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EN: Today is January 4, 1978 in Sauk Centre, Minnesota. I’m talking with Reverend Elmer 
Torborg. My name is Ed Nelson. 
 
Father Torborg, how long have you been the director of the Office of Rural Life? 
 
ET: Since May of 1969. So it would be about eight and a half years. 
 
EN: And what exactly is the Office of Rural Life? 
 
ET: Well, the Rural Life Diocese . . . the Rural Life Office here is simply a branch of a national 
office, National Catholic Life Conference. And we have a Rural Life director from each of the 
six dioceses in this state. And Rural Life directors work through the existing organizations in the 
diocese. And our concerns are rural problems, rural families, land use, energy use—rights of 
people that way, migrant concerns, all of those things. 
 
EN: Are you responsible for choosing which issues you become involved in? 
 
ET: Pretty much so, yes, but the National Catholic Life Conference itself has issues: land, food, 
energy, the migrants. And those become our issues by just being involved in the National Office 
work. They meet on the national level every year a couple of times. And they have the National 
Catholic Rural Life Conference publication, Catholic Rural Life Magazine. And that kind of 
gives you the cue as to what we’re apt to be doing.  
 
EN: When did you become involved in powerline dispute?  
 
ET: Well, two of my parishioners have the powerline coming over their farm, Mr. & Mrs. Math 
Woida. They invited me to come to the meetings, and I started doing that, and I realized this was 
definitely a justice issue, because land was involved, and that was one of our concerns. Energy is 
concerned here. The rights of people are concerned here. The matter of food . . . keeping the land 
productive, the producing of food that’s involved here. And so I thought this was maybe where I 
needed to be concerned, where I needed to be involved.  
 
EN: What role has the church played? I know there were some efforts to try to mediate the 
dispute or solve it. What sorts of things have you been involved with?  
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ET: Well, Bishop George Speltz got involved through John who’s the lawyer for the Minnesota 
Catholic Conference down in the Twin Cities. And they tried to set up a mediating session with 
the UPA [United Power Association] and CPA [Cooperative Power Association] people, but not 
too much concrete came out of it, but it was an attempt to keep talking instead of resorting to 
violence. And so far that’s been successful, but how long that’s going to work is another 
question. I joined with people from our own area and my own parishioners here who had been 
going down to the Capitol every once in a while to talk to Governor Perpich and to raise the 
issue down there repeatedly and to keep this in the forefront so the people would pay attention to 
what this problem is. You need to understand that it’s much more than just a few farmers 
protesting here. It’s much more involved than that. Everybody’s got a stake in this. And we’re 
looking for more support from other people to help these farmers get justice for themselves, too. 
 
EN: Do you think that the church in a rural community plays a vital role in something like this? 
 
ET: Well, so far I know we’ve done some good to the extent that violence has not erupted. The 
people themselves look to their pastor to come and show interest and support. That’s why I was 
invited in the first place. And I felt, consequently, I belonged there. I was supposed to be there, 
especially since I have the role of Rural Life Director in this diocese. I felt if ever there is a 
justice issue, this is it, and it’s right on my doorstep. How can you not do that and say you’re 
doing your job? [Chuckles] 
 
EN: What do you, yourself, see as the issues involved here? 
 
ET: Primarily, it’s a health hazard, I think. From what I’ve studied, I’m convinced there are 
health hazards. And if there are not, this issue should be laid to rest once and for all before the 
construction of the line. Once that billion dollar line—in fact it’s more expensive than that—is 
constructed, well, it’s going to take so much to change that, to re-route it or to take it away. The 
thing they’ll do, I’m afraid, is move the farmers. And, in fact, that’s exactly what they’re doing 
in New York already. They had a 150-foot wide corridor or pathway where this line is supposed 
to be built. And now, just within the last couple of weeks, I found out that they have expanded it 
to 550 feet, and they’re moving farmers out from that area because it’s too dangerous for them. 
So my idea is: why do we have to re-invent the wheel? The laws of physics are the same here in 
Minnesota as they are in New York. If that is the case there, why do we have to so through all of 
this groundwork of science court and everything else here when we have the evidence there 
already? 
 
EN: What sort of evidence is there? 
 
ET: Well, the fact that they’re moving people out, you know, should be a clear sign. 
 
EN: Has there been harm? 
 
ET: Just what it is, I don’t know. But Louise B. Young in her book Power Over People says that 
these people do show genetic change over a period of time. It doesn’t happen just right away. 
But triggering mechanisms in human bodies are are affected, so that in time these other changes 
occur. They take several years or more to occur, but they do take place. Just like radiation or 
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whatever, you know. You may not notice a problem has happened right now. Or with smoking. 
The first couple years . . . fine. Most don’t even develop sickness. But eventually, we know that 
in time, in fact, there are hazards. So it is with the powerline. In Russia they have had that 
experience, too. They’ve come up with some pretty stringent guidelines for people staying close 
to the area, for the people working in these high voltage areas, and they don’t allow them to stay 
there for very long. And there they seem to be completely in agreement with it, and here they just 
ignore it. And it seems to me that in our country we have a whole lot more concern for the 
individuals and their rights than the Russians do because of their whole ideology, you know. We 
emphasize the importance of the person here. Yet here the person’s rights are just completely 
ignored or plowed under or disregarded. 
 
EN: Do you, yourself, or other members of the church been involved with trying to get the 
science court?  
 
ET: I, myself, was invited to go down with four of my people here—two parishioners and two 
from the area—who were invited by Governor Perpich to come to a meeting last week on this 
whole issue of the science court. But the farmers are adamant on their position. They do not want 
to have the science court without the moratorium. They want the moratorium. Why should that 
powerline go on if we haven’t settled the basic issue of the health hazard? Like I said before, if 
the powerline is there, then what are you going to do? All the rest of them are going to say is, 
“Well, it’s here now. We’ve just got to live with it. We’ll move you out of here.” And that’s 
exactly what the Bishop warned about already quite a while ago. I have a copy of it here if you 
want to refer to it. He said that he’s afraid that once the line is built they’re going to move the 
farmers away. And now we see that kind of a situation is happening in New York. Rather than 
move the line they’ll move the people. And that is just the reverse [of what should be 
happening]. People should be more important than these economic concerns.  
 
EN: So, in a sense, the line would disrupt much more than just the . . .  
 
ET: Sure. One of the people who went down with us to Governor Perpich’s meeting there in St. 
Cloud said, “My husband and I have worked all our lives, getting up at five o’clock in the 
morning and working until ten at night to get this farm in good shape so that when our son takes 
over he’s going to have a nice operation to step into.” And now with the powerline crossing their 
farm she is saying, “I don’t know if I’m going to stay here now. With all the hassle here, I don’t 
think I’m going to stay on the farm, at least not here.” Well, just think . . . Another farmer in that 
area . . . I can’t think of his name. Jenks. The guy who was holding the flag. A couple months 
ago he was sued for $500,000. That guy says, “I’ve had my farm up for sale for quite a while 
now, and I’ve got no bidders. The land has just dropped . . . the value of the land has just 
dropped out of sight. Nobody wants it because that powerline is going through.” So people are 
aware there are hazards connected here. Or at least the doubt is so strongly in the people’s favor, 
you know, that there are hazards, that they’re not going to subject themselves to that. They don’t 
want the land if that powerline goes through. 
 
EN: What sort of response did you get from the governor? 
 
