On 9/11 and other false flag attacks / by JJ
The events of 9/11 have created one of the best known case of alternative explanations of recent history, often referred to as conspiracy theories. The case of 9/11 is quite well studied and it does support the theory of governmental involvement and media control.  It has inspired lots of people to look at other strange events which seem to be false flag attacks. 

How did the World Trade Center buildings collapse?

The World Trade Center building 7, also called the Solomon Brothers Building, owned by Larry Silverstein, collapsed some hours after the twin towers collapsed, though no plane hit it. The video of the collapse of WTC7 was not shown in the television and in 2005 when the video surfaced, may people were amazed by this collapse. The building comes down in a very orderly manner to its footstep with a speed that seems to be freefall speed. The fall time has been carefully clocked and there is a period of several seconds when the fall is very close to the free fall speed. The fires were small and only in some floors in WTC7, and cannot be responsible for breaking the structures of undamaged floors. Why did the building come down like this, and why was the collapse of this building not shown in the television? The 9/11 Commission Report (2004), or any official explanations, do not seem sufficient. 
What is even more amazing is that in the YouTube there is a video clip where BBC announced the falling of WTC7 23 minutes before it fell, while no steel construction skyscrapers have ever fallen before and no such thing could have been anticipated. The video clip seems authentic. Correct predictions of uncommon events are most unusual. 
No steel structure skyscraper has ever collapsed because of fires before 9/11 or after 9/11, but on 11 September 2001 three steel structure skyscrapers are said to have collapsed this way. In 2008 a similar size building was burning like a torch in Bejing and did not collapse, as have many others in various countries. WTC buildings were especially built to tolerate a crash by an airplane and there is no scientifically sound explanation how the damage done by the airplanes might have brought the buildings down. Collapse of three skyscrapers on 9/11/2001 is a very odd coincidence.

The World Trade Center buildings 1 and 2 also seem to fall with constant acceleration - in this case the acceleration is about 60% of the gravitation constant. This can be measured quite well from the video clips. The fires in the buildings WTC1 and WTC2 were only on the upper floors and they cannot have destroyed the strength of the lower undamaged floors. The buildings were fire protected, and the steel structures should have stood at least 1-2 hours against office fires before weakening. We can see in the videos that the lower floors were not burning for one hour, in fact, not at all or only for seconds during the collapse, and the steel should have kept all its strength in the lower floors.  

Why did the buildings fall? The official answers are: from gravitation and from fires., but there are some strong arguments against this:
Argument 1. WTC7 fell for several seconds with the freefall speed. If gravitational collapse reaches freefall speed it means that all potential energy has been converted to kinetic energy and there is no gravitational energy left to break the structures. It implies that some other energy has broken the structures. Fires in WTC7 were limited to some floors only. Thus, some external energy source, such as explosives, is the only possibility. It follows that if WTC7 was imploded, i.e., destroyed by carefully set explosive charges, the other two buildings were probably also destroyed by explosives. 

Argument 2. The fires are not the only source of heath energy because we have evidence of higher temperatures in the buildings than the fires could have created. High temperatures far in excess of what office fires or burning airplane kerosene can produce were found in the twin towers, and also in the bottom of WTC7. The evidence from WTC2 contains photograph of the twin towers showing molten metal that has an orange glow in daylight. This cannot be aluminum since aluminum, even with any organic material added, has a silvery glow in daylight regardless of the temperature, because of its reflective characteristics. The metal cannot be anything than steel and steel cannot melt in office fires or in burning kerosene. This indicates that some external source of energy has been present. NASA satellite photos show high temperatures (750 Co) in Ground Zero and the base of WTC7 on September 16 2001, which cannot be explained by office fires. The kerosene is not responsible: it was completely burned in tens of seconds after the crash. There are photos from clearing operations where molten steel is dipping from pieces that are lifted up from the clearing site. These show that the external source of energy either is still present, or the material was originally heated to a very high temperature. 

