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To my Mother and Father,   

I know you both forgave me for not believing the story of Noahôs 

Ark.  By the time I first heard the story you had already taken me  

across oceans, rivers and mountains.  Iôd seen everything from ants 

to whales.  I was not able to see how they could have gotten all of 

these animals on one boat.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

To everyone who reads this book, 

Itôs possible for stories to become exaggerated over time.  The 

Titanic and Hindenburg were real events, even though they never 

went down the way people were told.  Noahôs Ark was a real event, 

but perhaps the planet was not totally flooded.   
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Two Parts To The Story 
 

 
Book 1.   The Rise and Stall of the Piston Engine  
 

       The Rise and Stall of the Piston Engine is a careful analyses 
of the development of the gasoline engine from 1885 up to 
present times.  The petroleum piston engine, is and always was, 
a brilliant way to create demand for gasoline.  At the turn of 
the 19th Century petroleum processors had developed methods 
to increase petroleum yields.  At the same time there were 
power mechanisms developed that outperformed piston 
engines. Both developments were deliberately buried and 
forgotten.  Find out the reasons why  Big Oil wanted gasoline 
to be the premiere fuel and pistons to be the premiere engine.  

 

 
Book 2.   Titanic and Hindenburg;  
  Two Tragedies, One Plan    
 

Whereas Book 1 is primarily an expose of Big Oil and 
the Bankers plans to stick the public with gas hogging piston 
powered mechanisms during the early years of Americaõs 
infrastructure development, Book 2 explains the degree and 
extent of the actions they took to get their plans fully accepted 
by the population.  These plans included the development of 
psychological shifts in the human mind; such as to deliberately 
sink a brand new state-of-the-art ocean liner in order to make 
people believe sea travel was still not safe.  Along the way when 
the Hindenburg comes into vogue, much more of this 
psychological nuancing of the public had to be developed.  
Read how the accepted demise of both travel icons are made 
up stories to fit the scripts that guided travelers away from 
reliable ships and into crazy flying machines.    
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Welcome to the living revision of the existing 
stories of the Titanic and Hindenburg! 

 
I have been researching these stories much of my 

adult life.  During this time I consulted many existing and 
former written works.  Two books that gave me particular 
inspiration are:  One;  The Titanic Disaster Hearings by 
Tom Kuntz.  Two;  Titanicõs Last Secrets by Brad Matsen. 
You canõt read these two books without forming a different 
opinion about the current accepted story of the Titanic. 

 
I have endeavored to leave no stone unturned.  

Only in this fashion can we properly analyse and fully 
correct the records of both of these engineering icons.  
Toward this end I utilized the incomparable search 
functions of the internet.  This allowed me to fact check all 
of my statements and explore every angle about the Titanic 
and Hindenburg.    I have reviewed the material dozens of 
times to virtually insure that every statement made has been 
clarified into the most accurate language possible.    

 
If you are reading this book from a computer or 

have one nearby then you have the best bibliography ever 
devised and available on earth at your fingertips.     A name 
and link are provided to enable you to quickly confirm the 
information or explore further on your own.    I encourage 
you to fact check me as you proceed in your reading. 
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Preface 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
OT MANY PEOPLE care about pieces of a ship that 

are 12,000 feet beneath the ocean.  As a result, you 

probably do not know that the hull of the Titanic was observed from 

deep diving vessels in 2005 to be in five separate sections.  You 

probably do not know that it has been acknowledged by the New 

York College of Marine Forensics that the pieces are so far apart on 

the bottom that they had to have become separated at or near the 

surface.  You probably do not know that two of the sections came 

from the bilge of the hull where it is constructed of two layers of 1ó 

thick steel plate that are separated by five foot frames. 

But when I learned of this information I knew I had found 

probable proof of a premeditated crime: in this case, the deliberate 

demolition of the Titanic.  Thatõs because the only methods I have 

seen in my lifetime to cut out and remove two layers of steel plate 

completely from a double-section of steel is with steel-cutting 

torches, laser beam, particle beam, extreme-pressure water or steel 

cutting explosives.  But ice does not cut steel and never has. 

 

 

 

N 
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The new information proves that the Titanic was deliberately 

sunk to anyone whoõs not blind.  But you canõt have a crime without 

a motive.  In this case, the crime could have been committed by 

competitors to destroy the Titanic because she could provide cheap 

reliable transatlantic service.  Or they could have attempted murder 

or kidnapping of persons on board the Titanic at the time.  Or 

perhaps they were just thieves after the the cargo, jewels, gold and 

currency that was aboard her on the night of April 14, 1912.    

However, even though there is now enough documentation 

and scientific data to totally disprove that the Titanic sank 

accidentally by supposedly striking an iceberg, the fact is the iceberg 

story is still fully endorsed by the vast majority of historians, 

scientists, engineers and naval architects.   Few will come to accept 

such a dramatic revision of a story so long accepted unless they have 

good reason to.   

So, I set about finding a motive.  And that led me along to 

the dawn of a new form of transatlantic travel and to the story of the 

Hindenburg.  And now, how the Titanic and the Hindenburg 

connect allows us to finally solve the mysteries of both world-

changing events.   
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Foreword 
  

 

 

UST ONE DAY after the Titanic sank, Harriot Quimby 

became the first woman to fly the English Channel.  Six 

days later, Denys Wilson flew over the Irish Sea.  One month and 

five days later the Royal Flying Corps Central Flying School opened 

in Wiltshire, England.   By January 1914 the first commercial flight 

took place in the United States that connected St. Petersburg to 

Tampa, Florida. 

The Titanic was designed to set a new standard in passenger 

safety and comfort on the high seas, and she surpassed that challenge 

because she ran off cheap coal and did so efficiently.  That was just 

before she was sent to the bottom of the sea and labelled as a failure. 

You might not have known it, but the chilling episode of the 

Titanic sinking was an industrial springboard into passenger-carrying 

flying machines.  It also was a precursor to the end of coal-powered 

transportation mechanisms.  

Two decades later petroleum powered winged contraptions 

were being built in every imaginable form.  And then along came 

airships.  From 1928 the German dirigible Graf Zeppelin was flying 

regular non-stop flights from Germany to Rio de Janeiro.  In 1936 

Hindenburg joined her adding non-stop flights to Lakehurst, New 

Jersey.  No winged aircraft could do that. 

 

J 
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This clearly demonstrated that the airship could easily 

outperform every fixed wing petroleum powered contraption 

currently flying.  With its anti-gravity floating capabilities it was a 

reasonable alternative to transatlantic ships and a superior alternative 

to winged aircraft.  And so for some moments during 1936 and 1937 

the  world witnessed a revolutionary transportation mechanism.  That 

was just before Hindenburg was burned, labeled as a failure and used 

as the reason to cancel airship designs worldwide.   

Both the Titanic and Hindenburg disasters had the effect of 

steering the public into a transportation system that would require 

and consume expensive processed petroleum fuels in place of 

cheaper alternatives such as coal.    

Today we need to take note: None of these changes in 

transportation mechanisms were a result of our human capabilities.  

None of these trends demonstrated the expected mechanisms we 

would have built, especially considering the progress in engineering, 

manufacturing, metallurgy and science that was achieved during the 

era.     

 The Titanic and Hindenburg consumed less and cheaper fuel 

than other transportation mechanisms.  Both stood in the way of Big 

Oilõs goal to establish newer (inferior) designs that depended upon 

refined petroleum to operate.  Thusly the motive behind the 

destruction of the Titanic and the Hindenburg was to solidify Big 

Oilõs dominance and maximise their profits. 
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Above: A drawing of the two pieces of Titanic from the bottom of her hull that came 
totally lose during her breakup on the surface.  Below: a constructed model revealing 
the double-layer construction of Titanicõs bilge.  Two of these came completely loose.  
Courtesy òTitanicõs Last Secretsó and https://tahmoh.artstation.com/ 
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Above: The Hindenburg disaster 6 May 1937 taken by Sam Shere at Lakehurst Naval 
Air Station. In reality this mooring òtoweró is only 20 ft. tall.   This is the best 
photograph 23 professional photographers were able to produce of the Hindenburg 
disaster.  Below: Note the actual size of the pylon that Hindenburg was going to dock 
to.   Courtesy:  Smithsonian Magazine 
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CHAPTER ONE 
 

 

 

 

   Memoirs of  Engineered Giants  
 

òBig Oily had to phase out steam.  Steam power was too 
revolutionary.  You donõt need petroleum.  You can make it 
with anything that will burn.ó         Kenneth M. Price, Jr. 

 

OW DO YOU think the Titanic and Hindenburg should be 

remembered?  Today we have jet planes that fly at 600 knots.  

