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AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID RAY GRIFFIN 

I, David Ray Griffin, have written this affidavit in response to the 
claim that the lawsuit filed by April Gallop against Dick Cheney, 
Dollald Rurtlsfield, R1.chardMyers, 'and others is frivolous. 'This could be 
true only if there were no good reason to believe that the official 
account of 9/11, told by Cheney, Rumsfeld, Myers, and the 9/11 
Commission, is false. In my various books on the SUbject, I have shown 
that there are many good reasons to consider it false. 

I. In "The New Pearl Harbor: Disturbing Questions about the Bush 
Administration and 9/11 l' P004), I provided a su1Tlirtary of the various 
forms of evidence that the 9/11 Truth Movement had discovered at that 
time. I presented this summary as a prima facie argument that the 9/11 
attacks had been orchestrated by Cheney , Rumsfeld, Myers, and other 
members of the Bush-Cheney administration. 

II. In "The 9/11 Commission Report: Omissions and Distortions" (2005), 
I showed that "The 9/11 Commission Report;" which appeared in t;he 
summer of 2004, had either distorted or simply omitted the evidence 
summarized in my-previous book. 

III. In an essay entitled "The 9/11 Commission Report: A 57l-Page Lie" 
(available on the Internet), I summarized 115 lies of omission or 
commission in the Commission's report that I had identified. For 
example: 

•	 "The omission of the fact that WTC 7 (Which was not hit by an 
airplane and which had only small; localized fires) also 
collapsed~--an occurrence that FEMA admitted it could not 
explain." 

•	 "The omission of the report that Osama bin Laden, who already was 
America's 'most wanted' criminal, was treated in July 2001 by an 
American dbctor in the American Rospi~a± in 9uaai and visited by 
the local CIA agent." 
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•	 "The omission of Secretary of Transportation Norman Mineta's 
testimony, given to the Commission itself, that Vice-President 
Cheney and others in the underground shelter were aware by 9:26 
that arr aircraft was approaching the Pentagon." 

IV. In "Debunking 9/11 Debunking: An Answer to Popular Mechanics and 
0ther Defenders ef the .Official CenspiracyTheery" (2007) ---which was 
awarded a Bronze Medal in the 2008 Independent Publisher Book Awards--­
I responded to four publications of 2006 intended to bolster the 
official theory. 

V. One chapter disputed a vanity Fair article, "9/11 Live: The NORAD 
Tapes," in which Michael Bronner claimed that tapes released by NORAD 
in 2006 verified the claim, made in "The 9/11 Commission Report," that 
the military was unable to intercept the four airliners because the FAA 
had notified the military too late (American Flight 11) or not at all 
(American 77, United 175 and 93). Part of my evidence was based on 
interviews with FAA personnel. 

•	 One interview was with Laura Brown, the Deputy in Public Affairs 
for the FAA~ She had sent the 9/11 Commission a memo to the 
Commission explaining that the FAA had not waited until 9:24 AM 
to tell the military about Flight 77's troubles, as NORAD's 
official document implied, but that the FAA and the military had 
been in conversation about this flight long before. This memo was 
read into the 9/11 Commission'S record by Richard Ben-Veniste on 
May 23, 2003. And yet the Commission's report, in rejecting the 
9:24 time in favor of its own claim that the FAA did not notify 
themi~~taryab0ut.F~~ght 77 until after it had crashed into the 
Pentagon, simply ignored this memo. 

•	 I also interviewed Colin Scoggins, the military specialist at the 
FAA's Boston Center, who was mentioned in "The 9/11 Commission 
Report" and played a major role in Bronner's Vanity Fair article. 
Scoggins'S report of what happened in relation to American 11, I 
pointed out, showed that the military had to have known about 
this flight's troubles much earlier than it claimed. I also 
reported Scoggins's refutation of the claims by Bronner and the 
Commission that there were only four military fighter jets 
available that morning. Also available, Scoggins reported, were 
fighters at Andrews (in Washington DC), Toledo, Selfridge, 
Burlington, and Syracuse. 

VI. Another chapter dealt with the defense of the official story by 
popular Mechanics .(PM..) in its 2006 book, "Debunking 9/11 M.yths" (which 
was endorsed by the US State Department when Condoleezza Rice was in 
charge). I showed, among other things, that PM's' defense of the 
official account of the attack on the Pentagon failed on every point. 
For example: 

•	 PM simply ignored the reports of many people at the site, 
inclUding Army officer April Gallop and reporters Jamie McIntyre 
and John Mcwethy (of CNN. and. ABC, respec"tively)j "that; "the deb£is 
at the Pentagon did not support the idea that it had been struck 
by a -Boeing 757. 

? 
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•	 Besides g1v1ng an explanation of the hole in the Pentagon's C­
ring that was inherently nonsensical., PM failed to. point out that 
its explanation, like that of the official "Pentagon Building 
Performance Report"---contradlcted the fabsurd)' claim of 
Secretary Rumsfeld that the hole had been made by F'light 77's 
nose cone. 

VII. In my first book of 2008, "9/11 Contradictions: An Open Letter to 
Congress and the press j" I laid out; 25 int;ernal cOIit;radict;ions within 
the official story (in which one supporter of the official story 
contradicted 'another~. SOIne of these cdntr'adi<::tions involved the three 
men named in April Gallop's lawsuit, Dick Cheney, Donald'Rumsfeld, and 
General Richard Myers: 

•	 Whereas the 9/11 Commission claims that Cheney did not arrive in 
the Presidential Emergency Operations Center (PEOC) under the 
Wh-iteHouseunt-i-l "-short-ly ,be·fore ·10':00', perhaps at 9: 58., " 
Richard Clarke had reported in his best-selling book, Against All 
Enemies, that Cheney had gone to the PEOC shortly after 9:03, 
when the second WTC tower was hit. Also, Secretary of 
Transportation Norman Mineta reported that when he arrived in the 
PEOC at 9:20, Cheney was already there. 

•	 Whereas the 9/11 Commission claims that Cheney did not issue a 
shoot-down order until after 10:10; and that Richard Clarke did 
not receive it until 10:25, Clarke himself reported in his book 
that he hadreceived it ,at ,about 9: 50 (and hence many minutes 
before Uni~ed93 went down). 

•	 Whereas the 9/11 Commission report supports Donald Rumsfeld's 
claim that; he was in his office with a CIA briefer unt;il the 
Pentagon was struck (so that he had no "situational awareness" 
until almost 10 :00) ,Richard Clarke had rel>Orted iuhis ·book that 
Rumsfeld was in the Pentagon's ~eleconferencing studio, 
participating in the teleconference Clarke was running from the 
White House, from about 9:15 until the Pentagon was struck. 

•	 Whereas the 9/11 Commission report supports Richard Myers's claim 
t.hat. he was up on Capitol Hillt.hat. morning',diseussing his 
upcoming hearing to be confirmed as the new Chair of the Joint 
Chiefs of·· Staff, and that he had no idea what was going on until 
shortly before the pentagon was struck, Richard ~larke had 
reported that Myers, like Rumsfeld, was in the Pentagon's 
teleconferencing studio, participating in Clarke's 
teleconference. According to Clarke, he had ongoing conversations 
with Myers about what was going on. 

VIII. In my 2008 book, "The New Pearl Harbor Revisited: 9/11, The 
Cover-Up, .and t.he Expose" (which-was named "Pick of the Week" by 
Publisher's Weekly in the third week of November 2008), I provided an 
overview of the case against the official· story. Many of the points 
made in this book are summarized in the following article (available on 
the Internet): 
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21 Reasons to Question the Official Story about 9/11 
David Ray Griffin 

Rote: Although the points are stated briefly, I give in each case 
the pa~es in my ~s~ reeen~ BaaK---"The New Pearl Harbor 
Revisited"---where the issue is documented and discussed more 
extensively.) 

(1) Although the official account of 9/11 claims that Osama bin 
Laden ordered~the attacks, the FBI dbeS not list 9/11 as one of 
the terrorist acts for which he is wanted and has admitted that 
it "has no hard evidence connecting Bin Laden to 9/11" (NPHR 206­
ll) . 

(2) Although the official story holds that the four airliners 
were hijacked. by devout Muslims ready to die as martyrs ~a earn a 
heavenly reward, Mohamed Atta and the other alleged hijackers 
regularly d~ank heav11y, went to strip clubs, and paid for sex 
(NPHR 153-85) • 

(3) Many people reported having received cell phone calls from 
loved ones or flight a~t;endan~s en ~he airliners, during whieh 
they were told that Middle Eastern hijackers had taken over the 
planes. One recipient,oeena Burnett, w·as certain that her 
husband had called her several times on his cell phone because 
she had recognized his number on her Caller 10. But the calls to 
Burnett and most of the other reported calls were made when the 
planes were above 30,000 feet, and evidence presented by the 9/11 
truth movement showed that, given the technology of the time, 
cell phone calls from high-altitude airliners had been 
impossible. By the time the FBI presented a report on phone calls 
from the planes at the trial- of Zacarias Mouss8oui in 2·00-6, it 
had changed its story, saying that there were only two cell phone 
calls from the flights, both from United 93 after it had 
descended to 5,000 feet {NPHR 111-17). 

(4) US Solicitor General Ted Olson's claim that his wife, Barbara 
OlSon, phoned him twice from AA 77, reporting that hijackers had 
taken it over, was also contradicted by this FBI report, which 
saysth·at the only call attempted by her was "unconnected" and 
hence· lasted "'-0 seconds'" fNPRH 60-62). 

(5) Although decisive evidence that al-Qaeda was responsible for 
the attacks was. reper~edly feund in Mahamed A~~a's IU9gage--­
which allegedly failed to get loaded onto Flight 11 from a 
conunuter flight that Atta took to Boston from Portland, Maine, 
that morning--~this story was made up after the FBI's previous 
story had collapsed. According to that story, the evidence had 
been found in a Mitsubishi that Atta had left in the Logan 
Airport parking lot and the trip to Portland was taken by Adnan 
and Ameer Bukhari. After the FBI learned that neither of the 
Bukharis had died on September 11., it simply declared that the 
trip to Portland was made by Atta and another al-Qaeda operative 
fNPHR 155-62). 

(6) The other types of reputed evidence for Muslim hijackers--­
such as videos of al-Qaeda operatives at airports, passports 
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discovered at the crash sites, and a headband discovered at the 
crash site of United 93--~also show clear signs of having been 
fabricated (NPHR 170-73). 

(7) In addition to the absence of evidence for hijackers on the 
planes, there is also evidence of their absence: If hijackers had 
broken into the cockpits, the pilots would have "squawked" the 
universal hijack code, an act that takes only a couple of 
seconds. But not one of the eight pilots on the four airliners 
did this (NPHR 1'15-'19). 

(8) Given standard operating procedures between the FAA and the 
~i~~tary) a~€ord4ng to waien planes -snowing 's~gns of an in-flight 
emergency are normally intercepted within about 10 minutes, the 
military's failure to intercept any bf the flights implies that 
something, such as a stand-down order, prevented standard 
procedures from being carried out (NPHR 1-10, 81-84). 

(9) Secretary of Transportation Norman Mineta reported an episode 
in which Vice President Cheney, while in the bunker under the 
Whi.te House, appaFently G0:nfl:Fmed a stand-down onieF at> abou"t 
9:25 AM, which was prior to the strike on the Pentagon. Another 
man has reportedheari'ngmembers of LAX Security learn that a 
stand-down order had come from the/highes't level of the White 
House" (NPHR 94-96). 

(10) The 9/11 Commission did not mention Mineta's report, removed 
it from the Commission's video record of its hearings, and 
claimed that Cheney did not enter the shelter conference room 
until almost 10:00, which was at least 40 minutes later than he 
was really there, according to Mineta anti several 'other 
witnesses, including Cheney's photographer (NPHR 91-94). 

(11) The 9/11 Commission's timeline for Cheney that morning even 
contradicted what €heney himself had told Tim Russert on "Meet 
the Press" September 16, just five days after 9/11 (NPHR 93). 

(12) Hani Hanjour, kn.own as a terrible pilot Whb could 'not safely 
fly even a single-engine airplane, could not possibly have 
executed the amazing trajectory reportedly taken by American 
Flight 77 in order to hit wedge 1 of the Pentagon (NPHR 78-80). 

(13) wedge 1 would have been the least likely part of the 
Pentagon to be tar~eted by foreiqn terrorists; for several 
reasons: It was as far as possible from the offices of Rumsfeld 
and the top brass, whom Musl'im terrorists presumably would have 
wanted to kill; it was the only part of the pentagon that had 
been reinforced; the reconstruction was not finished, so there 
were relatively few people there; and it was the only part of the 
pentagon that would have presented obstacles to a plane'S flight 
path (NPHR 76-78). 

(14) Contrary to the claim of Pentagon officials that they did 
not have the Pentagon evacuated because t.hey had-lIo way of 
knowing that an aircraft was approaching, a military E-4B---tfie 
Air Force's most advanced communications, command, and control 
airplane---was flying over the White House at the time. Also, 
although there can be no doubt about the identity of the plane, 
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which was captured on video by CNN and others, the military has 
denied that it belonged tothem.(NPHR 96-98). 

(15) The Secret service, after learninq that a second World Trade 
Cen~e~ b~ilGing had been a~~aeked---which would have meant that 
terrorists were going after high-value targets---and that still 
other planes nad apparently been hijacked, allowed President Bush 
to remain at the school in 'Sarasota, Florida, for another 3D 
minutes. It thereby revealed its foreknowledge that Bush would 
not be a target: If these had really been surprise attacks, the 
agents, fearing that a hijacked airliner was bearing down on the 
school, would have hustled Bush away. On the first anniversary of 
9/-U-'t the Wh-ite Heusesta-rtedte-U::inganewstory, aeeerding to 
which Bush, rather than remaining in the classroom several 
minutes after Andrew Card'whispered in his ear that a second WTC 
building had been hit, immediately got up and left the room. This 
lie was told in major newspapers and on MSNBC and ABC television 
(NPHR 129-31). 

(16) Given the fact that the Twin Towers and WTC 7 had steel 
columns running from. their basements to their roofs, they s.imply 
could not have come down as they did---straight down at virtually 
free-fall speeq---unless these ,columns had :been sliced by means 
of exp'losives • Therefore , 'the official theory, according to which 
the buildings came down because of fire plus (in the case of the 
Twin Towers} the impact of the planes, is scientifically 
impossible (NPHR 12-25). 

(17) The destruction of the Twin Towers had many other features-­
-such as the horizontal .ejections of steel beams# the melting of 
steel, and the sulfidation and thinning of steel---that can be 
explained only in terms of powerful explosives. For example, the 
fires could' not have come within 10'00 degrees Fahrenheit of the 
temperature needed to melt steel (30-36). 

(18) Members of the FDNY (Fire Department of New York) provided 
oral histories shortly after 9/11 in which one fourth of them 
testified to having witnessed explosions in the Twin Towers. 
Explosions in the WTC 7 as well as the towers were also reported 
,by city dfficials, WTC 'employees, and journalists (NPHR 27-30, 
45-'48, '51). 

(19) Mayor Rudy Giuliani told Peter Jennings of ABC News that 
day: "we set up headquarters at 75 Barclay Street •• • i and we 
were operating out of there when we were told that the World 
Tr'ade Center was gonna collapse. :And it [the South Tower] did 
collapse before we could actually get out of the building. ff 

However, there was no objective basis for expecting the towers to 
collapse; even the 9/11 Commission admitted that none of the fire 
chiefs expected them to come down. The FDNY oral histories show 
that the information that they were going to collapse came from 
the Of·f-ice of ,Eme-rgencyManagement---Giuliani's own office. How 
could Giuliani's people have known that the towers were going to 
come down, unless they knew that the buildings had been laced: 
with explosives? (NP"H 40) 

(20) NIST, which produced the official reports on the Twin Towers 
and (recently,) WTC 7# has been "fully ;hijacked from the 
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scientific to the political realm," so that its scientists are 
little more than "hired guns," a former employee has reported, 
and the 9/11 Commission was no more independent, being run by 
Philip Zelikow, who was essentially a member of the Btrsh White 
House (NPHR 11, 238-51). 

(21) The official story about 9/11 is now rejected by constantly 
growing numbers of physicistsichemistsiarchitect.s,engineers, 
pilots, former military officers, and former intelligence 
officials (NPHR xi). 

IX. To expand on the final point of that essay: During recent years, 
the official story has been publicly rejected by various organizations 
of scientists and professionals. 

•	 These organizations include Architects and Engineers for 9/11 
Truth (Which has over 700 licensed members), Firefighters for 
9/11 Truth, Intelligence Officers for 9/11 Truth, Pilots for 9/11 
Truth, Religious Leaders for 9/11 Truth, Scholars for 9/11 Truth 
and Justice, Scientific Panel for the Investigation of Nine­
Eleven, Veterans for 9/11 Truth., and Political Leaders for 9/11 
Truth (Which includes past or present members of the parliaments 
of Australi·a, Denltlark, Germany,Italy, Japan,New Zealand, 
Norway,Pakistan, Sweden, the UK, the United States, and Europe). 

•	 As these organizations show, among independent scientists and 
prefessienals in ~he relevan~ fields whe have s~uGied ~he 

evidence, the weight of scientific and professional opinion is 
now ove-rwhelmingly on the side of the 9/11 Truth Movement. 

X. The quality of the 9/11 Truth Movement's support is also illustrated 
by the list of people who have endorsed my books; which includes: 

•	 Physicists Steven Jones, John Wyndham, and David Griscom (a 
fellow of the American Physical Society, now retired from the 
Naval Research Laboratory). 

•	 National Medal of Science winner Lynn Margulis. 

•	 AlA architect Richard Gage. 

•	 Engineer Jack Keller (who had been given special recognition by 
Scientific American for h·is contribut.ions t.o American societ.y). 

•	 Attorney Gerry Spence. 

•	 Professors of international law Richard Falk and Burns Weston. 

•	 Retired US Marine Corps Lt. Col. Shelton F. Lankford. 

•	 Theologians John B. Cobb, Jr., Harvey Cox, Joseph C. Hough, 
Rosgmary Ruether, and the l·ateWilliamSloane Coffin, Jr. 

•	 Economists Michel Chossudovsky and Paul Craig Roberts, 
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•� Former intelligence officers Robert Baer, William Christison, Ray 
McGovern,. and Robert David. S_teele~ 

•� 9/11 widows Lorie Van Auken and Monica Gabrielle. 

•� Authors Peter Dale Scott, Jim Hightower, Mark Crispin Miller, 
Marcus Raskin, and Howard- zinno 

•� Several political leaders, including Yukihisa Fujita of the 
Japanese Senate: Michael Meacher of the British Parliament: 
former Minnesota Governor Jesse Ventura: Terrell Arnold (former 
deputy director of the US State Department Office of 
Counterterrorism).:- and Catherine Austin Fitts (former assist-ann 
secretary of housing). 

I, David Ray Griffin, declare under the penalty of perjury, that the 
foregoing is true. 

Dated, JUne 22, 24 . /J,t . /~ 

Signed: ;f{:~ /7c-r-­
David Ray Griffin 
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