insist on being accurate with measurements,are the 

very same people that refuse to move from the inaccuracies of years gone past. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6325 on: December 03, 2015, 02:30:08 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on December 03, 2015, 06:10:00 AM 

Tesla made the discover of the rotating magnetic field - and he prized it as one of his 

most greatest discovery.  

 

'Tesla’s career as an inventor began early; while working at the Central 

Telegraph Office in Budapest, at the age of just 26, he is reported to have first 

sketched out the principles for a rotating magnetic field — an important idea 

still used in many electromechanical devices. This major achievement laid the 

groundwork for many of his future inventions, including the alternating current 

motor and ultimately led him to New York City in 1884, lured by Thomas Edison 

and his groundbreaking engineering factory, Edison Machine Works.' 

 

http://www.livescience.com/45950-nikola-tesla-biography.html 

 

so you know, who really created the dynamo? sure it moves in this case but as Tinman 

and others have discovered does something have to move thus so that we see it with 

our eyes to disrupt a field?  

 

i'm going to patent this flux cap (once i get some ceramic capacitors)  

 

because i want to be rich with money like Tesla was !!!1 

 

(and everyone else on this planet that has made such discoveries !!1)  

 

surely the path to 'riches' lies in inventing a 'free energy' device and not with 

performing a shitty pop song or playing in a mediocre reality TV show! 



 

Funny thing is,every time you charge or discharge a plate wound capacitor,you create a 

magnetic flux. So in all reality,we have had flux capacitors for many years  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6326 on: December 03, 2015, 02:31:09 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on December 03, 2015, 06:22:08 AM 

Tinman and others here is a powered amplifier you can buy for 6~ dollars : 

 

(if you need or are inclined to amplify any signals in or out)  

 

http://www.gearbest.com/development-boards/pp_69329.html 

 

i have purchased from this site they are reliable as far as i can tell, although i obviously 

advise using a 'load and go card' which you can purchase for next to nothing at any post 

office. 

 

ive also recently purchased parts from 'aliexpress' : 

 

http://www.aliexpress.com/ 

 

 

they have been delivered and are reasonable to high quality : 

 

including : 

 

dc to dc converters 

 



feq generating chips based off a 555 

 

bulk 555 chips. 

 

various components.  

 

the ONLY thing they seem to be 'lacking' is in the price of you know......... 

supercapacitors it's liek they've all been told not to sell them or some crazy internet 

conspiracy like that !  

 

: D 

 

Cheers for the info Digi 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6328 on: December 03, 2015, 03:01:27 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: verpies on December 03, 2015, 02:42:55 PM 

No, they can just adjust the value of another constant by 19% and still use 3.14 as the 

value of geometrical Pi in inertial equations. 

 

What  

More adjustments to make the absolute (3.14) work  

 

Im so glad that they have everything nailed  

 

I have to say,i love the way things are looking in regards to our accurate science and math. 

 

Just throw in another day each 4 years,so everything lines back up 



Just change the value of some other constant so as pi works out there lol. 

 

If you have to change the value of a constant,then it is no longer a constant.  

 

WT- is going on here  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6377 on: December 05, 2015, 11:40:48 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on December 05, 2015, 09:50:47 AM 

 

@Digital: 

 

I could not agree more!!! Some people here on the forums are deliberately trying to stop 

this! The Future!!! They are Paid Shill, the filth of the deepest pits of the darkest slushy 

Orifices of Lucifer! CIA TROLLS, Paid Shill, Human Filth!!! 

 

Its actually very easy to spot them!  

 

They are always the loudest when someone gets close, the ones that always try to 

discredit, to misinform, the ones that lead people astray, distract and distort facts. 

Always shooting down others!!! I am sure, right now the readers have at least 5 or 6 

names in mind! 

 

Usually the ones with a reasonable knowledge but never ever use it for the cause! 

Always happy to never progress!!! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 



 

P.S: Saw your edit on the VAC Motor part. Tinman, although has shared a lot, is holding 

a small secret to his chest. So I would suggest, be as open as you can when starting the 

experiments on this, if this is what you want to do. It clearly works as was shown! Its 

just a case of figuring out the little secret... 

There is nothing wron with this, I am doing it also. To protect myself. After all look at what 

happened when I posted the Meyer Circuit!!! WOW What a LOONY Farm that turned out to 

be! 

 

 

Here is my bucking field HHO circuit--simple as. 