That sounds good, but today we have virtually no alternatives for long 

distance travel.  We have come to depend on higher speeds so we can spend 

a few weeks in Hawaii or Bermuda.  That sounds ok, but over the past 

decades we have been restricted by our jobs to shortened vacation periods.   

We need to look up 

and understand what is 

going on.  We think we 

have a transportation 

system that is modern and 

high tech, but thatõs 

because we donõt know 

how much fuel it burns or the extent of the toxic compounds it emits.   Many 

would gasp upon learning that one airbus burns upwards of 60,000 gallons 

on a single transcontinental flight.   Look at us after 100 years of this: we are 

partners to a petroleum-powered transportation system that has no heart.   

H 
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How dependent are we when the cost of the fuel accounts for 30% 

of the cost of the fare and it is imported?  Why would a nation ever put into 

operation a system that created a trade imbalance just for the sake of higher 

speed?  We get to live faster but our country gets to implode sooner; it 

doesnõt make sense above the 3rd grade. 

What about this fuel dependence and the fact we are all held hostage 

to crude prices when we were HUMANLY CAPABLE of building a more 

fuel-efficient system all along?  And why does the government tolerate this 

corporatized industry we have come to depend on when they have 

demonstrated zero respect for our health and environment?   

The transportation mechanisms we have now: were they built to 

help raise the average personõs standard of living, or were they built this way 

for imposing a system that holds every human being in bondage to the oil 

industry?    

Coal And Steam Power 

Jump back to 1912 
when the world was 
using coal as a fuel.  
Coal was scooped out 
of the ground and used 
as is.  100 years later 
weõre using a system 
that requires processed 
petroleum fuel which 
must be refined in 
refineries, stored in 
gigantic-sized tanks and 
transported through endless pipelines.  The coal system never required these 
things.  The coal issue was a larger issue than we ever realized because it was 
never just a coal system; it was a steam system and steam is an efficient way 
to harness power from anything that will burn.  This means that the power 
systems we had back then could run on whatever fuels were cheap, abundant 
and locally available, and the people were never held hostage to world crude 
prices.   
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The zenith of coal power arrived in 1912 when the Titanic was 

launched.  She was the second of three Olympic class ships which were built 

to herald in a new era in steamship passenger travel.  It appeared that 

passenger safety at sea had been mastered and was now even comfortable.  

Much of it was due to the genius and reliability of steam power.  But as you 

know, the voyage from Ireland to New York didnõt go as planned.   

 

Hydrogen and Anti-gravity 

The hydrogen 

issue was also a larger 

issue than we realized 

because it was never 

just a lift system but 

an efficient fuel 

system as well.  A 

zenith for the 

development of 

hydrogen anti-gravity 

arrived twenty-five 

years after Titanic 

when the Hindenburg was launched.  She was the second of two Graf-

Zeppelin class ships.  Their successful and dual performances during 1936 

greatly impressed even the sceptics.  Once again it appeared that travel 

across vast oceans had surely been mastered.   

Air travel now included awe-inspiring views from òshipsó which 

floated in the air above the seas.  Hydrogen antigravity had been 

demonstrated to be safe and reliable for nine years.   

But as you know the voyage from Germany to New Jersey didnõt go 

as planned.  And thusly the era of the Titanic and Hindenburg became an 

emotional ride between being awe-inspired and being tragically 

disappointed.  Titanic was supposed to have been totally safe.  She was not 

only the largest passenger ship that ever put to sea; she had 16 watertight 

compartments that put her in a class above every other ship afloat.  Her 

The Hindenburg rests on the turn-a-round in 
Friedrichshafen Courtesy: Pinterest 
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added size allowed her to carry more passengers making it possible for the 

first time to provide 3rd Class cabins, kitchens and eating halls.   

The fuel that Hindenburg consumed on a trans-Atlantic flight 

amounted to less than 25% of her available payload.  She crossed the 

Atlantic 34 times in 1936 with no mishaps and she was a one-off prototype!!  

She was nearly as long as the Titanic that was in reality a 7 million 

cubic foot òpointed bombó.  

When she cruised low and 

majestically above the crowds 

it made for a breath-taking 

sight.       

Both the Titanic and 

Hindenburg were amazing 

engineering marvels when 

they made their debuts!  The 

princess ship was powered by 

two triple-expansion steam 

engines coupled with one 

center turbine which ran off 

the discharge steam from the 

two piston engines.  This 

revolutionary 3 screw 

arrangement made the 

Olympic class vessels the 

most fuel- efficient steam 

powered ships of their day.  

The airshipõs revolutionary 

design utilized diesel engines 

for her forward propulsion, 

and since she was equipped with hydrogen-filled òanti-gravityó gas bags that 

were tucked within a streamlined shape, she was fully lifted at rest.  

Therefore, the only power necessary to propel her was just that needed to 

move her forward on a cushion of air.  Hindenburgõs design was twenty 

times more fuel efficient than the best flying machine of her day.   

The dining room aboard the Hindenburg 

     Third Class dining room aboard the Titanic. 
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In both trials, we got the opposite of what was expected.  Both 

produced news that smashed our dreams into pieces.  In each case the stories 

that got printed mainly demonstrated mankindõs failure to properly design 

and operate public transportation mechanisms that were supposed to be 

built on sound engineering principles garnished with experience.    

The Titanic sinking shook the public to the bone, delivering the 

message that it was still dangerous to cross an ocean even in the modern 

age.  The people didnõt think to notice that this perceived òfearó cleared the 

way for an even more dangerous form of transportation to come into vogue: 

winged flying machines that crashed about every other time they took off.   

The Titanic incident helped these flimsy designs look reputable in an era 

when they were not.  The fact was and still is today: crossing the ocean had 

in fact been made completely safe.   

The Hindenburg burning dashed our hopes while at the same time 

making us fearful of hydrogen.  The message delivered was somber; it was 

still very dangerous to fly even using the most modern design because it 

could explode from just a small mishap.  Then her fiery destruction gave 

way to photographs and newsreels of an incineration of people and 

materials.  These were exploited in movie houses for decades with the 

message that hydrogen gas is extremely volatile and non-controllable.  Fact: 

the Hindenburg was safe.  A small spark could never have caused her to be 

set ablaze.  She had been brought down by a deliberate act of sabotage.   

I should add that such a deliberate act such as firing an incendiary 

bullet into the frame would have brought down any type of aircraft.  Even 

still this one aviation òfailureó cost the world a more efficient form of air 

transportation and the use of an effective form of anti-gravitation.  After the 

burning of the Hindenburg, our transatlantic transportation system was 

methodically steered away from coal-powered steamship and rail and into 

petroleum-powered air travel that consumes expensive liquid fuel.   

 

 

Dining Room on Hindenburg 



Kenneth M. Price, Jr. 

6 
 

Remembered As Failures From Stories That Are 
False. 

But now there are many glaring contradictions coming plainly into 

view.  One of them is the fact that all vessels, except military, have gravitated 

back to super-engineered piston engines.  These modernized piston engines 

have lots of electronic fuel controls, but they can only run on expensive 

processed petroleum fuels.  The engines may be slightly more fuel efficient 

but the fuel cost itself is much higher.   Another contradiction comes into 

view with the Hindenburg design being discarded for flimsy flying 

mechanisms that still crash and burn, and yet consume approximately 10 

times as much petroleum fuel. 

We should give credence to the fact that when the 52,000 ton Titanic 

steamed across the Atlantic at 22 knots using raw coal as fuel it was a more 

amazing feat than the re-designs of today, regardless of what time-period it 

was.  All we have done, in both cases, is redesign an already great mechanism 

into a more complicated one, and unfortunately one that is more dependent 

on expensive petroleum fuel.  Americans have been had.  

The destructions of the Titanic and Hindenburg thus became 

defining moments in the evolution and modernization of the worldõs 

transportation mechanisms.  In retrospect, Titanicõs sinking was perfectly 

timed to initiate the decline and eventual phase-out of passenger travel by 

steamship.  Hindenburgõs destruction marked the worldõs abrupt end of the 

use of hydrogen as a lifting gas for fuel-efficient air travel.  

So how did it come to pass that the Titanic and Hindenburg, both 

extraordinarily comfortable and fuel efficient means of travel, came to be 

remembered as engineering failures when the true facts about them 

document that they were the safest and most fuel-efficient means of 

transportation in their day?  Was their fuel efficiency too high to fit the crude 

oil industryõs objectives? 
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We are the ones who live with the transportation mechanisms that 

we are allowed.  We can learn how to drive and fly, and we make the best of 

it.  I am not here to complain but merely to ask who are they who determined for 

us what types of mechanisms we get to choose from?  This is an especially important 

question today because we are currently being held hostage to the price of 

crude which is monopolized.   

