From: The Court of Law
Reference:JDGT-2024000YLAW/911/
Address supplied in due course

Judgment

under the Law

Regarding the attacks on the United States of America
on 11th September 200%and related matters

1. I make this judgment in accordance with my duties under the paramount and

mandatory Law under sworn oath before the One True God. This judgment

therefore carries the authority of Law and may be enforced without consent,

unli ke the 9/11 Commi ssionds account or media r
2. The only law which operates universally & and therefore internationally dis

the Law set out in my sworn affidavit to the King of the United Kingdom dated
27t July 2023, which has been approved by him by tacit procuration under
the Principles of Law.

3. I make this judgment because the King has failed to perform his duty to Law
and Justice, as he swore under oath to do at his coronation of 6 th May 2023,
witnessed via television by the people of the world. The King has also
accepted my authority to make judgment s under the Law.

DavidShayler Affidavit, A verified plain statementof fact, duty andlaw, to the King
27" July2023
https://www.bookofthelaw.org/downloads/20230727_Affidavit_of Law.pdf

4. But first, some definitions and wisdom

Words have their natural meanings unless otherwiseefined

See above affidavit for definitions of words under the Law

Each will be judged according to what he has done

Without truth, there is no justice.
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The truth is all too frequently overpowered; he who does not disapprove,
approves.

The truth is best determined by thereasonedanalysis of primary source
evidence.

The best corrector of error is the People.
He who is givenevery opportunity to deny but does not, admits.

No rule of Law protects those who refuse to make enquirieshen
circumstances gravely demand it

For every million people hacking at the branches of the Tree of Evil, there is
one hacking at the roots

Onefree thinker is more effective than a million mindcontrolled slaves.

Once you have eliminated the impossible what you are left with is the
solution, no matter how improbable(it might seem to some.

The young shepherd boy David brought down the enormous Goliath with a
single slingshot to the forehead.

Keyudgnsent

5.

10.

It is beyond reasonable doubt that the official account set out in the 9/11
Commission report that hijacked aeroplanes were flown into buildings that

then collapsed as a result of fire damage and gravity is wholly false , when
examined against the evidence.

The attacks of 11 th September were beyond reasonable doubt carried out by
elements of the US state and not Islamic terrorists or other insurgents , given
the advanced level of technology used, = namely military drones , most likely an
A-3 Skywarrior , delivering the missiles used in the attacks and
thermite/thermate  -- or similar exothermic substances -- and Directed Energy
Weapons 9 also known as particle beam weapons 0 being used to collapse the
towers at the WTC .

Israel i nationals played a part in the planning and preparation of those
attacks and was responsible for the explosions at the World Trade Centre
complex that day, which were not investigated by the 9/11 Commission.

If the evidence against the five Israeli nationals arrested that day o popularly
known as t he 6 Dadhadigong befor® a jarg, Itsimerbbers would
have easily had enough evidence to convict them beyond reasonable doubt
given that they were in possession of material with explosive traces, targeting

maps and lied to police about their location at the time of the attacks.

These Israeli nationals are on the record stating that they were documenting

the attacks. Given they would have recorded the second impact ,on WTC2, at
least, they would have known that the object was a military drone delivering a
missile , not a jet airliner .

They would therefore have known that elements of the US military had carried
out the attacks on the WTC complex. Itis highly likely that Israel used this
information to blackmail the US.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Over a hundred Israeli nationals with military and intelligence experience
were secretly arrested and deported from the US in the months running up to
the 9/11 attacks  (and another sixty were reportedly arrested after the
attacks).

Given their experience and skills and the absence of any evidence of hijackers
and hijacked aircraft , it is almost certain that they were involved in the
planning and preparation of the attacks and falsely incriminated Muslims,
innocent of any involvement in those attacks.

This also explains why the Joint Congressional Inquiry into the 9/11 attacks
could gather so much intelligence about
to the attack but had little to say about the execution of the attacks.

Israel has failed to comply with binding UN Security Council resolutions
mandating & under its lawful meaning o withdrawal from its occupation of the
West Bank.

Il sr ael 0 s -occapatomdf Gazags a war crime under the Principles of
Nuremberg, even before the evidence is considered that it deployed the
chemical weapon white phosphorus against men, women and children there,
as it has admitted to doing before the attack on 7 th October 2023.

Hamas has only ever carried out operations against the Israeli occupier. It
does not therefore pose any terrorist threat to the lives of the people of the
world , outside the Israeli occupation.

Israeli operatives almost certainly carried out the attacks in London in July
1994 on the Israeli Embassy and Balfour House, a building housing Israeli
interest groups , then blamed the attacks on two Palestinians, who had alibis
for the day of the attack.

There is no evidence subjected to reasoned scrutiny consistent with the four
alleged suicide bombers being in London on 7 th July 2005, the day of the 7/7
attacks and therefore being responsible for the attacks.

The CCTV evidence used to justify the involvement of the four alleged suicide
bombers all shows obvious signs of being manipulated.

One of the men, Mohammed Sidique Khan, is likely to have been an agent of
MI5. This may have led to the British government being blackmailed over its
perceived involvement in the attacks , in the same way it appears that Israel

blackmailed the US for the involvement of elements of the US state in the
9/11 attacks.

The primary source evidence from police at the scene of the Manchester Arena
attack on 22 nd May 201 7 contradicts evidence used to support the official
account.

The man held responsible for the attack, Salman Abeidi, is the son of

Ramadan Abeidi, whom | remember being an MI6 agent involved in an MI6 -
funded assassination plot in 1996. Both are reportedly members of the

Libyan Islamic Fighting Group, a Muslim terrorist group , Which has enjoyed a
close relationship with MI6.
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With regard to the objects used in the 9/11attacks

23. All the primary source evidence is consistent with a military drone , likely an
A-3 Skywarrior, a remote -controlled US military jet, being used to fire missiles
to inflict the damage done to the Twin Towers of the WTC and the Pentagon on
11th September 2001.

24. None of the evidence observed is consistent with  civilian aircraft being used in
the attacks , particularly the speeds at which the objects approached and
impacted the buildings and the damage done on impact.

25. The US powers -that failed to carry out their duties with regard to air crash
investigations , which are required under law.

26. There is therefore no primary source evidence that Flights AA11, AA77 and
UA175 were involved in the attacks or that Flight UA93 crashed into the
ground in Shanksville, Pennsylvania.

27. There is no evidence of large parts of aircraft being observed at any of the sites
where the planes are alleged to have crashed.

28. This judgment that missile s fired from drones , not commercial jet airliners ,
were used is confirmed by:

i Video recordings of the objectsmpacting WTC1 and WTCZ owers
of the World Trade Centre Compleshow they did sowithout
fracturing or decomposing in any way. These penetrative
properties belong to missilesnot aeroplanes which have noses
made of lightweight materials like carbon or plastic.

il. US government data showing that the speeds tife objects
entering the Twin Towersand the Pentagorwere well beyond the
speeds that jetliners are physically capable of at altitudes so close
to sea level.

iii. An audio recording of the whistling sound made by the object
entering the North Tower, which closely resembles the sound made
by a missile and not the rumbling or roaringsound made bya jet
engine

iv. An enhanced image of the object hitting the Pentagon showing it
leaves a corkscrew trail, indicative of it being a missile. Jetliners do
not leave a trail at altitudes so close to sea level

V. The lack of plane parts observed at Shanksville, the site where
Flight UA93 is alleged to have crashed into the ground, after
passengers allegedly overpowered the alleged hijackers. In this
case, thedrone set to deliver a missilewas shot down.

Vi. The turbo jet fan of an A3 Skywarrior being photographed among
the damage done to the Pentagon; and the object approaching
WTC2 firing two shots before it impacts the building.

29. The missiles deployed were most likely Tomahawks or similar, which are in
the possession of the US military

30. Missiles and remote -controlled military planes  are beyond the technological
capabilities of terrorist, resistance or other kinds of insurgent groups. No
nation has the capability to launch this type of attack on the US.
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31. Inthe light of all the evidence being consistent with missiles being used in the
attacks, piece s of aircraft alleged to be recovered from the WTC complex and
the two or three small pieces at the Pentagon must have come from either
military planes painted in commercial airliner livery or were planted evidence
to give the impression that  commercial jet airliners  had crashed into the
buildings at the respective sites.

32.  Although the vast majority of withesses at the WTC have related how they saw
aeroplanes, few reported hearing them |, proving that passenger jet liners were
not used in the attacks as they make a loud rumbling sound at low altitudes.

33. Before the 9/11 attacks, the US military had acknowledge d the existence of
holograms & also known as 3D volumetric projections and proposed how they
mi ght be used in a n &wsydhaogical warfared 8lzaged da r &
deception.

34. It is beyond reasonable doubtthat  drones and missiles surrounded by 3D
volumetric projections  or similar were used in the attacks on ~ WTC1, WTC2
and the Pentagon that day , not passenger airliners .

With regard to the collapse of the Twin Towers

35. Animage of the WTC complex taken before any clearance operation could
have begun shows that nearly all of the 220 storeys of collapsed rubble
consistent with the media  accounts & and later the US National Institute of
Science and Technolodofthe@dlapses rara hot presemto r t

36. The US National Institute of Science and Technology report into the collapses
of WTC1, WTC2 and WTC7 only modelled scenarios up to the point of
collapse, meaning it arrived at its conclusions using selective evidence.

37. Although it concluded that the three towers had been collapsed by fire and
gravity, it did not consider why other buildings which burned more intensely,
longer and likely hotter than the towers did not collapse.

3. The scientists at NIST did not subject their mo:
regard to momentum in particular. They fail to account, for example , for all
three towers collapsing at freefall speed allowing for air resistance, with floors
below the impact zones in the case of the Twin Towers offering no resistance.

39. The observation of molten steel dripping from WTC2 before it collapsed is
most likely explained as a thermite/thermate reaction used in controlled
demolition. Independent experiments have established that this is not molten
aluminium from a plane. The us e of thermite/thermate therefore or a similar
exothermic substance partly explains the way the towers were collapsed

40. The rapid transformation of the collapsing Towers into fine dust; the toasted
cars parked far from the WTC; the energy and heat levels observed; the
observation of the Hutchison Effect on Hurricane Erin  and the seismic data
observed that day are entirely consistent with the use of Directed Energy
Weapons 3 also known as beam weapons or particle beam weapons dora
similar advanced technology.

41. It is beyond reasonable doubt that the WTC1, WTC2 and WTC7 did not
collapse as a result of th  eir steel frame s being weakened by burning airline
fuel igniting office equipment within the buildings. Airline fuel does not burn
at a sufficiently high temperature to weaken steel. Independent tests showed
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that the steel beams would have been able to easily bear the weigh t without
collapsing.

42. Itis therefore beyond reasonable doubt that the collapse of all three towers
was a result of thermite/thermate = DEWS being deployed rather than
collapsing as a result of fire damage and gravity.

With regard to the alleged hijackers

43. Given that there is no evidence of hijacked passenger jetliners being used in
the 9/11 attacks, it is beyond reasonable doubt  there can be no evidence of
hijackers of those planes.

44. If all the evidence shows there were no commercial airliners  used in the
attacks, then it is beyond reasonable doubt  there were no communications
coming from those planes that day.

45. At the time of the attacks, the technology did not exist to make mobile phone
calls from civilian aircraft.

46. The calls allegedly made on 6Airfonesd the bran
call technology , demonstrate that the two flight attendants allegedly on Flight
AA1l1l are making false accounts of their circumstances

47. Despite hearing a recording of one of the flight attendants, the 9/11
Commissioners do not seekto  reconcile these false accounts.

48. The FBI has been unable to publicly release the flight manifests or passenger
lists for any of the flights allegedly hijacked that day, even though media
reports claimed that the agency had identified the alleged hijackers from these
records.

49. The media also claimed the FBI had identified the 19 alleged hijackers from
payphone records. Given that this data only provides evidence of the phones
the call is made from and to and the timing of the call, it is not possible to
identify suspects inthi s manner.

50. The FBI claimed to have O6identifiedd the 19 all
after the attacks, even though the agency could only provide dates of birth
Ousedd by six of the men.

51. This is not a standard of ©o6identificationd whic
and intelligence investigations. Theso-cal l ed 619 hijackers® have n
identified therefore.

52. The media has reported at least eight of the alleged hijackers are still alive.

Given the poor standards of the FBIO&6s cl ai med i
more | ikely to be true than the FBI O&6s oO6identi fi:
53. Priorto 9/11 , officers at FBI HQ in Washington had failed to react to multiple

reports on multiple occasions  of Islamic terrorists  being in the US, with some
being specifically reported to be potentially involved in aviation terrorism

54. FBI HQ, not local field offices, investigated the 9/11 attacks. This means
functionaries and not investigators were responsible for the limited enquiries
FBI officers carried out
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55.

After the 9/11 attacks, the FBI failed to investigate the events of 9/11
according to the accepted standards of an investigation into crime.

With regard to the failure to investigate in atimely  and thorough fashion

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

The US government relied on trial by media to inculpate Muslims innocent of

any involvement in the attacks to falsely justify military action against

Afghanistan, which at the time of the attacks gave sanctuary to Osama Bin
Laden, the head of Al Qaeda.

This failure to perform  a solemn duty under law constitutes the offence of
fraud in law.

NATO 0 of which the US military is the leading member & was able to launch a
full -scale invasion of Afghanistan just three weeks after the attacks . |
therefore conclude in judgment that the US already had well -advanced plans
for this invasion and was looking for any pretext, whether false or true, to

justify its actions

As part of NATO, the US waged war on Afghanistan and its people, described
in the Principles of Nuremberg as the worst offence which can be committed
in law.

The actions of NATO, led by the US, which followed are war crimes as the case
for military action was fraudulent. NATO waged war, carrying out aggression
without lawful reason or purpose

Members of the US administration became co  -conspirators with the elements
of the US military which carried out the attacks  , when they failed to
investigate the evidence observed on 9/11 with due diligence.

Given that the US had already invaded and occupied Afghanistan using a

false account of the 9/11 attacks, NATO members could not after that hear
any evidence undermining this account without implicating themselves in war
crimes.

The 9/11 Commissioners only heard and considered evidence which
supported the original version of events put forward in the media for the same
reason.

The 9/11 Commission  did not report its findings until 22 nd July 2004, nearly
three years after the attacks and the invasion of Afghanistan.

Time is of the essence when it comes to an investigation. The longer it takes
for the powers -that -be to perform their duty of investigation into a suspected
crime; the longer the culprits have to cover their tracks.

The 9/11 Commissioners had so little knowledge of the events of 11 th
September 2001 that it failed to mention the collapse of WTC?7, a 47-stor ey
skyscraper, in its final report, even though the building is mentioned in the
report.

The 9/11 Commission ers have revealed they had so little knowledge of basic
science that they were not competent to come to any informed conclusions
about the events of that day and their causes.
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68. The chair and vice -chair of the 9/11 Commission distanced themselves from
the Commi ssionds findings in a book they author
the Commission published its final report.

69. They also wrote that they considered setting up another enquiry to consider
the obviously fraudulent statements given to them at the enquiry by
government officials.

70.  Where the commissioners heading an enquiry have no confidence in the
reliability of the witnesses they heard and or the working of the commission
they sit on, no one should accept the conclusions they came to  or the
recommendations they made.

71. Catastrophic failure of governments across the world to do the ir duty to the
truth, particularly with regard to 9/11 and 7/7 , means Israel continues with
its occupation and ethnic cleansing in Palestine, leading to the genocide we
are witnessing today .

With regard to prior knowledge

72. The BBC, CNN and Fox News reporting the collapse of WTC7 and its causes
before it happened stands as evidence of prior knowledge of the attacks.

73. The Reuters News Agency admitted to being the original source of this
information  but no one has investigated how it came to be in possession of
information about the collapse 0 and its causes 0 before it happened.

74. Law enforcement agencies routinely take prior knowledge of a crime as
reasonable suspicion of complicity in it and therefore reason for probable
cause to investigate further. Yet, they have taken no action in public against
those who appear to have forekn  owledge of the 9/11 attacks.

75. Priorto 9/11, p olitic ians who were later part of the George W Bush
admi nistration foresaw the neadc &tophicaand new Pear
catalysing event G&to provide a pretext for US military hegemony across the
planet.

76. When 9/11 happened, they failed to exercise due diligence with regard to the
account presented in the media  and therefore waged war on the basis of
fraud.

General

77. First, | judge that it is extremely easy to disprove beyond reasonable doubt the
official theory regarding the 9/11 attacks that 19 Muslims hijacked planes
which they flew into buildings which then fell down due to fire weakening the
concrete and steel structures . Infact , these four images disprove that
account (for sourcing, see detailed accounts below):
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Figure 1. Animage of the WTC complex in the immediate aftermath of the
9/11 attacks, left, compared to an image before the attacks, using notation in
purple to compare the two, right

Figure 2. Two stillimages taken of the collapse of WTC2
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Figure 3. A series of still images taken from footage shot by Antonio
Rosario of Spiegel TV, Germany, showing the impact on WTC2

WTC7
is still
here

Figure 4. Animage captured from a BBC report, broadcast from shortly
before 17:00 hours, local timewi t h 6 Jane Standley BBC journalistod e
is stildl hered as added annotations
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Damage to the WTC complex observed before any alleged clegr

78. Figure 1 shows the damage to the World Trade Centre complex after the
collapse of the WTC1 and WTC2 but before the collapse of WTC7, which can

be seen still standing in the background , compared to when the  Twin Towers

were still standing . If the Towers had collapsed due to fire and gravity or in a
conventional controlled demolition, there would be many storeys of rubble
(even allowing for material to drop into the basements below the Towers).

79. The absence of this material proves beyond reasonable doubt that the Towers
were disintegrated, as can be observed by close inspection of footage of the
collapse. It also means that members of the US government were happy to
join the conspiracy of fraud thatthe material f r om &6égr ound
complex had been removed and shipped off to another country.

AEA OAIT 11 ADOAG 1T &£ OEA 41 xAO

80. Figure 2 proves beyond reasonable doubt that no phenomena consistent w
a building falling down due to gravity are observed, given that we see a
building rapidly turning into dust and large chunks of masonry  being thr
from the building , some of which rapidly turn into dust . This requires
enormous amounts of energy , which are not accounted for in the official
account (see Directed Energy Weapons ) below.

Seealso:

zerood

ith

own

N JBurkettreportingasTwin Towersbeginto collapseon Septemberl1,2001,EyewitnessNews

ABC7NYXhannel,YouTube7 September2018
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0CPVN L-bul

Flight UA175 melting into the South Tower

81. Figure 3 proves beyond reasonable doubt that the object going into the South
Tower was not a jetliner, which would be incapable of penetrating reinforced

concrete and steel because its nose is made of carbon or plastic and there is
no fragmentation of the object on impact. In the original footage, the object

entering WTC2 can also be observed to fire two shots before entering the
building, although these shots were removed from the footage when it was

used in corporate media documentaries about the 9/11 at tacks. This again is

wholly inconsistent with the object being a passenger jet airliner of any kind.

82. The only refutation of the evidence observed in the images in Figure 3 would

be that the footage is faked. Ri ¢ hast d

May 2012 , created from inputting videos taken on the day , shows that they
provide a consistent trajectory of the object hitting WTC2. This would have

been impossible to fake.

RichardD Hall 9/11 Wlight175Q3D RadarAnalysis21 May 2012
https://www.bitchute.com/video/Qxzx0gONTSpA/

83. Hall mapped as many of the flight 175 plane crash videos as he could over a
three -dimensional, or 3D, scale model of Manhattan. It revealed that 26 clips

of Flight UA175 appear ed to match the radar data supplied by the NTSB

84. Hall concluded that the video  footage of Flight UA175 was real but the object

in the footage could not have been a passenger jet airliner, disproving the

Judgmentunder the Law
Regarding the Attacks on the United States off $&ptember 2001
Pagellof 178

or

D Hal

t

he

0s



hypothesis that the impossible phenomenon observed in the videos was due to

the footage being faked.

85.  Since this research was published, an

explanation for the discrepancy of the

difference in the flight paths 0 about 1,400 feet or 430 metres & supplied to
the 9/11 Commission by the N ational Transport and Safety Bureau (hereafter

NTSB®S and that recorded by the
(h e r e a RADES § hés emerged.

84th Radar

evaluati csystemquadr onds

https://www.505ccw.acc.af.mil/About)s/FactSheets/Display/Article/376111/84tradar-

evaluationsquadron/

86. The RADES radar system was significantly further away from the WTC,
enough to create a fixed system error in the radar readings. This could
account for why the  RADES path seems over 1,000 feet out of position.

NTSB “Daniel R Bower" radar'path

§ drone aircraft ?

military "RADES" radar path

Figure5. An i mage taken from
t h

Analysis with his annotations, S
that of RADES

The BBC footage

howi ng

Richard D Halldéds 9/ 11 OFI
e NTSBdés radar data compa

87. Figure 4 proves beyond reasonable doubt that the BBC had prior knowledge of

the induced collapse of WTC?7.

88. The original footage has been taken down from the BBC website archive but
can be observed from 40min  utes 30 seconds in the presentation, 9/11 and
, an investigati onorantht o t he
biased and unscientific  coverage of independent investigators efforts to
establish the truth about the 9/11 attacks, whichlco  -wrote, co-produced and
presented , first published in June 2007.

The British Broadcasting Conspiracy

DavidShaylerand AdrianConnock

9/11 and TheBritishBroadcastingConspiracyOfficial ConfusiorProductions

Vimeo,24 June2007

Publishedat https://vimeo.com/423779766n 2020
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89. The footage shows BBC reporter Jane Standley, on the scene in New York
City, reporting t hat WTC7, also known as the 6Sal omon Br
collapsed due fire weakening its steel  -frame structure, even though the
building can still clearly be seen standing in the backgroun d and the report is
captioned:

The 47-storey Salomon Brothers building close to the World Trade Centre
has also collapsed

90. This indicates prior knowledge of the induced collapse of the building, wh ich
raises reasonable suspicion of involvement. The Reuters News Agency was
later established to be the original source of the report that WTC7 had
collapsed before it did (see The media reports the collapse of WTC7 before
it happened below).

Other matters

91. The failure to examine these images is not the only example of the US
government failing to investigate the attacks with solemnity and due diligence
in the immediate aftermath of the attacks.

92. It also failed to carry out its duties according to law by failing to forensicate
the sites of the attacks and fail  ing to carry out an air crash investigation
required by law for each of the flights that allegedly went down that day.

93. Given the clarity of this evidence, some will ask why | did not bri ng these
details to the attention of the powers -that -be, at the time.

94. | first became aware of the attacks when walking through Camden, North
London on the afternoon of  9/11 . | saw a group of people gathered around a
television screen in a bar. Curious at what had garnered their attention, |
looked in on the bar and saw what looked like an aircraft crashing into a
building. As | could not hear the commentary, | thought it was a video game
because the perceived aircraft was going so fast. As | walked away, |
overheard a man saying that two aircraft had gone into the Twin To wers of the
WTC complex and another into the Pentagon.

95. Now reali sing this was a terrorist attack, | rushed home, arriving to see the
WTC1, the second tower to collapse, live on television . My first thought was:
6 Were did the energy come from to make a building fall so quickly into
Before the invasion of Afghanistan, | gave public talks warning against taking
military action before the 9/11 attacks had been properly investigated, as any
investigation might exonerate Osama Bin Laden and Al Qaeda 06 and therefore
Afghanistan 9 of any involvement in the attacks.

96. Atthe time of the attacks , | was being prosecuted under the 1989 Official
Secrets Act by the Tony Blair government, not the Director of Public
Prosecutions. | was therefore preoccupied with my forthcoming trial. After
being convicted in a trial in which | was not allowed to freely cross examine
witnesses or freely speak in my own defence, | was imprisoned for six weeks
then released, subject to my being moni tored with an ankle tag, until
February 2003.

97. After that, | met MPs  to brief them about my experience of MI6 funding
Islamic terro rists in Libya , which had taken on a greater importance in the
light of Osama Bin Laden and Al Qaeda being held responsible for the 9/11
attacks. At the same time, | was researching and w riting a book about the
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corruption and failures of intelligence services , which was published in May
2005 , after the government had effectively banned it for fifteen months under
the process of submitting intelligence material for clearance

AnnieMachon(Ghostwritten by me)
SpiesLiesand Whistleblowersthe BookGuild,May 2005
https://www.scribd.com/doc/57439336/Spiekiesand-Whistle-Blowers

98. Around the same time, | was approached by people from the 9/11 Truth
Movement . They alerted me to the inconsistenci
final report, which had been published about six months earlier. | researched
the subject for myself  and quickly came to the conclusion that the US
government had not investigated the attacks with due diligence and that the

official account put forward by the 9/11 Commission was physical ly
impossible.
99. With the support of the 9/11 Truth Movement , | went around the UK, giving
talks and interviews about the impossibility of

account of the attacks.

100. My conclusion that the objects impacting WTC1 , WTC2 and the Pentagon were
missiles surrounded by holograms was first published in the New Statesman
magazine in 2006 (see No evidence of passenger aircraft being used in the
attacks below).

101. The UK government has consistently failed to hear my evidence about 9/11
and other matters, when offered over the last 26 years. When | have
submitted written evidence, it has been deliberately misrepresented to the
media by the government or has been entirely ignored.

Operation Northwoods

102. Someindividuals dexperi encing what psychologists calll 0
8 may still want to think that the visible powers -that -be would never plan to
murder their own people in broad daylight. Even this can be disproved by
evidence.

103. In 1962, the US military Chiefs of Staff put forward a plan o under the

codename Operation Northwoods & to create pretexts to take military action
against Cuba, which had gone through a Marxist revolution led by Fidel

Castro and Che Guevara, three years earlier. The document was fully
declassified and published by the National Security Archive in April 2001, five
months before the 9/11 attacks.

Justificationfor USmilitary interventionin Cuba
Memorandumfor the Secretaryof Defense JointChiefsof Staff,13 March 1962
https://nsarchive2.gwu.edu/news/20010430/northwoods.pdf

104. The plans included staging terrorist attacks on US soil, with fake funerals for
the O6victimsd and faking the shooting down of a
airspace which could be blamed on the Cuban air force:

The passengers could be a group of college students off on a holiday or
any grouping of persons with a common interest to support chartering a
non-scheduled flight.
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Take off times of the drone aircraft and the actual aircraft will be
scheduled to allow a rendezvous south of Florida. From the rendexous
point the passengercarrying aircraft will descend to a minimum altitude
and go directly into an auxiliary field & Eglin AFB [Air Force Base] where
arrangements will have been made to evacuate the passenger and return
the aircraft to its original status.

