
������������������������������������	�
������������                                     March. 31-Apr. 14, Volume 9, #18/2008 / Centrespread  

��� ���������	�
���
	������������
��
������	������
����������	�
���
	������������
��
������	������
����������	�
���
	������������
��
������	������
����������	�
���
	������������
��
������	������
��
������
��
��������	
��	����������������
��
�������������
��
��������	
��	����������������
��
�������������
��
��������	
��	����������������
��
�������������
��
��������	
��	����������������
��
�������
�	
��
	���		������������
����
�	
��
	���		������������
����
�	
��
	���		������������
����
�	
��
	���		������������
����
������	��������
����� ������	��������
�����������	��������
�����������	��������
�����
����	�
	������������������������������������
	
��� �����	�
	������������������������������������
	
��� �����	�
	������������������������������������
	
��� �����	�
	������������������������������������
	
��� �
�����������	�����
���
����
������	���

���
�
�
	������������	�����
���
����
������	���

���
�
�
	������������	�����
���
����
������	���

���
�
�
	������������	�����
���
����
������	���

���
�
�
	�
�����
����	�������!����
������������
!����
���
�	�����
����	�������!����
������������
!����
���
�	�����
����	�������!����
������������
!����
���
�	�����
����	�������!����
������������
!����
���
�	
" 
"
"
"
����	
���!���
��������	
���!���
��������	
���!���
��������	
���!���
����" """�
�	������
��
��
�	������
��
��
�	������
��
��
�	������
��
�  
Ontario Provincial Police officers will be tossing their wide-brimmed Stetsons in favour of a more tradi-
tional blue cap, thanks to a recent motion brought forward by the police association. 
Commissioner Julian Fantino has endorsed returning to the old style of cap, a blast to the past for some offi-
cers who traded those caps for Stetsons in 1997.  
   OPP spokesperson Sgt. Pierre Chamberland says the return to the old style is more about function than 
fashion. "I think, operational-wise, it's a very wise decision," he said.  
"For officers doing frontline policing, it'll be a very useful hat and very distinctive." 

��������������������������������� ���
�	
�	��
��	
�	��
��	
�	��
��	
�	��
�� ���

�
����������
����������
����������
���������� ���
 Psychiatrist: Accused not a psychopath 
Defendant suffered from a 'cluster' of personality disorders, court 

told / Richard Watts, Times Colonist 
Neither psychotic nor psychopath, accused 

slasher Luke Aday is best diagnosed as a 
"cluster" of various personality disorders, a fo-
rensic psychiatrist testified yesterday. 

On the stand for the second day, Dr. Sha-
behram Lohrasbe said Aday's mental condition 
is best summed up by a combination of disorders 
that make him borderline mentally ill, but not 
quite. 

Seeing him as a schizoid, a schizotypal and a 
paranoid "gets us to the core of the man and helps 
us understand some of his actions," said Lohrasbe, 
testifying for the defence. 

Luther (Luke) James Wesley Aday, 21, is now on 
trial for second-degree murder in connection with 
the early-morning July 16, 2006, death of James 
Allanach. 

Court has heard Aday had never met the 34-year-
old Allanach before but bumped into him earlier that 
evening while out for a late-night walk. Both drunk, 
the two men walked, talked and eventually sat on the 
steps of Central Middle School. 

There, for reasons he could never fully explain, ei-
ther in police statements or on the stand at trial, Aday 
stabbed Allanach in the throat, then nearly sliced his 
head off. Aday also removed the man's ear, keeping it in an empty 
cigarette packet. Allanach's body was discovered hours after his 
death in bushes at the school. 

Early on in the trial, Crown and defence lawyers stated the issue 
to be decided by Justice David Vickers, sitting without a jury, is 

intent. And defence lawyer Rory Morahan has said a combination 
of mental and personality disorders, alcohol and stress of the mo-
ment made Aday unable to form the proper intent to kill or harm 
Allanach. 

Lohrasbe said he examined Aday during seven interviews and 
never noticed the characteristic signs of a psychopath. Aday is nei-
ther socially adept nor relentlessly self-serving. 

"Psychopaths are smooth and shallow talkers, always selling 
themselves," he said. "I get a very different feeling from Mr. 
Aday." 