Argument 3. Several samples of dust from WTC buildings have been analyzed and they show the spectrum of termite, probably nano-termite, see Kevin Ryan et al (2008). Official investigations and scientific papers that try to support the official theory of a collapse caused by fire have been shown to be incorrect. Two papers describing the termite findings have been published in respected peer-reviewed journals. 

There are lots of other suspicious issues. Let us briefly mention some of them.

Several eyewitness accounts tell about hearing explosions: bum, bum, bum – just like when they bring a building down. There is even a video with a fireman chasing people away from WTC7 saying: the building is coming down, one-two-three. Then the building collapses. There are seismographic traces showing noise that can be explosions of charges. 

Pieces of bones chopped into small pieces have been found on the roof of a neighboring building, not something gravitational collapse can do. The twin towers literally pulverize in midair and office furniture and most bodies turn to powder, not something gravitational collapse can do. Amazingly, the passport of one terrorist arrived to the ground level little damaged: this is how we know the terrorist was in the plane. The black boxes disappeared, or were not made public. The metal from the buildings was strangely broken into pieces, as if cut by termite cutting charges. Almost all of the metal from the building was hastily sold to China as scrap metal before the terrorist strike had been investigated.   

Another terrorist wrote a suicide note and put it to a suitcase that he took to the plane – very logical, the note would be destroyed in the crash. Amazingly, this suitcase was forgotten and not taken to the plane. So, we know that Mohammed Atta was one of the terrorist. Atta had put a list of all terrorists in the suitcase, thus, all terrorist are known. Strangely, several people in the list were later found alive in Egypt and other countries.  

The terrorist also forgot manuals with flying instructions to a rented car and in general left races wherever they went. There was additionally another group of people, dressed as Palestinians, dancing joyfully looking at the WTC buildings come down. This group was arrested and they were Jews from Israel. A member of a cover-up form of Mossad close to the WTC buildings got a short message warning of an attack just before the event. Interestingly, there was a large espionage operation in the USA at that time: Eavesdropping equipment had been inserted to Israel-made software used by institutes of he US government, and many Israelite students tries to enter illegally governmental buildings in Manhattan.    

None of the pilots of the four planes gave the four digit code for hijacking which they are trained and expected to do in a case of a hijack. One of the pilots was former air-force pilot and it is a bit difficult to see how he was overpowered by terrorists using a paper knife, as the official story claims.  

The hole in the Pentagon building was too small for the plane and the wings and the tail of the plane apparently disintegrated, while they have not damaged the wall. No video showing the plane approaching Pentagon has been published, while there were several cameras. There is one short video – but it shows a blue-tipped object that may be a missile. The plane hitting Pentagon made a remarkable turn and hit the building on the down floor – a task that seems too hard for the alleged terrorist pilot Hani Hanjour, whose skills had been evaluated poor by his flying teachers. Ground controlled Global-Hawk UAV guiding system have been offered as a more probable pilot than the terrorist. Indeed, why the plane hit the side it hit: that part was under repair and only few people worked there, while in the other side Donald Rumsfield had his office on the top floor – a spot that could be hit without the difficult turn. The scrap was collected from the dawn before investigation – an eyewitness states that there was no scrap.  

There were large transfers of money made in WTC before the crash and the insurances of the buildings were raised by Larry Silverstein before 9/11, as was also improvements to the lifts and fire protection, likely sites of the explosives. 

The plane that flew to Pennsylvania and where the passengers allegedly overpowered the terrorists is also problematic. The whole in the ground is round, not oval as it would have been if the plane crashes to ground in full speed. It looks like the plane had been shut down. There is a controversy how the passengers called from the plane: their mobile phones should not have worked from that height, while there is no record that they called using the credit card phone of the plane.   

There is eyewitness of Minelli stating that he was in the control center where Vice-president Dick Cheney was in charge of the response to the attack. According to his witness statement of the attack on Pentagon, there come a man saying that the plane is 30 miles away (meaning that there is good 30 minutes time for the air-force to respond: only some minutes were needed for getting fighters up), then he come again and said that the plane is 20 miles away. He comes still once telling that the plane is 10 miles away and asking if the orders still stand. Dick Cheney responded: have you heard something different, of course the orders stand. The plane was not shot down, so the orders of Cheney were apparently not that the plane should be shot, but not to shoot the plane.

The behavior of the bodyguards of George W. Bush is also surprising. Their task is to take the President immediately to a safe place if he can be under attack. George W. Bush heard of the attack on the first WTC building, and he was in a well published visit in a school. Yet, his bodyguards were not the least concerned that the President might be targeted. Bush stayed over the planned time schedule in the school.       

There were several warnings of the coming attack by foreign intelligence offices, yet they were ignored. Several people apparently had good intuition: William Cooper warned about the attack in his radio program in June 2001. There was even a television series episode (Lone Gunman 4. March 2001, FOX-channel) where the government has a plot to fly an airplane to the World Trade Center, guided by a ground controlled automatic pilot. The investigation team was very fast in its place because they had come to New York the day before to practice a terrorist bomb attack. There apparently was a military exercise of a terrorist attack of a plane to be flown to a skyscraper just the day 9/11 happened. The exercise created simulated targets also on civilian air-control radars, given as the reason why the radars did not spot the planes flying to WTC. 

These are a rather impressive set of oddities, but one should always look at any conspiracy theory one self. Many theories do fall apart when you look at them.   

Physics teacher David Chanders has proposed an elementary school argument that he claims applies to all collapsed World Trade Center buildings: 1, 2 and 7. Let us consider a mass m which falls down with acceleration xg, and that the mass is supported by a pillar that breaks when the mass moves down. The mass is the mass of the upper part of any of the WTC buildings, which breaks the totally undamaged steel structure by gravitational energy – in some way: when one floor drops, it causes the next floor to drop, and this continues all the way to the bottom. The net force that makes the mass accelerate is thus xgm. The net force is a difference of the forces gravitation force gm and force that resists the fall, which must be (1-x)gm. This is the force by which the pillar pushes the mass up. It is equal to the force by which the mass presses the underlying pillar, so this force is also (1-x)gm. We notice that the mass presses the pillar less than if the mass is not moving at all, i.e., staying in the way it was built. If the acceleration is 60% of gravitation constant, then the force by which the top of the building crushes the lower floors is only 40% of the force that the floors must tolerate when the building is standing. Indeed, a moving mass, like the head of a hammer, can only apply larger force if it decelerates when it hits the target. Thus, if the tops of the WTC buildings fall with a constant acceleration, the buildings must have been too weak to stay up. It follows that their supporting structures have been destroyed before the gravitational collapse. 

Chandler’s analysis is correct if we assume that the building falls with constant acceleration, but the counter-argument is that the building does not fall with constant acceleration: a floor drops on another floor and first accelerates and then decelerates. This counter-argument is not at all difficult to analyze mathematically. Let us assume that floors are pancaking: one floor falls for 3.7 meters on free fall, destroys the floor below it, and releases some energy. Thus, the acceleration is not constant and Changer’s analysis fails. Obviously, this is what must have happened. In both theories, i.e., that the floors fall by implosion and the official theory, the building collapses because of gravitation in some kind of pancaking. The difference is only if the supporting structure has been destroyed by explosives before the collapse. We assume that every floor has the height 
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. For simplicity, we assume that every floor has the same mass, while it is known that the lower floors were stronger. The average acceleration 
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 of the top of the WTC 1 building can be measured from the videos and it seems that 
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since the distance of one floor to the floor below it is 
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 and the equation of motion is simply free fall with the starting speed 
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The speed that the mass 
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Simplifying by 
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This is the energy released on every floor. For 
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 depends on how much falls out and how much says on the building. From the videos it seems that most of the mass pulverizes and falls out, thus 
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 is probably at least not growing much. We would imagine that the lower part of the building is breaking the upper part of the building as much as the upper part breaks the lower part, and therefore the upper part of the building is pulverized before the collapse reaches the lowest floors. 
Let us consider how large is the released energy. Inserting the numbers we get
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Military high explosive TNT produces energy about 13,000 J/g. Thus, the released energy corresponds to about 31 kg of TNT. In other words, it would take 31 kg of TNT to lift a 15 floor building to the height of 3.7 m. This seems reasonable and clearly, release of such an amount of energy can do lots of damage to a building. Estimations of how much energy it takes to pulverize the concrete of one floor vary from 180 MJ to 300MJ. We can say that the energy released by gravitational fall is sufficient for pulverizing the concrete, and maybe also for the kinetic energy of the dust cloud and the falling debris. There is not much energy left for destroying supporting steel structures, provided that they have not been destroyed before the collapse.  
Let us also calculate how much heat the collapse produces. The heat is distributed to the whole mass of the floor, as the mass pulverizes. Thus,
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If takes one cal of energy to heat one gram of water for one degree 
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. Clearly, gravitational energy is not the source of extreme temperatures in the building. 
We can conclude the following. Because the WTC building 7 falls with the acceleration 
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 that is very close to the value 
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, it seems highly probable that the steel structures must have been destroyed before the fall. The buildings WTC 1 and WTC 2 fall with such an acceleration that the gravitational collapse can have caused the pulverization of concrete and probably also falling of the debris. It is unlikely that the energy suffices to breaking supporting steel structures. The very symmetrical fall of the buildings, starting of the fall with the flagpole falling first, the straightening of one of the buildings all point out to controlled demolition. We can draw a definite conclusion from the temperatures that were measured in Ground Zero from a satellite. Gravitation energy cannot have produced high temperatures. As there are no other realistic causes for high temperatures either, we must conclude that the high temperatures indicate explosives. 
Clearly, if 
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 as in Chandler’s analysis, no energy is released by gravitation, and explosives are the only possibility. However, we cannot verify the validity of this assumption. There are scientific papers trying to explain how the WTC buildings collapsed without explosives, one example being K. A. Seffen (2008). The mathematics in these papers is fine, just like Chandler’s, but like Chandler, they use assumptions that cannot be verified. The assumptions are e.g. that there was a shock wave destroying the structures in front of the fall. It is easy to accept the possibility of a shock wave: many events lead to shock waves. However, such a shock wave would be a totally new phenomenon. It is not something that is known to happen. The know phenomenon destroying structures before a gravitational collapse is use of explosives. We can say that there is no alternative explanation which uses know physical phenomena. 
If the buildings were destroyed by controlled demolition, then they were not destroyed by the terrorists. It is not possible that Al Qaeda terrorists could have set the charges to the buildings. Especially WTC7 was a high security building with tenants such as United States Secret Service, CIA, DoD, New York City Office of Emergency Management, hardly a place where terrorists can install bombs without being detected. Charging the buildings must have taken days or even weeks, and the necessary know-how to demolition of so tall buildings is not common. The other oddities in the 9/11 story strengthen the argument that the US government was involved. 

Other false flag events by CIA and Pentagon?

There are two popular theories for the 9/11 incident: the US government and intelligence agencies, or the power elite and possibly secret societies. What we can say for sure is that if the buildings did not collapse by the planes and fires then the USA government is involved, and because the media tries to give the impression that the so called scientific community discards the theory of implosion, media is involved, as it very possibly a part of the scientific community. We also know what the program of the neo-conservatives and CFR is: globalization, one world government, and increased control of people in order to fight terrorism. 

In the first theory the terrorist attack of 9/11 is a plot including the CIA, Pentagon, several governmental agencies, Dick Cheney, George W. Bush, the other neo-conservatives and think tanks such as the Council of Foreign Relations (CFR), and the military-industrial complex. In this theory the main reasons behind the 9/11 attack are the following. There were negotiations between the US government and the Talebans of constructing a gas pipe in Afghanistan. The reason for attacking Afghanistan was to establish a stable government to that country in order to proceed with the gas pipe plan. The basic reason for attacking Iraq was that the sanctions against Iraq made it impossible to utilize Iraqi oil resources to the full extent without giving Saddam Hussein too much power. The conventional oil production of the world was expected to start declining in the near future, as it indeed did starting at some time between the years 2005-2009. Finally, according to Charlie Savage (2007), the goal was to move power to the Presidency:  the US Constitution reserves the right to start a war on the Congress, while the President may act only if the country is under an attack. The War against Terrorism is a good pretext to move power away from the Congress and to decrease civil rights. 

The CIA, Pentagon and the National Security Council (NCS) have organized or been involved in several activities, which either are illegal or on the border of legality. CIA’s activities include overthrowing governments, organizing guerilla activities, assassinations. Below is a short list of some operations. Some are military, some for prevention of the spread of communism. 

The events leading the USA to joint WWI and WWII seem to have been provocations. Lusitania and SS Sussex were the triggers that brought the USA into the First World War. Woodrow Wilson knew several days in advance that Lusitania was transporting ammunition. The case of SS Sussex is unclear – Benjamin Freedman claimed that it was never sunken by a German U-Boat. The attack to Pearl Harbor was known to Pentagon and to Roosevelt before the event because the Japanese cipher had been broken. Newer ships were moved from Pearl Harbor and only old and largely useless ships were destroyed, together with about 3000 people in the garrison – who did not get a warning - and some airplanes. Hitler made an announcement of supporting Japan as he thought that there was bigger damage to the American navy. In this way the USA got into a war with Germany. Roosevelt wanted to war but the Congress had originally opposed it and the Germans could not be provoked to attack American ships. In fact, the Japanese were forces to attack since FDR had stopped selling Japan oil and metal and Japan would have lost the war with China in a short time. 

The attack of North Vietnamese on US ships in the Bay of Tonkin was the official reason that Lyndon B. Johnson started the bomb campaign on North Vietnam. Much later it was revealed that there were no North Vietnamese did not attack the US ships.  

The Oklahoma terrorist bombing in 1995 was an incidence where a single disturbed person exploded a car bomb in front of a state building. It was a direct cause to impose tighter terrorist laws. There seems to be enough controversy in this incidence to suspect that US governmental forces were involved. Two hard arguments that the building was not destroyed by the car bomb alone are as follows. The bomb destroyed several steel pillars and pulverized concrete around them. The pillar that was furthest away and had its concrete pulverized, could not have been exposed to sufficient pressure from an explosion of the car bomb.  The second argument is that the seismic data and eyewitness stories tell of two explosions, several seconds apart. The first peaks in the seismic record  resemble signals that were recorded when the rest of the building was later brought down by controlled demolition. There are no physical explanations for these oddities except for another charge in the building. Additionally, there are lots of other strange issues in the Oklahoma terrorist act: The building site was cleared before investigation. Several eyewitnesses saw another person, called John Dow 2, but the court did not allow these witnesses to make statements of the missing person. The size of the explosive charge was reversed upwards several times. The investigators were not allowed to measure the bomb crater and it is assumed to have been much smaller than claimed. There were early announcements that other bombs were found from the building.     

There are also the CIA operations Gladio and other Nato stay back armies, Northwood, and Condor – all quite questionable. The NATO shadow armies in Europe, made a considerable scandal in several European countries in the 1990ies. The best studied is the Italian stay back army Gladio. Daniele Ganser (2005) describes what is known of these shadow armies. Gladio was first revealed in Italy when its connections with a wave of bombings were noticed by the Judge Felice Casson. Gladio, under the control of the Freemason lodge Propaganda Due, and under the NATO unit ACC were responsible on 491 deaths of bystanders including women and children. These bombings were blamed on the Red Armies, but their activities did not target bystanders. The Red Armies killed in total 75 influential people: politicians, industrial leaders. The kidnapping and killing of Aldo Moro was apparently done in order to stop the entry of communists to the Italian government. NATO shadow army in Turkey was connected with torture and activities against Curds. In Belgium NATO shadow armies were involved in bombings. In Greece and Portugal they arranged rightist coups. All of these activities were coordinated from Washington. 

Operation Northwood was a planned action directed to Americans, but it was not realized. Operation Northwood at the time the USA planned invasion to Cuba consisted many plans of false flag actions. One plan may be relevant for 9/11. The plan was to have two planes that looked alike. One had remote control and the other would take passengers. The planes would be switched at some point in the flight: the passenger plane would land on an army airport, while the remotely controlled plane would have been exploded after it signals that Cuban fighters are approaching it. The incidence would have been presented as Cuba shooting down an American passenger plane. Another plan is also interesting: the plan to assassinate Castro – rejected by John F. Kennedy, had many similarities with the assassination of Kennedy. Kennedy’s assassination was probably organized by Permindex.    

Operation Condor was an assassination campaign in several South-American countries. While the plot was officially between several South-American dictators, the central role of the CIA and Henry Kissinger are commonly accepted by historians. 

The attack on USS Liberty is unclear and might have been an US effort to join a war in the Middle East. The Bay of Pigs fiasco and the Iran-Contra scandal are less successful works of the CIA and Pentagon. CIA apparently was also mixed up in drug trafficking in the Iran-Contra case.  

There are many cases when CIA mixed into internal politics of sovereign countries. The most famous are overthrowing democratically elected government in Iran and raising Shah Raza Pahlav to power, overthrowing Allende in Chile, and an attempt to assassinate Fidel Castro.

There are also the cases of CIA and Pakistanian ISA training Al Quaida for guerilla actions against the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and the support USA and the Great Britain SAS gave to Pol Pot after Vietnam had abolished the Red Khmer regime. 

Operation  Paperclip transported about 60.000 Nazis from Europe along the ratlines to work in US intelligence. The Malta Knights were assisting the operation. 

Operation Phoenix was a CIA operation for terrorizing people in Vietnam. 

We should not forget that also other governments do similar operations. The bombings in Moscow, claimed on Tsetsens, are most probably governmental work. The role of France in Algeria and the Great Britain in Northern Ireland, Congo Mau Mau, … There are many books describing CIA operations and Islamic terrorism, such as Tim Weiner (2007), Steve Coll (2004), James Risen (2006), and Mahmood Mamdani (2004). Anybody still believing that false flag operations do not happen in the West can find public information contradicting this belief.   
CIA, Pentagon and NSC could have planned and executed the 9/11 terrorist acts. Indeed, it is clear that they must have been involved. The reason for many of these false flag incidents is that in the USA only the Congress has the right to take the country into a war. The President can act alone only if the country is under attack.   

The question for American people remains why a democracy would allow such an attack on its own people. It is possible that by creating CIA, President Truman created a monster, or it may be that every country which wants to pay an active role in world politics must use Machiavellian methods. We often make the assumption that these activities were made to stop the communists and since communists also used similar methods, these actions were unfortunate but necessary – but they were not any more so in 9/11. 

We can see that secret agencies do perform dirty operations, and can do it on their own people for political reasons. However, who ever did 9/11 must have had media control since e.g. the suspicious fall of the WTC7 building was not shown and the eyewitness testimonies of explosions were not given any publicity. It is known that the CIA has many contacts in the US media, but can it control the media? More importantly, what do secret agents gain from these: why should they want to create wars and revolutions? It is much more probable that they perform operations that support the policy of policy makers. If these policy makers are not the government alone, then we should look for some hidden government. The case of Pentagon is similar. One may argue that the Pentagon prefers to have a large military budget and some generals may see a war as a necessary tool for keeping the budget high, and they want to keep the USA strong, but they still do not gain personally from the large budget. The problem with accusing governmental workers, how ever high, is that they can be fired, and if some group of generals wants to be the real rulers, why would they not make a military coup?        

The second theory for the 9/11 events is more extensive. It agrees with the first theory in the immediate reasons for the events and that all of the mentioned players were involved in the plot. The second theory sees the plot in the first theory only as a small part of a long plan for world domination by a secret society that has the support of international bankers. The target is one world with one world government, where all religions are unified, and where the population is divided into three groups: the unknown masters including the billionaires, soldiers, and the workers. It is one kind of communism, or fascism, or capitalism, or feudalism, depending on what name you prefer. It is the dream of John Lennon in Imagine: no country, no religion too. It is the dream of the Freemasons: liberalism, one world, all religions united. It is also the utopia of communists. Naturally, it is world-wide totalitarian rule.
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