The drone aircraft meanwhile will continue to fly the filed flight plan.

When over Cuba the drone will [begin] transmitting on the international

AEOOOAOGO AEOANOAT AU A O-1'9 $!1 96 I AOOAGCA OOAOQEI
Cuban MIG aircraft.

Paragraph 8, Page 10, [Page 13 of PDF] Annex to Appendix, Enclosure A
ibid

105. The proposed plan is reminiscent of 9/11, in that the passenger planes were
switched (see No evidence of passenger aircraft being used in the attacks
below).

106. Despi t e beadnvganécweedidl, t he plans outlined in Opera
were never put into practice because the John F Kennedy administration
refused to give its permission for the false -flag operations.

The Context and F&lli@oafrthission

Background

107. Just hours after the objects hit the Twin Towers and Pentagon, the US media
8 and by extension, much of the media of the Western world o was
unanimously reporting as fact that these objects were hijacked jetliners,
Flights AA11, UA175 and AA77. A day later, the media were reporting Osama
Bin Laden and Al Qaeda were responsible for the 9/11 attacks. T wo days
after the attacks, the FBI claimed to have identified the 19 Muslim hijackers .

108. The men and women of President  George W Bush & administration used that
false media account of 9/11 as a false pretext to persuade  the North Atlantic
Treaty Or gani s atNATOD and thegowrarhente and p&oples of
the world that it had just reason to invade and occupy Afghanistan , Which at
the time was giving sanctuary to Bin Laden, before anyone had time to
formally examine the evidence gathered on 9/11.

109. Given that the US military was able to launch a full -scale invasion just three
weeks after the attacks, the US government must have already had well -
advanced plans for military action against Afghanistan and its people. Its
members were just looking for any apparently reasonable excuse for their

action.
110. Iconclude in judgment that this constitutes trial by media , Which has no due
process and therefore infringes the right to a fair trial or hearing 4 to inculpate

Muslims innocent of any involvement in the attacks to falsely justify waging
war in the political and economic interests of the US
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Context of the formal enquiries

111. A joint committee of the House of Representatives and the Senate held the
first enquiry into the 9/11 attacks, hearing evidence from the US intelligence
services behind closed doors. On 20 t December 2002, it sent a largely
declassified version of its final report to the Speaker of the House and
President George W Bush.

Reportof the Jointinquiryinto the TerroristAttacksof Septemberl1,2001
TheHousePermanentSelectCommitteeon Intelligenceandthe SenateSelectCommitteeon
Intelligence SReportNo 107-351,107" Congress2D SessiorH ReportNo 107-792, December
2002,

(HereafterW ¢ BoitCommitteew S LINpr@dby the W W2HbuséBenate 2 YYAYXI 1SS Q

112. The report detailed the activities of the alleged hijackers in the months before
the 9/11 attacks  but did not present any evidence of their involvement in the
attacks, nor did it detail any of the unusual phenomena observed that day at
the WTC complex, the Pentagon or Shanksville, where Flight UA93 allegedly
crashed. The members of the joint committee simply accepted the account of
the attacks put forward in the media.

113. The US government did not setup aformal public enquiry into the events of
9/11 until 27 November 2002, 419 days after the attacks  and some fourteen
months after the invasion of Afghanistan . The National Commission on
Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States & commonly known as the  9/11
Commission & was set up on 27 t November 2002, to investigate  all aspects of
what remains the biggest terrorist atrocity in history in terms of fatalities and
to make recommendations on the basis of any lessons learnt from its enquiry

114. Any investigator will tell you that time is of the essence when it comes to an

investigation. The longer it takes for the powers -that -be to perform their duty
of investigation into  an event ; the more time the culprits have to cover their
tracks.

115. The US Congress voted to award the Commission a budget of only $3million to
fund its enquiry into the devastating attacks of 9/11, in which around 3,000
people died. In comparison, it awarded $50million to a Special Prosecutor to

investigate whether then President Bill Clinton had perjured himself for his
dishonest account of  not receiving oral sex from Monica Lewinsky in the
1990s.

116. In February 2003 , Philip Zelikow , a politically motivated academic, was

appointed executive director of the 9/11 Commission Report

https://archive.org/details/germanyunifiedeu00zeli

117. Five years earlier , Zelikow had co-authored an article for Foreign
Affairs magazine , Catastrophic Terrorism: Tackling the New Danger . Init, he
mentioned the need for a Pearl Harbour -style attack to justify the US
government rolling back the right s and liberties of its people, as happened
after 9/11

Like Pearl Harbor, the event would divide our future into a before and after.
The United States might respond with draconian measures scaling back
civil liberties, allowing wider surveillance of citizens, detention of suspects,
and the use of deadly force.

More violence could follow either future terrorist attacks or US
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counterattacks. Belatedly, Americans would judge their leaders negligent
for not addressing terrorism more urgently.

Ashton B Carter, John Deutch, and Philip Zelikow, Catastrophic Terrorism,
Tackling the New Danger, Foreign Affairs magazine, November-
December1998, 1 November 1998
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/1998-11-01/catastrophic-
terrorism

118. ®ear | Har bour & r ef eairforcd bombirg ®ead Hagbaun e, s e
Honolulu, Hawaii, the base of the Pacific Fleet of the US navy, on 7th
December 1941, in which 2,403 US nationals were killed . The attack
inflamed public opinion  inthe US and led to the country entering World War
II, the next day.

119. Avyear after the 9/11 attacks but before he was appointed Executive Director
of the 9/11 Commission Report in 2003, Zelikow had authored The National
Security Strategy of The United States of America . Init, he argued for the US
t o engageenipn ibvped @l asrod k n othermetangahu@octrine § after
the Prime Minister of Israel, then and now 0 particularly with reference to an
invasion and occupation of Iraq.

Philipzelikow, TheWb S (i I ¥ 8 O & RleMafiddafSecurityStrategyof the United Statesof
America,andthe invasionof Iraq, September2002
https://www.academia.edu/37757960/The_Netanyahu_doctrine_The_National_Security_Strate
gy_of _the_United_States_of America_and_the_invasion_of Iraq

120. Zelikow is not the only US politician to foreseet he need for another O6Pe
Ha r b otaprdnote US military hegemony . A year beforethe 9/11 attacks in
September 2000, the thinktank, The Project for A New American Century,
published areportcalled Rebui | di ng Amer iStraeaeqys FoRestneln c e s ,
Resources For a New Century

Rebuilding Y S NJDE&iénces
A Reportof TheProjectfor the New AmericanCentury,September2000
https://resistir.info/livros/rebuilding_americas_defenses.pdf

121. As a pretext for the US to fund new types of military technology in preparation
for new forms of warfare to maintain its power across the world and secure
energy supplies , t h e ramtpocsrenvidaged theneedfora 6 new Pear |

Har bour 06:

Further, the process of transformation, even if it brings revolutionary
change is likely to be a long one, absent a catastrophic and catalysing event,
like a new Pearl Harbour

122. Of the twenty -five people who signed PNAC's founding statement of principles,
ten went on to serve in  the administration of US President George W Bush,
with some of them occupying the most senior positions: Vice -President , Dick
Cheney; Secretary of Defence, Donald Rumsfeld; and Secretary of State, Paul
Wolfowitz.

123. Investigators routinely consider any apparent prior knowledge of a crime to be
reasonable suspicion of involvement in that crime and therefore probable
cause in law for the purpose of investigation and arrest of them.

124. | judge though in these circumstances that the apparent foreknowledge of an
attack on the scale of Pearl Harbour on the part of future members of the
Bush administration ~ was more likely plan ted in their minds by those elements
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of the US state who were covertly planning the 9/11 attacks, to divert
attention from their own part in the attacks to members of the Bush
administration, should their activities have been uncovered

125. However, | also judge that the individuals in that administration allowed their
desire for US hegemony to outweigh any objectivity in assessing who was
responsible for the 9/11 attacks.

126. A truly impartial investigator, like the wise investor, should always be wary of
information which appears to be 6too good to be

Fraud, corruption and war

127. The George W Bush administration failed to do due diligence or show any
consideration to other men and women by holding Osama Bin Laden and Al
Qaeda responsible for 9/11 in the absence of any primary source evidence , as
a pretext to invade Afghanistan, whose Taliban government was giving safe
haven to Bin Laden.  Afghanistan is rich in natural resources, among them,
oil and gas.

https://www.worldatlas.com/articles/whatare-the-major-naturatresourcesof-
afghanistan.html

128. Aswell as committing the offence of fraud by failing to perform the paramount

and mandatory duty to establish the truth , a prerequisite of just ice, their
actions constitute the offence of waging war as defined under the Principles of
Nuremberg :

Principle VI

The crimes hereinafter set out are punishable as crimes under international
law:

a. Crimes against peace:

i. Planning, preparation, initiation or waging of a war of aggression
or a war in violation of international treaties, agreements or
assurances;

ii. Participation in a common plan or conspiracy for the
accomplishment of any of the acts mentioned under (i).

https://www.nurembergacademy.org/fileadmin/media/pdf/The_Nuremberg
_Principles_International_Law_Commission_7_1_1950.pdf

Seealso:
Pageb9, My Affidavitto the King,27 July2023

129. The 'threat or use of force  against the territorial integrity or political
independence of any state' is also recognised as unlawful, under Article 2(4) of
the UN Charter, except where a nation acts in self -defence or where the UN
Security Council has authorised it under article 51 o f the UN Charter. There
was no specific Security Council Resolution authorising the invasion and
occupation of Afghanistan. The US and UK argued that they were acting in
self-defence:

As required in article 51, the US and the UK reported to the UN on the
reasons for invoking the article to justify their military action. The Taliban
Government of Afghanistan was considered an accomplice to the events of
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9/11 and, therefore, a justifiable target for action. United Nations Security
Council Resolutions had already been passed requiring the Taliban to stop
giving sanctuary toAl Qaeda.

Humanitarian law requires any action to be proportionate. This means that
the action must only be that which is necessary to repel any attack and
prevent further attacks from happening, if there is a realistic chance of
further attacks. It also requires civilian casualties to be minimised.

Ben Smith and Arabella Thorp

The legal basis for the invasion of Afghanistan,

International Affairs and Defence Section, SN/IA/5340,

Library House of Commons, 26 February 2010
https://researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/documents/SN05340/SN05340.pdf

130. However, law requires due diligence  with regard to all information being
considered by the powers -that -be. The failure to perform this paramount and
mandatory duty constitutes a gave dereliction of duty on the part of the US
government and 0 by extension & the UK government and 0 as already stated
constitutes the offence of fraud in law.

The final report

131. The 9/11 Commission did not issue its final report, formally known as the
Final Report of the National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United
States until 22 nd July 2004 , nearly three years after the attacks and the
invasion of Afghanistan  (and over a year after the invasion of Iraq).

https://9-11commission.gov/report/

132. From 1st February 2005 to 2nd January 2007, Zelikow held the post of
Counselor of the United States Department of State, which advises the
Secretary of State in the US administration on foreign policy while conducting
special international negotiations and consultations.

133. This means Zelikow was part of the Bush administration when the 9/11 Truth
Movement was at its height in bringing public attention to the fraudulent
nature of the 9/11 Commissionds final report, w
was therefore in a key and extens  ive position of influence within the US
administration to undermine the primary evidence and reasoned analysis
independent 9/11 investigators were putting forward, which disproved the
account he had authored.

134. |therefore conclude in  judgment that the final report of the 9/11 Commission,
for which Zelikow was responsible, only considered evidence which supported
accounts of the attacks which had appeared in the media rather than consider
the primary source evidence these reports claimed to be based on (see also
The F B | failureto investigate the actual attacks below) because this
evidence would have immediately incriminated the US for its part in unlawful
military action or waging war against Afghanistan and its people.

The 9/11 Commissioners failure to report the collapse of WTC7

135. The 9/11 Commission had so little knowledge of the events of 11t September
2001 that it failed to mention the collapse of WTC7 , @ 47 -storey skyscraper, in
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its final report, even though the building is mentioned several times in the
report.

136. This indicates that at the time their report was published the 9/11
Commissioners did not know that a 47  -story building had also collapsed into
its own footprint that day

137. If the 9/11 Commissioners could so easily allow themselves to be directed
away from the overt evidence regarding the collapse of a 47 -storey skyscraper
then | have to conclude in  judgment that they could allow themselves to be
easily diverted from other obvious key evidence relating to the attacks.

138. In August 2006, Lee Hamilton claimed in an interview with Evan Solomon of
the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation that the Commissioners  were aware
of the collapse and had heard evidence of its causes:

Solomon: One of the bits of evidence that is often cited is the collapse of

World Trade CentreBuilding Number 7, which was not hit by any plane.

/ITA NOAOOETT OEAO PAIPI A EAOA EOg xEU AEAT 80
collapse [of] Building 7, which some call the smoking gun? Why did this

collapse at all?

Hamilton : Well, of course, we did deal with it. The charge that dynamite, or

whatever, brought down the World Trade Towers, we of course looked at

very carefully z we find no evidence of that. We find all kinds of evidence

that it was the airplanes that did it.

$11860 OAEA 100 xT OA i1 OEAOd OEA AT CET AAOO Ai
this thing in extraordinary detail, and they can tell you precisely what

caused the collapse of those buildings.

What caused the collapse of the buildings, to summas it, was that the

super-heated jet fuel melted the steel supestructure of these buildings and

AAOOAA OEAEO Aill APOAS 4EAOASO A PI xAOAEOI 11
point of view, including the pictures of the airplanes flying into the building.

Evan Solomon, 9/11: Truth, Lies and Conspiracy, Interview with Lee Hamilton,
CBC, 21 August 2006
https://web.archive.org/web/20080924022305/http://www.cbc.ca:80/sunday/911
hamilton.html

139. Intheir final report,t  here is no evidence that the Commissioners heard

testimony from architects and engineers to explain the collapse of any of the
Towers and, as already stated, they failed to mention the collapse of WTC7 in
that r eport . Leebs allegation below has no basis

What caused the collapse of the buildings, to summas it, was that the

super-heated jet fuel melted the steel supestructure of these buildings and

AAOOGAA OEAEO Aill APOAS 4EAOA8O A PI xAOEDT 11
point of view, including the pictures of the airplanes flying into the building.

Ibid.

140. Airline fuel, kerosene, burns at about 2 20°C, not a high enough temperature
to even begin to weaken steel beams, which is about 350 °C.

141. Hami |l t onds statement is also disproved by i mage:
which begins with the middle of the building falling first , a hallmark of some
form of controlled demolition rather than a building collapse , due to fire and
gravity .
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142. The same observations apply to the collapse of the WTC1 and WTC2 as apply
to the collapse of WTC7, which fell in less than seven seconds. WTC1 and
WTC2 both collapsed in around ten seconds, freefall speed allowing for air
resistance. This is entirely inconsistent with a building collapse, in which the
lower floors would offer resistance to the material collapsing from above. In
footage of the collapse of WTC1 and WTC2, we observe lumps of concrete  and

steel being thrown some distance from the building and observe them
disintegrating into dust in mid -air (see also The Collapse of the WTC Towers
below).

World TradeCentreBuilding7 CollapsgWTC7),
RonSouthchannel,YouTube9 April 2020
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1jQaJFNWqtc

N JBurkettreportingas Twin Towersbeginto collapseon Septemberl1,2001,EyewitnesNews
ABC7NYXhannel,YouTube7 September2018
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0CPVNL:dl

143. As for ©O6airplanes f | ythenagpe of anjat arlinerisenade ofi | di ngs o
plastics or carbon which cannot penetrate reinforced concrete and steel . In
any case, the images of the impact of Flight UA175 show it does not degrade
on impact with WTC2 (see  No evidence of passenger aircraft being used in
the attacks  below).

144. Given this level of scientific understanding on the part of the vice -chair of the
Commission, | conclude in  judgment that the 9/11 Commission  ers were not
competent to come to any informed conclusions about the events of that day
and their causes.

145. The 9/11 Commission does not consider the causes of the collapses of any of
the WTC Towers in its final reports or mention the temperature of the fires
required to weaken reinforced steel . Nor does the Joint House -Senate
Committee report into 9/11 (see also The Collapse of the WTC Towers
below).

The falsehoods told by witness to the Commission

146. On 15th August 2006,  Without Precedent: The Inside Story of the 9/11
Commission , authored by chair of the 9/11 Commission, Thomas Kean and
the vice-chair Lee Hamilton was published by Random House.

147. In the book, Kean and Hamilton state that the 9/11 Commission o a panel of
five Republicans and five Democrats d was set up to fail and recount the
Commission er s & f r uwith the tepeated lack of honesty on the part of
witnesses from the North American Aerospace Command,( her e a NORADJ, 6
part of the US Department of Defen se and the Federal Aviation Administration
(h e r e a FAA@ during the hearings

Fog of war could explain why some people were confused on the day of
9/11, but it could not explain why all of theafter -action reports, accident
investigations and public testimony by FAA and NORAD officials
advanced an account of 9/11 that was untrue [my emphasis].

F8Y

It proved difficult, if not impossible, to raise hard questions about 9/11 in
New York without it being perceived as criticism of the individual police
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and firefighters or of Mayor Giuliani[Rudolph Guiliani, then Mayor of New
York City].¥ §

We did not ask [him] tough questions, nor did we get all of the information
we needed to put on the public record

Thomas Kean and Lee Hamilton
Without Precedent: The Inside Story of the 9/11 Commission
Random House, 15 August 2006

148. In 2006, Kean stated on the record:

We to this day don't know why NORAD told us what they told us. It was just

o AEAO &O1T i OEA OOOOES8 f8Y ) @®d.O TTA T &£ OET O/
Dan Eggen, 9/11 Panel Suspected Deception by Pentagon

Washington Post, 2 August 2006

https://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-

dyn/content/article/2006/08/01/AR2006080101300.html

149. This is supported by John Farmer (Junior) who was senior counsel to the
9/11 Commissio n. In his account of the enquiry, The Ground Truth: The
Untold Story of America Under Attack on 9/11 , published in 2009, he stated
that the 9/11 Commission:

AEOAT OAOAA OEAO r8Y xEAO CiI OAOT T AT O AT A 1 EI E
Congress, the Commission, the media, and the public about who knew what -
xEAT xAO Al 1100 AT OEOAT Unh AT A ETA@bPI EAAAT Uh (
At some level of the government, at some point in time, a decision was

made not to tell the truth about the national response to the attacks on the

i TOTEIC T &£ wFfpp8 ¢8Y

The [NORAD] tapes told a radically different story from what had been told

to us and the public.

https://web.archive.org/web/20161217184727/http://www.stltoday.com/entertai
nment/books-and-literature/reviews/the-ground-truth/article_97bbbal8-d273-
5995-96ed-33a05a57eled.html

150. In 2008, Kean gave an interview to the makers of the 2006 documentary Press
for Truth , which detailed the efforts of  some the relatives of the deceased &
popul arly known as 0éterisae the¢ruthswasknogvin abdus &
what happened to their loved ones

Roryh Q/ 2 ¥indRayNowosielski
9/11: Presdor Truth, Globalvisiorincchannel,YouTube4 February2019
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9KhQXKJCJ5Q

151. He told the documentary makers, Rory O&8Connor a|

The idea that that information was left out of something that was so

essential for the FBI, whose job it is to work within the United States and

track these people[.JUT O ET i1 xh EO8O0 11T A 1T &£ OEA 11006 00i C
our entire report, that particular thing.

Rory O6Connor and Ray Nowosi el ski
Insiders voice doubts about CIA's 9/11 story

Salon, 14 October 2011

https://web.archive.org/web/20201224075727/https://lwww.salon.com/2011/10/
14/insiders_voice_doubts_cia_911
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Kean also told them that  CIA Director George Tenet had been O6obviously

forthcomingdé in some of,fdréxample estatédiumdleroath and had
that he had not met then US President George Bush in August 2001, the

month running up to the attacks. The Commissioners later learnt that Ten et

had had two meetings with the President.

@id Tenet misspeak®
®lo, | don't think he misspok& Kean responded.®think he misledd 8

Rory O6Connor and Ray Nowosi el ski,
Insiders voice doubts about CIA's 9/11 story

Salon, 14 October 2011
https://web.archive.org/web/20201224075727/https://www.salon.com/2011/10/
14/insiders_voice_doubts_cia 911

According to Kean and Hamilton in Without Precedent , the deception was so
extensive and obvious that the Commission considered setting up a further

enquiry to assess whether these false testimonies provided enough evidence to
bring criminal charges for obstructing the course of justice . Inthe end, the
Commissioners referred the matter to the inspectors general for the Defence

and Transportation departments, to consider whether prosecutions were

justified.

Where the commissioners heading an enquiry have no confidence in the
reliability of the witnesses they heard and or the working of the commission

they sit on, no one can reasonably have any confidence in  the conclusions
they came to or the recommendations they made.

The fact that so many officials 6misled6 the
judgment that elements of the US state conspired to make the 9/11 attacks
happen and were covering that fact up.

The 9/11 Commissioners failed to verify the existence of the evidence which

had been used to implicate the alleged hijackers in the attacks, like, for
example the flight manifests or passenger lists and the recordings of mobile

phone calls allegedly made from the aircraft . The same failure and fraud had
already been perpetrated by the  Joint House -Senate Committee investigating
the attacks.

The Commissioners also fail to set in context information indicating that
elements of the US state prevented investigators from conducting enquiries
into suspected Islamic terrorists before 9/11 and then sought to cover it up.

In early 2004,t he 9/11 Commission ers became aware of a report warning
about the activities of two of the alleged hijackers, Khalid Al Mihdhar and
Nawaf Al Hazmi, in January 2000, written by Doug Miller, an FBI officer on
secondment to the CIA.

Both Al Mihdhar and Al Hamzi had already been identified as suspected
members of Al Qaeda. By the spring of 2000, the CIA had received
intelligence that they h ad likely arrived in Southern California in the US.

CIA management did not allow Miller to communicate his findings to the FBI
and t hen failed to disclose his report  tothe 9/11 commissioners or to the
earlier House and Senate congressional investigation.

Aninvestigator | at er found Millerds report in the CIA

a separate enquiry for  the Justice Department , after the Central Intelligence
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Review Group & chaired by then CIA director George Tenet 0 had overlooked it
when examining material to disclose to the various official enquiries into
9/11.

Roryh Q/ 2 ¥indRayNowosielski,

Insidersvoicedoubtsabout CIA's9/11 story

Salon,14 October2011
https://web.archive.org/web/20201224075727/https://lwww.salon.com/2011/10/14/insiders_v
oice_doubts_cia_911

The FBI and CIA failures to investigate Islamic terrorists |

162. There is also a variety of evidence to indicate that FBI HQ prevented officers
based at local FBI field offices from investigating suspected Al Qaeda or
Islamic terrorists prior to 9/11. This is particularly astonishing in the light of
three attacks on US interests in the years running up to the attacks.

163. On 7t August 1998, two almost simultaneous truck bomb explosions at the
US embassies at Dar es Salaam, Tanzania and Nairobi, Kenya in Africa had
killed more than 220 people. Two years later, the USS Cole was subject to a
suicide bombing while refuelling in the harbou r at Aden, Yemen, killing 17 US
military personnel. Both attacks were established to be carried out by
terrorists belonging to Al Qaeda.

164. In addition, FBI HQ was in possession of four separate pieces of information
received in the years running up to the 9/11 attacks, which should have led
to the agency being particularly vigilant  for any intelligence about similar plots
and devoting resources accordingly.

165. InJanuary 1995, the powers  -that -be in the Philippines discovered bomb -
making equipment and terrorist literature in residential accommodation after
it caught fire. An investigation into the material  established there was a plot
to place bombs onboard twelve US passenger aircraft. After an FBI
investigation into this information, three Muslims were convicted in the US for
their involvement in the conspiracy. In 1997, one of the men, Ramzi Yousef,
was also convicted for his part in the bombing of the World Trade Centre on
23 February 1993.

166. On 18t May 1998, an FBI officer based at the Oklahoma City field office
prepared a report based on the observations of an FBI pilot who had
witnessed large numbers of Middle Eastern males receiving flight training at
Oklahoma airports in ~ the months beforehand . The agent also reported that
the pilot speculated that light planes could be used to carry out  chemical or
biological weapon attacks .

167. In August 1998, an intelligence agency o no furtherdetails dwarned the FBI 06s
New York field office of an alleged plan by unidentified Arabs to fly an
explosive laden aircraft from Libya into the World Trade Centre

168. In mid -1999 the FBI received intelligence that the leadership of a terrorist
organisation other than Al Qaeda had approved unlimited funding to sele ct
and train students in the United States to gather intelligence on
infrastructure facilities and public places frequented by Jewish people.

A Reviewof the FBI'sHandlingof Intelligencelnformation Priorto the Septemberl1 Attacks,
SpeciaReport,FBIOfficeof the InspectorGeneral
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November2004 (ReleasedPubliclyJune2005)
https://oig.justice.gov/sites/default/files/archive/speciad06806/chapter3.htm

169. Giventhat Islamic terrorists had been held responsible for the attack on the
WTC complex in 1993, the US intelligence agencies had particularly sound
reason s to take seriously any information indicating an attack in the US prior
to 9/11 and act accordingly.

The Moussaoui case

170. Eight months afterthe 9/ 11 attacks, an FBI officer based a

office in Minneapolis , Minnesota, Coleen Rowley, sent FBI Director Robert
Mueller a letter documenting how local field officers had been stopped from
investigating Zacarias Moussaoui  , a suspected member of Al Qaeda, prior to

9/11 by FBIHQ in Washington, DC.

ColeenRowley Memoto FBIDirectorRobertMueller

Editedversionof the 13-pageletter

21 May 2002

http://www.time.com/time/covers/1101020603/memo.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20190920090649/http://www.apfn.org/apfn/WTC_whistleblower
1.htm

171. Moussaouibecame popul arly knowrigsactklkeg 66220 t er t he 9/ 1

attacks . Despite constantly arguing at his trial that he had no part in the
9/11 attacks because he was planning his own attack 8 even calling witnesses
detained at Guantanamo Bay to support his account o he was convicted for

his part in preparing and planning the 9/11 attacks in May 2006.