But Lohrasbe said Aday is very ill at ease with his own sexuality, 
which fuels his paranoia. "I've never heard a man describe sexual 

release as uncomfortable, like urinating." 
And he's also very uncomfortable with any 
closeness, either physical or emotional, typical 
of his disorders. He has some history of acting 
impulsively, especially when drunk. 
Lohrasbe said borderline personalities with the 
disorders Aday displays can have momentary 
psychotic episodes where "they lose contact 
with objective reality." At the time of Allanach's 
death it's likely Aday was in an abnormal state 
in which it would have been hard for him to 
form an intent to kill. 
"Overall, I believe there is a significant likeli-
hood that his ability to form the intent, as I ap-
proach it as a psychiatrist, was diminished," said 
Lohrasbe. 
But Lohrasbe said he had trouble interpreting any 
reason for the removal of Allanach's ear, taken 
along with his rings, including one bearing the Ma-

sonic emblem. 
He said the removal of the ear might have some-
thing to do with Freemasonry. Allanach and Aday's 
father were both Masons, as was the ancient Greek 
mathematician Pythagoras. Aday found a word as-
sociated with Pythagorean philosophy written on 

his arm which he couldn't explain, court heard. 
But Lohrasbe wasn't really sure. "There's not a lot of literature out 

there on someone who cuts off an ear." 
The trial continues. 

http://www.communitycurrency.org/robin.html 

The First Fifteen 
Minutes of 

September 11th 
Former Air Traffic Controller Robin Hordon speaks out on 9/11, 

NORAD and what should have happened on 9/11. 
 By Jeremy Baker With   former Air Traffic Controller Robin Hordon  
Within three hours of the attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon, 

Robin Hordon knew it was an inside job. He had been an Air Traffic Control-
ler (ATC) for eleven years before Reagan fired him and hundreds of his col-
leagues after they went on strike in the eighties. Having handled in-flight 
emergencies and two actual hijackings in his career, he is well qualified to 
comment on what NORAD should have been able to achieve in its response to 
the near simultaneous hijacking of four domestic passenger carriers on the 
morning of September 11th, 2001. 

“There had to be something huge to explain why those aircraft weren’t shot 
down out of the sky. We have fighters on the ready to handle these situations 
twenty-four-seven. We have NORAD (North American Aerospace Defense 
Command) monitors monitoring our skies twenty-four-seven. We have a lot of 
human beings, civilian and military, who care about doing their jobs.” 

I spoke to Mr. Hordon one afternoon at a coffee shop in Bremerton, Wash-
ington. 

“You have to understand the emotions, the duty, the job of an ATC. We are 
paid to watch aircraft go across the country.” 

It’s clear that Hordon is passionate about the subject. A lot of people are. 
The dark questions that the attacks have left lingering in the national psyche 
have been recorded. 49% of New Yorkers believe that the government had 
something to do with 9/11. Following an interview with Charlie Sheen, a 
CNN poll revealed that 82% of respondents believed that there was “a govern-
ment cover-up of 9/11.” Jay Leno asked Bill Maher on The Tonight Show 
about the fact that 37% of Americans (according to Scribbs-Howard) believe 
that the government was involved in some way with the attacks (Maher was 
definitely not one of them). 

As far as the “emotions, the duty, the job” of an ATC is concerned, Hordon 
puts it this way: 

“Imagine yourself at a circus, a fair, a crowded sports event. You have in 
your hand your little child of five or six, you’re amongst hundreds of people 
and you turn around and see that your child is gone. How do you feel at that 
moment? You feel panicked. You feel that this is the worst thing possible, so 
what you do is you engage. When ATCs lose an aircraft, all hell breaks loose. 
They flip right into motion. We take action and do not wait for other things to 
happen.” 

As a former member of the FAA (Federal Aviation Administration) and 
PATCO (Professional Air Traffic Controllers Organization), Hordon’s years 
as an ATC are particularly relevent to 9/11 researchers. 

  “I was a certified ATC in Boston west-bound departures, the routing that 
AA11 and UA175 followed on 9/11. I know it like the back of my hand.” 

He even received a letter of commendation for his role in dealing with an 
actual hijacking. When it became clear that there hadn’t been a systems failure 
of any kind on the morning of September 11th, Hordon was certain that some-
thing had gone terribly wrong within the upper echelons of authority. A pilot 
(third level air carrier) as well as an ATC, he is well versed on in-flight emer-

gency protocol. He is also adamant that if these procedures had been 
followed on 9/11 not one of the hijacked planes would have reached 
their targets. 

“I’m sorry but American 11 should have been intercepted over 
southwest Connecticut—bang, done deal.” 

According to Hordon, air emergencies requiring scrambles, or 
“flushes,” from fighter jets occur 50 to 150 times a year. 

“It’s routine. At Otis AFB we would have practice exercises two or 
three times a year. We’d flush aircraft, get the B-52’s up, get the 
tankers up, get the fighters up. Just out of Otis there’d be twenty, 
thirty fighter jets. And on 9/11 there were plenty of fighters as well. 
They were just diverted over the ocean, tied up in drills, etc.” 

The vast majority of air incidents are simple communications or 
routing failures, common mishaps that are easily remedied. Nonethe-
less, when a problem does arise, it is treated as an emergency and 
interceptors are scrambled. 

