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DEDICATION

To every person who begins a journey with trust in
the road ahead.

To the families whose lives have been changed by road accidents; to

the drivers, riders, pedestrians and passengers who share our roads;

and to the engineers, officials, police, health professionals, emergency
responders and researchers working to make every journey safer.

May careful observation, responsible action and continued
learning protect present and future generations.



Founders' Note

Road accidents are usually understood through visible and well-
established factors: speed, road design, surface condition, visibility,
signage, lighting, weather, vehicle fitness, driver behaviour and the
availability of timely emergency care. These factors deserve first attention
at every accident-prone location.

During the work of Aura Research Foundation, however, we repeatedly
encountered a further question. At some road stretches where accidents
had occurred again and again, could there also be an unusual energy
condition in the location itself? This question did not arise from a desire to
replace road engineering or driver responsibility. It arose from field
observations made within the wider Energy Hygiene Framework.

Using OMRDA, the Foundation reports distinctive responses at selected
road black zones: disturbed areas extending across broader distances,
strong responses in operational non-adaptive bands, localised points
where upper adaptive responses appeared depleted, and changes in
observed strength between day and night. These findings are
observations under the Foundation's operator-mediated method. They do
not prove that an energy pattern caused any accident, and they should
not be treated as conventional electromagnetic measurements.

This Reader's Book has therefore been written as an invitation to look
carefully. It begins with what road-safety science already knows,
introduces the additional Energy Hygiene question in simple language,
and keeps observation, interpretation and hypothesis separate. The
Foundation has developed a patented methodology for assessment and
energy rectification of identified road black zones. The patented OMRDA
and Energy Flux Pulsator form part of its assessment, nullification and
verification pathway, but the proprietary rectification process is not taught
in this book.

Our purpose is awareness with responsibility. Safer roads require us
to correct every known risk and to study unanswered patterns with
equal seriousness. This work is a beginning, not a conclusion.

Er. Srinivas Baba Mannem
Dr. Kanaka Mahalakshmi Mannem
Founders and Principal Investigators Aura Research Foundation

Vi



Preface

A road is more than a strip of asphalt. It is a place where landscape,
geology, water, weather, structures, electrical systems, vehicles and
human decisions meet. Most road risks can be investigated through
established engineering, behavioural, enforcement and emergency-care
approaches. Yet repeated accidents at the same location can leave
communities asking whether every relevant influence has been
recognised.

Road Safety Energy Hygiene explores one additional, investigational
question: can the energy environment reported at certain accident-prone
locations interact with the temporary energy state of a person passing
through them? Aura Research Foundation uses the terms adaptive and
non-adaptive frequency responses as operational categories within its
own framework. It reports observations made with OMRDA at selected
sites, including broad disturbed zones, localised depletion points and day-
night differences. These observations require independent physical and
biological validation.

The book is written for the public, families, road users, students, officials,
road-safety professionals and researchers. It avoids technical instructions
for rectification. Instead, it explains the question through short chapters,
simple illustrations and clear evidence labels.

Part | begins with the scale of road trauma and the known causes of
repeated accidents. Part Il introduces the road as an energy environment.
Part Il describes what the Foundation reports observing. Part IV
considers the human system involved in safe driving. Part V explains
responsible measurement, the high-level role of the patented instruments
and why Energy Hygiene must remain an additional layer rather than a
replacement for conventional safety.

Readers are not asked to accept a conclusion in advance. They are
asked to distinguish what is established, what has been observed,
what is interpreted within the ARF framework and what still needs to
be tested.
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How to Read This Book

The book uses a simple evidence ladder. Reading each statement at the
correct level is essential.

Established knowledge. Information supported by recognised road-
safety, human-factors, geophysical or biological sources. Examples
include the effects of speed, distraction, fatigue, road design and delayed
emergency care.

Foundation observation. A response reported by Aura Research
Foundation using OMRDA at a particular time and place. It is attributed to
the Foundation and does not automatically apply to every road location.

Framework interpretation. The meaning ARF gives to an observed
response within Energy Hygiene. An interpretation may guide a research
question but is not the same as an independently verified mechanism.

Hypothesis. A proposed explanation that can be examined through
controlled, repeatable investigation. Words such as may, could and
proposed signal this level.

Patent status. Legal protection for an invention or method. A patent does
not by itself prove that a scientific hypothesis is correct or that a field
outcome is guaranteed.

Two Similar Terms

Road black spot is a recognised road-safety term for a location identified
through defined accident data and official criteria. Road black zone or
dark zone is used in this book for a location being considered within ARF's
investigational energy framework. The terms should not be treated as
identical.

Whenever a visual shows an invisible energy pattern, its caption should
identify it as a conceptual illustration, Foundation working model or reported
OMRDA response map. It should not be read as a photograph of established
physical radiation.
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Road Safety at a Glance

Road trauma is a major global and national safety challenge. The figures
below show the reporting year so that the scale is clear and the sources
can be checked.

m Latest figure used Reporting basis

World About 1.16 million deaths each year WHO fact sheet 20 July 2026
World 20 to 50 million non-fatal injuries each year WHO fact sheet 20 July 2026
World Leading cause of death for ages 5 to 29 WHO fact sheet 20 July 2026

92 percent of road deaths in low- and

World middle-income countries WHO fact sheet 20 July 2026

India 2024 About 4.88 lakh reported road accidents MoRTH Road Accidents in India 2024
India 2024 About 1.77 lakh reported deaths MoRTH Road Accidents in India 2024
India 2024 About 4.71 lakh reported injuries MoRTH Road Accidents in India 2024

In daily terms, the 2024 India totals are roughly equivalent to more than
1,330 reported accidents and about 484 deaths each day. The official figures
are rounded here for public communication.

Statistics describe the burden; they do not explain each event. Every repeated-
accident location requires investigation of road, vehicle, traffic, environmental and
human factors.

Sources: WHO Road traffic injuries and MoRTH Road Accidents in India 2024.



https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/road-traffic-injuries
https://morth.gov.in/backend/documents/uploaded/1781177676_V1gUW8tJWT.pdf

Energy Hygiene in One Page

Energy is present throughout everyday life: in living systems, water, food,
plants, homes, workplaces, transport systems and the natural
environment. Aura Research Foundation uses Energy Hygiene as a
framework for examining whether the energy state of people and
surroundings may support or disturb adaptation.

Within the Foundation's operational model, frequency responses are
grouped into three broad regions. These are working categories used with
OMRDA, they are not presented as direct readings from a conventional
calibrated electromagnetic spectrum analyser.

Operational region Working meaning

Response considered potentially disturbing

ST L R within the framework

Below about 400 Hz

Response considered supportive of

FEERIETD adaptation within the framework

About 400 to 752 Hz

Response considered potentially disturbing

LT GO within the framework

Above about 752 Hz

A road passes over soil, rock, underground water, mineral formations and
geological discontinuities. It is also surrounded by structures, utilities, vehicles
and changing day-night conditions. ARF reports unusual OMRDA responses
at selected recurring-accident locations and asks whether such environmental
patterns may temporarily interact with the human energy state. Association is
not causation, and the proposal requires controlled study.

ARF has developed a patented methodology for the assessment and
energy rectification of identified road black zones. The patented OMRDA
and Energy Flux Pulsator are used within its high-level assessment,
nullification and verification pathway. This book explains their purpose
without disclosing the proprietary process.



Road Safety Boundary Statement

Road Safety Energy Hygiene begins with a non-negotiable principle:
known road risks must be identified and corrected through
established safety practice.

Conventional Safety Remains Essential

o Safe road geometry, surfaces, drainage, visibility, signs, markings,
lighting, crossings, medians, shoulders and barriers.

o Safe speeds, alert driving, lawful behaviour, fatigue management and
freedom from alcohol, drugs and mobile-phone distraction.

o Correct helmet, seat-belt and child-restraint use, together with vehicle
fitness and maintenance.

o Effective enforcement, road-safety audits, crash-data review, timely
medical care and emergency response.

o Comprehensive investigation of every accident-prone location before
considering any additional hypothesis.

What This Book Does Not Claim

e That every official road black spot is an Energy Hygiene black zone.

e That an OMRDA response proves why a particular accident occurred.

o That brief passage through a reported zone produces a defined medical
or neurological condition.

e That patent status establishes scientific validation or guarantees an
outcome.

e That energy rectification replaces engineering, enforcement, safe driving
or emergency care.

The Energy Hygiene proposal is an additional investigational layer. It
deserves proportionate language, authorised field practice, appropriate
statutory permissions and independent evaluation.
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PART I

THE UNANSWERED
ROAD SAFETY QUESTION

Road safety begins with what can be seen, recorded and
corrected. Yet when serious incidents return to the same stretch of
road, the repetition itself becomes a question that deserves careful

investigation.

1 When Accidents Repeat at the Same Place
2 What Conventional Road Safety Already Examines

3 The Unanswered Remainder

Part | begins with evidence before introducing any additional hypothesis.









CHAPTER 1

WHEN ACCIDENTS REPEAT
AT THE SAME PLACE

A bend in a road can acquire a reputation. Drivers slow down
before reaching it. Families speak about it with unease. Police and
emergency teams recognise the location because they have been
called there more than once. The concern is not created by one
isolated event. It grows when events return to the same place.

When Repetition Becomes a Pattern

Every road accident has its own sequence of circumstances. A driver
may be tired or distracted. A vehicle may fail. Rain, glare, poor
visibility, an unsafe crossing or excessive speed may contribute. Often
several factors act together. For this reason, repetition at one location
does not immediately reveal a cause. It reveals a pattern that
deserves closer attention.

Road-safety authorities use accident records to find places where
severe incidents are concentrated. Engineers and investigators then
return to the road itself. They examine how people approach the
location, what they can see, how the road is shaped and maintained,
how traffic moves, and whether earlier safety measures have worked.

Why This Chapter Comes First

Road Safety Energy Hygiene begins with this established evidence.
The scale of road trauma must be understood before any additional
question is raised. This chapter therefore starts with official global and
Indian figures, then explains why a repeated-incident location is
important. It does not assign an unseen cause to any accident.



Figure 1 Road Safety at a Glance

Panel A The Global Picture

Road traffic deaths each year About 1.16 million
Nonfatal injuries each year 20 to 50 million

Leading cause of death

Age burden

for ages 5 to 29
Share in low- and middle-income 92 percent
L L of road deaths

The figures describe a worldwide public-safety burden. They include
people travelling in vehicles and people exposed outside them, such as
pedestrians, cyclists and motorcyclists. More than half of road deaths
occur among these vulnerable road users.

Behind every total is a loss carried by a family and a community. Nonfatal
injuries can also produce disability, long recovery and loss of income. This
is why road safety must address prevention, protection and timely care
together.

Source World Health Organization Road traffic injuries fact sheet 20 July 2026



https://www.who.int/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/road-traffic-injuries

Road Safety at a Glance

Panel B India 2024

Reported measure India 2024

Road accidents About 4.88 lakh
Deaths About 1.77 lakh
People injured About 4.71 lakh

More than 1,330
Average daily scale accidents
About 484 deaths

The daily figures are rounded from the annual totals. They help a reader
understand the scale, but they should not be mistaken for a description of
one uniform road problem. Conditions differ by road type, location, vehicle
mix, time, weather and road-user behaviour.

National totals also cannot explain why an individual crash occurred. That
requires evidence from the location and the event. Their purpose here is
simpler: to show why every recurring accident pattern deserves serious,
timely attention.

Source Ministry of Road Transport and Highways Road Accidents in India 2024

Figures are rounded for public communication.


https://morth.gov.in/backend/documents/uploaded/1781177676_V1gUW8tJWT.pdf

When Incidents Gather at One Location

A national total tells us how large the problem is. A location record tells
us where attention may be needed. When investigators place incidents
on a map, some appear scattered. Others gather around a junction,
bend, crossing, bridge approach or short road stretch. The
concentration turns separate reports into a site-level safety question.

This does not make the location the sole cause. It means that the road
environment and the way people use it should be examined together.
A careful investigation may find a clear explanation, several interacting
explanations, or a remaining question after known risks have been
addressed.

Three Related Terms

Road black spot. A recognised road-safety term for a location identified
from accident records and official criteria. Its meaning is data-based and
administrative.

Accident-prone area. A broader public expression for a place associated
with repeated or elevated accident risk. It may be used before a formal
designation is confirmed.

Road black zone or dark zone. Terms used in this book for a location
later considered within Aura Research Foundation's investigational
Energy Hygiene framework. They are not substitutes for the official road
black spot definition.

A Location Is a Starting Point

A marked location directs attention; it does not complete the
investigation. The next questions concern road geometry, speed, sight
distance, signs, lighting, surface condition, drainage, traffic movement,
vehicle fitness, driver behaviour and emergency response. These
recognised factors come first and are examined in Chapter 2.



A Pattern Hidden in Plain Sight

Panel C A Conceptual Repeated Incident Map

Figure 1C Conceptual illustration. The markers show repeated reports concentrating near
one bend. The image does not represent a real road or an energy survey.

What the Map Can and Cannot Tell Us

The cluster tells investigators where to look. It does not tell them why
the events occurred. The cause may involve the bend, visibility, speed,
traffic conflict, weather, human error or a combination of factors.
Records from different times can also reveal whether incidents
continue after a safety improvement.

This distinction is central to the book. Repetition justifies investigation,
but it does not justify a conclusion in advance. The question must
remain open until evidence supports an answer.



From Pattern to Responsible Inquiry

Repeated incidents should lead to an orderly response. Each step
protects the public from both overlooked hazards and premature
explanations.

1 Record the pattern. Confirm the location, time period, severity and
circumstances through reliable accident data.

2 Investigate recognised risks. Examine the road, traffic, vehicles,
road-user behaviour, weather and emergency response.

3 Correct what is known. Apply appropriate engineering, enforcement,
education, vehicle-safety and care measures, then monitor the result.

4 Define any remaining question. If repetition appears incompletely
explained, state the unanswered issue as a research question rather than
a settled cause.

What This Chapter Establishes

¢ Road trauma is a major global and Indian public-safety burden.

¢ Repeated incidents at one location deserve focused investigation.

¢ A location pattern identifies where to investigate, not what conclusion
to reach.

Evidence Boundary

The global and Indian figures in this chapter come from official sources. The
road map is conceptual. No energy pattern is presented here as the cause of
a road accident. Road Safety Energy Hygiene enters the discussion only after
established risks have received full attention.

Reflection question What if correcting the visible risks does
not fully explain the repetition?

Chapter 2 examines what conventional road safety already looks for and
why those checks remain essential.



CHAPTER 2

WHAT CONVENTIONAL
ROAD SAFETY
ALREADY EXAMINES

When accidents repeat at one place, the first duty is practical:
examine the risks that road-safety science already knows how to
find. Many hazards are visible. Others become clear only after
records, measurements and road-user behaviour are studied
together.

The Safe System Principle

The Safe System approach starts from two realities. People can make
mistakes, and the human body has a limited tolerance for crash
forces. A transport system should therefore reduce the chance of a
crash and prevent a mistake from becoming a death or serious injury.

This responsibility is shared across road design, speed management,
vehicle safety, road-user behaviour and post-crash care. A weakness
in one part can increase pressure on the others. For example, a
confusing junction becomes more dangerous when vehicles approach
too quickly or when pedestrians have no protected crossing.

Why Known Risks Come First

Known hazards can often be measured, corrected and monitored. A
damaged surface can be repaired. A hidden junction can be made
visible. Speed can be managed. Signs, lighting, barriers and crossings
can be improved. These actions should never be delayed while an
additional hypothesis is being considered.



Road Design Shapes the Journey

Geometry and Sight Distance

The shape of a road influences the decisions a driver must make.
Sharp curves, steep gradients, narrow lanes, sudden merges and
poorly arranged junctions can reduce the time available to respond.
Investigators check whether a person approaching the location can
see the road, other vehicles, signs and crossing users early enough to
act safely.

Signs, Markings and Lighting

Road users depend on clear information. Signs should be visible,
correctly placed and easy to understand. Lane and edge markings
should guide movement in daylight and at night. Lighting is especially
important at junctions, crossings, settlements and places where the
road direction changes unexpectedly.

Surface, Drainage and Roadside Protection

Potholes, loose material, uneven shoulders and low-friction surfaces
can reduce vehicle control. Water that remains on the carriageway can
hide damage or contribute to skidding. Roadside hazards also matter.
Open drains, rigid objects, steep drops and missing barriers can make
the outcome of a crash more severe.

The Road Must Work for Everyone

A location may carry cars, buses, trucks, motorcycles, bicycles,
tractors, pedestrians and animals within the same space. Their
speeds, sizes and movement patterns differ. Safe roads account for
these differences through suitable crossings, footpaths, shoulders,
medians, turning space and traffic control.



Figure 2 Recognised Road Safety
Factors

Conceptual illustration. The numbered markers identify familiar factors examined during a
road-safety review.

I

Road geometry Traffic mix and crossings
2  Speed and traffic flow 6  Driver and rider behaviour
3 Visibility, signs and lighting 7  Vehicle condition
4 Surface, drainage and weather 8  Emergency access and response

No single picture can show every local condition. A real investigation
combines the site, accident records, traffic patterns and observations made at
different times and in different weather.



Movement and Human Decisions

Speed Changes Both Risk and Severity

Higher speed reduces the time available to notice a hazard, decide
what to do and bring a vehicle under control. It also increases the
force involved if a crash occurs. Investigators compare the posted
limit, the speed people actually travel, the road design and the mix of
road users at the location.

Attention Fatigue and Distraction

Safe driving depends on continuous attention. Fatigue can slow
recognition and reaction. Mobile-phone use divides attention and can
affect lane position, following distance and braking response. Alcohol
and psychoactive substances can impair judgement, coordination and
control. These factors must be considered through evidence rather
than assumption.

Protection When a Crash Occurs

Helmets, seat belts and child restraints do not prevent every crash, but
correct use can greatly reduce injury. Their value depends on suitable
design, correct fitting and consistent use. Enforcement and public
education help turn safety rules into everyday behaviour.

Traffic Mix and Conflict Points

A conflict point is a place where paths cross, merge or separate. Busy
junctions, roadside access points, bus stops and informal crossings
can create frequent conflicts. Heavy vehicles, motorcycles,
pedestrians and slower vehicles need different space and stopping
distances. A road-safety review studies these movements at the times
when risk is greatest.

Source World Health Organization Road traffic injuries fact sheet 20 July 2026
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Vehicles, Weather and Post-Crash Care

Vehicle Fitness and Safety Features

Tyres, brakes, steering, lights and mirrors affect whether a driver can
avoid a crash. Vehicle loading and maintenance also matter. Safety
features such as seat belts, airbags and electronic stability control can
reduce the chance of severe injury, but they cannot compensate for
every unsafe road or driving condition.

Weather and Time of Day

Rain can reduce visibility and surface grip. Fog, dust, glare and
darkness can hide road edges, people or stopped vehicles.
Investigators therefore compare day and night conditions and look at
seasonal patterns. A location that appears safe at noon may present a
different task after rain or after sunset.

Enforcement and Road User Expectations

Traffic laws have limited effect if road users do not expect them to be
enforced. Speed limits, helmet and seat-belt rules, drink-driving laws
and safe-loading requirements need consistent application. Road
design and enforcement should support the same safe behaviour
rather than send conflicting messages.

The Minutes After a Crash

The outcome can depend on how quickly a crash is detected, how
safely responders reach the scene and how soon appropriate care
begins. Emergency access, communication, trained first response,
ambulance availability and suitable hospital care belong within the
road-safety system. Delays of only minutes can matter in severe
injury.

These factors show why repeated accidents require a broad
investigation. The road before the event and the response after it
are both part of the safety picture.

11



How an Accident-Prone Location Is
Examined

1 Review the record. Confirm when, where and how incidents occurred
and which road users were involved.

2 Observe the location. Inspect the road during relevant traffic, weather,
daylight and night-time conditions.

3 Identify contributing factors. Compare road design, speed, visibility,
surface, vehicles, behaviour and emergency access with the incident
pattern.

4 Act and monitor. Correct confirmed hazards and examine whether the
number or severity of later incidents changes.

What This Chapter Establishes

e Road accidents usually involve several interacting factors.

e Conventional road safety provides a structured way to find and reduce
recognised risks.

e Known hazards must be addressed before an additional explanation is
considered.

Road Safety Boundary

Road Safety Energy Hygiene does not replace road engineering, audits,
speed management, signage, lighting, enforcement, safe driving, vehicle
maintenance or emergency care. Energy assessment should never be used
to postpone a recognised safety correction.

Reflection question After every recognised factor has been
investigated, can a repeated pattern still leave a reasonable
question unanswered?

Chapter 3 considers the unanswered remainder without rejecting
anything conventional road safety has established.

Further source Ministry of Road Transport and Highways Road Accidents in India 2024

12
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CHAPTER 3

THE UNANSWERED
REMAINDER

Sometimes a repeated accident pattern is not fully explained by the
information available. That remaining uncertainty deserves
attention, but it must be described carefully. An unanswered
question is not proof of a hidden cause. It is a reason to improve
the investigation.

Accidents Usually Have Several Contributors

A crash can involve the road, the vehicle, the person and the
conditions at one particular moment. A curve may limit sight distance.
Speed may reduce response time. Rain may lower surface grip.
Fatigue or distraction may delay a decision. These factors can
combine, and their importance may differ from one incident to another.

What the Remainder Means

The unanswered remainder is the part of a repeated pattern that still
lacks a satisfactory explanation after recognised factors and gaps in
the evidence have been examined. It may become smaller when
better records are found, when the site is observed at the right time or
when corrected hazards are monitored over a longer period.

A Question Without a Premature Answer

Calling a location unexplained too early can mislead the public. The
responsible position is more modest: identify what is known, state
what is uncertain and define exactly what further observation could
clarify. Only then is it reasonable to consider an additional hypothesis.
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Why a Pattern Can Be Difficult to
Interpret

Records May Be Incomplete

Incident reports may differ in detail. The precise location, direction of
travel, time, weather, speed or road-user action may be missing. Minor
incidents and near misses may not appear in official records. Several
reports may also describe one event in different ways. The pattern
should be verified before conclusions are drawn.

Traffic Exposure Matters

A busy road may record more crashes simply because more people
use it. Investigators therefore consider traffic volume, the types of road
users and the period being studied. A raw count alone does not show
whether a location is unusually risky. The comparison must use a
suitable local context.

Conditions Change Through the Day

The same road can present different conditions at dawn, at midday,
during rain or after dark. Traffic mix, glare, roadside activity, lighting
and driver fatigue also change. A daytime inspection may miss a
problem that appears only during a particular hour or season.

Corrections Need Time to Be Evaluated

A new sign, surface repair, speed measure or lighting improvement
should be followed by monitoring. If incidents continue, investigators
should ask whether the correction was suitable, whether people
responded as expected and whether another recognised factor
remains. Only the unresolved portion should be carried forward as a
new question.
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Figure 3 Known Factors and Questions
Still Open

KNOWN
FACTORS

QUESTION
STILL OPEN

Missing evidence

Changing conditions

Unclear interactions
A residual pattern

Road design
Speed and traffic flow
Visibility and lighting
Road user and vehicle

CONTINUED
INVESTIGATION

Conceptual illustration. The boundary between known and open questions can change as
better evidence becomes available.

How to Read the Figure

Known factors. These are supported by established road-safety knowledge
or documented conditions at the location.

Questions still open. These may reflect missing information, changing
conditions, unclear interactions or a pattern that remains after known hazards
are addressed.

Continued investigation. This is where a precise, testable question is
examined. Some questions will move into the known circle. Others may
disappear when the data improve.
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A Disciplined Review of What Remains

1 Confirm the pattern. Check that incidents belong to the same road
location and are not the result of duplicate, vague or displaced records.

2 Compare the exposure. Consider how many vehicles and people use
the location, which road users are involved and whether the comparison
period is appropriate.

3 Observe relevant conditions. Return at the times and in the weather
associated with the pattern. Day and night may present different risks.

4 Correct and monitor known hazards. Road engineering, speed
management, visibility, enforcement and other confirmed needs should be
addressed without waiting for a new explanation.

5 Define the remaining question. State what is still unexplained and
what evidence could support or weaken a proposed explanation. Avoid a
broad claim that cannot be tested.

Examples of Responsible Questions

e Does the apparent concentration remain after traffic volume and reporting
quality are considered?

e |s the pattern linked to a particular time, direction, weather condition or
type of road user?

o After recognised hazards are corrected, does the pattern continue during
a suitable monitoring period?

Each question can lead to evidence. None assumes its answer in advance.
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Exploring an Additional Hypothesis

New Questions Do Not Reject Existing Knowledge

A new hypothesis can be considered without dismissing road
engineering or human factors. It should address a clearly defined
remainder and remain open to correction or rejection. Established
safety action continues while the question is studied.

What Makes the Question Testable

A useful hypothesis leads to observations that can be recorded and
compared. The method, place, time and conditions should be stated.
Repeat observations, comparison sites and independent checking can
help separate a consistent pattern from chance, expectation or
measurement variation.

Where Energy Hygiene Enters

Aura Research Foundation proposes Road Safety Energy Hygiene as
an additional investigational lens for selected accident-prone locations.
It asks whether site-specific energy responses reported through its
operator-mediated observations may be present at some road black
zones and deserve structured study.

The proposal remains a research question. It does not show that an
energy response caused a particular accident or replace correction of
recognised hazards. Later chapters explain the Foundation's working
terms, observations and evidence boundaries.

What Responsible Study Requires

Any additional explanation should be judged by its records,
repeatability, comparison with alternatives and independent
investigation. Curiosity opens the question. Evidence determines what
can responsibly be concluded.
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What This Chapter Establishes

¢ Road accidents are usually multifactorial, and the combination can
differ from one incident to another.

e An unanswered remainder may reflect missing evidence, changing
conditions or an interaction that has not yet been understood.

¢ An additional hypothesis can be explored only as a testable question
and without delaying established safety action.

Road Safety Boundary

The absence of a complete explanation is not evidence that an energy
condition caused an accident. Road design, speed, visibility, behaviour,
vehicle condition, weather and emergency response must remain part of the
investigation. Confirmed hazards should be corrected and monitored.

The Question Carried Forward

If a carefully examined remainder persists, can the road
environment be studied through one more responsible
observational lens?

Part Il begins with energy in everyday life and then introduces the
Foundation's working language for adaptive and non-adaptive frequency
responses. The familiar road remains the foundation; the next chapters
ask what else may be present in its environment.

Further reading Federal Highway Administration Zero Deaths and Safe System
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PART Il

THE ROAD AS AN
ENERGY ENVIRONMENT

A road is part of a living and built environment. People, plants,
water, food, homes, workplaces and transport systems each
involve energy and signalling in different forms. This part
introduces the language needed to ask how a road location may
also be studied as an energy environment.

4 Energy in Every Walk of Life
5 Adaptive and Non Adaptive Frequency Responses
6 Earth and the Road Beneath Us

7 Hartmann Grids and Historical Observations

Established science and the Foundation's operational framework are kept
clearly distinct.






CHAPTER 4

ENERGY IN EVERY
WALK OF LIFE

Energy is part of every ordinary day. It appears as sunlight and
heat, as chemical energy in food, as electrical activity in living cells
and as power used by homes, workplaces and transport systems.
Signals allow living systems and technologies to respond to
changing conditions.

One Word with Several Meanings

The word energy can describe several measurable physical quantities.
Heat, motion, electricity, light and stored chemical energy are not
interchangeable, even though all can be discussed as forms or
transfers of energy. A careful explanation must state which kind is
meant and how it is measured.

Signals Carry Information

A signal is a change that conveys information. A nerve impulse, a
chemical message in a cell, a plant response to injury, a traffic light
and a wireless transmission are very different examples. Each belongs
to its own system and must be understood by the methods appropriate
to that system.

The Starting Boundary

The fact that energy and signalling exist throughout life does not prove
that every proposed energy framework is correct. It provides a familiar
starting point. New claims still require clear definitions, suitable
instruments, repeatable observations and independent testing.
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The Human Body Uses Energy and
Signals

Energy Supports the Work of the Body

Food supplies chemical energy and nutrients. Through metabolism,
the body converts and uses them to maintain temperature, repair
tissues, move muscles and support the activity of organs. Blood
carries oxygen and nutrients, while breathing and circulation help
sustain these processes.

Electrical and Chemical Communication

Cells maintain electrical differences across their membranes. Neurons
use electrical and chemical signals to carry information between the
brain, spinal cord and other parts of the body. Muscles respond to
signals from nerves. These established processes help make
sensation, attention, movement and coordinated action possible.

A Complex System Not a Single Reading

The body's condition cannot be described by one signal alone.
Electrical activity, chemistry, circulation, hormones, temperature,
sleep, nutrition and many other processes interact. Medical science
measures particular functions with defined methods such as
electrocardiography or electroencephalography.

Established Physiology and a Wider Proposal

Established bioelectric activity should not be presented as automatic
proof of a wider human energy field. Aura Research Foundation
studies an additional operational framework, but that interpretation
must be evaluated separately from conventional physiology.

Source NIH NINDS Brain Basics The Life and Death of a Neuron
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Plants Water and Food

Plants Receive and Respond

Plants capture light energy through photosynthesis and store part of it
as chemical energy. They also respond to light, temperature, moisture,
touch, damage and other conditions through linked chemical and
electrical processes. These responses help coordinate growth,
defence and adaptation.

Water Connects Many Processes

Water moves through soil, plants, food systems, buildings and the
human body. It carries dissolved substances and heat, supports
chemical reactions and influences biological function. Water is
therefore part of many energy-related processes, but water itself
should not be described as a universal source of unexplained energy.

Food Continues the Pathway

Plants turn sunlight, carbon dioxide, water and minerals into living
material. Food then supplies people with chemical energy and
nutrients. Cultivation, storage, preparation and consumption can
change recognised nutritional and physical qualities. Any additional
proposed energy response must be studied as a separate question.

The Foundation Observation Programme

Aura Research Foundation reports operational observations involving
seeds, plants, water, food and the human response. These
observations belong to the wider Energy Hygiene research
programme. They are not used here as proof of a mechanism and
require controlled, blinded and independent investigation.

Research example Yudina and colleagues Plant electrical signalling study 2023
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Figure 4 An Everyday Energy and
Signalling Pathway

ENERGY AND SIGNALLING APPEAR IN DIFFERENT FORMS
ACROSS EVERYDAY LIFE

SC SRICYEE il : |

HOME AND
WATER PLANT FOOD PERSON WORK ROAD

A reader pathway showing connection through daily life. It is not a claim that every system uses the same kind of energy.

Conceptual illustration. The sequence helps the reader see connections across daily life. It is
not a complete scientific model or a claim that the same energy mechanism operates in
every system.

What the Pathway Shows

Water supports plants. Plants contribute to food. Food supports
human activity. People live and work in buildings and travel through
road environments. Each stage has recognised physical and biological
processes, and each is also exposed to surrounding conditions.

What the Pathway Does Not Show

The arrows do not mean that one identical frequency or invisible force
passes unchanged through the whole sequence. The figure is a map
of relationships. Every proposed response must be defined, measured
and tested within its own context.
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The Foundation Working Lens

An Operational Frequency Framework

Aura Research Foundation uses a working frequency language to
record responses observed in people, water, food, plants, built spaces
and selected road locations. Within this framework, a reported
response is treated as an operational observation linked to the
Foundation's method.

What a Reported Response Means

A reported response does not mean that a conventional laboratory
instrument has directly detected ambient radiation at the stated
frequency. The Foundation's approach involves an operator-mediated
assessment. The physical basis, biological relevance and
reproducibility of the observations require independent study.

Why Roads Belong in the Discussion

A road passes over soil, rock, water and human-made infrastructure. It
is exposed to heat, light, weather, electrical systems and continual
movement. People move through it while making rapid decisions.
These facts establish the road as a complex environment, although
they do not by themselves establish an Energy Hygiene effect.

The Next Step in the Book

The next chapter introduces the Foundation's operational distinction
between adaptive and non-adaptive frequency responses. Those
terms describe categories within the proposed framework. They
should not be confused with accepted medical diagnoses or with direct
measurement by a conventional electromagnetic spectrum analyser.
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What This Chapter Establishes

e Energy and signalling appear in many recognised forms across living
systems, technologies and everyday environments.

¢ Different systems do not necessarily use the same form of energy,
frequency or mechanism.

e Aura Research Foundation's frequency framework is an operational
research proposal that requires independent physical and biological
validation.

Evidence Boundary

Established facts about metabolism, cellular electricity, plant signalling, light,
heat or technological communication do not prove the Energy Hygiene
Framework. They show that energy and signalling are legitimate scientific
subjects. The Foundation's wider interpretation must be tested on its own
evidence.

Reflection Question

If energy and signalling take different forms across people,
plants, water, food, buildings and roads, how should a new
proposed response be defined and tested without confusing it
with what is already known?

Chapter 5 explains the terms adaptive and non-adaptive as working
categories within the Foundation's framework and states the evidence
limits that accompany them.

26



CHAPTER 5

ADAPTIVE AND NON ADAPTIVE
FREQUENCY RESPONSES

Aura Research Foundation uses the words adaptive and non-
adaptive to organise responses recorded within its Energy Hygiene
work. The labels help describe where a response appears in the
Foundation's working frequency framework and how strong that
response appears to be. They are research terms within the ARF
method, not accepted medical diagnoses, road-safety standards or
conventional radiation limits.

Two Questions Guide the Reading

Frequency asks where Which reference frequency is associated with
the observed response?

Amplitude asks how much How strong is the response under the same
assessment conditions?

Working Meanings

Adaptive The Foundation's label for a response that falls within its
proposed supportive range and is interpreted as compatible with
adaptation within the framework.

Non-adaptive The Foundation's label for a response outside that working
range. It signals a need for careful observation; it does not by itself
establish danger, iliness or accident causation.
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The Three Working Bands

ARF WORKING FREQUENCY RESPONSE FRAMEWORK

LOWER OPERATIONAL WORKING UPPER OPERATIONAL
NON ADAPTIVE ADAPTIVE RANGE NON ADAPTIVE

BELOW 400 Hz 400 TO 752 Hz ABOVE 752 Hz

A 4

400 752

These are operational categories used by Aura Research Foundation.
They are not established biological or electromagnetic safety bands.

Figure 5. The Foundation's three-band working framework. The boundaries are used for
operational classification and research recording.

Below Approximately 400 Hz

Responses below approximately 400 Hz are grouped as the lower
operational non-adaptive range. This is an ARF classification. It must
not be read as a public exposure limit or as proof that every physical
signal below 400 Hz is harmful.

Approximately 400 to 752 Hz

The interval from approximately 400 to 752 Hz, including the boundary
values, is treated as the working adaptive range. ARF uses this range
when comparing responses involving people, water, food, plants, built
spaces and selected road locations.

Above Approximately 752 Hz

Responses above approximately 752 Hz are grouped as the upper
operational non-adaptive range. The label describes position within the
Foundation's framework. It is not a conventional electromagnetic
hazard category.
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Frequency and Response Strength

Frequency Has a Standard Meaning

In the International System of Units, the hertz is the unit of frequency
and equals one occurrence per second for a periodic phenomenon. A
number followed by Hz therefore needs a defined repeating event and
a stated measurement method.

The ARF Use Is Operational

Within the ARF method, the number identifies a reference frequency
used during an operator-mediated assessment. It should not be
interpreted as proof that a conventional spectrum analyser has directly
detected ambient electromagnetic radiation at that frequency.

ONE REFERENCE FREQUENCY DIFFERENT RESPONSE STRENGTHS

The frequency label stays the same. The recorded response strength cha

REDUCED RESPONSE REFERENCE STRONGER
DEFICIT RESPONSE RESPONSE

Figure 6. Conceptual comparison only. The bars are not voltage, field-strength or power
readings from a laboratory instrument.

A Deficit Means a Reduced Response

A deficit does not mean that a frequency has disappeared. It means
that the response recorded at that reference frequency is lower than
the comparison level used in the same protocol. The comparison level
and conditions should always be documented.

Measurement reference BIPM International System of Units
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From an Individual Response to a Road
Location

Context Changes the Meaning

The same label can be used in different ARF studies, but the subject
of the observation must remain clear. A response recorded in a
person, a water sample, a room or a road location is not automatically
the same physical or biological event. Each needs its own baseline,
controls and interpretation.

Patterns Can Be Mapped

For a road study, the assessment team can record where a response
begins, how far it extends, which reference categories appear and
whether the recorded strength changes across the location. Repeated
mapping can show whether an operational pattern appears stable,
variable or absent.

Why This Matters for Black Zones

At selected accident-prone locations, ARF reports three broad kinds of
observations: lower-range non-adaptive responses, reduced
responses within parts of the adaptive range, and upper-range non-
adaptive responses. This vocabulary allows the observations to be
described consistently before any explanation is proposed.

Classification Is Not Causation

Finding an operational response at an accident location would not by
itself show that the response caused an accident. Road design, speed,
visibility, traffic behaviour, weather, vehicle condition and emergency
response remain essential parts of every investigation. Energy
Hygiene assessment is proposed as an additional research layer.
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How the Foundation Uses the
Framework

Assessment and Comparison

ARF uses the patented OMRDA and Energy Flux Pulsator within its
assessment and nullification checks. OMRDA responses are operator-
mediated, while the Energy Flux Pulsator provides controlled
reference induction within the Foundation's protocol. This reader
names their role without describing the proprietary rectification
process.

Patented Methodology

The Foundation states that its Energy rectification methodology and
associated instruments are protected through patents. Patent
protection recognises an invention and its legal claims. It is separate
from independent confirmation of scientific mechanism, measurement
validity or road-safety effectiveness.

A Useful Record Needs More Than a Number

A road record should identify the exact location, date, time, weather,
traffic conditions, road features, reference settings, operator and
repeat observations. Conventional accident data should be
documented alongside the Energy Hygiene assessment rather than
replaced by it.

Questions for Independent Study

¢ Do different trained operators obtain comparable results without
knowing the accident history?

¢ Do the recorded bands remain stable when the location is tested at
different times?

¢ Do controlled nullification checks produce repeatable changes under
blinded conditions?
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What This Chapter Establishes

o ARF uses approximately 400 to 752 Hz inclusive as its working
adaptive range, with operational non-adaptive ranges below and
above it.

e Frequency identifies the reference category, while amplitude
describes the recorded strength of response. A deficit is a reduced
response at a reference frequency.

e The categories help ARF organise observations, but they do not
establish a medical diagnosis, an electromagnetic safety limit or the
cause of a road accident.

Evidence Boundary

Adaptive, non-adaptive and deficit are operational constructs within the Aura
Research Foundation method. The proposed ranges, their physical basis,
biological relevance and usefulness in road-safety research require blinded,
repeatable and independent validation. They should not be presented as
established direct electromagnetic measurements.

Reflection Question

If a response category appears repeatedly at one road
location, what controls and comparisons would be needed
before linking it to accident risk?

Chapter 6 looks beneath the road at geology, underground water, faults,
minerals and the natural electromagnetic environment, while keeping
established geophysics separate from proposed Energy Hygiene
interpretations.
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CHAPTER 6

EARTH AND THE ROAD
BENEATH US

A driver sees the road surface, markings and traffic. Beneath that
visible layer are compacted materials, natural soil, rock,
groundwater, minerals and sometimes geological faults. These
conditions can influence drainage, stability and construction. They
also provide the physical setting in which Aura Research
Foundation studies its additional Earth Energy hypothesis.

The Road Is a Layered Structure

A modern road normally includes a wearing surface, base layers and
prepared ground. Below the engineered structure, natural materials
can change over short distances. A route may cross firm rock, soft
sediments, clay, filled land or weathered material.

Water Moves Below the Surface

Rain enters the ground and may collect or move through pores, cracks
and rock layers. Groundwater level and flow can affect soil strength,
erosion, slope stability and the performance of drains and foundations.

A Uniform Surface Can Hide Variation

Two points on the same road can look identical while resting on
different materials. This is why engineers use surveys, boreholes,
maps and monitoring instead of relying only on surface appearance.
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Figure 7 The Road and the Earth Below

ROAD SURFACE

GROUNDWATER

ROCK LAYERS

Figure 7. Conceptual road cross-section. The arrangement is illustrative and does not
represent one surveyed site.

Soil and Rock Carry the Load

The strength, moisture and movement of soil and rock affect how well
a road keeps its shape. Weak or changing ground can contribute to
settlement, cracking, unevenness or slope failure. Engineers
investigate these recognised mechanisms directly.

Faults and Minerals Are Physical Features

A fault is a fracture or zone of fractures in rock. Mineral content can
change density, conductivity and magnetic properties. Their presence
does not automatically make a road dangerous; importance depends
on the local geology, activity and engineering conditions.

Groundwater Can Affect Infrastructure

Groundwater movement or withdrawal can change subsurface
conditions. In some settings, compaction and land subsidence have
damaged roads and drainage systems. These are measurable
geotechnical problems with established investigation methods.
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Recognised Physical Influences from
Earth

Geology and Water

Geology influences the strength and drainage of the ground. Water
can soften some soils, raise pore pressure, dissolve certain rocks or
contribute to erosion. Groundwater withdrawal can compact some
aquifer systems and cause subsidence. These processes may deform
roads or alter drainage.

Gravity Heat and Vibration

Gravity acts on vehicles, slopes and structures. Heat changes
materials through expansion and contraction. Traffic, construction and
earthquakes create vibration. Each influence has recognised physical
quantities and established instruments for measurement.

Magnetic and Electric Conditions

Earth has a measurable magnetic field that changes over time.
Electrical conductivity also varies between soils, water-bearing layers
and rock types. Geophysicists measure magnetic, electrical and
seismic properties to study the ground and natural hazards.

Known Effects Come First

A road investigation should first examine recognised causes such as
pavement condition, drainage, geometry, lighting, visibility, traffic
speed and vehicle behaviour. Subsurface engineering and
geophysical conditions are added where relevant. An Energy Hygiene
assessment does not replace these examinations.

Sources USGS Land Subsidence USGS Geomagnetism Program
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The Foundation Earth Energy Lens

An Operational Location Response

Aura Research Foundation uses Earth Energy as a working term for
location-related responses recorded through its operator-mediated
OMRDA method. The term does not identify a single accepted
physical force. It groups observations that the Foundation proposes
may be associated with features below or around a site.

A Question Beyond Conventional Surveying

A geological map can identify rock units, faults and water-bearing
formations. It does not by itself confirm ARF adaptive or non-adaptive
response categories. Conversely, an OMRDA response does not
establish which geological or electromagnetic mechanism produced it.
Correlation and mechanism must be studied separately.

Why the Road Location Is Mapped

ARF maps the position and extent of operational responses at
selected accident-prone locations. A pattern may cross the
carriageway, follow part of a route or change in recorded strength. The
purpose is to create a location record that can later be compared with
geology, infrastructure and accident data.

Time Variation Needs Controlled Study

The Foundation reports that some location responses vary between
day and night. Any such comparison should use the same mapped
points and record time, weather, moisture, traffic, nearby electrical
loads, operator and reference settings. Repeated and blinded
assessment is needed before interpreting the variation.
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The Bermuda Triangle as an Analogy

BERMUDA TRIANGLE ANALOGY

- —_— \/{/

STORMS AND STRONG OCEAN WAVES CAN
LOW VISIBILITY CURRENTS REINFORCE

ANALOGY NOT EVIDENCE

Known conditions can be powerful even when they are not obvious at first sight.

Figure 8. The analogy shows that powerful environmental conditions may be hidden from
casual view. It does not connect the Bermuda Triangle to ARF Earth Energy observations.

Why the Story Attracts Attention

Popular stories describe unexplained events in the Bermuda Triangle.
NOAA says that disappearances do not occur there more frequently
than in other large, well-travelled ocean areas. Weather, currents,
navigation and human error can create serious risk without an
unknown force.

Killer Waves Have Known Mechanisms

Rogue or killer waves are real, large and dangerous. NOAA describes
constructive interference between waves and the focusing of wave
energy by opposing currents. These waves should not be presented
as proof of ARF Earth Energy concepts.

The Lesson for Road Research

Unseen conditions can have real effects. This supports careful
investigation; it does not prove that ocean and road environments
share one mechanism. Road claims need road data.

Sources NOAA Bermuda Triangle NOAA Rogue Waves
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What This Chapter Establishes

e A road sits above varied soil, rock, groundwater, faults and minerals
that can matter to engineering and geophysical investigation.

e Recognised geology, water, magnetic and electrical conditions should
be measured with established methods before an additional Energy
Hygiene interpretation is considered.

o ARF Earth Energy responses are operational observations and
research hypotheses. Their relationship to Black Zones and accident
risk has not been independently established.

Evidence Boundary

Geology, groundwater, subsidence, geomagnetism and rogue waves are
recognised scientific subjects. They do not prove the existence, mechanism or
road-safety effect of the Foundation's adaptive and non-adaptive Earth
Energy responses. Those claims require clearly defined measurements,
controls, replication and independent validation.

Reflection Question

When a repeated response is mapped at one road location,
how can researchers compare it with the geology and road
conditions without assuming that one caused the other?

Chapter 7 examines Hartmann grids and other historical location-based
observations, explaining what was reported and what remains
unverified.
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CHAPTER 7

HARTMANN GRIDS AND
HISTORICAL OBSERVATIONS

Some ideas remain in public discussion because people report a
pattern, even when science has not established what the pattern
represents. The Hartmann grid is one such idea. It is a historical model
associated with German physician Ernst Hartmann. Aura Research
Foundation uses the term within its own location-mapping work. This
chapter explains the idea as history and as a research question, not as
an established road hazard.

A Mid Twentieth Century Proposal

Hartmann explored whether a person's location might be related to
health observations. His writings described a grid-like pattern said to
extend across the Earth. The model later became part of geobiology
and radiesthesia literature. A catalogued third edition of his book
Krankheit als Standortproblem was published by Haug in 1976.

A Model Drawn Across the Ground

Later accounts commonly describe roughly north-south and east-west
bands that cross at intersections. Practitioners have given particular
importance to some crossings. Reported spacing, width and strength
vary, so the concept does not provide one universally accepted map or
measurement specification.

Why the Idea Still Raises Questions

A repeated location response can encourage further observation. It
cannot, by itself, show that a physical grid exists or that the location
caused a health event or road accident. The useful next step is to turn
the report into a question that can be tested.

Historical source Hartmann book record
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Figure 9 Hartmann Grid Overlay

CONCEPTUAL HARTMANN GRID OVERLAY

REPORTED GRID BANDS|

HISTORICAL MODEL * NOT A MEASURED ROAD HAZARD

Figure 9. Conceptual illustration of the historical Hartmann grid model. The overlay is
explanatory; it is not a photograph, geophysical survey or confirmed hazard map.

=

What the Diagram Represents

The pale bands show how the grid is commonly pictured. They are an
explanatory overlay, not visible light or a sensor trace.

Lines Bands and Intersections

Historical accounts use words such as lines, zones and grid crossings.
Treating them as bands is useful because field observations normally
cover an area. Exact dimensions should be recorded at each site
rather than assumed from a traditional diagram.

A Map Does Not Explain a Mechanism

Marking a response on a road map says where it was reported. It does
not identify its physical source, show a biological effect or establish a
connection with accident occurrence.
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From Historical Report to Research
Question

Historical Observations Can Suggest a Test

An observation from the past can be useful when it leads to a clear
modern question. The question must define the location, the expected
pattern, the method of recording it and the result that would count
against the idea. Otherwise, almost any later event could be fitted to
the original claim.

Repeatability Comes Before Interpretation

If a reported line or zone is real and stable enough to map,
independent observers should be able to locate it more often than
chance under blinded conditions. They should work from pre-marked
test points and should not know where earlier responses were
recorded.

A Control Location Gives Meaning

A road black zone should be compared with similar stretches that do
not have the same accident history. The comparison should include
road geometry, lighting, drainage, traffic, weather, geology,
groundwater and nearby electrical infrastructure. A pattern found
everywhere would not explain why one location differs from another.

Operator Mediated Methods Need Extra Controls

Hartmann-grid mapping has often relied on dowsing or radiesthetic
responses. Because a person holds the device, expectation and
unconscious movement can influence the result. Controlled dowsing
research therefore shows why blinding, randomisation and
independent replication are important safeguards for ARF testing.

Sources USGS Water Dowsing Enright 1995 controlled study
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Two Different Kinds of Map

Established geophysics measures properties such as magnetism,
electrical conductivity, seismic behaviour and subsurface structure.
These real Earth properties do not confirm a Hartmann grid, and a
reported grid response does not replace a geophysical survey.

M Hartmann grid concept Established geophysical
survey

Origin
Typical

approach

Reported output

Present status

Road relevance

Historical geobiological and
radiesthetic model

Human or operator-
mediated location response

Bands, lines and
intersections on a location
map

No broadly accepted
universal measurement
standard

A hypothesis that requires
controlled comparison

Defined physical and
engineering questions

Calibrated magnetic, electrical,
seismic, thermal or other
sensors

Measurements with stated
units, uncertainty and position

Established methods, with
limits stated for each survey

Used where geology, water or
ground conditions are relevant

Table 1. Hartmann grid concept and established geophysical survey compared. A
historical location report may frame a hypothesis. A geophysical survey produces
instrument readings tied to defined physical quantities and stated limitations.

Physical Variation Is Not Proof of a Grid

Rock, minerals, faults and water can vary beneath a road, and
scientists map them with suitable instruments. A study can place an
OMRDA response map beside geological, hydrological,
electromagnetic and accident maps. Any match would show an
association at that site, not proof of a universal grid. The comparison
should be planned in advance and repeated at control locations.

Sources USGS Geophysical Mapping USGS Hydrogeophysics
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How the Foundation Uses the Term

An Operational Location Label

Aura Research Foundation uses Hartmann grid zone as a working
description when its operator-mediated OMRDA procedure records a
location-related response. This is Foundation terminology. It does not
mean that OMRDA has detected a grid accepted by mainstream
geophysics.

The Foundation Road Question

At a selected accident-prone location, ARF may ask whether a
response is repeatedly mapped at the same position, whether it
extends across the road, whether its recorded strength changes with
time and whether the pattern differs from suitable control stretches.
Chapter 8 explains this observation programme.

What Would Strengthen the Evidence

e Define the road points and expected response before assessment
begins.

o Use repeated readings, blinded operators and control locations.

e Record time, weather, traffic, moisture and nearby electrical activity.

e Compare the map with established geology, groundwater and road
data.

¢ Invite independent teams to test whether the pattern can be
reproduced.

What the Term Cannot Establish

A Hartmann grid label cannot show that an energy pattern caused a
particular accident. It cannot remove the need to examine speed,
visibility, road design, vehicle condition, fatigue or human behaviour. It
identifies an additional question for study after recognised risks
receive attention.
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What This Chapter Establishes

e The Hartmann grid is a mid-twentieth-century historical model
associated with Ernst Hartmann and later geobiological literature.

e |ts reported bands and intersections have no broadly accepted
universal measurement standard and are not established road
hazards.

o ARF uses the term as an operational location label within OMRDA
mapping, creating a research question rather than a causal
conclusion.

Evidence Boundary

Earth's magnetic, electrical, geological and hydrological properties are
recognised scientific subjects. They do not demonstrate the existence,
dimensions or health and road-safety effects attributed to a Hartmann grid.
Historical reports and ARF operational observations require clear definitions,
controls, replication and independent validation.

Reflection Question

How could researchers test a reported grid pattern without
telling the observers where earlier lines or accident clusters
were mapped?

Chapter 8 follows the Aura Research Foundation road observation
programme from location history and OMRDA survey to mapping, day-
night comparison and recorded findings.
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PART Il
WHAT THE FOUNDATION OBSERVED

CHAPTER 8

THE FOUNDATION ROAD
OBSERVATION PROGRAMME

Part Il presents field observations reported by Aura Research
Foundation. It explains what ARF looked for, how it recorded the
observations and where the evidence remains incomplete. It does not
claim that an energy pattern caused an accident.

Why Selected Roads Entered the Programme

ARF reports that selected accident-prone locations entered its
programme after repeated incidents were recognised. That history
identifies a place for closer observation; it does not identify the cause.

Begin With the Road History

Before an OMRDA survey, the location should be described precisely.
Useful information includes the road and carriageway, direction,
known incident dates, road shape, visibility, lighting, surface condition
and traffic setting. Official and independently verifiable records should
be used wherever available.

An Additional Line of Enquiry

ARF asks whether operator-mediated OMRDA responses appear
repeatedly at the same location. This enquiry sits beside established
road-safety work. Engineering, enforcement, vehicle condition,
weather and human factors remain essential to accident investigation.
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Figure 10 The Observation Pathway

THE ARF ROAD OBSERVATION PATHWAY

PUBLIC OVERVIEW ¢ OBSERVATION BEFORE INTERPRETATION

LOCATION SURVEY
HISTORY . BOUNDARY
Repeated events and Road limits and
road context reference stretches

OMRDA
SURVEY

Operator-mediated
responses recorded

ZONE AND RECORDED
POINT MAP . FINDINGS

Position, extent and Conditions, repeats and
direction marked day-night comparison

A mapped response is a recorded observation, not a finding of accident causation.

Figure 10. Public-level outline of the Aura Research Foundation road observation
programme. Source: ARF observation framework. Instrument settings and rectification
procedures are outside the scope of this reader.

One Process Several Kinds of Information

The pathway joins road history with an OMRDA survey and a location
map. Each step supplies a different kind of information. Keeping the
steps separate helps readers see what was known before the survey,
what the operator reported and what still needs independent
comparison.

A Location Is Not Classified From One Reading

A single response may reflect the operator, the conditions or an
unrecognised variable. ARF's observations become more useful when
the same points are revisited, the route is documented and control
stretches are included. Independent blinded repetition would provide a
stronger test.
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Selecting and Describing a Site

Site Identification

A site record needs enough detail for another team to find the same
road section. ARF can identify the road name or number, coordinates,
carriageway, direction of travel and clear start and end points.
Photographs or a simple sketch can preserve features that may later
change.

Repeated Event Context

The number, timing and severity of incidents should come from police,
transport authority or other traceable records wherever possible. Local
accounts may help locate an area, but they should be labelled as
reports until they are corroborated. A cluster also needs a meaningful
comparison period and road length.

Survey Boundary and Reference Stretches

The observation area should extend beyond the immediate incident
points. This allows the team to map where a reported response begins
and ends. Similar road stretches without the same incident history can
serve as references. They help show whether a response is unusual
or common along the route.

Road Information Recorded Alongside the Survey

Road alignment, junctions, curves, gradients and lane changes

Signs, markings, lighting, barriers, drainage and surface condition

Traffic flow, vehicle mix, visibility, weather and time of day

e Known changes such as resurfacing, construction or new electrical works

These details allow an OMRDA map to be considered with the road evidence
rather than in isolation.
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Figure 11 Mapping Zones and Points

CONCEPTUAL OMRDA RESPONSE MAP

ILLUSTRATION ONLY * NOT A SURVEYED SITE

—

ROAD DIRECTION

I:I BROAD REPORTED ZONE . DISCRETE REPORTED POINT

Figure 11. Example of how reported OMRDA responses may be placed on a road plan. This
is a conceptual illustration, not data from a particular location. Source: ARF mapping
framework.

An Operator Mediated Survey

Within ARF's method, an operator uses OMRDA with selected
frequency references and records a reported deflection or response.
OMRDA does not directly measure ambient electromagnetic radiation
and is not a calibrated spectrum analyser. Its output is an operational
observation that requires controlled testing.

From a Response to a Map

The operator marks the position, direction and approximate extent of a
reported response. A broad response can be shown as a zone; a
localised response can be shown as a point. Repeating the route
before interpretation helps distinguish a stable map from an isolated
reading.
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Comparing Conditions and Keeping
Records

Day and Night Observations

ARF includes daytime and night-time observations because it reports
that some location responses vary with time. The comparison should
use the same mapped points and should record traffic, weather,
surface moisture, nearby electrical activity and the operator. A
difference is a finding to investigate; it does not by itself explain why
the difference occurred.

. Road, coordinates, direction and Return to the same

Location o
survey limits place

Time and Date, time, weather, moisture and . .

i ) Describe the setting
conditions traffic
OMRDA Reference used, reported response = Create an operational
response and extent record

Repeat reading, operator and

Check consistency
observer

Repeatability

Incident history, geometry, lighting Compare with known

Road evidence and surface factors

Table 2. Suggested public-level record for the ARF road observation programme. Proprietary
settings and rectification parameters are not included.

Predefined Fields Reduce Selective Recording

Using the same fields at every site reduces the risk of noting only
unusual readings. The form should also allow a zero or absent
response, an uncertain result and a failed repeat. These outcomes are
as important as a positive response when a method is being
evaluated.
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What This Chapter Establishes

e AREF selects road locations from a repeated-event context and records
the site before beginning an OMRDA survey.

e The programme maps reported broad zones and discrete points,
repeats observations and compares conditions such as day and night.

o OMRDA records an operator-mediated response within the ARF
framework; it does not directly identify a physical cause or establish
accident causation.

Evidence Boundary

This chapter describes the Aura Research Foundation observation
programme and attributes its field framework to ARF. The observations have
not, on the information presented here, established a physical mechanism, a
human effect or a causal link with road accidents. Stronger evidence would
require predefined methods, blinded repeats, control sites, established road
and environmental measurements, transparent records and independent
teams.

Keep the Original Record

Maps, notes, photographs and later corrections should be dated and retained.
If an interpretation changes, the original observation should remain visible so
the field record can be reviewed separately.

Reflection Question

What information should be collected before a reported
location response is compared with an accident cluster?

Chapter 9 examines ARF reports that some disturbed road zones extend
farther than the household-scale responses used as a reference.
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CHAPTER 9

WHEN DISTURBED ZONES
EXTEND ACROSS THE ROAD

A point on a map can become a band, and a band can occupy a
substantial part of a road. Aura Research Foundation reports this
difference when it compares its household observations with selected
accident-prone road sites. The comparison concerns the mapped
extent of an OMRDA response. It does not establish a physical hazard
or an accident cause.

A Household Scale Reference

From its own OMRDA observations, ARF uses approximately 1 to 5
metres as a practical reference for many zones mapped in
households. This is a reported operational range, not a universal
dimension for every room, building or location.

A Broader Road Response

At selected road black zones, ARF reports responses extending for
several metres and, in some observations, across the road. The
mapped width may include one or more lanes and may continue
beyond the carriageway. The actual extent must be recorded at each
site.

A Working Meaning of Disturbed Zone

In this book, disturbed zone is ARF's working label for an area in which
its operator-mediated OMRDA procedure reports a location response.
It is not a visibly dark patch and should not be confused with the
official road-safety use of black spot for a documented accident
cluster.
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Figure 12 Reported Household and
Road Zone Extent

REPORTED HOUSEHOLD AND ROAD ZONE EXTENT

ARF FIELD OBSERVATIONS ¢ CONCEPTUAL COMPARISON

HOUSEHOLD REFERENCE SELECTED ROAD SITE

— —

APPROXIMATELY 1-5 METRES SEVERAL-METRE EXTENSION
reported household-scale reference reported at selected road sites

NOT TO A COMMON SCALE ¢ WIDTH VARIES BY LOCATION

Figure 12. Conceptual comparison based on ARF-reported observations. The panels are not
survey drawings and are not to a common scale. Width varies by location.

What the Comparison Shows

The household panel provides a familiar spatial reference. The road
panel shows why a road observation may require a wider survey
boundary. A response that crosses the carriageway cannot be
represented accurately by a single dot.

What the Comparison Does Not Show

The drawing does not show a universal size, a measured physical field
or the severity of a location. A wider mapped response is not
automatically a stronger response. Width, reported amplitude and
frequency reference are separate entries in an ARF observation
record.
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How the Extent Is Mapped

RECORDING THE EXTENT OF A REPORTED ZONE

A POSITIONAL RECORD * NOT A CAUSAL MEASUREMENT

RECORDED EXTENT
FIRST REPORTED LAST REPORTED
RESPONSE RESPONSE

Figure 13. Public-level illustration of edge-to-edge mapping within the ARF observation
framework. It does not disclose instrument settings or represent a particular road.

Mark the First and Last Response

The operator follows a defined survey line and marks where a
response is first reported, where it continues and where it is no longer
reported. The distance between the two mapped edges is recorded as
the observed extent for that survey line.

Across the Road and Along the Road

A zone can have more than one dimension. Its width across the

carriageway and its length along the direction of travel should be
recorded separately. Multiple survey lines can show whether the
shape is narrow, broad, angled or irregular.

Repeat Before Comparing

The same line should be surveyed again under recorded conditions. A
comparison with nearby reference stretches helps show whether the
extent is specific to the selected site or appears more generally along
the road.
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What Width Means in an Observation
Record
Several terms can sound similar even though they record different

things. Keeping them separate prevents a broad map from being
interpreted as evidence of a strong or dangerous physical field.

What is recorded What is not established

Extent Distance between mapped Respgnse strength or
edges severity
Frequency Reference used in the ARF A direct ambient spectrum
reference procedure reading
Repeated Response reappears in a Proof of a physical
response similar area mechanism
. Response and incident area Proof that one caused the
Location overlap o
share a map position other

Table 3. Interpretation guide for public reporting of ARF road observations.
Wider Does Not Mean Stronger

Extent describes how much ground is included in the mapped
response. Reported amplitude describes the degree of operator
response under the ARF method. Either may vary without the other, so
they should not be treated as interchangeable.

More Time in a Zone Is Not Proof of an Effect

A vehicle takes longer to cross a wider area at the same speed. That
simple relationship does not show that the mapped area changes
attention, perception or control. Human effects would need separate
physiological and behavioural testing under controlled conditions. If a
response map overlaps an accident cluster, the overlap is an
association for further study, not proof that one caused the other.
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Why Reported Widths May Differ

Variation Between Sites

ARF does not report one fixed width for every household or every road
black zone. The mapped shape and extent may differ between sites. A
range from one setting should not be transferred to another road
without observation.

Variation at the Same Site

If repeated maps differ, the record should show when and how they
differ. Time of day, weather, moisture, traffic, road works, nearby
electrical activity and operator identity are possible variables to
document. Recording them does not assume that any one variable
explains the result.

Household and Road Surveys Need Comparable Rules

The household and road ranges are useful only when the mapping
procedure, scale and edge rule are clearly stated. Comparisons are
stronger when the same survey method is used, absent responses are
retained and observers do not know earlier boundaries.

A Better Field Record

e Record the start and end coordinates for every survey line.

e Separate width, length, frequency reference and reported amplitude.
¢ Repeat the map and include nearby reference stretches.

e Retain maps that are smaller, larger, uncertain or show no response.

Why Null Results Matter
A survey that does not reproduce an earlier extent is useful evidence.
It may point to site variation, operator variation or a method that needs

refinement. Excluding such records would make the reported pattern
appear more consistent than it is.
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What This Chapter Establishes

o ARF uses approximately 1 to 5 metres as a reported household-scale
reference, while describing several-metre extensions at selected road
sites.

e The reported road extent varies by site and can cross part or all of a
carriageway; it is not a universal dimension.

e Mapped width is a positional OMRDA observation. It does not
establish response strength, a physical mechanism, a human effect or
accident causation.

Evidence Boundary

The dimensions in this chapter are Aura Research Foundation field reports
produced through an operator-mediated method. They are not established
measurements of a recognised physical field. Validation would require
predefined edge rules, scaled maps, blinded operators, control locations,
repeat surveys, conventional environmental measurements and independent
replication.

Reflection Question

How could two independent teams decide whether the same
reported zone begins and ends at the same positions?

Chapter 10 brings together the three reported response patterns at the
centre of the Foundation's road observations.
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CHAPTER 10

THREE REPORTED
RESPONSE PATTERNS

Aura Research Foundation reports three recurring OMRDA response
patterns within selected road black zones. Each pattern concerns a
different operational frequency range or type of response. Keeping
them separate makes the field record easier to understand and test.

Pattern A Lower Non Adaptive Response

ARF reports high-amplitude responses at frequency references of
approximately 100 to 350 Hz. Within the Foundation framework, this is
described as a lower non-adaptive pattern.

Pattern B Upper Adaptive Depletion

ARF also reports discrete points associated with a reduced response
at approximately 671 to 752 Hz. The Foundation describes this as
depletion within the upper adaptive range.

Pattern C Upper Non Adaptive Response

A third reported pattern is a high-amplitude response at references
above 752 Hz. ARF describes this as an upper non-adaptive pattern.

Three Observations Rather Than One Spectrum

These labels come from the ARF operator-mediated OMRDA
procedure. They do not mean that OMRDA has directly measured
ambient electromagnetic radiation across a continuous spectrum.
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Figure 14 Three Reported Response
Patterns

THREE REPORTED RESPONSE PATTERNS

AURA RESEARCH FOUNDATION FIELD FRAMEWORK
LOWER NON-ADAPTIVE RESPONSE
APPROXIMATELY 100-350 HZ
High reported ampl; e
. . l l reported response

UPPER ADAPTIVE DEPLETION
Reported at discrete points .

UPPER NON-ADAPTIVE RESPONSE
C ABOVE 752 HZ
High reported ampl| e
. ' l i reported response

OPERATIONAL OMRDA LABELS * NOT A DIRECT SPECTRUM MEASUREMENT

Figure 14. The three central response patterns reported in the ARF road observation
framework. Symbols are conceptual and do not represent a particular road or a calibrated
spectrum measurement.

A Simple Memory Guide

Pattern A is a high reported response below the adaptive range.
Pattern B is a reported reduction within the upper adaptive range.
Pattern C is a high reported response above the adaptive range. The
middle pattern differs because ARF records depletion rather than an
additional high response.

58



Pattern A The Lower Non Adaptive
Response

The Reported Observation

At selected road sites, ARF reports pronounced OMRDA responses at
approximately 100 to 350 Hz. The Foundation places these
operational references below its proposed adaptive range and
therefore calls the pattern lower non-adaptive.

What High Amplitude Means Here

High amplitude is ARF's description of a pronounced operator
response within its OMRDA procedure. It is not a calibrated reading of
physical field strength. The record should preserve the reference used,
response degree, position, extent, operator and conditions.

How It May Appear on a Road Map

The response may be mapped as a band or broader zone rather than
a single point. Its width across the carriageway and length along the
road should be recorded separately. Chapter 9 explained why a
several-metre extent needs a scaled map.

Questions for Repeated Observation

e Does the response reappear at the same coordinates?

¢ Is a similar response present on nearby reference stretches?
e Does the mapped extent change with time or conditions?

e Can a blinded independent operator reproduce the result?

What Pattern A Does Not Establish

The reported range does not identify the source of a physical field,
demonstrate a biological effect or show that the response contributed
to an accident.
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Pattern B The Upper Adaptive
Depletion

A Different Kind of Response

ARF reports localised road points at which OMRDA responses
associated with approximately 671 to 752 Hz appear reduced. The
Foundation describes this as depletion because the recorded
response is lower than the reference response expected within its
adaptive model.

Why the Point Must Be Mapped Precisely

Pattern B may occur at a discrete point within a broader road zone. A
precise position allows the point to be revisited and compared with
nearby positions. If the mark shifts between surveys, the shift should
remain in the record.

The Foundation Interpretation

Within the ARF framework, 671 to 752 Hz forms the upper part of the
proposed adaptive range. ARF relates this range to upper-body and
head-level responses and, in its chakra terminology, to the third-eye
and crown regions. These are Foundation interpretations, not
established measurements of brain or nervous-system function.

Depletion Does Not Mean Absence

A depleted response means that the operator records a lower
response under the ARF procedure. It does not mean that a
frequency, body energy or neurological function has disappeared.
Independent physiological measurements would be needed to
examine any proposed human effect.

A repeat survey should test whether the same point and reduction reappear
without showing the operator the earlier map.
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Pattern C The Upper Non Adaptive
Response

The Reported Observation

ARF reports high-amplitude OMRDA responses at frequency
references above 752 Hz at selected road sites. Because these
references lie above the proposed adaptive range, the Foundation
calls this an upper non-adaptive pattern.

Above 752 Hz Is an Open Range

The label above 752 Hz does not identify one fixed frequency or an
upper limit. A field record should state each reference actually used. It
should not imply that every frequency above 752 Hz was present or
surveyed.

How Pattern C Differs From Pattern A

Both patterns are described by ARF as high reported responses. Their
operational reference ranges differ: Pattern A is approximately 100 to
350 Hz, while Pattern C is above 752 Hz. They should be mapped and
recorded as separate layers.

More Than One Pattern at a Site

ARF reports that a selected road black zone may contain more than
one response pattern. A broad lower or upper non-adaptive zone may
include a localised upper adaptive depletion point. Recording each
layer separately prevents one pattern from being used as evidence for
another. None of the patterns identifies a physical source, human
effect or accident cause.
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What This Chapter Establishes

e Pattern A is an ARF-reported high-amplitude lower non-adaptive
response at approximately 100 to 350 Hz.

¢ Pattern B is an ARF-reported depletion of upper adaptive responses
at approximately 671 to 752 Hz, often mapped at discrete points.

e Pattern C is an ARF-reported high-amplitude upper non-adaptive
response at references above 752 Hz.

Evidence Boundary

The three patterns are Aura Research Foundation operational observations
made with an operator-mediated procedure. The frequency labels identify
references used within that procedure; they are not direct measurements of
ambient electromagnetic radiation. The observations do not establish a
physical mechanism, neurological effect or causal relationship with road
accidents. Validation requires predefined methods, blinded operators,
controls, calibrated conventional measurements and independent replication.

Reflection Question

How could investigators test each pattern separately while
keeping the operator unaware of the earlier map?

Part IV begins with Chapter 11, which examines why night-time
observation matters and why repeated comparison is essential.
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CHAPTER 11

WHY NIGHT TIME
OBSERVATION MATTERS

A road site does not remain under identical conditions throughout the
day. Light, temperature, moisture, traffic and human activity change
with time. Aura Research Foundation therefore compares OMRDA
observations made at the same road positions during the day and at
night.

The Foundation Report

At some selected sites, ARF reports that the recorded response
strength at night reached roughly three times the corresponding
daytime response. This is a site-specific Foundation observation. It is
not presented as a result found on every road or on every night.

What Response Strength Means

Response strength refers to the degree of operator-mediated
response recorded under the OMRDA procedure. It is not a calibrated
measurement of electromagnetic power, radiation intensity or
exposure. A numerical comparison is meaningful only when the same
operational scale and calculation are documented.

Why the Time Difference Matters

If a response changes with time, one visit cannot describe the site.
The observation becomes a question for repeated study: does a
similar day-night difference return at the same position, and does it
remain after relevant conditions and operator influences are
controlled?
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Figure 15 Day and Night at the Same
Road

THE SAME ROAD AT TWO TIMES

A FOUNDATION-REPORTED OPERATIONAL COMPARISON

DAY OBSERVATION NIGHT OBSERVATION

DAY REFERENCE

REPORTED UP TO ABOU

COMPARE THE SAME POINTS * REFERENCES * PROCEDURE * RECORDING SCALE

ILLUSTRATION ONLY + NOT A CALIBRATED PHYSICAL FIELD MEASUREMENT

Figure 15. Conceptual day-night comparison of the same road position. The differing bar
heights illustrate an ARF-reported operational response at some sites; they are not a
physical field scale or a universal ratio.

The Comparison Must Stay Like for Like

The road point, operational frequency reference, survey path,
response scale and recording method should remain the same. When
one of these changes, the record should show it rather than treating
the two observations as directly comparable.
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One Visit Cannot Describe a Changing
Site
A Snapshot and a Pattern Are Different

A single observation records what happened during one survey. A
repeated pattern requires the response to reappear across planned
visits. The difference matters because a result may reflect temporary
site conditions, the survey sequence or the operator rather than a
stable feature of the location.

Return to the Same Positions

Each survey should use fixed coordinates or durable reference marks.
The operator should follow the same direction and spacing, while
another team member records time and conditions. Mapping the full
route prevents attention from drifting only toward a previously marked
point.

Repeat More Than One Day Night Pair

A daytime reading followed by one night reading can suggest a
difference, but it cannot show whether that difference is dependable.
Several day-night pairs, collected on separate dates, help reveal
whether the result repeats, varies or disappears.

Use Comparison Stretches

A nearby road stretch with similar geometry and surroundings can
serve as a comparison location. If the same change appears at both
sites, the effect may reflect a broader time-related or procedural
influence rather than a feature unique to the selected black zone.
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Conditions That Belong in the Record

A day-night label is not enough. The following variables may change
between surveys and should be recorded before the observations are
compared.

Time

Record the exact start and finish time, not only day or night. Repeat
observations at similar time windows where practical.

Season and Weather

Note the date, season, temperature, rain, humidity, wind and recent
weather. These conditions can alter the road environment and the
operator's comfort and concentration.

Traffic and Human Activity

Record traffic volume, vehicle mix, nearby work, parked vehicles and
unusual activity. Day and night traffic can differ greatly even at the
same location.

Operator and Survey Order

Identify the operator, training status, survey direction, position order,
equipment configuration and breaks. Fatigue, expectation and
repeated movement can influence an operator-mediated procedure.

Site Conditions

Note surface moisture, drainage, temporary barriers, lighting
equipment, nearby electrical work and other changes. These
observations do not explain the OMRDA response, but they help later
reviewers identify competing explanations.

Variables should be selected before the survey begins. Adding only those
details that appear to support the result can create a misleading record.
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Comparing Day and Night Responsibly

Record the Observation Before Interpreting It

The field sheet should first state the position, operational reference,
response degree, operator and conditions. Interpretation should follow
in a separate field. This preserves the observation even if the
explanation later changes.

Define Three Times

A statement such as roughly three times daytime strength needs a
defined scale, a daytime baseline and a stated calculation. The record
should also retain the original day and night values. If the scale is
ordinal rather than linear, a simple ratio may not be valid and should
not be used.

Recognise Ordinary Night Road Risks

Night driving differs from daytime driving in established ways, including
visibility, lighting, fatigue, traffic mix and speed behaviour. These
factors must remain part of any accident investigation. An OMRDA
observation cannot replace them or show that an energy response
caused an accident.

Look for Repeatability and Differences

e Does the response return at the same mapped position?

¢ Does the day-night difference recur on separate dates?

e Do blinded operators record a comparable pattern?

e |s the pattern absent or different on suitable comparison stretches?

A Changing Result Is Still Information

If the response changes with weather, season, traffic or operator, the
variation should remain in the dataset. A mixed or null result helps
define the limits of the original observation and guides a stronger next
study.
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What This Chapter Establishes

o ARF reports that OMRDA response strength at some selected road
sites reached roughly three times the daytime response during night
observations.

e The report is site-specific and operational; it is not a universal night-
time rule or a calibrated measurement of physical field intensity.

e Repeated day-night surveys should keep the mapped points,
references, procedure and recording scale consistent.

e Time, season, weather, traffic, site conditions and operator variables
belong in the record.

Evidence Boundary

The reported day-night difference is an Aura Research Foundation field
observation made with an operator-mediated method. It does not identify a
physical mechanism, establish a human effect or demonstrate a causal
relationship with road accidents. Independent replication, blinded operators,
predefined methods, comparison locations and calibrated conventional
measurements are required to test the finding.

Reflection Question

How could investigators compare the same road by day and
night while keeping the operator unaware of the earlier result?

Part IV begins with Chapter 12, The Human Energy Field in Simple
Language. It introduces the Foundation's working concept of AURA
before examining the human being passing through a reported road
zone.
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PART IV

THE HUMAN BEING PASSING THROUGH THE
ZONE

CHAPTER 12

THE HUMAN ENERGY FIELD
IN SIMPLE LANGUAGE

Part IV turns from the reported road zone to the person travelling
through it. The aim is to explain the Foundation's proposed human
relevance carefully, without saying that an observed response caused
an accident.

Begin with What Is Established

The human body uses chemical reactions and electrical signals every
moment. Cells maintain electrical differences across their membranes.
Nerves carry information, muscles respond and organs coordinate
their work through linked biological processes.

Then Define the Foundation Term

Aura Research Foundation uses AURA as an operational field
construct. In this book, the word refers to a response mapped around
a person under the Foundation's OMRDA procedure. It does not mean
that a camera or conventional spectrum analyser has photographed or
directly measured a surrounding radiation field.

Two Questions Must Remain Separate

Established electrophysiology asks how measurable electrical activity
functions within the body. The broader ARF interpretation asks
whether a repeatable operator-mediated response can be mapped
around a person. Evidence for the first does not prove the second.
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Electrical and Chemical Signalling in the
Body

Nerves Carry Information

Neurons transmit rapid electrical changes along their membranes and

communicate with other cells through chemical messengers. Networks
of neurons help support sensation, movement, attention, memory and

many automatic functions.

Muscles and Organs Respond

Muscle activity depends on signals from nerves and changes within
muscle cells. The heart has organised electrical activity that helps
coordinate each beat. These are recognised biological processes that
can be examined with defined medical and laboratory methods.

Medical Instruments Ask Specific Questions

An electrocardiogram records electrical activity associated with the
heart. An electroencephalogram records voltage changes from
electrodes placed on the scalp. An electromyogram examines
electrical activity in muscles. Each method has a defined purpose,
units, limitations and clinical interpretation.

What These Facts Do Not Prove

Electrical activity inside the body does not by itself establish the
existence, size or meaning of a wider human field. A broader field
claim needs its own definitions, instruments, controls and independent
evidence.

Source NIH NINDS Brain Basics The Life and Death of a Neuron
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Figure 16 A Simple Human Field Model

THE HUMAN FIELD IN SIMPLE LANGUAGE

ESTABLISHED BODY SIGNALS AND AN ARF WORKING CONSTRUCT

ESTABLISHED ARF WORKING CONSTRUCT

Electrical and chemical

signalling occurs within
living systems

AURA is the name used for
an operationally mapped
response around a person

el

BODY SIGNALLING IS ESTABLISHED * THE SURROUNDING FIELD IS A FOUNDATION MODEL

CONCEPTUAL IMAGE * NOT A RADIATION SCAN OR MEDICAL DIAGNOSIS

Figure 16. The body and its electrical and chemical signalling are established biological
subjects. The surrounding graduated area represents the Foundation's AURA working
construct. It is an explanatory image, not a radiation scan or proof of a physical boundary.

Why the Field Has No Chakra Markers

This chapter introduces only the broad idea of an operational response
around the person. Detailed body regions or energy-centre
interpretations would add complexity before the basic distinction
between established physiology and the proposed field model is clear.
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What AURA Means in the ARF
Framework

An Operational Field Construct

ARF uses AURA as a practical name for a response that its operators
attempt to detect and map around a person with OMRDA. The
observation is recorded through a defined procedure rather than
assumed from appearance, belief or a person's description of how
they feel.

A Mapped Extent

The operator identifies a response boundary or distance around the
person and records the position and conditions. ARF may compare
this mapped extent across observations. The result belongs to the
Foundation method and should be reported with the operator,
reference, procedure and scale used.

A Comparative Observation

A before-and-after comparison can show whether the OMRDA
response changed under the same operational procedure. It does not,
by itself, explain why the change occurred or demonstrate a change in
health, alertness or driving ability.

An Operator Mediated Result

The operator holds the instrument and observes its deflection.
Expectation, posture, movement and neuromuscular activity can
influence such a procedure. Blinding, repeated trials, comparison
conditions and independent operators are therefore important.
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What an AURA Observation Can and
Cannot Say

What the Record Can Contain

e The mapped response extent or boundary under the stated ARF
procedure

e The operational references and response degree used in the
observation

e The time, place, operator, posture and surrounding conditions

o Whether a similar result reappeared in planned repeat observations

What the Record Cannot Establish

A disease, neurological condition or medical diagnosis

A person's safety, judgment, reaction time or fitness to drive

The physical source or mechanism of the reported response

That a road-zone response affected a driver or caused an accident

Why Clear Language Protects the Enquiry

When an operational response is described as a direct biological or
medical fact, the claim moves beyond the observation. Keeping the
terms precise allows ARF findings to be documented while leaving
room for controlled testing and alternative explanations.

The Next Research Step

A validation study can compare OMRDA maps with independent
physiological and environmental measurements collected under
blinded conditions. Agreement, disagreement and null results should
all be reported.
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The Person Moving Through the Road
Environment

A Driver Is an Integrated Living System

Driving depends on the eyes, ears, brain, nerves and muscles working
together. Sleep, fatigue, emotion, distraction, medication, alcohol and
many other factors can change performance. These recognised
influences remain central to road safety.

The Foundation Question

Within its working framework, ARF asks whether a person's
operational AURA response changes while passing through a
previously mapped road zone. A change, if reported, would be an
association observed under that procedure. It would not show that the
zone altered driving performance or caused an event.

What This Chapter Establishes

Living systems use established electrical and chemical signalling.
ARF uses AURA as an operationally mapped field construct around a
person.

Established electrophysiology and the broader ARF field interpretation
are different questions.

¢ An AURA observation is not a medical diagnosis or evidence of
accident causation.

Reflection Question

How could a study compare an ARF AURA observation with
independent measurements without assuming that both describe
the same phenomenon?

Chapter 13, Driving Depends on an Integrated Human System, explains
how perception, attention, judgment, coordination and reaction work
together during driving.
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CHAPTER 13

DRIVING DEPENDS ON AN
INTEGRATED HUMAN SYSTEM

Driving is a continuous exchange between the road, the vehicle and
the person. The driver must gather information, notice what matters,
decide what to do and turn that decision into controlled movement.
Safe performance depends on these functions working together.

A Continuous Cycle

The road scene changes from moment to moment. A pedestrian steps
forward, a signal changes, another vehicle slows or the road surface
becomes uneven. The driver observes the change, interprets it, acts
and then checks what happened. The cycle repeats throughout the
journey.

No Single Sense Is Enough

Eyes provide most road information, while hearing can add warnings
from horns, engines, emergency vehicles or the car itself. The brain
combines these cues with memory, expectations and the present
situation. Nerves and muscles then help the hands and feet control the
vehicle.

Responsibility Remains Central

Whatever additional questions Energy Hygiene may raise, drivers
remain responsible for speed, attention, sobriety, rest, vehicle control
and compliance with road rules. An energy-response observation
cannot excuse unsafe behaviour or replace established safety
measures.
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Figure 17 From Road Information to
Vehicle Action

FROM ROAD INFORMATION TO VEHICLE ACTION

A CONTINUOUS HUMAN FACTORS PATHWAY

. ROAD EYES AND BRAIN
INFORMATION ( EARS
Signs traffic movemeni Gather visual and ) Perception attention

light sound surfac auditory cues judgment choice

HANDS FEET [ ] NERVES AND
FEEDBACK AND VEHICLE MUSCLES
The road scene changes and Steer brake accelergte Carry signals and
and check the result

the cycle begins again prepare movement

SAFE DRIVING DEPENDS ON THE WHOLE LOOP

A delay or error at any stage can affect the action that follows
CONCEPTUAL HUMAN FACTORS PATHWAY + NOT A MEDICAL TEST

Figure 17. A simplified human-factors pathway. Real driving contains overlapping processes,
but the sequence shows why perception, attention, judgment, coordination and reaction
cannot be separated from one another.

The Cycle Continues

Vehicle movement changes the next view. After steering around an
obstruction, the driver must check lane position, nearby traffic and
available space. Each action therefore becomes part of the information
for the next decision.

A Delay Can Travel Through the System

If an important cue is missed, noticed late or judged incorrectly, the
movement that follows may also be late or unsuitable. The final
response reflects the whole pathway, not one isolated organ or reflex.
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Perception and Attention

Eyes Gather the Road Scene

The eyes gather information about lane position, signs, signals, road
edges, other vehicles and people. Looking in a direction does not
guarantee that every detail will be noticed. Visibility, glare, darkness,
speed and visual clutter can affect what information is available.

Ears Add Warnings and Context

Sound may reveal a horn, siren, tyre noise, engine change or warning
from inside the vehicle. Hearing rarely replaces vision, but it can direct
attention toward something that needs a rapid check.

Perception Gives Meaning

Perception is the process of making sense of incoming information.
The driver may recognise that a ball entering the road could be
followed by a child, or that brake lights ahead indicate a developing
queue. Experience can help, but assumptions can also be wrong.

Attention Selects What Receives Priority

A driver cannot process every sight and sound equally. Attention must
stay on the information most relevant to safe control. A phone, a
conversation, navigation settings, eating or strong thoughts can
compete with the driving task and delay the recognition of a hazard.

Road safety reference NHTSA Distracted Driving
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Judgment Coordination and Reaction

Judgment Chooses an Action

After a situation is recognised, the driver estimates what may happen
next and selects a response. The choice may be to slow down, hold
position, steer, stop or wait for more information. Good judgment
considers speed, distance, road grip, traffic and the space available.

Nerves Carry the Decision

The nervous system carries signals between the brain, the senses and
the body. This communication supports the timing and order of
movement. It is one link in the driving pathway rather than a separate
control system acting on its own.

Muscles Put the Decision Into Motion

Muscles move the eyes, head, hands and feet. The hands guide the
steering wheel and other controls; the feet operate the accelerator,
brake or clutch. Smooth driving requires the amount and timing of
movement to match the decision.

Reaction Is a Chain

Reaction time begins before a hand turns the wheel or a foot touches
the brake. The driver must first detect a cue, identify its meaning and
choose a response. At higher speed, the vehicle covers more distance
during any delay, leaving less space for correction.

Coordination Includes Checking the Result

The driver must continue watching after acting. A steering movement
may require correction, and braking may need to increase or ease as
traffic changes. Safe control depends on repeated adjustment rather
than a single completed response.
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Conditions That Affect the Whole
System

The integrated system changes with the driver's condition and the
road environment. These established influences should be examined
before an additional explanation is proposed.

Fatigue and sleepiness can reduce alertness, slow recognition and
weaken decision making. A tired driver may also be less aware of
declining performance.

Emotion and stress can narrow attention or encourage hurried, hesitant
or aggressive choices. Calm control may be harder when anger, fear or
worry occupies attention.

Distraction can take the eyes from the road, the hands from the controls
or the mind from the driving task. Even a brief interruption can affect more
than one stage of the pathway.

Alcohol medication iliness and pain may affect alertness, perception,
coordination or judgment. A driver should follow medical advice and
medicine warnings and must never drive while impaired.

Road and vehicle conditions also shape the task. Poor lighting,
confusing signs, complex traffic, worn tyres or a mechanical fault can
increase the demands placed on the driver.

Road safety references NHTSA Drowsy Driving NHTSA Distracted Driving
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Where the Energy Hygiene Question
Fits

Observation and Performance Are Different Measures

Within its working framework, ARF may compare an OMRDA AURA response
before, during or after passage through a mapped road zone. Such a result
belongs to the Foundation's operator-mediated method. It does not measure
whether the driver saw a hazard, remained attentive, made a sound decision or
reacted in time.

A Human Effect Needs Its Own Evidence

To study possible human relevance, researchers would need independent
measures of driving performance or alertness, suitable comparison locations,
blinded procedures and repeated observations. A change in an OMRDA response
cannot stand in for those measurements.

What This Chapter Establishes

e Driving links perception, attention, judgment, nerves, muscles and vehicle
control in a continuous cycle.

e Fatigue, emotion, distraction, impairment and difficult road conditions can
affect several stages together.

e An ARF energy-response observation does not override driver responsibility
or establish an effect on performance.

Evidence Boundary

This chapter uses established human-factors concepts to describe driving. It does not
claim that an OMRDA response changed a person's brain, nervous system or driving
ability, or that such a response caused an accident. Those questions require separate,
controlled and independently reviewed research.

Reflection Question

If a road-zone study reports an OMRDA response, what independent
measure would be needed before saying that driver alertness or
performance also changed?

Chapter 14, Upper Adaptive Responses and the Alertness Hypothesis, explains
why ARF pays attention to reported depletion points within the 671 to 752 Hz
range while keeping possible human relevance as a hypothesis rather than a
diagnosis.
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CHAPTER 14

UPPER ADAPTIVE RESPONSES
AND THE ALERTNESS HYPOTHESIS

Aura Research Foundation pays particular attention to reported
depletion points within approximately 671 to 752 Hz. This is the upper
part of the Foundation's proposed adaptive range and is interpreted
within its energy-centre framework. The alertness hypothesis asks
whether passage through such a point could temporarily influence a
person's energy state. It does not establish a change in alertness,
brain function or driving ability.

Why This Range Receives Attention

ARF places the broader adaptive range at approximately 400 to 752
Hz. Within this model, the 671 to 752 Hz segment is associated with
the upper body and head region. It is therefore considered separately
when a local reduction is reported on a road.

A Depletion Point Is a Reported Reduction

Depletion means that the operator records a lower OMRDA response
than the reference expected within the ARF procedure. It does not
mean that a physical frequency has disappeared or that the brain or
nervous system has lost energy.

Alertness Remains a Hypothesis

The Foundation proposes possible human relevance because alert
driving depends on the integrated system described in Chapter 13. A
road-point response and a person's alertness are still different
observations. One cannot be used as proof of the other.
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Figure 18 Upper Adaptive Response
Depletion Hypothesis

UPPER ADAPTIVE RESPONSE DEPLETION HYPOTHESIS
APPROXIMATELY 671 TO 752 HZ IN THE ARF FRAMEWORK

e APPROACH a AT THE POINT a AFTER PASSAGE

MAPPED POINT

REFERENCE RESPONSE REPORTED OMRDA DEPLETION REASSESSMENT REQUIRED

THE FADING IS A SYMBOL FOR A REPORTED OPERATIONAL RESPONSE

It does not show a measured change in the brain nervous system alertness or driving ability

CONCEPTUAL ARF HYPOTHESIS * NOT A MEDICAL OR NEUROLOGICAL IMAGE

Figure 18. Conceptual illustration of the ARF alertness hypothesis. The faded area in the
middle panel symbolises a reported OMRDA depletion response. It does not depict a
measured change in the brain, nervous system, consciousness, alertness or driving
performance.

How to Read the Fading Symbol

The clear and faded rings are visual aids for two operational response
levels in the Foundation method. They are not photographs, radiation
maps or measurements of energy entering or leaving the body.

What the Sequence Leaves Open

The final panel does not assume that a response returns immediately
after the point. A separate observation would be needed to ask
whether it returns, remains reduced, changes again or was not
reproduced.
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Third Eye and Crown in the Foundation
Framework

Energy Centre Language

Within the ARF framework, the upper adaptive range is associated
with energy centres commonly called the Third Eye Chakra and Crown
Chakra. ARF interprets these centres as energetically related to
awareness and to brain and nervous-system-related functions.

An Interpretive Map Rather Than Anatomy

Third Eye and Crown are terms from an energy-centre model. They
are not anatomical structures. An OMRDA response assigned to these
terms does not measure neurons, brain waves, nerve conduction,
blood flow or any other recognised neurological quantity.

The Brain and Nervous System Are Biological Systems

The brain receives and interprets sensory information, supports
attention and judgment, and helps coordinate action through the
nervous system. These biological functions are studied with
established clinical, physiological and behavioural methods. OMRDA
is not one of those medical instruments.

Keep the Two Meanings Separate

When ARF refers to an upper energy-centre response, it is describing
its own operational interpretation. The same words must not be
presented as a finding that brain or nerve function changed. That
would require direct and independently validated evidence.

Biological reference NIH NINDS Brain Basics The Life and Death of a Neuron
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From Reported Depletion to an
Alertness Hypothesis

The Observation

At a selected road point, an ARF operator reports a reduced OMRDA
response at one or more references within approximately 671 to 752
Hz. The location, direction, time, conditions, operator and comparison
response belong in the record.

The Foundation Interpretation

ARF interprets that reduction as depletion within the upper adaptive
range. Because the range is associated with the Third Eye and Crown
areas in its model, the Foundation considers whether a person's
energy state may be temporarily influenced while passing the point.

The Alertness Hypothesis

The next question is whether any temporary energy-state influence
could be accompanied by a measurable difference in attention,
awareness or reaction. This is a research hypothesis. A reported
OMRDA response alone cannot show reduced alertness, confusion,
unconsciousness or loss of control.

Other Explanations Remain Possible

An operator-mediated result may be influenced by expectation,
posture, movement or procedure. Driving may be influenced by
fatigue, distraction, speed, visibility, road design or vehicle condition.
These observations require controlled comparison. Location overlap
alone does not show causation.
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Testing the Question Responsibly

Use Separate Measures

OMRDA can record the Foundation's reported response under its procedure.
Alertness and driving performance require independent measures, such as safe
controlled attention or reaction tasks. Neither result should be assumed from the
other.

Compare Repeat and Blind
A study should compare mapped points with suitable control points, repeat

observations and keep operators or participants unaware of earlier results where
practical. Public-road safety must never be put at risk to test the hypothesis.

What This Chapter Establishes

e ARF places approximately 671 to 752 Hz in the upper part of its proposed
adaptive range.

e ARF associates this range with the Third Eye and Crown centres within its
framework.

e Reported depletion is an operator-mediated OMRDA reduction, not a
neurological measurement.

e Possible influence on energy state or alertness remains a hypothesis requiring
separate evidence.

Evidence Boundary

This chapter does not diagnose a medical or neurological condition. It does not claim
that passage through a mapped point changes the brain or nervous system, reduces
alertness, causes loss of control or causes an accident. The proposed link remains an
ARF hypothesis for controlled and independent study.

Reflection Question

What combination of independent alertness measures and blinded OMRDA
observations could test the hypothesis without assuming the answer?

Chapter 15, A Few Seconds Inside a Complex Environment, follows a neutral
illustrated journey through a road zone and separates coincidence, association
and causation.
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CHAPTER 15

A FEW SECONDS INSIDE A
COMPLEX ENVIRONMENT

A vehicle can cross a short section of road in only a few seconds.
Within that brief interval, the driver meets a moving combination of
road shape, visibility, speed, traffic, vehicle condition and personal
readiness. ARF asks whether a reported road-zone response should
also be observed as one additional condition.

A Brief Passage Can Contain Many Conditions

The driver is not responding to one isolated feature. A bend changes
the sightline; darkness changes what can be seen; speed changes the
time and distance available; fatigue or distraction can delay
recognition; and the vehicle and surface affect the action that follows.
These conditions overlap rather than taking turns.

The Sequence Is an lllustration

The next page follows an ordinary vehicle as it approaches, enters and
leaves a mapped area. It is a neutral teaching image. It is not a real
case, an accident reconstruction or evidence that any condition
produced an event.

A Moment Does Not Reveal Its Cause

If several conditions are present at the same place and time,
observation can show that they coexisted. Determining whether one
condition influenced an outcome requires a different level of evidence.
That distinction protects both road-safety practice and responsible

enquiry.
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Figure 19 Five Frames Across a Road
Zone

A FEW SECONDS ACROSS A ROAD SECTION
ONE CONTINUOUS MOMENT + MANY CONDITIONS

APPROACH ROAD VIEW a MAPPED ZONE

~

LIGHT * TRAFFIC » SURFACE PROPOSED ARF CONDITION

J

CURVE * SIGHTLINE

\
a DRIVER ACTION AFTER PASSAGE

=

PERCEIVE * DECIDE * ACT OUTCOME SEEN * CAUSE OPEN

NEUTRAL ILLUSTRATION ¢ NOT AN INCIDENT RECONSTRUCTION

Figure 19. The frames show conditions that may coexist during a short passage. The arrows
represent time, not a claim that one frame caused the next. The teal band represents a
reported OMRDA response map within the ARF framework, not a direct electromagnetic

scan.

Read the Frames as One Continuous Moment

The road, driver and vehicle remain in continuous interaction. The mapped
zone is shown in only one frame so its position is easy to see, but it does not
replace or outrank the ordinary factors shown before and after it.

No Frame Proves the Next

A sequence can organise observation. It cannot, by itself, establish an effect
on the driver or explain an incident.
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Conditions Present in the Same
Moment

Road Geometry

Curves, gradients, junctions, lane width and roadside objects shape the
driver's view and room for manoeuvre.

Visibility and Lighting

Daylight, darkness, glare, weather, signs and contrast affect when a hazard
becomes visible.

Speed, Traffic and Available Space

Speed changes the time available to perceive and act. Other vehicles,
pedestrians and stopping distance shape the safe choices available.

Driver Condition

Fatigue, distraction, alcohol, emotion, health and experience can influence
attention, judgment and response. These recognised factors require direct
attention.

Vehicle and Road Surface

Tyres, brakes, steering, load, maintenance, water, loose material and uneven
surfaces affect control and stopping.

Proposed ARF Energy Condition

ARF may record an operator-mediated OMRDA response at a location and
map it as a proposed energy condition. This is an additional research
question, not a substitute for examining established road, vehicle and human
factors.

Road-safety reference WHO Road Traffic Injuries
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Coincidence, Association and Causation

These three words describe different levels of inference. Keeping them
separate prevents a mapped response and an incident record from being
joined too quickly.

Two observations occur at the No link has been

Coincidence same place or time. established.

A pattern appears together
Association more often or more consistently
than expected.

The pattern deserves study;
other explanations remain.

Evidence shows that changing Controlled, repeatable
Causation one factor produces a change in = evidence and a credible
another. explanation are needed.

Table 4. A practical guide to what location and pattern evidence can—and cannot—support.
Location Overlap Begins the Question

If a reported OMRDA zone overlaps a road area with repeated incidents, the
overlap is a reason to record and compare. On its own, it may still be
coincidence.

Repeated Association Strengthens Enquiry

A pattern that returns across times, operators or comparable sites is more
informative than one observation. Even then, road design, exposure, traffic,
reporting and operator influences may explain part or all of the pattern.

A Cause Must Be Tested

A causal claim would require controlled comparison, independent measures,
reproducibility and evidence that competing explanations have been
addressed. Neither a map nor a sequence of pictures can provide that proof.
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Reading the Sequence Responsibly
What the Sequence Can Show

It can organise a brief journey into observable stages, keep several conditions in
view and identify where a reported ARF mapping sits in relation to the road.

What It Cannot Show

It cannot show that the mapped condition entered the body, changed attention,
produced a driving error or caused an accident. Those would be separate claims
requiring separate evidence.

What This Chapter Establishes

e A few seconds on the road can contain many interacting conditions.

e Recognised road, vehicle and human factors remain central to safety assessment.
e A proposed ARF energy condition is one additional observation for study.

e Coincidence, association and causation are not interchangeable.

Evidence Boundary

This chapter does not reconstruct an accident or claim that a reported OMRDA
response caused one. It presents a framework for observation in which established
safety factors and the Foundation's proposed energy condition can be recorded without
confusing coexistence with causation.

Reflection Question

When several conditions share one location, what evidence would help
distinguish a useful association from a coincidence?

Part V begins with Chapter 16, OMRDA and the Energy Flux Pulsator, which
introduces the public-level roles of the two patented instruments in assessment,
the Foundation's nullification process and reassessment without disclosing
operating details.
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PART V

AWARENESS RESPONSIBILITY AND THE WAY
FORWARD

CHAPTER 16

OMRDA AND THE
ENERGY FLUX PULSATOR

Part V explains how Aura Research Foundation observes a road
location, describes its patent-protected response and communicates
the work responsibly. This chapter introduces the two instruments
used in that pathway without teaching the protected operating process.

Two Instruments With Different Roles

OMRDA is used for assessment, spatial mapping and comparison.
The Energy Flux Pulsator is used with OMRDA within the Foundation's
nullification process. Keeping the roles separate helps readers
understand what is observed, what is done within the protected
method and what is checked afterwards.

OMRDA Records an Operator Mediated Response

OMRDA uses selected frequency references within the ARF
procedure. A trained operator observes and records an instrument
movement at defined positions. The result is called an operator-
mediated response because the operator and neuromuscular system
form part of the observation pathway.

The Energy Flux Pulsator Has a Process Role

ARF identifies the Energy Flux Pulsator as a patented instrument used
together with OMRDA during nullification. It is not presented in this
book as a stand-alone road survey instrument. Its settings, handling
and technical use remain protected.
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Figure 20 Public Roles of the Two
Instruments

PUBLIC ROLE OF THE TWO INSTRUMENTS

ASSESSMENT + PROTECTED NULLIFICATION « REASSESSMENT

ASSESS AND MAP a NULLIFICATION a REASSESS
0O o0,
# N @] N H
SAME POINTS « NEW RECORD

REPORTED RESPONSE MAP AUTHORISED PATENTED PATHWAY

‘OMRDA OMRDA + ENERGY FLUX PULSATOR OMRDA COMPARISON

PURPOSE AND SEQUENCE ONLY ¢ NO OPERATING INSTRUCTIONS

CONCEPTUAL PUBLIC DIAGRAM ¢ NOT A TECHNICAL DRAWING

Figure 20. Public-level sequence used by Aura Research Foundation. The icons explain
instrument roles only. They are not technical drawings and do not disclose the nullification

procedure.

Assessment Comes Before Intervention

The first record establishes what the operator reported, where it was reported

and under what conditions. A later record has little meaning if the original
location and observation are not documented.

Reassessment Creates a Comparison

After the authorised process, OMRDA is used again at the recorded positions.
The comparison asks whether the operational response changed. It does not
by itself establish a physical mechanism or prove that road accidents will be

prevented.
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Understanding OMRDA in Simple
Language

Frequency Referenced Does Not Mean Spectrum
Measured

A frequency reference is selected within the Foundation's assessment
framework. The observed instrument response is recorded in relation
to that reference. OMRDA does not directly display the ambient
frequencies present at the road, and its hertz labels should not be read
as a conventional spectrum measurement.

The Operator Is Part of the Observation

The instrument does not produce a fully automatic electronic result.
The operator holds the device and observes movement while following
the ARF procedure. Grip, posture, attention, expectation and
neuromuscular activity may influence the response. Training and
consistent recording therefore matter.

Spatial Mapping Adds Location

A response becomes more useful for field study when its position is
recorded. ARF places reported edges, broad zones or discrete points
on a road-site map. The map identifies where an operational response
was reported; it does not show a photographed field or a confirmed
source of danger.

What OMRDA Is Not

OMRDA is not a direct photon detector, a conventional calibrated
electromagnetic spectrum analyser or a medical diagnostic instrument.
Its results are operator-mediated observations within the ARF
framework and require independent study.
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The Energy Flux Pulsator and
Verification

A Paired Role Within the Protected Process

The Energy Flux Pulsator enters the pathway only after a location has been
assessed and mapped. ARF uses it with OMRDA within the patented
nullification process. This reader explains the sequence so the public can
understand each instrument's purpose without learning how to perform the
procedure.

m Instrument role Public purpose

Record the reported response and map

Before OMRDA the selected positions.
. OMRDA and Energy Used together within the authorised,
During P
Flux Pulsator protected nullification process.

Reassess the recorded positions and
After OMRDA compare the new response with the
earlier record.

Table 5. The public-level roles of the two instruments. Technical settings, handling methods
and nullification decision rules are intentionally excluded.

What Verification Means Here

Verification means returning to the documented positions and checking
whether the reported OMRDA response differs from the earlier record. The
recording basis should remain as consistent as possible, and any change in
timing, operator or conditions should be noted.

What Verification Does Not Mean

A changed OMRDA response does not by itself prove cancellation of a
physical field, confirm a proposed mechanism or guarantee that an accident
will not occur. Road engineering, traffic control, driver behaviour and vehicle
safety remain essential.
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Patent Status and Responsible
Interpretation

The Foundation Position

Aura Research Foundation has developed a patented methodology for the
assessment and energy rectification of identified road black zones. The patented
OMRDA and Energy Flux Pulsator form part of the Foundation's high-level
nullification and verification pathway. This reader's book introduces their purpose
without disclosing technical or proprietary implementation details.

Why Technical Details Are Excluded

Settings, induction values, sample combinations, handling techniques and
decision rules belong to the protected protocol. Partial instructions could be
misunderstood or used without authorisation, site controls or the permissions
required for road work.

What This Chapter Establishes

o OMRDA is used for operator-mediated assessment, spatial mapping and
comparison.

e The Energy Flux Pulsator is used with OMRDA within ARF's protected nullification
process.

e Pre-process and post-process OMRDA records provide an operational
comparison.

e Neither instrument result alone proves a physical mechanism or accident
causation.

Evidence Boundary

The instrument roles described here are those reported by Aura Research Foundation.
OMRDA findings, the interpretation of nullification and the proposed physical
mechanism require controlled, independent investigation. No instrument reading
replaces a complete road-safety assessment.

Reflection Question

What information must accompany an OMRDA response before another
observer can understand or compare it?

Chapter 17, What Responsible Field Evidence Looks Like, turns from instrument
roles to the records, controls and independent observations needed for credible
field study.
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CHAPTER 17

WHAT RESPONSIBLE FIELD
EVIDENCE LOOKS LIKE

A single OMRDA response is an observation. Responsible field
evidence begins when the observation is tied to a precise place, time,
direction, operator and set of conditions. Repetition and independent
observation then show whether the report can be examined rather
than merely remembered.

An Observation Describes One Occasion

An operator may report a response at a marked road point. That
statement tells us what was observed on one occasion. Without a
written record, another person cannot know exactly where the operator
stood, which direction was examined, which reference was used or
what road conditions were present.

Evidence Adds Traceability and Comparison

A responsible record allows the team to return to the same location,
compare repeat observations and identify differences. It preserves
positive, negative, mixed and null findings. Evidence becomes
stronger when the same pattern is reproduced and independently
reviewed.

Conventional Conditions Belong in the Same Record

Road shape, lighting, markings, surface, visibility, traffic and other
recognised factors must be recorded alongside the OMRDA
observation. Keeping both forms of information prevents an energy-
response record from being treated as a complete explanation of the
site.
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Figure 21 A Fictional Sample Field
Record

SAMPLE ROAD FIELD RECORD

FICTIONAL DEMONSTRATION DATA + NOT A SURVEYED SITE

SITE AND VISIT

SITE ID LOCATION DIRECTION DATE
DEMO RS 17 Demonstration Road Segment A Eastbound 15 Jun 2026
TIME WEATHER TRAFFIC SURFACE

21 00 Dry and clear Moderate Dry

REPORTED OMRDA OBSERVATION

OPERATOR FREQUENCY REFERENCE RESPONSE ANGLE MAPPED EXTENT

OP 01 700 Hz 110 degrees 7.5 metres
CHECKS

REPEAT READING INDEPENDENT OBSERVER

105 degrees at the same marked point OBS 01 witnessed the record

CONVENTIONAL SITE CONDITIONS
Left curve partial lighting worn lane marking moderate traffic

A COMPLETE RECORD SUPPORTS STUDY + IT DOES NOT PROVE CAUSATION

Figure 21. Fictional demonstration only. The fields show how to document and revisit an
observation. The values do not describe a real road, ARF survey or accident investigation.

Fictional by Design

The sample uses invented names, codes and values so the reader can study
the record structure without mistaking it for field evidence.

One Record Supports a Return Visit

The record connects the reported response to a defined visit. A later team can
ask whether the location, direction, conditions and response were reproduced.
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The Minimum Field Record

Each field answers a practical question. Together they show where the
observation occurred, what was present and whether anyone checked it
again.

Record group Required fields Why they matter

Allows a return to the same
road section and visit
context

Location, direction, date and

Place and visit :
time

Weather, traffic and SIS SN G LR

Conditions ) . . present during the
conventional site conditions .
observation
Operator, frequency )
OMRDA record reference, response angle and Defmgs the reported
operational response
extent
. Supports consistency,
Checks Repel rE i et transparency and later

independent observer .
review

Table 6. Minimum information for a responsible public-level OMRDA field record. Additional
research fields may be added to suit the study design.

Record Location and Direction Precisely

A road name alone is rarely enough. A site ID, mapped position, carriageway
and travel direction help later observers return to the intended place rather
than a nearby but different point.

Record What the Operator Reported

The operator code, frequency reference, response angle and mapped extent
define the OMRDA entry. These fields are observations under the ARF
procedure. They are not direct measurements of electromagnetic power or
accident risk.

Record the Check

A repeat reading should state whether the response returned at the same
place. The record should also identify any independent observer and describe
that person's role.
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From Repeated Observation to
Stronger Evidence

Return to the Same Defined Position

Small changes in position or direction may change what is reported.
Marked locations and a clear site map reduce uncertainty about
whether repeated observations refer to the same road area.

Repeat Across Relevant Conditions

A result found once may not return. Repeated visits can test whether a
response is stable or varies with time, weather, traffic or other
recorded conditions. A null result is part of the evidence and should
not be discarded.

Use Independent Observation

An independent observer can confirm the location, procedure and
written record. Where practical, additional trained operators and
blinded comparisons can test whether a result depends on one
person's expectation or prior knowledge.

Keep Road Evidence in Its Own Lane

Incident records, road audits, traffic exposure and engineering
conditions should be gathered from appropriate sources. OMRDA
findings and road-safety findings can be compared after each has
been recorded on its own terms.

Repetition Is Not the Same as Causation

A response that returns is more informative than one reading. It still
does not show that a physical field exists, that a driver was influenced
or that an accident was caused. Those questions require controlled
study.
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From the Record to a Responsible
Statement
Wording Supported by the Record

At the fictional demonstration site, operator OP 01 reported an OMRDA response
at a documented position. A second reading was similar, an observer witnessed
the record and conventional road conditions were noted. This statement reports
the observation and its limits.

Wording That Goes Beyond the Record

The statement that an energy zone caused accidents at the site is not supported
by this record. Cause requires incident evidence, suitable comparison sites,
controls, reproducibility and examination of competing explanations.

What This Chapter Establishes

e An observation becomes traceable when its place, time, direction, operator and
conditions are recorded.

e Frequency reference, response angle and extent define the reported OMRDA
entry.

e Repeat readings and independent observation support later comparison.
e Conventional road evidence remains essential and must be recorded separately.

Evidence Boundary

A complete field record improves transparency; it does not validate the proposed
physical interpretation or establish accident causation. OMRDA remains an operator-
mediated method that requires controlled and independent investigation.

Reflection Question

Could another trained team return to the recorded site and understand
exactly what to compare?
Chapter 18, A Patented Methodology for Energy Rectification, presents only the

authorised high-level pathway while keeping construction and operating details
protected.
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CHAPTER 18

A PATENTED METHODOLOGY
FOR ENERGY RECTIFICATION

Aura Research Foundation has developed a patented methodology for
assessing and rectifying identified road black zones. The public needs
to understand the purpose, safeguards and limits of that pathway. The
protected technical process is not part of this reader's book.

The Method Begins With a Recorded Site

The pathway begins only after a location has been identified and
documented. OMRDA is used to assess and map the reported
response. Conventional road conditions and the wider site context
must remain part of the record.

Rectification Is Site Specific and Authorised

ARF uses the term energy rectification for an authorised site-specific
action within its protected method. OMRDA and the Energy Flux
Pulsator are used within the nullification stage. Readers are not being
taught how to carry out that action.

The Result Must Be Reassessed and Monitored

OMRDA is used again at the recorded positions after the authorised
process. Follow-up observations ask whether the reported response
changed and whether that change persists. They do not, by
themselves, prove a physical mechanism or accident prevention.

Patent Protection and Evidence Are Different Questions

Patent status identifies protected intellectual property. Scientific
validation, physical interpretation and road-safety outcomes require
their own evidence. One should not be presented as proof of the other.
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Figure 22 The Patented Public Pathway

THE PATENTED PUBLIC PATHWAY

HIGH LEVEL PURPOSE + AUTHORISED APPLICATION ¢ PROTECTED DETAIL

ASSESS e MAP e NULLIFY

= ~
D_DQ —- —b-D_D+

()

OMRDA OMRDA OMRDA + ENERGY FLUX PULSATOR
Record the reported response Mark location and extent Authorised site specific rectification
Y
a REASSESS a MONITOR
—
OMRDA OMRDA

Compare the same recorded points Create follow up records

PUBLIC PURPOSE ONLY ¢ NO CONSTRUCTION OR OPERATING DETAIL

Figure 22. High-level ARF pathway for public understanding. Instrument names identify roles
only. The figure contains no construction, installation, frequency-matching or operating
instructions.

The Arrows Show Order

Assessment and mapping create the reference record. Authorised rectification
follows that record, and reassessment and monitoring follow the intervention.
The sequence prevents a later reading from being interpreted without a
documented starting point.

The Lock Marks Protected Detail

The lock does not represent a physical component. It reminds readers that the
nullification stage may be undertaken only through the authorised ARF
protocol and with the permissions required for the site.

102



The Five Stages in Public Language

Assess

OMRDA is used to record the operator-mediated response at a defined road
site. The visit, conditions, reference and result are documented.

Map

Reported points, edges and extent are placed on a site map. The map allows
later work to return to the same road positions and direction.

Nullify and Rectify

OMRDA and the Energy Flux Pulsator are used within the Foundation's
patented nullification process as part of authorised site-specific rectification.
The term nullification describes the intended operational change within the
ARF method; it is not proof that a physical field has been cancelled.

Reassess

OMRDA is used again at the documented positions. The post-process record
is compared with the pre-process record under stated conditions.

Monitor
Follow-up visits record whether the reported response remains changed,

returns or varies. Monitoring also preserves null or mixed results and any
changes in conventional road conditions.

The Public Meaning of the Sequence

The pathway shows who must document the work and when comparison
occurs. It does not enable a reader to reproduce the technical process.
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Authorisation Public Safety and
Protected Detail

Road Work Requires Competent Permission

Any field application must have the permissions required by the competent
road, civil and local authorities. Qualified road and civil supervision, traffic
management, utility checks, worker protection and public access controls
must be arranged for the site.

_ This book explains Protected and excluded

Settings, handling techniques
and frequency matching
instructions

Assessment and OMRDA purpose, documented
mapping locations and comparison

e s Existence of an authorised site I\/_Iodule_or capsule.typels,
Nullification and dimensions, materials, internal

e e specific process using OMRDA
rectification and the Energy Flux Pulsator arrangements and trench

details
Return to mapped points, Decision rules, thresholds,
Reassessment and . :
g compare and retain follow up operating sequences and
monitoring . . .
records installation drawings

Table 7. Boundary between public explanation and the protected ARF protocol.

No Unauthorised Road Intervention

This chapter is not permission to place, install, alter or remove anything on a
public or private road. Readers should not attempt the process from the public
pathway or from partial information.

Protection Supports Safe and Consistent Use

Keeping technical details within the authorised protocol protects intellectual
property and reduces the risk of incomplete, inconsistent or unsafe
application. Public reporting should state the purpose and evidence status
without revealing the implementation.
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Patent Status Evidence and
Responsibility

The Foundation Position

Aura Research Foundation has developed a patented methodology for the
assessment and energy rectification of identified road black zones. The patented
OMRDA and Energy Flux Pulsator form part of the Foundation's high-level
nullification and verification pathway. This reader's book introduces their purpose
without disclosing technical or proprietary implementation details.

What This Chapter Establishes

e The patented pathway begins with OMRDA assessment and mapping.

o OMRDA and the Energy Flux Pulsator are used within authorised site-specific
rectification.

o OMRDA reassessment and monitoring create post-process records for
comparison.

e Competent road and civil permissions and public-safety controls are required.

Evidence Boundary

Patent protection does not establish that a reported response is a physical field, that
nullification represents confirmed physical cancellation or that rectification prevents
accidents. Those claims require controlled, independent evidence and continuing road-
safety evaluation.

Reflection Question

How can a patented method be described clearly while keeping its technical
process protected and its scientific claims open to testing?

Chapter 19, One More Layer Not a Replacement, places Road Safety Energy
Hygiene beside engineering, enforcement, safe driving, vehicle fitness and
emergency response.
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CHAPTER 19

ONE MORE LAYER
NOT A REPLACEMENT

Road Safety Energy Hygiene is an additional investigational layer. It
does not replace road engineering, signage, lighting, speed
management, enforcement, vehicle fitness, responsible driving or
emergency care. Every known risk should be identified and corrected
through established road-safety practice.

Established Road Safety Comes First

A crash cluster may arise from road geometry, surface condition, poor
visibility, unsafe speed, vehicle defects, human error or several factors
acting together. These explanations are well recognised and must be
investigated first. An Energy Hygiene observation must never delay
corrective action.

An Additional Question May Remain

After conventional factors have been examined, some locations may
still contain an unanswered remainder. ARF asks whether a
repeatable, site-specific response can also be recorded at such a
location. That question is investigational. It is not an established cause
of accidents.

The Two Layers Need Separate Records

Crash data, engineering findings and enforcement records belong to
the conventional road-safety assessment. OMRDA observations
belong to a separate ARF field record. Keeping the records distinct
prevents an association from being mistaken for causation.

Road Users Keep the Same Responsibilities

Drivers must obey road rules, drive attentively and maintain their vehicles.
A proposed energy influence never excuses unsafe behaviour.
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Figure 23 Road Safety Foundation and
the Additional Layer

ROAD SAFETY FOUNDATION AND ADDITIONAL OBSERVATION

KNOWN HAZARDS FIRST ¢ INVESTIGATIONAL QUESTION SEPARATELY

ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATIONAL LAYER

~
o0

ARF field observations and hypotheses are recorded
as a separate research question

THIS LAYER DOES NOT REPLACE ACTION ON KNOWN ROAD RISKS

CONVENTIONAL ROAD SAFETY FOUNDATION

4T b
y /\'\ 1) 111

ROAD ENGINEERING SIGNAGE LIGHTING SPEED MANAGEMENT

ERCRIE

ENFORCEMENT VEHICLE FITNESS DRIVER RESPONSIBILITY EMERGENCY CARE

CORRECT KNOWN HAZARDS + PRESERVE EVERY ROAD SAFETY DUTY

Figure 23. Established road-safety measures form the foundation. ARF field observations
are a separate investigational layer and do not replace conventional duties.

The Foundation Carries the Safety Work

The lower level contains actions with recognised road-safety roles. Authorities
and road users can act on these risks directly through design, maintenance,
regulation, training and emergency response.

The Upper Layer Carries a Research Question
The upper level represents ARF observations and hypotheses that still require

controlled, independent evaluation. Its position above the foundation means
additional inquiry, not higher importance or proven causation.
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What Must Never Be Postponed

Road and Roadside Condition

Engineers must examine alignment, curves, gradients, junctions, barriers,
drainage, shoulders, surface grip, roadside obstacles and work-zone
arrangements. Defects that can be corrected should be corrected without
waiting for another explanation.

Visibility Speed and Control

Signs, markings, signals and lighting must be visible and appropriate for the
approach speed and road environment. Speed limits, calming measures and
enforcement should address the actual pattern of risk, including night-time
conditions.

Vehicle Fitness and Driver Responsibility

Brakes, tyres, steering, lights and other safety systems require proper
maintenance. Drivers remain responsible for attention, rest, sobriety, restraint
use, lane discipline and speed. A site-based hypothesis does not reduce
these obligations.

Enforcement Emergency Care and Learning

Consistent enforcement can reduce repeated unsafe behaviour. Fast rescue,
trauma care and accurate crash investigation can reduce harm and improve

later prevention. These functions remain essential at every location, whether
or not an additional observation is reported.

No Energy Explanation for a Known Hazard

Poor lighting should be described as poor lighting. A dangerous curve should
be described as a dangerous curve. Fatigue, speeding, impairment and
vehicle failure should be recorded when evidence supports them. Energy
language must not conceal a condition that authorities and road users can
already address.
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How the Additional Layer Can Be

Examined

The additional layer begins with a disciplined question: after recognised risks
have been documented, is a site-specific ARF response reported consistently
enough to justify further study? The answer may be positive, mixed or null.
Each result belongs in the record.

R_oad _safety Primary response Additional observation
situation

Repeated crashes
at one location

Night-time
concentration

Changes after road
work

No clear
conventional
explanation

Verify the crash record and inspect
road design, surface, visibility,
traffic and behaviour

Check lighting, glare, speed,
fatigue, impairment, traffic mix and
enforcement

Evaluate the engineering change
and subsequent crash data

Continue multidisciplinary
investigation and risk reduction

Ask whether a repeatable site-
specific OMRDA response is
reported after conventional
factors are documented

Record time-of-day field
observations separately without
attributing the crashes to them

If ARF observations are also
repeated, analyse them as a
separate data stream

Treat Energy Hygiene as an
additional hypothesis open to
support, weakening or a null
result

Table 8. Conventional road-safety action remains primary while an additional ARF
observation is recorded and interpreted separately.

Association Is Not Attribution

A response recorded near a crash location does not show that the response
caused any crash. Accident attribution requires evidence about the road,
vehicle, driver, conditions and sequence of events. Energy Hygiene adds a
question for study; it does not supply an automatic answer.

Results Must Be Allowed to Disagree

A useful investigation must preserve sites where no response is reported,
where operators disagree and where observations change over time. Such
findings help define the limits of the hypothesis and prevent selective

reporting.
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Responsibility in Public
Communication
Use Careful Language

e Say that ARF reports a field observation; do not state that Earth Energy caused an
accident.

e Describe Energy Hygiene as an additional investigational layer, not an alternative
to road safety.

e Keep engineering, enforcement, vehicle and driver responsibilities visible in every
public message.

e Report positive, mixed and null observations and keep them open to independent
testing.

What This Chapter Establishes

e Established road-safety measures remain the primary response to accident-prone
locations.

e Road Safety Energy Hygiene asks one additional site-specific research question.

e Conventional findings and ARF observations require separate records and
interpretation.

o No measured response should be presented as proof of accident causation or
prevention.

Evidence Boundary

ARF observations do not establish a recognised physical mechanism or show that
every black zone has an energy-related feature. Any relationship with crash risk
remains a hypothesis requiring controlled comparison, independent replication and
road-safety outcome data.

Reflection Question

How can we remain open to an additional question while acting fully on
every road-safety risk already known?

Chapter 20, A Beginning Not a Conclusion, closes the book with awareness,
humility and a clear public message. Safer roads begin by correcting what we
know and remaining open to what still needs to be understood.
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CHAPTER 20

A BEGINNING
NOT A CONCLUSION

This reader's book has introduced Road Safety Energy Hygiene as an
additional investigational question. It has not replaced established
road safety or presented the Foundation's observations as settled
science. Its purpose is to make the question visible, define its limits
and encourage careful study.

What the Foundation Has Observed

Aura Research Foundation reports site-specific, operator-mediated
OMRDA responses at investigated road black zones. In its field
records, some reported zones extended across wider road areas,
showed different response patterns and appeared stronger at night.
These are Foundation observations and require independent
replication.

What the Foundation Proposes

ARF proposes that such locations may contain an additional Earth
Energy-related feature worth studying within the Energy Hygiene
framework. The patented assessment and rectification pathway
described in Chapter 18 is part of that proposal. Its existence does not
prove the interpretation or a road-safety benefit.

What Remains Unproven

The physical nature of the reported response, its relationship to the
human system, its role in any accident and the effect of rectification on
crash outcomes remain unproven. Each question needs evidence
designed for that claim. Careful attention is worthwhile when it adds
documented observation without weakening established road safety or
overstating results.
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Figure 24 Four Honest Positions

FOUR HONEST POSITIONS

KEEP EACH STATEMENT WITHIN ITS EVIDENCE

ESTABLISHED a OBSERVED BY ARF
/N
A% OO
MAAR

Recognised road safety action remains the primary ARF reports site specific operator mediated OMRDA
foundation responses

a PROPOSED a REMAINS UNPROVEN

2 -

Energy Hygiene may be studied as one additional road Mechanism, accident causation, prevention and general
safety layer scope

OBSERVE * SEPARATE « TEST ¢ REPORT

Figure 24. Responsible communication keeps established knowledge, ARF observations,
framework interpretation and unproven hypotheses distinct.

Why the Four Positions Matter

Confusion begins when an observation is described as proof, an interpretation
is described as a mechanism or a hypothesis is described as an accident
cause. The four positions allow the public to understand both the idea and its
present evidence status.

Progress Depends on Clear Boundaries
A result can move from observation toward stronger evidence only through

appropriate testing and independent scrutiny. Patent status, repeated internal
use or public interest cannot replace that process.
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Evidence Language for the Next Stage

The next stage requires language that tells readers exactly what kind of
statement they are hearing. The wording below preserves the difference
between established practice, Foundation observation, framework
interpretation and a testable hypothesis.

Type of statement m Responsible wording

. Recognised measures for Known hazards must be
Established road ) - . )
road, vehicle, driver and post-  investigated and corrected
safety knowledge !
crash safety first

An operator-mediated
ARF field observation = OMRDA response reported
during Foundation field work

ARF reports this observation
under the stated conditions

The meaning assigned to a Within the ARF framework
Framework o . o
. . response within the Energy this response is interpreted
interpretation ;

Hygiene model as

A proposed relationship that This possibility requires
Research hypothesis  can be tested and may be controlled independent
unsupported evaluation

Table 9. Evidence language for public explanation, field reports and future research.
A Strong Study Can Produce Any Result

A study may support part of the proposal, weaken it, contradict it or remain
inconclusive. Positive, mixed and null findings all help define the scope of the
framework. Selective reporting would make the evidence less trustworthy.

Road Safety Outcomes Need Their Own Evidence

A change in an OMRDA response is not the same as a change in crash risk.
Claims about accident reduction require reliable crash data, suitable
comparisons, adequate follow-up and review of other road, vehicle and
human changes.
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A Shared Responsibility

Road Authorities and Engineers

Authorities and engineers remain responsible for recognised safety
assessment and corrective action. Where an additional field study is
considered, it should occur only with permission, safe traffic control and no
delay to conventional work.

Researchers and Universities

Independent researchers can help define measurable questions, compare
locations, examine operator agreement and relate field observations to
verified road data. Their role is to test the proposal rather than begin with a
required conclusion.

The Foundation and Its Field Teams

ARF and authorised field teams should use consistent records, preserve
mixed and null observations, state the limits of each finding and protect public
safety and intellectual property. Reporting should separate measurement,
interpretation and claim.

Drivers Families and the Public

Road users should continue to follow every safety rule and respond to the
visible road environment. A black-zone label should never create fear,
fatalism, distraction or an excuse for unsafe driving.

Responsibility to Future Road Users

The records created today may guide better questions tomorrow. Our
responsibility is to correct known hazards now, investigate unanswered
patterns carefully and leave future road users evidence that is complete, clear
and honestly described.
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The Foundation Closing Position

A Note From Aura Research Foundation

We present Road Safety Energy Hygiene as a field observation and a direction for
research. We ask that it be examined without abandoning established road safety
and without treating our interpretation as settled science. Evidence that supports,
narrows or challenges the proposal should be reported with equal care.

The Practical Way Forward

e Correct every recognised road hazard through established practice.
e Document unexplained patterns and ARF observations separately.
Test the proposed relationships through independent research.
e Report supportive, mixed and null results without exaggeration.

Evidence Boundary

This reader's book does not establish that Earth Energy causes accidents, that
OMRDA detects a recognised physical field or that energy rectification prevents
crashes. These remain questions for controlled, independent and transparent
evaluation.

A Beginning Not a Conclusion

Safer roads begin by correcting what we know and
remaining open to what still needs to be understood.

Aura Research Foundation | Road Safety Energy Hygiene |
energyhygienex.com
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EPILOGUE

THE RESPONSIBILITY TO KEEP
ASKING

Road safety advances when known hazards are corrected and
unanswered patterns are investigated with discipline. Engineering,
enforcement, safer vehicles, responsible driving and effective emergency
care remain the foundation. Nothing in Road Safety Energy Hygiene
changes that priority.

The Question Left by Repetition

Some locations continue to experience serious incidents even after visible
conditions have been examined. Often, further conventional investigation
identifies an overlooked factor. Sometimes an unexplained remainder
persists. ARF asks whether site-specific responses reported through OMRDA
deserve study as one additional layer—not as a ready-made explanation for
an accident.

Curiosity Needs Boundaries

A repeated observation is a reason to design a better test. It is not proof of a
physical mechanism, a human effect or accident causation. Patent protection
identifies intellectual property; it does not establish scientific validity or road-

safety benefit.

The Reader's Responsibility

Keep established knowledge, ARF observations, framework interpretations
and research hypotheses clearly separated. Avoid fear and fatalism. Do not
label a road solely from an isolated reading. Ask what was measured, by
whom, under what conditions, against which comparison and with what
independent evidence.

A safer future is built by acting firmly on what is known
and examining what is uncertain with equal honesty.
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Founders' Closing Note

Why This Is a Beginning and Not a Conclusion

How the Road Question Emerged

Our work on Environmental Energy Hygiene led us to observe places where
the OMRDA response appeared different from nearby reference areas. Road
locations drew our attention because some reported zones extended across a
carriageway and because recurring accidents at a place demand the most
careful questions.

In Foundation field records, we have described broad zones, lower and upper
non-adaptive responses, depletion within the upper adaptive range, and
changes between daytime and night-time observations. These are operator-
mediated observations within the ARF framework. They are not conventional
electromagnetic measurements, and they do not show that a response
caused an accident.

Why We Chose a Reader's Book

The public needs language that is understandable without turning an
emerging idea into a certainty. We therefore present the question, the
reported observations and the evidence boundaries without disclosing a
technical rectification process. The book is an invitation to informed
attention—not to unsupervised experimentation.

What We Accept as Our Responsibility
We must keep complete records, welcome independent examination, report
mixed and null findings, protect public safety and communicate patent status

accurately. We must also ensure that an Energy Hygiene inquiry never delays
recognised road-safety action.

117



Founders' Closing Note — Continued

We Welcome Testing

The next stage should involve road authorities, engineers, human-factors
specialists, geophysicists, statisticians and independent institutions. Useful
studies will define their questions before collecting data, compare appropriate
sites, examine operator agreement, preserve negative results and distinguish
instrument response from crash outcome.

We Protect Safety and Intellectual Property

ARF states that its road black-zone assessment and energy-rectification
methodology is protected by patents in Germany and India. OMRDA and the
Energy Flux Pulsator are patented instruments within the authorised
assessment, nullification and verification pathway. This book provides
awareness-level information only. It does not authorise replication,
construction, operation or field application.

What We Ask of Readers

e Follow every established road-safety rule and respond to visible conditions.
e Treat ARF observations as investigational until independently tested.

e Do not attribute an accident to a proposed energy pattern without
comprehensive investigation.
e Support research that can confirm, narrow or challenge the proposal.
We offer this work with openness to evidence and respect for the

responsibility carried by every person who works to make roads
safer.

Er. Srinivas Baba Mannem

Dr. Kanaka Mahalakshmi Mannem
Founders and Principal Investigators | Aura Research Foundation
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Glossary

These definitions explain how important terms are used in this book. Where a term
belongs specifically to the ARF framework, that status is stated.

Adaptive response. An ARF working category for OMRDA responses described
approximately within 400—752 Hz and interpreted within the framework as
supportive or better tolerated. It is not an established biological frequency band.

Amplitude. In physics, the size or strength of an oscillation. In ARF public field
records, references to response strength describe an operator-mediated indication
and should not be read as calibrated electromagnetic power unless independently
measured by an appropriate instrument.

AURA. An operational field construct mapped around a person through the
OMRDA procedure. In this book it is not presented as a photograph, a direct
radiation measurement or an established anatomical structure.

Black spot. A recognised road-safety term for a location identified from crash data
and the criteria used by the responsible authority. Definitions and thresholds vary
by jurisdiction.

Dark zone or black zone. An ARF investigational term for a road area where
unusual OMRDA responses are reported. It is not automatically the same as an
officially designated road black spot.

Depletion. A lower OMRDA response compared with a reference response under
the stated procedure. It does not mean that a physical frequency has disappeared
from the environment or the body.

Energy Flux Pulsator. A patented ARF instrument used within the Foundation's
authorised nullification and verification pathway. Its settings and operating process
are proprietary and are not provided in this book.

Energy Hygiene. ARF's broader framework for observing, interpreting and
managing reported environmental energy responses. lts road-safety application is
investigational and additional to established practice.
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Glossary — Continued

Evidence status. The level at which a statement is supported—for example,
established knowledge, an ARF field observation, a framework interpretation or an
untested research hypothesis.

Hartmann grid. A historical model associated with physician Ernst Hartmann that
proposes a grid-like terrestrial pattern. It is discussed as historical context and is
not treated here as an established geophysical phenomenon.

Non-adaptive response. An ARF working category for responses described
below approximately 400 Hz or above approximately 752 Hz. The label is a
framework interpretation, not an established biological-hazard classification.

Null result. A study or field record in which the expected difference or response is
not found. Null results are important because they help define where a proposal
may not apply.

OMRDA. A patented ARF instrument and operator-mediated procedure used to
record responses within the Foundation's Energy Hygiene framework. It is not
presented as a direct electromagnetic detector or spectrum analyser.

Operator-mediated. A procedure in which the recorded response depends partly
on a trained person's interaction with the instrument. Such methods require
controls for expectation, repeatability and agreement between operators.

Rectification. An authorised, site-specific action within ARF's patented
methodology intended to alter a recorded response. A changed response is not by
itself proof of physical cancellation, human benefit or accident prevention.

Road Safety Energy Hygiene. ARF's proposed application of the Energy
Hygiene framework to road locations. It is one investigational layer and never a
replacement for road engineering, traffic management, enforcement or safe
driving.

Reference location. A comparison area selected in advance and documented so
that observations at the location of interest are not interpreted in isolation.
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Frequently Asked Questions

1. Is every accident-prone location an Energy Hygiene black zone?
No. An official road black spot is identified from crash data and jurisdictional

criteria. An ARF black-zone label refers to a reported OMRDA response. The two
may overlap, but neither should be assumed from the other.

2. Can a single energy reading explain an accident?

No. A crash may involve road design, speed, visibility, weather, vehicle condition,
distraction, fatigue, impairment, medical events and many other factors. One
reading cannot establish cause and must never replace a comprehensive
investigation.

3. What do adaptive and non-adaptive mean?

They are ARF working categories for patterns reported through OMRDA. In this
book, adaptive responses are described approximately within 400-752 Hz, while
non-adaptive responses are described below or above that range. These are
framework labels—not recognised medical or engineering hazard bands.
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Frequently Asked Questions —
Continued

4. Does OMRDA directly measure electromagnetic radiation?

No. ARF describes OMRDA as a patented, operator-mediated instrument and
procedure for recording responses within its framework. It should not be
represented as a conventional electromagnetic meter or spectrum analyser.

5. Why compare daytime and night-time observations?

ARF reports that some responses appeared stronger at night. Repeated day-and-
night records can test whether that pattern is consistent. Time, weather, traffic,
operator and comparison conditions must all be documented; the observation
does not establish why a difference occurs.

6. Does Road Safety Energy Hygiene replace road engineering?

No. Road audits, geometric design, signage, lighting, barriers, speed
management, enforcement, driver education, vehicle maintenance and post-crash
care remain primary. The Energy Hygiene proposal can only be considered as an
additional investigational layer.
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Frequently Asked Questions —
Continued

7. Has ARF developed a rectification method?

Yes. ARF states that its methodology for assessing and rectifying identified road
black zones is protected by patents in Germany and India. Patent status protects
an invention; it does not prove a scientific interpretation or road-safety outcome.

8. What role does the Energy Flux Pulsator have in nullification?

ARF identifies the patented Energy Flux Pulsator as an instrument in its
authorised nullification and verification pathway. The operating sequence, settings
and site-specific process are proprietary and are deliberately not provided in this
public-awareness book.

9. Does a changed OMRDA response prove accident prevention?

No. Instrument response and crash outcome are different endpoints. A road-safety
claim would require reliable crash data, suitable comparison locations, adequate
follow-up and consideration of all other changes made at the site.
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Frequently Asked Questions —
Continued

10. Why are technical rectification details not included?

Public-road work can create safety risks, and the method is proprietary. This book
is for awareness and responsible research discussion; it is not a construction,
operating or field-application manual.

11. Does the Bermuda Triangle analogy prove the road hypothesis?

No. It is only an analogy for how dramatic events can attract energy-based
explanations. Rogue waves and navigational hazards have established
oceanographic and operational explanations. The analogy cannot serve as
evidence for an Earth Energy effect on roads.

12. What independent evidence is still required?

Needed work includes blinded or controlled comparisons, agreement between
operators, repeatability across time and sites, independent physical
measurements where relevant, pre-specified analysis and properly designed road-
outcome studies.

13. Who can contribute to responsible validation?

Road authorities, engineers, universities, human-factors researchers,
geophysicists, statisticians and public-health specialists can help frame and test
specific claims. Their role is to investigate without a required conclusion.
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What Is Known and What Is Proposed

This one-page summary is the interpretive key to the whole book. A statement
should not be moved into a stronger category unless evidence appropriate to that
claim supports it.

Evidence
position

What belongs here Responsible action

Crash records, road audits,
Established engineering hazards and recognised
human-factor risks.

Use established road-safety
methods and sources.

Site-specific, operator-mediated Describe conditions, limits,
Reported by ARF  OMRDA responses recorded by the comparisons and null
Foundation. findings.

An additional Earth Energy-related

Proposed s . Label it as an interpretation,

. . layer within the Energy Hygiene )

interpretation not a measured mechanism.
framework.

Not vet Physical mechanism, accident Test through independent,

esta)t,JIished causation, human effect and crash controlled and transparent
reduction after rectification. research.

Table 10. Evidence-status summary for Road Safety Energy Hygiene.
The Public Conclusion

Take every recognised road-safety measure first. Treat ARF's reported
patterns as observations requiring independent study. Do not infer that a
person was affected, that an accident was caused or that a site was made
safer from an OMRDA response alone.

Patent status and scientific evidence answer different questions: a
patent concerns an invention; evidence concerns whether a
proposed explanation or outcome is supported.
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Observation Framework

Non-Operational Record Template — Page 1 of 2

Purpose: to organise awareness or research records. This template gives no authority to
enter a road, control traffic, operate an instrument or apply rectification. Obtain all
permissions and follow the responsible authority's safety plan.

A. Record Identity

Site record code

Date and local time

Recorder and organisation

Authority / permission reference

B. Site and Conditions

Road and locality

Carriageway / direction

Coordinates or fixed reference

Weather and visibility

Traffic and lighting

Surface / work-zone condition

C. Established Road-Safety Record

Official black-spot status Yes / No / Unknown; authority and criterion:

Incident period and source

Known hazards / audit findings

Actions already completed
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Observation Framework — Continued

Non-Operational Record Template — Page 2 of 2

D. ARF Observation Summary

Assessment status [1Present []Absent []Mixed [] Not assessed

Observer code(s)

Observation period [1Day []Night [] Both; times:
Instrument named in record [1 OMRDA [] Energy Flux Pulsator [] Other
General location / extent Text or map reference only:

Comparison location

Lower non-adaptive / adaptive depletion / upper non-adaptive /
mixed / no reported difference

E. Evidence Status and Follow-Up

[ 1 Established [] ARF observation [] Framework interpretation
[ 1 Hypothesis

Public response category

Status of each statement

Independent records attached Crash / road / weather / physical measurement / none

Permission and safety review Completed by: Date:

Follow-up / comparison date

Outcome data required Define separately; do not infer from response alone

Reviewer and disposition Support / revise / repeat / no conclusion / archive

Important: do not record confidential personal data in a public field file. Do not include proprietary
instrument settings or rectification steps. This form is a documentation aid, not an operating
protocol.

127



Selected References

Road Safety, Human Factors and Measurement

World Health Organization. Road traffic injuries. Fact sheet. Source

Ministry of Road Transport and Highways, Government of India. Road Accidents in India
2024. Source

Federal Highway Administration. Zero Deaths and the Safe System Approach. Source
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. Distracted Driving. Source
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. Drowsy Driving. Source

National Institute of Neurological Disorders and Stroke. Brain Basics: The Life and Death of
a Neuron. Source

Bureau International des Poids et Mesures. The International System of Units (S| Brochure).
Source

Aura Research Foundation. Road Safety Energy Hygiene: field records, instrument
documentation and patent materials. Foundation sources; independent evaluation is
required.

Selection note: official road-safety sources describe established knowledge. Foundation
materials document ARF's own observations and claims and are not independent validation.
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https://morth.gov.in/backend/documents/uploaded/1781177676_V1gUW8tJWT.pdf
https://highways.dot.gov/safety/zero-deaths
https://www.nhtsa.gov/risky-driving/distracted-driving
https://www.nhtsa.gov/risky-driving/drowsy-driving
https://www.ninds.nih.gov/health-information/public-education/brain-basics/brain-basics-life-and-death-neuron
https://www.bipm.org/en/publications/si-brochure

Selected References — Continued

Earth Systems, Geophysics and Historical Context

U.S. Geological Survey. Geomagnetism Program. Source
U.S. Geological Survey. Geophysical Mapping for Earth Resources and Structure. Source

U.S. Geological Survey. Geophysics in Groundwater—Surface Water Exchange Studies.
Source

U.S. Geological Survey. Land Subsidence. Source
National Ocean Service, NOAA. What is the Bermuda Triangle? Source
National Ocean Service, NOAA. What is a rogue wave? Source

Hartmann, E. Krankheit als Standortproblem. 3rd ed. Heidelberg: Karl F. Haug Verlag, 1976.
Historical source; inclusion is not scientific validation. Source

Enright, J. T. (1995). Water dowsing: The Scheunen experiments. Naturwissenschaften, 82,
360-369. Source

U.S. Geological Survey. Water Dowsing. Source

Reference boundary: Earth processes are measurable through established geophysical
methods. Historical geopathic ideas and operator-mediated responses require their own
controlled evidence and should not be treated as equivalent to conventional geophysics.
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https://www.usgs.gov/mission-areas/water-resources/science/geophysics-usgs-groundwatersurface-water-exchange-studies
https://www.usgs.gov/water-science-school/science/land-subsidence
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/bermudatri.html
https://oceanservice.noaa.gov/facts/roguewaves.html
https://books.google.com/books/about/Krankheit_als_Standortproblem.html?id=jntnPQAACAAJ
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01134560
https://www.usgs.gov/water-science-school/science/water-dowsing

Scientific and Safety Notice

Investigational Status

Road Safety Energy Hygiene is presented as an ARF investigational framework.
Reported OMRDA responses, adaptive and non-adaptive categories, upper
adaptive depletion, night-time variation, Hartmann-grid interpretations and
proposed effects on people have not been established as causes of road
accidents. Independent, controlled and transparent study is required.

Road Safety Comes First

Road engineering, formal road-safety audits, traffic management, signage,
lighting, speed control, enforcement, driver training, vehicle maintenance, medical
care and emergency response remain primary. No Energy Hygiene activity should
delay, weaken or replace them.

No Accident Attribution From One Response

Never attribute an accident to an energy pattern without a comprehensive
investigation of road, vehicle, human, environmental and operational factors. An
OMRDA response is not a diagnosis, a legal finding, a forensic conclusion or proof
of causation.

Public-Road and Health Safety

Do not stop, stand, install equipment or conduct field activity on a public road
without written authority, trained traffic control and an approved risk assessment.
Do not use this book for medical decisions. If a driver has sudden confusion,
faintness, impaired vision or another acute symptom, move to safety where
possible and seek appropriate emergency care.

Scope of This Book

This is an awareness and discussion text. It contains no operating specifications,
calibration instructions, instrument settings, rectification sequence or authorisation
for field application. Readers and institutions remain responsible for compliance
with applicable laws, permissions and professional standards.
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Intellectual Property Notice

Copyright © 2026 Aura Research Foundation. First Reader's Book Edition
2026. All rights reserved, subject to any rights expressly granted in writing.

Patented Methodology and Instruments

Aura Research Foundation states that its methodology for the assessment and
energy rectification of identified road black zones is protected by patents in
Germany and India. ARF also identifies OMRDA and the Energy Flux Pulsator as
patented instruments used within its assessment, nullification and verification
pathway.

No Technical Licence Is Granted

Purchase, possession or reading of this book does not grant authority to copy,
manufacture, modify, assemble, operate, install, test, market or reproduce any
protected instrument, module, sample, protocol, method or field application.

Technical specifications and rectification processes are intentionally excluded.

Permitted Reader Use

Readers may quote brief passages for review, scholarship or public discussion
where permitted by law, with clear attribution and without implying endorsement,
certification or authorisation by ARF. Figures, tables, forms and substantial
extracts require prior written permission unless an applicable legal exception
applies.

Names and Designations

Aura Research Foundation, ARF, Energy Hygiene, Road Safety Energy Hygiene,
OMRDA and Energy Flux Pulsator are used as names or designations associated
with the Foundation and its work. Nothing in this notice expands or limits any
registered rights held by their lawful owners.

For permissions, authorised research use or patent-related enquiries, contact Aura
Research Foundation through its official website: www.energyhygienex.com
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