
Not long ago, 
I watched a television 
documentary (The Missing 
Evidence: 9/11 Secret  
Explosions in the Towers, 
Smithsonian Channel) 
which purported to explain 
two glaring anomalies in  
the offi cial narrative of 
9/11.  First, in videos of 
the Twin Towers just prior 
to collapse, a golden liquid 
can be seen pouring from 

several windows. Secondly, when the Towers later 
collapsed, they did so  very explosively, pulverizing 
concrete and ejecting large chunks of steel laterally 
at high speed, expressing energy which would not 
be available in a gravitational collapse.

The offi cial narrative of 9/11 produced by 
NIST/FEMA makes no attempt to explain 
these  phenomena (nor has there been any offi cial 
recognition of the following theory).  However, two 
noted  chemists (Drs. Frank Greening and Christian  
Simensen) have proposed that the explanation is 
exploding aluminum.  They hypothesize that when 
the planes struck the Towers, the aluminum from 
the airframe remained in a loose heap rather than 
being widely dispersed from the impact, and that the  
accumulation of aluminum was melted by offi ce fi res.

An initial glitch in this theory is that molten 
aluminum is silver rather than gold unless the  
aluminum is very hot, when it becomes more golden.  
However, this would require more heat than offi ce 
fi res could provide.  The theory explains this by 
postulating that the mass of aluminum was   covered 
by fallen ceiling insulation and sheetrock, which 
created a “furnace effect” and greatly magnifi ed the 
available heat, allowing the aluminum to become hot 
enough to acquire the golden hue observed on video.

In aluminum smelters, it is well known that 

molten aluminum and water can be a very explosive  
combination.  Thus, the theory in question, having 
provided molten aluminum, further postulates that 
water from sprinkler systems and plumbing was 
abundant and came in contact with the molten 
aluminum, causing the explosive disintegration we 
see in the videos.

 This theory seems unlikely in the extreme.  The 
expected effect of high speed impact of the airframe 
into the structural  elements of the World Trade Center 
would be wide dispersal of aluminum fragments, rather 
than leaving a loose accumulation.  Additionally, the 
theorized mass of aluminum would have to be heated 
far hotter than offi ce fi re temperatures (the jet fuel, 
essentially kerosene, was consumed within the fi rst 
couple of minutes after impact).

The explosive potential of molten aluminum and 
water is not in question.  Very violent  explosions 
from the combination are well documented.  The 
credibility issues arise from the rather precise 
conditions required for the explosiveness.  On 
YouTube, a brash experimenter pours molten 
aluminum into a swimming pool with no signifi cant 
effect other than resolidifi ed aluminum (https://

www.youtube.com/watch?v=JEEOkMW1CYI).
So, aside from the theoretical need for accumulated 

rather than dispersed aluminum, the furnace 
effect required for golden hue and explosiveness 
to be reached, these unlikely conditions had to be 
duplicated in both WTC Towers.  The improbability 
of all factors coming together, not once but twice, 
reduces this “theory” to implausible fantasy, leaving 
the golden liquid and explosive disintegration of the 
WTC collapses unexplained, as is the collapse of the 
47-story WTC Building 7, not  struck by any plane.

However, it’s probably more than coincidence that 
gold just happens to be the color of molten iron/
steel, which is a primary by-product of the action 
of Thermitic explosives.  The use of such explosives 
to bring down the Towers would also explain the 
energetic explosiveness of the collapses. The use of 
Thermitic compounds is further indicated by the 
presence of unexploded Thermitic particles and 
ferrous microspheres in numerous samples of dust 
from the WTC disaster.

As with most 9/11-related topics, these issues are 
far too complex for a brief article.  Suggested science 
research:  www.ae911truth.org.

by Fred Wachtmeister
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EXPLODING ALUMINUM

IRAN: THE REAL DEAL by Mary-Alice Shemo

halted. It will be redesigned so that its by-product will be less, and lower quality, 
plutonium. All of the spent fuel will be shipped out of the country. No plutonium 
at all will remain in Iran.

 The over-emphasized provision that entails a maximum twenty-four day delay 
applies only to “challenge inspections” wherever the IAEA has suspicions or concerns 
about possible clandestine activity, including military facilities. This timetable 
includes up to fourteen days for Iran and the IAEA to work out arrangements for 
the inspection in a civilized manner. If not satisfi ed, the IAEA then has up to seven 
days in which to issue a demand. Iran gets three days to comply. 

 No, there won’t be any invasive gangbusters, Rambo-style, kick-down-the-door 
intrusions “anytime, anywhere.” Such a demand would be unreasonable.

 Fears that Iran might erase evidence of clandestine weapons work in that time are 
unfounded. By the nature of the beast, radioactivity is far too long-lasting for that, 
especially at weapons-
grade concentrations.

 Iran has been part 
of the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty 
from the beginning, 
and has been a leader 
in the international 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
movement. The 
present agreement 
reaffi rms Iran’s long-
standing position 
that under no 
circumstances will it 
ever seek, develop, or 
acquire any nuclear 
weapons.

Over many decades 
New York State education has experienced 
several waves of “reform”.  The latest “reform” 
was imposed by corporate titans and national 
and state political elites.  The “reform” included 
the Common Core Curriculum, Standardized 
Testing and its use to evaluate teachers.  
Opposition to the “reform” came from a broad 
spectrum of the community which refused to 
back down and grew stronger. 

Recently the New York State Association of 
Small City School Districts Board of Directors 
met with the new Commissioner of Education, 
Mary Ellen Elia.  Commissioner Elia has 
been on the job for four months,  coming 
from Florida, and is meeting with education 
organizations to acquaint herself with NYS 
issues.  Speaking to her audience of City School 
District Superintendents, and school board 
members, her style was crisp, organized, and to 
the point.  She informed the Board that Questar 
was the new company for testing, replacing the 
controversial Pearson.  By 2020 state testing 
would be computer based statewide, providing for 
faster turn around of data to districts, teachers, 
and parents.  Recently passed Bond Act money 
could be used to assist in preparing for computer 
testing.  Initially students would have the same 
test, but in the future there would be common 
test questions along with adaptive questions for 
students who would have diffi culty answering 
some of the questions.  Proceeding slowly will 
allow for evaluating this change in the future.

Test refusal was discussed.  Her fi rst comment 
clearly stated that Federal and State law required 
testing, and districts had an obligation to see the 
testing requirement fulfi lled.  Test data collection 

THOUGHTS ON SOLAR ELECTRIC POWER

THE STRUGGLE OVER EDUCATION POLICY

by Tom Metz

Today, let us take a look at the use of solar 
power for our electrical needs.  First, a quick review 
of what solar power is; where it comes from.  Then 
we consider some reasons for installing this type of 
system.  Let’s consider how the sun can help power 
our homes.

Sunshine can generate electricity for our home or 
business.  We do this by using Photovoltaic (PV) 
cells arranged in panels on a roof or an adjacent rack.  
PV cells capture the sun’s energy –think about how 
we get hot out in the sun and how our skin absorbs 
some of the solar energy.  That energy also sets up 
a fl ow of electrons in PV material.  When there is 
enough sunshine to create lots of electrons, we wind 
up with a steady electrical current.  This Direct 
Current (DC) gets converted into Alternating 
Current (AC) for use in our home.  That’s what we 
want – energy we can use.

There are several reasons to install a PV system.  
From an environmental standpoint, we should reduce 
our need for fossil fuels (oil, coal, natural gas) and 

develop alternate energy sources and concomitant 
renewable energy.  Many of us heat with wood.  
That’s a start.  We still have lots of things that run 
on electricity—things we count on for our daily 
living.  We need lights, TV, refrigerator, a freezer, and 
computers.  Modern living needs modern power—
electricity.  So we pay for electricity (supply and 
delivery) at X rate.  Anyone think that rate will ever 
go down?  So what’s the alternative?

Consider the fi nancial incentive of getting your 
own PV panels and signing up for Net Metering (All 
New York delivery companies do this).  Net Metering 
is used when we produce more electricity than we 
consume ourselves (we always get fi rst dibs).  The 
excess goes into the electrical grid AND we receive 
credit for however many kilowatts we supply to the 
grid.  Since there is no sun at night and we continue 
to use a bunch of electricity after dark, we draw 
from the grid – what we do now anyway (remember 
getting charged that X rate?).  In a nice sunny month 
(summer), the credit for what we put into the grid 
exceeds what we pull out of the grid. 

The credit more than offsets the charge for what 
we drew out – thus we don’t owe anything and 
probably still have a credit balance carried forward to 
the next month.  Dark and snowy winter is another 
story.  We will pull out more than we put in; however, 
even in winter, we can generate extra electricity to 
help reduce what we owe.  Even a modest size PV 
system can generate 70 – 80 % of our needs for a year.  
As long as you stay connected to the grid, there is no 
need for any batteries and you get the benefi t of Net 
Metering.  What you actually install will depend on 
your daily electrical use (averaged over three years).  
Homes that heat or cook with electricity will need 
more PV panels in order to meet their needs.

These are just a few thoughts about Photo Voltaic 
solar panels for generating electricity for our home 
or business.  PV panels produce useable electricity 
by converting sunlight into an electrical current.  
We can use that current to power our appliances.  
Besides being good for the environment (less fossil 
fuel needed), it will reduce our monthly electric bill.

Free!

On September 26th, concerned constituents gathered 
across Durkee Street from Congresswoman Elise Stefanik’s Plattsburgh offi ce. 
Their purpose: to support approval of the nuclear agreement with Iran. Their 
message was intended for Senator Schumer as well.

 They remained across the street as a courtesy to other occupants of the 
Westelcom Building, so as not to hamper clients from coming and going. 
Opposition has been based, not on an examination of what is actually in the 
agreement, but largely on unrelated fear, suspicion and ideology. Could potential 
profi ts from weapons and other war material be a factor as well? At the event, 
some facts about the contents of the actual agreement were presented. 

 Known formally as the “Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action,” the agreement 
is the result of over ten years of careful diplomatic work. The nations involved 
are France, Germany, the United Kingdom, China, the Russian Federation, 
and the United States. It is supported by 75 nuclear non-proliferation experts, 
assorted top scientists, generals, admirals, former U.S. diplomats and security 
experts, Israeli military and intelligence experts, 98 high-profi le Hollywood 
Jewish-Americans. and a coalition of some 300 rabbis.

 In essence, the agreement blocks all practical routes to Iran acquiring a 
nuclear bomb. It provides for unprecedented monitoring and verifi cation. 
All of the sites where nuclear activity currently takes place in Iran, including 
mining, are subject to continuous monitoring by the IAEA (International 
Atomic Energy Agency). No, Iran will not be self-monitoring its compliance.

 At Natanz, two-thirds of the centrifuges will be mothballed. The rest 
will enrich uranium to no more than 3.67% U-235. The naturally occurring 
concentration is 0.7 % (99.3% U-238); 90% is required for weapons grade 
material. These are IR-1 centrifuges, the oldest, least powerful kind. Iran’s 
current stock of low-grade enriched uranium will be reduced to 300 mg. 

 At Fordow, no uranium will remain. The centrifuges that remain active 
there, also one-third of the current number, will produce only stable isotopes 
of other elements for medical and industrial uses. 

 At Arak, a heavy water reactor was under construction but is temporarily 

was important to direct future change.  Teachers 
must believe the test matches the curriculum.  
Many do not yet believe that.  She emphasized 
that a need exists to decouple the statewide stress 
from the testing issue.  Discussions are underway 
between the State Education Department SED) 
and NYSUT to try to end the current standoff.  
The length of tests might possibly be reduced, and 
locally developed tests using templates may be 
allowed. Commissioner Elia clearly emphasized 
that school leaders should talk down “hysteria” 
on this statewide issue.  Regarding growth scores 
which are used to evaluate school programs and 
teachers, Commissioner Elia indicated that 
special needs student scores are factored into 
growth scores.  SED is currently reviewing the 
formula with psychometricians and will make 
the growth score formula public. 

Commissioner Elia seemed to believe that 
problems over Common 
Core and Testing could be 
overcome administratively.  
When appraised that 
the Opt Out movement 
included people from 
different backgrounds, 
she seemed to assign 
opposition to teachers 
and their union.  When 
informed that community 
members and university 
personnel were deeply 
involved, she responded by 
saying she had talked with 
several college presidents 
and deans who did not see 
a problem.  Commissioner 

Elia indicated that the universities had 
received new teacher education requirements 
which should mollify university staff.  She 
responded that university professors belong 
to the same union as public school teachers.  
Commissioner Elia needs to talk to a 
larger audience.  The political/ideological 
divide on Common Core and Testing is 
deep with serious lack of trust between the 
Governor and proponents of “reform” and 
the educational and parent communities.  
The good news is that sustained grass roots 
opposition is having an effect.  Governor 
Cuomo has created a Commission to study 
the Common Core issue and SED will also 
review Common Core and Testing.  Website 
nysed.gov contains a survey that people can 
fi ll out on the ELA and Math Common Core 
issues.  It is worth your providing input.

by Gerald Carpenter



TERRIBLE POLLUTER PROTECTION

HUMANITY IS ON THE MOVE IN RESPONSE TO CLIMATE CHANGE*

by Mary-Alice Shemo

by Tim Palmer

What is the 21st Century equivalent 
of the classic Greek Trojan Horse? It’s called 
the TPP for Trans-Pacifi c Partnership.  It has 
also been called “Trading Profi t$ over People”.  
Posing as a  free trade  deal, it gives mega-
corporations unprecedented license to operate 
however they please. These are the trans-
nationals with activities in many countries but 
loyalties to none.

The agreement was fi nalized among the 
twelve Pacifi c Rim countries involved in mid-
October, after some six years of haggling.  Since 
it’s a docking agreement, other countries can 
join once it’s approved.

Now that Fast Track is in place, TPP next needs 
to go through the process it lays out. Supposedly, 
this includes sixty days of the text being available 
to the public.  However, the mega-corporations 
will certainly do everything in their power to 
limit what is revealed, after working to keep the 
negotiations completely secret.

It’s ironic that the secrecy has been protected 
by claims of national security.   The secrecy, not 
transparency, threatens national security.

Everything that threatens to diminish 
corporate profi ts, even “expected future profi ts”, 
is now labeled a “barrier to trade”.  That includes 
worker protection, food safety, environmental 
protection, equitable sharing of global natural 
resources, and much more.

Even our national sovereignty is threatened 
by the ISDS (Inter State Dispute Settlement) 
process.  It was given that name in previous 
“free trade” agreements when corporations had 
to persuade their own government to sue other 
governments which had put laws or policies in 
place that corporations feared might decrease 
their profi ts.

Now corporations sue governments directly at 
whatever level and for whatever amount, giving 
them equal status with sovereign nations.  In fact, 
corporations would have greater sovereignty.  Fear 
of losing large lawsuits would have a chilling effect 
on all levels of government, discouraging them from 
passing protective laws in the fi rst place, or causing 
them to rescind such laws or policies already in place.

Another devastating effect on health would result 
from the Intellectual Property chapter.  
Intellectual Property includes 
patents as well as copyrights. 
Big pharmaceutical companies 
would be able to extend the patents 
on their brand-name drugs almost 
indefi nitely.  Generics would be 
unable to come on the market.  Free
of  lower-priced competition, drug
prices would skyrocket.

Medical procedures come under the
same rubric.  Indeed, now that even genes
are being patented, against all common sense,
who knows where this could lead?

When TPP comes back to Congress for 
fi nal approval, after the sixty days of text
availability  and supposed transparency (however 
heavily redacted), and after the President signs it,
their only choice of response will be to accept every 
single line of it without amendment, or to reject the 
entire thing lock, stock and barrel.  That’s what Fast 
Track does.

The people are left with two lines of 
defense.  First, intense public pressure
for full release of the entire text without
redaction.  Second, working with
members of Congress, especially the
twenty-eight Democrats who, for whatever
reason, voted for Fast Track, to show them

that approving TPP is not in the best interest of  
the vast majority of  their constituents.

One strategy being used nationally is to have 
towns, cities, and counties pass TPP-Free 
Zone resolutions.  A request for a resolution in 
Plattsburgh will be brought before the Common 
Council soon.

All of the hype in favor of TPP can be shown 
to be hollow at best. Specifi cally, the claim that            
 problems with previous free trade agreements  
  have been corrected by language in this  
  one are downright false.

    We can and must turn TPP into “Total  
       Political Poison”.
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During the years 2007 to 2011, 
Syrian farmers experienced four years of extreme 
dryness driven by climate change.  This was the 
worst drought in the instrumental record, resulting 
in widespread crop failures that forced millions of 
people to abandon their farms and move into urban 
slums. After begging for assistance from the Assad 
government and receiving only beatings, summary 
arrests, torture, and worse, the resulting political 
unrest developed into the uprising of 2011.

Starvation and repression prepared the seedbed 
in which the Syrian Civil War germinated—a 
harvest of death and destruction that has its roots 
in climate change.

Now, the rest of humanity watches as hundreds 
of thousands of Syrians fl ee to Europe in order 
to escape the horrors of war.  Some of the bodies 
of the less fortunate are recovered on the beach, 
while others are lost at sea.  Luckier ones face 
winter conditions in makeshift camps along the 
borders of European countries reluctant to give 
them assistance. Millions more inhabit tents in 
refugee camps just across the border from their 
Syrian homelands.

The loss of human rights to life, dignity and 
security that results from the conditions of civil 
war confer ‘international refugee’ status on its 
victims. As refugees, they are entitled to assistance 
from other countries. However, losses affecting 
human dignity that result directly from drought or 
the combined effects of sea level rise (SLR) and 
more frequent and powerful storms that bring 
record-breaking rains do not share the status of 
those caused by war.

In Bangladesh, for example, about 2,000 new 
persons seek refuge in the slums of its capitol, 
Dhaka, every week.  Three quarters of those are 
farmers whose villages and arable land have been 
lost to these ‘natural’ forces.  Other Bangladeshi 
farmers attempt to cross the border into India 
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in search of a new place to 
live.  There, they encounter 
the same razor-wire-and-
wall refl ex that is taking place 
on European boundaries in 
response to the Syrian exodus.

However, although they 
are fl eeing rising waters, 
under current international 
law these people are  merely 
moving on their own accord, 
out of a desire to improve 
their economic quality of 
life. Since they do not meet 
the formal defi nition of 
‘displaced’ persons, they are 
classifi ed as immigrants, 
not refugees.  As part of the policy intended to 
discourage this kind of ‘voluntary’ movement, the 
Indian military has shot and killed more than a 
thousand Bangladeshis as they attempted to cross 
the border.

This distinction between international refugees 
and climate change induced migration was the 
basis for a court decision in the New Zealand 
deportation case of Ioane Teitiota. Mr. Teitiota 
lived there with his wife and their three New 
Zealand-born children. He is a native of the island 
nation of Kiribati, which he fl ed in 2007, to escape 
the inevitable drowning of the country.

When authorities prepared to deport him, 
he claimed asylum as a refugee due to climate 
change. Mr. Teitiota and his lawyer maintained 
that, as a resident of an island nation, he was 
being subjected to “passive persecution” in the 
form of SLR caused by global warming. Since 
this results from the continued, indiscriminant 
burning of fossil fuels by developed nations, 
especially the United States, they claimed 
protection under the Refugee Convention.

Although the New Zealand judge agreed 
that Kiribati is likely doomed, he rejected 
Teitiota’s 2013 deportation appeal by fi nding 
that, if this request were granted, “millions of 
people who are facing…presumptive hardships 
caused by climate change would be entitled to 
(refugee status).”  This concern is supported 
by UN estimates that the number of persons 
displaced due to global climate change in 
coming decades will be roughly equivalent to 
the current population of the entire United 
States! Industrialized nations like the US 
dominate the world today, largely due to the 
current and historically unrestrained use of 
fossil fuels.  However, as a side effect of burning 
all that carbon, humanity now endures a rising 
crescendo of drought, starvation and war.  
Increasingly powerful storms and melting ice 
sheets are drowning coastal agricultural areas. 
Most of the world’s major cities are threatened.

What we see as waves of human beings 
entering Europe today will seem like the 
fi rst warning ripples of tsunamis tomorrow.  
Literally hundreds of millions of people will 

be forced to move by circumstances that result from 
both direct and indirect effects of global warming 
and climate change.

Climate displacement and migration illuminate 
the ‘gorilla and elephant in the room’ questions 
that have dominated every international climate 
negotiation since they began in 1992:

1. To what extent are great nations responsible for 
assisting less developed countries with their adaptation 
to a world environment ravaged by the effects of our 
own past, present and future use of carbon fuels?  (For 
example, we could help everyone by substantially 
cutting back our own carbon emissions. Alternatively, 
with assistance, poor countries could continue to 
develop economically by ‘leapfrogging’ fossil fueled 
industrialization and utilizing technology that 
enables them to have power from renewable resources, 
like solar and wind. Nations with abundant space 
and wealth could also welcome those whose lands and 
countries have been lost.)

2. In lieu of and/or in addition to fi rst world countries 
drastically curtailing their own carbon pollution and/or 
assisting poorer nations directly, how much should the 
poor have to curtail their own economic development 
by forgoing the use of fossil fuels?

In a strategy similar to that adopted by 
transnational energy corporations like 
ExxonMobil, developed countries simply avoid 
dealing with these issues.  We refuse to recognize 
the relationship between our own use of fossil 
fuels and the suffering that is growing around 

the world due to global warming.  This refusal of 
wealthier nations to recognize the human rights 
of persons displaced due to droughts and rising 
seas is just one symptom of the ongoing denial of 
that causative connection.

That same fi rm determination to deny these 
relationships is also the primary reason why the last 
two decades of international climate negotiations 
have only resulted in a series of continuing failures.

The US had multiple strategies to help insure 
the failure of the fi rst binding international 
climate agreement, the cap-and-trade based 
Kyoto Protocol.  This accord was only in effect 
from 2005 through 2012.

In 2009, we even resorted to use of sophisticated 
espionage techniques to help facilitate collapse of 
the  Copenhagen climate talks.  This prevented 
passage of a second binding agreement—one that 
was intended to  reduce global carbon emissions by 
replacing the Kyoto Protocol.

The twenty-fi rst Conference of the Parties 
(COP 21), also called the Paris Climate 
Conference, represents the third attempt to 
produce a meaningful agreement for reducing 
global carbon emissions, slated for completion 
and approval this December.  However, 
having been beaten down by the two previous, 
well-engineered failures, the international 
community has actually been in retreat for many 
months.  Negotiators will convene COP 21 on 
30 November with the prior understanding that 

each nation will independently defi ne its 
own level of  participation, by submitting 
an Intended Nationally Determined 
Contribution (INDC).

There will be no binding agreement.  
All reductions in carbon emissions will be 
strictly voluntary.

In the meantime, the standard school 
curriculum in Bangladesh teaches children 
that their families and communities are 
being driven off ancestral lands due to our 
own refusal to make meaningful reductions 
in CO2 pollution.   At fi rst, it may seem very 
diffi cult to imagine how anyone might feel 
who knows they are being forced into slums 
or shoved back from international borders 
while the leaders of a wealthy country publicly 
deny the reality of climate change.  However, 
imagining this becomes much less diffi cult if 
we take a moment to recall how those Syrian 
farmers reacted. When leaders with money 
and power failed to respond to their prayers 
for relief, civil war was the result.

Viewed from this perspective, it is also much 
less diffi cult to understand why our own military 
leaders see global warming and climate change 
as such grave threats to our national security.

___________________________

*References available on request.

“Keep It Up!”

~ Don Papson

“I’d put my money on the sun and solar 
energy. What a source of power! I hope we 
don’t have to wait until oil and coal run out 
before we tackle that.”

~Thomas A. Edison - 1931

“The greatness of a man is not in how much 
wealth he acquires, but in his integrity and his 
ability to affect those around him positively.”

~Bob Marley
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same rubric.  Indeed, now that even genes
are being patented, against all common sense,
who knows where this could lead?

When TPP comes back to Congress for 
fi nal approval, after the sixty days of text
availability  and supposed transparency (however 
heavily redacted), and after the President signs it,
their only choice of response will be to accept every 
single line of it without amendment, or to reject the 
entire thing lock, stock and barrel.  That’s what Fast 

The people are left with two lines of 
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for full release of the entire text without
redaction.  Second, working with
members of Congress, especially the
twenty-eight Democrats who, for whatever
reason, voted for Fast Track, to show them
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negotiations completely secret.

It’s ironic that the secrecy has been protected 
by claims of national security.   The secrecy, not 
transparency, threatens national security.

Everything that threatens to diminish 
corporate profi ts, even “expected future profi ts”, 
is now labeled a “barrier to trade”.  That includes 
worker protection, food safety, environmental 
protection, equitable sharing of global natural 
resources, and much more.

Even our national sovereignty is threatened 
by the ISDS (Inter State Dispute Settlement) 
process.  It was given that name in previous 
“free trade” agreements when corporations had 
to persuade their own government to sue other 
governments which had put laws or policies in 
place that corporations feared might decrease 
their profi ts.

Now corporations sue governments directly at 
whatever level and for whatever amount, giving 
them equal status with sovereign nations.  In fact, 
corporations would have greater sovereignty.  Fear 
of losing large lawsuits would have a chilling effect 
on all levels of government, discouraging them from 
passing protective laws in the fi rst place, or causing 
them to rescind such laws or policies already in place.

Another devastating effect on health would result 
from the Intellectual Property chapter.  
Intellectual Property includes 
patents as well as copyrights. 
Big pharmaceutical companies 
would be able to extend the patents 
on their brand-name drugs almost 
indefi nitely.  Generics would be 
unable to come on the market.  Free
of  lower-priced competition, drug
prices would skyrocket.

Medical procedures come under the
same rubric.  Indeed, now that even genes
are being patented, against all common sense,
who knows where this could lead?

When TPP comes back to Congress for 
fi nal approval, after the sixty days of text
availability  and supposed transparency (however 
heavily redacted), and after the President signs it,
their only choice of response will be to accept every 
single line of it without amendment, or to reject the 
entire thing lock, stock and barrel.  That’s what Fast 
Track does.

The people are left with two lines of 
defense.  First, intense public pressure
for full release of the entire text without
redaction.  Second, working with
members of Congress, especially the
twenty-eight Democrats who, for whatever
reason, voted for Fast Track, to show them

that approving TPP is not in the best interest of  
the vast majority of  their constituents.

One strategy being used nationally is to have 
towns, cities, and counties pass TPP-Free 
Zone resolutions.  A request for a resolution in 
Plattsburgh will be brought before the Common 
Council soon.

All of the hype in favor of TPP can be shown 
to be hollow at best. Specifi cally, the claim that            
 problems with previous free trade agreements  
  have been corrected by language in this  
  one are downright false.

    We can and must turn TPP into “Total  
       Political Poison”.
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During the years 2007 to 2011, 
Syrian farmers experienced four years of extreme 
dryness driven by climate change.  This was the 
worst drought in the instrumental record, resulting 
in widespread crop failures that forced millions of 
people to abandon their farms and move into urban 
slums. After begging for assistance from the Assad 
government and receiving only beatings, summary 
arrests, torture, and worse, the resulting political 
unrest developed into the uprising of 2011.

Starvation and repression prepared the seedbed 
in which the Syrian Civil War germinated—a 
harvest of death and destruction that has its roots 
in climate change.

Now, the rest of humanity watches as hundreds 
of thousands of Syrians fl ee to Europe in order 
to escape the horrors of war.  Some of the bodies 
of the less fortunate are recovered on the beach, 
while others are lost at sea.  Luckier ones face 
winter conditions in makeshift camps along the 
borders of European countries reluctant to give 
them assistance. Millions more inhabit tents in 
refugee camps just across the border from their 
Syrian homelands.

The loss of human rights to life, dignity and 
security that results from the conditions of civil 
war confer ‘international refugee’ status on its 
victims. As refugees, they are entitled to assistance 
from other countries. However, losses affecting 
human dignity that result directly from drought or 
the combined effects of sea level rise (SLR) and 
more frequent and powerful storms that bring 
record-breaking rains do not share the status of 
those caused by war.

In Bangladesh, for example, about 2,000 new 
persons seek refuge in the slums of its capitol, 
Dhaka, every week.  Three quarters of those are 
farmers whose villages and arable land have been 
lost to these ‘natural’ forces.  Other Bangladeshi 
farmers attempt to cross the border into India 
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in search of a new place to 
live.  There, they encounter 
the same razor-wire-and-
wall refl ex that is taking place 
on European boundaries in 
response to the Syrian exodus.

However, although they 
are fl eeing rising waters, 
under current international 
law these people are  merely 
moving on their own accord, 
out of a desire to improve 
their economic quality of 
life. Since they do not meet 
the formal defi nition of 
‘displaced’ persons, they are 
classifi ed as immigrants, 
not refugees.  As part of the policy intended to 
discourage this kind of ‘voluntary’ movement, the 
Indian military has shot and killed more than a 
thousand Bangladeshis as they attempted to cross 
the border.

This distinction between international refugees 
and climate change induced migration was the 
basis for a court decision in the New Zealand 
deportation case of Ioane Teitiota. Mr. Teitiota 
lived there with his wife and their three New 
Zealand-born children. He is a native of the island 
nation of Kiribati, which he fl ed in 2007, to escape 
the inevitable drowning of the country.

When authorities prepared to deport him, 
he claimed asylum as a refugee due to climate 
change. Mr. Teitiota and his lawyer maintained 
that, as a resident of an island nation, he was 
being subjected to “passive persecution” in the 
form of SLR caused by global warming. Since 
this results from the continued, indiscriminant 
burning of fossil fuels by developed nations, 
especially the United States, they claimed 
protection under the Refugee Convention.

Although the New Zealand judge agreed 
that Kiribati is likely doomed, he rejected 
Teitiota’s 2013 deportation appeal by fi nding 
that, if this request were granted, “millions of 
people who are facing…presumptive hardships 
caused by climate change would be entitled to 
(refugee status).”  This concern is supported 
by UN estimates that the number of persons 
displaced due to global climate change in 
coming decades will be roughly equivalent to 
the current population of the entire United 
States! Industrialized nations like the US 
dominate the world today, largely due to the 
current and historically unrestrained use of 
fossil fuels.  However, as a side effect of burning 
all that carbon, humanity now endures a rising 
crescendo of drought, starvation and war.  
Increasingly powerful storms and melting ice 
sheets are drowning coastal agricultural areas. 
Most of the world’s major cities are threatened.

What we see as waves of human beings 
entering Europe today will seem like the 
fi rst warning ripples of tsunamis tomorrow.  
Literally hundreds of millions of people will 

be forced to move by circumstances that result from 
both direct and indirect effects of global warming 
and climate change.

Climate displacement and migration illuminate 
the ‘gorilla and elephant in the room’ questions 
that have dominated every international climate 
negotiation since they began in 1992:

1. To what extent are great nations responsible for 
assisting less developed countries with their adaptation 
to a world environment ravaged by the effects of our 
own past, present and future use of carbon fuels?  (For 
example, we could help everyone by substantially 
cutting back our own carbon emissions. Alternatively, 
with assistance, poor countries could continue to 
develop economically by ‘leapfrogging’ fossil fueled 
industrialization and utilizing technology that 
enables them to have power from renewable resources, 
like solar and wind. Nations with abundant space 
and wealth could also welcome those whose lands and 
countries have been lost.)

2. In lieu of and/or in addition to fi rst world countries 
drastically curtailing their own carbon pollution and/or 
assisting poorer nations directly, how much should the 
poor have to curtail their own economic development 
by forgoing the use of fossil fuels?

In a strategy similar to that adopted by 
transnational energy corporations like 
ExxonMobil, developed countries simply avoid 
dealing with these issues.  We refuse to recognize 
the relationship between our own use of fossil 
fuels and the suffering that is growing around 

the world due to global warming.  This refusal of 
wealthier nations to recognize the human rights 
of persons displaced due to droughts and rising 
seas is just one symptom of the ongoing denial of 
that causative connection.

That same fi rm determination to deny these 
relationships is also the primary reason why the last 
two decades of international climate negotiations 
have only resulted in a series of continuing failures.

The US had multiple strategies to help insure 
the failure of the fi rst binding international 
climate agreement, the cap-and-trade based 
Kyoto Protocol.  This accord was only in effect 
from 2005 through 2012.

In 2009, we even resorted to use of sophisticated 
espionage techniques to help facilitate collapse of 
the  Copenhagen climate talks.  This prevented 
passage of a second binding agreement—one that 
was intended to  reduce global carbon emissions by 
replacing the Kyoto Protocol.

The twenty-fi rst Conference of the Parties 
(COP 21), also called the Paris Climate 
Conference, represents the third attempt to 
produce a meaningful agreement for reducing 
global carbon emissions, slated for completion 
and approval this December.  However, 
having been beaten down by the two previous, 
well-engineered failures, the international 
community has actually been in retreat for many 
months.  Negotiators will convene COP 21 on 
30 November with the prior understanding that 

each nation will independently defi ne its 
own level of  participation, by submitting 
an Intended Nationally Determined 
Contribution (INDC).

There will be no binding agreement.  
All reductions in carbon emissions will be 
strictly voluntary.

In the meantime, the standard school 
curriculum in Bangladesh teaches children 
that their families and communities are 
being driven off ancestral lands due to our 
own refusal to make meaningful reductions 
in CO2 pollution.   At fi rst, it may seem very 
diffi cult to imagine how anyone might feel 
who knows they are being forced into slums 
or shoved back from international borders 
while the leaders of a wealthy country publicly 
deny the reality of climate change.  However, 
imagining this becomes much less diffi cult if 
we take a moment to recall how those Syrian 
farmers reacted. When leaders with money 
and power failed to respond to their prayers 
for relief, civil war was the result.

Viewed from this perspective, it is also much 
less diffi cult to understand why our own military 
leaders see global warming and climate change 
as such grave threats to our national security.

___________________________

*References available on request.

“Keep It Up!”

~ Don Papson

“I’d put my money on the sun and solar 
energy. What a source of power! I hope we 
don’t have to wait until oil and coal run out 
before we tackle that.”

~Thomas A. Edison - 1931

“The greatness of a man is not in how much 
wealth he acquires, but in his integrity and his 
ability to affect those around him positively.”

~Bob Marley
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same rubric.  Indeed, now that even genes
are being patented, against all common sense,
who knows where this could lead?

When TPP comes back to Congress for 
fi nal approval, after the sixty days of text
availability  and supposed transparency (however 
heavily redacted), and after the President signs it,
their only choice of response will be to accept every 
single line of it without amendment, or to reject the 
entire thing lock, stock and barrel.  That’s what Fast 

The people are left with two lines of 
defense.  First, intense public pressure
for full release of the entire text without
redaction.  Second, working with
members of Congress, especially the
twenty-eight Democrats who, for whatever
reason, voted for Fast Track, to show them

to be hollow at best. Specifi cally, the claim that            
 problems with previous free trade agreements  
  have been corrected by language in this  
  one are downright false.

    We can and must turn TPP into “Total  
       Political Poison”.



Not long ago, 
I watched a television 
documentary (The Missing 
Evidence: 9/11 Secret  
Explosions in the Towers, 
Smithsonian Channel) 
which purported to explain 
two glaring anomalies in  
the offi cial narrative of 
9/11.  First, in videos of 
the Twin Towers just prior 
to collapse, a golden liquid 
can be seen pouring from 

several windows. Secondly, when the Towers later 
collapsed, they did so  very explosively, pulverizing 
concrete and ejecting large chunks of steel laterally 
at high speed, expressing energy which would not 
be available in a gravitational collapse.

The offi cial narrative of 9/11 produced by 
NIST/FEMA makes no attempt to explain 
these  phenomena (nor has there been any offi cial 
recognition of the following theory).  However, two 
noted  chemists (Drs. Frank Greening and Christian  
Simensen) have proposed that the explanation is 
exploding aluminum.  They hypothesize that when 
the planes struck the Towers, the aluminum from 
the airframe remained in a loose heap rather than 
being widely dispersed from the impact, and that the  
accumulation of aluminum was melted by offi ce fi res.

An initial glitch in this theory is that molten 
aluminum is silver rather than gold unless the  
aluminum is very hot, when it becomes more golden.  
However, this would require more heat than offi ce 
fi res could provide.  The theory explains this by 
postulating that the mass of aluminum was   covered 
by fallen ceiling insulation and sheetrock, which 
created a “furnace effect” and greatly magnifi ed the 
available heat, allowing the aluminum to become hot 
enough to acquire the golden hue observed on video.

In aluminum smelters, it is well known that 

molten aluminum and water can be a very explosive  
combination.  Thus, the theory in question, having 
provided molten aluminum, further postulates that 
water from sprinkler systems and plumbing was 
abundant and came in contact with the molten 
aluminum, causing the explosive disintegration we 
see in the videos.

 This theory seems unlikely in the extreme.  The 
expected effect of high speed impact of the airframe 
into the structural  elements of the World Trade Center 
would be wide dispersal of aluminum fragments, rather 
than leaving a loose accumulation.  Additionally, the 
theorized mass of aluminum would have to be heated 
far hotter than offi ce fi re temperatures (the jet fuel, 
essentially kerosene, was consumed within the fi rst 
couple of minutes after impact).

The explosive potential of molten aluminum and 
water is not in question.  Very violent  explosions 
from the combination are well documented.  The 
credibility issues arise from the rather precise 
conditions required for the explosiveness.  On 
YouTube, a brash experimenter pours molten 
aluminum into a swimming pool with no signifi cant 
effect other than resolidifi ed aluminum (https://

www.youtube.com/watch?v=JEEOkMW1CYI).
So, aside from the theoretical need for accumulated 

rather than dispersed aluminum, the furnace 
effect required for golden hue and explosiveness 
to be reached, these unlikely conditions had to be 
duplicated in both WTC Towers.  The improbability 
of all factors coming together, not once but twice, 
reduces this “theory” to implausible fantasy, leaving 
the golden liquid and explosive disintegration of the 
WTC collapses unexplained, as is the collapse of the 
47-story WTC Building 7, not  struck by any plane.

However, it’s probably more than coincidence that 
gold just happens to be the color of molten iron/
steel, which is a primary by-product of the action 
of Thermitic explosives.  The use of such explosives 
to bring down the Towers would also explain the 
energetic explosiveness of the collapses. The use of 
Thermitic compounds is further indicated by the 
presence of unexploded Thermitic particles and 
ferrous microspheres in numerous samples of dust 
from the WTC disaster.

As with most 9/11-related topics, these issues are 
far too complex for a brief article.  Suggested science 
research:  www.ae911truth.org.

by Fred Wachtmeister
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EXPLODING ALUMINUM

IRAN: THE REAL DEAL by Mary-Alice Shemo

halted. It will be redesigned so that its by-product will be less, and lower quality, 
plutonium. All of the spent fuel will be shipped out of the country. No plutonium 
at all will remain in Iran.

 The over-emphasized provision that entails a maximum twenty-four day delay 
applies only to “challenge inspections” wherever the IAEA has suspicions or concerns 
about possible clandestine activity, including military facilities. This timetable 
includes up to fourteen days for Iran and the IAEA to work out arrangements for 
the inspection in a civilized manner. If not satisfi ed, the IAEA then has up to seven 
days in which to issue a demand. Iran gets three days to comply. 

 No, there won’t be any invasive gangbusters, Rambo-style, kick-down-the-door 
intrusions “anytime, anywhere.” Such a demand would be unreasonable.

 Fears that Iran might erase evidence of clandestine weapons work in that time are 
unfounded. By the nature of the beast, radioactivity is far too long-lasting for that, 
especially at weapons-
grade concentrations.

 Iran has been part 
of the Nuclear Non-
proliferation Treaty 
from the beginning, 
and has been a leader 
in the international 
n o n - p r o l i f e r a t i o n 
movement. The 
present agreement 
reaffi rms Iran’s long-
standing position 
that under no 
circumstances will it 
ever seek, develop, or 
acquire any nuclear 
weapons.

Over many decades 
New York State education has experienced 
several waves of “reform”.  The latest “reform” 
was imposed by corporate titans and national 
and state political elites.  The “reform” included 
the Common Core Curriculum, Standardized 
Testing and its use to evaluate teachers.  
Opposition to the “reform” came from a broad 
spectrum of the community which refused to 
back down and grew stronger. 

Recently the New York State Association of 
Small City School Districts Board of Directors 
met with the new Commissioner of Education, 
Mary Ellen Elia.  Commissioner Elia has 
been on the job for four months,  coming 
from Florida, and is meeting with education 
organizations to acquaint herself with NYS 
issues.  Speaking to her audience of City School 
District Superintendents, and school board 
members, her style was crisp, organized, and to 
the point.  She informed the Board that Questar 
was the new company for testing, replacing the 
controversial Pearson.  By 2020 state testing 
would be computer based statewide, providing for 
faster turn around of data to districts, teachers, 
and parents.  Recently passed Bond Act money 
could be used to assist in preparing for computer 
testing.  Initially students would have the same 
test, but in the future there would be common 
test questions along with adaptive questions for 
students who would have diffi culty answering 
some of the questions.  Proceeding slowly will 
allow for evaluating this change in the future.

Test refusal was discussed.  Her fi rst comment 
clearly stated that Federal and State law required 
testing, and districts had an obligation to see the 
testing requirement fulfi lled.  Test data collection 

THOUGHTS ON SOLAR ELECTRIC POWER

THE STRUGGLE OVER EDUCATION POLICY

by Tom Metz

Today, let us take a look at the use of solar 
power for our electrical needs.  First, a quick review 
of what solar power is; where it comes from.  Then 
we consider some reasons for installing this type of 
system.  Let’s consider how the sun can help power 
our homes.

Sunshine can generate electricity for our home or 
business.  We do this by using Photovoltaic (PV) 
cells arranged in panels on a roof or an adjacent rack.  
PV cells capture the sun’s energy –think about how 
we get hot out in the sun and how our skin absorbs 
some of the solar energy.  That energy also sets up 
a fl ow of electrons in PV material.  When there is 
enough sunshine to create lots of electrons, we wind 
up with a steady electrical current.  This Direct 
Current (DC) gets converted into Alternating 
Current (AC) for use in our home.  That’s what we 
want – energy we can use.

There are several reasons to install a PV system.  
From an environmental standpoint, we should reduce 
our need for fossil fuels (oil, coal, natural gas) and 

develop alternate energy sources and concomitant 
renewable energy.  Many of us heat with wood.  
That’s a start.  We still have lots of things that run 
on electricity—things we count on for our daily 
living.  We need lights, TV, refrigerator, a freezer, and 
computers.  Modern living needs modern power—
electricity.  So we pay for electricity (supply and 
delivery) at X rate.  Anyone think that rate will ever 
go down?  So what’s the alternative?

Consider the fi nancial incentive of getting your 
own PV panels and signing up for Net Metering (All 
New York delivery companies do this).  Net Metering 
is used when we produce more electricity than we 
consume ourselves (we always get fi rst dibs).  The 
excess goes into the electrical grid AND we receive 
credit for however many kilowatts we supply to the 
grid.  Since there is no sun at night and we continue 
to use a bunch of electricity after dark, we draw 
from the grid – what we do now anyway (remember 
getting charged that X rate?).  In a nice sunny month 
(summer), the credit for what we put into the grid 
exceeds what we pull out of the grid. 

The credit more than offsets the charge for what 
we drew out – thus we don’t owe anything and 
probably still have a credit balance carried forward to 
the next month.  Dark and snowy winter is another 
story.  We will pull out more than we put in; however, 
even in winter, we can generate extra electricity to 
help reduce what we owe.  Even a modest size PV 
system can generate 70 – 80 % of our needs for a year.  
As long as you stay connected to the grid, there is no 
need for any batteries and you get the benefi t of Net 
Metering.  What you actually install will depend on 
your daily electrical use (averaged over three years).  
Homes that heat or cook with electricity will need 
more PV panels in order to meet their needs.

These are just a few thoughts about Photo Voltaic 
solar panels for generating electricity for our home 
or business.  PV panels produce useable electricity 
by converting sunlight into an electrical current.  
We can use that current to power our appliances.  
Besides being good for the environment (less fossil 
fuel needed), it will reduce our monthly electric bill.

Free!

On September 26th, concerned constituents gathered 
across Durkee Street from Congresswoman Elise Stefanik’s Plattsburgh offi ce. 
Their purpose: to support approval of the nuclear agreement with Iran. Their 
message was intended for Senator Schumer as well.

 They remained across the street as a courtesy to other occupants of the 
Westelcom Building, so as not to hamper clients from coming and going. 
Opposition has been based, not on an examination of what is actually in the 
agreement, but largely on unrelated fear, suspicion and ideology. Could potential 
profi ts from weapons and other war material be a factor as well? At the event, 
some facts about the contents of the actual agreement were presented. 

 Known formally as the “Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action,” the agreement 
is the result of over ten years of careful diplomatic work. The nations involved 
are France, Germany, the United Kingdom, China, the Russian Federation, 
and the United States. It is supported by 75 nuclear non-proliferation experts, 
assorted top scientists, generals, admirals, former U.S. diplomats and security 
experts, Israeli military and intelligence experts, 98 high-profi le Hollywood 
Jewish-Americans. and a coalition of some 300 rabbis.

 In essence, the agreement blocks all practical routes to Iran acquiring a 
nuclear bomb. It provides for unprecedented monitoring and verifi cation. 
All of the sites where nuclear activity currently takes place in Iran, including 
mining, are subject to continuous monitoring by the IAEA (International 
Atomic Energy Agency). No, Iran will not be self-monitoring its compliance.

 At Natanz, two-thirds of the centrifuges will be mothballed. The rest 
will enrich uranium to no more than 3.67% U-235. The naturally occurring 
concentration is 0.7 % (99.3% U-238); 90% is required for weapons grade 
material. These are IR-1 centrifuges, the oldest, least powerful kind. Iran’s 
current stock of low-grade enriched uranium will be reduced to 300 mg. 

 At Fordow, no uranium will remain. The centrifuges that remain active 
there, also one-third of the current number, will produce only stable isotopes 
of other elements for medical and industrial uses. 

 At Arak, a heavy water reactor was under construction but is temporarily 

was important to direct future change.  Teachers 
must believe the test matches the curriculum.  
Many do not yet believe that.  She emphasized 
that a need exists to decouple the statewide stress 
from the testing issue.  Discussions are underway 
between the State Education Department SED) 
and NYSUT to try to end the current standoff.  
The length of tests might possibly be reduced, and 
locally developed tests using templates may be 
allowed. Commissioner Elia clearly emphasized 
that school leaders should talk down “hysteria” 
on this statewide issue.  Regarding growth scores 
which are used to evaluate school programs and 
teachers, Commissioner Elia indicated that 
special needs student scores are factored into 
growth scores.  SED is currently reviewing the 
formula with psychometricians and will make 
the growth score formula public. 

Commissioner Elia seemed to believe that 
problems over Common 
Core and Testing could be 
overcome administratively.  
When appraised that 
the Opt Out movement 
included people from 
different backgrounds, 
she seemed to assign 
opposition to teachers 
and their union.  When 
informed that community 
members and university 
personnel were deeply 
involved, she responded by 
saying she had talked with 
several college presidents 
and deans who did not see 
a problem.  Commissioner 

Elia indicated that the universities had 
received new teacher education requirements 
which should mollify university staff.  She 
responded that university professors belong 
to the same union as public school teachers.  
Commissioner Elia needs to talk to a 
larger audience.  The political/ideological 
divide on Common Core and Testing is 
deep with serious lack of trust between the 
Governor and proponents of “reform” and 
the educational and parent communities.  
The good news is that sustained grass roots 
opposition is having an effect.  Governor 
Cuomo has created a Commission to study 
the Common Core issue and SED will also 
review Common Core and Testing.  Website 
nysed.gov contains a survey that people can 
fi ll out on the ELA and Math Common Core 
issues.  It is worth your providing input.

by Gerald Carpenter