“This is exactly what’s written in our manuals. We alert our imme-
diate supervisors, we get another set of eyes on the scope. We have, 
two feet away from us, a little button that says ADC, Air Defense 
Command [nowadays NEADS (Northeast Air Defense Sector)]. 
Bing, hit the button. ‘Hey, this is me at the Boston Center air space. I 
just lost a target or I have an erratic target. He is twenty-five miles 
west of Keene, last reported at such-and-such location.’” 

Pilots use similar checklists when responding to problems with 
their airplanes: 

“If I lose an engine in a multi-engine aircraft I know exactly what 
to do. I start to control the aircraft to fly with one engine, I’ll shut the 
ailing engine down, I’ll get the aircraft trimmed up. It’s check, check, 
check.” 

Hordon is not persuaded by those who make excuses for the lack of 
military response on 9/11. U.S. air defenses have been on hair-trigger 
alert to defend the nation from attack since the early sixties. The idea 
that, on the morning of 9/11, there was an inexplicable wave of in-
competence on the part of his former FAA “brothers in arms” of-
fends him deeply. 

“The pilots are in their ready rooms, the planes are in open-ended 
hangars. You have frontline players, pilots and controllers. I’m there, I’m 
watching. The pilot is there, he’s flying. We have direct air defense command 
communications. That’s the way it’s been for fifty years.” 

The unfathomable delays seen in military action on 9/11 are inconceivable 
to those who have painstakingly investigated the matter—and for a man who 
worked for years keeping air travel over the U.S. safe. 

“Military pilots would have their asses off the ground faster than you could 
imagine. I know how quickly our systems can respond. Why would you de-
sign a system that responds slowly to an emergency?” 

Claims by authorities that, once a hijacked aircraft’s transponders have been 
turned off, the plane becomes virtually invisible to radar, is another sore point 
for Hordon. 

“Bottom line, these aircraft were always radar monitored, we were always in 
communication with them, even if they were hijacked. The only way you can 
lose an aircraft these days is for the plane to flat out blow up.” 

Since any genuine air attack would not likely announce itself as such, 
NORAD radar has to be able to detect anything. But there’s nothing stealthy 
about an enormous Boeing passenger liner, whether its transponder is operat-
ing properly or not. 

“That aircraft is represented on their radar scope from the time it takes off to 
the time it lands. Even little puddle-jumpers out of our local airports. NORAD 
tracks all these aircraft. They have the world’s most sophisticated radar.” 

After eleven eventful years as an ATC, Hordon naturally reacted with shock 

when he first heard that fifty years of tried and true in-flight emergency proto-
col was abruptly altered in June of 2001, just two months before the attacks. 

“Rumsfeld put a third party in between the ATC and the Air Defense Con-
troller responsible for scrambling interceptors —the Pentagon.” 

He speculates that 
“the phone calls went from the FAA to the Pentagon and were not answered. 

Therefore the Pentagon never reached down to the ADC base to release the 
aircraft. The Boston Center’s ATCs got so frustrated with the non-answer 
from the military that they finally said, ‘get these guys going anyways.’ That’s 
the way it’s been for fifty years. We scramble aircraft. We don’t wait for OK’s 
from third or fourth parties.” 

The no-show status of the U.S. military on the morning of September 11th, 
2001, has understandably become the single most compelling point that 9/11 
researchers, writers and activists use to support their claims of complicity on 
the part of the U.S government (and its military and intelligence apparatus) in 
the attacks. When even those who condemn “conspiracy theory” in regard to 
9/11 have questioned the military’s conduct that morning, it’s clear that this 
anomaly is worthy of intense concern and diligent investigation. Whatever the 
case may be, there are no doubts that history’s largest and most technologi-
cally advanced military was apparently caught completely off guard by four 
huge hijacked passenger jets that were in the air for almost two hours on the 
crystal clear morning of 9/11.  
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Olympic torch  
arrives in Beijing 

amid tight security 
after running over 

Buddhists 
BEIJING: The Olympic flame arrived in Beijing for a re-lighting 

ceremony Monday that will include President Hu Jintao, signaling 
the start of a round-the-world torch relay expected to be a lightning 
rod for protests against China's human rights record. 

Hu was to hand the torch to China's Olympic and world champion 

hurdler Liu Xiang. The president's participation shows the impor-
tance China place on the Olympics, which start Aug. 8, to show a 
confident, strong China. 

The flame's arrival in Beijing was shown live on state television, 
and comes a week after the lighting ceremony for the Olympic 
torch in Greece was marred by protests. There were also protests 
Sunday by a pro-Tibetan group when Greek officials handed over 
the flame to organizers of the Beijing Games in Athens. 

The torch relay has been heavily promoted by the Chinese gov-
ernment. The chartered Air China plane was greeted at the Beijing 
airport by hundreds of schoolchildren waving Chinese and Olym-
pics flags. 