Oh,and you also get 240 volts to run lights  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ZyW4dR4cUQM 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6383 on: December 05, 2015, 05:12:53 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: digitalindustry on December 05, 2015, 04:59:33 PM 

ha very impressive - 

 

am i correct in assuming that when the spark fires (as in a 'Don smith' system ) this is 

causing the field to collapse on the coil. 

 

this causing the high voltage field collapse spikes? 

 

see attached: 

 

have you thought about 'standing waves' based on the shape i have included?  could it 



be the case that at a resonate frequency that each side of that shape could cause a 

'standing wave' which would vector inwards and produce a lot of effects?  

 

i'm not up to experimenting with this as of yet, you seem to cover a lot of broad ground 

great work.  

 

also you have to admit it's just a great shape !  

 

: D 

 

edit i'm meaning for the pipe design obviously , but it would be much harder to make 

than a circle pipe i guess (but still worth experimenting with later maybe)  

 

* i have no 'hidden knowledge' that i'm aware of (technically)  i'm just thinking out loud. 

 

No. When an arc forms across the spark gap,it shorts the secondary/capacitor circuit. this 

creates a very strong magnetic field in and around the transformer core,and thus gives the 

primary a big kick in the ass so to speak. 

 

Have you ever played around with coil shorting circuit's?,if so,then you should know how this 

is working. The ark(spark) is nothing more than a path for the current to flow through. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6399 on: December 07, 2015, 12:29:15 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on December 06, 2015, 03:00:24 AM 

 

@Tinman, you up for a little topic changer? 

 



@All - I made a statement a few posts back, and have made it many times in the past. 

Maybe no one quite understands it? 

. 

 

Ok, so lets talk about this? Lets start asking questions, see why this is important!!! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

What topic changer? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6609 on: February 02, 2016, 05:23:29 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on February 02, 2016, 05:00:45 AM 

 

Hi DreamThinkBuild, 

 

Appologies for the late reply, I have been busy. 

 

Exactly! A Force is only good doing what it does if it is left alone!  

 

Introduce any counter balance, any offset to the force, and the orriginal force will 

experience a changed local Minima or Maxima of Equilibrium and thus Interactions with 

this force will change. This is the same as in the above Superposition example! See: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hQgpiveFy_I 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 



 

If a force is not acting upon something, then it is not a force. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6611 on: February 02, 2016, 09:37:57 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on February 02, 2016, 06:18:14 AM 

 

Brad, not sure I agree with that. 

 

A Magnetic Field is a Force, it can exist with no observable Interactions on any other 

Force or Object. Put it into an Electric Motor and add another Magnetic Field in 

Opposition, then we get Mechanical Torque. 

 

A Force is defined on Wikipedia: 

 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

As i  said-a force is not a force until it acts upon another object/mass. 

 

Wiki-:In physics, a force is any interaction that, when unopposed, will change the motion of 

an object. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6754 on: April 12, 2016, 02:46:58 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 12, 2016, 01:47:58 PM 

Chet, did you research and spend any time looking into what Steven Mark said: 

 

 

It doesn’t matter, you, PW and others here, will do your utmost to destroy any and all 

demonstrations shown! 

 

At all costs!!! 

 

Even if you are lying blatantly!!! 

 

You blokes have done it before, on many occasions.  

 

 

You people are Haters of all things! Chronic Critics, the term for this is: "Carpium 

Chronicus"  

 

You will tear down the walls around you, destroy any and all hope of a fair 

demonstration - So, you, and others here will never see my work, beyond what I have 

already shown. 

 

I will however have another demonstration coming soon, on My Private Forum. Not of 

my latest stuff, but of a practical, easy to visualise what’s going on device. 

 

 



   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

You did it to Tinman when he was showing his Rotary Transformer, thus it’s this reason 

he took it all down and did not show it again! 

 

Chris 

 

Chet had nothing to do with the RT being pulled from !this! forum. 

Chet actually felt the brunt of what happened right along with me. He knows the full 

story,and he felt the power that !!the others!! had,and just how far around the world they 

could work there !!magic!!. 

 

The RT is !!for now!! dead,as far as anyone here is concerned --there is nothing i can do 

about that ATM. But it was through no one's fault here(or the other place) that the RT was 

pulled. 

 

I really wish people would pay attention to my !other! experiments for the time being. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6800 on: April 14, 2016, 05:02:08 PM » 

 Quote  

 author=EMJunkie link=topic=15395.msg480507#msg480507 date=1460530559] 

 

 



 

 

Quote 

1: Tinman has nothing to do with the debate. 

 

Actually i do Chris,as it was me that asked the question(that was aimed toward minnie ,after 

his comment toward me). My answer was /is the same as TK's,and i stand by it. 

Quote 

TK is still wrong in his statement: 

 

TKs given answer is correct. 

Quote 

PW - You are still wrong. 

 

I doubt that very much Chris. 

Quote 

Faradays Law does not PREDICT an angle of 90 Degrees, nor does it PREDICT Voltage 

to Current Phase Angles of any kind 

 

It dose that exactly when there is no current flowing through the secondary coil. 

Quote 

Faraday's Law is entirely dependant on, and would not be valid without, the relationship 

of Electric to Magnetic Fields. You are so wrong!!! and will not admit it! 

 

And the inverse is true,where it predicts changing magnetic fields giving rise to an EMF 

across an inductor. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6819 on: April 15, 2016, 07:15:40 AM » 

 Quote  

Chris 

 

Maybe the easy way to solve this ,is for you to post Faraday  law of induction here-the one 

that state what will a changing magnetic field induce across a conductor or coil 

 

 

Brad. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6826 on: April 16, 2016, 11:38:56 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 15, 2016, 04:14:53 AM 

 

 

Re-Post: 

 

 

Still Silence!!!! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 



 

In all of this,it !is! funny how Faradays own faraday disc generator/motor dose not comply 

with his own law of induction lol. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6828 on: April 16, 2016, 12:48:55 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Erfinder on April 16, 2016, 11:52:19 AM 

 

What his apparatus show is that his perspective is not the same as those who practice 

his law today.  Who other than the man himself is qualified to state unequivocally that 

the law which bears his name is or isn't applicable to his apparatus? 

 

 

Regards 

 

Indeed 

 

How man can shape things through time to exclude his misunderstandings. These !!laws!! 

that must be made to our understanding,so as we understand that of which we do not know. 

 

                                               The Magnetic Field. 

 

 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6834 on: April 16, 2016, 06:04:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Dave45 on April 16, 2016, 05:51:42 PM 

How can we tie into the earths magnetic field,  

If there are field lines they would have an order a geometry, that geometry is evident in 

nature. 

 

There are no field line's--the road is flat/smooth-no corrugations. 

An endless flow of charged particles is what i believe the magnetic field to be.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6852 on: April 17, 2016, 12:11:44 PM » 

 Quote  



And it on  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0EBUyUMmh_k 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6862 on: April 17, 2016, 02:00:55 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Erfinder on April 17, 2016, 01:34:32 PM 

 

My intention is not to belittle you....my intention is not to challenge you, nor question 

what you claim to have....I simply called your claim into question.  I will not engage in a 

pissing contest with you.  I know what I have, and like you, am proud of it.  I have 

nothing to gain from a soap opera drama.   

 

 

I don't think like you, don't research like you and don't want to.  I am not looking for 

what you are looking for.  I found and am continuing to find what I am looking 

for.  What you demonstrate, I have no interest in, yet I remain and post, because I see 

the parallels between our research even if you choose not to.   

 

 

An exchange is all I am interested in, I am not here to learn from you, nor expect you to 

learn anything from me.   

 

 

I sense sarcasm in your question, I will therefore ignore it.  It's clear that my view is not 

your view.  We have so much to discuss, but from the way things are going, it's 

becoming clearer by the minute that that discussion will never take place.  That which 

sets us apart from one another is our perspective on the subjects we discuss.  I 



appreciate yours, however, because I don't throw the book at you, or bow when you 

point out an error that "you" found in someones law (I don't agree with what you 

found...neither here nor there).... I suddenly don't know what I'm talking about... you 

giggle, and post another chart.....hardware is where its at....I thought you were about 

hardware...fuck beating Lenz, you "were" talking about the damn Vaccum Triode..... I 

am wasting my time, you don't want to discuss the good stuff, you insist folk replicate 

stuff that has not and will not lead them to that which caught my attention, namely, self 

oscillation, it's literally painful to watch. 

 

 

Regards 

 

Quote 

I sense sarcasm in your question 

 

Bloody Aussie's  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6905 on: April 21, 2016, 03:46:02 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 21, 2016, 12:44:40 AM 

 

 

I mean, seriously has there EVER been an Electrical "Generator" that EVER "Generated" 

a perfectly Square, Square Wave? 

 



Damn the total DUMBNESS and Arrogance of some people!!! 

 

Even the old DC "Generators" had Ripple that was Half AC Sine Based. Electromagnetic 

Induction's First Rule, Time Rate of Change... NOT Flip Flop!!! 