 

Latest Evidence  

 Today the entwined roles of the Titanic and the Hindenburg have 

finally come into plain view through mind-blowing evidence recently 

discovered.   This evidence combined with renewed analysis provides the 

acid test of the whether their stories are in fact true or not.  Both fail it 

miserably.   But this should come as no surprise as the explanations for both 

tragedies have been from the very beginning based on causes that were not 

only erroneous but physically impossible to duplicate.   

You will soon see the drawings of gigantic chunks of reinforced steel 

as discovered in 2005 that were somehow torn completely loose from the 

bottom of Titanicõs hull.    Today the proper application of science and 

engineering as it pertains to the newly discovered pieces is invaluable. The 

new information allows us to finally solve the mysteries of the Titanic.  To 

solve the mystery of the Hindenburg we have enough scientific evidence to 

definitively prove that she was not set afire by a spark from lighting or static 

electricity.  Also included is a òsmoking gunó report as to who set her ablaze 

and how they did it that few people have seen.  With this new information, 

combined with the truth of what sank the Titanic, we can finally put to rest 

what happened to the Hindenburg. 

Today, after a review of the performance of these two ingenious 

human-engineered transports, we can clearly see that it was a corporate 

agenda, and not an engineering or safety issue that led to the demise of coal 

powered steamships and locomotives.  Later the same kind of de-evolution 

occurred when they removed electric powered mass transit systems.  The 

result is we are now almost totally dependent on petroleum-hungry piston 

engines in our trucks and cars.   
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The demise of the Titanic and Hindenburg were very much a part 

of a bankster Big Oily agenda.  It began with finding ways to process crude 

oil and gasses into every imaginable product that was possible to produce 

from it.   This research led to the classification of numerous petroleum-

based fuels, solvents, processing chemicals and feed stocks.  Then it 

explored every use within industry, transportation, government 

municipalities and national defense mechanisms.   It all seemed so 

revolutionary that so many products could be made from petroleum that we 

forgot we were embracing a toxic future.   This is worth noting since the 

same petroleum products are in use today. 

You will soon understand why the Titanic and Hindenburg were and 

are very much a part of the energy situation the world is faced with today.  

This is relevant information today as you can garner from our nationõs 20 

trillion-dollar debt, weõve been massively ripped off.  Promises that were 

made never came true and it was not because it was the peopleõs fault.  The 

people designed and the people built, and lives were lost and sacrifices were 

made.  The people deserved the fruits of the Titanic and Hindenburg.    

Unfortunately, virtually every superior transportation mechanism 

has been taken away because all the better mechanisms would have resulted 

in reduced petroleum consumption. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



TITANIC AND HINDENBURG  
 

9 
 

 

 

CHAPTER TWO 
 

 

Blown Up Steamships  

 

òThey saw this ship as so fast it could outrun any submarine. They saw it as 
being so immense, so well built, so safe, and so well equipped with lifeboats in 
the wake of the Titanic disaster that even if it were hit by a torpedo, no one 
imagined this thing actually sinking.ó Eric Larson, òThe Last Crossing of the 
Lusitaniaó. 

 

TOP AND CONSIDER the above description of a Captainõs 

supposed attitude leading up  to the Lusitania sinking; a disaster 

of epic proportions which took place just three years after the Titanic 

supposedly struck an iceberg and sank.  Now we have a captain who is ten 

times more defiant; seemingly willing to attempt to outrun planes and 

torpedoes with a ship full of people!   

In Titanicõs case, 1523 people are lost.  In this case, 1,195 passengers 

are lost.  Titanic goes down from an iceberg because she was speeding.  

Lusitania was going at top speed but it wasnõt fast enough!   

S 
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Lusitaniaõs skipper was able to get away with the loss of over a 

thousand people and yet maintain a cavalier attitude.  How was this possible 

when in reality it was a slaughter of passengers?  Now, since this story is 

reading much like a script perhaps itõs time to have our existing picture of 

the Titanic òsinking by accidentó expanded into a fuller picture.  As it turns 

out, the full picture must include the entire spectrum of coal-powered 

steamship losses during the òTitanicó era, because the losses were massive. 

When the Titanic went down people did not know that her sinking 

would become one of many coal powered steamships during the next seven 

years.  Thanks to people who can find records and summarize research, we 

now have a compilation of all of the ships that were sunk during World War 

1.  Now we know of all the òTitanicsó that once plied the oceans from April 

15, 1912 when Titanic sank up until Jan 13, 1919 when the war ended.  From 

this, we see an alarming 

number of cases where these 

ships were sunk while carrying 

passengers or soldiers.    

Most people know the 

story about the Lusitaniaõs 

sinking, which got the 

upcoming war with Germany 

into high gear.  And many 

people know about the 

Battleship Maine, which blew 

up in Havana Harbor, helping 

to lead the US into the Spanish 

American War in 1898.  Both of these ship losses were reported as having 

occurred as a result of massive òexplosionsó.  The attempted explanations 

for these explosions have caused endless controversy ever since.  

To say coal powered steamships were a target during World War 1 

would be a major understatement as throughout the war the ongoing orders 

were to sink them at every opportunity.    And even though these ships 

officially went down while serving as either a hospital or troop carrier during 

wartime, they did in fact all end up being sent to the bottom of the sea.  

The result?  By the end of the Titanic era the public were without the coal-

USS Battleship Maine, 1897  Courtesy: Library 
of Congress 
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powered ships they had used before to connect with every major continent 

in comfort and safety.   

Couple this knowledge with the latest wreckage from the Titanic and 

youõve got yourself a major revelation as it indicates she too was blown apart 

with high powered explosives, as were warships of her time.   Since a dive 

to her wreckage in 2005, the known damages done to Titanicõs hull bottom 

are so severe a new breakup scenario had to be developed.   

For this the New York City College of Marine Forensics was 

brought in as they are the official spokespeople for the Titanic sinking. In 

2012 they developed the latest scenario of her sinking.  Their new version 

rendered every version of her sinking written beforehand as erroneous! That 

includes the 1997 òstern broke offó scenario in the Titanic movie.  

Today, few people know that every theory they have seen on TV 

about the sinking of the Titanic has been thrown out by the new rulings of 

the New York City College.  If they did many would demand better answers 

concerning Titanicõs actual demise. So let us now turn our attention to 

Titanicõs òsistersó; the coal-powered passenger steamships of the era.   

 

Steamships Sunk During Titanicõs Era:  1912-1919 

First we will look at World War 1: The list is of steamships that were 

serving either as Hospital Ships or Troop Transport Carriers at the time they 

were attacked.  This was generally without warning.  They often sank within 

15 to 30 minutes of being struck. 

1.  1914   Austria-Hungary 2,000 Tons SS Baron Gautsch  While carrying 

  passengers struck a mine on August 13 and sank off Istria.  177 lives lost.  

2.  1915   UK 32,000 Tons  RMS Lusitania   While carrying passengers was

  torpedoed by U-20 on May 7.   1,198 out of 1,900 were lost.  

3.  1915   UK 11,000 Tons  HMT Royal Edward While carrying troops on 
  August 13, 1915 was torpedoed resulting in 937 lost. 

