THE TERROR CONSPIRACY
REVISITED

Deception, 9/11 and the Loss of Liberty

By

Jim Marrs

CONTENTS

Quotes on 9/11 you will not see in the mainstream corporate media:

INTRODUCTION



Part I—The Events of September 11, 2001

A CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

UNRESOLVED QUESTIONS ABOUND

WHAT DID PRESIDENT BUSH KNOW?

DID WAR GAMES AID THE TERRORISTS?

WHO AUTHORIZED THE BIN LADEN EVACUATION?

WHAT ABOUT THE HIJACKERS THEMSELVES?

WHAT REALLY HAPPENED AT THE PENTAGON?
EXPLOSIONS AT THE WORLD TRADE CENTER
FIREFIGHTERS THOUGHT THE FIRES WERE CONTROLLABLE
ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY AT THE WORLD TRADE CENTER?
WHAT CAUSED THE COLLAPSE OF WTC BUILDING 77?
TRACKS OF FOREKNOWLEDGE

THE FBI COULDN’T, OR WOULDN’T, CONNECT THE DOTS
MISSED OPPORTUNITIES AT THE CIA

SELLING STOCKS SHORT INDICATES FOREKNOWLEDGE
WHAT ABOUT ISRAELI FOREKNOWLEDGE?

WERE THE HIJACKED PLANES REMOTELY CONTROLLED?
WHAT ABOUT THE CELL PHONE CALLS?

WHAT REALLY HAPPENED TO FLIGHT 937

REMOTE VIEWERS LOOK AT 9/11

THE OFFICIAL 9/11 INQUIRY: ANOTHER WARREN COMMISSION?

Part IT — War For Oil And Drugs

THE CENTRAL ASIAN GAS PIPELINE
AFGHAN ACTION PLANNED LONG AGO
WAG THE DOG IN IRAQ?

CHENEY’S DEALINGS IN IRAQ



IRAQIS AND THE MURRAH FEDERAL BUILDING BOMBING
ANCIENT TECHNOLOGY IN BAGHDAD?

US COMPLICITY IN THE WORLD DRUG TRADE

BIN LADEN, THE MADE-TO-ORDER ENEMY

BIN LADEN REPLIES

BIN LADEN FAMILY AND FRIENDS

Part IIT — The 9/11 Backlash

A HISTORY OF UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTIONS
POSSE COMITATUS IGNORED

A QUESTIONABLE MILITARY RECORD
CREATING HOMELAND SECURITY

WAS GEORGE ORWELL RIGHT ABOUT 1984?
TOM RIDGE AND THE PHOENIX PROGRAM
HOMELAND SECURITY AT WORK

ENTER THE PATRIOT ACT

THE PATRIOT ACT AT WORK

INTERNMENT CAMPS IN PLACE

BIG BROTHER’S TECHNOLOGY
GOVERNING BY SECRECY AND DECREE
THE SHADOW GOVERNMENT KNOWS

Part IV — Historical Precedents

THE GULF WAR

THE REICHSTAG FIRE

PEARL HARBOR

THE GULF WAR

WOULD AMERICANS ALLOW ATTACKS ON AMERICANS?
WAR AS AN ECONOMIC STIMULUS

THE CORPORATE MASS MEDIA



A DISMAL FOREIGN POLICY RECORD
MANUFACTURED ENEMIES
THE HEGELIAN DIALECTIC
WHAT DO WE KNOW NOW?

APPENDIX — THE PENTAGON ATTACK PAPERS - Seven Hours in September:
The Clock that Broke the Lie

SOURCES

INDEX

Quotes on 9/11 you will not see in the mainstream corporate
media:

“In the course of our investigation into the national response to the attacks, the 9/11
Commission staff discovered that the official version of what had occurred [the morning
of September 11, 2001] — that is, what government and military officials had told
Congress, the Commission, the media, and the public about who knew what when— was
almost entirely, and inexplicably, untrue.” — John



John Farmer, The Ground Truth: The Story Behind America’s Defense on 9/11, (New
York: The Penguin Group, 2009), p. 2.

“If the war on terror is real then the first thing that would have happened within a matter
of weeks after 9/11 would have been we'd have closed the borders off. You have no
national security if your borders are not secure...The official story of 9/11 is the dog that
doesn’t hunt.” -- Col. Ronald D. Ray, U.S. Marine Corps (ret) and former Deputy
Assistant Secretary of Defense under the Reagan Administration

http://www.propagandamatrix.com/articles/july2006/010706doesnthunt.htm

“Scholars and professionals . . . have established beyond any reasonable doubt that the
official account of 9/11 is false and that, therefore, the official 'investigations' have really
been cover-up operations.” -- Lt. Col. Robert Bowman, PhD, U.S. Air Force (ret)

http://patriotsquestion911.com/

“Your countrymen have been murdered and the more you delve into it the more it looks
as though they were murdered by our government, who used it as an excuse to murder
other people thousands of miles away.” -- Lt. Col. Shelton F. Lankford, U.S. Marine
Corps (ret)

http://patriotsquestion911.com/

“I am 100% convinced that the attacks of September 11, 2001 were planned, organized,
and committed by treasonous perpetrators that have infiltrated the highest levels of our
government ....Those of us in the military took an oath to “’support and defend the
Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign and domestic’...it is our
duty to expose the real perpetrators of 9/11 and bring them to justice, no matter how hard
it is, how long it takes, or how much we have to suffer to do it. We owe it to those who
have gone before us who executed that same oath, and who are doing the same thing in
Iraq and Afghanistan right now. Those of us who joined the military and faithfully
executed orders that were given us had to trust our leaders. The violation and abuse of
that trust is not only heinous, but ultimately the most accurate definition of treason!” --
Lt. Colonel Guy S. Razer, U.S. Air Force fighter pilot, and former instructor at the USAF
Fighter Weapons School

http://patriotsquestion911.com/#Razer

“It is as a scientist that I have the most trouble with the official government conspiracy
theory, mainly because it does not satisfy the rules of probability or physics.” -- Lt. Col.
Karen U. Kwiatkowski, PhD, U.S. Air Force (ret)

http://patriotsquestion911.com/



“No aircraft hit the Pentagon. Totally impossible! You couldn't make the turns with a 757.
You couldn't fly it in over the highway. You couldn't fly it over the light poles. You
couldn't even get it that close to the ground because of turbulence.” -- Major Douglas
Rokke, PhD, U.S. Army

(ret)

http://patriotsquestion911.com/

“When one starts using his own mind, and not what one was told, there is very little to
believe in the official story...[I] have experience flying low altitude, high speed aircraft. I
could not have done what these beginners did. Something stinks to high heaven!” -- U.S.
Navy “Top Gun” pilot Commander Ralph Kolstad

http://www.opednews.com/articles/
genera_alan_mil_070905_u_s__navy__top_gun___.htm

“[W]hat we saw happen on that morning of September 11, 2001, was the result of a
highly-compartmentalized covert operation to bring about a fascist coup in this country.”
-- Alan N. Sabrosky, PhD

http://patriotsquestion911.com/

“We analyzed the data and announced our conclusion on March 26, 2007, that "The
information provided by the NTSB does not support the 9/11 Commission Report of
American Airlines Flight 77 impact with the Pentagon.” — Rob Balsamo, Commercial
airline pilot, Co-founder of Pilots for 9/11 Truth

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html

“I most certainly and honestly believe, that sometime in the near future, it will become
common knowledge that the events of 9/11 were an 'inside job' designed, engineered and
committed by a very large and 'in control' rogue element within our United States federal
government.” -- Glen

Stanish, Commercial airline pilot

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html

“No Boeing 757 ever crashed into the Pentagon. No Boeing 757 ever crashed at
Shanksville. . . .And no Arab hijacker, ever in a million years, ever flew into the World
Trade Center. And if you got 30 minutes I'll tell you exactly why he couldn't do it the first

time.” -- John Lear, retired commercial airline pilot

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html



“. .. an airplane that weighs 100 tons all assembled is still going to have 100 tons of
disassembled trash and parts after it hits a building. There was no wreckage from a 757 at
the Pentagon.” -- Capt. Russ Wittenberg, retired commercial pilot

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html

“I was also a Navy fighter pilot and Air Combat Instructor, U.S. Navy Fighter Weapons
School and have experience flying low altitude, high speed aircraft. I could not have done
what these beginners did.” — Commander Ralph Kolstad, retired commercial airline
captain

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html

“I know from my experience that it would have been highly improbable that even a
seasoned American test pilot, a military test pilot, could have flown a T-category, aircraft
like the 757, into the first floor of the Pentagon because of a thing called Ground Effect.”
-- Capt. Fred Fox,

retired commercial airline pilot

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html

“The Pentagon was not hit by a Boeing 757. A Boeing 757 did not crash in Shanksville
Pa.” -- Gordon Price, retired commercial airline captain

http://patriotsquestion911.com/pilots.html

“The 9/11 Commission Report is fatally flawed. The major conclusions of the 9/11
Commission Report - the official, conspiracy theory - are false.” -- Enver Masud,
engineer and author of 9/11 Unveiled

http://www.twf.org/bio/EMasud.html

“[A]ll three World Trade Center high-rise buildings, the Twin Towers and Building 7
were destroyed not by fire as our government has told us, but by controlled demolition
with explosives.” -- Richard Gage, founding member of Architects and Engineers for
9/11 Truth

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html

“I have 'known' from day-one that the buildings were imploded and that they could not
and would not have collapsed from the damage caused by the airplanes that ran into

them.” -- Daniel B. Barnum, B.Arch, FAIA

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html



“[S]ymmetrical collapse is strong evidence of a controlled demolition. A building falling

from asymmetrical structural failure would not collapse so neatly, nor so rapidly.” --
David A. Johnson, B.Arch, MCP, PhD, F.AICP

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html

“Obviously it [WTC 7] was the result of controlled demolition and scheduled to take
place during the confusion surrounding the day's events.” -- Jack Keller, BS CE, MS
Irrigation Eng, PhD Agricultural and Irrigation Eng, PE, F.ASCE

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html

“In my opinion the building WTC 7 was, with great probability, professionally
demolished.” -- Hugo Bachmann, PhD

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html

“The [North Tower] building was designed to have a fully loaded 707 crash into it. That
was the largest plane at the time. I believe that the building probably could sustain
multiple impacts of jetliners because this structure is like the mosquito netting on your
screen door.” -- Frank A. DeMartini, Architect and WTC Construction Manager

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html

“I looked at the drawings, the construction and it couldn't be done by fire. So, no,
absolutely not...This is controlled demolition... A team of experts did this.” -- Danny
Jowenko, Proprietor, Jowenko Explosieve Demolitie B.V., a European demolition and
construction firm

http://patriotsquestion911.com/engineers.html

“We have found solid scientific grounds on which to question the interpretation put upon
the events of September 11, 2001 by the Office of the President of the United States of
America and subsequently propagated by the major media of western nations.” -- A. K.
Dewdney, PhD, Member Scientific Panel Investigating 9/11

http://patriotsquestion911.com/professors.html

“Despite the absence of any visible fire at the time of collapse, the government report
alleges WTC Building 7 is the first and only steel-framed high-rise building in the history
of mankind to collapse simply as the result of a fire.” -- David L. Griscom, Research
physicist, Member Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice

http://patriotsquestion911.com/professors.html
“Truth, ethics and professionalism are completely lacking in the official aftermath and

investigations surrounding the 911 disasters. Unfortunately we went to war predicated on
lies, sustained in lies, and perpetuated in lies.” -- Hamid Mumin, Ph.D., P. Eng., P.Geo.



http://patriotsquestion911.com/professors.html

“In my opinion, the building WTC 7 was, with great probability, professionally
demolished.” -- Jorg Schneider, Dr hc, Professor Emeritus, Structural Dynamics and
Earthquake Engineering, Institute for Building and Construction in Switzerland

http://newresearchfindingstwo.blogspot.com/2010/09/muslims-didnt-do-it.html

“This is the first time, and this is the worst disaster, but this is the first time that families
have been attempted to be silenced through a special fund, . . . I found that the airlines
approached members of Congress and the Senate to get their bailout and their immunity
and their

protection starting on 9/11.” -- Mary Schiavo, JD, Former Professor of Aviation

http://patriotsquestion911.com/professors.html

“On the basis of photographic and video evidence as well as related data and analyses, I
provide thirteen reasons for rejecting the official hypothesis, according to which fire and
impact damage caused the collapse of the Twin Towers and WTC 7, in favor of the
controlled-demolition hypothesis.” -- Steven Jones, PhD, Former Professor of Physics

http://patriotsquestion911.com/professors.html

“All the proffered evidence that America was attacked by Muslims on 9/11, when
subjected to critical scrutiny, appears to have been fabricated.” -- David Ray Griffin,
professor emeritus, philosopher, and author of more than a dozen books on philosophy
and 9/11

http://www.twf.org/News/Y2008/0909-911.html

When you grow up in the United States, there are some bedrock principles that require
concerted effort to discard. One is the simplest: that our leaders are good and decent
people whose efforts may occasionally warrant criticism but never because of malice or
venality But one grows up. And with the lawyer s training comes the reliance on
evidence and the facts that persuade After a lot of reading, thought, study, and
commiseration, I have come to the conclusion that the attacks of 9/11 were, in their
essence, an inside job perpetrated at the highest levels of the U S government. -~ William
Veale, retired Chief Assistant Public Defender, Contra Costa County, CA and former
instructor of Criminal Trial Practice, Boalt Hall School of Law, University of California
at Berkeley.

http://vealetruth.com/2006/08/03/introduction-to-vealetruth/



THE TERROR CONSPIRACY
REVEALED

INTRODUCTION

“Quis custodiet ipsos custodies?”
[Who will guard the guards themselves?]

— Roman poet Juvenal, Satires, V1. 347

2011 marks the 10 anniversary of the attacks of September 11, 2001 (9/11), an
event that opened a new page in American history for better or worse.

The attacks brought the United States a new era of centralized government and
control over its population with enactment of the PATRIOT Act and the Military
Commissions Act, the founding of the Department of Homeland Security, not to mention
the ongoing occupations of Iraq and Afghanistan.

Yet, the official explanation of the 9/11 attacks still raises more questions than
there are answers.

Certainly, we had the official conspiracy theory of that day --- namely, that 19
suicidal Middle Eastern Muslim terrorists—their hearts full of hatred for American

freedom and democracy—used small box cutters to hijack four airliners, all of whose



transponders were turned off about the same time. Two were crashed into the Twin Towers
of New York City’s World Trade Center and a third into the Pentagon, near Washington,
D.C.. A fourth airliner reportedly crashed in western Pennsylvania after passengers
attempted to overcome the hijackers. Adding some disbelief to this surreal scenario, the
whole complex Mission Impossible operation, which defeated a $40 billion-a-year defense
system, was blamed on inexperienced Arab student pilots said to be under the direction of
a devout Muslim cleric from Saudi Arabia using cell phones and a portable computer in a
cave in Afghanistan.

President George W. Bush, speaking to the UN General Assembly on November
10, 2001 stated, “Let us never tolerate outrageous conspiracy theories concerning the
attacks of September the 11th, malicious lies that attempt to shift the blame away from the
terrorists themselves, away from the guilty.”

He was right. There is an outrageous conspiracy theory that is poisoning our nation.
It is called the official version of 9/11. Facts and evidence which contradict the official
version of 9/11 have been skillfully kept from the public by a compliant and sycophantic
corporate mass media. Yet this same information, readily available from numerous Internet
sources, is so blatant and self-evident that it is incomprehensible that more Americans are

not aware of it.

For about 15 years following the assassination of President John F. Kennedy on
November 22, 1963, no one spoke publicly about it. It was considered ill mannered to
discuss the assassination in polite company. It was only after the revelations of the Church
Committee and the House Select Committee on Assassinations in the 1970s that Kennedy’s
murder became an acceptable topic of conversation. America has been going through a

similar period of denial and silence concerning the crimes of 9/11.

Anyone who doubts that what we have all been told about 9/11 is simply wrong
must consider the words of John Farmer, the Senior Counsel to the National Commission
on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States, better known as the 9/11 Commission, the

official U.S. Government’s investigative body of the attacks.

On the second page of his 2009 book The Ground Truth: The Story Behind America’s
Defense on 9/11, Farmer wrote, “In the course of our investigation into the national response

to the attacks, the 9/11 Commission staff discovered that the official version of what had



occurred [the morning of September 11, 2001] — that is, what government and military
officials had told Congress, the Commission, the media, and the public about who knew
what when— was almost entirely, and inexplicably, untrue.”

Untrue. Is that plain enough? If not, Farmer clarified himself a bit further on by
writing how “the public had been seriously misled about what occurred during the
morning of the attacks...at some level of the government, at some point in time...there
was an agreement not to tell the truth about what happened.”

So the conspiracy theory that was fed to the American public by duplicitous
officials and a compliant corporate mass media is untrue. What then is the truth? The one
undeniable truth of 9/11 is that the American public has not been told the truth even 10
years after the events. Yet the fallout of the attacks continues to mold our foreign policy as

well as our society.

No one can doubt that the tragic attacks of 9/11 were the result of a conspiracy,
heretofore a term disparaged by the mass media when connected to any past event in
America—whether the JFK assassination, CIA drug running, or the deaths of church

members in Waco.

On September 11, 2001, media contempt for the word conspiracy was swept away
in the attacks on the United States. This major tragedy could not be blamed on a lone
deranged individual. The question now became who precisely was behind this conspiracy
to kill Americans, a question that the US Government has so far failed to answer
adequately, instead merely offering a theory that contiues to be shredded by a growing

number of doubters.

If the official conspiracy theory sounds far-fetched or just too convenient, a closer
look at the events of 9/11 reveals an even more disturbing number of unanswered
questions. This also holds true for the aftermath of the event, in which the Bush
administration used their predetermined 9/11 conspiracy theory as a pretext for curtailing

the cherished liberties of Americans.

As pointed out by thoughtful students of history, one must not be distracted by the
how of an event but instead should focus on the who and the why. Accumulate the facts,
though often contradictory, then concentrate on the overall process by which these events

transpired. In other words, consider the overview and try to think like a good police



detective: Who benefited from this crime? Who had the means, the motive, and the
opportunity—not only to devise such attacks, but to circumvent normal security measures

and hinder any objective investigation?

Such reasoning brings knowledge, and it is said that knowledge is power.

Many ardent 9/11 researchers have focused on specific and even technical aspects
of that event—the melting temperature of structural steel, the size of the Pentagon’s hole,
etc.—but at some point one must back off and look at the broad overview and search for
deeper meanings.

The information within this book should empower Americans who long for such
a wider framework and who are ready for some straight talk about the many factual
anomalies, conflicting claims, and unanswered questions that still surround the horrific
attacks of September 11, 2001 as well as its aftermath.

Indeed, it was the provocation of the attacks of 9/11 that provided the underlying
justification for all that followed—the hurried passage of The PATRIOT Act, increases in
the defense and intelligence budgets, the invasion and occupation of Afghanistan and
Iraq, the creation of the Department of Homeland Security, the justifications for torture at
secret prisons, the warrantless wiretapping of Americans, the centralization of power
around the Presidency, growing surveillance of the population, and the general stifling of
dissent in a nation that claims to be free.

A wider framework for understanding the post-9/11 era is also offered by the
Bush administration. It’s called the “War on Terrorism,” yet the dictionary definition of
terrorism is “organized intimidation,” simply a tactic of terrorists. Following the Japanese
attack on Pearl Harbor, would President Roosevelt have declared a “War on Naval
Aviation”? Yet Americans have been warned by Vice President Dick Cheney and others
that this global war against a vague concept will last for many years, even decades, a
mark already reached in 2011.

Knowledge concerning facts about 9/11 should have been available to be public
within months of the tragedies—but it seems that freedom of the press, at least within the
United States, belongs only to those who own the presses, or, in the case of the electronic

media, to those corporations that own the media networks and channels.



To those of us who follow the shadowy side of America’s national life, the events
of 9/11 immediately raised red flags of warning. Just one day after 9/11, I posted my

initial thoughts in a piece on the Internet. Here is an excerpt:

WHO’S TRULY BEHIND THE ATTACK ON AMERICA?

Many people have compared the horrendous terrorist attack on New
York’s World Trade Center and the Pentagon in Washington to the attack on Pearl
Harbor in 1941. It is an apt comparison, though not for the reasons most people
think.

For true students of history, it is now beyond dispute that certain high-
ranking officials in Washington, D.C. knew in advance of the Japanese intention
to attack the US fleet in Hawaii, yet did nothing to prevent it.

Must the citizens of the United States wait another 50 years to learn that
the 9/11 terrorist attack was allowed to take place just like Pearl Harbor? Could
such an appalling scenario possibly be true?

Simple countermeasures against such an attack now seem apparent. For
example, if the airlines would assign just one armed plainclothes security man to
each flight, this tragedy may have been averted since apparently the hijackers
were armed only with knives or other type blades. So, how were they able to
overpower a plane load of people and, more importantly, gain access to the
cockpits? Who taught them to fly jumbo jets?

As in the case of the assassination of President John F. Kennedy, the key
to understanding the event lies not in who actually committed the violence but
rather who was able to strip away the normal security protection.

Government and airline officials knew immediately that planes had been
hijacked, yet no interceptors appeared in the air until after the attacks were
completed. Who stripped away the normal security protection of America on
9/11?

At least in this most recent case, the government cannot blame the attack
on a lone deranged individual, some Lee Harvey McVeigh. They must deal with
a full-blown conspiracy, even though authorities were quick to point the finger at
Osama bin Laden. Any investigation of bin Laden must look beyond the man, to
his backers and financiers.

The trail of the terrorists will most probably become murky, with plenty of
accusations for all concerned. But one thing appears quite clear, the tragic events
of 9/11 play right into the hands of persons with an agenda aimed at eroding
American liberties and sovereignty.

After decades of bloated and misused defense budgets, there are now calls
for doubling our defense allocation. In a time of rising recognition that the CIA is
an agency never sought by the public and one which has brought so much
condemnation on this nation, there are now cries for doubling its size and budget.
If the chief security officer for a large company fails to protect one of its most
prized assets, is he more likely to be fired or have his pay doubled?

Watch for more anti-terrorist legislation to further shred the US
Constitution.



As we all scramble to deal with the effects of terrorism, are we in danger
of losing our few remaining individual liberties?

Also, consider that we are distracted from a faltering economy (the current
crisis may require more federal financial controls), a plummeting public opinion
of George W. Bush and surging energy prices.

Would leaders allow a public disaster to happen with an eye toward
advancing their agendas? It’s happened before... in Nero’s burning Rome,
Germany’s gutted Reichstag, at Pearl Harbor and again at the Gulf of Tonkin.

While we should grieve for our losses, we must keep our heads. When the
emotions of the moment run hot, we must remain cool and thoughtful so that we
can find who is truly behind this attack on America.

I believe the basic questions and issues raised in this posting are as valid today as
in September, 2001.

And I didn’t stop there. Within two months of 9/11, I had gathered a vast amount
of material, much of which appears in this book (along with lots of new information) and
presented it as a proposal to my publisher, HarperCollins of New York, under the title,
The War on Freedom.

I was told that emotions were too high and the content too “hot” for immediate
publication. Foot dragging on the book deal continued until mid-2002. At that time,
several employees of the FBI and CIA had come forward to testify that they had tried to
warn superiors of an impending terrorist attack. The attitude toward my book proposal
softened and I signed a contract to publish the book, along with a nice advance.

Working feverishly throughout the summer of 2002, I produced a manuscript by
my October deadline. My editor was elated with the work and predicted it would sell
more than a million copies.

The wheels of major publishing grind slowly and it was not until early 2003 that
the book received a legal review. I had already been sent a copy of the cover and
publication was just a few weeks away. The legal review, or vetting, is a process in which
legal counsel verifies the source material and checks for anything that might cause a legal
problem. This hurdle was passed and the last words from the attorney were, “You have
satisfied me.”

Within two days, however, I was informed that the book had been cancelled by a
senior officer who had not even read it. The only justification given was that the officer
“did not want to upset the families of 9/11 victims.” This was a specious argument as it

was agitation by 9/11 victims families that resulted in the belated creation of the 9/11



Commission in late 2002 and in 2006 more than 600 families filed lawsuits and
complaints against both Saudia Arabia and senior members of the Bush administration.

Under normal circumstances, if a book must be cancelled for legal reasons, the
author is required to return any payments made in advance. In this case, I was paid the
remainder of the entire advance and the rights returned to me. This was an indication that
the cancellation of the book was nothing less than sheer censorship, although the identity
of the censor was not clear. The senior officer undoubtedly was merely following orders
from even higher authority.

“Why would they want to prevent people from learning truths about 9/11 even if
those truths were discomfiting to the public and embarrassing to government
authorities?” I asked myself, still believing that I lived in a nation which valued free
speech.

I proceeded to self-publish The War on Freedom, albeit with a very limited
distribution, and the book’s reception was uniformly good. Part I of that book was later
published and distributed by a small California press under the title of Inside Job. The
Terror Conspiracy replaced Inside Job in 2006 and included the three original parts of the
War on Freedom. It was greatly updated and expanded in the light of events since 2002.

As readers kept expressing astonishment at these earlier books, I realized that the
knowledge gleaned from a study of published matter, both in print and on the Internet,
was indeed painting a dark picture of the persons and forces behind today’s current
events. I also came to see that some force existed which did not want this information
available to the general public. It would certainly upset the carefully constructed
“official” explanations for the horrors of 9/11.

Today is a new day. Despite the disinterest of the corporate mass media, the
authorized story of 9/11 has been all but discredited in the eyes of an increasingly aware
population, thanks to the dedicated work of scores of journalists and private researchers,
other professionals, the rapidly growing “9/11 truth” movement, courageous government
whistleblowers and even some revelations from official inquiries.

After actor Charlie Sheen publicly questioned the official government 9/11
conspiracy theory, a CNN QuickVote in 2006 showed four-fifths of respondents agreed
with Sheen. Out of 41,449 repondents, 84 percent said they agreed with the idea that the

US Government covered up the real events of the 9/11 attacks.



[84 percent agreed with Charlie Sheen: http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/

march2006/240306supportsheen.htm]

As of this 2011 updated edition, we now know that:

Even members of the official 9/11 Commission have question the conclusions of
their own commission. A 2006 Washington Post story stated, “Some staff members and
commissioners of the Sept. 11 panel concluded that the Pentagon's initial story of how it
reacted to the 2001 terrorist attacks may have been part of a deliberate effort to mislead
the commission and the public rather than a reflection of the fog of events on that day,
according to sources involved in the debate. Suspicion of wrongdoing ran so deep that the
10-member commission, in a secret meeting at the end of its tenure in summer 2004,
debated referring the matter to the Justice Department for criminal investigation,
according to several commission sources.” In the same article, Senior Counsel Farmer
stated, “I was shocked at how different the truth was from the way it was described. The
tapes told a radically different story from what had been told to us and the public for two
years. . . . This is not spin. This is not true.” Even Commission Co-Chairman Thomas
Kean voiced the same suspicions of deceit, saying, “We to this day don't know why
NORAD [the North American Aerospace Command] told us what they told us. It was just

so far from the truth. .. .”

[John Farmer and Thomas Kean on NORAD: Dan Eggen, "9/11 Panel Suspected
Deception by Pentagon,” The Washington Post (August 6, 2006)]

A wide variety of standard defense mechanisms designed to prevent such an
attack systematically failed on 9/11. Especially notable are the atypical failures which
occurred simultaneously within the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), the National
Military Command Center (NMCC) and the North American Aerospace Defense
Command (NORAD), all charged with protecting US airspace.

Interceptor jets were not scrambled for more than 30 minutes after it was obvious

that four airliners had gone off course and were presumably hijacked. In the case of



Flight 77, which reportedly slammed into the Pentagon, an hour and 45 minutes elapsed
with no interception.

Missile batteries designed to protect Washington, D.C. failed to stop the strike on
the Pentagon, one of the world’s most protected structures; and fighter jets on constant
alert at Andrews Air Force Base just 12 miles away were never scrambled.

Several war game exercises, involving both the FAA and NORAD, were being
played out on the morning of Sept. 11, 2001, which may have facilitated the attacks. Yet,
there has been little or no mention of these exercises by either the major media or the
9/11 Commission.

President Bush proceeded with a “photo op” at a Florida elementary school even
after he and his aides knew that three planes had been hijacked. He lingered in and
around the classroom for nearly 20 minutes after being informed that a second plane had
struck the World Trade Center (WTC) and that America was at war.

Not one steel-framed building in history has collapsed solely due to fire. The free-
fall speed collapse of the Trade Center towers, with attendant melted steel and powdery
(micro-particlized) dust, exhibited all the characteristics of a controlled demolition.

Just such a controlled demolition apparently occurred about 5 pm that same day
when, according to the owner of the WTC complex, the 47-story Building 7 was
“pulled,” collapsing in only eight seconds into its foundation.

Vital evidence, including the WTC buildings’ structural steel, was destroyed
through rapid removal and destruction by US Government officials with no meaningful
investigation.

An eight-mile-long debris trail indicated that Flight 93 was destroyed in the air
rather than in the Pennsylvania crash reportedly caused by an onboard struggle between
the hijackers and passengers.

More than a dozen countries tried to warn US authorities that an attack on
American soil was imminent, some only days before the events.

A growing number of whistleblowers within the federal government have pointed
to evidence that various agencies were well aware of the possibility of attack but were

prevented from mounting investigations by senior officials.



In 2005, the public learned of a secret Pentagon intelligence operation codenamed
Able Danger. The officers within this unit had identified Mohamed Atta as a potentially
dangerous member of al Qaeda a full year before the 9/11 attacks.

Far from being a reaction to 9/11, the US invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq were
the culmination of longstanding plans, which only awaited a provocation such as 9/11.

The official explanations for the invasion of Iraq, such as the need to capture
weapons of mass destruction, have proven false while the public release of the Downing
Street memo proved that senior US officials were well aware of the weakness of this
argument more than six months prior to hostilities in Iraq.

Within a few hours after the 9/11 events, the FBI released names and photos of
the suspected hijackers although later many of those named turned up alive in the Middle
East.

Also within hours of the attacks, FBI agents were scouring the houses, restaurants
and flight schools the alleged perpetrators had frequented. If no one had foreknowledge
of the hijackers or their activities, how did the FBI know where to look?

Far from ordering a full and objective investigation to determine who was
responsible for the 9/11 tragedies, the Bush administration dragged its feet and actually
took actions to impede a swift and truthful probe into the events of that day. It was nearly
two years after the events that mounting pressure from the public led by the families of
9/11 victims finally forced the creation of an investigatory commission. But this
commission’s final report left most of the questions of these 9/11 families unanswered.

No one in government has been reprimanded or even scolded for what we are told
was the greatest intelligence failure in US history. In fact, the very agencies which failed
the nation watched their budgets increase dramatically.

No person in government, except former National Security Council
counterterrorism chief Richard A. Clarke, has felt the need to apologize to the American
people for the 9/11 security failure.

President Bush himself declined to apologize for the 9/11 tragedy to either the
American public or to victim’s families during an April, 2004, press conference despite

being presented with the opportunity to do so at least four times.



This is merely a short list of the many unanswered questions, anomalies and
puzzles concerning the 2001 attacks, all of which will be dealt with in some detail in this
book.

The paucity of answers from official sources to these questions has prompted the
growth of a nationwide 9/11 truth movement that has resulted in hundreds of websites,
dozens of books and films, and numerous citizens’ inquiry conferences. In 2006, a group
of academics came together to form Scholars for 9/11 Truth. This collection of more than
50 credentialed scholars and experts was spearheaded by Brigham Young University
physics professor Steven E. Jones, who made headlines when he charged that the World
Trade Center collapsed because of “pre-positioned explosives.” In 2009, his allegation
was substantiated by a peer-reviewed scientific paper in Europe.

“We believe that senior government officials have covered up crucial facts about
what really happened on 9/11,” stated Scholars for 9/11 Truth in a statement announcing
its formation. “We believe these events may have been orchestrated by the administration
in order to manipulate the American people into supporting policies at home and abroad.”

Key members of the group include Jones, University of Minnesota Duluth
distinguished McKnight professor of philosophy Jim Fetzer, former director of the US
“Star Wars” space defense program Robert M. Bowman and Texas A&M Professor
Emeritus Morgan Reynolds.

Reynolds, former director of the Criminal Justice Center at the National Center
for Policy Analysis headquartered in Dallas, was also the chief economist for the Labor
Department during the first George W. Bush administration. In mid-2005, Reynolds
undoubtedly shocked his former Bush associates when he publicly declared the official
story of the collapse of the World Trade Center towers “bogus” and said evidence more
clearly indicated that the buildings were brought down by controlled demolition.

A collective paper by these scholars asked, “Did the Bush administration know in
advance about the impending attacks that occurred on 9/11, and allow these to happen, to
provoke pre-planned wars against Afghanistan and Iraq? These questions demand
immediate answers.”

They went on to declare that they were stunned to learn that the government has
brought but one indictment against an alleged perpetrator (Zacarias Moussaoui) and, to

the best of their knowledge, has not reprimanded anyone in positions of responsibility for



incompetence or dereliction of duty. They also concluded the official conspiracy theory
—that nineteen Arab hijackers under control of one man in the wilds of Afghanistan
brought this about—is unsupportable by the evidential data. They even indicated that
there are good reasons for suspecting that video tapes officially attributed to Osama bin
Laden are not genuine.

The group also found the government’s own investigations of 9/11 to be “severely
flawed.” For example, they pointed out that the 9/11 Commission was directed by Philip
Zelikow, who had served on the National Security Council’s team for the transition
between the Clinton and Bush II administrations, and was the co-author of a book with
then National Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice. A man with close ties to the White
House and a senior member of the administration’s foreign policy team could hardly be
expected to conduct an objective and impartial investigation. Their studies further
pointed out that that the 9/11 Commission Report is filled with omissions, distortions, and
factual errors. The official report, for example, entirely ignored the collapse of WTC7, a
47-story building, which was hit by no airplanes, was only damaged by a few small fires,

yet collapsed seven hours after the attack.

[Scholars for 9/11 Truth: http://www.st911.org/]

Also in 2006, yet another former government official broke ranks by questioning
the collapse of the Twin Towers and WTC?7. Paul Craig Roberts served as former
Assistant of the Treasury in the Reagan administration and was the man credited with the
success of “Reaganomics.”

A former Wall Street Journal editor and currently an Internet columnist, Roberts
wrote, “Many patriotic readers have written to me expressing their frustration that fact
and common sense cannot gain a toehold in a debate guided by hysteria and
disinformation. Other readers write that 9/11 shields Bush from accountability. They
challenge me to explain why three World Trade Center buildings on one day collapsed
into their own footprints at free fall speed, an event outside the laws of physics except
under conditions of controlled demolition. They insist that there is no stopping war and a

police state as long as the government’s story on 9/11 remains unchallenged.



“They could be right. There are not many editors eager for writers to explore the
glaring defects of the 9/11 Commission Report. One would think that if the report could
stand analysis, there would not be a taboo against calling attention to the inadequacy of
its explanations. We know the government lied about Iraqgi WMD [weapons of mass

destruction], but we believe the government told the truth about 9/11.”

[Paul Craig Roberts: http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/
february2006/080206towerscollapse.htm]

Other concerned citizens went so far as to file lawsuits against the Bush
administration for complicity in the 9/11 attacks.

One was attorney Stanley G. Hilton, a Republican who had served as chief of
staff to Senator Robert Dole (R-KS), who in late 2004 filed a suit on behalf of 400 9/11
victims’ family members against top administration officials, including President Bush.

The suit charges that administration officials “all conspired with the government
of Saudi Arabia prior to 9/11/01 to knowingly finance, encourage, recruit, permit, and aid
and abet, certain individuals to carry out the 9/11/01 attacks on the World Trade Center
and Pentagon, in order to orchestrate a contrived, stylized and artificial second Pearl
Harbor event for the purpose of galvanizing public support for their military adventure
agenda in the Middle East, and in order to persuade congress to enact their repressive
patriot acts I and II for the purpose of suppressing political dissent inside the US”

To newsmen, Hilton was even more to the point, stating that al Qaeda is simply a
CIA creation and that “[t]his was a government-ordered operation.” Citing documents in
his possession, Hilton said, “[Bush] personally authorized the attacks. He is guilty of
treason and mass murder.”

Hilton claimed he had gained information from top military officers, FBI agents
and others who asserted that high-ranking government officials were complicit in the
attacks of 9/11, which were carried out under the cover of disaster drills and war games
under the command of Vice President Cheney, a former secretary of defense under
President George Herbert Walker Bush. He said participants were bound by official gag

orders but indicated they would testify if subpoenaed.



Despite what Hilton claimed was a threat by a federal judge, he persisted in
prosecuting the $7 billion suit. The case was dismissed in January, 2005, by US District
Court of Northern California Judge Susan Illston under an unusual ruling citing the
“Doctrine of Sovereign Immunity,” which has nothing whatsoever to do with the facts of
a case but rather the old English contention that the “sovereign [King]” is exempt from
lawsuits.

Critics of this ruling said apparently the judge reasoned that US citizens do not
have the right to hold a sitting President accountable for anything, even if the charges
include premeditated mass murder and premeditated acts of high treason.

A California appeals court refused to hear Hilton’s case and even refused to allow

him to file a brief outlining the case for government complicity in the 9/11 attacks.

[Stanley Hilton case: Pat Shannan, “Former Bob Dole Staffer Says Bush Had 9-11
Foreknowledge,” American Free Press (October 4, 2004); http://

www.suetheterrorists.net/]

Such serious accusations and the inability to get them into court, coupled with the
ever-growing wealth of information pertaining to 9/11, has prompted many honest people
from all across the political spectrum to conclude that the tragic attacks of 9/11 were
indeed an inside job. Indeed, one professional poll in 2004 showed that nearly 50 percent
of New Yorkers, site of the initial attacks, believe this to be the case.

You see, one does not have to actively participate in a crime to be part of it. The
employee who becomes an accomplice by knowingly unlocking the rear door to a
business is just as guilty as the burglars who loot the building later that night

This is called an inside job. It happens all the time in criminal activity.

At a minimum, 9/11 was criminal activity that officials at the highest level
allowed to happen to further their own purposes. But far worse, the evidence in the record
provided here can lead to the conclusion that an element within the US government,
perhaps aided by at least one foreign power, actually orchestrated the 9/11 attacks.

Whatever the case, the attacks of 9/11 were without doubt some of the most
monstrous crimes in history. It is my hope that this book will continue to motivate the

American public to seek out and bring to justice the real perpetrators behind the horrors



that chilled the world on September 11, 2001, and which have led to an aftermath that is
putting the future freedom of America in jeopardy.

That fateful day, speaking from Barksdale Air Force Base in Louisiana, President
Bush proclaimed, “Make no mistake, the United States will hunt down and punish those
responsible for these cowardly acts.”

So, to pursue the persons responsible for the attacks of 9/11 is neither fantasizing
nor being unpatriotic. It is merely acting on the pledge of former President George W.

Bush.

Jim Marrs
2011



Part [—The Events of September 11, 2001

“The perpetuation of the untrue official version remains a betrayal of every
citizen who demanded a truthful answer to the simple question: What
happened?” -- John Farmer, Senior Counsel to the 9/11

Commission

This inquiry begins with a brief look at the timeline of the tragic events of 9/11.

This independent timeline is based on the best factual information available, not on

the “official” timeline that has been shown to be inaccurate and even misleading.
A CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

At 6:30 am on September 11, 2001, employees at the North American
Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD) begin work, already alerted that a week-
long series of war game exercises with the overall title “Vigilant Guardian” would
command their attention that day. The event was designed to pose an “imaginary
crisis” in the form of an “air defense exercise simulating an attack on the United
States,” according to later news reports. But we now know that these exercises
provided the distraction and confusion necessary for the real air attacks of that day
to succeed.

Furthermore, at a time when there were complaints that some airlines were
canceling flights that were not full to save money, the craft involved on 9/11 carried
a suspiciously low number of passengers.

Sometime between 7:45 am and 8:10 am that day, American Airlines Flight
11 and United Airlines Flight 175 were hijacked. By 8:15, air traffic controllers
knew that they were obviously off course. Flight 11, a Boeing 767 with 92 persons on
board out of a possible 351, had taken off from Boston’s Logan International
Airport en route to Los Angeles. Flight 175, another Boeing 767 carrying 65

passengers out of a possible 351, also departed from Logan to Los Angeles.



During that same time frame, American Flight 77, a Boeing 757 with 64 passengers
out of a possible 289, took off from Dulles International Airport in Washington destined for
Los Angeles, while United Flight 93, a Boeing 757 with 45 passengers out of a possible
289, headed for San Francisco from Newark Airport at 8:42, after a long delay.

According to the independent timeline presented here, at about 8:40 am, the
Northeast Air Defense Sector (NEADS) of NORAD was alerted to the hijackings of
Flights 11 and 175 by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and, according to a
NORAD statement, two F-15 jet fighters were scrambled from the Otis Air National Guard
Base in Falmouth, Massachusetts. Taking the initial call was Tech. Sgt. Jeremy Powell, a
member of the Air National Guard at NEADS. “Hi. Boston [controller here], we have a
problem here,” Powell was told by Boston Flight Control. “We have a hijacked aircraft
headed toward New York, and we need you guys to, we need someone to scramble some
F-16s or something up there, help us out.” Powell’s reply was: “Is this real-world or

exercise?”

Moments after 8:55 am, it was known to the FAA that four airliners had been
hijacked --- an unprecedented occurrence.

At 8:46 am, Flight 11 struck the north face of the 110-story North Tower of the
World Trade Center (WTC) at the 96t floor. Also at this time, the two F-15s from Otis took
to the air, after earlier warnings of a hijacking and waiting for several critical minutes for

take-off orders. They quickly were directed to New York City.

At 8:47, despite having its transponder tracking beacon turned off by the hijackers,
air traffic controllers could see that American Flight 77 had reversed course somewhere

over West Virginia and was moving back toward the East Coast.

At 9:03 am, with the hesitant evacuation of the WTC towers proceeding amidst fear
and confusion, United Flight 175 careened into the southeast corner of the South Tower at

the 80 floor, sending a massive ball of burning fuel into the air over lower New York City.

The F-15s were reported as being seventy-one miles away. According to official sources,

the jets arrived over New York City at 9:10, seven minutes too late.

A short time after 9:03, Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld joined in on an

emergency teleconference of top government officials being run out of the White House



that included counter-terrorism chief Richard A. Clarke, acting chairman of the joint
chiefs Richard Myers, and FAA head Jane Garvey. Despite the 9/11 Commission’s claim
that no one could locate Rumsfeld until approximately 10:30 that morning, the record
shows that Rumsfeld—the military’s top civilian official—was on the teleconference by
as early as 9:05 am, along with the top official of the FAA. (See appendix for further
details on this point.)

Nonetheless, according to the timeline presented in The 9/11 Commission Report,
FAA authorities failed to inform NORAD and NEADS about three of the four hijackings
until after these planes had crashed (i.e., Flight 175 into the second World Trade Center
tower at 9:03, Flight 77 into the Pentagon at 9:32, and Flight 93 in Pennsylvania at 10:06).

At 9:06 am, President Bush is attending a photo op in Sarasota, Florida at Booker
Elementary School in a second grade classroom. His chief of staff, Andrew Card, enters
the room and whispers into his ear, “A second plane hit the other tower, and America’s

under attack.”

Between 9:06 and 9:16 am, with both WTC towers burning and terrified occupants
leaping to their deaths, President Bush reads “My Pet Goat” to second graders for nearly
ten minutes. Apparently, he never considered simply getting up, stating, “I’m sorry
children, I have some presidential business to conduct,” and walking out to defend his

country.

By 9:20 am, Transportation Secretary Norman Mineta arrives at the emergency
operations bunker under the east wing of the White House. Vice President Cheney had
already been rushed to this location by the Secret Service, according to several witnesses.
When Mineta arrives, Cheney and others are engaged in the emergency teleconference
indicated above. He witnesses Vice President Cheney being told by an aide that an airplane

is headed toward Washington from only 50 miles away.

The 9/11 Commission Report ignores this eyewitness account by Mineta and others,

and instead asserts that Cheney did not reach the White House bunker until about 10 am

At 9:30 am, two F-16 fighters are scrambled from Langley Air Force Base (AFB)
in Hampton, Virginia, heading toward Washington, D.C., in an attempt to intercept

incoming Flight 77. But according to numerous authoritative sources, this pair of



interceptors is ordered to fly at about a quarter of its top possible speed, as were the F-15s

dispatched from Otis.

At 9:31 am, President Bush, speaking from the schoolhouse in Florida, declared

the disaster in New York an apparent terrorist attack.

At 9:32 am rather than at the official time of 9:37—according to veteran military
journalist Barbara Honegger, author of the special Appendix in this book—a flying object
crashes into the west side of the steel-reinforced concrete and limestone Pentagon,
penetrating three of its five rings of offices. A hot debate continues over what actually

struck the Pentagon and exactly when.

If it is true that Flight 77 actually did hit the Pentagon at 9:32, anyone concerned
with the fact that their tax money supports a half trillion yearly defense budget should be
appalled that this flight was allowed to wander over northeastern airspace unmolested for

over an hour and that automated defense missile batteries failed to react.

Also at about this moment, a bomb or bombs reportedly go off at the same location
in the west side of the Pentagon as the location of the crash of a flying object. (See also the

Appendix.)

At 9:35, what official sources claim to be American Flight 77, but which may have
been a reconnaissance fighter jet that was dispatched just after the impact on the Pentagon,
begins making a complicated 270-degree spiral turn while descending seven thousand feet

in the direction of the Pentagon.

By 9:48, key officials of the White House and the Capitol were evacuated and
taken to secure but undisclosed locations. One minute later, in an unprecedented action, the
FAA ordered all airline flights across the nation grounded. Air traffic controllers, who
moments before appeared paralyzed by the confusion over the hijacked planes, were able

to accomplish this nationwide grounding activity with unprecedented alacrity.

As early as 9:50 and no later than 10:00 am, according to numerous mainstream
sources, President Bush had issued a shoot-down order that was transmitted to the military
and was intended to apply to any remaining hijacked planes. This would have included
Flight 93. With no supporting evidence, the 9/11 Commission claims that this order was

not given until 10:25.



Shortly after 10 am, the South Tower of the World Trade Center collapsed, covering

lower Manhattan with tons of asbestos-filled ash, dust, smoke, and debris.

At 10:06 am, United Flight 93, also with transponder turned off or disabled,
crashed in western Pennsylvania about eighty miles southeast of Pittsburgh near
Shanksville after passengers reportedly used back-of-the-seat radio phones to report that

they intended to fight the hijackers.

This event was followed about twenty-three minutes later by the collapse of the
WTC North Tower, the upper floors of which had been burning for about an hour and a

half and much longer than the South Tower.

By noon, there were closings at the United Nations, Securities and Exchange
Commission, the stock markets, some skyscrapers in several cities and even some large
tourist attractions such as Walt Disney World, Mount Rushmore, the Seattle Space Needle,
and St. Louis’s Gateway Arch.

At 1:04 pm, President Bush proclaimed, “Make no mistake, the United States will
hunt down and punish those responsible for these cowardly acts.” But until the April, 2006
conviction of Zacarias Moussaoui, who, while admitting to being a member of al Qaeda,
denied any involvement in the 9/11 attacks, there were no convictions of any terrorist
involved in the 9/11 attacks nor had the proclaimed culprit, Osama bin Laden, been located

or captured.

[Bush pledges to hunt down perpetrators: http://www.salon.com/news/feature/2001/09/11/
bombings/]

At 5:25 pm the 47-story Salomon Brothers (Building 7 of the WTC) suddenly
collapsed despite the fact it was not hit by aircraft nor suffered major fire — a rather
strange occurrence usually ignored in the official accounts until brought to the attention
of the public by independent researchers. Inexplicably, both CNN and the BBS reported
the collapse of the building about 30 minutes prior to the incident. BBS reporter Jane
Standley stated the building had collapsed even as it was pictured standing in the New

York skyline behind her on this live broadcast.



About an hour and a half following the collapse of Building 7, disaster relief crews

began moving into the area searching for survivors and removing debris.

It should be noted that this timeline is not sacrosanct as there are unresolved
conflicts between times reported by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), North
American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD), The 9/11 Commission Report, and the

independent research cited in this book.

In a 2006 Washington Post article co-authored by the 9/11 Commission’s Senior
Coounsel John Farmer stated, “Some staff members and commissioners of the Sept. 11
panel concluded that the Pentagon's initial story of how it reacted to the 2001 terrorist
attacks may have been part of a deliberate effort to mislead the commission and the
public rather than a reflection of the fog of events on that day, according to sources
involved in the debate. Suspicion of wrongdoing ran so deep that the 10-member
commission, in a secret meeting at the end of its tenure in summer 2004, debated
referring the matter to the Justice Department for criminal investigation, according to
several commission sources...I was shocked at how different the truth was from the way
it was described. The tapes told a radically different story from what had been told to us

and the public for two years. . . . This is not spin. This is not true.”

[John Farmer on criminal investigation: http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/
article/2006/08/01/AR2006080101300.html]

Only a truly independent inquiry possessing subpoena power will ever be able to
resolve these and a myriad of other factual discrepancies. This book provides essential

support to such an effort that is still to come.

[Editor’s note to researchers: very detailed timeline information may be found at
www.cooperativeresearch.org. Also, for a useful graphic depiction of some of the various

9/11 issues covered in this book, search Google Video for the movie Loose Change.]

UNRESOLVED QUESTIONS ABOUND



As previously noted, the 9/11 attacks have prompted a lengthy list of disturbing
questions, most of which have never been satisfactorily answered despite official

pronouincements and several government inquiries.

For example, the “New Jersey widows” who co-founded the 9/11 Family Steering
Committee (FSC), along with many other 9/11 family members, made this charge very
clear at a July 21, 2005 press conference convened at the National Press Club on the
occasion of the first anniversary of the 9/11 Commission’s final report. In their opening
statement, they declared that the Commission had ignored “approximately 70 percent” of
their concerns, while also suppressing important evidence and whistleblower testimony
that challenged the official story. It will be remembered that the 9/11 Commission was
formed only after 18 months of intense lobbying by the FSC, and that the FSC’s list of

questions were initially considered to be the “road map” for the work of the Commission.

[Commission road map questions: Family Steering Committee: http://www.scoop.co.nz/

stories/W00507/S00369.htm]

Many unanswered questions concern the collapses of the towers at the World Trade
Center (WTC). But due to the premature and illegal cleansing of Ground Zero, these
crucial issues may never be definitively answered. These questions include the controversy
concerning how fires in only upper stories could have brought down steel-frame buildings;
the unprecedented speed of their collapse; the cause of their apparent pulverization into
fine dust; multiple reports of bombs in the buildings; and the mystery surrounding the

collapse of Building 7, which was not hit by hijacked planes nor subjected to intense fires.

In the course of this inquiry, it will become clear that many other pieces of
evidence have been systematically withheld, ignored, or even destroyed, raising additional

unanswered questions.

Years of foot-dragging and unnecessary secrecy by the Bush administration, widely
documented in the mainstream press, also hampered independent and official inquiries into
unanswered questions. Throughout this difficult process, unanswered questions about the
failure of US intelligence also linger in the minds of critics of the official story. How could

an obviously sophisticated terrorist plan that likely involved scores of persons



collaborating over many years escape the notice of our intelligence services, especially the

FBI and CIA?

The fact is, it didn’t. Following 9/11, the American public was to learn again and
again that a great deal was already known about the alleged plot within the intelligence
community—but simply not acted upon, or directly suppressed. Mild admissions of
incompetence have been made in official hearings, but a great deal of additional evidence

of wrongdoing and missteps by these agencies has still not entered mainstream discourse.

And what about the question of accountability? Was 9/11 simply a case of bungling
incompetence by surprised and confused officials, as the official account claims? To many
thoughtful people, it is unsettling that not one individual within the federal government or
military has been fired or even reprimanded for the many obvious government missteps of
that day. Indeed, many of those responsible for failures were actually promoted. Many
have interpreted this lack of discipline as evidence that government actions on 9/11 were

not missteps at all.

John Farmer, chief counsel of the 9/11 Commission, however, was among those
who chose to see the success of the attacks as evidence of a total failure of the system.
“What failed in the history of 9/11 and in the Katrina crisis was not an individual

department head or two, but government itself.”

Failure of government itself: John Farmer, The Ground Truth: The Untold Story of America
Under Attack on 9/11 (New York: Riverhead Books, a member of Penguin Group, 2009), p.
7.

And perhaps most important of all is this crucial question: Why did there appear to

be such a systematic failure of response on the part of our air defense authorities?

NORAD successfully scrambled interceptors within 15 minutes of an alert 129
times in 2000. This was done 67 times between Sept. 2000 and June 2001. Yet on Sept.
11, 2001, they failed to accomplish this practiced task four times that morning!

Both American Flight 11 and United Flight 175 were known to be off course by
8:15 am, yet NORAD was not notified for almost twenty minutes. Why the long delay? It



then required another fifteen minutes before jet interceptors were ordered off the ground at
Otis AFB, entailing a total delay of more than thirty minutes—according to independent
chronologies. Even so, we now know that the F-15s still had enough time to reach the
World Trade Center in time to intercept Flight 175 before it hit the second tower. Simple
calculations using NORAD’s own numbers reveal that the fighters were flying at far
less than their top speeds.

But even more disconcerting than the aforementioned fatal delays, and the intended
or unintended destruction of evidence, is this disturbing fact: The US military had almost
an hour and a half lead time to protect Washington after learning that four airliners had
been hijacked. Yet no jet interceptors were launched from nearby Andrews AFB where two
squadrons of jet fighters are specifically assigned to protect the Pentagon and the White
House. Instead, F-16s were dispatched from the more distant Langley AFB, and for some
reason flew at an estimated one-fourth of their top speed of 1875 mph, as had also occurred
with the F-15s earlier dispatched toward New York. Curiously, none of the sophisticated
anti-aircraft batteries adjacent to the Pentagon or in the Washington area were activated.
These installations are set to fire automatically if any aircraft approaches the Pentagon that

is not sending out a “friendly” signal from its transponder.

[Fighters at reduced speed: http://911research.wtc7.net/planes/analysis/norad/
index.html#otis]

The fighter jets scrambled on 9/11 did not arrive in time for a visual check of the
hijacked planes’ cockpits, even though such jet intercepts of wayward flights are a routine
occurrence. For example, in October 1999, when golf pro Payne Stewart’s Learjet went off
course due to a failure of the plane’s oxygen system, the Air Force announced that two
F-15s from Elgin Air Force Base, Florida, intercepted the plane within twenty-four minutes
after it had lost contact with air traffic controllers, and followed it until it crashed after
running out of fuel. In 2001, a private plane that merely passed too close to the Bush ranch
in Texas was immediately ordered to land.

“It happens all the time,” noted investigative journalist William Thomas in a

definitive essay on the issue of the 9/11 interceptors. “Between September 2000 and June



2001, the Pentagon launched fighters on sixty-seven occasions to escort wayward aircraft.”

[67 intercepts: William Thomas, “Pentagon Says Interceptors Flew: Too Far, Too Slow,

Too Late,” http://www.thetruthseeker.co.uk/article.asp?ID=1325]

The air traffic controllers who actually handled the hijacked flights on 9/11 may
have been able to give a clearer picture of what really happened in the hand off to NORAD
and other authorities. In fact, according to the inspector general of the Department of
Transportation, at least six of the controllers had made tape recordings that day describing
their experiences. Incredibly, these tapes were destroyed by an FAA quality-assurance
manager, without making any copies or even a transcript. According to an article in the
May 6, 2004, New York Times by Matthew L. Wald, the manager told investigators he had
destroyed the tape because he thought its production was contrary to FAA policy, which
calls for written statements, and because he felt that the controllers “were not in the correct

frame of mind to have properly consented to the taping” due to stress.

[FAA official destroyed controllers tape: http://summeroftruth.org/nyt_06may04.html]

What could explain such failures? “It seems evident that...the Commission has not
succeeded in removing grounds for suspicion that the US military had issued stand-down
orders for 9/11,” concluded author David Ray Griffin in his book The 9/11 Commission
Report: Omissions and Distortions, a landmark analysis of the 9/11 Commission’s
report. Griffin is a distinguished author, philosopher, and theologian who taught at
California’s Claremont School of Theology until his forced retirement believed by many

due to his public statements on 9/11.

[Stand-down suspicion not removed: David Ray Griffin, The 9/11 Commission Report:

Omissions and Distortions (Northampton, MA: Oliver Branch Press, 2005)]



And what about the war game exercises on that day? The now-indisputable record
shows that multiple war games and exercises were underway simultaneously with the
attacks, and thus might have been the true cause of failure of our air defenses. One former
sergeant with the Army’s Central Command stated several wargame excercises were
underway that morning, including one in which a hijacked commercial airliner was
deliberately crashed into one of the World Trade Center towers. He also said false images

representing hijacked planes were place on the FAA radar scopes as part of the exercise.

Such wargame exercises, which obviously would have contributed to the confusion
of that morning, were deemed merely Internet rumors for more than a year and only
substantiated after US Counterterrorism chief Richard A. Clark authored a 2004 book

entitled Against All Enemies in which he confirmed multiple wargame exercises on 9/11.
And there are more questions:

What are the odds that four transcontinental flights on two major airlines—
American Flights 77 and 11 and United Flights 175 and 93—would have 78, 74, 81, and
84 percent of their seats empty, respectively, on September 11, 2001? This came at a time
when many airlines were trying to save money by overbooking and canceling flights that
were not full. Although any airline policy pertaining to cancelled flights has not been made
public, researchers Mark Hansen and Jing Xiong of the University of California at
Berkeley in 2010 demonstrated that such curtailing of nonprofitable fights was continuing.
After looking at 8,269 airline flight disruption records, they found underbooked flights are
at greater risk of cancellation as are any flights that carries the minimum number of people
the airline must rebook. They also found that planes were more likely to be cancelled on
heavily traveled and redundant routes, such as those of the American and United flights on

9/11.

[Flights still being cancelled: http://www.economist.com/blogs/gulliver/2010/06/

flight_cancellations]

How could TV personality Barbara Olson have been the source of information on
the hijacking of Flight 77 when, during the Moussaoui trial, FBI officials testified that

only one call was made by Olson and this was an “unconnected call” which reached no



one? So, according to the FBI, Theodore “Ted” Olson received no call from his wife, who
was the sole source of the information that hijackers had used “knives and box cutters” to
take control of Flight 77.

And how did the terrorists obtain top-secret White House and Air Force One codes
and signals, one of the excuses for hustling President Bush from Florida to Louisiana and

finally to Nebraska on September 117

At 9:00 a.m. that day, just about the time Flight 175 slammed into the South Tower
of the WTC, Secret Service agents in Washington received this chilling message: “Air
Force One is next.” Within minutes Vice President Dick Cheney was hurried from his seat
in front of a television down to the president’s nuclear-bombproof emergency operations

center, while the White House was evacuated.

The warning was transmitted in that day’s top-secret White House code, indicating
that whoever was behind the ongoing attacks had access to the highest level of security
codes, only known to the Secret Service. It meant that whoever had the codes could track

and accurately pinpoint the president’s plane or transmit fraudulent messages.

After several days of investigation, the picture grew even darker. Someone had
penetrated the National Security Agency’s (NSA) Echelon surveillance system. In fact, the
perpetrators appeared to have more electronic capability than even the NSA, including the
use of “steganography,” technology that allows its user to bypass Echelon and other
electronic monitoring by hiding messages randomly in otherwise innocent digital files such
as music, online advertisements, email headers or even Internet pornography. Such buried
messages leave no trace of their presence. The idea that someone had access to such high-
level codes provoked speculation that there were “moles,” deep-cover secret agents, within
the US government. It also meant that whoever was behind the attacks had access to our

latest and most sophisticated electronic technology. Was this evidence of an inside job?

[Steganography: Editors, “Digital moles in the White House?” WorldNetDaily.com
(2001); www.worldnetdaily.com/news/article.asp? ARTICLE_ID=24594]

Access to high-level secret codes; “moles” within the government; foreknowledge

of war-game exercises which disrupted normal air defenses; the lack of a rapid and



decisive response to the hijackings; a systemic lack of response to numerous pre-9/11
warnings; no one fired or reprimanded over the series of security failures. Could all this be
attributed to random chance or simply bad luck?

Why has Osama bin Laden never been charged with the crimes of 9/11? In June
2006, FBI Chief of Investigative Publicity Rex Tomb confirmed what critics of the official
9/11 story had been saying all along when he told Ed Haas, a writer for the Muckraker
Report, “The reason why 9/11 is not mentioned on Osama bin Laden’s Most Wanted page

is because the FBI has no hard evidence connecting bin Laden to 9/11.”

[Bin Laden not charged with 9/11: http://www.indymedia.org.uk/en/2006/06/343007.html]

Questions still abound regarding the attack on the Pentagon. Since Flight 77
supposedly was flown directly into the Pentagon where it exploded, why was it reported
that many small pieces of the aircraft were found on the Pentagon’s lawn and even out over
a nearby highway? If it disintegrated outside the Pentagon why is there nothing that looks
like a Boeing 757 on the Pentagon lawn? If it disintegrated either inside or outside the
Pentagon where did the small pieces of debris come from and what caused the hole in C-

ring?

A key member of the 9/11 Family Steering Committee, Mindy Kleinberg, summed
up the frustration of many about so many unanswered questions in her testimony before

the 9/11 Commission during its first public proceedings in early 2003.

“Is it luck that aberrant stock trades were not monitored?” Kleinberg asked,
referring to the widespread reports of possible insider trading in the week leading up to
September 11 indicating specific prior knowledge of the attacks.

“Is it luck when 15 visas are awarded based on incomplete forms? Is it luck when
Airline Security screenings allow hijackers to board planes with box cutters and pepper
spray? Is it luck when Emergency FAA and NORAD protocols are not followed? Is it
luck when a national emergency is not reported to top government officials on a timely
basis?

“To me luck is something that happens once. When you have this repeated pattern

of broken protocols, broken laws, broken communication, one cannot still call it luck...”



[Kleinberg’s comments about “luck”: www.9-11commission.gov/hearings/hearing1/

witness_kleinberg.htm]

WHAT DID PRESIDENT BUSH KNOW, AND WHEN?

Despite the government’s systematic failure to respond to the 9/11 attacks
themselves, reaction after the fact came so swiftly that it lent support to the disconcerting
idea that planning for such a reaction had been made months before. Perhaps the most
remarkable and puzzling instance of this apparent foreknowledge is the actual behavior of

President Bush himself.

About ten minutes after the North Tower of the WTC was struck, Bush arrived at
an elementary school in Sarasota, Florida, for a photo op with grade school kids. CNN had
already interrupted broadcasting to tell of the strike two minutes after it happened, yet
reportedly Bush remained unaware until he was briefed shortly after arriving at the school.

Or was he?

On more than one occasion Bush said he saw the first plane strike the WTC North
Tower. “I was sitting outside the classroom waiting to go in and I saw an airplane hit the
tower—the TV was obviously on, and I used to fly myself, and I said, ‘There’s one terrible

)

pilot.”” The oddity here is that no video of the strike on the North Tower was available
until that evening, when a French camera team revealed that they had accidentally filmed

the hit while shooting a documentary in Manhattan.

[Bush’s quote on terrible pilot: David Ray Griffin, The New Pearl Harbor
(Northampton, MA: Olive Branch Press, 2004)]

Could Bush have confused the real strike with something he saw in a past drill or
perhaps via an unpublicized private broadcast? This possibility was hinted at when Vice
President Cheney, during an interview with Meet the Press on September 16, 2001, said,

“The Secret Service has an arrangement with the FAA. They had open lines after the World



Trade Center was . . .” He ended his statement and moved on to other matters. If Bush
indeed witnessed the first strike, why have all later official versions of the school events

stated otherwise?

Bush told the school principal that “a commercial plane has hit the World Trade
Center and we’re going ahead and . . . do the reading thing anyway.” Bush then entered the
classroom at about the same time as the second plane struck the WTC South Tower.
Moments later, then chief of staff Andrew Card entered the front of the room and
whispered to Bush, alerting him that a second plane had struck and that this was clearly a
terrorist attack. To the later amazement of many, Bush calmly continued his interaction
with the second-graders—even as the rest of country watched terrorist mayhem consume
lower Manhattan, and while two additional hijacked planes remained in the air over

American territory.

In an effort to address criticism of Bush’s lack of immediate action, Card later
altered the time frame by telling newsmen that after he informed the president of the
second strike, “Not that many seconds later the president excused himself from the
classroom.” It is now known, however, and supported by video tapes of the photo op, that
Bush remained in the classroom until 9:16 am -- that’s 12 minutes or more than seven

hundred seconds after Card’s notification.

Adding to this puzzling behavior on the part of the nation’s commander-in-chief is
the fact that his Secret Service detail surely must have realized the danger to the president
inherent in a large-scale terrorist attack. Yet, Bush was allowed to finish his chat with the
elementary students and calmly leave the school after making general comments to the
media. He also left by the same motorcade and along the originally planned route even
after officials were alerted that White House security codes had been compromised. Air
Force One then left Florida with no military jet escort—disconcertingly odd behavior

considering the potential danger to the president.

One would expect that in an event as momentous as 9/11, there would be a full and
complete record of the movements of the chief executive. But this is not the case. In the
feverish frantic climate in the wake of the 9/11 attacks no one was prepared to challenge

the official record of Bush’s actions — or lack thereof -- after leaving the school.



Dissenters from the party line in the media soon found themselves out of work. The
TV shows of Bill Maher and Phil Donahue were suspended after they made remarks
concerning 9/11 and a columnist for the Texas City Sun was fired after writing that Mr.
Bush, instead of returning to Washington on the day of attacks, was “flying around the

country like a scared child, seeking refuge in his mother's bed after having a nightmare.”

Such reactions prompted an editorial in the Washington Post to opine, “Yes,
newspapers and universities and television stations have a right to be spineless. But they
will be judged in time by how robustly they resist a climate of intolerance. It is not a show
of strength to come down hard on dissent, even in times of war. It is, rather, America's
strength to encourage contrarian viewpoints and tolerate distasteful remarks, especially

when political discourse matters.”

[Media will be judged on resistance to intolerance: Editors, “Free Speech in Wartime,”

Washington Post (September 29, 2001)]

What did the president know, and when? Was the threat to Air Force One an
attempt to terrorize the president himself? “The guess here is that Bush knew far less than
many of his most severe critics might surmise,” wrote Webster Griffin Tarpley, a veteran
journalist, lecturer, and author of 9/11 Synthetic Terror. “Bush’s crime was not the crime of
knowing everything in advance; it was rather the crime of not knowing what he should
have known, and then compounding that by capitulating, by turning the US Government
and policy in the direction demanded by the terror plotters...Students who build their work
around the thesis that ‘Bush Knew’ are on treacherous ground.”

Later in his book, Tarpley observed, “[T]he typical model of a Bush presidency is
that of a weak and passive executive who comes into office with few ideas beyond the
basic desire to rule and to appoint rich cronies to key posts, and who sits in the White
House waiting for his networks to tell him what it is he must do. These impulses, naturally,
are mediated through the handlers of the White House palace guard. But here lies the
danger: when Bush was running for office, it was widely conceded by his supporters that
their candidate was a moron, but a moron who would hire the best advisers available, who

would guide him through the crises of his presidency. In this sense, both Bush presidencies



were oligarchical presidencies, with the chief magistrate in fact functioning as the front
man for a committee.

“The events of 9/11 showed the grave danger of such an oligarchical presidency:
what happened if the advisors turned out to be traitors, misfits, or absent, as they did on
9/11: the presidency itself was paralyzed and incapable of acting, as occurred during the
dark eternity of horror the world experienced as Bush busied himself with reading ‘My Pet

Goat.””

[Bush capitulated: Webster Griffin Tarpley, 9/11 Synthetic Terror (Joshua Tree, CA:
Progressive Press, 2006)]

DID WAR GAMES AID THE TERRORISTS?

US military war games did take place on the very day—in fact the very hour—of
the actual 9/11 attacks. Indeed, it appears likely that plans for staging a variety of war
game exercises were designed to be so distracting that they may well have contributed to
the success of the actual strikes.

Equally startling has been the revelation that some of these exercises involved
scenarios in which terrorists fly hijacked planes into buildings.

The existence of such exercises remained a secret for nearly a year after 9/11 and
then was dismissed as an Internet hoax for several more months. But as many as a half-
dozen 9/11 war game exercises have since been acknowledged by the government.

The 9/11 Commission Report relegated any discussion of the war game exercises
to a footnote on page 458 where, while timidly admitting that NORAD “was scheduled to
conduct a military exercise, Vigilant Guardian,” the report actually argued that the
military response on 9/11 “was, if anything, expedited by the increased number of staff at
the sectors and NORAD...” Apparently they reasoned that increased staff and the
foresight of wargaming an attack actually aided in the slow response of that morning.
Many Americans still don’t know of the exercises and many more relegate them to a side
issue in 9/11. However, more astute researchers see the pre-planned war game exercises

as integral to the success of the attacks.



To begin with, the powerful but little publicized National Reconnaissance Office
(NRO) had scheduled a test exercise for the morning of September 11, 2001. The
scenario was that of a corporate jet, crippled by mechanical failure, crashing into one of
the four towers of the NRO headquarters building in Chantilly, VA, which is about four
miles from Washington’s Dulles International Airport. No actual planes were to be used
in the exercise, but plans called for evacuating most of the three thousand NRO
employees.

The exercise, later described as a “bizarre coincidence,” was the brain child of
CIA officer John Fulton, chief of the NRO’s strategic gaming division. In 2002, an
announcement for a Department of Homeland Security conference noted the exercise
with the comment, “On the morning of September 11, 2001, Mr. Fulton and his team . . .
were running a preplanned simulation to explore the emergency response issues that
would be created if a plane were to strike a building. Little did they know that the
scenario would come true in a dramatic way that day.”

The exercise was cancelled when the first plane struck the World Trade Center
less than an hour before the test was to begin. All NRO employees, except for certain
essential personnel, were sent home for the day, according to NRO officials.

The NRO exercise, astounding in its timing, apparently was either part of—or
concurrent with—an even larger set of war games being played out by NORAD’s
northeast sector, the region that included the three 9/11 crash sites in New York,
Washington, D.C., and Pennsylvania. This was confirmed by then-NSC counter-terrorism
chief Richard A. Clarke. In his 2004 book Against All Enemies, while narrating his
experiences during a video teleconference in the White House Situation Room on the
morning of 9/11, Clarke writes: “I turned to the Pentagon screen. ‘JCS, JCS [Joint Chiefs
of Staff]. I assume NORAD has scrambled fighters and AWACS. How many? Where?’”

Acting chairman of the joint chiefs Richard Myers then responded, “We’re in the
middle of Vigilant Warrior, a NORAD exercise, but...Otis has launched two birds toward
New York. Langley is trying to get two up now. The AWACS [Airborne Warning and
Control System aircraft] are at Tinker [AFB] and not on alert.”

Lt. Col. Robert Marr, commanding the Northeast Air Defense Sector (NEADS),
upon also receiving notification from Boston regarding the possible hijacking of

American Flight 11, asked: “Part of the exercise?” He was then told the hijacking was



real. Lt. Col. Dawne Deskins, a NORAD airborne control and warning officer, also
received word from Boston regarding the possible hijacking. She immediately thought,

“It must be part of the exercise.”

[Lt. Col. Marr: Scott, op. cit.; Col. Deskins: Hart Seely, “Amid Crisis Simulation, “We
Were Suddenly No-Kidding Under Attack’” Newhouse News Service (January 25, 2002)]

It has also been reliably reported that the war game exercises included not only
real military aircraft posing as hijacked planes but that perhaps as many as two dozen
false aircraft images placed in the FAA’s monitors—were in use. Such false images may
account for the rumors that day that as many as eight or more aircraft were hijacked.

Army Sgt. Lauro “LJ” Chavez, who participated in the war games exercises as a
member of the U. S. Central Command headquarters staff in Florida, said false images
called “inputs” representing several hijacked aircraft were placed on radar screens
creating confusion over what was real. Chavez, a computer specialist, also stated this was
the first military exercise that he had ever participated in that was classified “Top Secret.”

Chavez dropped several bombshells in his account of that day—he noted that
Vice President Dick Cheney had become the first civilian to take command of NORAD
only weeks before 9/11 and that the war game exercises included a scenario in which a
hijacked commercial airliner was crashed into one of the World Trade Center towers.
“What are the odds this could happen for real?” Chavez quoted astonished command
center staffers as asking. He also said when some officers began asking why no jet
interceptors were in the air, a superior officer stated that Cheney had issued a “stand

down” order.

[Sgt. Lauro Chavez: Author’s interview, September 28, 2006]

A stand-down order is not to be confused with a shoot-down order. NORAD’s
chief of air defense operations, Lt. Col. William E. Glover, Jr., had telephoned Maj. Gen.
Larry Arnold, commander of the Continental U.S. NORAD Region at Tyndall AFB, FL,
telling him that Cheney had authorized a shoot down of any threatening aircraft in the

Washington area. “We created a free-fire zone over the nation's capital,” Arnold later



reported. “Anyone airborne who did not immediately turn away from the center of town,
or who did not land, could be shot down.”

Adding to the problem of false radar images, journalist William B. Scott pointed
out the enormity of simply trying to locate hijacked aircraft from amongst the thousands
of radar contacts. He said, “In essence, [FAA] technicians were half-blind, trying to
separate hijacked airliners from thousands of skin-paint returns. At the time, more than
4,000 aircraft were airborne over the nation, most in the northeast sector, which monitors
half a million square miles of airspace.” The FAA command center was reporting as
many as 11 aircraft either not in communication with FAA facilities, or flying unexpected

routes. The confusion mounted.

[William B. Scott: http://911research.wtc7.net/cache/planes/defense/

aviationnow_jumpstart.htm]

In addition to the NRO, the Pentagon drills and the false “inputs” creating
confusion, several reliable accounts noted these war game exercises also included
Northern Vigilance, which sent fighter interceptors deep into Canada in response to a
Russian exercise in the artic and northern Pacific; Vigilant Guardian, which may have
included scenarios based on a hijacked airplane; Vigilant Warrior, believed to have been
the “aggressor” component of Vigilant Guardian; Northern Guardian, another portion of
the Vigilant Guardian exercise; Amalgam Virgo, an exercised specifically dealing with
hijacked airplanes used as weapons (Amalgam 01 begun in June 2001 may have ended
by 9/11 but Amalgam 02 was already in the planning stages); and Tripod II, a biological
warfare exercise mentioned by Mayor Rudolph Giuliani that may explain the arrival of
the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) National Urban Search and
Rescue Team in New York the night before the 9/11 attacks and confusion in New York
on the day of the attacks.

Author Barbara Honegger, noting the obvious lack of timely response to the 9/11
attacks—especially at the Pentagon—suggested, “This is beyond comprehension over the
nation’s capital unless some previous piece of information or mental set led them to
assume the Pentagon plane could not be a terrorist vehicle, or at least confuse them as to

whether it was or not. If those looking on from inside the Pentagon as 9/11 unfolded



believed Flight 77 was, or might be, part of a counter-terror exercise set for that very
morning, it would explain the otherwise incomprehensible delay, almost to the point of
paralysis, in effectively scrambling interceptors.”

Honegger, well-known for her 1989 book October Surprise that revealed the elder
Bush’s role in a covert deal with Iranian terrorists that ensured the election of Ronald
Reagan in 1980, noted that if in fact the 9/11 attacks were enabled by homegrown war
games, this might explain why the leak by a congressional investigation (to be examined
later) of a September 10, 2001, NSA intercept message is reported to have upset Vice
President Cheney so much.

That message reportedly was between hijack leader Mohammad Atta and the
purported attack mastermind, Khalid Sheikh Mohammed. It stated, “The Match is about
to begin. Tomorrow is zero hour.”

“‘Match,’ of course, is what you would expect if the speakers were referring to his
discovery of the date that the US government had selected to conduct its counter-terror
exercises—one that was about to turn very real when the terrorists piggybacked their
long-planned plot onto it,” said Honneger. “[GJiven the context in which all this finally
begins to make sense, Atta was merely communicating to his boss, or vice versa, the date
that the US government exercise was to take place. Bin al Shibh, Atta, and Mohammed
didn’t choose the date. The US government did.”

The NSA phone intercept makes it clear that the hijackers knew when to
coordinate their attack with the war games. How could they have obtained this vital yet
top-secret information unless through some source within the government? In the
Appendix to this book, Honegger provides a detailed scenario for how the hand-off of the
“match” information to Atta may have taken place.

Journalist Webster Tarpley saw within the war games, particularly Amalgam
Virgo, something sinister. “Here was an exercise which included many of the elements
which were put into practice on 9/11. Amalgam Virgo thus provided the witting putschists
with a perfect cover for conducting the actual live fly components of 9/11 through a
largely non-witting military bureaucracy. Under the cover of this confusion, the most
palpably subversive actions could be made to appear in the harmless and even beneficial

guise of a drill.”



[Amalgam Virgo as sinister cover: Tarpley, op. cit.]

The release of news concerning such exercises certainly gives lie to the numerous
public statements of President Bush, National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice, FBI
Director Robert Mueller, and others who stated, at times under oath, that the government
never considered that terrorists might use airplanes as weapons.

If the idea that war game exercises both explained the lack of initial response on
9/11 as well as put to lie the oft-stated question by Bush administration officials that they
could not have known terrorists might use aircraft as weapons, in early 2005 this issue
grew even hotter. The American Free Press reported that the US Army had planned just
such a scenario—in 1976!

Timothy McNiven, a US Defense Dept. contract operative, revealed that his
military unit conceived of a mock terrorist attack on the World Trade Center as part of a
1976 exercise. “[A]s I watched the twin towers really collapse on the morning of
September 11, I realized I was watching the very same thing we devised in 1976,”
McNiven said.

McNiven, who successfully passed a polygraph “lie detector” test in regard to his
story as well as naming about 40 individuals who took part in the planning, said in 1976

he was with C Battery, 2/81st Field Artillery stationed in Strasbourg, Germany, when the

unit was ordered to concoct the “perfect terrorist plan” using the World Trade Center
towers as their target. The congressionally commissioned project reportedly was to
identify security lapses and alert lawmakers to needed legislation. McNiven’s group came
up with a plan in which Middle Eastern terrorists would hijack commercial airliners using
plastic box cutters to bypass security, then level the towers by crashing the planes into
them. He said the team’s leader, Lt. Michael Teague, was specifically ordered by his
superiors to use the World Trade Center towers as the terrorist target.

“Why have I spent every waking hour trying to bring this story to the American
people?” McNiven asked during an interview. He said he told his superior officer that if
the towers were ever brought down in the manner in which his group had foreseen, he
would go public with the story. Initially, he said he was ordered never to talk about the
1976 plan and was even physically beaten for speaking about it. He said a week or so

later, in a strange turn of events, he was given a direct order that if the twin towers were



every attacked as in the 1976 study, he was to do everything he could to bring this story
to the public. “I have no idea why they changed their minds,” he said, “but I was then
emphatically told that this order was never to be rescinded—never—because those who
would rescind it, would be the very same people who turned against the American

people.”

[Timothy McNiven: Greg Szymanski, “Army Theorists Crafted Model of 9-11 Attack
Back in 1976,” American Free Press (March 21, 2005); http://

www.codenamegrillfire.com/index.php?n=1&id=1]

Do the war games provide sufficient evidence of an inside job? “I think the people
who planned and carried out those exercises, they’re the ones that should be the object of
investigation,” said Dr. Robert M. Bowman, Lt. Col., USAF (ret.). Bowman flew 101
combat missions in Vietnam and was a recipient of the Eisenhower Medal, the George F.
Kennan Peace Prize, the President’s Medal of Veterans for Peace, the Society of Military
Engineers Gold Medal (twice), six Air Medals, and dozens of other awards and honors.
His Ph.D. is in Aeronautics and Nuclear Engineering from Caltech and he is considered
one of the country’s foremost experts on National Security. In the 1970s, Bowman
worked on the then-secret Star Wars space defense system but left the program when he
realized it was designed for offensive warfare against the old Soviet Union.

Bowman said that the entire chain of military command may have been unaware
of what was taking place and were used as tools by the people pulling the strings behind
the attack. “If I had to narrow it [a 9/11 conspiracy] down to one person...I think my
prime suspect would be Dick Cheney,” said Bowman in an April, 2006, radio interview.
He added that reaction to the 9/11 attacks, such as the PATRIOT Act has “...done more to

destroy the rights of Americans than all of our enemies combined.”

[Robert M. Bowman: http://www.prisonplanet.com/articles/

april2006/040406mainsuspect.htm]

But if Cheney is a key conspirator as Bowman claims, how was the apparent

subterfuge of the war game exercises put into place?



One speculation points to yet another piece of evidence of gaming scenarios. It
was learned that as far back as November 3, 2000, the Military District of Washington’s
Command Emergency Response Training unit conducted a scenario entitled The
Pentagon Mass Casualty Exercise, which simulated the crash of an airliner into the
courtyard of the Pentagon.

According to an email message sent by a NORAD officer in September 2001, and
published by the nonprofit watchdog group, Project Government Oversight, “The
NORAD exercise developers wanted an event having a terrorist group hijack a
commercial airliner (foreign carrier) and fly it into the Pentagon. Joint Staff action
officers rejected it as unrealistic.”

“What do you want to bet that, when the April, 2001, hijacked-plane-into-
Pentagon NORAD war game script writer was turned down, that he took his idea to
Cheney or one of Cheney’s people, who then took it as their own . . .” mused Honegger,
“...and on September 11, the same scenario that had been turned down in April was
embedded in NORAD’s own game, ‘Vigilant Guardian’?”

Few people realize to what extent Cheney was in a commanding position to know
all aspects of the international terrorist structure and particularly America’s terrorist
attack planning scenarios. On May 9, 2001, four months prior to the attacks, the Bush
administration had launched an effort to address the problem of terrorism. President Bush
created a new Office of National Preparedness (ONP) within the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) and named Vice President Dick Cheney to head a special
task force to study terrorism and guide FEMA’s antiterrorism operations. His position in
the counterterrorism effort of the federal government was therefore central—especially so
if one considers his previous experience as Secretary of Defense during the first Bush

administration.

[Cheney and Office of National Preparedness: http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/wp-dyn?

pagename=article&contentld=A64420-2001May8&notFound=true]

Practically speaking, Dick Cheney was in a virtual command-and-control position
during the actual events of 9/11, argues Mike Ruppert in Crossing the Rubicon. We’ve

already noted that Cheney was rushed to the White House Presidential Emergency



Operations Center, (located in a bunker under the east wing of the White House) just after
the second plane had hit the WTC, and was directing activities of the government from
this secure location while President Bush was being whisked around the country on Air
Force One.

Cheney’s terrorism task force was scheduled to produce antiterrorism
recommendations for Congress by October 1, 2001, too late to make a difference. Of
course, by that time, the nation was well into the new War on Terrorism.

During much of 2001 prior to 9/11, Cheney also was in charge of another crucial
task force, this one reviewing national energy policy. This panel later became the center
of controversy, when California’s escalating power woes indicated that corporate energy
executives had unduly influenced national policies. Cheney’s task force never turned over
its internal papers, despite a lawsuit over this refusal that made its way up to the Supreme
Court. Some observers have argued that smoking-gun documents related to 9/11—and
revealing a motive involving an invasion of Iraq for the sake of oil—may be hidden in
the records that Cheney has refused to make public. But what has been revealed is the

fact that Cheney met at least six times with officials of the failed energy company Enron.

[Cheney and energy task force: Ruppert, Crossing the Rubicon, (Gabriola Island, Canada:
New Society Publishers, 2004)]

WHO AUTHORIZED THE BIN LADEN EVACUATION?

Two days after the attacks, Bush emphatically pledged, “The most important thing
is for us to find Osama bin Laden. It is our number one priority and we will not rest until
we find him.”

Yet as the weeks passed, this position grew more ambivalent. Towards the end of
December, speaking at his Crawford, TX, ranch, Bush ruminated, “...he [bin Laden] is not
escaping us. This is a guy, who, three months ago, was in control of a county [sic]. Now
he's maybe in control of a cave. He's on the run. Listen, a while ago I said to the American
people, our objective is more than bin Laden. But one of the things for certain is we're
going to get him running and keep him running, and bring him to justice. And that's what's

happening. He's on the run, if he's running at all. So we don't know whether he's in cave



with the door shut, or a cave with the door open -- we just don't know....”

By March, 2002, Bush admitted, “I don't know where bin Laden is. I have no idea
and really don't care. It's not that important. It's not our priority."In response to a question
from newsmen about bin Laden’s whereabouts, Bush responded, “I am truly not that
concerned about him.”

This same indifferent attitude apparently did not extend to the bin Laden family.

While hundreds of people around the world were rounded up and arrested by
national authorities in the wake of the 9/11 attacks and the public denied the right to fly,
about 140 Saudis—including two dozen members of Osama bin Laden’s own family—

were allowed to fly by private jet to a reunion in Washington and then on to Boston.

According to The New Yorker, the bin Ladens grouped in Boston, from where they
eventually were flown out of the country once the FAA reinstated overseas flights. And this
curious operation was carried out even as Osama bin Laden was being fingered as the

undoubted perpetrator of the attacks.

[Flying bin Ladens: Jane Mayer, “The House Of Bin Laden,” The New Yorker (Nov. 12,
2001)]

Initially dismissed as an Internet rumor or an urban legend, the reports of the bin
Laden family flight were confirmed in an October 2003 Vanity Fair interview with Richard
A. Clarke, who had resigned earlier that year as chief of the Counterterrorism Security
Group of the NSC. Clarke said that he did not recall who requested approval for the flight,
but thought it was either the FBI or the State Department. “Someone brought to us for
approval the decision to let an airplane filled with Saudis, including members of the bin

Laden family, leave the country,” he said. “So I said, ‘Fine, let it happen.’”

[Bin Ladens flown from US: Craig Unger, “Saving the Saudis,” Vanity Fair (October,
2003)]



Although both the Tampa Tribune and the New York Times reported that the Saudis
were shepherded to their flights by FBI agents, bureau officials denied such reports. The
Saudi flights, which came from ten American cities, including Los Angeles, Washington,
D.C., and Houston, ended up in Boston where two jumbo jets flew the group to Saudi

Arabia in mid-September 2001.
None of the Saudis was seriously interrogated by anyone.

“We were in the midst of the worst terrorist act in history and here we were seeing
an evacuation of the bin Ladens...” groused Tom Kinton, director of aviation at Boston’s
Logan International Airport. “I wanted to go to the highest levels in Washington,” he told
Vanity Fair but realized that the operation had the blessing of top federal officials.

[Tom Kinton: Ibid.]

Equally disturbing was the accusation of Senator Bob Graham, former chairman
of the Senate Intelligence Committee, who in 2004 accused the Bush White House of
covering up evidence that might have linked Saudi Arabia to the Sept. 11 hijackers. This
charge came following FBI officials refusal to allow investigators for the Congressional
9/11inquiry and the 9/11 Commission to interview an informant, Abdussattar Shaikh, an
FBI informant who was landlord in San Diego of two Sept. 11 hijackers. Graham termed
the letter from an FBI official stating “the administration would not sanction a staff
interview with the source [Shaikh],” a “smoking gun” which proved “The reason for this
cover-up goes right to the White House.” Republicans unsurprisingly termed such
accusation “bizarre conspiracy theories,” and Saudi officials said they were

unsubstantiated and reckless.

[Bob Graham on smoking gun letter: http://www.nytimes.com/2004/09/08/
politics/08graham.html?_r=1]



“How was it possible that, just as President Bush declared a no-holds-barred
global war on terrorism that would send hundreds of thousands of US troops to
Afghanistan and Iraq, and just as Osama bin Laden became Public Enemy No. 1 and
the target of a worldwide manhunt, the White House would expedite the departure of
so many potential witnesses, including two dozen relatives of the man behind the

attack itself?” asked Vanity Fair writer Craig Unger.

Numerous bin Laden family members flew out of the US from Logan International
on September 18, 2001. The very next day, White House speech writers were formulating
President Bush’s stirring call for a war on terrorism while at the Pentagon plans were being
drawn up for this war to include Iraq. No one yet has pinpointed the authority behind this
incredible evacuation, although it is clear this authority must have had control over both

the FBI and the FAA.

The sheer fact that someone with authority over the FBI and FAA allowed the
family of the chief suspect in the 9/11 attacks to fly with impunity when the rest of

America was grounded failed to set off alarm bells in both the media and the public.

WHAT ABOUT THE HIJACKERS THEMSELVES?

Lending support to the contention that al Qaeda has been overblown as a
monolithic terrorist network is a lengthy series of disturbing questions concerning the
organization as well as the 9/11 hijackers themselves. Further, there is apparent obfuscation
of facts in the official government account of this issue.

To initiate a war, there first must be a perceived enemy. America’s great enemy
today is supposedly still Osama bin Laden and his al Qaeda network, but even this is under

suspicion.

“There are people within the US intelligence community who doubt that the
hijacker list from 9/11 has much truth in it,” said one unnamed intelligence source quoted
by investigative reporter and publisher Jon Rappoport, who has built up many sources in
his more than 20 years experience. “They see it as a more-or-less invented list. They know

that if you start with men showing false passports (or no passports) to get on four planes on



9/11, you can’t assemble a correct list of nineteen suspects within a few days—especially

since all those men are presumed dead and missing, untraceable.

“Al Qaeda is being used as a term to convince people that these terrorists are all
connected in a vast, very well-organized network that is global in reach, that has a very
sophisticated and far-flung communication setup, that issues orders from the top down to
cells all over the world. There are a number of people inside the US intelligence agencies
who know this is a false picture. They know that false intelligence is being assembled in
order to paint a picture which is distorted, so that the American people will have a single

focus on one grand evil enemy.”

[Unnamed intelligence source: Jon Rappoport, “Briefing on Al Qaeda,” StratiaWire (Sept.

5, 2002)]

Supporting this claim is the fact that not one of the accused hijackers’ names
appeared on the passenger lists made public by American or United airlines. In fact, as
many as seven of those named as the culprits in the attacks were soon found alive and well
in the Middle East. These included Saudi pilot Waleed al-Shehri, identified by the US
Justice Department as one of the men who crashed American Flight 11 into the WTC. But
a few days later, Waleed al-Shehri contacted authorities in Casablanca, Morocco, to
proclaim that he was very much alive and played no part in the attacks. Another man
identified as one of the hijackers of Flight 11, Abdulaziz al-Omari, also turned up alive in
the Middle East, telling BBC News that he lost his passport while visiting Denver,
Colorado. Actually two turned up, as yet another Abdulaziz al-Omari surfaced in Saudi
Arabia very much alive and telling newsmen, “I couldn’t believe the FBI put me on their
list. They gave my name and my date of birth, but I am not a suicide bomber. I am here. I

am alive. I have no idea how to fly a plane. I had nothing to do with this.”

Yet another man identified as one of the hijackers of United Flight 93, Saeed al-
Ghamdi, was reported alive and well and working as a pilot in Saudi Arabia. “You cannot
imagine what it is like to be described as a terrorist—and a dead man—when you are
innocent and alive,” said al-Ghamdi, who was given a holiday by his airline in Saudi

Arabia to avoid arrest. At least three other named 9/11 hijackers surfaced to proclaim their



innocence in the attacks but none of this was widely reported in the US corporate mass

media.

In October, 2004, the BBC in England broadcasted a documentary entitled The
Power of Nightmares: The Rise of the Politics of Fear, a three-hour documentary that
challenged the Bush administration’s stated concept of al Qaeda as a multi-faceted globe-

spanning octopus of terrorism. The documentary raised questions such as:

@ Why has the Bush administration, after rounding up hundreds of suspected
terrorists and using torture during interrogation, failed to produce any hard evidence of al
Qaeda activities?

[ ©f the 664 suspected terrorists detained in Britain, why have only 17 been found
guilty of crimes? Why have none of these men been proven to be members of al Qaeda?

@ Why has the Bush administration prompted so much frightening speculation over
“dirty” radioactive bombs when experts have stated that public panic over such devices
will kill more people than any radioactivity caused by one?

@ Why did Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld claim on Meet the Press in 2001
that al Qaeda controlled massive high-tech cave complexes in Afghanistan, when none

were later found following the military invasion?

While it is undeniable that groups of disaffected terrorists do exist, the BBC
documentary nevertheless convincingly argued that “the nightmare vision of a uniquely
powerful hidden organization waiting to strike our societies is an illusion. Wherever one
looks for this al Qaeda organization, from the mountains of Afghanistan to the ‘sleeper

cells’ in America, the British and Americans are chasing a phantom enemy.”

[Accused 9/11 hijackers turned up alive: Editors, “Hijack suspects alive and well,” BBC
News (Sept. 23, 2001)]

Los Angeles Times political columnist Robert Scheer said that the documentary
makes “a powerful case that the Bush administration, led by a tight-knit cabal of

Machiavellian neoconservatives, has seized upon the false image of a unified international



terrorist threat to replace the expired Soviet empire in order to push a political agenda.” He
pointed out that everything we know about al Qaeda comes from only two sources, both
with a vested interest in maintaining the concept of a well-financed and deeply entrenched
enemy— the terrorists themselves and military and governmental intelligence agencies.
“Such a state of national ignorance about an endless war is, as The Power of Nightmares

makes clear, simply unacceptable in a functioning democracy,” Scheer wrote.

[Al Qaeda an illusion: http://articles.latimes.com/2005/jan/11/opinion/oe-scheer11]

In Britain it has been suggested that al Qaeda is not even a real organization, but
rather a computer list of Arab freedom fighters or terrorists available for hire. British
commentator Robin Cook, who served as Foreign Secretary from 1997 — 2001 and as
Leader of the House of Commons from 2001 — 2003, has suggested that “Bin Laden ...was
armed by the CIA and funded by the Saudis to wage jihad against the Russian occupation
of Afghanistan. Al Qaeda, literally ‘the database,” was originally the computer file of the
thousands of mujahideen who were recruited and trained with help from the CIA to defeat

the Russians.”

[Al Qaeda as CIA database: http://www.guardian.co.uk/uk/2005/jul/08/july7.development]

On Thursday, August 10, 2006, British authorities announced they had thwarted a
terrorist plot to simultaneously blow up several commercial aircraft bound for the United
States using explosives smuggled in carry-on baggage. Carry-on luggage was banned in
Britain as well as nearly all forms of liquid except for baby formula.

British officials said 21 persons had been arrested in connection with the bombing
plot but declined to identify any of them, only stating that they “appear to be of Pakistani
origin.” They said the suspects were “homegrown,” but it was not clear if the suspects
were all British citizens. US Homeland Security Chief Michael Chertoff immediately said
the plot had all the “earmarks” of an al Qaeda operation but admitted it was too early in
the investigation to reach any conclusions. Yet, it was not too early for authorities to say

they had caught the main suspects.



News of the plot caused tightened security procedures at all airports, not only in
Britain abut also the United States. US air carriers said that while carry-on luggage was
still allowed, no liquids, including toothpaste, could be carried onto aircraft. And news of
the plot dominated the news channels, distracting from the aggression in the Middle East,
the slumping US economy and the growing public awareness of government complicity
in the 9/11 attacks.

Interestingly enough, both British Prime Minister Tony Blair and President
George Bush were both out of pocket when the plot was announced. Blair was
vacationing in the Caribbean and Bush was on vacation at his ranch in Crawford, Texas.

Chertoff, who seemed to have more information on the bombing attempts than the
British officials who presumably briefed him on the case, said the plotters were in the
final stage of planning. “We were really getting quite close to the execution phase,” he
said. No one else in a position of authority and knowledge would speak on the record due
to “the sensitivity of the situation,” according to the Associated Press.

On ABC television, former counterterrorism chief Richard Clarke reminded
viewers that this was a “carbon copy” of the 1995 planned terrorist attack formulated by
al Qaeda in the Philippines. These plotters also proposed crashing hijacked airliners into
the World Trade Center, a fact conveniently forgotten when Bush officials claimed no one
could have suspected such an event prior to 9/11. He also mentioned the broken plot in
Miami in June, 2006, where seven men were arrested and accused of plotting to bomb
Chicago’s Sears Tower. Clarke said that British Intelligence is “very good” and, in fact,
had infiltrated the terrorist “sleeper cells”.

“What is the full dimension of the attack?” asked Clarke. Many think this is the
true question. Who is truly behind these “homegrown” terrorists?

In the Miami case, it was an FBI informant posing as a representative of al Qaeda,
just as the British intelligence agents in the current case. The seven young men arrested
in this FBI “sting” operation were all from Miami’s Liberty City, one of the poorest
ghettoes in the US. No weapons, explosives or other paraphernalia was found. All
evidence in the case came from “the al Qaeda representative,” according to the
government’s indictment --- who, of course, was the FBI informant. Chicago Police
Superintendent Phil Cline stated, “There was never any credible threat to the Sears Tower

at all.” Even FBI Deputy Director John Pistole agreed that “this group was more



aspirational than operational.”

[No credible threat to Sears Tower: http://www.foxnews.com/

story/0,2933,200683,00.html]

In May, 2006, Pakistani immigrant Shahawar Siraj was found guilty in New York
City of plotting to blow up the Herald Square subway station. Court evidence indicated
this “plot” was based entirely on suggestions from an FBI informant, who taunted the
defendant with photographs of Abu Ghraib torture victims and demanded to know how,
as a Muslim, he could fail to take action. Two years ago, in Albany, New York, the FBI
recruited a Pakistani immigrant to ensnare two other immigrants in a fictitious scheme to
help a non-existent person buy a weapon for a fake terrorist plot. The immigrant was
promised leniency on minor fraud charges in exchange for his cooperation.

In view of these obvious spurious provocations coupled with growing suspicions
among the public that the 9/11 attacks themselves were either allowed or orchestrated by
elements within the US Government, Clarke’s rhetorical question becomes even more
significant --- “What is the full dimension of the attack?”

As in any good crime detection, one must ask, “Who benefits from the crime?
Who has the means, motive and opportunity to conduct this crime?”

One good terrorist strike does not necessitate others. The deaths of 9/11 were
enough to convince the public that terrorism was abroad in the land. Further fatalities are
not needed to further diminish individual liberties, just the continued threat of such. This
can easily be arranged by government agent provocateurs. For example, say a Pakistani
working for British intelligence convenes a group of Pakistanis already bitter about the
discrimination they face in Britain. They are taught by the agent to mix chemicals to
make explosives and there is much planning to sneak the explosives onto airliners. Then,
the trap is sprung and the terrorist threat is thwarted by our brave and vigilant intelligence
organizations.

Security everywhere is tightened, liberties further constrained, government
budgets increased and everyone is happy except perhaps for the poor patsies who spend
the rest of their life in prison trying to figure out how their great revolutionary plan went

wrong.



When these acts of terrorism are announced, we should all demand truthful
answers to questions such as: Which individual initiated the terrorists’ plans? Who did
this individual truly represent? Who supplied the funds for the terrorists’ activities and
where did such funds originate?

Ironically, even supposed enemies are often two sides of the same coin. Author
Thom Hartmann pointed out that both the hawks in America and Muslim terrorists
operate from similar ideologies— though the specifics may differ, both groups believe
the end justifies the means and that people must be frightened into accepting religion and

nationalism for the greater good of morality and a stable state.

[Enemies operate from same ideology: http://www.commondreams.org/cgi-bin/print.cgi?
file=/views04/1207-26.htm]

Aside from the al Qaeda organization, even more questions remain concerning the
aupposed hijackers themselves. The day following 9/11, FBI director Robert Mueller
announced some astonishingly swift police work. “We have, in the last twenty-four hours,
taken the [passenger] manifests and used them in an evidentiary manner. And have
successfully, I believe, identified many of the hijackers on each of the four flights that went
down,” he told newsmen. Sounding like a 1940s police detective, Mueller added, “We will

leave no stone unturned to find those responsible for the tragedies.”

[No stone unturned: Editors, “They Saw It Happen,” America at War, (New York:
Personality Profiles Presents, 2001)]

Yet, at the same time, Mueller acknowledged that the list of named hijackers might
not contain their real names.

An obvious set of questions arises from this scenario: If they used aliases, how did
the FBI identify them so quickly? How did the FBI learn the names of five of the hijackers
and obtain their photographs the day of the attacks? And where did agents obtain the
names and locations of businesses and restaurants used by the hijackers by that same

afternoon?



Not one of the accused hijackers’ names appeared on the passenger lists made
public by American or United airlines. In fact, as many as seven of those named as the

culprits in the attacks were soon found alive and well in the Middle East.

Saudi pilot Waleed al-Shehri was identified by the US Justice Department as one of
the men who crashed American Flight 11 into the WTC. But a few days later, Waleed al-
Shehri contacted authorities in Casablanca, Morocco, to proclaim that he was very much
alive and played no part in the attacks. He said he did train as a pilot in the United States
but left the country in September 2000, to become a pilot with Saudi Arabian Airlines.
Strangely, The 9/11 Commission Report speculates in its opening pages that al-Shehri must
have been the man responsible for stabbing one of the flight attendants on Flight 11.

[Some identified hijackers still alive: Editors, “Hijack suspects alive and well,” BBC News

(Sept. 23, 2001)

Another man identified as one of the hijackers of Flight 11, Abdulaziz al-Omari,
also turned up alive in the Middle East, telling BBC News that he lost his passport while
visiting Denver, Colorado. Actually two turned up, as yet another Abdulaziz al-Omari
surfaced in Saudi Arabia very much alive and telling newsmen, “I couldn’t believe the FBI
put me on their list. They gave my name and my date of birth, but I am not a suicide
bomber. I am here. I am alive. I have no idea how to fly a plane. I had nothing to do with

this.”

Yet another man identified as one of the hijackers of United Flight 93, Saeed al-
Ghamdi, was reported alive and well and working as a pilot in Saudi Arabia. “You cannot
imagine what it is like to be described as a terrorist—and a dead man—when you are
innocent and alive,” said al-Ghamdi, who was given a holiday by his airline in Saudi

Arabia to avoid arrest.

[Saeed al-Ghamdi: Ibid.]

“There were even reports that another identified hijacker, Khalid al-Midhar, might

also be alive.



“It was proved that five of the names included in the FBI list had nothing to do with
what happened,” announced Saudi Arabia’s foreign minister Prince Saud al-Faisal, after

meeting with President Bush on September 20, 2001.

[Saudi Prince al-Faisal: http://911review.org/Wiki/HijackersAliveAndWell.shtml ]

Mueller acknowledged within days of the attacks that the identities of the hijackers
were in doubt but this gained little notice in the rush to publicize the culprits. Despite
initially saying he was “fairly confident” that the published names of the hijackers were
correct, Mueller later admitted, “The identification process has been complicated by the
fact that many Arab family names are similar. It is also possible that the hijackers used

false identities.”

[Arab names similar: Hanna Rosin, “Some Cry Foul As Authorities Cast a Wide Net,”

Washington Post (Sept. 28, 2001)]

Since Saudi Arabia’s foreign minister claimed five of the proclaimed hijackers were
not aboard the death planes and in fact are still alive, and a sixth man on that list was
reported to be alive and well in Tunisia, why are these names still on the FBI list? These
same names were used in the final report of the 9/11 Commission with no attempt to
clarify the name confusion. In fact, its report goes into considerable detail throughout its
pages about the supposed sinister activities of these men, apparently oblivious that
numerous mainstream media sources such as the Associated Press and the BBC had long

ago established that they were not on the flights.

Very soon after the attacks, the stunning news that many of the accused hijackers

were in training at American flight schools hit the headlines.

In September 2002, during testimony before a joint congressional committee,
Kristin Breitweiser, whose husband, Ronald, died at the WTC, asked a most pertinent
question about this admitted fact, a question that continues to go unanswered. She cited a

New York Times article the day after the strikes stating that FBI agents arrived at flight



schools within hours to gather biographies on the terrorists. “How did the FBI know where
to go a few hours after the attacks?...Were any of the hijackers already under
surveillance?” She asked. Or were they already known to the authorities, thanks to some

agency’s data base?

[Kristin Breitweiser: Jim Miklaszewski, “US had 12 warnings of jet attacks,” NBC,
MSNBC, The Associated Press and Reuters (Sept. 18, 2002)]

One obvious lead ignored by the FBI but pursued by investigative reporter Daniel
Hopsicker concerns two flight schools at the tiny Venice Airport at the retirement
community of Venice, Florida, where three of the four accused 9/11 pilots learned to fly.
“Florida is the biggest 9/11 crime scene that wasn’t reduced to rubble,” noted Hopsicker.

“But it hasn’t been treated that way. And no one has offered any reason why.

“Both flight schools were owned by Dutch nationals. Both had been recently
purchased, at about the same time. A year later terrorists began to arrive, in numbers
greater than we have so far been told. All of this must be just a freak coincidence,

according to the FBL.”

Hopsicker also noted that government officials claimed that the Arab terrorists
came to the United States for flight training because it was less expensive, yet, according

to aviation experts, they actually paid more than double the cost of training elsewhere.

[Venice Airport, Florida: Daniel Hopsicker, Welcome to Terrorland, (Eugene, OR: The
MaD.C.ow Press, 2004)]

Hopsicker said he confirmed that within hours of the 9/11 attacks, a military C-130
Hercules transport plane arrived at the Venice airport where a rental truck loaded with the
records of Huffman Aviation—one of the flight schools reportedly used by the hijackers—

was driven onto the craft and airlifted to Washington escorted by Florida Gov. Jeb Bush.



[C-130 takes evidence: Ibid.]

We’ve noted that none of the accused hijackers’ names appear on any of the
passenger lists. Additionally, there was also a discrepancy of thirty-five names between the
published passenger lists and the official death toll on all four of the ill-fated flights. The
published names —none with Arabic-sounding names—did not match the total listed for

the number of people on board. Why the discrepancy?

To add to this mystery, Dr. Thomas R. Olmsted, a psychiatrist and former navy line
officer, filed a Freedom of Information Act request with the Armed Forces Institute of
Pathology (AFIP), which had responsibility for identifying all victims in the Pentagon
reportedly killed by the crash of Flight 77. Only after the start of the Iraq invasion did Dr.
Olmsted finally receive his accounting. “No Arabs wound up on the morgue slab,” noted
Dr. Olmsted. “However . . . additional [emphasis in the original] people not listed by
American Airlines sneaked in. I have seen no explanation for these extras.”

The airline listed fifty-six persons on Flight 77 yet the AFIP listed sixty-four bodies
as passengers on the plane. “And they did not explain how they were able to tell ‘victims’

bodies from ‘hijacker’ bodies,” added Dr. Olmsted.

[No Arabs on Flight 77: Thomas R. Olsted, M.D., “Autopsy: No Arabs on Flight 77,”

SierraTimes.com (July 6, 2003); www.sierratimes.com/03/07/02/article_tro.htm]

Plenty of disturbing questions surround the story of alleged Flight 77 pilot --- Hani
Hanjour. It is widely known that this young Saudi had a history of great difficulties in his
efforts to learn to fly. As late as August, 2001, he was unable to demonstrate enough

piloting skills to even rent a Cessna 172.

Among other news sources on this subject, Newsday revealed the following
remarkable facts about Hanjour: “At Freeway Airport in Bowie, Md., 20 miles west of
Washington, flight instructor Sheri Baxter instantly recognized the name of alleged

hijacker Hani Hanjour when the FBI released a list of 19 suspects in the four hijackings.



Hanjour, the only suspect on Flight 77 the FBI listed as a pilot, had come to the airport one

month earlier seeking to rent a small plane.

“However, when Baxter and fellow instructor Ben Conner took the slender, soft-
spoken Hanjour on three test runs during the second week of August, they found he had
trouble controlling and landing the single-engine Cessna 172. Even though Hanjour
showed a federal pilot’s license and a log book cataloging six hundred hours of flying
experience, chief flight instructor Marcel Bernard declined to rent him a plane without

more lessons.”

[Hani Hanjour’s flight capabilities: http://www.newsday.com/ny-
usflight232380680sep23.story]

Yet, Hanjour, who was not permitted to rent a Cessna, according to the official
story, reportedly piloted a huge Boeing 757 in a 7,000-feet spiraling dive within two
minutes, leveled the craft at tree-top level and smashed into the west wall of the Pentagon,

a performance that even seasoned pilots would find difficult.

Nila Sagadevan, a pilot and aeronautical engineer in an article posted on the
Veterans Today website, wrote, “A common misconception non-pilots have about
simulators is how “easy” it is to operate them. They are indeed relatively easy to operate
if the objective is to make a few lazy turns and frolic about in the “open sky”. But if the
intent is to execute any kind of a maneuver with even the least bit of precision, the task
immediately becomes quite daunting. And if the aim is to navigate to a specific
geographic location hundreds of miles away while flying at over 500 MPH, 30,000 feet
above the ground the challenges become virtually impossible for an untrained pilot.”

He pointed out that after the improbable feat of Hani Hanjour being able to
physically overpower Flight 77’s captain and first officer, Charles F. Burlingame and
David Charlesbois, he then was faced with this situation:

“If Hanjour looked straight ahead through the windshield, or off to his left at the
ground, at best he would see, 35,000 feet — 7 miles — below him, a murky brownish-
grey-green landscape, virtually devoid of any significant surface detail, while the aircraft

he was now piloting was moving along, almost imperceptibly and in eerie silence, at



around 500 MPH (about 750 feet every second). In a real-world scenario, with this kind
of ‘situational NON-awareness’, Hanjour might as well have been flying over Argentina,
Russia, or Japan—he wouldn’t have had a clue as to where, precisely, he was... Seeing
nothing outside, Mr. Hanjour would be forced to divert his attention to his instrument
panel, where he’d be faced with a bewildering array of instruments—nothing like he had
seen in a Cessna 172. He would then have to very quickly interpret his heading, ground
track, altitude, and airspeed information on the displays before he could even figure out
where in the world he was, much less where the Pentagon was located in relation to his
position. After all, before he can crash into a target, he has to first find the target.”

Sagadevan said, “A discussion on ground effect energy, vortex compression,
downwash reaction, wake turbulence, and jetblast effects are beyond the scope of this
article.... Let it suffice to say that it is physically impossible to fly a 200,000-1b airliner
20 feet above the ground at 400 mph.”

After denigrating the official theory of lightly-trained Muslim terrorists being able
to miraculously pilot three jumbo airliners into three buildings, Sagadevan explained,
“The writers of the official storyline expect us to believe, that once the flight deck crews
had been overpowered, and the hijackers ‘took control’ of the various aircraft, their
intended targets suddenly popped up in their windshields as they would have in some
arcade game, and all that these fellows would have had to do was simply aim their
airplanes at the buildings and fly into them. Most people who have been exposed only to
the official storyline have never been on the flight deck of an airliner at altitude and
looked at the outside world; if they had, they’d realize the absurdity of this kind of

reasoning.”

[Pilot Nila Sagadevan on absurdity of official story: http://
www.veteranstoday.com/2010/08/13/nila-sagadevan-911-the-impossibility-of-flying-

heavy-aircraft-without-training/]

Danielle O’Brien, one of the Dulles air traffic controllers, had this to say about
Flight 77: “The speed, the maneuverability, the way [the pilot] turned, we all thought in the
radar room, all of us experienced air traffic controllers, that it was a military plane.” This

assessment may indeed have been correct, as is revealed in the Appendix to this book.



[Danielle O’Brien: Griffin, op. cit.]

Numerous puzzling stories have also emerged about the so-called mastermind of
the hijackers, Mohamed Atta.

Atta reportedly left behind in his parked car two suitcases containing incriminating
documents, including Atta’s passport, driver’s license, his last will, a copy of the Koran,
flight simulation manuals for Boeing aircraft and a note to other hijackers. But why even
take suitcases on a suicide mission? And if the suitcases were camouflage to present the
appearance of a normal tourist, why did he leave them behind?

CNN reported on September 16, 2001 “In New York, several blocks from the ruins
of the World Trade Center, a passport authorities said belonged to one of the hijackers was
discovered a few days ago, according to city Police Commissioner Bernard Kerik. That has
prompted the FBI and police to widen the search area beyond the immediate crash site.”

What happened to the passport and this story? Both seemed to have disappeared.

The discovered passport has been widely reported to have belonged to Mohamed
Atta but actually was said to have been in the name of Satam al Sugami, supposedly the
pilot of Flight 11 which reportedly was consumed within the North Tower after striking it
dead on. The “black box” flight recorders on both WTC planes, designed to withstand
crashes, were said to have been damaged beyond recognition and all of the concrete of the
actual buildings was reduced to very fine dust. So how is that a paper passport can be
fortuitously found intact on the ground blocks from the WTC? Some suspicious

researchers smelled planted evidence.

[Passport found: http://www.cnn.com/2001/US/09/16/gen.america.under.attack/; “Terrorist
Hunt,” ABC News (Sept. 12, 2001)]

Even stranger was the story told by the father of a 9/11 flight victim. Joseph
Iskandar, a 73-year-old native of Lebanon who immigrated to the U.S. in 1980, told of
receiving four credit cards that had belonged to his son, Waleed, a passenger on American

Flight 11. In an interview, Iskandar recalled, “When I returned to Ground Zero for the first



anniversary of 9/11, I was told by some men that they had found four of Waleed’s credit
cards, all in good condition. They never told me how they found it or where but just sent
me the cards.” Iskandar, who never questioned the identity of the men or the legitimacy of
the cards, added, “Waleed used to keep his credit cards in his wallet and although it was a
bit unusual considering the devastating crash, I just considered it to be a miracle from God.
I then took the cards and they are included in a memorial at his burial site.” The cards — an
ATM card and Frequent Flyer cards from American, Delta and United Airlines -- were

mailed to his home several weeks following his encounter with the men at Ground Zero.

[Iskandar credit cards miraculously appear: http://forums.canadiancontent.net/news/41589-

more-miraculous-9-11-evidence.html]

In yet another odd occurance of recovered 9/11 property, journalist Greg
Szymanski reported that 9/11 first responder Capt. Jim Ingledue of the Virginia Beach Fire
Department found a completely unblemished California ID card, driver’s license and
wedding ring of one of the Flight 77 passengers amidst the devastation and rubble at the
Pentagon. “Passenger Suzanne Calley’s husband, Frank, of San Martin, California, verified
the return of his wife’s items, but like Iskandar didn’t question or even seek verification of
the credibility of the evidence,” wrote Szymanski, who quoted Ingledue as saying, “I
remember thinking it was highly unusual and strange to find a perfectly intact ID card
amidst all that devastation. When we arrived at the Pentagon, we were advised to turn over
any personal effects or possible evidence immediately over to the FBI. I kept this bit of
evidence with me a little longer, I don’t know why, but I guess I thought it was strange to

find an ID in perfect shape when everything else around me was devastated.”

[Capt. Jim Ingledue and driver’s license: Ibid.]

Author David Ray Griffin quoted an unnamed high-level intelligence source as
saying what was on many people’s minds, “Whatever trail was left was left deliberately—
for the FBI to chase.” Like the suitcase issue, the paper passport found in the World Trade

Center debris led many researchers to suspect planted evidence. But who would plant such



evidence and for what purpose?

[Trail left deliberately: Griffin, op. cit.]

At least one homegrown plot directed by the government as a provocation against
Americans may have been uncovered soon after 9/11 itself.

Late on Saturday, May 11, 2002, an astute deputy sheriff in Jacksonville, FL,
stopped a speeding late-model pickup truck. The deputy was amazed to find the truck’s
driver dressed all in black, wearing a pistol in a shoulder holster and plastic pads on his
elbows and knees. In the truck also were large knives, a 12-gauge shotgun, shotgun and
pistol ammunition, four ammo magazines, a six-volt battery, duct tape, speaker wire and
parts of an explosive device. He was further amazed to find the suspect was a soldier from
Fort Stewart, GA.

He arrested Army Specialist Derek Lawrence Peterson. The arresting officer
recognized Peterson’s truck as one seen earlier parked near the main gate of a nearby
Florida Power and Light station. Tracking footprints from where the truck had been

parked, investigating officers discovered an explosive device beneath power lines.

The 27-year-old soldier explained he was practicing night reconnaissance tactics.
A spokesman for Fort Stewart confirmed that Peterson had been stationed there for about a

month with B Company, 15t Battalion, 64 Armored Division.

If Peterson was simply an idiot that somehow made it into the Army, one would
expect widespread news coverage to demonstrate how seriously authorities were taking
attempted bombings. On the other hand, if Peterson was carrying out some undisclosed
covert military orders, one would expect the incident to be hushed up. The soldier was held
in a Jacksonville jail without visitors in lieu of $5 million bail. Somebody was taking this
case quite seriously, yet there was no national news coverage of this incident at a time of
heightened fear and excitement over terrorist incidents and the initial court hearing for
Peterson was postponed. A 2010 computer search on this incident turned up no new

information or any resolution of this bizarre case.

[Spc. Peterson’s arrest: Noelle Phillips, “Fort Stewart soldier jailed in Florida on $5
million bond,” Savannah Morning News (May 16, 2002)]



In what almost appeared to be an instant replay of the Derek Lawrence Peterson
saga, in September 2010, sheriff’s deputies in Effingham County, GA, arrested three men
in the early morning hours near Georgia Power’s Plant McIntosh on Old Augusta Road.
The arrest came after an alert Department of Natural Resources ranger reported a
suspicious vehicle near the power station. Deputies discovered a machete, shovel, wire
cutters and ski masks in the men’s 1995 Nissan Ranger.

Arrested were Evgeniy Luzhetskiy from Kazakhastan and Nail Idiatullin and
Rustem Ibragimov of Russia. All three said they lived in Charleston, S.C. The three were
charged with possession of tools during the commission of a crime and handed over to a
federal Joint Terrorism Task Force. David Ehsanipoor, a spokesman for the sheriff’s
department, said the trio was released after questioning by task force members. “They did
all have visas that allowed them to be here and are supposed to be leaving the country
soon,” said Ehsanipoor. Some conspiracy researchers wondered if the three also were

undergoing training at Fort Stewart.

[Foreigners arrested near Georgia power plant: DeAnn Komanecky, “Effingham deputies
call feds after arresting Russians with shovel, wire cutters outside Georgia Power plant,”
Savannah Morning News (September 9, 2010)]

Also, consider the case of the man who tried to stop the first World Trade Center

bombing as an historical precedent.

According to the New York Times, in 1992 and early 1993 an FBI informant named
Emad Salem was involved with Middle Eastern terrorists connected to Osama bin Laden.
They were developing a bomb for use against New York’s World Trade Center. Salem, a
43-year-old former Egyptian Army officer, wanted to substitute a harmless powder for the
explosive but his plan to thwart the attack was blocked by an FBI official who apparently
did not want to expose the inside informa