ET: Well, the governor said, “I cannot declare a moratorium.” That’s beyond his legal rights or 
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power or authority or whatever you want to call it. And he said, “Nevertheless, I’m going to start 
laying the groundwork to have a science court without the moratorium.” I was happy to hear that. 
But someone told me since that meeting that the governor really does have the emergency 
powers. He could declare that moratorium if he wanted to. And I would think it would be . . . I 
think if he’s got those powers, then use them. See, like our people figure, too . . . Josh Stulberg, 
the mediator that was called in here a year ago, whenever it was, said it would take up to two 
years for that science court to be processed. At our meeting, the governor was saying that in six 
months we could have it all wrapped up. Now that doesn’t mesh. That doesn’t sit right.  
 
Then some other person (who I won’t mention) returned from the meeting and said, “Six months. 
You can’t get anything off the ground in six months.” It takes much more just to get the people 
lined up, the authorities, you know. Even from Germany, that kind of thing . . . people that are 
experts over there come over here. You just can’t arrange all that and have it all wrapped up in 
six months. So, if there’s not a moratorium, what the situation is going to develop into is that the 
power will be there. They are allowed to keep on building now. They’re having another 
confrontation. They had one yesterday. I’m sure there’s going to be another one today. [Unclear] 
saying that they’ll be here . . . because it is going to erupt again after those ten arrests yesterday. 
But the farmers are afraid that line’s going to be finished by the time the science court is 
finished. And then what are you going to do about it? “It’s here. You can’t take it down now. 
Look at all the money we’ve got sitting here.” It will be that approach. And the farmers say, “No 
way. If we can’t get a moratorium declared by a general authority of the state or the governor or 
whoever, then we’re going to make our own moratorium. Just declare our own moratorium.” 
They have, as you heard, their declaration of interdependence. And they’re going to do 
everything they can, even including civil disobedience, to stall this line before it’s built, until the 
science court is finished. And I can see the logic of their position very well.  
 
EN: Did the governor or some other sources give you any idea of how the science court would 
be set up? 
 
ET: Both sides, the farmers and the power company, would be able to designate some key 
people that they’d want on it. That’s about as much as I know has been said. But there would 
have to be some neutral parties so that either side cannot say, “Yes, but you’ve got yours all 
stacked. It’s unfair.” It would have to be where all the evidence is given out for public scrutiny 
so people can say, “This is the way it is. These are the facts now based on those facts.” The 
farmers feel that the facts don’t mean anything to the power company. They’ve got the right by 
law to build this line, and they’re going to ram it down their throats. And the farmers say, “No 
way.” 
 
EN: If the science court were going to be done then, do you know if they would use existing 
research or original research? 
 
ET: I would sure hope they would. After all, a guy like Dr. Andrew Marino from Syracuse, New 
York, has already gotten all kinds of research. And he’s recognized internationally as an 
authority on this topic. Here in our own Capitol of St. Paul we have what I think is several 
thousand pages of his testimony. But when it got to the lieutenant governor and governor last 
summer, they didn’t even read it. Well, why have it if you don’t read it? Why not make it 
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accessible to others who can read it, study it and write about it in the public press? But no, 
nothing was done. It just sits there. See, when the farmers, for example, and some other peop1e, 
too, when they hear that kind of thing, it just riles them up. And I can see why, you know. They 
have a guy who is a respected authority speak on it, and they just push them under the carpet, 
you know, forget it. That’s not fair. This whole matter is a justice issue we come back to again, 
you know. That’s why I’m involved. 
 
EN: Did this come up at the public hearings that this evidence was available? 
 
ET: I was not at most of those public hearings, but you could trace that down by the tapes that 
were made there. Virgil Fuchs has a number of these tapes. In fact, those tapes were the key 
evidence of this discussion some months ago. The state destroyed their tapes, their copies of it, 
you know, and had to resort to his. 
 
EN: Have you been active yourself or have some of your parishioners in organizing the protests? 
 
ET: Organizing protests? Not at all. See, I believe I should be involved to the extent that I show 
interest, concern and support, but not to be doing rallying. If you consider me going to the 
Capitol steps and attending a rally, I was invited to come down to that, and I said, “Sure, I’ll be 
there.” But I didn’t organize it. I did not do the organization. I just came down. I felt I should be 
there to voice the church’s concern for these people’s rights and to give them essential support. 
And for that reason I did it. I’m happy I did it. I have no regrets about it at all. And . . . what else 
was it you were looking for? 
 
EN: If you’d been involved with organizing . . .  
 
ET: The organizing? I have done no organizing. I have not been on the scene as far as the 
confrontations are concerned. 
 
EN: Do you think that your work has been significant in getting the parishioners all involved, 
not just the ones under the line? 
 
ET: There has not been that much of a ground support from the parish, if that’s what you’re 
asking. Those people directly involved are concerned. Now some of the neighbors are starting to 
get more involved. And people are coming from as far away as Minneapolis-St. Paul. The 
People’s Power Project, there are quite a number of them, I understand; there are five hundred 
people going through with the People’s Power Project. They’ve been coming up here in 
considerable numbers lately, and I’m sure they’re going to be here again today to support these 
people because they got wind of what’s happening here, and they felt that they want to pitch in 
and support it.  
 
As a matter of fact, this tape that we have here on the wireless transmission of energy comes to 
me through those people. See, that’s how I got started about a year ago. Dr. Andrija Puharich out 
of Ossining, New York, came down because he found out about the growing opposition to the 
powerline here. And he figured that here are people who would have an open ear to listen to a 
new approach in sending electricity through the ground without wires. A new concept which 
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Nikola Tesla discovered about the turn of the century, seventy-five years ago. And nobody’s 
paying any attention to it. But this doctor, Dr. Puharich, has studied this matter for thirty years. 
And nobody wants to go with it because the power structure is all against it. They want to stay 
with coal, gas and that type of thing because it runs the power plants, and you can meter it. You 
can charge and make it a paying proposition. But the wireless transmission of electricity through 
the ground is something that would be available to anybody anywhere. Once it’s set, if you’ve 
got a receiver, you can tap into it. Well, where can you make the rip-off or the rake-offs, the 
profit? So nobody wants to go with it.  
 
But he felt, now here’s a group of people that are trying to buck this powerline. They will 
probably be open to this idea. So he suggested coming out here and talking about it. I found out 
about his coming, and I was invited to go to St. Cloud to hear him talk. Minneapolis television 
crews were there, as well as W5, Ontario, Canada coverage. And he newscasted for, I’d say, an 
hour and a half. Then he came back to here to the basement of Bucky’s Bar, and they had about 
two hundred farmers there, and he spoke to them for about two hours on this whole matter. We 
had a question and answer session afterwards, and it was most enlightening. I got very excited. I 
asked him at the end of the program, would it be conceivable or feasible to set up one receiver 
station in the Twin Cities area? Send power from some hydroelectric plant in Canada through 
this wireless transmission through the ground to this receiver station and then feed the whole 
metropolitan area? And he said, “An unqualified yes.” So then that just opened up a whole new 
vista for me. 
 
I went to St. John’s then and did some research. I read those articles I referred to before out of 
the Scientific American Magazine from way back at the turn of the century, at that time. I found 
all kinds of material this man has written, experiments he ran and things he’d done. Then, as 
time went on, Tesla just faded in the background, and nothing happened with all his studies. And 
yet that man is so significant that we would not even had made our trip to the moon without 
Tesla. It was impossible without Tesla. I find out now that Russia has universities teaching Tesla. 
They have streets named after Tesla. And I was very happy to discover just recently that now 
there’s a school in Chicago, Illinois named after Tesla.  
 
But I also found out from a contact of mine in California, he wrote me a letter that asked me for 
information on our powerline deal here, and I sent him that. And he sent me a letter back saying 
thank you for it and also said that Perpich refused to go along endorsing a stamp in honor of 
Nikola Tesla. That was a thing that surprised me. A man who was so brilliant, a man who was 
the grandfather of this whole electronics era that we’re in now. If it weren’t for Tesla, we 
wouldn’t have . . . our lives would not be recognizable. If you think of everything that Tesla is 
responsible for . . . you wouldn’t come here in a car, because you have Tesla products in your 
car. The ignition system. Your alternating current motors, your fluorescent lighting, your radar, 
your radio tracking systems, robots, all that kind of stuff is direct from Tesla. Those are his 
brain-children. 
 
EN: Maybe I can ask you just to give a basis of wireless transmission and how it relates to what 
you’ve just been saying. 
 
ET: Okay. I thought, these powerline people are concerned about supplying increasing needs for 
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electricity. That’s why they say we’ve got to have it, no matter who gets hurt. So a few people 
have to lose their farms or suffer health hazards. We’ve got to have it for the sake of economy, 
for the majority of the people. Well, if there were no other way of accommodating those needs, 
we might say that, well, maybe it justifies that. But there are other ways of doing the same thing. 
I’m convinced. Now this is one such alternative: to send it without wires. And as they will tell 
you on that tape, Tribute To Tesla, [unclear] you can do this. We’re leaving science fiction 
behind. We’re not talking about something that’s a dream. It’s something you can do right now, 
if you want to. But to have it done you need to have international cooperation, because the whole 
world becomes energized electrically by sending pulses at seven cycles per second into the 
ground. And those activate receivers then elsewhere—wherever you want to tap into, actually—
and reconvert it into usable electricity for your system. It can be sent hundreds of miles through 
the ground, even thousands of miles.  
 
In fact, Tesla said he can energize, electrify the whole world so you can have electricity on land, 
on sea and in the air, just by drawing energy, which is available through this system. A 
magnifying transmitter. And Tesla, as I said, discovered this at the turn of the century. He did 
light up a whole battery of bulbs at a distance of twenty-six miles from his transmitter in 
Colorado with no wires, just the bulb in his hand. He did this with one bulb first of all. Then he 
lit up a whole battery of bulbs to show you there is a lot of power, you know, not just for one 
bulb, but a lot of power here. Like I said before, Dr. Puharich is convinced that you could do this 
and send so much power you could energize the whole metropolitan area. Well, that takes a 
considerable amount of power.  
 
Of course you can do it. It’s feasible. But in the system you have standing waves. Three different 
kinds. There’s a set of standing waves that goes through the earth. Suppose you have the 
magnifying transmitter on the top of the ball. The receiver would bounce through the earth—to 
the South Pole, in other words—and back up again. And as it comes back up again it increases in 
power. As Puharich mentions on this tape, if you’re sending ten watts up here, it goes down to 
the other end of the earth and bounces back, and by now it’s twelve watts of energy. It’s a 
magnifying transmitter. It picks up energy—which is all around us in the universe—in the globe, 
in the world. It picks it up, and that’s where you get the term of the magnifying transmitter. So 
you have one set of waves going right through the core of the earth and back again. That’s a 
molten mass. Then you have the crust of the earth, where you have the seismic waves in the first 
place. Your wave’s going all the way around the earth there, in the crust of the earth. That’s layer 
two. And the third layer is in the air between the earth itself, the surface and the ionosphere. 
Three sets of waves.  
 
EN: Why was this never developed if it was available?  
 
ET: Well, the economics of it is the heart of the problem. Tesla, when he discovered this, was 
overjoyed. He came back to J.P. Morgan, the big New York financier, and told him, “I can do 
it.” “What can you do?” He said, “I can provide electricity all over the world, anywhere, through 
standing waves, because I’ve created this magnifying transmitter.” And the first question J.P. 
Morgan asked him is, “How would you meter it?” In other words, how can you make this thing 
pay and make a fortune out of it? Tesla says, “You can’t. You can tap into it anywhere with just 
an antenna.” “No. If you can’t make money on it, forget it.” Like Dr. Puharich says, people at 
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that time took what they needed at that moment and pitched the rest . . . just forgot the rest. After 
all, when Tesla came along, this was horse and buggy days and steam locomotives. And now to 
talk about this kind of thing, even interplanetary communication you’re talking about . . .  Well, 
it just blew their minds. They couldn’t begin to understand what he was talking about until the 
Germans came along with their B2 rockets. And we were way behind the technology. Then Dr. 
Puharich and others were told to dig into Tesla. And here they found he had laid out all the 
principles to all this kind of stuff years and years before. And they found that this guy was the 
grandfather of all this kind of thing. 
 
EN: When I was here before you mentioned some other things that have sort of popped up. You 
mentioned the Hubbard Coil running a boat? 
 
ET: Right. 
 
EN: Something like that. Maybe you could sort of repeat what you were saying before.  
 
ET: Alfred M. Hubbard discovered a way—at age sixteen, mind you—of building a little 
generator with eight electromagnets, which were double-wound somehow. I don’t understand 
how, I never really learned how. But he had a little generator which he could use to develop, to 
create enough energy to run a thirty-five horsepower electric motor. And he ran a boat eighteen 
feet long at ten knots, about thirteen miles an hour, on the bay in Seattle. And he got front page 
news coverage with a picture and article showing that he had done this. He ran the boat at age 
nineteen, but he discovered this at age sixteen. Just fantastic! And the headline in the Seattle 
Post-Intelligencer newspaper talked about this boat running at ten knots [“Hubbard Coil Runs 
Boat On Portage Bay Ten Knots An Hour; Auto Test Next” from July 29, 1920]. There was 
never a slack in the speed. Auto tests next. But nothing ever came of it. He lost the financial 
control of his invention. He said in this article that when he discovered this, he had never even 
had so much as an ice cream soda, and here these guys came and said, “We’ll offer you 
thousands of dollars for fifty percent of the control in your invention.” And so he bit at that right 
away. And as he made refinements on his motor, every time they said, “Well, you’ve got to give 
us a little more control over this . . .” In other words, a little more percentage of rights over this 
thing. And so pretty soon he had nothing to say about it. So he dropped the whole thing.  
 
But then another guy came along, Lester Jennings Hendershot, and he developed a similar motor 
and ran a vehicle of some kind at Selfridge Air Force Base in Detroit. Charles Lindbergh was 
there to see it, and testified it ran, and so did the commander of the base. He said, “If you don’t 
believe it, come over here, throw the switch and watch it run yourselves.” And it really worked. 
Then Hubbard found out about it, and he accused Hendershot of stealing his ideas. The author of 
the article said there was an obvious connection between these two people. There was a Dr. 
Greenslade who was the financier for both of them. And Hubbard had worked in Pennsylvania—
out east, in other words—earlier. So the ideas were there. Someone drew them, you know, just 
got a whole different set of people and got the project going again.  
 
Hendershot was determined to give free energy to the world because he was drawing energy 
right in the air from the environment, just like Hubbard said he did. In the case of Hubbard, they 
smashed his machine. The physicists couldn’t understand how it worked, and they were so 
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enraged they smashed the machine. And Hendershot ended up committing suicide . . . or so the 
report goes. I have a sneaking suspicion that since he was pushing so hard to get this thing on the 
market, and the powers that be would then be undercut in the financial end of things, and they 
probably rubbed him out.  
 