172. Moussaoui would not have been convicted in connection with the 9/11
attacks if his defence team had done their duty and sought to verify the
official account of the attacks, which would have revealed that the FBI failed
to actually investigate the attacks and as a result wrongly blamed Muslims for
it (see The F B | faiture to investigate the actual attacks below).

173. On 15t August 2001 , less than a month before the 9/11 attacks o following a
witness report of his suspicious behaviour in connection with his taking flying
lessons, Moussaoui was arrested by the US Immigration and Naturalisation
Servi ce ( hedostankilblyedecaude hdltgad overstayed his visa. The
I NS was however working with officers from the
who suspected his actions were connected to terrorism.

174. The FBI made enquiries with the French intelligence service because
Moussaoui had lived there in the early 1990s. Within days of the arrest, it

had reported that Moussaoui had been implicated in the hijacking of Air

France Flight 8969 in December 1994, le ading officers at the FBI &8s
field office to believe that he might be planning a suicide -hijacking,

particularly as Moussaoui refused to give consent to the FBI to search his

computer.

175. This is particularly negligent in the light of the report from the FBI field office
in May 1998 that large numbers of Middle Eastern males were receiving flight
training at Oklahoma airports.

176. The local officers sent their information to FBI HQ in Washington, DC, to
apply for a warrant under the 1978 Foreign Surveillance and Intelligence Act
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(her eaf t)butofficérd abthedHQ refused the request. According to
Rowley:

The fact is that key FBHQ personnel whose job it was to assist and
coordinate with field division agents on terrorisminvestigations and the
obtaining and use of FISA searches (and who theoretically were privy to
many more sources of intelligence information than field division agents),
continued to, almost inexplicably, throw up roadblocks and undermine
Minneapolis' by-now desperate efforts to obtain a FISA search warrant,
long after the French intelligence service provided its information and
DOl AAAT A AAOOA AAAAI A Al AAO8 ¢ 8Y

It is obvious, from my firsthand knowledge of the events and the detailed
documentation that exists, that the agents in Minneapolis who were closest
to the action and in the best position to gauge the situation locally, did fully
appreciate the terrorist risk/danger posed by Moussaoui and his possible
co-conspirators even prior to September 11th.

Even without knowledge of the Phoenix communication [see below] (and
any number of other additional intelligence communications that FBHQ
personnel were privy to in their central coordination roles), the
Minneapolis agents appreciated the risk.

Ibid.

177. In her letter, Rowley draws attention to the part played by an unnamed FBI
Supervisory Special Agent ( h e r e a 83A& who léad taken responsibility in the

Moussaoui matter . Hehad consi stently and 6al most deliberat
Minneapolis FBI o f f i efforts $odnvestigate Moussaoui further. This officer

at FBI HQ even continued to block the search of Moussaoui's computer after

the 9/11 attacks, c¢claiming that any connection

coincidenced.

178. Rowley further chastises the officers at FBI HQ to circulate warnings as result
of Moussaoui ds arrest:

Nor did FBIHQ personnel do much to disseminate the information about
Moussaoui to other appropriate intelligence/law enforcement authorities.
When, in a desperate 11th hour measure to bypass the ABQ roadblock,
the Minneapolis Division undertook to directly notify the CIA's Counter
Terrorist Centre (CTC), FBHQ personnel actually chastised the
Minneapolis agents for making the direct notification without their
approvallsr 8 Y

Despite FBI leaders' full knowledge of all the items mentioned herein (and
probably more that I'm unaware of), the SSA, his unit chief, and other
involved HQ personnel were allowed to stay in their positions and, what's
worse, occupy critical positions inthe FBI's SIOC Command Ceatpost
September 11th. (The SSA in question actually received a promotion some
i7T1T OEO AEOAOxAOAAQ f8Y

There is, therefore at least some chance that discovery of other terrorist
pilots [sicz) OEET E OE Apribrdo/Sép@mi@bliLth ria Bave
limited the September 11th attacks and resulting loss of life. Although your
conclusion otherwise has to be very reassuring for some in the FBI to hear
being repeated so often (as if saying it's so may make it so), | thiglur
statements demonstrate a rush to judgment to protect the FBI at all costs.

Coleen Rowley, Memo to FBI Director Robert Mueller
Edited version of the 13-page letter
21 May 2002
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179. Shortly after the attacks, the FBI director had indicated that the agency did
not have any information warning of the attacks. However, it was soon
established that before 9/11 the FBI and the intelligence community had been
in possession of information that related to the hijacking of airplanes by
reported Islamic terrorists or that involved the terrorists who committed the
9/11 attacks.

180. Each US department of state has an independent Office of the Inspector
Gener al ( OdGOevdofot és @ ot part of the departmentds
and therefore acts as oversight of the department and reports to the
Department of Justice. In June 2005, the OIC at the FBI released its report
on the failures of the  agency to react to prior intelligence which may have
prevented the 9/11 attacks, not just in the Moussaoui case but in the cases of
Mihdhar and Al Hamzi; and the Phoenix memo as well (see below)

181. Although the OIC investigation into the Moussaoui case did not find that
officers at HQ deliberately sought to block the investigation into Moussaoui,
they found systemic problems in how the FBI handled intelligence and

counterterrorism issues at the time, as well as to individual failings on the

part of some of the officers involved in the Moussaoui case, which hindered

the FBlI 6s ability to detect and deter terrorism
Chapter4

A Reviewof the FBI'sHandlingof Intelligencelnformation Priorto the Septemberl1 Attacks,
SpeciaReport,FBIOfficeof the InspectorGeneral

November2004 (ReleasedPubliclyJune2005)
https://oig.justice.gov/sites/default/files/archive/special/s0606/chapter4.htm

182. From my own experience working in counter -terrorism, it is inconceivable that
this was an honest mistake or that critics of the FBI are purely benefiting from
hindsight or that officers at FBI HQ were conce:

liberties. The argum ent that FBI officers at HQ were worried about any
decision rebounding on their careers works both ways. When | was in MI5,
officers were anxious to share material in case there was a terrorist attack
resulting from the failure to pass on the relevant int elligence.

183. I n the Iight of Moussaouids reported connection
the FBI had a duty to share intelligence with the other US agencies and
circulate a warning to other organisations regarding a potential hijacking, at
least.

184. But this is not the only example of the FBI failing to react to intelligence about
Islamic terrorists within the US prior to 9/11.

Mihdhar and Al Hamzi

185. We have already seen how the 9/11 Commission was made aware of a report
from Doug Miller, an FBI agent on secondment to the CIA, which had not been
disclosed to the various official enquiries into 9/11. He had received
intelligence that Mihdhar and Al Hamzi, both suspected Al Qaeda operatives,
were in the US prior to 9/11 but had been prevented from disseminating a
report to the FBI.

Judgmentunder the Law
Regarding the Attacks on the United States off $&ptember 2001
Page27of 178


https://web.archive.org/web/20190920090649/http:/www.apfn.org/apfn/WTC_whistleblower1.htm
https://web.archive.org/web/20190920090649/http:/www.apfn.org/apfn/WTC_whistleblower1.htm

186. Inther evi ew of the FBI&s handling of intelligence
received by the agency before those  attacks, the OIG at the FBI confirmed that
the CIA had failed to react to intelligence in its possession:

At the outset, we note that the CIA has acknowledged that it obtained
information that Mihdhar had a US visa and that Hazmi hadavelled to the
United States, and that the CIA should have placed their names on US
watchlists, but that this did not occur.

The CIA OIG [Office of the Inspector General] is reviewing this matter to
determine why this failure occurred and who is responsible for it.

Chapter 5

A Review of the FBI's Handling of Intelligence Information Prior to the
September 11 Attacks, Special Report, FBI Office of the Inspector General
November 2004 (Released Publicly June 2005)
https://oig.justice.gov/sites/default/files/archive/special/s0606/chapter5.htm

187. In fact, the OIG identified five distinct occasions, in which the CIA and the FBI
had in combination inexplicably 8 in the minds of the OIC investigators o}
failed to investigate Mihdhar and Al Hamzi before 9/11.  On two of these
occasions, the FBI and the CIA had agents i n US Engl i ¥mplacéasset s®
to report on the alleged hijackersd activities:

Second, in February 2000, Mihdhar and Hazmi moved to San Diego, where
they were aided in finding a place to live by the former subject of an FBI
preliminary inquiry. In May 2000, Hazmi and Mihdhar moved in with

an FBI asset in San Diego, California. However, the FBI did not learn of
this information until after the September 11 attacks

Third, in early January 2001, the CIA showed [INFORMATION
REDACTED] to a joint CIA/FBI source, and the source stated that
[INFORMATION REDACTED]. This identification could have led the FBI to
focus on who else was [INFORMATION REDACTED], which could have led
the FBI to identify and locate Mihdhar. However, we concluded that,
AAOPEOA Q@ditibns HINFORMATIO®K REDACTED] was not known
by the FBL[My emphasis].

Ibid.

188. Drawing on my experience in counter  -terrorist investigations, | find absolutely
inconceivable that two potential targets were living with an FBI agent or asset
but the FBI was not aware of this. | find it equally extraordinary that the CIA
failed to disseminate intelligence from an alleged joint FBI -CIA source to the
FBI and that the FBI had no apparent knowledge of this claimed joint sour ce.

189. At the same time, CIA employees were discussing the investigation into the
attack on the USS Cole with FBI employees on the telephone and in emails.
Even though officers from the two agencies met on 11 th June 2001 in New
York, CIA officers failed to inform the FBI about Mihdhar and Al Hazmi
travelling to the US.

190. After finally being informed about Khaled Mi hdh.
his suspected involvement with Al Qaeda on 22 nd August 2001, the FBI did
take steps to locate him but did not perform this duty with due diligence:

Yet, theFBI did not pursue this as an urgent matter or assign many
resources to it. It was given to a single, inexperienced agent without
any particular priority 8 ¢ 8 Y

The FBI was not close to locating Mihdhar or Hazmi when they [allegedly]
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participated in the terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001My emphasis]
Ibid

191. Why would senior FBI personnel assign a case of this importance to an
inexperienced officer and fail to prioritise the investigation?

192. Although the OIC concludes that the CIA was largely responsible for the
failure to investigate  the two alleged hijackers prior to 9/11, it also found
6systemic and individual failingsétoien the FBI &8s
sense, it does not matter which departments of the US state had elements
within who were clearly trying to stop investigation of Islamic terrorists prior
to 9/11. It matters that these elements were conspiring to ensure that
intelligence regarding Islamic terrorists was not investig ated prior to 9/11  to
ensure the attacks could go ahead.

193. 1judge that this cannot be incompetence due to the frequency of missed
opportunities to investigate suspected terrorists and is instead evidence
consisten t with the theory that elements of the US state d in this case within
the CIA and the FBI & conspired to make the 9/11 attacks happen, not least
by impeding any investigation which might expose the conspiracy , for the
following reasons:

i. The CIA prevented the routine dissemination of the original intelligence
about Mihdhar and Al Hamzi;

ii. The CIA deliberately failed to disclose this intelligence and its part in
preventing this dissemination to the FBI to the official enquiries into
9/11;

iii. The FBI assigned an inexperienced officer to investigate the intelligence;

iv.  The FBI failed to detecMihdharandAl( AT UE6 O xEAOAAAT OOOR AOAT
though they had an agent or asset living with the two men.

V. The CIA falsely claimed to have shared intelligence from a joint agent or
asset who could have indirectly alerted the FBItoe EEAEA OB8 O
whereabouts.

The Phoenix memo

194. Two months before the 9/11 attacks, o n 10t July 2001, Kenneth J Williams,
an officer stationed at the FBI field office in Phoenix , Arizona wrote a memo
ent i tZdkarid Mtapha Soubra; IT  -OTHER (Islamic Army of the
Caucasu s ) réising concerns about  suspected Islamic terrorists  attendingU S
flight schools :

Osama bin Laden andhl Muhjiroun supporters attending civil aviation
universities/colleges in Arizona.

Quoted in

Richard Behar, FBI's 'Phoenix' Memo Unmasked, Fortune.com

22 May 2002
https://web.archive.org/web/20190920090649/http:/tinyurl.com/5kmfow

195. 6 FOTHERG refers to investigations related to terr
associated with one of the FBI®&6s other specific
organisation named in the memo's title, the Islamic Army of the Caucasus, is
based in Chechnya and was at one time h eaded by a man named Amir
Khattab, who was reported to have ties to Osama Bin Laden.
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196. In the memo, Williams wrote that he believed that there was a coordinated
effort by Osama Bin Laden to send students to the United States to attend
civil aviation universities and colleges and that the purpose of these students
would be to one day work in  the civil aviation industry around the world to
conduct terrorist activity against civil aviation targets.

197. Wil liamsds memo al so maahse resoemmendatohs, basednmo n
on the intelligence:

i FBI field offices to establish liaison channels with aviation schools
in their respective areas;

ii. FBI HQ to share, discuss and seek collateral or supporting
information for the intelligence

iii. FBI to consider obtaining visa information on foreign individuals
seeking attend these aviation schools and to notify the respective
FBI field office of the visa information.

Chapter3

A Reviewof the FBI'sHandlingof Intelligencelnformation Priorto the Septemberl1 Attacks,
SpeciaReport,FBIOfficeof the InspectorGeneral
November2004(ReleasedPubliclyJune2005)
https://oig.justice.gov/sites/default/files/archive/speciad0806/chapter3.htm

198. Williams sent the memo  electronically to around a dozen FBI officers based at
either FBI Headquarters Counterterrorism Division orin the FBI&s New Yor kK
Division , none of whom apparently sent it to the agency's acting director,
Robert Mueller. This meant that the information was not shared with the CIA,
which only learned of its existence in Spring 2002 . According to the OIC
special report:

The FBI stated that the information raised in the EC [electronic
communication, the memo] should have been analysed by the FBI, but that
such analysis did not occur before September 11n addition, the FBI
acknowledged that the Phoenix EC should have been disseminated to other
ET OA1 1 ECAT AA AcCAT AEAO AT A OI OEA &")380 £EEAI A
but it was not disseminated before September 1%. 8 Y

While the FBI analysts who reviewed the EC did not give it timely attention,
we do not believe their individual failings were the main source of the
problem with the handling of the EC. Rathethe deficiencies in its

handling were caused in greater part by critical systemic failings in

the way that intelligence information and requests for assistance were
handled by the FBI prior to September 11 . [My emphasis]

Chapter 3, Ibid.

199. The OIC concluded that although there was no violation of FBI procedures at
the time, these policies and practices were 0ex
individuals who received the memo did not do all they could have, and should
have, to respond to it orther ~ ecommendations in it.

What we do know is that the FBI was not adequately analysing information
for the purpose of drawing conclusions and making predictionsThis was

a significant intelligence failure, which hindered the chances of the FBI
being able to detect and prevent the September 11 attacks. [My
emphasis].

Ibid.
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200. This supports my conclusion in judgement that elements of the US state
conspired to prevent agencies taking steps to prevent the 9/11 attacks
because these investigations may have revealed that Israeli intelligence
operatives were settitnsg euspd M ugsrépasedsanaacsk s6 p a
executed by a conspiracy of Israelis and elements of the US state (see Israeli
involvement  in 9/11  below).

Other related matters

201. One further matter adds support to the theory that elements of the US law
enforcement and intelligence agencies were preventing their officers from
investigating Islamic terrorism prior to 9/11. I n August 2001, the FBI 0s
experienced investigator into Osama Bin Laden and AlQaeda, John O6Nei ||l
was reportedly forced into resigning from the agency, after articles were
published in the media that he had lost 0 or had stolen 0 a secure briefcase.
He left the FBI to take up a position in security at the WT C. He died on 9/11.

202. Why would the FBI dismiss its most experienced and successful investigator
into Al Qaeda, which they already knew to be the greatest threat to the safety
of the American people?

203. Although Rowley ascribes the  reluctance of officers at FBI HQ to take action to
them being risk averse and worried about future censure by the agency in the
event of an investigation turning out to be ill -founded, the evidence points in
another direction, which Rowley actually refers to in her letter to Mueller,
albeit jocularly:

During the early aftermath of September 11th, when | happened to be
recounting the prezSeptember 11th events concerning the Moussaoui
investigation to other FBI personnel in other divisions or in FBI HQ, almost
everyone's first question was:

Why?z Why would an FBI agent(s) [sic] deliberately sabotage
a case?

| know | shouldn't be flippant about this, but jokes were actually made that
the key FBI HQ personnel had to be spies or moles liRobert Hanssenwho
were actually working for Osama Bin Laden to have so undercut
Minneapolis's effort.

Coleen Rowley, Memo to FBI Director Robert Mueller

Edited version of the 13-page letter

21 May 21 2002
https://web.archive.org/web/20190920090649/http://www.apfn.org/apfn/ WTC_w
histleblowerl.htm

204. Robert Hanssen was the FBI officer who spied for the Soviet and Russian
intelligence services againstthe  US for over a decade until his arrestin 2001
and subsequent conviction on fifteen count s of espionage .

205. As | |l ater establish in this judgment, Rowl ey ds
HQ being 0s pidakhougtr ajake |déswaliost certainly true, given
t he a g ediange drs evidence not based on primary sources to implicate
the alleged hijackers in the attacks ( see The F B |1 faiureto investigate the
actual attacks  below) and its continued insistence on the reliability of this
discredited evidence, particularly with regard to the identities of the hijackers,
when it was contradicted by media reports .
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2060 The OI G did not investigate the FBlIds failure t
functions with regard to  post -incident, investigative responsibilities after 9/11
happened and therefore did not assess its conclusions in the light of this.

207. Neither has Rowley northeOIG consi dered that any O6spies or m
place negligent , incompetent or inexperienced officers in key positions,
knowing they would be unable to respond to intelligence originating before  the
attacks competently and with due diligence or that these infiltrators might
create highly bureaucratic procedures to prevent investigations into terrorist
suspects, prior to 9/11 , making the attacks more likely to happen.

No evidefrasseagreraft being used in the attacks
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Figure 6. This sequence of images is a series of stillimages taken frame
by frame from footage filmed by Antonio Rosario of Spiegel TV allegedly of
Flight UA175 hitting WTC2

Seealso:

00min25,9:02:32am- 9:06:04am’ SE/ RawVideoby AntonioRosario
Mr Koenig192%hannel,YouTubel2 August2017
https://lwww.youtube.com/watch?v=zPXeu_pZZ4l

208. The 9/ 11 Co mentre sxéicaum ofshe part played by jet airliners in
the 9/11 attacks is a physical impossibility , according to the radar data they
gathered. The objects hitting WTC1 and WTC2; and the Pentagon were
travelling at far too great a speed at th eir respective altitude s to be Boeing
767s, in the case of the former two, or a 757, in the case of the latter . Inthe
case of Flight UA93, there are no large aircraft parts consistent with a
passenger jet crash, photographed at the scene. In any case, no air crash
investigations were carried out, a failure to perform a duty under the Law and
international law  that the 9/11 Commissioners do not mention in their final
report.

Judgmentunder the Law
Regarding the Attacks on the United States off $&ptember 2001
Page320f178



The lack of air crash investigations

209. An air crash investigation is a public enquiry required by law, in which
investigators:

i recover, examine and forensicate the individual parts of a plane which has
fallen from the skies;
ii. interrogate the black box& 1 ECEO $ GAdite | EAOAAEOAO

Ad 2 A
cockpit voicerecorderj EAOAA £ZOAO 6 2

Ou )>l

A i
O# a
iii. record the unique serial numbers on the parts recovered,;

iv. attempt to reconstruct the plane from this material.

210. During my work in MI5, | went to the hangar where Flight PA103, which
exploded over Lockerbie, Dumfries and Galloway, Scotland , had been
reconstructed. As observed in the image below, large parts of the aircraft were
recovered, despite it exploding at 30,000 feet, scattering material over a vast
area.

Figure 7.  Animage of the reconstructed Flight PA103, showing the part of
the plane damaged when a bomb exploded in the luggage hold on 215t
December 1988

211. Inthe case of 9/11, there is no evidence that any air crash investigations were
carried out. The FDRs and CVRs from Flights AA11 and UA175, which
allegedly hit the Twin Towers were never recovered, even though FDRs are
designed to be indestructible and emit a signal so they can be located after a
plane crash.

212. The FDRs and CVRs were recovered for Flights AA77 and UA93 but the CVR
for the former was so badly damaged that no information could be recovered
from it:

&1 ECEO xx80 Al AAE Ai@ xAO & O61A i1 OEA EEOOO
night shift team
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213.

214.

John S Adams, FBI Special Agent,

Memorandum for the Record, The 9/11 Commission, 3 November 2003
https://www.consensus911.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/11/MFR_t-0148-
911MFR-00472_cached.htm

3:29 PM UAL 93 black box located &8ommerset[sic], PA [Pennsylvania]

9/11 Commission, Chronology of Events, undated
https://web.archive.org/web/20140817033621/http://media.nara.gov/dc-
metro/rg-237/7419198-9-11-
faa/l.%20AAL%2077/%28e%29%200ther/1%20AEA%202083%20NOTEST
CHRONOLOGY%20EVENTS%200F%2009-11.pdf

In response to a Freedom of Information request in 2006 , the Pentagon did
release a computer simulation based on data allegedly recovered from the

black box FDR of Flight AA77 in 2006 . (I can no longer find the simulation on
the internet so here rely on my memory).

However, the simulation stopped short of the impact with the Pentagon and
the alleged plane was at too high  an altitude to be able to descend into the
Pentagon and cause the damage observed in photographs of the scene.

rg—t

$ EDT 13:37:43 ’
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Figure 8. Animage from the computer graphic showing the alleged
flightpath of Flight AA77 recreated from data recovered from the FDR black
box, shown at 46min06 in 9/11 and the British Broadcasting Conspiracy
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215. It may be for this reason that the 9/11 Commissioners barely mention it in
theirreportt The flightpath shown in the simulation ba
FDR is supported by  eyewitnesses.

S Pulls up ¢

» ol

. In.-u.-- : ?

- ~

omcial impact
Flight Path

North of Citgo  »
Withexs s Flight
P ath

Figure 9. Animage taken from the Pentacon, Smoking Gun version
documentary, shown at 46min49 in 9/11 and the British Broadcasting
Conspiracy showing the flightpath of a civilian jet airliner around the time of
the impact on the Pentagon, according to police and civilian witnesses at the
scene at the time

Pentacon TheSmokingGun,February2007
Goodstuffsic](Backupkthannel Rumble August2023
https://rumble.com/v36wm90the-pentacorsmokinggun-version.html

216. There are claims that the cockpit voice recorder ( her eaf t effFlight CVR G )

UA93 was recovered from the crash scene  in Shanksville, Pennsylvania . In
2006, a recording of its claimed contents was played publicly for the first time
at the trial of Zacartihaisj aMokuesrsta.oui , the 620

RichardA Serrano CourthearsFlight93 cockpitrecording
LosAngelesTimes,13 April 2006
https://www.spokesman.com/stories/2006/apr/13/coustearsflight-93-cockpitrecording/

Judgmentunder the Law
Regarding the Attacks on the United States off $&ptember 2001
Page350f178


https://rumble.com/v36wm90-the-pentacon-smoking-gun-version.html

Figure 10. Animage said to show the VCR recovered from Flight UA93,
where it was found at Shanksville, Pennsylvania

217. Given that the FDR for Flight AA77 is not consistent with the evidence
observed on the day, we have to be extremely sceptical about other data
claiming to come from the allegedly hijacked flights, which was not gathered
according to the normal rules of evidence required in police investigations or
formally forensicated. In any case,t  here is no evidence consistent with a
passenger jet airliner crashing into the ground there in the images captured at
the scene (see No evidence of Flight UA93 at alleged crash site below).

218. At the same time, other evidence proves that Flights AA11, AA77 and UA175
were not the objects used in the attacks on the Twin Towers and the
Pentagon. We may therefore reasonably  judge that the other object destined
to be used in an attack that day was not Flight UA93, in the ab sence of a
formal air crash investigation.

The impossible speeds

219. Radar data in the possession of the 9/11 Commission show the following
speeds on impact:

i. 430mph for the objectwhich went into the WTC North Tower,
alleged to be Flight AA1;

il. 560mph for the object which went into theWTCSouth Tower,
alleged to be Flight UA175

iii. 530mph for the objectwhich went into the Pentagon alleged to be
AATT.

. Flight 11, 300 to 430 miles an hour on impact

Figure 1

American Airlines Flight 11
Parameters Calculated from EWR ASR Radar Returns
7000 Altitude Estimated from RADES Height Calcuations
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Flight 175, 460 to 520mph on impact

Figure 2

United Airlines Flight 175
Parameters Calculated from EWR ASR Radar Returns
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220.

221.

222.

223.

224,

225.

226.

Figure 11. Two graphs showing the altitudes and speeds of Flights AA11
and UA175 in the approach to impacting the towers, based on NTSB radar
data

This evidence & gathered by Dr Daniel Bower, the Senior Aerospace Engineer
at the National Transportation Safety Board, which is responsible for aircraft
safety in the US & was provided to the 9/11 Commission in a letter dated 17
July 2003, along with othe  r radar data collected by the NTSB (see page 3 of
attachment to letter).

RonaldSBattocchi,GeneralCounselNational TransportationSafetyBoard,
Page3 of Attachment,Letterto DanielMarcus,GeneralCounsel
NationalCommissioron TerroristAttacksUponthe United States

17 July2003

The Commission 6 s f i nal report, for which Pdoesl

not specifically refer to the speed s that the objects hit WTC1 and WTC2 in its
final report .

Pager of the final report for FlightAAl1land Page8 for FlightUA175
https://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Report.pdf

There is therefore nothing to indicate other than it accepted these impact

ip

Zel ik

speeds yet stildl attributed them to 6FIight AAl1

though this is a physical impossibility.

The Commissioners did though accept the evidence based on radar readings
as gathered by the NTSB  that the object they believe was Flight AA77 went
into the Pentagon at 530mph

PagelOandnote 61 of Chapterl, 9/11 commissiorreport
https://9-11commission.gov/report/

The Commission ers also otherwise rely heavily on the radar data in their final
report into the events of 11  th September 2001 .

The impossible speeds for jetliners recorded for the objects and in the absence

of an air crash investigation, we can conclude in judgment that there is no

primary source evidence recovered from any of the sites of the attacks to

support the hypothesis tha  t Flight AA11 wentinto  WTCL; Flight UA175 went
into WTC2; Flight AA77 went into the Pentagon; and Flight UA93 crashed at
Shanksville, Pennsylvania.