4.  1915   UK   7,100 Tons  SS Marquette While carrying troops was torpedoed in
  the Aegean Sea on October 23 with a loss of 167.          
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5.  1915   France  2,000 Tons  Le Calvados ð While serving as a troopship was
  torpedoed near Marseille on November 4 with a loss of 740 lives.          
6.  1915   Italy 8,200 Tons  Ancona ð While carrying passengers was torpedoed
  on November 8 in the Gulf of Cagliar.  206 people were lost.        
7.  1915   UK   2,000 Tons  HMHS Anglia  ð While serving as a hospital ship 
 struck a mine.  134 people were lost.             
8.   1915  UK  8,000 Tons  Persia torpedoed killing 343.                      
9.  1916  Italy 412 Tons  HS Marechiaro hosp.ship struck a mine, 200 lost.                                                   
10. 1916  France  1600 Tons  SS Sussex ð torpedoed, 100 people lost.                       
11. 1916  Russia  5600 Tons  HS Portugal hospital ship torpedoed 90 lost.                                                
12. 1916  Italy 7800 Tons  Principe Umberto torpedoed killing 1,926.                
13. 1916  Italy 2100 Tons  Letimbro shelled and torpedoed; lost: 236.                 
14. 1916  France  15,000 Tons  SS Gallia torpedoed; loss of 1,338.                             
16. 1916  UK  52,000 Tons  HMHS Britannic  hospital ship struck a mine and
  was torpedoed. 30 people died.                                                   
17. 1916  Italy 15,000 Tons  Brindisi  sunk by a mine, 840 were lost.                      
18. 1916  UK  12,500 Tons  SS Maloja sunk by mine, 155 lost.                  
19. 1917  UK  11,000 Tons  HMT Cameronia   torpedoed, 210 lost.       
20. 1917  UK  4200 Tons  SS Mendi struck and cut almost in half by SS Darro
  resulting in a loss of 646.                                  
21. 1917  UK  14,000 Tons  SS Ivernia torpedoed,  loss of 120.                 
22. 1917  Italy   4,000 Tons  SS Minas torpedoed, 870 lost.                                             
23. 1917  UK 6,300 Tons  HMHS L anfranc torpedoed   22 lost.                                 
24. 1917  UK 8,600 Tons  SS California torpedoed 41 lost.                        
25. 1917  UK  2,000 Tons  HMHS Donegal torpedoed , 40 lost.                                 
26. 1917  UK  14,400 Tons  SS Transylvania   412 people lost.                   
27. 1917  UK 15,000 Tons  SS Laurentic struck two mines 354 lost.                          
28. 1917  France  3,000 Tons  Medjerda torpedoed, 344 casualties.            
29. 1917  UK 8,000 Tons  SS Arcadian  torpedoed, 279 lost.                     
30. 1917  France    5,600 Tons  SS Sequana torpedoed,  207 lost.                                
31. 1917  France    5,600 Tons  SS Admiral Magon torpedoed, 203 lost.                  
32. 1917  UK   7,700 Tons  HMHS Salta  hospital ship struck mine,  79  lost.                                                                                                   
33. 1917  Italy Tonnage unknown  SS Perseo torpedoed, 227 lost.                          
34. 1917  UK  6,500 Tons  SS Eloby torpedoed, 156 lost.                             
35. 1917  UK  9,600 Tons  HMT Aragon , torpedoed, 610 lost.                                     
36. 1918  Italy 8,300 Tons  SS Verona  torpedoed, 880 lost.                        
37. 1918  Austria-Hungary 3,800 Tons  SS Linz struck a mine, 1,003 lost.                 
38. 1918  France  9,400 Tons  SS Sant Anna  torpedoed, 605 lost.                     
39. 1918  Austria-Hungary 2,300 Tons  SS Euterpe torpedoed  555 lost.                  
40. 1918  UK  2,700 Tons  RMS Leinster   torpedoed  500 lost.                     
41. 1918  France  3,700 Tons  SS Djemnah   torpedoed  435 lost.                     
42. 1918  France  1,700 Tons  SS Balkan torpedoed  417 lost.                         
43. 1918  Japan 8,500 Tons  SS Hirano Maru  torpedoed,  292 lost.                        
44. 1918  Italy 3,000 Tons  SS Tripoli torpedoed, 268 were lost.                    
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45. 1918  Canada 10,600 Tons HMHS Llandovery Castle torpedoed, 230 lost.                  
46. 1918  Austria-Hungary Tonnage ?  SS Bregenz  torpedoed,    234 lost.               
47. 1918  UK    1,800 Tons  HMS Louvain  torpedoed  224 lost.                    
48. 1918  UK  14,400 Tons  SS Tuscania torpedoed, 210 lost.                   
49. 1918  UK    6,800 Tons  HMHS Glenart Castle hospital ship, torpedoed, 
 162 lost.                                             
50. 1918  UK  7,700 Tons  HMAT Warilda  hospital ship torpedoed,123  lost.         
51. 1918  France  4,500 Tons  SS Pampa  torpedoed, 117 lost.                        
52. 1918  UK  9,500 Tons  RMS Moldavia  torpedoed, 56 lost.                     
53. 1918  US 33,000 Tons  USS President Lincoln  torpedoed, 26 lost.            54. 
1919  France  4,300 Tons  SS Chaouia struck a mine, 476 lost. 

       Total: 429,000 Tons Total commercial shipping lost. 

 

Review Of Steamships Lost During WW1 

 

I apologize for the long list but thereõs no better way to understand 

the numbers.  Now hereõs another figure: the numbers of all of the ships, 

military and civilian, which were 

lost.  According to records, by the 

time World War 1 was over it had 

consumed 12,467,626 GRT of 

Allied Shipping!    

   

 Hold on! What did you just 

read?  Just the losses in iron metal 

were astronomical.  Weõre talking 25 

trillion pounds of smelted and 

worked iron that was sent to the 

bottom of the ocean as a total loss!   

Donõt you ever wonder why we 

humans destroy so much of our 

hard-earned stuff?  I do.   The actual figures tallied from WW1 ship 

destructions boggles the mind.  

From the list, losses in civilians and soldiers, while sailing on 

converted passenger liners, came to a total of 6,392 casualties.  This is a low 

This drawing reveals the fact that 
watertight compartments were nothing 
new, but were in fact pretty much 
standard.  Courtesy: Scientific American 
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figure considering that the Lusitania and the Principe Umberto sinkings 

account for almost half of the total losses.  Even more so, considering the 

amount of total tonnage lost, such low loss rates seem extremely unlikely.

         

 For example, if I used the Lusitania as a typical example, with her 

tonnage of a 34,000 and her losses of 1,100 people, and applied that same 

ratio to 430,000 tons of total ships lost, the number would calculate to losses 

of 13,911 people.  Another oddity is the fact that the Lusitania was one of 

the safest ships afloat as she had 12 watertight compartments.  Yet she ended 

up performing about the worst by sinking the fastest in 18 minutes, losing 

half of her passengers.   

Also troubling was the total number of soldiers who went down at 

sea before they ever reached European shores.  This is a very difficult figure 

to obtain.  And yet thereõs still much more to the story.  Yes, the numbers 

of steamships serving as troop transport carriers and hospital ships that 

were torpedoed or hit naval mines is hard to believe.  However, it is the 

lack of mercy for passengers, wounded and commercial crew members, lost 

in great numbers, which bothers me the most.     

         

 Were the times really so callous or were coal powered steamships 

burdened with an unjust destiny?  From the numbers above it is now known 

that both of these were in full swing.  Submarine captains were charged with 

sinking the enemyõs ships, and so as it turned out, neither troop carriers, 

passenger ships carrying passengers or hospital ships were given any 

warnings prior to being torpedoed.  What transpired were unmitigated 

disasters at sea for many innocent and helpless people.  

 

The Odd Case Of The Sinking Of The Lusitania 

As the public has heard countless testimony about the supposed 

òunsinkableó Titanic with her 16 separate and watertight compartments they 

are oblivious to the 12 watertight compartments and doors of the Lusitania. 

According to Wikipedia: òthere were some problems with the watertight doors that 

separated the coal bunkers from the boilersó.  This may have been a bad enough 

flaw to allow the Lusitania to sink over time, but the watertight doors to the 



TITANIC AND HINDENBURG  
 

15 
 

twelve major sections should have dramatically slowed the process.   

         

 This is what supposedly happened: First she was torpedoed by a 

German U-boat, and as the story continues:  òthen a second, unexplained, internal 

explosion, likely munitions she was carrying, sent her to the seabed in 18 minutes, with the deaths 

of 1,198 passengers and crewó. 

So what did happen here?  My guess is that the watertight doors were 

never deployed.  I am also suspicious of the 2nd explosion.  If the 

ammunitions she was carrying did explode, why didnõt they explode along 

with the torpedo warhead detonation?  Looks like a planned demolition.

  

The Odd Case of the Britannic Sinking 

Owing to the supposed hull failure of Titanic, her younger sister 

Britannic was beefed up along her sides above the bilge.  Before she left dry-

dock extra frames were added to her sides where the hull turned upward, 

thus giving Britannic a double hull that continued part way up her sides.  

This increased the stiffness of the hull in resisting twisting and bending.  But 

here again, we got an outcome that was eerily similar to Lusitania. 