EN: Did the article say who was financing Hubbard? 
 
ET: Hubbard was financed by Dr. Greenslade and so also was Hendershot. The same financier 
for both of them. There was a connection. But there’s another guy by the name of T. Henry 
Moray. He developed a new type of motor which ran without any wires connected to it at all and 
drew energy again in the air. And he talked about a new kind of electronic mechanism that would 
allow current to flow only one way. I don’t know the exact term of this. It’s some kind of a 
transistor or a diode of some kind. And it would allow energy to flow only one way. And he was 
able to use this to get more and more energy flow through it and then capture it and not let it go 
back and amplify it. And this way he developed the motor, too, which ran with no wires, with no 
noticeable source of energy or fuel. But I have not yet gotten a hold of his book. T. Henry  
Moray wrote a book called The Sea of Energy in Which the Earth Floats. I tried getting it, but I 
can’t find any library that holds it. So I have to write to Salt Lake City, Utah, I guess, and ask for 
a copy of it from their library. They must have one there. Either that or call John, the son, and 
find out if I can get it from him.  
 
So there are these other ways. Some guys have figured out that there must be a way of running 
these motors without wires or electricity. Now if we could just resurrect those patents instead of 
spending that $1.3 billion for a powerline here. If we’d spend a fraction of that on resurrecting 
this kind of research and making it available to people, you wouldn’t need these powerlines. 
Furthermore, I don’t know if you care to go into this, but the whole area of solar energy . . . Shall 
we? 
 
EN: Yeah, go ahead. 
 
ET: I attended the Rural American meeting in Washington, D.C. the first week in December, 
and Barry Commoner was there. He’s the lead man for Common Cause. And he gave one of the 
keynote addresses. And he said that solar energy right now costs about fifteen dollars per watt to 
produce with the silicone cells as they are now. But he says it would be very easy and simple . . . 
it’s easily feasible in a couple years to drop the cost to a dollar a watt. In a couple years. And he 
says in five years we could have it to fifty cents a watt. I have this article. It was in the Daily 
Press. I have the article. If it’s at fifty cents, it’s completely competitive with other fuel sources 
now. And if the other fuel sources keep rising, it’ll undercut them all. And he says the quickest 
way to get this thing going is to have the government give one corporation or maybe two 
corporations a huge order for silicone cells. Why don’t we do that? That’s the question I’d like to 
have answered. 
 
EN: Do you have any speculations why the government hasn’t become involved? 
 
ET: I’m afraid it’s too much control of people in government by people who are in charge of the 
coal, gas and oil deposits. They don’t want this to happen until they have control. You probably 
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saw it on television just lately, too. There’s a man near St. Cloud who developed on his turkey 
farm a methane gas system which will provide him with all the energy he needs, including 
electricity. So instead of spending $4,000 a month on it, it’s $40 a year, which is as close to 
being self-sufficient in energy as you can get. The six tons of turkey manure he gets every day is 
processed in his digester and produces methane gas. He’s even going to sell it, and he will be 
paying off his debt in maybe seven to eight years. Those are all possibilities.  
 
There’s another possibility, which came to my attention in Colorado last May, I believe it was, 
and that was [unclear] fusion. It’s a little unit the size of an air conditioner which takes a beam of 
particles, either boron or hydrogen or helium, and it shoots them into a strong electromagnetic 
field. The electromagnetic field starts whirling it in a circle and it collides with itself, and as it 
collides with itself, it sends out free electrons, which is current. And the magnificent thing about 
this little unit is that you can staff these units for as much power as you need. But if you had one 
of these units, you have a power supply for almost anything, really. And there’s no reason why 
you couldn’t have it even for running cars—without gas. Suppose you have a [unclear]? 
 
And the strange thing about that unit is the team of scientists that were working on this outfit 
needed $66 million to finish their research in a five-year period. And they said in a decade of 
time, ten years, they’d have it on the market. They needed $66 million to finish their research on 
it, but they could get no money from [unclear] or any other government source to finish their 
research. But the Swiss and the French and the Arabs were so interested in their project that they 
said, “If they don’t want to come across, we’ll move you lock stock and barrel to our country, 
and we’ll take care of you.” But the doctor in charge is an American, and he wants to keep this in 
American hands. But right now, at the time when the article was written, he had to lay off half 
his staff because he couldn’t pay them. But he said that in five years we could have all the 
research done and in ten years we could have it on the market. Now why, again, isn’t that pushed 
to the hilt? I wrote to Congressman Richard M. Nolan about this and send him a copy of it. And 
he wrote me back and said he was all for it and would support any effort, but that’s as far as I’ve 
heard. [Chuckles]  
 
So there are all kinds of alternatives. And here, too, this powerline here is connecting Minnesota 
to the coal fields in North Dakota. Well, Louise B. Young in her book Power Over People says 
that this coal could be used to make gas, and we could pipe the gas through the ground, through 
existing lines or additional lines through the ground, underground, and you’d have a much more 
efficient system than sending electricity through the wires. You’d have a clean fuel. Your local 
small generating plants . . . you could send the gas through the pipelines in the ground and have 
your local units for generating plants in your smaller communities. So you wouldn’t have these 
big area brownouts or power cutoffs. They could have the gas. They could store it. They could 
even pump it and then pressurize it and liquefy it. You could take care of peak periods that way. 
And she said the losses of sending electricity through the power lines in the wires through the air, 
as they do now, are tremendous. The corona discharge alone would heat fifty houses, would 
supply electricity for fifty houses along every mile of the high line. And other heat losses, the 
natural heat losses of resistance, would give you another hundred homes that you could electrify 
every mile. The losses are fantastic! And yet they talk about efficiency. 
 
EN: Does she talk about the cost of changing the coal to gas? Is that comparative?  
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ET: Yes, it would be comparative. It’s more efficient. 
 
EN: It would mean the difference between a centralized and a de-centralized system. 
 
ET: Precisely. That’s where it’s at. Those who are in power want to keep it centralized because 
then they’ve got control. You’ve got to have electricity. You’ve got to pay or you don’t get it. 
But if everybody has got their own unit, you can’t do that. They don’t want to give that up. 
Another beautiful thing that can be done with coal generating electricity at the site would be to 
split water into hydrogen and helium. We could do that also with wind generators . . . anywhere. 
Split water into hydrogen and helium. Father [Unclear] from Melrose Parish, who’s got a whole 
lot more [unclear] into this than I have, told me it’s the simplest thing to do . . . is split water. 
You just run two electrodes into it, and have a battery or a power source. You can run electricity 
through there, and each of those electrodes will have bubbles coming up. One is oxygen, the 
other one’s hydrogen, and they’re both lighter than air. So you put a glass container over it or 
siphon it out and then compress it, and you have hydrogen and oxygen, which are terrific fuels, 
clean-burning. And water . . . there’s an endless supply of water. So supposing you use a home 
generator—I would see it as very feasible—and a whole bunch of wind chargers when the wind 
blows strong. Generate electricity and use that to split water into these gases. Or, for that matter, 
you can also get batteries  like we had at this Tesla [unclear] at the Fuchs farm there, those 
crocks of brine, you know, that hold a charge. Have you seen those? 
 
EN: No. 
 
ET: I’ll have to show you my slides. You can store it in there, too, but you can also split water, 
and then you can cap that. You know, you can compress it, the hydrogen and the oxygen. And 
you’ve got your fuel supplies. So when the wind isn’t blowing, you use the fuel in those 
containers. There’s all kinds of ways of getting around the powerline. If that were the only way 
possible, I’d say, “Okay, you’ve got to pay the price for that.” But it’s not the only way. There 
are a half a dozen ways in which you can accommodate people, you know, supply the electricity 
for them without that big powerline. If we would just do like . . . like this methane generator in 
Clear Lake, like that farmer there. Use existing manure or waste materials of any kind on a farm 
and let the bacteria digest this thing and create methane gas or whatever, you know. Well, then 
you can take the extra burden of need for energy away so that what we have for powerlines now 
will do the job. 
 
EN: One of the arguments I think that the other side would put forth is that the cost of splitting 
hydrogen and oxygen from water could be very expensive because you have to change the 
machinery all around to use it. 
 
ET: All you need is a generator, which is a motor, in fact, that would be driven by the wind. That 
creates the electricity. As long as the wind blows, once you’ve got the generator there, it’s going 
to generate electricity as soon as the wind blows. All you’ve got to do is run that through water . 
. . and water is cheap. And then you’ve got to have a way of compressing it, but you don’t have 
to compress it that much if you don’t have a terrific need. I mean for the individual home it 
would seem to me it wouldn’t take all that much to take care of the needs of one dwelling . . . or 
even an apartment building, for that matter. If it’s small, it’s beautiful, as E.F. Schumacher wrote 
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in the title of his book [Small Is Beautiful: Economics As If People Mattered]. And here, too, if 
we would spend a little more time on these home-spun, simple technology ways of creating 
energy right from what we’ve got: sunlight, wind, all that kind of thing, the manure creating 
methane gas. We can take care of our energy needs and be energy self-sufficient. Not beholden 
to any power company. That’s the way I look at it.  
 
EN: Have you met any resistance in your talking to state officials? You said you wrote to 
Congressman Nolan.  
 
ET: He was strongly in support of it. We showed our slides on this whole wireless transmission 
of electricity at the Rural America Conference in Washington, D.C. We had just a small room 
and probably a dozen people there, but those people were really enthusiastic about what we 
showed them. And we had invitations from four different states—North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska and Colorado—to come out there and give our presentation just as we did there. We 
have an invitation right now to come to North Dakota on the 20th of February and present for a 
couple hundred people out there that want to see what we . . . One of the gals from North Dakota 
saw it in Washington, D.C. and she invited us up now to come and show our thing.  
 
We showed it also to Isao Fujimoto. He is a Japanese fellow who’s in charge of the Institute for 
Technology in Butte, Montana. And he’s in charge of government funding. When we showed 
this presentation of ours, one of the gals, Anna Kuenzie from one of the Dakotas, saw it. In fact, 
she was on the same panel with Isao. And she came to me afterwards and said, “If you could just 
show this to Isao Fujimoto, I am ninety-nine percent sure he would give you a grant anywhere 
from $15,000 to $40,000 to promote what you’re doing here. You should get a hold of him and 
show it to him.” Well, it was late that night the panel was through. And when we were through 
we tried to find him and of course he wasn’t available. Next morning we tried again. That was 
the last day. We finished up at noon. Couldn’t find him. But we left word with Father [Unclear] 
and Steve [Unclear], National Catholic Rural Life Conference people, and we told them that 
we’d been told that Isao Fujimoto would be very interested in what we did. And so they said, 
“Well, we’ll watch for him. If we see him, we’ll send him to you.”  
 
So we sat down in the audience and listened to a nice talk. And in the middle of the talk all of the 
sudden Isao Fujimoto comes over and says, “Hey, I hear you’re looking for me.” [Chuckles] We 
said, “Yes, we are.” He said, “Come on up to my hotel room.” We went up there, and he said, 
“I’ve only got one hour. That’s all.” Well, we needed two hours to present our deal. So we 
showed him just our slides in a quick fashion and a little discussion on it. And he was very 
excited about what we did. He said, “This is exactly the kind of thing we’re looking for because 
it shows you ordinary American citizens in their backyard tinkering around and coming up with 
real low-key technology, you know, and making things work. But you’ve got too much material 
here. You have enough for about three or four different things that we’d have to . . . If we were 
to fund you, you’d have to split it up into three or four different segments and then expand each 
one of those a little bit more. One thing at a time.” And I said, “Well, I’d very much like you to 
see what we can show you on the wireless transmission of electricity through the ground . . . this 
professional tape that we have, Tribute to Tesla.” He said, “I don’t have time now. I’ve got 
another appointment in Washington, D.C. before I’ve got to go home, but maybe we’ll fly you 
out to Butte, Montana, and have you show it to our whole group.” So I’m hoping we get that 
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introduced.  
 
EN: So the people from North Dakota and the other people that heard you, were they in all levels 
of government or with the church? 
 
ET: That I don’t really know. There were just, I’d say, about twenty-five people. And I didn’t 
get introduced to any of them, except for Anna Kuenzie, who I knew. She came especially and 
wanted to talk. And one or two other people. One person from the powerlines was there, but 
[unclear]. [Laughter] In fact, he came in advance to meet us as we came and talked to Gloria 
Woida and tried to discredit this whole thing somehow or another, play it down. But we decided 
we were going to give it all we’ve got. We had a very favorable reception. 
 
EN: Where does the group [unclear]? 
 
ET: Who are they? 
 
EN: Yes. 
 
ET: I don’t really know. This much I know. The gal who was the spokesman in Washington got 
up a couple times for questions or comments, whatever, you know. And the one who called us is 
a person who is in organic farming. They are being discriminated against right and left by banks 
for loans because of their organic farming. They will not be given loans and all that kind of thing 
because it’s not the conventional way of doing things. And yet they’re convinced that organic 
farming is the right way to go, and frankly, I agree with them. Getting away from pesticides and 
all that kind of thing. Being more . . . to uncontaminated ground and foodstuffs and that kind of 
thing. Avoiding all those chemicals, too. Incidentally, on that Tribute to Tesla tape they talk 
about using electricity for pest control and for making plants grow faster and better, absorbing 
more energy, more nutrients from the ground because of the electricity acting as a catalyst on the 
minerals. Energizing the roots of the plants so they can absorb minerals which otherwise they 
cannot absorb. They need to have those . . . I suppose it’s the equivalent to what in the human 
body would be enzymes. Those are electrically charged particles which make you grow and be 
healthy, or if you don’t have them, you’re going to get sick. The same thing is true with plant 
life, apparently. I’m no authority on that, but that’s my opinion. [Chuckles] 
 
EN: Just another question on this same line. Suppose that what you’re doing really catches on. 
Suppose that energy sources are really de-centralized. Has some thought been given to what that 
could do to our existing economic and social structure? 
 
ET: It would revolutionize everything. I see it this way. The change from horse and buggy days 
to electricity was fantastic, but that was small compared to the change you would see when this 
new system, the wireless transmission of electricity through the ground, becomes operational 
worldwide. All the developing countries can have energy wherever they need it, very cheaply, I 
think.  All you need is the motor for [unclear]. Provided you’ve got these hydroelectric plants or 
whatever power source that you have energizing these stations, which you’d need about fifty-six 
of the Tesla [unclear] to energize the whole world for all the electricity you need. Because, 
remember, it’s a magnifying transmitter. It picks up energy as you have it running. In fact, Tesla 
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almost wiped out a building or more than that, a whole city block in New York, by using the 
thing, which he attached to the main pillar of a building he was operating in. He had to smash the 
machine before . . . He was just in the testing period, you know. It shook the place so bad he 
smashed the machine. Windows were busted and broken in a whole block area. And the police 
were at his door moments later. [Chuckles] You can read it in the book Prodigal Genius: The 
Life of Nikola Tesla. It tells you about that. That’s authored by John J. O’Neill. 
 
EN: What effects do you think the whole controversy will have on the people in this area? 
 
ET: On the people in this area? Well, that depends on what happens. If you say what effects will 
happen when the powerline is here, I’m afraid those farmers are going to have to move out from 
underneath there. They’ll have to. And this is going to be a very hard thing for them to do 
because, after all, their home is here. This is their beloved land. Not that they love their land, but 
they love their families, you understand. And to give up and to just pull up stakes and move 
away or move elsewhere, a different site on the farm, well, there’s expense involved and all that 
kind of thing. But I’m afraid it’s going to be that way. 
 
EN: How about their attitudes towards the government? 
 
ET: It’s pretty negative right now. Because the government is supposed to be upholding the 
rights of individuals, and yet they keep working just the other way. As you saw on the television, 
the reporter on the news just last night here, they feel their rights are simply being ignored. They 
feel there’s enough evidence here right now to hold up everything on the construction until these 
matters are definitely and definitively settled. But the power companies will have no part of that 
right now. They want that line through because there’s money to be made. They lose how many 
thousands of dollars every day when that powerline isn’t finished. And their main concern, it 
seems, is money. People don’t seem to count that much. And we have a different set of values. 
We start from the individual; that’s our whole Christian tradition. The individual is the important 
thing, then you adjust other things to meet the individual’s needs. Not make the individual 
knuckle under to what the corporation wants or the power company wants. 
 
EN: Looking back at the series of events, do you think it could have been avoided? 
 
ET: If they would have had a science court right away, and then set it up in such a way that the 
outcome of the science court would be the determining factor. So if there are enough hazards that 
turn up, or enough probabilities of hazards, then you don’t build the line until the hazards are 
definitely laid aside one way or another. If that had happened, then things would have been 
different. But now it’s at an impasse. The power companies are determined because they have 
the law on their side to build this line regardless. And the farmers say there are these hazards. 
The potential for hazards is there, and it’s almost positive that it’s there. So we’re certainly not 
going to let it be built until it’s resolved. I think the government would be very wise to simply go 
ahead with the science court without the moratorium. Just to get the facts in the air, into the 
public, you know, so they all would be aware of what’s happening. And then let public opinion 
determine it. Because the situation is very volatile right now and it could trigger a real blood bath 
here. 
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EN: Someone asked me, they said, “Well, if the line is built and people can’t see any hazards 
and they grow used to it, do you think that’s something to assume that after the line is all built 
people will forget about it and just go on living?” 
 
ET: If that were the case, I mean if the hazards would be something that just goes away, fine. 
But I am almost positive it will not. The electromagnetic field is so strong there, and there’s so 
much other evidence already that it does affect people and plants and animals. Or even right 
now. For example—this came out in the Rural American news release—farmers in Ohio were 
advised to wear a chain around their ankle for grounding. How can you tell people to walk into 
an electric charge all the time that way and not know they’ll be affected in other ways? That’s 
black and white. I have the article right here. You cannot remain in a strong electromagnetic field 
for long without being affected. Norm [Unclear] is an electronics man from Long Prairie. 
Federally licensed as a microwave tower repairman. And he says, “I will not stay in a strong 
field like that, a high voltage field, for long. I don’t want to do it because I know what it can do.” 
Well, that man is an expert. He gets paid as much on occasion as $100 an hour to do the repair 
work. And he is convinced that there are hazards.  
 
And if people, like this one fellow, John Miller, his house is one hundred forty-three feet from 
the center of a one hundred fifty-four foot tower. He had to have the Ohio Power Company 
ground his daughter’s swing-set in the backyard because ninety volts were running through it. 
Buildings have to be grounded. Fences become charged automatically without a charger being 
used. The fence is always charged unless it’s grounded. And if you have a fence like that running 
a long ways parallel to the line, it develops more and more charge if it’s not grounded. And it can 
really be [unclear]. Even an electric fence that they use for animals is so strong, that you’ll find 
few people that hang onto that thing. And they say, “Well, the charge is no worse than an electric 
fence.” Well, grab a hold of a fence here once. They won’t do that. We challenged them. 
[Chuckles] We had a fence right down there. They wouldn’t touch it. In fact, one fellow was 
going to touch somebody with the fence and he said, “You do it and I’ll sue you.” See, when it’s 
on the other foot . . . then it’s a different ballgame. 
 
EN: I guess that I’ve exhausted the questions, but I’ll let you . . .  
 
ET: I believe you wanted to know a little bit about the Day of Prayer on the Capitol steps. 
 
EN: Oh, yes. 
 
ET: I have my rough draft of the thing here, and that’s pretty close to what I said there. I can’t 
find my copy. I don’t know what I did with it. Anyway, I said that we are gathered here to voice 
our concern about the potential health hazards of UPA-CPA high voltage powerline being built 
through central Minnesota. We are concerned because the questions of potential hazards to 
health have not been resolved. They should have been resolved before construction was begun. 
We do not want the health issues to be forgotten or pushed aside. We want to know what will the 
co-ops do about health hazards that appear after the line is operational.  
 
We are asked to believe that there will be no health hazards from this line, but we are not at all 
convinced. People living close to high voltage lines in Ohio say that they receive electrical 
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shocks while riding a tractor, especially when machinery with moving parts is attached. Others 
say that an electric fence running parallel with the powerline will run itself without a charger. In 
fact, any fence you don’t want electrified must be grounded. John Miller, whose home is a 
hundred forty-three feet from the center of a hundred fifty-four foot tower had to have the Ohio 
Power Company ground his daughter’s swing set in the backyard because ninety volts were 
running through it. Frank Tucket uses his [unclear]. Cows passing three hundred to five hundred 
yards from the line had less than a ten percent calf birth rate in 1976. Cows passing two to three 
miles from the line had a ninety-two percent calf birth rate in 1976. This is a genetic [unclear]. 
Ben Herickoff, a farmer from the Elrosa area, went to Canada to investigate the health hazard of 
a high voltage powerline. After spending several hours under this line he began to feel sick. 
Upon returning home, he went through the Mayo Clinic in Rochester, Minnesota. But they had 
no cure for him. Instead they sent him to a doctor in Germany who was able to give him relief. 
For those who wonder about the health hazards associated with high voltage powerlines, we urge 
you to read the paperback book Power Over People by Louise B. Young. That’s the gist of what 
I had to say there. That’s Ben Herickoff’s attitude, you know, toward this situation here. He is 
absolutely dead-set against this powerline because he experienced in his own body what 
happens. And he told the governor this, too. 
 
EN: Is it something that was directly related to the powerline? 
 
ET: Sure, sure . . . because of his being underneath the powerline. 
 
EN: Now I’ve talked to other people who said they were out to the same line as this person, and 
there were no ill-effects. 
 
ET: Was the line fully energized? There’s the question. Ben Herickoff told the judge, “I’ll set 
you a trailer out here, a good one, and I’ll wine you and dine you, and you just live in that trailer 
under that powerline.” He would not take him up. That tells you something, doesn’t it? He’s got 
money. He volunteered to set the trailer up at his own expense. Wine him and dine him. Just let 
the judge live there so he could find out first-hand whether there’s a hazard here or not. No dice. 
And if it’s so safe, why don’t you try it? And if it’s not proven safe, why should those farmers be 
compelled to live under it, having that thing go right over their place or right next to it? That’s 
unfair. And again, that’s why we’re in this issue. We are involved because of the unfairness. 
 
EN: If the science court did go through and conclude that there were no health hazards, would 
that solve any problems?  
 
ET: I think so. If you could definitively prove there are no hazards, they would have no 
objections, but they are convinced there are hazards because they’ve heard enough evidence. 
 
EN: You said definitively prove this. Do you think that it can be definitively proved? 
 
ET: I think it could be, but it would probably take more than one year. Because, like I said 
before, these changes, some of them will take years to show up, but they’re going to show up. 
Just like smoking over the years proves harmful, but one cigarette . . . what will that do? Well, 
even that, they say it takes seven minutes off of your life. But how can you prove that seven 
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minutes for every cigarette? Well, just by showing that those who smoke all their lifetime have a 
much higher tendency to illness and earlier death than those who don’t. So here, too, there are 
long-range effects. And the mechanisms of the body are triggered. Even if the trigger doesn’t 
happen right now so that you can see the result right now, the triggering does take place. One 
thing reacts on another thing until eventually you have the bad health showing up. 
 
EN: The power cooperatives, I think, report the argument there that even if we don’t have the 
line, we’ll have blackouts or brownouts.  
 
ET: That is not at all necessary, I don’t think. For one thing, if they would just simply do what 
has been urged upon them by JRLC, the Joint Religious Legislative Coalition, made up of 
Catholics, Protestants and Jews at the Capitol—in St. Paul, in other words—that they would, for 
example, charge more for the heavy users and give lower rates to the low users. And then have a 
different peak pricing system so that if you use electricity during peak times, it’ll cost you more. 
You’d be surprised how quickly people will change their habits of using appliances at certain 
hours because they can get it cheaper at a different time. Well, if the peak periods, which make 
them build more power plants . . . if you just distribute the load better, which you could do with 
an economic incentive by pricing, you’ve switched the whole pattern. And you can get by for a 
whole lot longer period. By that time . . . after all, we can have these cells going, for one thing. 
We can have generators. The solar cells can be on the market in five years at fifty cents a watt if 
we want it that way. All it takes is a couple big government orders to get it in mass production, 
and you’ve got it. That’s what I mean.  
 
I may have mentioned this to you earlier. I have a brother who works as a researcher for 
Honeywell in Minneapolis, and he told me one of his own buddies discovered a new way of 
making silicone cells. They used to be grown as crystals and cut, you know, connected. He says 
this guy has now stumbled onto a way of dipping sheets of the stuff without growing crystals. 
Just dipping sheets of it. And you have your silicone cells ready to go. Well, if that gets into 
mass production, you’ve cut the whole cost of production very, very much again. So it’s 
competitive. Well, even if we use just a certain small amount of sunlight and wind generation for 
electricity and that kind of thing, we don’t need more powerlines. What we’ve got now will do 
because you take that extra edge off by going more and more gradually into solar cells and wind 
generation, all that kind of thing, methane gas. So where there’s a will there’s a way, I’m 
convinced. And I’m sure that everybody would be better off if they would get energy self-
sufficient, like using their own wind generator, their own sunlight, the methane gas from refuse, 
from the garbage and everything else. Why should it all be buried in the ground when it could be 
used for a beautiful, useful purpose like creating more energy?  
 
Electricity, gas, whatever. We haven’t begun . . . See, there’s an energy crisis only if we stay 
with coal, gas and oil as the main thing, the only thing. The sunlight is free for all. All you do is 
harness it. And we have the technology right now to do it. Same thing with wind. On a small 
scale it can do quite a bit. This man, Tony [Unclear], generates twelve thousand watts with his 
windmill, a Dutch windmill. That thing runs very slow at fifty rpm. That thing runs a long, long 
time without any problem of its flying apart. No centrifugal force to deal with here to speak of at 
fifty rpm. And these small generators, these Jacobsen generators, that Dennis Winkelman and 
Martin [Unclear] and those fellows have been using, they use three blades on one propeller, 
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seven-foot blades. That’s not that big at all. And yet they generate quite a bit. Three thousand 
watts per unit. So you hook up a few of those and then store whatever dribbles in into a battery. 
As the wind blows you keep storing it. You have another answer to the energy need.  
 
Martin [Unclear] has been using electricity for fifty-five years and has never paid one penny to 
any power company . . . not one penny. He showed me a ten horsepower motor in his shop with 
four v-belts on the pulley. He said, “I can run this ten horsepower motor for twenty minutes with 
what I’ve got right here.” Ten horsepower is a lot of energy, a lot of power. That’s more than 
adequate to run barn cleaners on a farm. And the night I was there, I was there at six o’clock in 
the evening. It was a calm evening. Hardly any wind blowing. But the generator’s sitting about a 
block away in the field on fifty or seventy-five foot tower and it was still turning . . . not fast, but 
it was turning. He said, “Let’s go over there and look at the meters.” The meter showed there 
was still charge going through the batteries. He said, “It’s just a dribble now with that low a 
wind, but it’s still feeding my battery. I’m getting energy.” So why can’t we harness that kind of 
stuff? And here again, if instead of spending that $1.3 billion for a powerline we spent it on 
providing little generators like this, look at all the electricity we could generate. That would be 
an appreciable amount. You wouldn’t need that powerline. [Chuckles] 
 
EN: In a sense, it’s almost a class struggle. I guess I’ve covered all the questions. Is there 
anything else that you’ve thought of that I didn’t cover? 
 
ET: At the moment nothing occurs to me. But usually when you ask a question a couple things 
come to mind again that we haven’t covered. 
 
[Tape interruption] 
 
ET: Do you see that? That is the Wardenclyffe Tower in New York. It was going to be 
broadcasting radio all over the world . . . the stock market, weather reports, all that kind of thing. 
 
EN: Nikola Tesla actually built this? 
 
ET: He built it, but it was not quite completed and his money ran out, and nobody would give 
him any more. Here is a picture of him again. Here’s his big coil shooting off sparks. He was 
able to shoot sparks off a hundred thirty-five feet from that coil. That takes tremendous power to 
do that. Here’s his power . . . his deal again in operation. Here’s that huge coil running all around 
about here about fifty feet in diameter . . . and here’s a middle [unclear].  
 
EN: Where was the source of his power?  
 
ET: In Colorado he had a power station, a city-owned power station in Colorado Springs for a 
while, until he blew out the power station. Then they cut him off. [Laughter] Here’s a diagram of 
this inner coil. The signals being sent through the earth to the ionosphere up here. The 
ionosphere has a two billion volt charge above the earth. It’s tremendous . . . Tesla thought if you 
could string a wire from the ground to the ionosphere, you’d have a constant flow of electricity. 
And now I find out . . . someone told me that you can do that with a laser beam. Electricity 
follows a laser beam. So you don’t need the wire. You shoot that ray of light up there, and it’ll 
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follow that ray of light. That’s a new one on me. Alright. Here’s one I got from [unclear] AC, 
alternating current. And here it shows [unclear]. That long ago, you know. Here’s the picture of 
his tower in Colorado. 
 
[Tape interruption] 
 
EN: A book of patents, is it? 
 
ET: Yes. Now here’s a diagram I’ve got. Here’s the design on that “H” antenna which is buried 
in the ground about fourteen miles south of here. Each leg is a thousand feet of cable; half inch, 
like my thumb. And each one is simply attached to that switchboard over here. And then from 
there it goes through the coil. Alright now, here’s [unclear] controlled by remote control. And 
here’s this remote control boat. [Unclear] this is the Tesla in operation. Actual photographs 
during the time that he did it. Here’s that tower. Tesla’s Tower. Here’s [unclear] fluorescent 
tubes. He had them light up without any wires. He put a wire on a ceiling all the way around, and 
he could put that bulb anywhere at all, and it would light up. And the guys couldn’t figure out 
how he’d do it. There’s a diagram of his electro-magnetic motor. 
 
EN: [Unclear] 
 
ET: That’s right. So there’s one thing. You can buy [unclear] a whole bunch of arguments. 
[Unclear] I got from this guy in California. There’s [unclear]. Did I give you this article about 
the Russians that appeared in the Washington Post? 
 
EN: Yes, I’ve got this one. 
 
ET: Alright. That one you should have. Have you got one of these? 
 
EN: Yes. 
 
ET: Okay. I talked to you about all kinds of articles that are available in the St. John’s Library. 
Here it is. That’s part of it right here. I got them from other libraries, you know, the [unclear]. 
Here are some copies of magazine articles. This one’s on Tesla. It’s probably in reverse order 
here. I’ve read some of these since then. Here’s a science magazine that includes a long article 
on him. There’s the oscillator that it mentions. He wrote this long article on the problem of 
increasing energy, and that’s quite fascinating. 
 
EN: This is an article written by him? 
 
ET: Yes. “The Problem of Increasing Human Energy” is an article he wrote published in The 
Century Magazine, June 1900. Fantastic thinking! He had some weird ideas in connection with 
this, but on the whole, you know, it’s really, really good. Here is a whole article on Tesla. “Dr. 
Nikola Tesla: Forgotten Super Man of Our Industrial Age” by Ralph Bergstresser. There’s one 
somewhere in here on transmission of electricity without wires. You must have seen that. Did I 
give you a copy? Maybe not.  
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EN: No, I don’t think so. Oh, yes, it was on both sides of the sheet.  
 
ET: That’s my best copy. I can’t part with that. Here’s something I found in Science Magazine. 
It was like a comic book deal his whole life. As a little kid when he was five years old he 
developed a waterwheel and that [unclear] at Niagara Falls for electricity. That’s what [unclear]. 
There’s all kinds of [unclear]. Lot of people, you know. And they were trying to [unclear]. And 
he was a big hero. [Laughter] Here he developed a wheel to turn with some fireflies on here. 
[Unclear] And developed a motor to [unclear] and dig ditches and [unclear] to find ways of labor 
saving, you know, with motors. 
 
EN: Between the firefly bug machine and [unclear]? 
 
ET: Yes, yes. [Chuckles] It’s really interesting. That’s a copy, see. The magazine was too wide 
for one sheet. So I had to make sure I got it in full. So I cut out this article here and copied the 
same thing to be sure that I missed nothing. Here’s his transmitter in Colorado. Here’s this 
worldwide transmitting tower. [Unclear] And he became a recluse. Stayed in his own room. Real 
high temperatures. And he just kept those shades down, except during thunderstorms. Then he’d 
roll up the old shades and watch the thunderstorms because that always reminded him of his 
biggest moment in life . . . when he discovered those were standing waves.  
 
Did I tell you about that? That storm moving and stuff? He went to Colorado Springs. While his 
men were setting up the coils that he was going to build—that big thing you saw with the 
tower—he set his marking devices. And before they were finished he had his stuff ready. A big 
thunderstorm came over, and Colorado is noted for these as well. He switched on his marking 
devices, and those things went wild, you know. And the storm’s moving from the strong wind 
past him and it was wild. And as the storm kept moving the markers got smaller, and all of a 
sudden they went real big again, just like the beginning. The storm kept right on moving that 
time real wide and tapered out. All of the sudden, they were just as strong as the original. And 
suddenly there were standing waves all around the earth. You can tap into those with an antenna 
anywhere and have free electricity. That’s when he came back to J.P. Morgan and said, “I can do 
it with the standing waves.” Isn’t that something? But see, because he discovered it . . . He said 
that this magnifying transmitter, that was his biggest discovery. Here he was now written off as a 
weirdo, you know, just so eccentric that it wasn’t worth paying attention to him, and yet he had 
done so much.  
 
So now he’s living in [unclear]. And he had a penchant for pigeons. He loved pigeons. He was 
given an award at a big, fancy dinner in one of the hotels in New York. And they had the dinner 
in one place and the speeches in another place. I guess they finished the dinner and were 
supposed to go to another place where they were going to give the awards. He disappeared, and 
everyone was wondering what in the dickens happened to him. He had to cross an alley to get 
from one building into another, you know, and he wandered off. He didn’t care two bits about a 
dumb award. He went to feed his pigeons. [Laughter] He’d keep these pigeons in his hotel room. 
These very sick pigeons . . . ones with a broken leg or wing, whatever, you know. And he told 
the weirdest story you have ever heard about one of the pigeons. That one pigeon seemed to be 
awful special to him and he says that somehow shortly before he died that . . . this one pigeon 
was like a white dove that just gleamed. And one day that pigeon came to his hotel room. They’d 
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push on the window there, you know. He had a little [unclear]. And one day that pigeon came in 
there and looked awful strange . . . sad . . . as though it were telling him, “I’m dying.” And it did 
die. And I found out [unclear]. It’s a real weird story. It’s fascinating, nevertheless.  
 
I just want to show you diagrams, everything, you know. Here vacuum tubes, Tesla coils. Here’s 
this [unclear]. He developed a new kind of turbine with just a disc of metal. No cups on it. No 
fins. Just superheated gasoline [unclear] and he’d run back with a little cardboard . . . a little, 
small thing. He developed all kinds of horsepower. Fantastic! And here they tell you how to 
make a little cardboard deal like his . . . little holes here that blow the air in which [unclear]. 
They started making some great, big ones, I believe it was, but they couldn’t . . . metal fatigue 
got to them and they wouldn’t last because it was spinning . . . the vibration. But it was a whole 
bunch of little discs, plain discs, [unclear] and escape, and it would make that thing spin . . . and 
develop horsepower [unclear]. 
 
Here’s one I got from a different library by Tesla. There is a lot of stuff available, but it takes 
time to dig it all out, I’ll tell you that much. I found that out the hard way. Tesla’s wireless light. 
This is l90l. Here he is in Paris. He would go on tour every once in a while lecturing before the 
Physical Scientist International Scientific Conference. He would light those things up with no 
connections and [unclear] And he’d run all kinds of [unclear]. But he knew how to do it. 
Whether it’s high or low, one or the other, you can do it safely, but you’ve got to know what 
you’re doing. Fifty watt transformer. There’s a whole bunch of books that you can [unclear]. He 
had a fire. His workshop went down, and a lot of his stuff went up. Here he is. There are sparks 
shooting out of it, a yard long . . . electric sparks. Well, you know that takes power. Now how 
did he do it? And he did it safely. Did it repeatedly.  If you know what your doing, you know. 
Wireless transformer. Here’s his station out there in Colorado Springs. There’s that New York 
tower. Here’s that same article. They talk about interplanetary communications. That’s way back 
when, you know, in the early part of the century. There is a lot of stuff on him. Now why 
couldn’t there be, for example, a compilation of it, put a unified article out and let this stuff be 
[unclear] and get their minds in gear? Are you interested in seeing some slides on the Tesla coil 
that we’re building?  
 
EN: Okay, I could see those. Well, thank you for the interview. I’ll end the tape here. 
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