 

Do the dam research, stop fooling yourself with Pig Headed Fairy Tale Science!!! 

 

Like I told you Erfinder, I have no desire to exchange with you. Youre off chasing 

Rainbows and Leprechauns, and funny little Men in Green Suits with Top Hats. Oh thats 

right, Leprechauns. 

 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

I have a DC generator that puts out straight DC--no ripple,and no smoothing cap's either. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6906 on: April 21, 2016, 03:49:07 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 21, 2016, 03:19:37 AM 

 

I can tolerate Ignorance and the Will to Learn - I can not tolerate Ignorance and 

Arogance filled with Stupidity. 

 

The Couch, with Pizza and Potato Chips is where Fat Dumb and Silly belong - Not here! 



 

Science is Real, some bloke making up a bunch of Malarky BS, Harry Potter Science, at 

home while High on Methamphetamine and trying to impress people with his Malarky BS, 

Harry Potter Science is NOT!!! 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

LMAO 

 

Sorry Erfinder--but that was funny.  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6907 on: April 21, 2016, 03:53:30 PM » 

 Quote  

@EMJ 

 

Be open minded my friend 

I have seen said generator producing said perfect rectangular output waves. 

 

@ Erfinder 

You should show that again--that was really cool. 

Do you still have it?. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6911 on: April 21, 2016, 05:00:22 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: Erfinder on April 21, 2016, 04:49:58 PM 

 

The purpose of posting anything would be to "show" that what is believed to be 

impossible, in reality, is very possible.  I do not present my bench for the purpose of 

dissecting my methods, my understanding or lack thereof, that is not why I am here, nor 

why I share.   

 

 

In my response to his square wave image, I linked him to the video, I guess he didn't 

watch it. 

 

 

Regards 

 

Yes,thats the one. 

I remember that from the IAEC days. 

 

DC generators that produce a steady DC output are well known-->Faraday him self  

But there is a better,more efficient way to do it . In fact,i might revisit that device. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6946 on: April 26, 2016, 03:42:14 PM » 

 Quote  

One has to wonder as to why Faraday would claim such laws that do not conform to his very 

own invention-the faraday disc generator. 

 

There need not be a magnetic field changing in time in relation to a conductor,to produce an 

EMF or current flow. 

There needs to be only motion,and a fixed reference point to that motion. 

 

 

Brad. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6956 on: April 27, 2016, 01:07:19 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 26, 2016, 11:32:00 PM 

 

@Brad - Re the different reference Frame... 

 

Why do we see no EMF from our arrangement of Magnets and Coils?  



 

Because we are all moving at the same velocity in the same direction. 

 

Sit our Magnet in Space, with no Velocity, and the Coil on our Generator passes the 

Magnet at 67,000 miles per hour... 

 

Now if we were to live on the Magnet, and the Generator passed us at 67,000 miles per 

hour, then this frame would still see the Velocity we saw before. The same value of EMF 

Would be "Generated". 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

Quote 

we learn that the earth is moving about our sun in a very nearly circular orbit. 

 

And it is this very kind of bullshit we are taught that stop's most moving forward beyond the 

point at which we are now. 

How in hell do you orbit an object in a circular orbit,when that object is moving?. Even those 

with just a basic understanding of motion between two objects could work out that that is 

crap-->the earth dose not move around the sun in a circular orbit--not even close. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0jHsq36_NTU 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6963 on: April 27, 2016, 06:14:44 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: picowatt on April 27, 2016, 03:45:55 AM 

The tips of a spinning airplane propeller, in concert with the airplane's forward motion, 

also trace out two helices, yet the tips of the propellers always orbit the same central 

point, and in the same geometric plane relative to the engine/spinner...  

 

But it is good to know that there are some really smart scientists out there that are able 

to detect, measure and map out our solar system's motion through space.  Were it not 

for those very intelligent scientists, using their very well engineered and advanced 

technology and optics, we would not be aware of any of it. 

 

If you were you to read some "real" science related publications, I believe you would find 

that science, in general, is very far advanced beyond the cynical portrait you tend to 

paint. 

 

Perhaps  some of these very smart scientists with there advanced technologies could answer 

a couple of simple questions then 

1-what is gravity 

2-what is the magnetic force?. 

 

Science has a long way to go before it is smart. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6965 on: April 27, 2016, 11:05:31 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 27, 2016, 07:44:48 AM 

 

 



Thanks Wistiti  

 

 

 

@Brad -  

 

I will have a stab: 

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

Well first problem is--an aether is yet to be proven,and all tests have shown negative results 

of the existance of an aether. Einstein removed the aether theory,and it no longer played any 

role in his theory of special relativity. 

Quote 

Magnetic Field is an Aetherial Vortex,  

created by Current Flow

. 

 

As the flow of current generates heat,where is the heat generated by this current flow?--we 

are talking PMs here. 

Quote 

The Aether is all the fundamental particles, all bought into NON Ramdom Order by the 

Order of the Spins of the Atoms in Alignment. 

 

Once again,the existance of this !aether! is yet to be proven--can you prove it's existance?. 

Quote 

Gravity is a Wave, formed in the Aether. 

 

A theory base on the !theorized,yet to be proven! existence of this aether. 

Quote 



Hows that, does this satisfy your question? Not sure its complete or correct, but this is 

how I see them as of today. 

 

It dose not satisfy my question in any way. 

Your theories are based around this !aether!,which so far dose not seem to exist. 

Quote 

What do you think they are? 

 

Gravity. 

Why dose the gravitational force have to be something complicated?. 

Why not something simple?. Everything that has mass has a gravitational force/pull,where it 

is attracted to another mass. What dose all mass have?-or what is all mass made of?. 

 

The magnetic force/field. 

Even though i have answered this question many times already here on this forum,why not 

use the power of deduction as i did. 

1-What do all Ferromagnetic materials have that diamagnetic materials do not? 

2-Why is a PM attracted to a Ferromagnetic material,and repelled away from a diamagnetic 

material.? 

 

Answer question 1,and you will start to see where it can lead. 

 

The biggest problem with the magnetic field is this--> There are very few who wish to know 

what the magnetic field/force actually is,as there more interested in how they can use it. 

But consider this-->what if we could construct a material that could be switched from being 

Ferromagnetic to paramagnetic by using an extremely small amount of electrical current,say 

like with the human muscle,where a very small electrical impulse can lead to a huge change 

between being relaxed,to being able to lift a weight of say 20KGs 1 meter in 1 second. 

 

You may think that some crackpot on an OU forum will never discover what scientist cannot. 

Well history says that it is very possible. You need only to look at and answer question 1,and 

then you will stand back,and begin to piece it altogether-question 2  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6968 on: April 27, 2016, 04:14:28 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: seychelles on April 27, 2016, 02:25:40 PM 

FOR example when an electromagnet is electrically powered up it spin pushed ether 

outwards in one direction and when the power is switched of ether spring back in the 

opposite spin hence bemf. a permanent magnet is pushing ether out wards constantly 

because  of it structural spin resonance..gravity is the brother of magnetism in a 

different format each atom has has the protons and electrons spinning at TWICE the 

speed of light AND THE ADDITIONS OF EACH ATOMS DOING THEIR STUFF ADDS UP TO 

GRAVITY MORE ATOMS MORE GRAVITY.. WHY IS THE ELECTRONS AND PROTONS 

TRAVELLING TWICE FASTER THAT SPEED OF LIGHT E=MC^2. 

 

All you have to do now,is provide scientific evidence that this aether exist,and at this point in 

time,it has not been detected by any science experiment. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6973 on: April 28, 2016, 11:20:36 AM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: EMJunkie on April 28, 2016, 03:35:47 AM 

I think there is one thing we can prove in all this, there is a missing component to all 

Science, "The Aether" or "Dark Matter" is required to fill gaps that we currently have. 

 

Gravity and Light Interact, both travel in a medium, it appears to us as if Light sees a 

Resistance, thus the speed of light appears to be fixed to us. 

 

Or could it be that the very Gravitational  Field we are bathed in, is setting the Light 

Speed Constant, for our Observation? 

 

Gravity Waves, mentioned above travel in a Medium, Light travels in a Medium, this 

medium is clearly present, currently we call it Space, but it could be much more than 

that! 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

Light.gravity,and magnetic fields all act on one another. 

What can we learn from this? 

 

And what about my question 1 in my previous post? 

 

 

Brad 
Logged  

tinman  

 Hero Member  

  

 Posts: 4518  

  

o  

o  

 
Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6977 on: April 28, 2016, 01:55:51 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 28, 2016, 01:01:41 PM 



 

Have been pondering on that. 

 

Only Thing I can think of is Spin Up/Spin Down. 

 

Electron Spin - Diamagnetic vs Paramagnetic & Ferromagnetic Stuff but I am not 

sure this is what you were talking about? 

 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

No 

Forget all that bullshit--pointing arrows,and flow spin direction crap around PMs-they guy has 

no idea what he is talking about--or anyone else that thinks that crap is right. 

 

Lets try paramagnetic electrons,and diamagnetic electrons. 

What is the difference between the two?. 

 

What could attract one,but repel the other?--and dont say magnetic field lol. 

Why dose a magnetic field exert a force on light?--is that force a repelling force,or an 

attracting force?-->will light be pushed away from- or draw to a magnetic field ?. 

What is all this adding up to? 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6980 on: April 28, 2016, 02:37:38 PM » 

 Quote  



Quote from: EMJunkie on April 28, 2016, 02:10:25 PM 

 

Hey Brad, 

 

Well we have Spin Up +1/2 and Spin Down -1/2. 

 

Like Lenz's Law, we see the Spin in the direction of the Sign. 

 

So Diamegnetic Objects have spin in the other direction, Spin Down, this is the High 

Energy State. 

 

But, again, this is not what youre looking for, I see youre looking for something else... 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

Yes Chris 

Looking for something else. 

But not to worry,some one will pay attention sooner or later. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6983 on: April 28, 2016, 04:11:45 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 28, 2016, 03:03:29 PM 

 

 



Paired vs Un-Paired Electrons? 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

Ah ha   

Paired and unpaired electrons in Atoms. 

Diamagnetic atoms repel magnetic fields. 

Paramagnetic Atoms are attracted to magnetic fields. 

 

Now we are getting some where. 

What(and i do not mean the generic term- magnetic field)will push against(repel) a 

diamagnetic Atom? 

And what (and i do not mean the generic term- magnetic field) will attract a Paramagnetic 

Atom? 

 

This is where we dismiss that rubbish shown in the video you posted a couple of post back,as 

!both! end's of the magnet act upon the diamagnetic and paramagnetic Atom in the same 

way. 

If this spin theory was correct,then each end of the magnet would have the opposite effect 

against that Atom. Here lies the problem--we(well most) believe in only two charge states--

>negative charge,and positive charge,and where a  
neutral charge

 is an even amount of both charge states. 

 

So now a bit of research for you. 

Find out what charge state the paramagnetic Atom is,and what charge state the diamagnetic 

Atom is. 

 

 

If you are happy to discuss/discover this here on your thread,we will continue. If not,we can 

open a new thread on the magnetic charge--i mean field/force.   
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6990 on: April 29, 2016, 01:30:07 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 28, 2016, 10:38:47 PM 

 

 

Hey Brad - Yes happy to discuss, its a valid and sensible topic. 

 

When you say: 

 

 

Havent I already done this?  

 

Paramagnetic: 

   Possessing Un-Paired Electrons (E-) - In attraction to an external Magnetic Field - Spin 

+1/2 (Low Energy State) 

 

Diamagnetic: 

   Lacking Un-Paired Electrons (E-) - In repulsion to an external Magnetic Field - Spin -

1/2 (High Energy State) 

 

The actual Charge Value of the Electrons depend on: 

   1: The Element in the Periodic Table 

   2: The Orbital of that Electron 

   3: The state of the Electron 

 

E.G:  

 

Tungsten (Paramagnetic), 74 Electrons, 6 different States. 

 

Bismuth (Diamagnetic), 83 Electrons, 6 different States. 

 

However, the Formal Charge: 

 

 



    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

Do you not see a problem with the picture you posted?   
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6992 on: April 29, 2016, 01:44:16 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on April 29, 2016, 01:39:54 AM 

 

 

I see lots of room for inaccuracy's for anyone wanting to measure and count the Charges 

in the Atomic Structures. 

 

I see that the spin states and other factors define the Magnetic property of the Material 

Element. 

 

I see that many Elements are bound to Electron States and can only change is an 

external force is applied. 

 

I could go on, but I should ask you, what have you found? 

 

    Chris Sykes 

        hyiq.org 

 

The picture on the left is the very same as the picture on the right--there is no difference 



between the two. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6995 on: April 29, 2016, 12:23:42 PM » 

 Quote  

The two below--they are the same. 

 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #6997 on: April 29, 2016, 12:39:17 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on April 29, 2016, 12:31:20 PM 



And the problem is? 

 

PW 

 

Really PW ?. 

 

If they are the same,then how is one aligned with the magnetic field,and one is not?-the 

electron that is. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7000 on: April 29, 2016, 01:14:07 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on April 29, 2016, 01:08:43 PM 

Tinman, 

 

I read back thru this thread a bit and now understand your problem... 

 

In a post a page back or so, you said:  

There are no "paramagnetic" or "diamagnetic" electrons. 

 

Paramagnetism or diamagnetism is the property of a particular element (or compound), 

not of a particular electron. 

 

PW 

 

Yes,i meant to say Atom's,as i did in post 6983. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7003 on: April 29, 2016, 01:50:10 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: picowatt on April 29, 2016, 01:27:06 PM 

I stand corrected, I do not know what your quandary is... 

 

PW 

 

The point is very simple. 

To define what the magnetic force is. Once we know this,then the door is open to a new 

world. 

As i said,to many are only interested in how they can use the magnetic field,and very few are 

on a quest to define what it is. 

 

We start by finding what can produce the same effect against paramagnetic and diamagnetic 

Atom's as the magnetic field dose-perhaps a charge of sort's?. 

 

Quote from EMJ-  
So Diamegnetic Objects have spin in the other direction, Spin Down, this is the High Energy 

State. 

 

 

If we take the diagram on the left,and we use a 3 dimensional flip,we see that the two are 

exactly the same-there is no spin up or down,but one in the same. 

 

Brad 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7019 on: May 03, 2016, 02:11:59 PM » 

 Quote  

Excuse the intrusion Chris,but the time has come-im done with this clowns BS and lies. 

 



 

@ MH 

It is time for you to show that you can answer your own question about the coil and ideal 

voltage,as were all sick of hearing about how EMJ and Wattsup couldnt answer it. 

It's basic !!001!! electronics as far as your concerned,so answer the question,and show us 

that your not the fraud everyone is starting to think you are. 

We can then judge you like you have judged EMJ and Wattsup. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7028 on: May 09, 2016, 11:41:37 AM » 

 Quote  

Chris 

 

Come join us,and have another crack at it. 

 

http://overunity.com/16589/mhs-ideal-coil-and-voltage-question/msg483520/#new 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7255 on: September 01, 2016, 12:23:24 AM » 

 Quote  

 

 

 

My goal, or long term plan, was, for the next decade, not to burst out and prove 200 year old 

concepts of Science wrong, but to bring Ideas and Concepts to the table, which have already 

been of benefit to many, so as to bring a possible slow change. Thus the reason I stated: "My 

Measurements are not up for discussion" from the early days. 

 

Everyone is stubborn, everyone could learn so much from the likes of Brad (Tinman) and 

others doing some brilliant work, but whom here is willing to learn? 

 

Convention states, the ideal Transformation of Electrical Energy can be achieved by a Single 

Primary and a Single Secondary, mutually Coupled. 

 

Nowhere in any Text Book does it give any ideas or concepts to bring a Tertiary into the 

Equation, as an assistant of the Primary and Secondary. Not ever has this concept been 

bought to you, the Free Energy Community with so much data to back it up. Throughout 

history some have tried, and after a small period of time, they have given it away. Partnered 

Output Coils is based on a very old concept, Bucking Coils, very well known, just so many 

have not investigated this properly! Ever!!! Most have never ever thought to use in this way! 

 

My EE Skills are enough to get by; many here are well beyond my EE Skills. I have known 

this for many years, and known that it would not be hard to find error and single that out. I 

have tried to learn from these very knowledgeable people. It’s my thing, I always try to 

learn, I enjoy it!  

 

This is not about EE Skills however; it’s about progressing with known, proven, working 

Concepts!!! 

 

My reasons for doing what I have done will, one day, become clear! 

 

The Free Energy Community has seen more proof in the last 18 months than in the last 20 



years. Do you think this proof is just coincidental or luck? 

 

Now imagine what we could achieve if we all worked as a team, together, solid, constructive 

progress. 

 

Truth, or proof, is only something that you, the reader can view objectively from a distance, 

unless your own work is showing you what Truth really is. No amount of reading or watching 

videos can help you in your personal progression! 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

  

P.S: ION, Vortex1: Please see: A Circuit I posted well before anyone had even realised 

how this worked! Of course, friends and gentlemen! 

 

« Last Edit: September 01, 2016, 02:52:49 AM by EMJunkie »  
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7305 on: September 12, 2016, 01:03:52 PM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 12, 2016, 11:07:06 AM 

 

 

 

Well, Chet achieved his goal, it is a sad day. 

 

 



   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Please read PM Chris,and sort this before it gets way out of hand,and private information 

finds it's way to places it need not go--like Aarons army 

 

I do not want to be reading about more fucking books of secrets on RTs and partnered output 

coils 

N Money being made from others hard work,by those that wouldnt know shit from clay,but 

profit from it anyway. 

 

Not fucking happy Jan 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7315 on: September 18, 2016, 06:17:13 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on September 15, 2016, 10:13:34 AM 

 

 

 

 

In my research into the recent problems, I have found some imposters, some users 

going under several different names. Some that you would never believe me if I told you 

who they were. One is a Moderator here!!! 

 

 



These people must be unbelievably desperate!!! Paid by who?  

 

 

The extent of this is unbelievable!!! 

 

 

People that can speak perfect English, starting with posts:  “Sorry for my English”... 

Posting videos from totally different people!!! 

 

 

I warn you, the reader - "Trust NO ONE" !!! 

 

 

Some here are very much not who they would make you believe!!! I had suspected and 

expected much deception, most of the reason I have shown nothing of value to you, now 

seeing it, and seeing some of the people involved, I now know, this will never see the 

light of day, far too many crooks and thieves out there!!! 

 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Chris 

 

I spoke to a !certain! some one last night on the phone,for quite some time. 

It would seem that this whole thing was just a big misunderstanding ,and just got blown way 

out of proportion. 

 

During that phone call,it would seem that he and his team verified some of your quoted 

result's--i will leave it at that.  

 

Seems to be an ok guy to me,and on that note,i think you should continue on working with 

him,as he was quite amazed with the results he got from your work,and only had good things 

to say about you. 

 

The man in question-and his team,are no Macrame army hacks,there the real deal--as you 

know already im sure. 

 

So good job Chris,for those that have replicated your work have backed you up. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7578 on: November 28, 2016, 12:27:45 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 27, 2016, 11:13:34 PM 

 

 

As always, nice work Lostfox!!! 

 

Sorry I have not replied earlier! Been busy, World domination is a big job - Hahaha Just 

kidding. 

 

Do you know why the Input current goes down under load? I think this is a real important 

point to understand and see why this works as it does. 

 

 

   Chris Sykes 
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Yes,the inductance value increases on the primary when a load is attached. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7584 on: November 29, 2016, 06:08:14 AM » 

 Quote  

Quote from: EMJunkie on November 28, 2016, 04:02:59 PM 

 

 

 

Hey Brad - Are you sure? With any increase in Magnetic Field, there should always be a 

reduction in Inductance... How could simply Loading a Coil increase its inductance? 

Nothing else has changed, Core Permeability, Turns, Area... 

 

   Chris Sykes 

       hyiq.org 

 

Yes,im sure. 

You are reducing eddy current losses-an impedance,when loading the secondary. 

That loss is now being used to create a greater magnetic field ,which in turn increases the 

backEMF,and so you get a higher inductance value. 
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Re: Partnered Output Coils - Free Energy  
« Reply #7586 on: November 29, 2016, 11:45:53 PM » 

 Quote  

author=EMJunkie link=topic=15395.msg496607#msg496607 date=1480458271] 

 

 

Quote 

We can use a very much smaller Magnetic Field, but get the same result. Why is there a 

smaller Magnetic Field, simply because the Input drops right down, less current through 

N Turns equates to less Magnetic Field. 

 

That is because eddy currents do not produce a CEMF,where as the loaded secondary will. 

Quote 

BUT we get more Output!!! 

 

Of course you do. 

In stead of the primaries magnetic field producing heat by way of eddy current production,it 

is now coupling to a secondary ,that is now producing a magnetic field that apposes that 

which created it-CEMF. 

Quote 

There is a catch here however, the Magnetic Field is changing in time, and as we know a 

Changing Magnetic Field in the presence of a properly arranged Inductor Induces an EMF 

via Faradays Law of Electromagnetic Induction. 

 

Current through the primary induces a magnetic field that changes in time,and a magnetic 

field that changes in time produces a current through the secondary. 

Quote 

This means as we draw Current on the Output, the Input drops in Current, less Magnetic 

Field on the Input, 

 

Not normally.  

When a current is drawn from the secondary,the impedance on the primary would drop,due 

to a reduction in inductance value. This causes a higher current to flow through the primary 

when a load is placed on the secondary. 

 



In this case though,the load on the primary before there is a load placed on the secondary,is 

the production of eddy currents within the core. This load(eddy currents) is lifted from the 

primary,when a load is attached to the secondary. 
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