òOn the morning of 21 November 1916 HMHS Britannic was shaken 
by an explosion caused by a naval mine near the Greek island of Kea and foundered 
55 minutes later, killing 30 people.ó  Wikipedia 

Thank goodness most of the doctors, nurses and wounded got off 

the ship into 35 lifeboats that stayed afloat until they were rescued.  But why 

did the Lusitania and Britannic sink so fast, when both of them were 

equipped with watertight compartments and doors that should have allowed 

them to stay afloat for hours or days, rather than to founder in 18 to 55 

minutes?  By the way, recent dives to the wreck of the Britannic revealed 

that her watertight doors were never deployed into the downward position. 
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More Oddities About Steamship Losses 

The way in which the 

worldõs steam powered passenger 

carriers were confiscated and 

placed into war is another story 

worth reviewing.   For example: if 

you were a passenger shipping 

company during this era you would 

likely have several of your fastest 

vessels seized and commandeered 

by the British, American, Italian, 

French or Austro Hungarian 

governments.  The seizure of your vessel, whether it was a brand new luxury 

steamliner or 20 year old one nearing the end of its service, meant it would 

probably never serve as a passenger ship again.  When they were converted 

to troop carriers or hospital ships, not only were the cabins and contents 

gutted, but the ship itself was likely sent to the bottom as her final reward 

for service during wartime.      

         

 The aforementioned tabulation documents that transatlantic 

passenger ocean liners were prime targets for destruction during the era 

following the Titanic.   It documents one of the underlying objectives of 

World War 1 was to dramatically reduce the number of passenger 

steamships which ran off coal.  And as the banksters and Big Oily went on 

to replace them with oil burning designs rather than coal burning ones, they   

forced us to re-finance and re-build to the exact specifications they desired. 

 

Steamships Lost During WW2 

 Now on to the second round; WW2.  Here the list of steam 

powered ships that were sunk while serving either as a hospital ship, troop 

transport carrier, POW transport or passenger transport is 49 pages long 

(Wikipedia). Most noteworthy:  The losses in steam-powered vessels 

eclipsed those of World War 1 by a factor of 3 or more.  But what is even 

more alarming is that the modus operandi of WW1 was carried over as the 

An example of hospital ship òdazzleó 
painting.  Courtesy: Burnel Pool, 1919. 
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modus operandi during WW2, as if the world had learned nothing from the 

previous war other than how to get a lot of young men and women drowned. 

        

 Whereas the underlying narrative of steamship losses during World 

War 1 was to demolish the coal burning steamships, in World War 2 the 

narrative switched to demolish the oil-burning steamships.  As I have 

stated the use of steam power makes any powered mechanism a target of 

Big Oily for the simple 

fact that steam can be 

created by burning 

anything that is 

burnable.  Now, in 

post-World War 1 days, 

though most ships had 

been converted to 

burning oil instead of 

coal, the majority of 

these modernized 

steamships were 

equipped with turbines.  The combination of steam and turbines scared the 

oil gooks it is the most efficient electrical generation package we have 

developed to date.  Today, the most efficient power plants burn coal and 

use a steam turbine system.  

One example of a passenger steamship that was made an obvious 

target for premature destruction.  Launched in 1932, the French-built SS 

Normandy, was the largest ship in the world and for the next five years.  She 

was   the first liner to exceed 1000 feet in length; the first liner to exceed 

80,000 tons and  the largest turbo-electric powered liner.  She was the first 

to make a 30 knot eastbound Atlantic crossing. Her power consisted of 4 

steam turbines that were all connected to electric drives.  Turbines could be 

shut down and the power requirement re-routed from just one or two.  

The SS Normandy was too efficient for Big Oily!  So the U. S. 

confiscated and converted her to a troop ship and in the process managed 

to catch her on fire at the dock.  In fighting the fire they flooded and 

capsized her. She never sailed again.  It was a colossal waste of one of the 

most efficient passenger carrying mechanisms ever constructed!  

The SS Normandie  Courtesy: Wikipedia 
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The amount of iron and ships sent to the bottom during World Wars 

1 and 2 has been tabulated in terms of lost tonnage.   The number of soldiers, 

prisoners, wounded and those who administered to wounded have been 

tabulated as well.   Time and time again they were sent out into harmõs way, 

thus what happened to soldiers and citizens in World War 1 happened to 

them again in World War 2.    

Summary of WW2 Shipping Losses 

Allied Tonnage sunk: 15,619,853 GRT               

No. of passengers lost on ships sunk at sea: 34,336.        

Passenger ships lost: 174.        

  

Bankster/Big Oily òModus Operandió In A Nutshell:   

 Why re-write the script from WW1 to WW2 when you can just 

reuse the same one?  First: Presidents of major shipping and passenger 

liners announce plans for newer and bigger ships that will provide the public 

more speed and luxury than ever before.  Second: Ship construction begins 

in several countries.  3.  Newspapers report the progress and hype the 

competition.  4. Pride and ambition envelopes the industrialized nations. 5. 

Celebrations are held as new ships are launched amidst much fanfare and 

publicity. 6. The ships go off on their maiden voyages setting records and 

receiving awards and notoriety.  7.  People start to believe a new òGolden 

Ageó has dawned and begin making future plans to travel. 8. War breaks 

out, the ships are commandeered into service by Great Britain and the U.S. 

for military purposes. Axis ships in Allies ports are impounded, seized, 

name-changed and put back into service as troop carriers or hospital ships.  

9. The vast majority of these ships are sent to the bottom of the seas 

along with thousands of people who were along as passengers. 

         

 Yes, we unwittingly sent our most valuable òtreasuresó out on the 

high seas and into peril, over and over again, but those who planned the war 

and profited off it are the sole ones to blame.    Bankster/Big Oily did it by 

taking advantage of our trust and patriotism.  In the process, without 

noticing it, we lost our most fuel efficient ships! 
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CHAPTER THREE 
 

 

 

Airships of  the Era and Today  

 

 

 

HE UNCOVERING of the facts leading to the possession of 

the truth about the 

Hindenburg burning reveals she 

was as large a threat to Big Oily 

as was the coal-burning Titanic.  

On the night the Hindenburg 

was burned the media presented 

a story that had been conceived 

and constructed to cement the 

serious lies the public accepted 

and still believe to this day.  

From the very outset of the 

Hindenburg burning the major 

newspapers all had the same 

spin.  Sounds very typical of 

todayõs news. 

T 

The Hindenburg disaster May 6, 1937  at 
Lakehurst Naval Air Station. As you can see the 
ship is burning.  An explosion would send 
smoke and debris laterally as well as upward.  
Courtesy: Smithsonian Magazine 
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Hindenburgõs òExplosionó Issue Vs. The Real Issue 

      Unawares to the public, in this case the media cover-up forces 

joined Big Oily to keep hydrogen and anti-gravity technology out of the 

transportation picture.  Toward this end they had been instructed to lead the 

public off on the wrong track from square one, and they did this by 

exclaiming that the Hindenburg had òexplodedó, when in fact, hydrogen gas, 

by itself, can neither burn nor explode.   

     The Baltimore News stated: Hindenburg Explodes!  100 Dead!  

The Philadelphia Press ran: òHindenburg Blast Kills 35!ó  The truth is, these 

were such poor descriptions of what actually transpired, when the 

Hindenburg was in fact set on fire and burned, they incriminate the media. 

     There should have been a few in the radio and newspaper ranks who 

used words like burned, raged, roared, became incinerated, etc.  More 

incrimination comes in the censored pictures that were selected and released 

to the public media.  If you study them you can clearly see the Hindenburg 

did not explode and at no time was there a blast.  A more believable story is 

that the Big Oily òassassinsó created a theatrical stage in which to 

demonstrate that hydrogen was inherently òexplosiveó.  They even managed 

to make the public believe that hydrogen is more dangerous than petroleum-

filled tanks with explosive vapors like gasoline!  They deliberately mislabeled 

the cleanest-burning energy on earth as unmanageable.   

     As with steamships, airships were not a desirable component of 

future transportation mechanisms of the future by Big Oily.  It took a plan 

to take them out.  First, during the 25 year era of òTitanburgó, it called for 

eliminating all mechanisms that moved people too cheaply.  In its place it 

installed piston-powered flying machines powered with expensive high 

octane aviation fuel instead of moving people with cheap coal.  Second, in 

1955 they instructed the FFA to turn up airspeeds as the industry switched 

from piston-powered airliners to turbine powered jets.  This allowed them 

to inflate the fuel consumption figures to the point it depicted turbine 

engines as fuel hogs which consumed even more fuel than piston engines!   

Today jet engine manufacturers are heavily regulated by the government.  

This allows them to conduct deceptive tactics within the entire industry.   
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Plots To Discredit Airship Development 

In 1937 something had to be done.  War was coming. The war 

planners knew that just one Hindenburg-sized airship could have carried 50 

times the payload of one B-17 

using the same amount of fuel, 

and, could have flown all the way 

from the United States to 

Germany without stopping!  That 

statistic more than scared the war 

planners and oil gooks.     

  The public did not know 

it but sinister plans had been 

underway to de-rail airship 

development since the end of 

World War 1.  That is why during 

the testing of newly-built airship 

designs, almost every prototype that America and Britain built suffered a 

serious accident.  In most cases there were far too many people aboard 

during test flights resulting in unnecessary large numbers of casualties.  

These accidents were further played up by the media to portray airships as 

dangerous and that hydrogen was explosive.   

In several cases lives were lost because of risky test procedures that 

should never have been carried out in the first place.  Remember, these were 

all one-offs or prototypes.  Still, voyages of airships all too often ended in 

disaster because they started out in poor weather conditions, even on their 

maiden voyage.   

In the case of British R 101, after years of design developments 

which encompassed serious changes throughout construction, at the most 

crucial hour her promoters behaved as if a specific launch date was the most 

important achievement on earth. For the dumbest of reasons they let R 101 

head out into 50 knot winds on a maiden voyage with 50 passengers.   Whatõs 

going on here, I thought to myself?  Why was such a revolutionary form of 

air transportation being handled in such a bumbling fashion?   

USS Macon.  Both it and the Akron carried 
5 Sparrowhawks, a light biplane fighter 
aircraft of the United States Navy.  
Courtesy: Pinterest 
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If somebody was in fact trying to sabotage airship development in 

the United States and Great Britain, what was their reason?  The answer lies 

in the òmodernó jet-powered airline industry.   When we look closely at what 

the Titanic and the Hindenburg have been replaced with: petroleum-burning 

diesel cruise ships and fuel-hungry planes that drop from the sky the minute 

they lose power, the insanity of our existing transportation system is vividly 

revealed. In the final debate, the designs utilized by the public are tolerated 

solely because there are no alternatives, and the fact is they are built to 

consume massive amounts of petroleum.  Thus there is no reason to explain 

their existence other than for the gargantuan profits of Big Oily. 

Today, our steamships and airships from the golden era of Titanic 

and Hindenburg are hardly remembered.  This is especially sad when you 

consider that the public never endorsed the new designs or the scrapping of 

the existing ones.  Todayõs researcher will quickly find that in actuality there 

were numerous scientists and engineers who resisted phasing out steam and 

hydrogen to the bitter end.  However, being outnumbered and out-funded 

by the financiers of the international oil empire only got them either being 

ignored, defunded or gotten rid of.   

Bankster money and corporate greed destroyed coal-powered 

steamships and trains.  Later it destroyed the hydrogen-assisted airships.  As 

a result, the publicõs safety above or on the seas since the days of these 

engineering marvels has been squandered. The supposed òmodernizedó 

designs we got stuck with only expose extreme deception and control of the 

infrastructure.  It is now a documented fact that the public never got better 

safety standards at sea. As youõll soon see, ships are still having accidents 

and sinking.  And guess what?  The public never got better safety standards 

in the air either.  Planes still use flammable petroleum and manage to 

incinerate hundreds of people every year in horrible crashes.    

 

òModernó Jet Travel 

You would hardly know it, but the digression to fuel-hogging air 

travel began when our best transportation mechanisms, the luxurious Mail 

Steamers of Great Britain, France, Italy and Austro-Hungary became targets 

of the Rothschild-funded war-mongering plans that were brought to bear 
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on the world in 1912.  And moving onward during the 25 year golden era of 

the Titanic and Hindenburg they stuck the public with expensive air travel 

for crossing seas and long 

distances.   

Had we been allowed 

the continued use and 

development of airships, 

moderate-speed aircraft, high-

speed electric rail systems and 

efficient ocean going ships, our 

transportation to foreign lands would have been made safer, more exciting 

and more efficient.  Instead, the worldõs most prized and affordable 

steamships were sunk, damaged, blown up, horribly mismanaged and 

prematurely phased out, leaving us with Big Oilyõs chosen modes; cars and 

jet planes.  Now you can see that the Titanic loss was just one of many.  

Note, today passenger transportation by a steamship is virtually 

nonexistent.  Todayõs cruise ships use reciprocating diesel engines and have 

fuel costs in excess of $100,000 daily.  Their biggest shortfall, however, is 

that they only take you out for a cruise and back.   

And so for all of our hard work and ingenuity, today the public pays 

grand homage to Big Oily.  And this is every time we drive in our gasoline-

piston powered cars or fly through the air.  Still, we are not any safer than 

when we traveled 100 years ago.  

What have we got?  Letõs look at Los Angeles International Airport:  

In 2012 there were roughly 600,000 flights which provided travel for 

63,000,000 passengers.  If each flight consumed about half the fuel tank 

capacity, or 20,000 gallons, this would equate to 12,000,000,000 gallons 

consumed in 2012.  Thatõs 15 billion gallons from just one airport.  The 

average airport is 5 billion gallons per year.  No wonder the United States 

has built up such a large trade deficit! 

 

 

       Airbus 380 courtesy Atkins Global 

Company 
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What Is The Fuel Efficiency Of An Airliner? 

They claim that the fuel efficiency of an airliner works out to be 

from 25 to 90 miles per gallon per passenger.  This seems pretty good until 

you stop to ponder the fact that it is 2018, meaning this kind of fuel mileage 

is below a Model T in 1908 if it had three or more people riding in it.   

Of course, the modern jet saves us time.  They tell us to revere it 

and feel lucky, as if the òjet ageó was something of which to be proud.  Then 

again, I could be driving a recreational vehicle with six passengers, a bed to 

lie down in, a space to walk and stand around in, a dinette table to eat at, a 

restroom to keep me comfortable and a kitchen to prepare myself a real 

meal in.  And I could boast that I get 75 miles per gallon per passenger.   

And that may sound good, but we know modern recreational 

vehicles are not efficient forms of transportation owing to their large V-8 

engines and blunt shapes.  We get sold on the airlinerõs poor efficiency 

because it saves us time.  The sad fact is, there are no other options for most 

travel distances over 500 miles.      

        

 Today it is claimed that a jumbo-sized jet consumes 30,000 to 50,000 

gal. of fuel during transcontinental flights while carrying 100,000 lbs. of 

passengers and cargo.  The lower figure represents a fuel weight of 240,000 

lb. which is 2½ times the weight of the cargo.  I find this statistic to be 

outrageous because it means 2 ½ times the cargo weight is simply dead 

weight that never reaches its destination!    

         

 Consider also that it takes a good percentage of this fuel just to lift 

all of it off the runway and power up to 35,000 feet elevation.  And again, 

weõre not done with the full analyses.  According to the industryõs very own 

figures, on longer flights the ratio of fuel weight to cargo rate increases 

dramatically for the extra weights carried, reaching as high as 9:1!  That 

means that nine times as much weight of fuel as cargo is lifted and carried 

but never reaches its destination.       

         

 But the story gets worse!  Since 1928 we have had a design that could 

carry 200,000 lb. of cargo at a rate of 200 gal per hour.  It used hydrogen gas 

anti-gravity technology to negate its weight and thus cross the Atlantic.  I 
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realize that it did take longer than it does by modern jet.  It  took the 

Hindenburg approximately 50 hours to travel 4000 miles from 

Friedrichshafen, Germany to Lakehurst, NJ, but she only consumed 10,000 

gallons of fuel.  This represents 70,000 lb. This means she carried cargo that 

was three times the weight of her fuel.  If she had seats to carry as many 

passengers as she could haul, she could have hauled 1,000 people!   

         

 This would only require 10 gallons of fuel per person for a 

transcontinental flight!  Now letõs try the Jet:  50,000 gallons of fuel divided 

by 500 passengers equates to 100 gallons of fuel per person on a 

transcontinental flight which is 10 times more than the Hindenburg 

consumed in 1936 and everybody had a cabin.  Clearly, gas anti-gravity was 

the way to move a lot of people or cargo a long distance through the air.  

And weõre still not done.     

    

Fuel Figures Do Not Add Up! 

    The jet industry may not look like a monopoly but the fuel it 

consumes is definitely controlled by a monopoly.  Now hereõs the 

controversy:  the amount of fuel that these modern behemoths carry is so 

large there is no room within the airplane to carry it.  So they tell us that 

most of the fuel is carried within the wings.  Want a good mystery?  To date, 

I have not been able to confirm that airliners do in fact have fuel tanks in 

their wings.           

         

 Letõs take Airbus as the most recent example of fuel performance 

and claims.  Today their engineers tell us that an Airbus 380 holds 625,000 

total pounds of jet fuel and that 250,000 lb. of it is stored in each wing. Might 

I reiterate that the wings of a jet are a cantilever?  They are only supported 

at one end and they are supposed to hold up 250,000 additional pounds?  

How could such a lightweight airplane wing be so incredibly strong?    

         

 I have watched movies at the Airbus manufacturing plant showing 

them supposedly stress testing the wings, and I say supposedly because they 

bend them upwards to 19õ of deflection!!  Now they do all this deflection 

testing but they do not fill the wings with fuel or any liquid to properly mimic 
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the test!    Also worrisome; they treat these wings as though they would 

never deflect downward, such as when landing (or slamming down against 

the runway).        

         

 If these planes do not have fuel tanks in their wings, then these 

planes have never been able to carry the volumes they have claimed.  And if 

you look at the videos that are available today, when you hear them claiming 

they put fuel right into the wing structure itself with no sponges and no 

liners it is obvious that fuel is not being put there.  This means the modern 

jet engine may not consume nearly as much fuel as they say!    

         

 What if they have simply been inflating the fuel figures in order to 

garnish customer sympathy, thus to cover the false reason for such high 

prices and little space?  What if in actuality the airline industry is making 

more profit than the public ever dreamed?  What if the airline industry and 

Big Oily are one corporate conglomerate?      

         

 If youõve ever heard the false threat òoil shortageó you know itõs time 

to consider that the reason they gave us this transportation system in the 

first place was for the purpose of fleecing us to the max.   Now it appears 

that the airline industry is only consuming 1/10th or less of the amount of 

fuel it claims!  This would make the existing system look somewhat logical!  

          

 Instead of pumping in and charging for 50,000 gallons of expensive 

jet fuel, what if their fuel scam is actually running like this:  

1. The fuel truck pumps in 1,000 gal.  
2. The oil company charges the airline company for 10,000 gal.  
3. The airline company charges the flight for 50,000 gal.   
 
    If the goal of Big Oily was to increase petroleum profits, here is a 

scheme that would surely keep everyone happy.  If for nothing else, the fact 

that they donõt use airships confirms our existing system is, by Big Oilyõs 

choice, a century behind our current capabilities.  Today, the worldwide 

consumption of jet fuel is nearly 80,000,000,000 gallons per year.  (Using an 

average price of $5.21 per gallon it computes to over $400,000,000,000 per 

year!)  This is a home run for Big Oily. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
 

 

Setting the Stage for Myths  
 

òWhat I am trying to get at is this:  One or two of the shipõs officers of 
the Titanic say that after the collision with the iceberg they used the 
Morse signals and rockets for attracting help, and that while they were 
using these rockets, and displaying the Morse signals they saw lights 
ahead, or saw lights that could not have been over 5 miles from the 
Titanic.ó   William Alden Smith 

 

 
OR SEVERAL DECADES of discussion both of these 

remarkable engineering prototypes have been shrouded by false 

analyses regarding the cause and scope of their òfailuresó leading to an 

abundance of misconceptions.  In order to obtain the truth about the Titanic 

and the Hindenburg we must let go of them.  In the following example, you 

will see how a specific misconception was introduced on the first day of the 

Titanic Disaster Hearings:  

 

Titanicõs Safety Issue Verses The Real Issue 

In the Senate hearings held after her sinking the act of striking an 

iceberg was the accepted reason as to why the Titanic had sank.  But it was 

the òlack of lifeboatsó issue that was focused upon from the outset, and it 

was the reason settled upon as to why so many deaths had occurred.   A 

review of the trial proceedings indicates that this òreasonó was used as a ploy 

to make the lack-of-lifeboat issue appear more paramount than the fact the 

ship had sunk in the first place.   

F 
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Both the Senate Disaster Hearings and British Board of Trade 

Hearings Committees should have made more effort to determine how so 

much destruction to the shipõs hull had occurred.  Instead they made a major 

issue of the lifeboats.  This made a minor issue of the vesselõs damage.  

If you wanted to skirt 

around the scientific analyses of 

the sinking itself, you would 

want to avoid more discussion 

about the sinking.  Thus, even 

though the amount of damage 

the Titanic had received was 

catastrophic, they settled on a 

mild blow with an iceberg after 

minimal discussion. The 

vesselõs damage was thusly 

treated as a minor issue even 

though the most important 

lesson to be learned from the òaccidentó was the cause of the òaccidentó 

itself.   The main cause of the òaccidentó was the fact the ship had somehow 

punctured itself in five places.  How that happened was what needed to be 

learned from the accident.  We never did.  The fact that both hearing 

committees latched onto such a preposterous accident/problem scenario 

more than indicates the proceedings were rehearsed.     

         

 The result of the hearings supposedly led to stricter safety guidelines 

at sea.  After the sinking of the Titanic new maritime laws were passed that 

required every ship to carry enough lifeboats for every passenger and 

crewman aboard.   And the public got more life jackets and boats, but as 

you will see below, this is not the full extent of the safety issue.   

On the following pages are a list of some of the worst peacetime 

maritime accidents since the Titanic.  They reflect the results of the British 

Board of Tradeõs supposedly stricter safety regulations which were enacted 

in 1914.  Note that even foreign ships were designed and built in European 

shipyards with the remainder built in Russia, China and Japan, so their 

standards are comparable. 

An artistõs rendering of the sinking of the 
Titanic.  The 4th stack was just a vent. Courtesy 
National Geographic 
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1914 RMS Empress of Ireland 
was an ocean liner that sank in 
the Saint Lawrence River 
following a collision with the 
Norwegian freighter SS 
Storstad. Of the 1,477 people on 
board, 1,012 died.   

 

 

1921 SS Hong Moh was a 

Singaporean passenger ship that was 

wrecked on the White Rocks off 

Lamock Island, Swatow, on 3 March 

1921 with the loss of about 900 lives. 

 

No Photograph: 1927 The steamship Wusung ð  900 Japanese workers died when 

the steamship, bound for Kamchatka, sank off the Kuril Islands  

 1939 the prisoner transport ship Indigirka ran aground and rolled on its side in 

shallow water during a blizzard off the 

Japanese coast.  While most of the crew 

and passengers were rescued three days 

passed before a rescue of the trapped 

prisoners in the cargo holds could begin. 

672 of the prisoners died. 

 

 

 1949  Chinese steamer Taiping sank 

after a collision with another vessel in 

route to Taiwan leading to the deaths of 

over 1500 passengers and crew 

combined.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Blizzard
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  1954   Toya Maru Japanese 
passenger ferry sank in 
Typhoon Marie in the Tsugaru 
Strait between the Japanese 
islands of Hokkaido and 
Honshu. 1,153 people aboard 
were lost.   

 

 1966   Heraklion, a car ferry capsized 

and sank during a storm in the Aegean 

Sea. An unsecured vehicle damaged the 

loading door resulting in sea water 

entering the vessel. The sinking 

resulted in the death of 234 people out 

of 281 aboard. 

1970   NamYoung a South Korean ferry sank while carrying 338 people, 326 were 

lost. (no picture). 

 1980 the luxury liner Don Juan collided with an oil tanker Tacloban off Tablas 

Strait in Mindoro and sank 15 minutes later. The vessel had 1,004 passengers, 176 

were lost. 

1986 Shamia, the double deck river 

ferry, carrying about 1,000 people, 

capsized in the Meghna River 135 

miles (217 km) south of Dhaka in a 

storm. An estimated 500-600 people 

were lost. (no picture) 

 

 1987, Dona Paz, the ferry bound for Manila with more than its capacity of 

unlisted passengers collided with the oil tanker MT Vector in the Tablas Strait, 

near Marinduque. The resulting fire and 

sinking left an estimated 4,386 dead which 

included all but 24 of Doña Paz's 

passengers, and all but two of Vector's 

13-man crew.  
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 1994 Estonia, the Roll-on/roll -

off passenger ferry, sank in 

heavy seas. An investigation 

concluded that the failure of 

the bow visor door allowed 

water from the Baltic Sea to 

enter the ship. 852 people were 

lost; 137 survived. 

 

 1996 Bukoba, the 
overloaded ferry sank on 21 
May 1996 on Lake Victoria, 
Tanzania. It is estimated that 
800 people died in the 
sinking.  

 

As you can see, the value of additional lifeboats has been of little 

help.  Thatõs because when ships start to fill with water they roll over.  Often 

they were the result of human error such as ships colliding, and, being in 

rough sea conditions with poor ship designs.  It should be pointed out to 

the banks and ship builders that the numbers of deaths which have occurred 

during the 20th century are shameful.   The fact is we have cheap vessels 

and they have to stick to a schedule even when sea conditions are bad.  This 

is the result of corporations trying to maximize profits.   