These speeds recorded by radar data gathered by the NTSB for the objects
used to attack buildings on 9/11 are not an error for  several reasons . The
speeds of the object s impacting the Twin Towers are confirmed by 84 th Radar
evaluation squadronds system (even |if
in error due to the distance involved). The speed of the object which impacted
WTC2 at least has been verified in an investigation conducted by independent
investigator Richard D Hall. Based on the video footage's record of the time

taken for the object to cross New York and hit the tower in relation to the

distance covered by the object, he calculated that it was travelling at around
580mph.

https://www.bitchute.com/video/w0xO2uYqV9ZB/
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227.

228.

229.

230.

231.

232.

233.

234.

Seealso:
RichardHall,Bestof RichPlanet,9/11 andthe technologybehindit,
https://www.richplanet.net/richp_genre.php?ref=129&part=1&gen=3

Hal | 8 s 3 Dcreatedfrerh inputting videos taken on the day 0 also
disproves the hypotheses that Flight UA175 was in descent as a possible
explanation for the impossible speed of the plane on impact at that altitude.

(as well as proving that the footage was not faked , as already established ).

The manufacturer of the 767, Boeing, has confirmed that their jetliners
cannot fly that fast so close to sea  -level. A spokeswoman, Leslie Hazzard, told

anindependent i nvestigator, there was: ©O6Not a chancebd

going at 500 mph at 700 feet altitude.

CallToBoeing,767 SpeedWorld TradeCentre
JohnDoeXchannel,YouTubel5 August2011
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9ZHamfG1all

In addition, the impossible speed has been sworn under oath by a former
pilot:

The argument that the energy of the mass of the Boeing 767 at a speed of
540 mph fails because:

v.  No Boeing 767 could attain that speed at 1,000 feet above sea level
because oparasite drag which doubles with velocity and parasite
power which cubes with velocity.

Vi. The fan portion of the engine is not designed to accept the volume of
dense air at that altitude and speed.

John Lear, Sworn Affidavit, paragraph 8D, 28 January 2008
https://morganreynolds.files.wordpress.com/2012/02/080128_94affidavitlear.pdf

I f Leards sworn statement wtha -bevacdadgtyto t hen
rebut it. | can find no record of them having performed this duty under law
and | believe that none exists.

There is no evidence from the images captured that day that the objects
entering the buildings |  eft a wake vortex & or hot vapour trail 8 behind them,
which jet engines do, as the subsequent explosive balls of smoke and fire
recorded at WTC1, WTC2 and the Pentagon did not distort in a way consistent
with this.

According to the only recording of the object to hit WTCL1, it makes a whistling
sound before impact.

9/11 Planesv CruiseMissileAudio ComparisonBitchute,7 November2019
https://www.bitchute.com/video/aRAibmUPWRIo/

This is entirely consistent with the object being a missile and not a jetliner,
which would make a rumbling sound at this altitude, which, as already

stated, would have been heard by witnesses some minutes before the impact,
if the objects going into the W  TC Towers had been a plane.

This also disproves the hypothesis put forward by some independent
investigators that only holograms were used in the attacks on the Twin

Judgmentunder the Law
Regarding the Attacks on the United States off $&ptember 2001
Page38of 178

t

he



Towers & with the damage to the Towers being done by Directed Energy

Weapons 0 or explosives planted in the  towers before the attacks  (although
these may have contributed to the damage ). This hypothesis is also disproved
by the fact that the objects were detected by radar. Radar detects solid

objects as a result of their interference in sound waves. Holograms and 3D
volumetric projections are not solid objects and would therefore not sho w up
in radar readings.

235. | conclude in judgment beyond reasonable doubt that elements of the US
military were involved in the attacks on the Pentagon and WTC1 and 2
because:

i insurgent groups did not and do not have access to missile
technology in the US;

. there is no evidence of any nation having Tomahawk missiles or
similar with a range capable of attacking the US

iii. the A-3 Skywatrrior is a US military plane.

Holograms and 3D volumetric projections

236. The fact that the vast majority of witnesses reported seeing planes at the WTC
complex & but not hearing them beforehand or during the attacks dis
explained by the existence of hologram technology which the US army had
acknowledged before the attacks was part of a new form of psychological
warfare, also known as Psy War & based on deception.

237. This theory has been publicly available since September 2006, when the New
Statesman magazine, published an interview with me conducted by journalist,
Brendan OO&6Neil |, publ i s hdéeMle eutn dtehre tNwoe Phleaandelrisn:e :T h
believe there weren't any planes on 9/11, just |

https://lwww.newstatesman.com/uncategorized/2006/09/meeio-planers

238. During the interview, | made it absolutely clear to the interviewer that the
objects which went into the WTC Towers and the Pentagon were 0 according to
the evidence and its reasoned analysis 0 not jet airliners. | also explained to
Od Nei I | d u reiviewgthat winat appeared to be parts of a jet airliner had
been shown not to come from a commercial jet airliner 0 and had not been
forensicated to establish their provenance.

239. Despite this , the article his editors chose to publish failed to mention the
evidence on which | came to my conclusions. Instead, the left -wing magazine
sought to damn me by quoting my theory then publishing discredited evidence
showing parts of o&planesd at the site of the Pe
discusse d above.
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Figure 12. On the right is the component which the New Statesman implied
came from a passenger jet airliner, compared to an actual Boeing 757 jet
engine, on the left

240. This is a tactic the media often use to discredit those who embarrass or
incriminate the powers -that -be. | have consistently written to the magazine
outlining the evidence but they have never replied to my communications, let
alone issued a correction:

Seealso:

DavidShayler)nterview, SkyNews,6 December2006,
Bitchute,14 May 2018
https://www.bitchute.com/video/4JCKIRbCPERM/

241. Before the 9/11 attacks, Timothy L Thomas, a retired US army lieutenant
colonel, wrote a book and an academic paper about Psy War, where he
specifically drew on holograms as part of the war of deception:

Holograms are also being considered for their value in propaganda
productions, such as morphing images of political leaders. Soldiers require
training to recognise misleading information produced from holograms,
voice synthesis or other psychological triks.

Soon both sides will have the ability to use holograms and other IT
manifestations that will offer the opportunity to completely fool one
another.

Timothy L Thomas Foreign Military Studies Office, Information Technology:
US/Russian Perspectives and Potential for Military-Political Cooperation,
Macmillan, 1999
https://web.archive.org/web/20060217030720/http:/fmso.leavenworth.army.mil/
documents/infotech.htm

[ é]

Part of PSYWAR is a fourth type of war, more important than land, seaand
AEO xAOZAOAS fr8) OOy OAAET ENOGAO ETAI OAA
(holograms) and camouflage by transfiguration to deceive an enemy.

Mind control can be achieved via electronic wave technology, sound and
microwave weapons.

Timothy L Thomas, Russian and Chinese Information Warfare: Theory and
Practice, Foreign Military Studies Office,

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, undated
https://apps.dtic.mil/dtic/tr/fulltext/u2/a467510.pdf
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242. The patents for hologram technology had existed for over thirty years before
the 9/11 attacks:

Holography Image Formation first filed in US, 24 June 1970
https://patents.google.com/patent/US3653736

Optical Control Shaping Beanfirst filed in US, 20 February 1967
https://patents.google.com/patent/US3529887

243. In 1996, the US Air Force acknowledged the existence of a new form of
advanced hologram technology, known as
could project a three -dimensional visual image precisely into a selected area
removed from the display generato

The holographic projector displays a threedimensional visual image in a
desired location, removed from the display generator. The projector can be
used for psychological operations and strategic perception management. It
is also useful for optical deception and cloaking, providing a momentary
distraction when engaging an unsophisticated adersary.

Page, 114, An Operational Analysis for Air Force 2025: An Application of
Value-Focused Thinking to Future Air and Space Capabilities,

A Research Paper, May 1996
https://web.archive.org/web/20010711074909/http:/www.au.af.mil/au/2025/volu
me4/chap03/b5_6.htm

244, 6 The new technology differs from ol der

The display can beoverlaid on real objects and viewers can walk around
it in real space[my emphasis].

Brian Wang, Next Big Future, 25 January 2018
https://www.nextbigfuture.com/2018/01/volumetric-display-achieves-quality-
moving-3d-images-that-are-better-than-holograms.html

245. The article also explains how the technology works:

They use forces conveyed by a set of ne@visible laser beams to trap a
single particle? of a plant fibre called cellulose» and heat it unevenly.

That allows researchers to push and pull the cellulose around. A second set
of lasers projects visible ight ? red, green and blue> onto the patrticle,
illuminating it as it moves through space.

Humans cannot discern images at rates faster than around 10 per second,
so if the particle is moved fast enough, its trajectory appears as a solid line
2 like a sparkler moving in the dark. And if the image changes quickly
enough, it seems to move.

Ibid.

246. Although the article claims that the technology can only work on a tiny scale
projecting objects millimetres long, we know that the military develops
technology decades in advance of making it public. In any case, the US
military paper quoted above acknow  ledges the existence of 3D volumetric
displays in 1996:

The holographic projector displays a threedimensional visual image in a
desired location, removed from the display generator.

Page, 114, An Operational Analysis for Air Force 2025: An Application of

Judgmentunder the Law
Regarding the Attacks on the United States off $&ptember 2001
Page4lof 178

hol

ogram


https://web.archive.org/web/20010711074909/http:/www.au.af.mil/au/2025/volume4/chap03/b5_6.htm
https://web.archive.org/web/20010711074909/http:/www.au.af.mil/au/2025/volume4/chap03/b5_6.htm

Value-Focused Thinking to Future Air and Space Capabilities,
A Research Paper, May 1996

Seealso:

PhysicistsreateStarWarsstyle 3D projectionst justR 2 ye&lthem holograms

Laserand particle systemproducesthree-dimensionaimovingimagesthat appearto float in thin
air

Nature,24 January2018

https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586018-01125y

Evidence at the Pentagon not consistent with a passenger airliner impact

247.

248.

The fact that jet airliners were not used in the attacks is supported by the
damage done to the buildings attacked on 9/11 and the ground in the case of
the site where Flight UA93 allegedly crashed. (For consideration of damage
done to the Twin Towers, see  Alleged aircraft damage done to the Twin
Towers below).

Witnesses reporting from the scene of the Pentagon impact report that the

object lefta 16-to-18-foot circular hole in the facade before it collapsed. As
with the Twin Towers, this is not consistent with a n aluminium jet airliner
hitting reinforced concrete and steel. In images taken after that , there are no
bits of wreckage from a plane consistent with an object the size of a Boeing
757 jet liner making such an impact:

Figure 13. Image of the Pentagon taken shortly after the impact of the
object and the collapse of the facade. There are no visible parts of a jet
airliner
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249.

250.

Figure 14. A graphic showing the size of a Boeing 757 jet airliner compared
to the Pentagon

Source:

AmericanAirlinesFlight77 - CrashAnimation,t f I Yy S Qeh@nnet 2 Y
YouTube25 February2022
https://lwww.youtube.com/watch?v=MHgNRcrNvoA

In the above recreation of the flightpath of Flight AA77, the plane performs a
physically impossible approach to the Pentagon. A passenger jet airliner
cannot travel parallel to the ground so close to the ground due to the effect of
the engines on surrounding air pres sure.

In addition to there being no credible plane parts from an enormous jetliner in
the immediate aftermath of the impact on the Pentagon, the damage done to
the back of the C -ring of the Pentagon means that the object causing the
damage would have had to pass through six reinforced concrete walls.

Figure 15. This image shows a circular hole in the back of the C-ring of the
Pentagon, taken at 48min33, 9/11 and the British Broadcasting Conspiracy
which is entirely inconsistent with a jet airliner penetrating six walls of the
building
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Figure 16. The above image was released by the FBI and has added to it
the annotations of a plane graphic; a red arrow an
Hol ed and 6C6, 6D6 and O6EOG

251. This kind of penetration is entirely consistent with a missile, most likely a
Tomahawk or similar, being the cause of the damage to the Pentagon, which
is similar to the damage done to the WTC1 and WTC2, and not a jetliner,

which has a nose made of carbon or plastic. The image below shows what
happens when the nose of a commercial passenger airliner comes into contact
with a bird:

Figure 17. Image showing damage to a plane hit by a bird, made of low-
density feathers, flesh and bone

Source:
Matt Payton Bird hits passengejet landingat Heathrowleavinga largebloodydent on its nose,
Independent,13March2016
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https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/homenews/bird-hits-passengejet-landingat-
heathrowleavinga-largebloody-dent-on-its-nosea6928781.html

252. When enhanced, the CCTV images released of the attack on the Pentagon

show that the object left a corkscrew vapour tr ail, which is consistent with the
trail left by certain types of missile. Jetliners do not leave a vapour trail at
this altitude.

o Ml L4 ’ . ~~ _

KSep. 12,2000, 17:37799. iplane.

Figure 18. An image of the object before it impacts the Pentagon officially
released by the FBI with the wrong date time stamp

253. The red box marked on the image above, released by the Pentagon, is shown
in detail and enhanced below:

(-
l

Figure 19. The above image is a true representation of the enhanced image
of the object and its trail taken fromt h e B@®@o@spimcy Files: 9/11, shown
at 47min31 in 9/11 and the British Broadcasting Conspiracy
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254.

In any case, a Boeing 757 could not travel at the 530mph accepted by the

9/11 Commissioners & based on NTSB data & so close to the ground and
parallel to it , as observed in the above photo, due to the effect on air pressure,
resulting from the workings of the large jet engines.

No evidence of Flight UA93 at alleged crash site

255.

In the case of Flight UA93, aerial photos of the site where the object went

down in Shanksville, Pennsylvania do not show any evidence of the extensive

plane debris or any dead bodies consistent with an airliner crash. The aerial
photograph below 0 released as part of the exhibits in the trial of Zacarias
Moussaoui in 2006 8 shows the crater allegedly made by the impact of Flight
UA93 and the remaining debris:

M-CSP-00009952

Figure 20. Image showing the site where Flight UA93 allegedly crashed into
the ground. Source:
https://www.911research.wtc7.net/planes/evidence/photos/pacrater3.html
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from t h€ondiBacydies: 9/11 programme, shown at 50min25, 9/11
and the British Broadcasting Conspiracy with the Conspiracy Files logo added

256. According to the 9/11 Commi ssioners® account of
report, the passengers overpowered the hijackers, meaning that the plane fell
from the skies without exploding.

Figure 22. Animage of Flight PA103, which crashed into the ground near
Lockerbie, Dumfries and Galloway, Scotland after a bomb exploded in the
luggage hold at 30,000 feet altitude, taken from press reports

257. Flight PA103 fell out of the sky over the town of Lockerbie in Southern
Scotland in December 1988 after a bomb exploded in the luggage hold. Yet
even in the case of an explosion in the sky, obvious large parts of plane debris
can be observed in the images  captured where it crashed into the ground.

258. Investigators should reasonably therefore expect to find large parts of the jet
airliner which  they claim was Flight UA93 in close proximity to the site of
impact, as it did not explode in the air, even if the plane exploded on landing.
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259. | n an interview with the BBC&s Conspiracy Files
Mayor of nearby Indian Lake, Pennsylvania said in response to claims that
there was no evidence of a large Boeing having crashed there:

There will be no way to truly prove it because 92 to 93 per cent of the
remains of that aircraft and the people are still in that hole.

From the Conspiracy Files: 9/11 shown at 50min10, 9/11 and the British
Broadcasting Conspiracy

260. Again, this bears no relation to reality. As seen in the image of Flight PA103
above, even a jet airliner exploded at 30,000 feet still leaves large aircraft
parts to be found. Inthe same way that jet airliners cannot penetrate
concrete and steel, they do not penetrate the ground they crash into or bury
themselves in deep craters. This is more consistent with a missile hitting the
ground than a jet airliner.

261. In fact, the evidence is consistent with an A -3 Skywarrior loaded with missiles
being shot down and disintegrating into small pieces with its missiles
exploding into the ground (see  Plane parts allegedly recovered , Pentagon
below)

262. In February 2004, retired Army Colonel, Donn de Grand -Pre, told independent

investigator dor & conspi r aocry Otlh enoirtiesdied@ndinggnyoun t &
point of view 0 Alex Jones:

It was taken out by the North Dakota Air Guard. | know the pilot who fired
those two missiles to take down 93.

https://www.popularmechanics.com/military/a5688/debunking-911-myths-flight-

93/
263. Eventhoughde Grand -Pre refers to a plane, 6930, and the
dispute over whether Rick Gibney, the man later alleged by de Grand -Pre to

be the pilot who fired the shot, did so, the small amount of debris and its
scattering observed in the imag e of the crash site of Flight UA93 above is
entirely consistent with a missile being shot down and not a large Boeing.

Plane parts allegedly recovered

Pentagon

264. Some individuals have pointed to the images captured of apparent plane
wreckage at the WTC , the Pentagon and the site of the alleged crash of Flight
UA93, as proof that planes were deployed in the attacks.
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265.

266.

267.

268.

Figure 23. The image on the left shows a turbine from a Boeing 757, the
type of jet allegedly used in the Pentagon attack in comparison with the small
turbine in the image on the left, photographed at the Pentagon impact scene

Sourceof imageon right:
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pratt_%26_Whitney_PW?2000#/media/File:Defense.gov_News_Ph
oto_101117F3431H095 - Tech. Sgt. Zachariah_Pock climbs_a ladder_to_conduct_post
flight_checks_on_a -C
17_Globemaster_IIl_engine_during_the_mobility_air_forces_exercise_at.jpg

Sourceof imageon left:

FBIre-release/11 Pentagorphotos,ABCNews,not dated
https://abcnews.go.com/US/photos/fhie-releasesmagespentagon9-11-attack
46488469/imaget6490818

The image above on the left shows the turbine of a Boeing 757, compared to
the turbine that was photographed at the site of the Pentagon attack. In both
images, there is a man so we can reasonably compare the size of the two

objects. We can therefore easily conclude in judgment that the object
observed at the Pentagon is clearly not part of a Boeing 757 jet engine, which
was alleged to have gone into the building.

Thisis infact a jet engine component with fan found on the A -3 Skywarrior
twin -turbojet , a remote -controlled drone developed by the US military in the
1950s to deliver bombs up to 10,000 tons or even a nuclear bomb o and on
older versions of the 737. This type of turbojet engine has never been used on

a Boeing 757. Neitherisit an auxiliary power unit , as some individuals have
speculated.

https://www.metabunk.org/threads/911-did-flight-aa7 *hit-the-pentagon.1047/

Like a jet airliner, it would not have the capability to penetrate the facade of
the Pentagon through to the C  -ring, as seen above, but has the capacity to
carry missiles close to the scene of an attack before firing them at the target.

Some commentators have claimed that the part s shown below prove that a jet
airliner hit the Pentagon
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269.

Figure 24. Image of a piece of wreckage alleged to be of Flight AA77,
allegedly recovered from the Pentagon

Figure 25. Image of a piece of wreckage alleged to be of Flight AA77,
allegedly recovered from the Pentagon

Abovetwo photographssourcedfrom:

FBlre-release®/11 Pentagorphotos, ABCNews,not dated
https://abcnews.go.com/US/photos/fhie-releasesmagespentagon9-11-attack
46488469/imaget6490818

The recovery of a handful of small parts allegedly from a plane is entirely
inconsistent with  a plane the size of a Boeing 757 impacting a building like
the Pentagon . In any case, these parts have not been forensicated as no air
crash investigations were carried out. It is obviously easier to plant small

pieces of an alleged plane than large ones.
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WTC Complex

270. El even years after the attacks on thedWTC a pie
known as a trailing edge flap actuation support structure o from the
underside of the wing was found by surveyors. It was wedged in a narrow,
inaccessible space between two buildings, about three blocks from the WTC
complex :

Figure 26. Image of alleged wreckage of an aircraft found 11 years after
9/11 near the WTC complex, left, and a close-up image of it, right

Source:

Noauthor, 9/11 debrisfound in New Y orkidentified asplanewing
BBONews,29 April 2013
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/worldus-canada22344949

Figure 27. Animage alleged to be of a portion of the fuselage from Flight
UAl75shown on the FBIlI &s website
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Source:
Portionof Fuselagérom UAFIlight175,History,FBlwebsite,undated
https://www.fbi.gov/history/artifacts/portion-of-fuselagefrom-ua-flight-175

271. Asin the case of the Pentagon, it is not consistent with a plane crash that
only one or two parts  of the plane have been found at the WTC complex. If a
plane genuinely had crashed into the building, many more parts would have
been recovered.

Shanksville, Pennsylvania

272. The same observation applies to the site where Flight PA103 allegedly crashed
in Shanksville, Pennsylvania.

Figure 28. A small plane part alleged to be part of Flight UA93

Source:

TimLambert

Partof Flight93 crashedon myland. | went backto the sacredground20yearslater, 3
September015,NPR
https://www.npr.org/2021/08/31/1033059826/911-flight-93-crashedon-my-land-i-went-back
to-the-sacredground-20-yearsl
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Figure 29. A small plane part alleged to be part of Flight UA93. Although |
have seen this image used to routinely illustrate the alleged crash of Flight
UA93, it has always been of uncertain provenance

Figure 30. Aclose-up of an i mage used in the BBCds Conspira
programme, used to indicate that parts of a plane were recovered from the

alleged crash site at Shanksville, Pennsylvania, shown at 51min37 in 9/11

and the British Broadcasting Conspiracy

273. In any case, none oft he plane part s above were formally forensicated in an air
crash investigation to pro ve they came from the aircraft  alleged by the 9/11
Commissioners to be used in the attacks  or any other aircraft. As already
established, the 9/11 Commission report recorded that the object s impacting
the Twin Towers and the Pentagon were travelling far too fast to be jet
airliners , based on radar data , so none of them could be civilian planes.

274. lconcludein judgment that all of the above parts  are either parts of a missile
or A-3 Skywarrior painted in the livery of airlines or are planted evidence to
create the impression that jet liners had gone into the Pentagon and the WTC
Towers in the light of the following evidence:

i the incontrovertible evidence ofa missile impacting the Pentagon
because it travelled at 530mph and left a corkscrew trail;

ii. the incontrovertible evidence that missiles impacted the WTC
Towers because they travelled at 430mph and 560mph with one
making a whistling sound

iii. the damage done to the Pentagon, WTC1 and WTC2;

iv. the lack oflarge jetliner parts otherwise recovered at the Pentagon
the WTC complexand Shanksville

v. the absence ofny forensication of these parts or anyir crash
investigation to formally identify them.
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Alleged communications from the hijacked planes

275. Some individuals have claimed that communications from the allegedly
hijacked planes stand as proof of  them being used in the 9/11 attacks. This
is a failure of reasoning. We can  conclude in judgment beyond reasonable
doubt that no communications were made from hijacked planes because:

i we have established beyond reasonable doubt that all the
reasoned evidence shows that missiles and not jetliners were
used in the 9/11 attacks.

ii. the 9/11 Commi ssionds enquiries provide no
other than Flights AA11, AA77, UA93 and UA175, being
allegedly hijacked, which | have already established were not
used in the attacks.

276. | will nevertheless examine the communications made by Betty Ong and Amy
Sweeney, two flight attendants alleged by the media and the 9/11
Commi ssion to be on Flight AA11. According to
they wer e 06 tpeaoplewho tegorted te the ground from aboard the
aircraftad.

Note number25to Chapterl, page453
9/11 CommissiorReport

277. According to two recordings played to the 9/11 Commission, Ong placed a call
by 6Airfoned to an American Airlines reservati o
Carolina at around 08:19 hours on 11 hSeptember 2001. O6Ai rphonebd

brand name of an air to ground radiotelephone service, which allowed
passengers to make calls in  -flight. It is not a mobile phone.

278. Ong spoke to Vanessa Minter, the 6female voiceb
connected her supervisor, Nydia Gonzalez, into the call a couple of minutes
later. Gonzales in turn connected American Airlines manager, Craig Marquis,
t he Omal e voi ce drtidnofthe thaescripte cond p

279. Al t hough Ong reportedly stayed on the O06Airphone
went into the Twin Towers at around 08:47, only four minutes of her
conversation with Gonzales was recorded.

FBITelegramreferenceFD-302a(Rev.10-6-95), Septemberl7,2003
https://www.scribd.com/document/14094215/T-B17-FBt302sof-InterestFlight 11-FdrEntire-
Contents

280. There are well -founded reasons to be suspicious of the authenticity of this
call, in which Ong wrongly says she is on Flight AA12 and then takes several
prompts before she can confirm her seat number:

Betty Ong: [I'm] Number 3 [flight attendant] in the back [my emphasis]
The cockpit's not answering. Somebody's stabbed in business class and
think there's mace? that we can'tbreathe. | don't know, | think we're
getting hijacked.

Male Voice: Which flight are you on?
Betty Ong: Flight 12.

Operator : And what seat are you in? Ma'am, are you there?
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Betty Ong:Yes.

Male Voice: What seat are you in?

Female Voice: Ma'am, what seat are you in?

Betty Ong: We're? just left Boston, we're up in the air.
Female Voice: | know, what?

Betty Ong: We're supposed to go to LA and the cockpit's not answering
their phone.

Female Voice: Okay, but what seat are you sitting in? What's the number
of your seat?

Betty Ong: Okay, I'm in my jump seat right now.

Female VoiceOkay.

BettyOng:! O 02 fro! EO OEA EOIi P OAAOS 4EAOA EO 11
https://www.encyclopedia.com/politics/energy-government-and-defense-
magazines/transcript-flight-attendant-betty-ong

281. The above transcript does not record the pauses in the conversation , which
give any listener even more reason to be sceptical that the call takes place
from Flight AA11

Betty Ong Call from Right 11, FauNabchannel,YouTubel0 September2016
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AUpG5CMbQRw

282. Any airline passenger only has to look above their seat to know which number
seat they are in yet Ong repeatedly ignores the question about where she is
seated because she knows she has already said s
pl ane, which is supported by Amy Sweeney®ds acco

The flight has been hijacked. This flight is Flight 11 from Boston to LA. The
plane is a 767.1 am in the back with BETTY ONG [my emphasis]AA Flight
Attendant.

FBI Telegram, reference FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95), September 17, 2003
https://www.scribd.com/doc/14094215/T7-B17-FBI-302s-of-Interest-Flight-11-
Fdr-Entire-Contents

283. The back of the plane is the opposite end of the plane to the jump seat, 3A,
which is by the cockpit. It is occupied by cabin crew during landing and take -
off.

284. There is no evidence in the Ong recording that she moved to seat 3A, which
would have recklessly put her closer to the alleged hijackers who had,
according to Amy Sweeney06s account, already sta
and had a bomb in the cockpit (see al so below):

A man in business class has had his throat slashed and is presumably dead.
#1 flight attendant has been stabbed and #5 flight attendant has been
stabbed. There is a bomb in the cockpit.

FBI Telegram, reference FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95), September 17, 2003
https://www.scribd.com/doc/14094215/T7-B17-FBI-302s-of-Interest-Flight-11-
Fdr-Entire-Contents

285. This level of evasion and error on the part of Ong indicates that she was not
actually on aplane butwas elsewhere. In any case, Ong was still on the
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60Ai rf oned at objed wentintord& Clt growing still further that Flight
AA11 was not used in the attack.

286. At no point does Ong mention the seat numbers or provide descriptions of the
men involved in the alleged hijacking. The former are provided by Gonzalez,
who is working at an American Airlines reservation desk on the ground in
Raleigh, North Carolina:

Nydia Gonzalez: Okay, hold on. Hey Betty, do you know any information
as far as the gents the men that are in the cockpit with the pilots, were
they from first class? They were sitting in 2A and B.

https://www.encyclopedia.com/politics/energy-government-and-defense-
magazines/transcript-flight-attendant-betty-ong

287. As already stated, Ongb6s account of being

statements made by Amy Sweeney, also known as Madeline, another flight
attendant allegedly on Flight AA11, to Michael Woodward, Flight Service
Manager, American Airlines.

288. At the time of the alleged hijackings, Woodward was at the American Airlines
administrative office at Logan Airport, Boston, Massachusetts, where Flight
AA1l is alleged to have taken off.

289. The day after the attack, Woodward recounted the following to local state
police, based on his contemporaneous notes of conversations with Amy
Sweeney, not recordings:

The flight has been hijacked. This flight is Flight 11 from Boston to LA. The
plane is a 767.1 am in the back with BETTY ONG [my emphasis]AA Flight
Attendant. A man in business class has had his throat slashed and is
presumably dead. #1 flight attendant has been stabbed and #5 flight
attendant has been stabbed.

There is a bomb in the cockpitl can't make contact with the cockpit , [my
emphasis]can you do it?

FBI Telegram, reference FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95), September 17, 2003
https://www.scribd.com/doc/14094215/T7-B17-FBI-302s-of-Interest-Flight-11-
Fdr-Entire-Contents

290. How did Sweeney know that there was a
contact it and could not gain access to the cockpit or the pilots, as she
reportedly told Woodward, the American Airlines manager on the ground?

SWEENEY stated that three 3 [sic] hijackers gained access to the cockpit
and the flight crew could not gain access or communicate with the pilots or
the cockpit[my emphasis]. The hijackers were sitting in seats 10B, 9C, and
9G or 9D and 9G.

FBI Telegram, reference FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95), September 17, 2003
https://www.scribd.com/doc/14094215/T7-B17-FBI-302s-of-Interest-Flight-11-
Fdr-Entire-Contents

291. According to the material produced at the trial of Zacarias Moussaoui, alleged
to be based on the original flight manifests, the seats of the hijackers were:
2A: Wail Al Shehri
2B: WaleedAl Shehri
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292.

293.

294,

295.

296.

8B: Abdul Al Omari
8D: Mohammed Atta
10B: SatamAl Sugami

https://911research.wtc7.net/planes/evidence/docs/Flight11.png

The seat numbers which allegedly tally with those of the hijackers, 2A and 2B,

are provided by Gonzales, an American Airlines manager on the ground.

Sweeney, who is allegedly onboard the aircraft, provides only one seat number

which tallies with the information above, 10B. Although some critics will

think I'dm failing to account for ©6the fog of
when three men jumped out of their seats that they were not sitting in

consecutive rows, 9 and 10, as reported by Sweeney.

According to Woodwardds notes, not a recordi
following, which was widely reported in the media coverage of the attacks:

Something is wrong. | don't think the captain is in control. | see water. |
see buildings. We're very, very low.

FBI Telegram, reference FD-302a (Rev. 10-6-95), September 17, 2003

Independent investigators have drawn attention to the peculiarity of this

statement, pointing out that Sweeney appears to be the only US national who

doesndét recognise the distinctive Manhatt an
flight attendant who would have flown on flights in the area before the 9/11

attacks. This in itself undermines the credibility of her being where she

claimed to be .

The 9/11 Commi ssioners accept that Ong is in
back?, even though they have heard a recordi
jump seat d, 3A at the front:

Reports from two flight attendantsin the coach cabin [my emphasis],
"AOOU /1 ¢ AT A -AAATETA Oriué 3xAAT Au OAIlI
how the hijacking happened.

Pageb, 9/11 CommissiorReport

| conclude in judgment that t he fact that the Commissioners do not reconcile
conflicting evidence they have heard with their own ears further undermines
their credibility as investigators and the credibility of the findings of their final
report.

No evidence mobile calls were technically possible

297.

The claim to have identified the hijackers from mobile phone calls from the
allegedly hijacked flights came from an official briefing, based on an FBI press
release (see The F B | failsreto below):

Officials said theyreached that conclusiomafter assembling information
from the flights' passenger lists pay telephone recordsphoned reports
from passengers aboard the hijacked flights [my emphasis]
and evidence takenfrom the rental car found at Logan Airport'

David Johnston, After the Attacks: the investigation, Bin Laden Cited
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298.

299.

300.

301.

302.

303.

304.

305.

306.

307.

New York Times, 13 September 2001
http://www.nytimes.com/2001/09/13/national/13INQU.html

The technology to make calls from mobile phone calls from commercial
airliners simply did not exist at the time of the 9/11 attacks, although it did
become available three years later.

I n 2004, Qualcomm Incorporated, o6éworld | eader 6 |
announced it had successfully demonstrated in -cabin voice communications

using commercially available mobile phones on a commercial aircraft from

American Airlines, leaving Fort ~ Worth International Airport, Dallas, Texas.

During the two -hour, proof -of-concept flight, passengers from the media and
government were able to make and receive phone calls and send and receive
text messages on their mobile phones:

Through the use of an ircabin third-CAT AOAOGET 1T j o' q OPEAT AAl 16 1A
passengers on the test flight were able to place and receive calls as if they
were on the ground.

A small in.cabin CDMA cellular base station on the plane, that uses standard
cellular communications, was connected to the worldwide terrestrial phone
network by an air-to-ground Globalstar satellite link.

American Airlines and Qualcomm Complete Test Flight to Evaluate In-Cabin
Mobile Phone Use, Proof-of-Concept Event Highlights Safe and Reliable
Mobile Phone Technology Using CDMA on a Commercial Aircraft, Fort Worth,
Texas and San Diego, 14 July 2004
https://www.qualcomm.com/news/releases/2004/07/15/american-airlines-and-
gualcomm-complete-test-flight-evaluate-cabin-mobile

This announcement took place just three years after the mobile phone calls
from the allegedly hijacked aircraft were widely reported while representatives
of American Airlines, which had two flights alleged to be hijacked on 9/11; the
US government and the  US media were present.

Didnét any of them think to ask how the alleged
aircraft on 9/11, if mobile phone from aircraft to ground was new technology?

I n any case, the |l ack of background noise from
recordings of the calls indicates that the calls were not made while in flight.

The technological impossibility of making mobile phone calls from aircraft is
supported by research carried out by Professor A K Dewdney, a Canadian
mathematician and computer scientist and Emeritus Professor at the
University of Western Ontario.

Dewdney also founded Scientific Professionals Investigating 9/11 (SPINE), the
first 9/11 truth group to be formed from academics and others with specialist
technical knowledge relevant to the data gathered on 9/11.

In February 2003, Dewdney tested the theory by making mobile phone calls
from a lightweight plane at different altitudes above London, Ontario, an area
extensively covered by mobile phone relay stations.

At 4,000 feet, around two out of five calls connected; at 8,000 feet, the
connection rate was fewer than one call out of ten. From this data, Dewdney
deduced that the rate of connection would be considerably less than one in
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every hundred calls made from 32,000 feet, the
cruising altitude.

308. |'n March 2003, Dewdney®s published Project Achi
findings and conclusions:

To the extent that the cellphones [US English for mobile phones] used in
this experiment represent types in general use, it may be concluded that
from this particular type of aircraft, cellphones become useless very quickly
with increasing altitude. In paticular, two of the cellphone types, the Mike
and the Nokia, became useless above 2,000 feet.

Of the remaining two, the Audiovoxvorked intermittently up to 6,000 feet
but failed thereafter, while the BM analogue cellphone worked once just
over 7,000 feet but failed consistently thereafter. We therefore conclude
that ordinary cellphones, digital or analogue, will fail to get througtat or
above 8,000 feet [altitude].

A K Dewdney
Project Achilles: Low Altitude Cellphone Experiments, March 2003
https://physics-911.com/pdf/Achilles.pdf

309. The light plane used by Dewdney for the experiment would be expected to
produce much better results for mobile phone use than large commercial
airliners like those allegedly hijacked on 9/11 because the carbon -fibre skin of
the test plane is 6radio transparent® and woul d
signal than the aluminium surface of a Boeing 757 or 767, both alleged to be
used in the attacks.

Seealso:
AKDewdney TheCellphoneand Airfone Callsfrom FlightUA93,March2003
https://physics911.com/cellphoneflight93/

Thé Bfailéranwestigate the actual attacks

310. As established above, the FBI stopped officers at local field offices from
sharing information about reported Islamic terrorists in the US, before the
9/11 attacks. After the attacks, the FBI failed to conduct its enquiries with
the due diligence required by law

Co-ordination of FBI response to 9/11 at HQ

311. Immediately after the 9/11 attacks, FBI director Robert Mueller set up the
Strategic Information and Operations Centre (hereafter 6 S| Oa€hg FBI HQ
in Washington, DC @& under the operational codename of PENTTBOM dto
investigate the attacks . This meant the investigation into the 9/11 attacks
was conducted by officers at FBI HQ, not officers based at field offices local to
the attacks . Although the FBI had setupa n SIOC centre at HQ on occasions
in the past to deal with ongoing emergency incidents inr eal time, it had never

conducted investigations from HQ. Instead, it had left that task to local FBI
field offices .
312. In other words, administrators not investigators took responsibility for an FBI

counter -terrorist investigation for the first time
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313. Relying on my experience in MI5, | judge that administrators are unlikely to
be experienced in conducting the routine enquiries demanded in any actual
investigation.

314. Thisis also a judgment shared by Rowley:

Although FBI HQ personnel have, no doubt, been of immeasurable
assistance to the field over the years, I'm hard pressed to think of any case
which has been solved by FBI HQ personnel and | can name several that
have been screwed up! Decisiemaking is inherently more effective and
timely when decentralised instead of concentrated.

Coleen Rowley, Memo to FBI Director Robert Mueller

Edited version of the 13-page letter

21 May 21 2002

http://www.time.com/time/covers/1101020603/memo.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20190920090649/http://www.apfn.org/apfn/ WTC_w
histleblowerl.htm

315. Cowl ey al so commented on Muell erds plans to exp.
investigative branch based at FBIHQ , when the Joint Terrorism Task Forces
had already operated from FBI field offices for years and had successfully
prevented terrorist attacks
91 60 PIATO &£ O Al &") &mbpilyfdA@BEE000 O30PAO 31
an honest appraisal of the FBI's pr&September 11th failures. The Phoenix,
Minneapolis and Paris Legal Attaché Offices reacted remarkably exhibiting
keen perception and prioritisation skills regarding the terrorist threats they
uncovered or were made aware of pr8 ADOAT AAO ppOES8 fr 8Y

You are also apparently disregarding the fact the Joint Terrorism Task
Forces (JTTFs), operating out of field divisions for years, (the first and chief
one being New York City's JTTF), have successfully handled numerous
terrorism investigations and, in some instances, successfully prevented acts
of terrorism.

Ibid.

316. Gi ven t hfailuré Bolréac to intelligence regarding Islamic terrorists  prior
to 9/1 1 & see The FBI and CIA failures to investigate Islamic terrorists
prior to 9/11 above & you would think that the agency would have been
particularly keen to thoroughly investigate the actual attacks to prove it was

not institutionally incompetent. Yet, the exact opposite happened. After

Muell erf6s decision to conduct investigations fr
Washington, the officers  failed to carry out any meaningful investigation at all

into the biggest terrorist attack in history in terms of fatalities . This is proven

by the FBI 6s failure to:

i. secure any of the sites impacted as crime scenes, meaning the integrity
of any of the evidence gathered is open to charges of later manipulation;

ii. forensicate material allegedly gathered at those sites;

iii. subject evidence to other scientific testing to prove its provenance or
veracity, like for example, the reported mobile phone calls made from
the allegedly hijacked flights;

iv. to gather evidence from many witnesses, particularly regarding
explosions at the WTC complex and the flightpath of AA77.
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No public evidence of flight manifests

317. Just three days after the attacks, igagdhé
19 hijackers:

Information listed for each hijacker differs, but may include date of birth,
address provided, or visa statusThis is the extent of the information
available at this time [my emphasig.

FBI National Press Office, Washington, DC, 14 September 2001
https://archives.fhi.gov/archives/news/pressrel/press-releases/fhi-announces-
list-of-19-hijackers

318. The press release makes no mention of  flight manifests or passenger lists of

flights AA11, AA77, UA 93 andUA175. The i nformation that

conclusions were based on flight manifest s came from a media briefing

Officials said theyreached that conclusiorafter assembling information
from the flights' passenger lists [my emphasis], pay telephone
records; phoned reports from passengers aboard the hijacked flights
and evidence takenfrom the rental car found at Logan Airport'

David Johnston, After the Attacks: the investigation, Bin Laden Cited
New York Times, 13 September 2001
http://www.nytimes.com/2001/09/13/national/13INQU.html

319. The original flight manifests have never been released publicly . The New York

Times, above, was reporting secondary sources, the opinion of FBI officers o}
6of fi c edwithod eefierdnde to the primary sources, the flight manifests.

320. They are not mentioned inthe bodyofthe 9/ 11 Commi ssi on@s
the accounts of each of the alleged  hijackings, although the  footnote refers to
the flight manifests for Flight UA93 but not the other alleged flights

Page456, Note 74, Chapterl, 9/11 CommissiorReport
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Figure 31. Four photocopied images of completed boarding cards for Flight
UA93, mentioned in the 9/11 Commissiond s f i n al report
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321. The exclusion of

322.

323.

324.

the flight manifests

from the body of the 9/11
Commi ssi oner 6 sismhotewoatly becarge theirtinclusion
have provided some documentary corroboration of the version of events that

the 9/11 Commission was venturing. It is obviously inconsistent to mention

only the flight manifest for one allegedly hijacked flight and not the others. In
any case, we hav e no publicly available version of this alleged flight manifest

although there are photocopies of

available , unlike for the

UA175 that day.

In fact, there is no evidence of the original flight manifests ever being released

to the public , despite frequent

In July 2006,
Zacar.i

the boarding cards for Flight UA93

publicly
individuals alleged to be on Flights AA1l, A A77 and

there would

filings for them under Freedom of Information
legislation ( her e af tfeomjouwndlists ahd independent investigators

bundles of prosecution and defence exhibits for the trial of

as

Moussaoui ,

all eged

to be

website. Among them were documents alleged to be based on the flight

manifests. But these are

A
AmericanAirlines

American Airlines Flight #11

BOEING 767

SEAT

clearly not the original primary source evidence:

PASSENGER

B

ZONE B - BUSINESS
30 SEATS

SEAT  PASSENGER

108 Al Sugami, Satam
3UC  Allison, Anna
8G Alomari, Abdul
2A  Alshehri, Wail
2B Alshehri, Waleed
8A Angell David

88 Angell Lynn Edwards

29C Aoyama, Seima
Arestegui, Barbara
28C Aronson, Myra
80 Atta, Mohamed
25C  Barbuto, Christine
11D Beug, Carolyn
226G Boors, Kelly
38 Bouchard, Carol
3H Casey, Neilie
Collman, Jeffrey
20H Coombs, Jefirey
33 Creamer, Tara

BeReBBeB

e g3

PASSENGER
Cuccinello, Thelma
Currivan, Patrick
Dale, Brian
DiMeglio, David
DiTullio, Donald
Dominguez, Alberto
Farley-Hackel, Paige
Filipov, Alexandler
Flyzik, Carol
Friedman, Paul
Fyfe, Karleton

A Crew

SEAT

104
24
2ZH
2A
31A
W
316
2H
198
208
280
ZA
L]

%8

32

PASSENGER

Hennessy, Jr., Edward
Hofer, john

Holland, Cora
Humber, Jr., John N.
Iskandar, Waleed
Jenkins, john

Jones, Charles
Kaplan, Robin
Keating, Barbara
Kowalkcin, David
Larocque, Judith C
Lascen, Natalie Janis
Lee, Daniel

Lewin, Daniel

Low, Sara

MacKay, Susan
Martin, Karen
McGuinness, Jr., Thomas

[ Passenger

SEAT  PASSENGER

1B Mello, Christopher
11H  Miadenik, |effrey
2H Montoya, Carlas
2D Morabito, Laura
248 Naiman, Mildred
28B Neira, Laurie
3A Newell, Renee
Nicosia, Kathleen
278 Norton, Jacqueline
21C Norton, Robert
Ogonowski, John
Ong, Betty
318 Orth, Jane
20)  Pecorelli, Thomas
134 Perkins, Berinthia
3 Puopolo, Sonia
2H Retik, David
Rogér, jean

2 Hijacker

t

he

SEAT  PASSENGER

11G  Rosenzweig, Philip
2J Ross, Richard

Sachs, Jessica

Salie, Rahma

Smith, Heather

Snyder, Dianne

Stone, Douglas

Suarez, Xavier

Sweeney, Madeline

Theodoridis, Michael

Trentini, James

Trentini, Mary Barbara

Valdes, Antonio Montoya

Wahlstrom,Mary
Waldie, Kenneth
Wendkus, John

247 Williams, Candace
294 Zarba, |r, Christopher

EJZ2EBEE 2¥ BEB

Varmsikrishna, Pendyala

Figure 32. Animage of the alleged seating arrangements on Flight AA11,
which is obviously not an actual flight manifest

Source:

https://911research.wtc7.net/planes/evidence/docs/Flight11.png

Seealsa

http://graphics.boston.com/news/packages/underattack/images/aa_flight_11_manifest.gif

The 9/11 research link

the FBI and published in his book,

TerryMcDermott, PerfectSoldiers
The9/11 HijackersWho TheyWere,Why TheyDid It

Perfect Soldiers .
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http://graphics.boston.com/news/packages/underattack/images/aa_flight_11_manifest.gif
https://www.harpercollins.com/blogs/authors/terry-mcdermott-880000029841

HarperCollinsl5 August 2006
http://911myths.com/html/the_passengers.html

325. As faxed copies of documents, they are obviously not original primary source
evidence.

326. Other alleged versions of the passenger lists have been published to the
public . Debunkers of 9/11 theories which undermine the official account
have claimed these were O6victim |listso, not f I i
were provided in response to F ol requests for the passenger lists .

327. Debunkers use the same tactics they accuse 06con
selective evidence dal so known as 0 6 andfailing to gbjeatively n g &

apply reason and established science to the evidence they have. The
debunkers have claimed for example that the passenger lists originally
published by CNN were o6victimd |ists, partly be

included in the URL for the lists:

http://edition.cnn.com/SPECIALS/2001/trade.center/victims/ua93.victims.html
http://edition.cnn.com/SPECIALS/2001/trade.center/victims/aall.victims.html
http://edition.cnn.com/SPECIALS/2001/trade.center/victims/aa77.victims.html
http://edition.cnn.com/SPECIALS/2001/trade.center/victims/ual75.victims.html

328. The original lists from CNN have been removed without explanation but the
9/11 Research site has screenshots of the original articles:

https://911research.wtc7.net/cache/planes/evidence/cnn_AA11_victims.html
https://911research.wtc?7.net/cache/planes/evidence/cnn_UAL93_victims.html
https://911research.wtc7.net/cache/planes/evidence/cnn_AA77_victims.html

https://911research.wtc7.net/cache/planes/evidence/cnn_UAL75_victims.html

329. Here, thelist sareof O6passenger sdbdaindt Thimsoafim®E my not
memory of the lists when | was researching 9/11 for the documentary , which |
co-wrote and co -produced in 2007. | recollect that these lists were issued
after filings under Fol legislation for the flight manifests. None of the names
of the alleged hijackers are mentioned and n one of the crew or
passengers have Middle Eastern names.
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. ANEWSNIGHT
Q\N ocom ﬁ WITH AARON BROWN  EEKNIGHTS 10 P.M. ET CI\N

IN-DEPTH SPECIAL

WAR AGAINST TERROR

TOP STORIES MAIN | AMERICAN AIRLINES FLIGHT 11 | AMERICAN AIRLINES FLIGHT 77 | UNITED AIRLINES FLIGHT 175 |
* Children cope with loss UNITED AIRLINES FLIGHT 93| PENTAGON | WORLD TRADE CENTER

e UNITED AIRLINES FLIGHT 93

* New York remembers

United Airlines Flight 93, from Newark, New Jersey, to San Francisco, Califonia, crashed in rural southwest
Pennsylvania, with 45 people on board.

firefighters
« Survivor recounts harrowing

escape
« Passengers voted to attack

hiackers
«‘Just get out of there' CREW
- Industry, media figures among
victims Jason Dahl, 43, from Denver, Colorado, was the plane's captain. He had a wife and son. Dahl had a lifelong interest in
flying, said his aunt, Maxine Atkinson, of Waterloo, lowa.
*+ AUDIONVIDEO
« ARCHIVE Leroy Homer, 36, from Mariton, New Jersey, was the first officer on board. He was married and had a daughter.
+ WTC TENANTS

Lorraine Bay was a flight attendant.
Sandra Bradshaw, 38, of Greensboro, North Carolina, was a flight attendant.
Wanda Green was a flight attendant.

CeeCee Lyles of Fort Myers, Florida, was a flight attendant. She reached her husband, Lorne, by cell phone to tell him
that she loved him and their children before the plane went down. The couple between them had four children.

Deborah Welsh was a flight attendant.

Figure 33. Animage of an example passenger list, in this case for Flight
UA93, from the top of the page, originally published by CNN but since
removed
https://911research.wtc7.net/cache/planes/evidence/cnn_UAL93_victims.html
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330.

331.

PASSENGERS

Christian Adams

Todd Beamer, 32, was from Cranbury, New Jersey.

Alan Beaven, 48, of Oakland, California, was an environmental lawyer.

Mark Bingham, 31, of San Francisco owned a public relations firm, the Bingham Group. He called his mother, Alice
Hoglan, 15 minutes before the plane crashed and told her that the plane had been taken over by three men who claimed
to have a bomb. Hoglan said her son told her that some passengers planned to try to regain control of the plane. "He
said, 'l love you very, very much, ' " Hoglan said.

Deora Bodley, 20, of Santa Clara, California, was a university student.

Marion Britton

Thomas E. Burnett Jr., 38, of San Ramon, California, was a senior vice president and chief operating officer of Thoratec
Corp., a medical research and development company, and the father of three. He made four calls to his wife, Deena,
from the plane. Deena Burnett said that her husband told her that one passenger had been stabbed and that "a group of
us are going to do something." He also told her that the people on board knew about the attack on the World Trade
Center, apparently through other phone calls.

William Cashman

Georgine Corrigan

Joseph Deluca

Patrick Driscoll

Edward Felt, 41, was from Matawan, New Jersey.

Colleen Fraser

Andrew Garcia

Jeremy Glick, 31, from West Milford, New Jersey, called his wife, Liz, and in-laws in New York on a cell phone to tell
them the plane had been hijacked, Joanne Makely, Glick's mother-in-law, told CNN. Glick said that one of the hijackers
"had a red box he said was a bomb, and one had a knife of some nature,” Makely said. Glick asked Makely if the reports
about the attacks on the World Trade Center were true, and she told him they were. He left the phone for a while,
returning to say, "The men voted to attack the terrorists,"” Makely said.

Lauren Grandcolas of San Rafael, California, was a sales worker at Good Housekeeping magazine.

Donald F. Green, 52, was from Greenwich, Connecticut.

Linda Gronlund

Richard Guadagno, 38, of Eureka, California, was the manager of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Humboldt Bay
National Wildlife Refuge.

Toshiya Kuge
Waleska Martinez
Nicole Miller
Mark Rothenberg

Christine Snyder, 32, was from Kailua, Hawaii. She was an arborist for the Outdoor Circle and was returning from a
conference in Washington. She had been married less than a year.

John Talignani
Honor Wainio

The Associated Press contributed to this report.

Figure 34. Animage of an example passenger list for Flight UA93, from the
bottom of the webpage, originally published by CNN but since removed
https://911research.wtc7.net/cache/planes/evidence/cnn_UAL93_victims.html

Given that the 9/11 Commission was a formal enquiry, the officers in the FBI
had a duty under law to provide any evidence relevant to the investigation
upon penalty of criminal sanction

Even if the FBI or the 9/11 Commission now produced flight manifests with
the alleged h i j a c kamesidthem, it would not constitute evidence of
involvement in the attacks on WTC1, WTC2 and the Pentagon, as it has
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already been established beyond reasonable doubt that Flights AA11l, UA175
and AA77 and were not the objects used in the attacks on those buildings.

332. Iconcludein judgment that the original flight manifests do not exist, given
that :

i. the FBI refused to produce the original flight manifests to
journalists and independent investigators, even when required to
do so under Fol legislation, then released faxed versions without
media notice five years after the attacks to a researcher, who is
supporting their flawed version of events;

ii. there is no evidence opassengeraircraft being used in the attacks;

iii. the recordings of calls allegedly made from the hijacked flights
were not technically possible at the time so were also fraudulent

The lack of publicly available CCTV evidence

333. There are reports that FBI officers quickly took possession of footage from
CCTV cameras around the Pentagon but this footage has never been released
publicly , apart from the few images | have already mentioned here (see
Evidence at the Pentagon not consistent with a passenger airliner impact
above).

334. Even priorto 9/11 , airports had extensive CCTV security yet the powers -that -
be were unable to provide publicly any CCTV coverage of the alleged hijackers
at the airports where the planes allegedly took off that is time and date
stamped.

335. Thereis only one time and date stamped colour image, which has been
released to the public. It allegedly record s two of the hijackers, Mohammed
Atta and Abdulaziz Al Omari at Portland Airport in Maine at 05:45 on the day
of the attack , allegedly about to board a feeder flight to Dulles Airport, where
Flight AA11 is alleged to have taken off.

336. Even then, the image is of insufficient quality to make any kind of definitive
identification of the figure in the background and is too blurry to identify the
figure in the foreground without reference to other evidence. In any case, it

does not provide evidence of involvement in hijacking or any other form of
terro rism, given it is already established beyond reasonable doubt that
passenger planes were not used in the attacks.
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Figure 35. Image alleged to show Mohammed Atta, right, and Abdulaziz Al
Omari passing through airport security at Portland International Airport, Maine
at 05:45, 11" September 2001, to board a flight to Logan Airport, Boston,
Massachusetts, to get on Flight AA11, sourced to Portland police and Reuters

337. In addition to the one  colour image above, t he following two images were
shown inblack andwhite i n t h e CBridfrécy Files: 9/11 programme and
were used in  9/11 and the British Broadcasting Conspiracy . Inour
presentation, we decided to mark any footage from the programme with the
6Conspiracy Filesd |l ogo so the daingda ence woul d ki
sequence from the programme. That is why the logo appears on the images
below.

Figure 36. Another image, as above, included in the BBC Conspiracy Files
programme, broadcast in February 2007, said to be captured two seconds
before the image immediately above.
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339.

340.

341.

“

- 6nsmacx P
05:53744 03-11%01 24HR

Figure 37. Another image, as above, said to be captured two seconds later
than the first colour image above

Bothimagesshownat
09min40, 9/11 andthe BritishBroadcastingonspiracy

The Conspiracy Files programme offered no source for the images or any

explanation as to why the second i mage shows t w
and 605:53:446. Al'l three images are peculiar
appears to be in the middle of th e screen and not at the edge, as is usual in

CCTV footage.

Reuters , reported to be the media source of the first image above was also the

source of the report that WTC7 had collapsed before it did (see The media

reports the collapse of WTC7 before it happened below).

Al t hough the Commi ssi onothe €ATY aVerageatDallest r ef er s t
airport in Chantilly, Virginia 0 where the alleged hijackers of Flight AA77

boarded & with the times the men passed through security, the version of this

footage released to the public  before the enquiry does not have a date and

time stamp.

Page4, 9/11 Commissiomeport, seealsoFootnotesl4 and 15, Chapterl

The image below is taken from the publicly released footage and was

published by the Associated Press  shortly after the attacks . It claims to show
alleged hijacker Khalid  Mihdhar passing through the security checkpoint at
Dulles Airport, Chantilly, Virginia on the morning of 9/11 .
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343.

Figure 38. Image taken from CCTV footage alleged to show Khalid Al
Mihdhar passing through the security checkpoint at Dulles Airport, Chantilly,
Virginia, 11" September 2001

Fullvideotakenat DullesAirport:

BBONews,USand Canada24 August2011

AssociatedPress
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/av/worldus-canadal4347433

Even if this footage were date and time stamped, it would again not be

evidence in itself that those filmed were involved in hijacking or any other

form of terrorism, especially as I have already established beyond reasonable
doubt that the Pentagon was attacked with a missile, not Flight AA77

The failure to provide any  verifiable evidence of the alleged hijackers at the
airports where the hijacked flights were alleged to have taken off therefore also
confirms my conclusion in  judgment that Muslims did not hijack planes and

fly them into WTC1, WTC2 and the Pentagon. | also conclude in judgment
that these images are manipulated because:

i. The footage allegedly taken at Dulles Airport is not time date stamped,
with the implication the stamp has been removed;

ii. The images allegedly taken at Portland Airport have the time date stamp
in the middle;

iii. One of the images allegedly taken at Portland Airport has multiple date
time stamps;

iv. The still images are of poor quality. It is much easier to manipulate
blurred images without detection than high quality ones;

v.  There are so few images released and there are no images publicly
available from the airports where Flights AA11, UA175 and UA93
allegedly departed;

Vi. FBI officers open themselves to criminal charges, if they failed to
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disclose relevant evidence like CCTV footage to the 9/11 Commission,
whose enquiry was conducted according to law

Mainstream media reports of the alleged hijackers alive after the attacks

344. There are also media reports in which several of the hijackers claim to be alive
after the attacks.  As already stated, the FBI provided a list of the alleged
hijackers to the media just  three days after the attacks, reportedly based on
flight manifests , pay telephone records; phoned reports from passengers
aboard the hijacked flights and evidence taken from a rental car found at
Logan Airport .

345. ljudge thatt he lastitem referred to is almost certainly planted evidence in the
light of my judgment based on reasoned analysis of the  lack of evidence
regarding hijacked planes and hijackers ; and the lack of forensication of
evidence recovered . The same judgment applies to the two passports allegedly
found at the WTC complex.

346. According to the FBI press release, which claimed to have identified the 19
alleged hijackers, only six  were accorded any date of birth at all:

Flight AA77

1) Satam Al Sugami - Date of birth used: June 28, 1976; Last known
address: United Arab Emirates.

2) Waleed M Al Shehri - Dates of birth used: September 13, 1974/January
1, 1976/ March 3, 1976/ July 8, 1977/ December 20, 1978/ May 11, 1979/
November 5, 1979; Possible residence(s): Hollywood, Florida/ Orlando,
Florida/ Daytona Beach, Florida; Believed to be a pilot.

3) Wail Al Shehri - Date of birth used: July 31, 1973; Possible residence(s):
Hollywood, Florida, and Newton, Massachusetts; Believed to be a pilot.

4) Mohamed Atta - Date of birth used: September 1, 1968; Possible
residence (9: Hollywood, Florida/ Coral Springs, Florida/ Hamburg,
Germany; Believed to be a pilot.

5) Abdulaziz Al Omari - Date of birth used: December 24, 1972 and May
28, 1979; Possible residence: Hollywood, Florida; Believed to be a pilot.

Flight UA175

1) Marwan Al Shehhi - Date of birth used: May 9, 1978; Possible residence:
Hollywood, Florida; Visa Status: B Visa; Believed to be a pilot.

FBI National Press Office, Washington, D.C, 14 September 2001
https://archives.fbi.gov/archives/news/pressrel/press-releases/fbi-announces-
list-of-19-hijackers

347. Eventhen,t he dates of birth mentioned are only the
not been confirmed

348. Here, | again draw on my experience as a counter -terrorist officer. The
standard of identification for the police and the intelligence services is a name
and a confirmed date of birth, preferably with a confirmed address. | cannot
imagine that any investigating officer would have been happy to see their work
represented as o6identificationo,accepteé n t hey knew
standard. The me d i aldns 0 based on an official briefing & that the FBI had
6identifiedd the all eeghmhly mislegdimgc k er s i s therefo
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349. As already established, t he mobile calls alleged to have made from the non -
existent hijacked planes were not possible ; there are no publicly available
flight manifests to verify the claim and no publicly available, time and date
stamped CCTV from the ai  rports where flights AA11, AA77, UA175 and UA93
were alleged to have taken off .

350. Pay telephone records & also known as billing information , Which the media
also claimed help ed identify the alleged hijackers 8 only show which phone
number was used to call another. They are not intercepts or telephone or wire

taps, as they are popularly known. These records therefore provide no

information about  who is making the calls or to whom the call is made. They
cannot therefore be a method of identification. Yet, the 9/11 Commissioners
conclude in their final report:

Atta and Al Omari arrived in Boston at 06:45 Severminutes later, Atta
apparently took a call from MarwanAl Shehhi, a longtime colleague who
was at another terminal at Logan Airport. They spoke for three minutes. It
would be their final conversation.

Page 1, 9/11 Commission Report, see also Page 451, Footnote 3, Chapter 1:
6The call was placed frém a payphone in Ter minal

351. There is no source for the claim that Atta arrived in Boston at 06:45 (although
it might logically follow to those who believe the alleged CCTV images above
are not manipulated ). Although the report qualifies its statement by saying
that Atta ©6éapparentlyd took a call, it does not
have established this.

352. The trained investigator is taught not to presume, not to mix conjecture or
comment with established fact. If they did, they would be disciplined. If they
repeated that mistake, they would be removed from investigative work. This
provides yet more proof of the  negligent standards adopted by the  9/11
Commission ers, when faced with information from official sources

353. Given the chaos created by the collapsing Towers in New York City, the FBI
simply hadndét had time to conduct anything but
investigations , at this time

354. Thejournalist swho covered the FBIlIds release of this ir
negligent. They failed to make clear in their reports that the FBI had failed to
actually provide the corroborating evidence they claimed their identifications
were based on.

355. By 21 st September 2001, the media was reporting that the FBI was reviewing
6the possibility that some of Atthbsmametihent i ti es ar
the Telegraph quoted interviews with four of the alleged hijackers.

NickHopkinsin New York Falsedentities misleadFBI
Guardian21 September2001
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2001/sep/21/afghanistan.september112

DavidHarrison,Revealedthe menwith stolenidentities

TheDailyTelegraph23 September2001
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/saudiarabia/1341391/Revedlee-
men-with-stolerridentities.html

356. Two days later, the BBC reported:
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357.

358.

359.

360.

361.

362.

FBI Director Robert Mueller acknowledged on Thursday that the identity of
several of the suicide hijackers is in doubt.

No author, BBC, Hijack 'suspects' alive and well, 23 September 2001
http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/middle_east/1559151.stm

Five weeks later dunder t he headl i ne: O0FBI : Weéd Know Who
the Associated Press reported that  the FBI director had resolved the identities
of the nineteen alleged hijackers and discovered where the conspiracy was

planned:
O07A AO OEEO PIET O AAZET EOAI U ETT x OEA pw EEE/
OAEAS O07A EAOA AAAT OOAAARAOOADOI ET x1 OEET ¢ xI

identifying places where the conspiracy we believe was hatched as well as

others who may have beeninvb OAA ET OEA AT 1 OPEOAAUGS8

Mueller provided no new information on the hijackers' identities beyond

his statement at a briefing Friday for reporters. Neither did he name any of
the places abroad where authorities now believe the conspiracy was
initiated, or any of the other conspirdors.

FBI: We Know Who Hijackers Were, Associated Press,
Baltimore Sun, 2 November 2001
http://www.baltimoresun.com/news/custom/attack/bal-
te.probe21sep21,0,5638651.story?coll=bal-attack-utility

Muel |l erds st at e me nthe USasndenthd auspiaes bf e NATO o
had invaded Afghanistan so he was no longer in a position to question the
identities of the hijackers as he had earlier, without opening NATO member
states to charges of waging war, given that the US was using the alleged
hijacker sd meAhQadaadafgise mretext for that military action.

He added no new evidence to back his statement that would explain why he

had changed his mind from his earlier doubts ov
identities. Most people do not have time to read newspapers from cover to

cover and glean information from th e headline from an article and the first

couple of paragraphs. In this case, that would mean they would wrongly have

the i mpression that Muell er 0 sluetbmewtetidencdhhad been a

This is a tactic that is often deployed by the dishonest. From this point
onwards, the mainstream media virtually never questioned the identities of

the alleged hijackers and virtually always presented their involvement as fact,

even though the FBI failed to produce the original material which the media
claimed the alleged hijackers had been identified from.

Although the 9/11 Commission final report mentioned witness statements

from security staff who checked the alleged hijackers before they allegedly got

on the planes, they were not in a position to identify the hijackers. At best,

they could only state tha t men looking like they were of Middle Eastern

descent carrying materi al identifying them as 06Moha
passed through security.

Given the above factors, it is not surprising that at least eight of the alleged
hijackers have been reported to be alive, with the inference that their alleged
involvement in 9/11 was a case of mistaken or stolen identity

Seealso:
DanielSiebergExpert:Hijackerdikely skilledwith fake IDs,CNN 21 September2001
https://edition.cnn.com/2001/US/09/21/inv.id.theft/
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363. Here is the list with the source of the claim they were still alive after the 9/11
attacks.

Allegedly on Flight AA77
Khalid Al Mihdhar

Another suspect, KhalidAl Mihdhar, may also be alive.

BBC, 23 September 2001
http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/world/middle_east/newsid_1559000/1559151.s
tm

Salem Al-Hazmi

Mr Al-Hazmi is 26 and had just returned to work at a petrochemical
complex in the industrial eastern city of Yanbo after a holidain Saudi
Arabia when the hijackers struck.

David Harrison, Revealed: the men with stolen identities

The Daily Telegraph, 23 September 2001
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/saudiarabia/1341391/
Revealed-the-men-with-stolen-identities.html

Allegedly on Flight AA11
Waleed M Al-Shehri

A pilot with Saudi Airlines, studying inMorocco.

CBS, 27 September 2001
http://www.cbsnews.com/now/story/0,1597,311329-412,00.shtml

Wail M Al Shehri

A man py,th‘e same name is a pijot: Wflosp jathqr is a §agi'qh'l0matjn L o o
“T1 AAUS O) DAOOKEABEARAO AAAEART 601 AROES OAEA
Allagany, head of the Saudi Embassy's information centre.

LA Times, 21 September 2001
http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-092101probe.story

Abdulaziz Al Omari
Number 1

Al-Omatri lives with his wife and four childrenin Saudi Arabia.

Mr. Al-Omari, a pilot with Saudi Airlines, walked into the US embassy in
Jeddah to demandvhy he was being reported as a dead hijacker in the
American media.

BBC, 23 September 2001
http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/world/middle_east/newsid_1559000/1559151.s
tm

A pilot with Saudi Airlines, was astonished to find himself accused of
hijacking as well as being deadnd has visited the US consulate in Jeddah to
demand an explanation.

Independent, 17th September 2001
http://news.independent.co.uk/world/middle_east/story.jsp?story=94438
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Abdulaziz Omari

Number 2

A Saudi man has reported to authorities that he is the real Abdulazi
Omari, and claims his passport was stolen i©995 while he studied
electrical engineering at the University of DenverAl Omari says he
informed police of the theft.

ABCNews
http://abcnews.go.com/sections/us/DailyNews/WTC_suspects.html

| couldn't believe it when the FBI put me on their list. They gave my name
and my date of birth, but | am not a suicide bomber. | am here. | am alive. |
have no idea how to fly a plane. | had nothing to do with this.

The Daily Telegraph, 23 September 2001
http://www.portal.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2001/09/23/wide
n23.xml

Al Omari has since been found in Saudi Arabia and is apparently cleared in
the case

New York Times, ibid

Saudi Embassy officials in Washington have challenged his identityhey
say a Saudi electrical engineer named Abdulazid Omari had his passport
and other papers stolen in 1996 in Denver when he was a student
andreported the theft to police there at the time.

BBC, 23 September 2001
http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/world/middle_east/newsid_1559000/1559151.s
tm

Alleged to be on Flight UA175
Marwan Al Shehhi

Al Shehhi was described as extremely religious and withdrawnwhile in
Germany, he told his mother he would not return to the EmiratesShe has
said she thought someone was listening to their calls and threatening him
to keep him from coming home.

CBS, 27 September 2001
http://www.cbsnews.com/now/story/0,1597,311329-412,00.shtml

Alleged to be on Flight UA93
Said Al Ghamdi

| was completely shocked.For the past 10 months | have been based in
Tunis with 22 other pilots learning to fly an Airbus 320. The FBI provided
no evidence of my presumed involvement in the attacks.

The Daily Telegraph, 23 September 2001
http://www.portal.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2001/09/23/wide
n23.xml

AshargAl Awsat newspaper, a Londorbased Arabic daily, says it has
interviewed Said Al Ghamdi.

BBC, 23 September 2001
http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/world/middle_east/newsid_1559000/1559151.s
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Ahmed Al Nami

I'm still alive, as you can seel was shocked to see my name mentioned by
the American Justice Department] had never even heard of Pennsylvania

The Daily Telegraph, 23 September 2001
http://www.portal.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2001/09/23/wide
n23.xml

Others alleged bythe FBI to be involved

364. Two other suspects reported by the FBI to be involved in the 9/11 attacks
were also ruled out after one was established to be dead and the other
cooperated with the FBI:

Adnan and Ameer Bukhari

We would like to correct a report that appeared on CNNBased on
information from multiple law enforcement sources, CNN reported that
Adnan Bukhari and Ameer Bukhari of Vero Beach Florida, were suspected
to be two of the pilots who crashed planes into the World Trad€entre.

CNN later learned that Adnan Bukhari is still in Florida, where he was
questioned by the FBI.We are sorry for the misinformation.

A federal law enforcement source now tells CNN that Bukhari passed an FBI
polygraph and is not considered a suspecfThrough his attorney, Bukhari
says that he is helping authorities.

Ameer Bukhari died in a small plane crash last year.

No author, FBI: Early probe results show 18 hijackers took part, CNN,
September 13, 2001
https://edition.cnn.com/2001/US/09/13/investigation.terrorism/

365. The 9/11 Commissioners failed to consider this evidence in their enquiry and
therefore did not seek to reconcile it with the claim that those mentioned
above had allegedly died in the attacks. Nor did the Joint House -Senate
Committee that produced a repor  t on the attacks.

JointInquiryinto IntelligenceCommunityActivitiesBeforeand After the TerroristAttacksof
Septemberll,2001

Reportof the SenateSelectCommitteeon Intelligence;TheHousePermanentSelectCommittee
on Intelligencewith additionalviews,20 December2002

366. Fi ve years after the BB Cadentitesofthehijackerqarest i oni ng |
BBC editor, Steve Herman ,cal |l ed t he c¢cl aims 6éconspiracy theo
conduc ti ng any further investigation into the primary sourc e evidence behind
the reports or mentio ning that the original flight manifests had never been
made public . H e stated:

We recently asked the FBI for a statement, and this is, as things stand, the
closest thing we have to a definitive view: The FBI is confident that it has
positively identified the nineteen hijackers responsible for the 9/11

terrorist attacks.

Also, the 9/11 investigation was thoroughly reviewed by the National
Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States and the
House and Senate Joint Inquiry . Neither of these reviews ever raised
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367.

368.

369.

the issue of doubt about the identity of the nineteen hijackers

Steve Herrmann, 9/11 Conspiracy theory, BBC, 27 October 2006
https://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/theeditors/2006/10/911_conspiracy_theory 1.html

Herrmané6s claim is in fact an outright
the 9/11 Commissioners  nor the joint House -Senate Committee reviewed the
evidence 06 twitlregard tp theé actbal attacks . Inany case, itis
negligent journalism on the part of a BBC editor to simply accept the word of

an official. Herrman should have demanded to see the evidence on which the

FBI based its O6confidentd assessment,
pub licly exist as a primary source (see also The media reports the collapse

of WTCY before it happened below).

Given that it has already been proven beyond reasonable doubt that missiles

not large Boeing jet a irliners were used in the attacks on the WTC Towers and

the Pentagon and the FBI failed to carry out any kind of rigorous

investigation , we can conclude in judgment that it is far more likely the media
reports of the alleged hijackers being alive  are true than the conclusion of the
9/11 Commissioners  that they died in the attacks  , for which there is no
evidence.

We might also reasonably conclude in judgment that some of those alleged to
be involved may have been subject to identity theft , given that Al Omari
reported that his passport had been stolen in 1995

Th€ollapdhe WTC Towers

370.

It is already established here that missiles impacted WTC1 and WTC2, not
passenger planes. This means that any theory involving the impact of planes
contributing to the cause of the collapse of the towers becomes redundant.
However, in its research NIST accords the impacts of the alleged passenger
planes with the properti  es of missiles, namely that they slice through
reinforced concrete and steel

the time it took for the collapse to initiate (56 minutes for WTC 2 and 102

i ET OOAO &I O 74# pq xAO AEAOAOAA AU
AEOAOAAEDO Ei PAAO8 £8Y .)34 Al O AEA
fired at or hit the towers.

Q28, FAQs, NIST WTC Towers Investigation, updated 2021
https://www.nist.gov/world-trade-center-investigation/study-faqs/wtc-towers-

investigation
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Figure39. NI STO6 s H8, page1&20, MCSTAR1, showing the
immediate effect on the object impacting the building, in which it behaves with
the penetrative properties of a missile, not a passenger jet liner made of low-
density aluminium

371. We can therefore conclude that the fact that missiles and not passenger
planes hit the buildings has no bearing on the conclusions of the researchers
at NIST.

372. The claim that ©6NIST did not find
hit the towersd is because they d
the speeds of the objects impacting the Twin Towers, which, as already
established here, shows they we re going far too fast at that altitude to be
passenger jet airliners  (see The impossible speeds  above).

ny evidence |
n

a
i d ot consi de

373. The 9/11 Commission ers did not mention the collapse of WTC7 in their final

report, even though the building is mentioned several times in the report and
failed to include any evidence in their final report about the causes of the
collapses of WTC1 and WTC2 or mention the temperature of the fires required

to do this . Nor does the Joint House -Senate Committee report.

374. The 9/11 Commissioners do though make a highly misleading statement
about WTC1 and WTC2 to support the theory that the WTC towers were
collapsed by fire and gravity

The interior core of the buildings was a hollow steel shaft, in which
elevators and stairwells were grouped.
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Page 541, 9/11 Commission final report

375. In fact, the interior core of WTC1 and WTC2 had 47 large steel box columns
which were cross braced. At each floor, the 47 core columns were connected
to the 236 steel perimeter box columns d themselves joined together with steel
spandrels & with steel trusses, bolted to welded steel brackets on the columns.
The trusses were covered with corrugated metal sheet and a layer of concrete.

376. The first report into the collapse of the WTC Towers was conducted by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency ( her eaf t e mto WFH M A &ad
no access to the site for the first 25 days after the attacks and had no
authority to stop potentially vital evidence being removed from the site. It
concluded that fires being the cause of collapse had a very low probability of
occurrence :

The specifics of the fires in WTC 7 and how they caused the building to
collapse remain unknown at this time . Although the total diesel fuel on
the premises contained massive potential energyhe best hypothesi s has
only a low probability of occurrence. [My emphasis]

Chapter 5, World Trade Centre Building Performance Study
FEMA, May 2002
http://www.fema.gov/library/wtcstudy.shtm

The NIST account of the collapses of the WTC towers

377. Under the 2002 National Construction Safety Team Act (hereafter ,6NCST Act
the National Institute for Science and Technol ogy was mandated to establish
the likely technical cause of building failures, particularly with regard to the
three towers which collapsed on 9/11.

SivarajShyamSunderet Al,

FederaBuildingand Fire Safetylnvestigationof the World TradeCentreDisasterFinalReportof
the NationalConstructionSafetyTeamon the Collapse®f the World TradeCentreTowers
NISTNCSTAR12ecember2005
https://www.nist.gov/publications/federabuildingand-ire-safetyinvestigationworld-trade-
centerdisasterfinal-report R

(HereafterW (i IISINCSTARNEB LJ2 NJi Q0

.) 3480 OOA 1T &£ OAI AAOGEOGA AOEAAT AA

378. However, t he researchers at NIST admit that their report does not actually
deal with evidence observed after the collapse of each of the Twin T owers had
begun :

The focus of the Investigation was on the sequence of events from the
instant of aircraft impact to the initiation of collapse for each tower.For
brevity in this report, this sequence is referred to as thérobable collapse
sequencddithough it does not actually include the structural

behavio ur of the tower after the conditions for collapse initiation were
reached. [My emphasis]

Page 80, Footnote 12, NIST NCSTAR1 report, December 2005

The results were asimulation of the structural deterioration of each tower
from the time of aircraft impactto the time at which the building became
unstable, i.e., was poised for collapse. [My emphasis]
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379.

380.

381.

Page 142, Ibid

In other words, the NIST report only produced a model to recreate the

conditions up to the point of collapse of the Towers and ignored any

subsequent data.  This means that, whent asked with studying the collapse of

the towers, NIST in fact ignores the actual collapses themselves. It is

fundamentally dishonest to refer to the O6probab
absence of any evidence of the actual collapse. 6Putative coll apse seque
would be more accurate. If the researchers at NIST were honest , they would

describe their findings as a 6study of the circ
of coll apsed.

Al t hough they cprepagationt hat thleecd!l | apsed did not r e
same detailed study, thisis anti -science and anti -reason. | conclude in

judgment the methodology adopted by the researchers at NIST constitutes a

fraudulent dereliction of duty  under the Law and under the NCST Act, which

in this respect conforms to the Law . It also constitutes the selective use of

evidence, a technique which the powers -that -be often ascribeto 6 conspi racy
theoristsod.

On these grounds alone, we have good reason to reject the NIST report on the
grounds that it does not meet the standards of objective scientific enquiry
which seeks to test hypotheses by reference to all the data which can
reasonably be gathered . | will however examine some of the claims made in
the report.

NI STds findings set in context

383.

Starting in August 2002. NIST's Building and Fire Research Laboratory
created a computer model incorporating their metallurgy research, with video
and photographs and eyewitness accounts to simulate the collapses

NIST used two methods to estimate the maximum temperatures that the
steel members had reached:

Observations of paint cracking due to thermal expansion. Of the more

than 170 areas examined on 16 perimeter column panels, only three

columns had evidence that the steel reached temperatures above 250 C

[...]. Only two core column specimens had sufficiepaint remaining to

i AEA OOAE AT AT Al UOGEOh AT A OEAEO OAI PAOAOOOZ
Observations of the microstructure of the steel. High temperature

excursions, such as due to a fire, can alter the basic structure of the steel

and its mechanical properties. Using metallographic analysis, NIST

determined that there was no evidence thaany of the samples had

reached temperatures above 600 C.

Page 90, NIST NCSTAR 1 report, December 2005
https://www.nist.gov/publications/federal-building-and-fire-safety-investigation-
world-trade-center-disaster-final-report

An honest scientific enquiry would have sought to replicate the circumstances

of the actual event. In other words, the scientists at NIST should have

subjected the steel recovered from the WTC complex, to the hottest substance
present in the scenario of a passenger plane hitting a steel -framed building,
which would be airline fuel or kerosine , Which combusts at around 220C.

http://large.stanford.edu/courses/2014/ph240/ukropina2/
Judgmentunder the Law
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384. Kerosine would not therefore combust at  a sufficiently high temperature to
weaken the steel frames of WTC1 and WTC2

The strength of steel remains essentially unchanged until about 600°F
[315°C]. The steel retains about 50% of its strength at 1100°F [596].

11.2.5, Steel Exposed to Fire, American Institute of Steel Construction
https://www.aisc.org/steel-solutions-center/engineering-faqs/11.2.-steel-
exposed-to-fire/#9370

385. Eventhen , a 50% loss of strength is still insufficient, by itself, to explain the
WTC collapse:

The temperature of the fire at the WTC was not unusual, and it was most

AAEFET EOAT U 110 AAPAAT A T &£ I A1 OET ¢ OOAAI 8 r8Y
The WTC, on this lowwind day, was likely not stressed more than a third of

the design allowables 8BXen with its strength halved, the steel could

still support two to three times the stresses imposed by a 650 °C fire.
[My emphasis]

T W Eagar and C Musso

Why Did the World Trade Centre Collapse? Science, Engineering, and
Speculation,

Journal of the Minerals, Metals and Materials Society, 53/12:8-11, 2001

386. The observation that even with its strength halved the steel could still support
two or three times the stresses imposed by a 650 °C fire is supported by the
following skyscrapers not collapsing, even though they burned longer, more
intensely and most likely hotter than any of the WTC towers:

One Meridian Plaza

Figure 40. On 23 February 1991, One Meridian Plaza, a 38-storey
skyscraper in Philadelphia, was subject to raging fires for 18 hours, causing
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the granite to crack but did not collapse at all.

The First Interstate Bank

Figure 41. On 4" May 1988, the First Interstate Bank, a 62-story skyscraper
in Los Angeles caught fire for three and a half hours. In spite of the total
burnout of four and a half floors, there was no damage to the main structural
members and only minor damage to one secondary beam and a small
number of floor pans.

1 New York Plaza

Figure 42. On 5th August 1970, 1 New York Plaza, a 50-story office tower
less than a mile from the World Trade Centre complex, burned for more than
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six hours, suffering an explosion at one point. It did not collapse

Beijing Mandarin Oriental Hotel

Figure 43. On 9" February 2009, the Hotel Mandarin Oriental 520-foot-tall
skyscraper in Beijing, was engulfed by fire for at least three hours, no large
portion of the structure collapsed

387. This is supported by the above  NIST research , in which the steel columns
recovered from the site of the attac®pdi
when tested . There is no explanation of how the steel could even begin to
reach temperatures of 600 °C in the real -case scenario, a temperature which
NIST concludes they did not reach in any case

388. In summary, NIST came to the following conclusions about the collapses of
the Twin Towers:

Based on its comprehensive investigatio\IST concluded that the WTC
towers collapsed because:

(1) the impact of the planes severed and damaged support columns,
dislodged fireproofing insulation coating the steel floor trusses and steel
columns, and widely dispersed jet fuel over multiple floors; and

(2) The subsequent unusually large number of jetuel ignited multi-floor
fires (which reached temperatures as high as 1,000 degrees Celsius, or
1,800 degrees Fahrenheit) significantly weakened the floors and columns
with dislodged fireproofing to the point where floors sagged and pulled
inward on the perimeter columns. This led to the inward bowing of the
perimeter columns and failure of the south face of WTC 1 and the east
face of WTC 2, initiating the collapse of each of the towers.

Judgmentunder the Law
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Question 11, FAQs, NIST WTC Towers Investigation, updated 2021
https://www.nist.gov/world-trade-center-investigation/study-faqs/wtc-towers-
investigation

389. ljudgethat t hat Ndsseiidhshat its investigation was Ocomprashensivebd
fraudulent, given the authors of the report admit they only considered
evidence up to the point of collapse

390. First, let us examine the claim about the temperatures. Normal building fires
and hydrocarbon fires like those caused by jet fuel can generate temperatures
up to about 1,100 °C but these are the highest air temperatures possible , not
the temperature of steel, as admitted by NIST in its final report:

the cooler parts of this upper layer were at about 500°C, and in the vicinity
of the active fires, theupper layer air temperatures reached 1,000°C.
[My emphasis]

Page 28, and Figure 6-36, Page 127
NIST NCSTARL report, December 2005

391. In combustion science, there  are three basic types of flame : ajet burner, a
pre-mixed flame, and a diffuse flame . In a diffuse flame, the fuel and the
oxidant are not mixed before ignition but flow together in an uncontrolled
manner and combust when the fuel/oxidant ratios reach values within the
flammable range.  Because the fuel and air in a diffuse flame are not mixed to
an optimum ratio, diffuse flames generate the lowest heat intensities of the
three flame types. This is why the temperatures in a residential fire are
usually in  the 500°C to 650°C range

AECote,editor, FireProtectionHandbook,17th Edition
Quincy,Maine: NationalFireProtectionAssociation;1992

392. The fires observed at the WTC complex were not only diffuse fires but were
clearly burning at the lower temperature range , as evidenced by the presence
of thick black smoke coming from the towers, which would not be present if
the fires were burning at a higher temperature.

393. The resistance of the steel to the actual temperatures is supported by the
findings of Underwriters Laboratories Inc who were tasked by NIST  to conduct
tests to obtain information on the fire endurance of trusses like those in the
WTC towers :

All four test specimens sustained the maximum design load for
approximately 2 hours without collapsing.

Page 143, NIST NCSTARL1 report, December 2005

Alleged aircraft damage done to the Twin Towers

394. Neither of the Twin Towers burned for anywhere near two hours. NIST
therefore accepted that a conventional fire could have not caused WTC1 and
WTC2 to collapse so concluded that the impact damage the aircraft caused to
thefire-pr oofing insulation while severing the bui
fire and gravity inducing the collapse:

the impact of the planes severed and damaged support columns, dislodged
fireproofing insulation coating the steel floor trusses and steel columns, and
widely dispersed jet fuel over multiple floors.
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Question 11, Point 1, FAQs, NIST WTC Towers Investigation
https://www.nist.gov/world-trade-center-investigation/study-faqs/wtc-towers-
investigation

395. The lightweight ,low-density al umi ni um of a commerci al aircraf
through concrete and steel , no matter how fast it is going and how much
momentum it has.  The image below shows what happens to a passenger
plane when its nose hits a bird made of low -density feathers, flesh and bone,
which can weigh no more than a few kilos. Each of the WTC towers weighed
an estimated 500,000 tons. NIST scientists do not seem to understand the
fundamental d&aws of physics.

Figure 44. Image showing damage to a plane hit by a bird, made of low-
density flesh and bone

Source:

Matt Payton Bird hits passengeyet landingat Heathrowleavinga largebloodydent on its nose,
Independent,13March2016
https://lwww.independent.co.uk/news/uk/homenews/bird-hits-passengejet-landingat-
heathrowleavinga-largebloody-dent-on-its-nosea6928781.html

396. As already established above , NIST does not address the radar evidence
gathered by the NTSB to show that both objects are traveling far too fast at
that altitude to be Boeing 767s. A missile could of course cause  the kind of
damage to the buildings that NIST presents in their models

397. There are a number of problems with the hypothesis put forward by NIST at
point 2 above:

Floors sagged and pulled inward on the perimeter columns. This led to the
inward bowing of the perimeter columns and failure of the south face of
WTC 1 and the east face of WTC 2, initiating the collapse of each of the
towers.

Point 2, Ibid.

398. The scientists at NIST believe that the downward force of this material on the
intact structure below  caused the rapid collapse of these floors of the building,
someti mes referred to asWherkeéoestheddwendrdi ver d t heor:
force of momentum come from ? Only around three floors of either of the Twin
Towers suffered damage from the  impacts . Given that each Tower was around
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399.

400.

401.

402.

415 metres high and there were 110 storeys, each floor would be around 3.7
metres in height.

Even if these three floors had been completely removed instantly , there would
only have been a fall of around eleven and a half metres in the case of both
Twin Towers. That would mean that fewer than twelve floors fell on to fewer

than 98 floors in the case of WTC1 and fewer than 28 floors fell onto fewer

than 82 floors in the case of WTC2. So where does the momentum come from

to colla pse the intact floors below each impact zone.

Using the formula, y=102gt 2, -ZyWwecanealcylatel15m and
the time, t, it would take for a dense object to fall from the top of each of the

Twin Towers to the street level. Given that the two towers were approximately

415 metres tall, the result is t=9.2 seconds. NIST reports the time of the

collapse of WTC2 to be nine seconds and WTC1 eleven seconds, meaning the

former collapsed at free -fall speed, and the latter just slightly slower.

This means that the floors below the impact zone offered absolutely no

resistance to the material descending on it, when in reality the kinetic energy
would be distributed across the remaining reinforced concrete and steel in
each tower o fewer than 98 floors in the case of WTC1 and  fewer than 82
floors in the case of WTC2. Where is the delay consistent with the
conservation of momentum , one of the foundational  daws6of physics?

In some images of the collapse of WTC2, it can be observed that the floors
above the impact zone do begin to twist as one block as if itis aboutto topple
from the structure.

Figure 45. An image of the beginning of the collapse of WTC2, showing
about thirty storeys of the building toppling over
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403.

404.

405.

406.

This in itself disproves NIST86s O6piledriverd

descending on the remaining floors but is falling to one side. This is why NIST
chose only to model scenarios up to the point of collapse. The evidence which
emerges after that wholl y disproves their hypothesis, despite the claims of
NIST to the contrary:

Once the collapse had begun, the propagation of the collapse was readily
explained without the same complexity of modeling.

Q10, FAQs, NIST WTC Towers Investigation
https://www.nist.gov/world-trade-center-investigation/study-faqs/wtc-towers-
investigation

So where does this enormous block of nearly thity f |l oor s go?
observed later on the ground after completing its descent ?

In any case, the seismic data gathered by Dr Judy Wood and presented in her
research is not consistent with massive blocks of concrete and steel impacting
the ground, as would logically follow in the NIST scenario.

Again, evidence observed in the image above and in the video footage of the
collapses, which the researchers at NIST admit they ignored in their computer
models, shows all three towers which collapsed that day quickly turn to dust
in the rapid descent. So  what might cause this?

The case for thermite or thermate being used to collapse the Towers

$O0 30ADEAT % *11A060 OAOAAOAE

407.

In 200 6, Stephen Jones, a professor of physics at Brigham Young University

in Utah, published an academic paper , Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings

Completely Collapse? , which gathered evidence indicating  that it was more

likely that the Towers had been collapsed by a controlled demolition using
thermite & a combination of aluminium and iron oxide o0 or thermate @&
thermite with barium nitrate and sulphur 8 to cut the steel beams of the
towers and explosives, rather than being collapsed by fire and gravity.
Thermate was developed by the US military.

Wh y

http://www.dodtechmatch.com/DOD/Patent/PatentDetail.aspx?type=description&id=6766744

& HL=ON)
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408.

4009.

410.

Figure46. Det ai |l s of t wo i mage pagé 32cmowidgone s 6 s
remaining steel columns cut at an angle of 45 degrees, a feature of controlled
demolition using thermite/thermate

Some individuals have suggested that the straight cuts observed in the images
above may have been made with an oxy  -acetylene torch by workers cutting up
the steel into more manageable pieces in preparation for their removal from

the WTC complex. However, this is disproved by phenomena observed by

Jones:

Theuneven cut at the back of the column and the clinging previously
molten metal on both the outsideANDthe inside of the column[left image,
above] suggesting this wasNOTcut using an oxyacetylene torch, but rather
that a highly exothermic chemical reaction was involved in cutting through
this steel column

Page 32, Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings Completely Collapse?
Stephen E Jones, Journal of 9/11 Studies, September 2006/Volume 3

In addition, cutting the steel beams at a 45 ° angle would take much longer,
using more energy, leaving the steel in a more hap -hazard shape to remove. If
you look closely, you can also observe that the two left corners were not cut

with thermite but show evidence of being subject to explosives. This is a

hallmark of a controlled demolition in which 90% of a steel beam is cut at an

angle of 45 degrees 0 a horizontal cut would risk the top section remaining in

place on the section underneath 0 using thermite  then the remaining ten
percent is removed w ith explosives.

Jones also draws attentionto images of WTC2 which shows yellow -to-white
hot molten metal dripping from the building, evidence consistent with  a highly
exothermic reaction , just minutes before its collapse

The yellow colaur implies a molten-metal temperature of approximately
1000°C, evidently above that which the dadksmoke hydrocarbon fires in
the Towers could produce.
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Page 12, Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings Completely Collapse?
Stephen E Jones, Journal of 9/11 Studies, September 2006/Volume 3

© 2001 Luigi Cazzaniga
9:57:45 a.m.

Figure 47. Two imagestakenfromp hot ographs i n Jonesdés research, P
12, showing the molten metal dripping from WTC2, shortly before its collapse

411. According to Jones, the presence of this molten iron:

is in fact consistent with a thermitereaction attacking the steel columns in
the Tower, thus weakening the building just prior to its collapse, since
thermite produces molten iron at yellow-to-white hot temperatures.

Also, the fact that the liquid metal retains an orange hue as it nears the
ground [above right] further rules out aluminium, and suggests a midlight
thermite reaction (typical of thermite).

Ibid.

412. Although researchers at NIST have claimed that this is molten aluminium
from the alleged plane, itis an orange /yellow /white molten metal, not a
silvery molten metal, consistent with dripping molten aluminium. Jones has
di sapproved by experimental observation, the ve
scientific enquiry , that all the assertions by NIST to try to explain away this
phenomenon are baseless.

Pages 13-17, Why IndeedDidthe WTCBuildingsCompletelyCollapse?

StephenEJonesJournalof 9/11 Studies September2006/Volume3
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=repl&type=pdf&doi=6d338abf3fd7431ledcelddO
8806d2f2c51e52e4b

413. Once again, the researchers at NIST have proven they are incapable of
carrying out honest, basic scientific enquiry to test their hypotheses. Jones
also cites a peer -reviewed paper which subjected steel recovered from the site
of the collapse of WTC7 to a formal study of microstructural changes observed
within it in support of his observations:

Rapid deterioration of the steel was a result of heating with oxidation in
combination with intergranular melting due to the presence of sulfur. The
formation of the eutectic mixture ofiron oxide and iron sulfide lowers
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414,

415.

the temperature at which liquid can form in this steel.  This strongly
suggests that the temperatures in this region of the steel beam

approached ~1000°C by a process similar to making @& 1 AAEOI EOE8 O x Al A

in a hand forge [My emphasis]

J R Barnett et Al, An Initial Microstructural Analysis of A36 Steel from WTC
Building 7, Journal of the Minerals, Metals and Materials Society, 53/12:18,
2001

Seealsohttp://www.911research.wtc7.net/wtc/evidence/metallurgy/index.html

The presence of sulphur indicates the use of thermate, a combination of
thermite and sulphur , which accelerates the destructive effect on steel and o

unlike thermite which simply burns at a high temperature d is also explosive .

Creating a thermite reaction requires temperatures much higher than the
combustion temperatures of jet fuel or office materials. Jones subjected
thermite to a temperature of around 1700 °F & about 930 °C 0 but it did not
ignite at this temperature.

In another experiment, Jones triggered the thermite reaction by burning a
magnesium strip in contact with the thermite, leading him to suggest that an
electrical superthermite ématchd coul d
radio signal. Again, |j udge that this level of technical expertise is not

consistent with insurgent groups being behind 9/11 and instead points to

elements of government, most likely the US military.

Pagesl7-18, Why IndeedDidthe WTCBuildingsCompletelyCollapse?
StephenEJones,Journalof 9/11 Studies September2006/Volume3

NASA data

416.

417.

418.

J o n e findirggs are supported by data gathered by the National Aeronautics

and Space Administration ( h e r e a NASA usirig an Airborne
Visible/lnfrared I maging Spectr omeetoeds
the near -infrared signature of heat remotely by measur ing upwelling spectral
radiance in the visible through short -wavelength infrared  spectrum .

NASA flew AVIRIS over lower Manhattan at mid -day on 16th September 2001
and 23rd September 2001.

The map below is a computer -generated image that converts the results of the
infrared scan into  a colour image. The images show significant thermal
hotspots for 16 th September 2001, close to where WTC1, WTC2 and WTC7 had
collapsed five days earlier, which were no longer present a week later, when
NASA passed AVIRIS over the site again.

Rogem Clark,USGeologicaBurveyfirst publishedSeptember2001
https://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2001/0f01-0429/thermal.r09.html
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419.

420.

Figure 48. Results of Airborne Visible/Infrared Imaging Spectrometer
(AVIRIS) remote sensing data and interpretations show the distribution and
intensity of thermal hot spots in the area in and around the World Trade
Centre on 16th September 2001, five days after the 9/11 attacks

Analysis of the data indicates  that the temperatures ranged from 430 °Cto
750 °C.

| | Location [Temperature | Area

|Hot Spot| N Latitude |W Longitude | (Kelvin) |°/o FOV |sq meter
| A |40°42'47.18"[74° 00' 41.43"| 1000 | 15 | 0.56

| B |40°42'47.14"[74°00'43.53"| 830 | 2 | 0.08

| C  |aoc42'42.89"[74°00'48.88"| 900 | 20 | 08

| D |a0°42'41.99"[74° 00'46.94"| 790 | 20 | 0.8

| B l40c42'40.58"[74°00'50.15"| 710 | 10 | 04

| F  |40°42'38.74"[74°00'46.70"| 700 | 10 | 0.4

| G |40042'39.94"[74°00'45.37"| 1020 | 1 | o0.04

| H  |aoc42'38.60"[74°00'43.51"| 820 | 2 | 0.08

Figure 49. Table showing temperatures recorded by AVIRIS at the WTC
complex five days after the 9/11 attacks. To convert temperatures from
Kelvin into Celsius, subtract 273. Position accuracy is +/- six metres

The researchers at NIST did not consider this data as they only studied data
up to the moment of collapse . Under the NIST hypothesis that office fires
induced by jet fuel collapsed the buildings, there can be no explanation of why
there are temperatures ranging from 430 °C to 750 °C observed five days after
the 9/11 attacks. These temperatures could be consistent though with the
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422.

presence of molten iron, resulting from an earlier thermite or thermate
reaction, which do es not require oxygen to burn  and was insulated by the
ground and material falling on top of it.

This data also disproves claims by certain individuals that clearance workers
observed pools of molten iron at the WTC complex weeks after the 9/11

attacks as the temperatures have disappeared by 23 d September 2023.  If
these reports are true, the molten iron would have had to be added after that
date, meaning thatitdid not result from the attack on the WTC complex.

These levels of temperature & combined with the  freefall collapse, allowing for
air resistance, of all three towers into their respective footprint and witness
reports of explosions & lead Jones to theorise that the WTC towers were
collapsed as a result of a conventional controlled demolition:

Highly exothermic reactions other than jetfuel or office-material fires, such
as thermite reactions which produce whitehot molten metal as an end
product, are clearly implied by the data. In addition, the use of explosives
such as HMX or RDX should bewrsidered.

Page 19, Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings Completely Collapse?
Stephen E Jones, Journal of 9/11 Studies, September 2006/VVolume 3

Niels HarritetAld O OAOAAOAE

423.

424,

In June 2007, Jones observed distinctive bi -layered chips, with both a red and
a grey layer, in a sample of the WTC dust. Initially, it was suspected these
might be dried paint chips.

Jones then worked with Dr Niels Harrit , a senior researcher in the

Department of Chemistry  at the University of Copenhagen, Denmark , and
others to subject the chips 0 drecovered from the WTC complex by four
independent members of the public after requests from the researchers dto
physical, chemical and thermal tests.

- QELIITTITTTTTTT]

Figure 50. Map at Figure 1 in Harritet Al6 s p shpwéng where the four
samples of dust analysed were collected in relation to the WTC complex
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425. In 2009, they published  Active Thermitic Material Discovered in Dust from the
9/11 World Trade Centre Catastrophe .

NielsH Harritet Al, TheOpenChemicaPhysicslournal 2, 7-31,2009
https://benthamopen.com/contents/pdf/TOCPJ/TOCR.pdf

426. Their research established that tiny red - and grey -sided chips 0 whose
structure was consistent from one sample to the next @ in the dust were not
material covered in paint but were instead an unnatural, manufactured
materia |.

427. The paper established that these chips shared a very specific three -
dimensional structure, chemical composition, and ignition behaviour,

concluding they were aluminothermic nano -composite pyrotechnics, advanced
manufactured materials that may only have been invented as late as the mid -
1990s.
428. I rely wupon Jim Hof f mands Harit nepAla sf i eexdp edreisncerni tpst,i o
published on the 9/11 research site, to understand their findings.

JimHoffman, ThreePointsof Active ThermiticMaterial Discoveredn Dustfrom the 9/11 World
TradeCentreCatastrophehat AnyoneCanUnderstand 26 April 2009,
https://911research.wtc7.net/essays/thermite/thermitics_made_simple.html

Figure 51. A close-up of Harrit et Al6 &igure 2, showing one of the red-grey

chips. A6ems@ami I I i onth of a milli metr én. The |l ength of
the Figure above is therefore one tenth of a millimetre i about the width of a
human hair
429. Using a scanning electron microscope, Harrit et Al established that the red
layer in the Figure immediately above was a nano -engineered composite, 40

nanometers thick, with grains of only about 100 nanometers in diameter. The
particles are highly uniform in size and shape mixed in a highly consistent
comp osition throughout the material.

430. Harrit subjected the chipsto X -ray energy -dispersive spectroscop Yy, then
examined them using a scanning electron microscope to determine their
chemical composition. He found they contained abundant aluminium &
largely in a pure, elemental form, and iron and oxygen in proportions
consistent with  the most common thermite formulation.
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431. Using a differential scanning calorimeter, he then measured the flow of heat
into and out of the sample as its temperature was increased. When the
samples were heated to around about 430 °C, they combusted in a reaction
that eventually reached atleast1 ,535°C.

432. As already observed, a Ithough building rubble can contain flammable
materials, it is not possible that materials in the Twin Towers or residues of
them formed in the buildings' destruction would be capable of produc ing
temperatures above the melting point of iron.

Figure 52. sample image taken from NielsetAl6 s Fi gure 20, showing
photomicrographs of residues from red/grey chips ignited in the DSC. Notice

the shiny-metallic spheres and also the translucent spheres. Each blue

scale-marker represents 50 microns.

Fe

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 keV

Figure 53. Images taken from NielsetAld6 s Fi gure 21, showing a spheroic
found in the post-DSC residue the corresponding XEDS spectrum, showing it

isrich iniron. (The carbon peak must be considered indeterminate here

since this sample was flashed with a thin carbon layer in order to preclude

charging under the electron beam)

433. Theiron -rich spheroids , see Figure above, formed by heating the chips in this
manner matched those found in abundance in all four of the samples of WTC
dust studied, and those produced by the reaction of commercial thermite,
both in appearance and in chemical composition.
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434. Itis simply not possible that the material could have been formed

spontaneously through any random process like the total destruction of the
Twin Towers or that the material was present in the Towers for some innocent
reason :

The chips are clearly the unexploded remains of a pyrotechnic material
likely a high explosivez that was present in the Twin Towers in large
guantities. Reasonable estimates of tonnage of material based on the
abundance of redgray chips in the dust range from the tens into the
hundreds.r 8 ¥

The progressive detonation of so many tons of Tower from top to bottom,

and the incredible thoroughness of the destruction 8 ¥ 1 A0 OEOOOAIT T U 11
recognisable building components other than the heavy steelwork and

cladding, and no traceable fragment of more than,d00 human bodies.

Jim Hoffman, Three Points of Active Thermitic Material Discovered in Dust from
the 9/11 World Trade Centre Catastrophe that Anyone Can Understand, 26
April 2009,
https://911research.wtc7.net/essays/thermite/thermitics_made_simple.html

435. | therefore conclude in judgment that all three towers were more likely
deliberately subject to controlled demolitions, partly using thermite/thermate
or a similar substance, than they collapsed due to fire and gravity, given that

i. molten iron, likely from an exothermic reaction,is seen to drip from
WTC2 before it collapses;

ii. the presence of the redand grey-sided chips, which behave like
thermite/thermate or a similar substance;

iii. NIST not considering the above;

iv. NIST ignoring an image of the collapse of WTC2, showing that the
gol‘lapsingafloo'rs‘ do not impact the extant floors squarely, required for o
OEA OPEI AAOEOGAOG AZ£ZZAAOKh AT A x1 OI A ET OOAAA
V. NIST ignoring the fact that the three towers all fall at freefall speed,
allowing for air resistance, a characteristic of controlled demolition;

vi. NIST ignoring the fact that WTC7 is hit by dense material thrown around
100 metres from WTC1, when it collapsed, which would require
enormous amounts of energy not accounted for in the NIST hypothesis;

vii. the NIST hypothesis being based on selective evidence, which also
ECi T OAO OEA Ol Ax06 1 £ DPEghnelidh DAOOEAOI AOI U
low-density aluminium slicing through more dense concrete and steel
and the failure to understand the physics of momentum.

Controlled demolition
436. NIST rejected the controlled demolition hypothesis for the following reasons:

the collapse was initiated in the impact and fire floors of the WTC towers
and nowhere else, and,;

the time it took for the collapse to initiate (56 minutes for WTC 2 and 102
minutes for WTC 1) was dictated by (1) the extent of damage caused by the
aircraft impact, and (2) the time it took for the fires to reach critical

locations and weaken the structue to the point that the towers could not
resist the tremendous energy released by the downward movement of the
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massive top section of the building at and above the fire and impact floors.

Video evidence also showed unambiguously that the collapse progressed
from the top to the bottom, and there was no evidence 80dfany blast or
explosions in the region below the impact and fire floors as the top building
sections (including and above the 98th floor in WTC 1 and the 82nd floor in
WTC 2) began their downward movement upon collapse initiation.

In summary, NIST found no corroborating evidence for alternative
hypotheses suggesting that the WTC towers were brought down by
controlled demolition using explosives.¥ 8Photographs and videos from
several angles clearly show that the collapse initiated at the fire and impact
floors and that the collapse progressed from the initiating floors downward
until the dust clouds obscured the view.

Q28, FAQs, NIST WTC Towers Investigation, updated 2021
https://www.nist.gov/world-trade-center-investigation/study-faqs/wtc-towers-
investigation

437. Although the collapses of WTC1 and WTC2 do not show collapse from the
bottom, a characteristic of a conventional controlled demolition, this would
have been too obvious to  witnesses on the day. Given these circumstances,
those responsible had to conceal what they were doing by collapsing the Twin
Towers from the top . Watching footage of the collapses, it is clear that the
sections of the Towers above the impact zones are subject to demolition from

their lowest point, as in a conventional controlled demoli tion. As this process
is completing, the extant floors are destroyed from the impact zone
downwards.

438. As also already established, the image of the beginning of the collapse of
WTC2 above shows that the floors above the impact zone twisted to one side
rather than impacting the extant floors like a piledriver and in any case did
not have the momentum to cru  sh these floors.

439. Given that the NIST site was updated in 2021, the scientists there failed to
consider evidence and research which had emerged since it published the
NCSTARL1 report into the collapses in 2005, namely:

i Stephen E Jones research showing evidence that thermite/thermate or
a similar substance created molten metal via exothermic reactions,
which was not aluminium, as suggested by NIST

i. . EAIO (AOOEO AO ! | &Oanddiepddadrhigs OE| xET ¢ OEAO
recovered from dust present at the WTC complex at the time of the

attacks were a pyrotechnical material which when heated created an
exothermic reaction;

iii. Judy Wood and Morgan Reynolds research showing that DEWs
brought down the Towers and caused other damage that day only
consistent with the firing of these weapons.

440. The collapse of WTC7, not considered in N1 S TNESTAR 1 report or
mentioned in the answer to the question above , does though have all the
hallmarks of a conventional controlled demolition, with the collapse sequence
beginning in the middle of the building at the top to ensure the building falls
into its own footprint and the bottom floors  being removed by explosives to
initiate the collapse
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Figure 54. Image showing WTC7 as it begins to collapse in the middle
taken from World Trade Centre Building 7 Collapse (WTC7), Ron South
channel, YouTube, 9 April 2020

World TradeCentreBuilding7 CollapsgWTC?7)
RonSouthchannel,YouTube9 April 2020
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1jQaJFNWqtc

441. In addition, many witnesses at the World Trade Centre Complex on the day of
the attacks reported hearing explosions, not linked to the two objects hitting
the Twin Towers , evidence which the researchers at NIST did not consider
For example, William Rodriguez, the janitor at WTC1, has related how he
heard explosions before the first object hit that Tower.

| told the 9/11 Commission about the explosions and the events on the sub
AAGAIT AT O 11 OEAO AAus 4EAU AEA 11
My basis was, like | told the Commission, there was an explosion that came

from under our feet, we were pushed upwards lightly by theffect | was
on basement level 1 and it sounded that it came from B2 and B3 level.

Rapidly after that we heard the impact far away at the topMy assertions
are [thatlmy20UA AOO03 AtkereArd &ifnbsainy prior to that many
other noises [enable me] to conclude without any doubt where the sounds
were coming from.

2ND- Some of the same people that | saved gave testimonies in interviews
of the same experience prior to my actually being reunited with them after
the event.

William Rodriguez, private communication with Dr Stephen Jones, November
2005 quoted in:

Why Indeed Did the World Trade Centre Buildings Completely Collapse,
Stephen E Jones, 2005
http://www.journalof911studies.com/volume/200609/WhylndeedDidtheWorldTr
adeCenterBuildingsCompletelyCollapse.pdf

442. Many other witnesses, for example the firemen in situ that day, have reported
explosions in and around the Towers, not linked to the original impacts.
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443,

444,

445,

446,

http://www.journalof911studies.com/articles/Article_5_118Witnesses_WorldTradeCenter.pdf

Some commentators have suggested that the fires in the Towers may have
ignited gas appliances in kitchens, causing explosions but | can find no

evidence that the Towers had gas appliances. In any case, these would not

explain explosions heard around the b uildings.

With the exception of William Rodriguez, the 9/11 Commission failed to hear

witnesses to explosions or take any evidence of explosions on the day. Thi
constitutes yet another fraudulent dereliction of duty in their investigation,
which has caused extensi ve, severe and chronic harm, loss and injury in
to many millions of men, women and children.

| therefore conclude in judgment that the scientists at NIST engaged in
disinformation and propaganda, not science, in order to cover up the fact th

S

law

at

elements of the US state were responsible for the attacks on, and the collapse

of the three WTC towers.

A controlled demolition in this manner would though require extensive

undetected access to the three WTC towers which collapsed to place
thermite/thermate and explosive charges at hundreds of thousands of |
working on the principle that there are 47 core columns, 236 outer columns

oists,

and 110 storeys in  the case of each of the Twin Towers.  Although these

explosive charges would create some dust, it would require a far greater

amount and concentration of energy to convert the masonry and the steel into

the super -fine dust observed in images captured on the day of 9/11 (see
Dustification of the Towers below).

Figure55. 6 Mostly unburned paper mixes
Towers. As seen a block away, a large portion of the towers remains
suspended in air. This dust looks deeper than one inch. Most of the curb

l ooks filled iné

SourcePage3, JudyWoodandMorganReynolds
StarWarsBeamWeaponsand StarWarsDirectedEnergyWeapons 2006
https:/lwww.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/

SeealsoW Y A Yy IRoYNRais@mereference
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447. The researchers at NIST simply ignore any evidence which undermines their
dilatory research.  In his study , Jones draws attention to this with regard to
NI ST8s comput ewhichmwas aighly unsaentific in that it rejected
data and manipulated the models to arrive at a preconceived conclusion, that
fires ostensibly caused the collapse of all three towers:

NIST constructs a computer modeg but realistic cases do not actually lead

O1 AOEI AETC Ail11 ADPOAS 31 OEAU OAAEDOOOGS ETI DO
gollapsg ipitiatjon forAthg most severe cases. TheAdetaiIs of these o A A y
OAAEOOOI AT OO AOA EEAAAT m&EOT T Q6w ET OEAEO AT |

OOEA EUDI OEAOGEO EO OAOAAGS8
Page 43, Why Indeed Did the World Trade Centre Buildings Completely
Collapse, Stephen E Jones, 2005

http://www.journalof911studies.com/volume/200609/WhylndeedDidtheWorldTr
adeCenterBuildingsCompletelyCollapse.pdf

448. As already observed here, this has been a prevailing theme of the approach of
of ficial investigators into 9/ 11. They do what
theoristsd of: mani pul ating data to arrive at a
However, as also observed here, independent and largely unpaid investigators
have done the work of scientists, researchers and journalists to objectively
gather and establish the veracity of evidence, subjected it to reasoned analysis
and then had their information peer -reviewed by their colleagues.

NI STds conclusions on the WTC7 coll apse

449. In 2008, NIST published its  final report on the collapse of the 47 -storey WTC7
building.

SivarajShyamSunderet Al,

FederaBuildingand Fire Safetylnvestigationof the World TradeCentreDisaster:
FinalReportof the NationalConstructionSafetyTeamon the Collapse®f the World Trade
CentreTowers NISTNCSTARA

NIST1 December2008
https://nvlpubs.nist.gov/nistpubs/Legacy/NCSTAR/ncstarla.pdf

450. As already stated, the investigators at NIST held damage done by the alleged
planes and fire to be the cause of the collapses of WTC1 and WTC2. Even
though they accept WTC7 was not impacted by a plane, t hey nevertheless
came to a similar conclusion about WTCY7 collaps ing primarily as a result of
fire 0 started when WTC1 collapsed 8 causing the structure to buckle and sag
and pull the exterior walls in , leading to rapid collapse.

451. This is disproved by the same observations | record above for the Twin
Towers. In any case, the scientists at NIST do not seek to reconcile why WTC7
collapsed when One Meridian Plaza , The First Interstate Bank , 1 New York
Plaza and Beijing Mandarin Oriental Hotel, which burned longer, more
extensively and most likely at hotter temperatures than WTC7, did not.

452. NIST does though accept that damage done by the collapse of WTC1 onto the
south exterior wall of WTC7 was not a contributing factor in its collapse,
disproving a hypothesis put forward by some individuals prior to the
publication of the NIST NCSTARL report.

453. NIST does not though consider that the very presence of material from WTC1
being thrown on to WTC7 would require an enormous amount of energy to
throw a large lump of concrete and steel the 100 metres from one tower to the
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other. This evidence in itself disproves the piledriver theory, in which gravity
does the work of the collapse, drawing any ejected material downwards

454. Why didno6ét the researchers at NIST include Jone
research, Why Indeed Did the WTC Buildings Completely Collapse? , published
in September 2006 or Woods and Reynolds 6 $tar Wars Beam Weapons and
Star Wars Directed Energy Weapons , also published in 2006, well before NIST
published NCSTAR 1A, its findings into the collapse of WTC7 in December
20087

455. It has also emerged that WTC7 was reinforced with extra steel in the early
1990s, making anything other than some form of induced demolition being
the cause of the complete collapse even less likely. The owner of the WTC
complex, Larry Silverstein told th e New York Times:

We built in enough redundancy to allow entire portions of floors to be
removed without affecting the building's structural integrity, on the
assumption that someone might need doubkléeight floors.

Mark McCain, Salamon Brothers, A building within a building at a cost of
$200million, Property, New York Times, 19 February 1989
http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.htm|?res=950DEFDD113BF93AA25751C
0A96F948260&sec=&spon=&pagewanted=all

456. More than 375 tons of steel - requiring twelve miles of miles of welding o was
installed to reinforce floors for Salomon's extra equipment, prompting one
commentator to remark: OEssentially, Salomon i s
within a buildingd.

The media reports the collapse of WTC7 before it happened

457. Shortly before 22:00 hours, local time, on 11th “September 2001, the BBC
broadcast an interview with one of its correspondents, Jane Standley, on the
scene in New York City.

458. She reported that WTC7, also known as the 6Sal o
collapsed due fire weakening its steel  -frame structure, even though the
building can still clearly be seen standing in the background. The
conversation with the presenter went on fo r some time before the feed was cut
due to technical problems. At around 17:20 local time, the 47 -storey
skyscraper collapsed into its own footprint in 6.6 seconds, turning into dust
in the process.

459. The Murdoch -owned Fox News reported the collapse of WTC7 as fact, as well.
In that broadcast, WTC7 comes down during the live report, much to the
consternation of the presenters, who have already reported the collapse. CNN
also reported the collapse befo re it happened.

460. All three broadcasters have since removed their reports from their respective
archived websites.

461. CNN had already reported a similar collapse 0 a building of about 50 storeys o}
which reportedly took place at about 10:45am New York time. Phoning in from
Lower Manhattan, one of the stationf6s reporters
vivid report of a skyscrap er collapse:

Just two or three minutes ago there was yet another collapse or explosion.
Judgmentunder the Law
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I'm now out of sight, a Good Samaritan has taken me in on Duane Street. But
at a quarter to 11, there was another collapse or explosion following the
10:30 collapse of the second tower.

And a firefighter who rushed by us estimated that 50 stories went down.
The street filled with smoke. It was like a forest fire roaring down a canyon.

Allan Dodds Frank, 50 stories collapsed, CNN, 11:07, 9/11,
11septemebervideos [sic] channel, YouTube, 28 June 2008
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XiGxI5WxZ0U&feature=related

oos

News Update

Figure 56. The above image is taken from a report given by BBC reporter,

Jane Standley, at around 21:54, GMT, 11th September 2001 on the BBC

News channel with 6Jane Stanley[sic], BBC journal:@
standingd6 as annotations

Seeals040min30,9/11 and TheBritishBroadcastingConspiracy
Vimeo,24 June2007
Publishedat https://vimeo.com/423779766n 2020

462. When independent researchers brought Standl eyos
the BBC at the time, a BBC spokesman claimed in response that its
journalists make mistakes when reporting world events as they unfold. The
BBCO6s first r espons eplagadon.eHeadof nelve &t BBCl e d e x
World, Richard Porter stated:

We did what we always didg sourced our reports, used qualifying words .
| EEA OADDPAOAT 01 U8 1 O OEO2O OADPI OOAAS 10O OxAo
check and double check the information we were receiving.

Part of the conspiracy? The Editors, BBC News, 27 February 2007
http://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/theeditors/2007/02/part_of_the_conspiracy.html

463. Watch the broadcast. The reporter, Jane Standley, does not use these
phrases. And how can they be so certain in these circumstances about the
cause of collapse?

464. In the second response, head of news at BBC World, Richard Porter stated:
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465.

466.

467.

468.

469.

470.

471.

There was a fairly consistent picture being painted of Building 7 in danger

of collapse.
Part of the conspiracy? (2) The Editors, BBC News, 2 March 2007

https://www.bbc.co.uk/blogs/theeditors/2007/03/part_of_the_conspiracy_2.html

Although he quoted a CNN report as a source, in the footage in question,
WTC7 has not yet collapsed, although the presenter is clearly expecting it to.

Porter does not elaborate further.

Seealso:
Seealsopages28to 36, StephenHopwood,TheTruth Manifesto,Scribd May 2010
https://www.scribd.com/doc/53236857/Findllanifesto#

Why were his alleged sources painting the picture of a building in imminent
danger of collapse, when no steel structure had ever been brought down by

fire before and kerosine, jet fuel, combusts at 2 20C, significantly below the

temperature to weaken reinforced steel, 350C?

| challenge the men and women of the BBC to find another example of the
corporation not just reporting a disaster shortly before it actually happened

but reporting its causes as well. This is entirely consistent with an insider
releasing a news report of a planned event before it happened . However, at

the time, the BBC failed to investigate how it could have prior knowledge of

the collapse.

In October 2008, the BBC broadcast another programme in its Conspiracy

9/11 and
the British Broadcasting Conspiracy , which | had sent to the corporation.
9/11 and

Files series, The Third Tower , largely based on material included in

Although it used much of the evidence regarding WTC7 included in

the British Broadcasting Conspiracy |, the corporation still came to the
conclusion that fire had brought the building down, even though this is a
physical impossibility.

In the programme, the BBC reported that the Reuters News Agency had
admitted that it was  the source of the information that WTC7 had collapsed

before it happened. It is notable that this came about as the result of a

confession, not the BBC&s journalists making en:

Conspiracyiles:TheThird Tower,BBC22 October2008
https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b00ck4jd

| conclude in judgment that this constitutes yet further proof that the 9/11
attacks were planned and executed by elements of the US government as
Qaeda would not have the power and influence to provide reporters at the

Reuters News Agency with details of an unforeseen event before it happened,

without arousing suspicion of their involvement in that event.

To mark the tenth anniversary of the attacks, the BBC compounded its fraud
by producing another documentary in its Conspiracy Files series, which asked

why people continued to O6believe
interview independent researchers like myself about the evidence we had
gathered disproving the official account of the 9/11 attacks.

9/11: TenYearsOn,TheConspiracyiles BBC9 Septembei2011
https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b0148yz5
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472.

473.

474,

475.

476.

In September 2021, to mark the 20th anniversary of the 9/11 attacks, the
BBC again uncritically repeated the propaganda and disinformation
surrounding the attacks, linking the article to the wholly discredited report
from the US National Institute of Scien ce and Technology:

I Al AEl xEAAT U OEAOAA T11ET AR O*AO AEOAI

World Trade Centre's Twin Towers were demolished by explosives.

But according to an official reportthe crashed planes considerably
damaged support columns of both the towers and dislodged fire
proofing.

Additionally, the fires reached up to 1,000C in some areas, causing the
steel beams to warp and the eventual collapse of the buildings.

Shayan Sardarizadeh

11 September 2001: The conspiracy theories still spreading after 20 years,
BBC Monitoring,10 September 2021
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/58469600

Linkabovegoesto:
SivarajShyamSunderet Al,

FederaBuildingand Fire Safetylnvestigationof the World TradeCentreDisasterfinalReportof

the NationalConstructionSafetyTeamon the Collapse®f the World TradeCentreTowers,
NISTNCSTAR12ecember2005
https://www.nist.gov/publications/federabuildingand-ire-safetyinvestigationworld-trade-
centerdisasterfinal-report

The statement that airline fuel cannot melt steel beams is true as kerosine
combusts at about 220  °C, not a sufficiently high temperature to sufficiently
weaken reinforced concrete and steel beams to induce a collapse, let alone
melt them.

The author then blithely accepts that commercial aircraft can penetrate
reinforced concrete and steel, ventured by NIST , as fact then misrepresents
the 1,000 °C temperatures , which NIST openly states in its NCSTARL report
refers to air temperatures, as the cause of the steel beams sag ging and
deform ing. As already established above, NIST accepts that the steel did not
reach temperatures of anywhere near 600 °C and, even then , tests by
independent researchers established that the steel beams could still easil y
bear the weight in question.

At the same time, the author neglects to
considered evidence up to the point of collapse.

The BBC had a duty under the paramount and mandatory Law to examine the

US governmentds account of the coll apses

i. The fact that no steelframe building has collapsed due to fire outside
the alleged cases of the buildings at the WTC complex on thehl1l
September 2001;

ii. The fact that other steelframed buildings had burned more intensely
and longer than any of the WTC Towers without collapsing;

iii. The observable evidence of the collapses, recorded on video, showing
the disintegration of the towers into fine dust, for which NIST offers no
explanation;

iv. The NASA data showing that hotspots existed at ground zero five days
after 9/11,
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v. 30APEAT *11A0G60 OAOAAOAE DPOAI EOEAA ET c¢mnme

dripping from WTC2 before it collapsed and steel beams most likely cut
by a thermite/thermate reaction;

vi. NielsHarritetAls O OAOAAOAE DOAI EOBddgrelel ¢nnmw ET O1T O
sided chips discovered in the dust left at the WTC complex after the
collapse of the three towers;

vii *OAU 71 1 A dplblishell h A0 poting that DEWs were used
to disintegrate the WTC Towers that dayseeDirected Energy
Weapons below).

477. 1| judge that the BBCOs -<easorganth gseiencebnd9/ 11 i s ant.i
ultimately undermines the values of the Enlightenment, which sought to
promote a scientific and rational approach to any enquiry.

478. The BBCO6s failure to objectively consider the i
joined the conspiracy to fraudulently wage war as a result of the 9/11 attacks,
rather than disseminate the truth; protect lives and serve the common good,
the duty of us all.

479. | conclude in judgment that the BBC knowingly produced disinformation and
propaganda which heavily contributed to the discrimination and physical and
mental harm, loss and injury experienced by the men and women of the
Muslim religion as a result of Muslim s being wrongly implicated in the 9/11
attacks.

480. Despiteself-i denti fying as 6l iberald, the men and wom
have been happy to allow Islamophobic tropes to pass unchallenged. Given
that the vast majority of Muslims are people of colour, | conclude in judgment
that the BBC, its employees  and its agents are institutionally racist for
knowingly disseminating racist propaganda.

Directed Energy Weapons

481. As already established, t he footage of the collapse s of the three WTC towers
disproves the conclusion s of the NIST investigation as it does not show any of
the phenomena associated with a building collapsing due to gravity as a result
of it being weakened by fire 8 slow collapse, leaving large pieces of masonry
and steel .

World TradeCentreBuilding7 CollapsgWTC7)
RonSouthchannel,YouTube9 April 2020
https://lwww.youtube.com/watch?v=1jQaJFNW(qtc

N JBurkettreportingas Twin Towersbeginto collapseon Septemberl1,2001,EyewitnesNews
ABC7NYXhannel,YouTube7 September2018
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0CPVN L-ul

482. The collapse of the Twin Towers and WTC7, is beyond reasonable doubt a
result of Directed Energy Weapons ( her eaf t e Balsh knewWiad 0 be am
weapondpaot i cl e b e dona similarpexatistéchnology, given
that:

a. Before the 11th September 2001, no stedtamed building had ever
been brought down by fire. Neither has any since, even where they have
burned for much longerand more intenselythan the North Tower, the
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484.

485.

486.

487.

488.

DEWSs u
their inte

South Tower or WTCY.

Independent analysis by a variety of architects, engineers and relevantly
qualified scientists has shown that the hypothesis that the Towers
collapsed into their own footprint due to fire weakening the steel
structures is a physical impossibility, not leasbecause jet fuel, kerosine,
does not burn at sufficiently high temperatures to weaken reinforced
steel.

There is not enough debris at the site of the attacks for the collapse to be
a result of a conventional controlled demolition with explosiveswhile a
super-fine dust is observed, which would require levels and
concentrations of energy not consistent with conventional explosives.

se a high -energy beam of atomic or  subatomic particles to damage
nded target by disrupting its  structure at the atomic or molecular

level. They were first theorised by scientist Nicola Tesla & who patented a

device &
the medi

and other scientists in the 1920s. Al t hough dubbed t
a, Tesla envisaged giving it to all nations as a means to end war.

Although inventors like ~ Edwin R Scott and Erich Graichen, among others,
claimed to have invented DEWSs independently in the 19 20s,in 1957,
the National Inventors Council ~ was still issuing lists of needed military
inventions that included a @eathray 0 .

In 1983,
Initiative

then US Presi  dent Ronald Reagan announced the Strategic Defence
0 popularly known as the  &tar Wars Defence Initiative 88 which

called on scientists and engineers to develop a system which could defend the

US from
it arrived

a nuclear missile attack by shooting  any object out of the sky before
overthe US . The idea was quietly dropped in the late 1980s. In

2014, the US Navy deployed its Laser Weapon System, said to be based on
similar technology.  Elements of the program were  publicly adopted in 2019
by the US Space Development Agency

The Dire

cted Energy Professional Society, an association of private military

contractors for government agencies , researches the development of DEWSs for
military use.

http://www.deps.org/
https://lwww.youtube.com/watch?v=NPaV4KxQbtQ

In 2006,

Dr Judy D Wood, a former professor of mechanical engineering o}

along with Morgan Reynolds, a retired professor of economics at Texas A&M
University turned independent 9/11 investigator 0 published a reasoned

analysis

of evidence observed on the day of the attacks and privately gathered

for forensic examination in the aftermath , in the failure of the powers  -that -be

to do so.

Wood and Reynolds concluded that WTC1 and WTC2 had been brought down
by Directed Energy Weapons on 11  th September 2001 rather than collapsing

after fire

weakened the steel frame of the structures. Wood has created a

slideshow of the evidence on which she has based her research. It is divided
into the following key evidence which proves that only DEWS could have been

responsi
i.

ble:
Disintegration of the Towersinto fine dust;
toastedcars parked far from the WTG
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iii. the observation of the Hutchison Effecon the weather,

iv. the lack of damage done to the bathtub beneath the towers
V.  seismicdata.

vi.  energy and heat levels.

https://www.drjudywood.com/wp/dustification/

See:

JudyWoodandMorganReynolds

StarWarsBeamWeaponsand StarWarsDirectedEnergyWeapons 2006
https://www.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/

JudyWood

WhereDidthe TowersGo?Evidenceof DirectedFreeEnergyTechnologyn 9/11, Amazon 2010
https://www.amazon.co.uk/TowergEvidenceDirectedFreeenergy
Technology/dp/0615412564

489. | now use a selection of her evidence and reasoned analys es to illustrate the
above summatry.

Dustification of the Towers

490. As already stated, there is an absence of around 220 storeys of masonry,
which would be present if  the Twin Towers had simply collapsed.

Figure 57. @his photo was taken was taken around noon on 9/11/01,

showing the height of WTC6 compared to the &érubble
appears in the foregroundd

Pagel, JudyWood and MorganReynolds
StarWarsBeamWeaponsand StarWarsDirectedEnergyWeapons 2006
https://www.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/
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491.

492.

While the following image does show lumps of masonry, there is no

explanation in the  NIST account for the extraordinary amount of energy which
would be needed to throw masonry away from the building or to turn it into

dust, as seen below:

Figure58. | mage from Woodds slideshow with

di sintegration of WTC2 as it throws out

resembling Shredded Wheat, yards from the building. In the bottom right
corner, we see the remains of the steel structure being thrown from the Tower

Similarly, t here is no explanation in the NIST account for the energy which
would be needed to explode a building in this manner and turn the concrete

into fine dust . This image clearly does not
floors above the impact zone falling on the floors below . Instead, it shows
masonry and steel being thrown some distance from the Tower and being
rapidly converted into super  -fine dust.
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About 70 stories of the building have turned into dust...The tower is being peeled downward. Dark explosions shoot up, while white
ones explode outward. Above the white clouds, the building has vanished while the lower part awaits termination.

Figure59. | mage t aken dideshow oféuvidencé sith her
annotations, showing the snowball effect created by the building being rapidly

turned to dust
https://www.drjudywood.com/wp/dustification/

493. There is no explanation in the NIST account for the absence of an estimated
500,000 tons of concrete and steel that made up each of the Twin Towers

Ay

A reminder of how much material disappeared. The highlighted area in the left picture is shown in the right picture.

Figure60. | mage taken from Woodés slideshow of
annotations, showing how much masonry and steel simply disappeared
https://www.drjudywood.com/wp/dustification/
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494. The following sequences of images shows the remaining steel girders simply
disintegrating into dust, which is not consistent with the use of
thermite/thermate:

Figure6l. | mage taken from Woodds research, showing se\
steel simply disintegrating into dust in a way that is inconsistent with a

thermite/thermate reaction

Page 3, Judy Wood and Morgan Reynolds

Star Wars Beam Weapons and Star Wars Directed Energy Weapons, 2006
https://www.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/

Toastedcars parked far from the WTC

495. A reported 1,400 vehicles were damaged on 9/11. These vehicles had peculiar
patterns of damage and some were as far away as F ranklin Delano Roosevelt
Drive (her eaft er &polsvebbldcks er®alf a mile from the WTC
complex, along the East River.

http://www.apwa.net/Publications/Reporter/ReporterOnline/index.asp?DISPLAY=ISSUE&ISSUE _
DATE=032004&ARTICLE_NUMBER=770

496. Vehicles had missing door handles for example, windows blown out, window
frames deformed, melted engine blocks, steel  -belted tires with only the steel
belts left, and vehicle front ends destroyed with little or no effect on the back
end of the vehicles. Po rtions of cars burned while paper nearby did not.
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Figure 62. A police car parked at FDR Drive, left, toasted at one end but
relatively unscathed at the other, with map showing distance between the
WTC complex and FDR Drive, right

Page4, JudyWoodandMorganReynolds
StarWarsBeamWeaponsand StarWarsDirectedEnergyWeapons 2006
https://www.drjudywood.com/articles/DEW/

497. None of the official enquires have dealt with the damage done to these cars,
parked far enough away from the WTC not to be damaged by falling masonry
during the collapse of the Towers:

Figure63. | mage taken from Woodosomnggdardeshow of evi dence
parked away from the WTC complex before the collapse of the WTC1 and

WTC2

https://www.drjudywood.com/wp/dustification/
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