Olympics officials have always been arrogant. 
Liu Qi, the president of the Beijing Olympics organizing 

committee, right, and Politburo Standing Committee member 
Zhou Yongkang stand behind the Olympic flame on its arrival 
at the Beijing airport Monday.  
The ceremony repeats the Hitler-invented 5 

circle Olympic Logo and the Hitler-inspired 
Torch-Carrying Athlete. 

Try this headline: Black 
Hole Eats Earth 

More strife in Iraq. U.S. financial system in crisis. Rice prices 
soar. 

None of these headlines will matter a bit, though, if two men 
pursuing a lawsuit in a court in Hawaii turn out to be right. They 
think a giant particle accelerator that will begin smashing protons 
together outside Geneva this summer might produce a black hole 
that will spell the end of the Earth - and maybe the universe. 

Scientists say that is very unlikely - though they have done some 
checking just to make sure. 

The world's physicists have spent 14 years and $8 billion build-
ing the Large Hadron Collider, in which the colliding protons will 
recreate energies and conditions last seen a trillionth of a second 
after the Big Bang. Researchers will sift the debris from these pri-
mordial recreations for clues to the nature of mass and new forces 
and symmetries of nature. 

But Walter Wagner and Luis Sancho contend that scientists at 

the European Center for Nuclear Research, or CERN, have played 
down the chances that the collider could produce, among other 
horrors, a tiny black hole, which, they say, could eat the Earth. Or 
it could spit out something called a "strangelet" that would convert 
our planet to a shrunken dense dead lump of something called 
"strange matter." Their suit also says CERN has failed to provide 
an environmental impact statement as required under the U.S. Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act. 

Although it sounds bizarre, the case touches on a serious issue 
that has bothered scholars and scientists in recent years - namely 
how to estimate the risk of new groundbreaking experiments and 
who gets to decide whether or not to go ahead. 

The lawsuit, filed March 21 in U.S. District Court in Honolulu, 
seeks a temporary restraining order prohibiting CERN from pro-
ceeding with the accelerator until it has produced a safety report 
and an environmental assessment. It names the U.S. Department of 
Energy, the Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, the National 
Science Foundation and CERN as defendants. 

According to a spokesman for the Justice Department, which is 
representing the Department of Energy, a scheduling meeting has 
been set for June 16. 

Why should CERN, an organization of European nations based 
in Switzerland, even show up in a Hawaiian courtroom? 

In an interview, Wagner said, "I don't know if they're going to 
show up." CERN would have to voluntarily submit to the court's 
jurisdiction, he said, adding that he and Sancho could have sued in 
France or Switzerland, but to save expenses they had added CERN 
to the docket here. He claimed that a restraining order on Fermilab 
and the Energy Department, which helps to supply and maintain 
the accelerator's massive superconducting magnets, would shut 
down the project anyway. 

James Gillies, head of communications at CERN, said the labo-
ratory as of yet had no comment on the suit. "It's hard to see how a 
district court in Hawaii has jurisdiction over an intergovernmental 
organization in Europe," Gillies said. 

Wagner is not mollified. "They've got a lot of propaganda saying 
it's safe," he said in an interview, "but basically it's propaganda." 

In an e-mail message, Wagner called the CERN safety review 
"fundamentally flawed" and said it had been initiated too late. The 
review process violates the European Commission's standards for 
adhering to the "Precautionary Principle," he wrote, "and has not 
been done by 'arms length' scientists." 

Physicists in and out of CERN say a variety of studies, including 
an official CERN report in 2003, have concluded there is no prob-
lem. But just to be sure, last year the anonymous Safety Assess-
ment Group was set up to do the review again. 

"The possibility that a black hole eats up the Earth is too serious 
a threat to leave it as a matter of argument among crackpots," said 
Michelangelo Mangano, a CERN theorist who said he was part of 
the group. The others prefer to remain anonymous, Mangano said, 
for various reasons. Their report was due in January. 

This is not the first time around for Wagner. He filed similar 
suits in 1999 and 2000 to prevent the Brookhaven National Labo-
ratory from operating the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider. That suit 
was dismissed in 2001. The collider smashes together gold ions in 
the hopes of creating what is called a "quark-gluon plasma." 

Scientists working on the Manhattan Project to develop the 
first atomic bomb did not know the effects of their tests and 
were warned they could set off such a system as to burn up the 
earth. 

They went ahead anyway, not knowing how powerful the ex-
plosion would be. Later, they set of a thermonuclear bomb in 
the 1950s and were shocked at how powerful it actually was. 

������������������������
������������������� ������� ��
������� ��!�"�#$��������������������������
��%����� ���% �&��%��
�����%���������� ������%����" ����
���������������'� (���%����"�

����
�##)* �)�!"
"�

��������+��,��!�%�����
�",","-�.��%�
����������/�

0�!��
�� ����������
��
������������������

��������1��������
2����/��,��3��

4��������


