RESUMPTION OF THE COURT OF THE PEOPLE OF TASMANIA
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Witness Evidence Continued

Interrogatories

ROLE — Shirley BRANDIE, WITNESS

1. PROSECUTOR:

Would you please state your full name?

WITNESS ANSWER: 

Shirley Ann BRANDIE
2. PROSECUTOR:

Would you please take the oath or affirmation, as you prefer.

WITNESS ANSWER: 

I swear to tell the whole truth and nothing but the truth in this court of public opinion.
3. PROSECUTOR:

Mrs. BRANDIE, first of all I refer to your website @ http://WoodBurnerSmoke.net 
In order to acquaint yourself and your situation with the jury, I would like you, if you can, to briefly in perhaps one or two sentences, tell the jury why you found it necessary to establish that site. 

WITNESS ANSWER: 

I decided to start my web site to be able to show what can happen to people when there is no help available and also to try to help others who are being smoked out of their homes. From there it led to the newsletters and now a Forum on my site.

I will fight for a total ban on residential burning until I get one!

4. PROSECUTOR:

Thank-you. Now Mrs. BRANDIE will you further explain your 'warfare' on smoke (generally) to jury members
WITNESS ANSWER: 
I have tried every authority that I could think of to end the wood smoke. 

I received plenty of sympathy but no action. It seemed they all had 'no control' over the issue and suggested I call our Town Council. 

Of course, I had already done that only to be told there were no bylaws covering it. 

Seems to me that a by-law could have been created in no time at all and enforced, but they have chosen to await our trial before dealing with my request for a total ban in residential areas.

So, we went the legal route, at great expense, to get a temporary injunction. Trial should be sometime before the end of this year.

5. PROSECUTOR:

Mrs. BRANDIE can you be specific about the damage smoke has caused to you.

The smoke that invaded our home & property caused severe symptoms that eventually drove us out of our house. They included sore throats, upper respiratory infections, burning eyes, headaches, nausea, bleeding nasal ulcers, dizziness, digestive problems and stress beyond belief when no help was obtained. 

We could not open our windows for fresh air because there was none! No amount of begging the neighbor to stop did any good at all and, in fact, spurred him on to burn more intensely.

Our home had to be stripped to the bare bones to rid it of toxins (we had an air quality specialist live here for 3 days and did sampling of the indoor & outdoor air. He found very dangerous chemicals). We had to dispose of all carpeting, bedding, mattresses, ductwork, furnace, air conditioner (the airconditioning fan just blows air straight from outside into the ducting that is distributed throughout the house), all plastics, etc. and the walls and everything had to be washed down and repainted.  It was a lengthy and expensive restore!

6. PROSECUTOR:

Mrs. BRANDIE can you say what brought you to protest? 

WITNESS ANSWER: 

I am protesting for the health of those affected by wood smoke that they are forced to breathe, even though the authorities know that it is making the residents sick. 

It seems that the Government, Environment and Forestry care more about financial gain over the health of their residents. All smoke has cancer-causing substances. There is no such thing as 'good' wood smoke! Also, the environment is being damaged severely with the toxins that are being dispersed into the air, water and soil.

7. PROSECUTOR:

And further to that, Mrs. BRANDIE, could you please tell the jury if you see common ground and damage in — wood burner smoke damage when compared with forestry burn-off smoke?

WITNESS ANSWER: 
I certainly do! Both forestry burns and wood burners emit smoke. It's the particulate matter that invades the lungs of the unsuspecting that causes health effects that can lead to cancer, asthma, heart attacks and even death.
All smoke contains noxious toxins and causes damage to both human health and the environment. Most people don't realize how far smoke travels, dispersing its poisons along the way.
8. PROSECUTOR:

Thank-you Mrs. BRANDIE. Is there anything further you need to add that that you believe is relevant to smoke pollution and this particular trial?

WITNESS ANSWER: 

I think that more people should stand up for their rights. It annoys me to no end to hear people complain yet take no action. 

I am so proud of Clive for all he is doing.

There must be safer ways to get rid of those trees than to endanger the residents. Having seen what is going on there, I don't think I'd ever want to go there at all. I used to think it was so beautiful there and I guess that's what they want vacationers to think. 

I wonder if the Forestry officials were threatened with the exposure to the truth of what goes on during these burns, if they would end this craziness. But, I doubt even that would work.

The most important thing in all of this is the danger that they are putting their residents in. And, they don't care!

9. PROSECUTOR:
Thank-you Mrs. BRANDIE. Could you tell me if you are aware of the Tasmanian situation regarding health damage caused by smoke pollution? And … if your answer is yes, could you tell me how you know about it, and briefly what you know?
WITNESS ANSWER: 
While doing some research on the health effects of wood smoke, I came across Clive Stott’s web site.  Upon noticing the almost identical symptoms of the people of Tasmania who are deluged in smoke from the forestry burns to those of us dealing with wood heaters that emit smoke, I contacted Clive. I have been following the updates of the forestry burns and am astounded by the fact that it continues even though the residents have filed complaints about the many health issues they are dealing with due to smoke inhalation. 

It is quite obvious to me, and should be to all others, that just viewing the amount of smoke that is dispersed by forestry burns shows that the burns create far more particulate matter in an even shorter amount of time than do wood heaters. This smoke travels for miles endangering everyone and everything in its path. To throw the blame on wood heaters is absolute nonsense when one can see the vast outpouring of smoke from the burns.

10. PROSECUTOR:

I appreciate that explanation, Mrs. BRANDIE. Now finally, can you comment to the jury about the fact that here in Tasmania our Department of Environmental Health recommendation is to stay indoors when there is smoke pollution? 

WITNESS ANSWER: 

Being told to stay indoors is not the answer. I was indoors and tried everything I could think of to keep the smoke out of our house. There was nothing that could stop it. It seeps in through doorways, windows, roof-vents and is pulled in by the furnace and/or air conditioner. I tried leaving the bathroom fans on to try to pull it out but that didn't work either.
I have had people tell me that they tried taping all around their windows and doors and even sealed off rooms in an attempt to keep the smoke out. Nothing works.
In their homes, with smoke invading it, they become almost disoriented from the stench and a feeling of panic sets in as they realize that they are poisoning themselves by living in these conditions. Even so, they cannot sell their homes without releasing the fact of the air conditions in their homes. It is law here in Canada. And, doing that, who in their right mind would buy it?
What frightens me the most, and why I keep trying to get wood smoke stopped, is that not many people can afford to hire a lawyer as we did and get an injunction. Nor do they have someplace to escape to for the many months it takes to get though the legal system, and so they are forced to live in these dangerous conditions and become sick, as so many have. 

If it please your Honour.
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