The cold truth is modern passenger ships are less safe at sea today 

than the Titanic was back in 1912.  A major reason is because modern 

passenger ships have less hull-depth underwater and more decks above the 

water.  As a result, if they take on a small amount of water from a leak, 

collision, ramming or grounding, they begin to heel very quickly.  And once 

they begin to heel, they canõt deploy any lifeboats from the higher side. 
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A Look at Recent Performances: 

 In 2012, the brand new 

Costa Concordia cruise ship 

suffered a catastrophic failure 

when it scraped a rock while site-

see steaming off the coast of 

Italy.  As it turned out, it was only 

by a stroke of luck that the ship 

was blown toward shore where 

she grounded.  If she had leaked 

just a little more water into the 

hull before she came upon rocks, she would have rolled completely over and 

trapped most of the occupants inside.    

The 2012 brand new Costa Concordia carried over 4,000 people 

who were domiciled in a top-heavy òluxury hoteló.  It looked like it belonged 

on shore atop a solid foundation, not out on an open ocean in the wind.   

Her 13 decks produced a structure with so much wind-age that an electric 

powered dynamic water-ballast system needed to be in operation always to 

keep her safely upright.  This is just one more thing that can malfunction on 

these òmodernizedó cruise ships.   

The blame was put squarely on the Captain.  The public were told 

that he had steered the vessel too close to shore allowing it to strike a 

submerged rock.  And this was certainly true, but nothing was noted about 

how quickly the vessel became disabled from a relatively minor collision 

with the bottom. This almost became a disaster of epic proportions. 

In 2014 the Korean Ferry 

Sewol, another top-heavy 

passenger carrier, did exactly what 

the Costa Concordia came within 

minutes of doing when she heeled 

over, took on water, then rolled 

completely upside down.  Several 

hundred people were trapped 

within Sewolõs upturned hull and died.  

Costa Concordia   Courtesy; Wikipedia 

      Sewol Ferry   Courtesy; Wikipedia 
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In Sewolõs case the explanation for capsize was the captainõs order 

to turn too sharp.  What did you just read?  òTurning too sharp can cause a vessel 

to capsize?, Are you serious!ó You could put the Titanic hard over at top speed 

and she would never tip over.  What is going on with such a flimsy 

explanation for such a catastrophic human disaster?  Might the real cause of 

the capsizing have been the result of a problem with the shipõs dynamic 

water ballast system? Note: I have been unable to confirm my suspicions, as 

it is nearly impossible to find out any information on the industryõs use of 

dynamic ballast.    

Having been built in a European shipyard the Sewol was comparable 

to the ships we travel in today, thus her loss confirms that passengers are 

still not safe at sea today.  If youõre planning on taking a cruise you should 

be aware that if the main power plant on one of these modern cruise ships 

suffers a fire and shuts down, the vessel is in danger of rolling over, 

especially if their backup generators are not activated.  In these cases, the 

auxiliary power generation is applied first to the balancing system and rarely 

to the sewage, air-conditioning or refrigeration systems of these cruising 

behemoths.  It is most critical that auxiliary power be directed to the 

electrically powered dynamic water ballast system.   

    If you think such situations are not happening then consider that 

there have been 79 cruise ship fires during the period between 1999 and 

2011.  This is a statistic the cruise ship companies donõt want you to know, 

since in most of the cases the fires involved the main engines, and this led 

to a shutdown of the main generators.  If this doesnõt scare you, then you 

have total faith that electronic micro-processors will keep you from 

drowning.   

    In stark comparison, the Titanic had a hull built like a military battle 

cruiser, and more importantly, she would not roll over even if she had taken 

on a significant amount of water.  Her performance as compared to the 

flimsy top-heavy cruise ships of today documents that she was in fact a much 

safer ship than the cruise ships we have now.    

     In retrospect we see that protecting passengers at sea, in reality, had 

little to do with the number of lifeboats and much to do with the 

construction and design of the ships.  Cruise ships that are built today are of 
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a much lower quality than was the Titanic as they break apart easily and roll 

over when they take on water.  Thusly the tragedy of the Titanic did not 

pave the way for stricter safety standards but provided a smokescreen for 

inferior passenger ship designs by highlighting the number of lifeboats.   

    Today shipyards are producing the flimsiest sea-going ships of all 

time, that are carrying more people than ever before, that easily roll over 

when holed and no one seems alarmed!   Now you understand the 

importance of the truth about the Titanic and the Hindenburg!  
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CHAPTER FIVE 
 

 

 

The Fatal Collision Never Described  

 

Smith: òWas there a noise?ó 
Lightoller:  òVery little.ó 
Smith: òDid you go back to your room under the impression that 
the boat had not been injured?ó 
Lightoller:  òYes, Sir.ó 

 

HE STORY OF the Titanic encompasses many life lessons and 

her tragic sinking has had a marked effect on the human 

population.   She was an example of scientific achievement lacking in morale 

guidance.  And she was an example of new technology being misused by 

human greed.   Or was it human ingenuity being misguided by money?  Or 

was it simply a lesson in how peopleõs aspirations can be smashed suddenly 

by tragedy?   In truth, none of these intangibles had anything to do with the 

sinking of Titanic.  Put such thoughts aside if you want to really solve the 

case.         

         

 On the next page is the official drawings from the New York College 

of Marine Forensics that they published in 2012.   You must understand first 

that these people are the òauthoritiesó in the mainstream media and 

numerous Titanic-related organizations that exist worldwide.  Therefore, it 

is worth reading their revised statements as to her sinking before we go any 

further.   Note that according to the New York City College of Marine 

Forensics the Titanic did not sink according to any of the previous 

conclusions.  This means that all key parts of the previous Titanic stories 

have been incorrect up until 2012.   Yes, you read that correctly. 

T 
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As you can see, the revised sinking of the Titanic is nothing like the 

1997 movie.  The fact is, since 2005 when the two bottom hull pieces were 

found, the existing theories as to how the Titanic broke apart as she sank 

were obviously incorrect. The fact is the òTitanicó movie and all the books 

and movies have been based on erroneous parameters should now be 

considered as 90% fiction.   The public still thinks the 1997 Hollywood 

movie remake is an accurate depiction because they do not know a new 

theory has been advanced by the New York College of Marine Forensics.  
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And this is true for all the other movie depictions made before it.   All 

documentaries made since 2012 

must attempt to explain how five 

fully-separated hull pieces ended up 

on the bottom of the Atlantic ½ 

mile apart.  This means they must 

explain how they all separated at or 

near the surface!   Thatõs gonna be 

tough! 

Letõs go back to the first 

serious problem with the Titanic 

story.  As it currently is written the 

largest and most well-built 

passenger liner ever built went 

down in just 2 hours and 40 

minutes after striking an iceberg in 

the middle of the North Atlantic Ocean on a clear night with calm seas.   

These are all accepted facts regarding the current story.  If it is true however, 

this piece of information alone presents another huge enigma in the story 

and that is: such a large vessel could not sink in such a short amount of 

time.   

From the guidelines of the British Board of Trade of 1894 it stated 

that a standard steam ship of her day, with fewer watertight compartments 

than Titanic was equipped with, took a minimum of five hours to sink after 

suffering a major collision.  Now if an even more modern vessel like the 

Titanic sank in 2 2/ 3 hours instead of five hours that should indicate that she 

suffered even more massive damage to her hull than a serious collision with 

another vessel.  Yet few onboard the Titanic felt any collision.  Those who 

did described it as mild.  And this is even though she was supposedly 

steaming at 22 plus knots when she ripped a gouge in herself 275 feet long.   

From the testimonies of the United States Senate Investigation 

Hearings that were published in 1994 I did not find any testimony that 

described the supposed impact as loud, lurching or serious.  In each case, 

those who testified described the moment of contact with the object they 

This photo reveals the two major hull 
pieces that make up the wreckage of 
Titanic are 2,200 ft. apart.  Courtesy: 
National Geographic 



Kenneth M. Price, Jr. 

38 
 

supposedly struck as hardly noticeable.  How did they ever get this story to 

fly?   

Unfortunately, the press sold out the public on this issue by not 

questioning the many implausible and abnormal statements made during the 

hearings.   As a result, during both the hearings held in the United States 

and later in Great Britain, there was not one person, crew, officer or survivor 

testify that they had heard or felt anything more than an ambiguous rumble, 

grinding sound or vibration.  And, as the court hearings proceeded, witnesses 

were further allowed to describe the collision in a post tense, such as òthe jolt 

must have wakened me up!ó   

In the other cases, where the person was admittedly awake and alert 

at the precise moment of 11:40 PM of the night of April 14th, they were only 

able to state, that if they felt it at all, they barely felt it.  This is all they were 

willing or able to describe from a collision with a solid object the size of a 

mountain top that had claimed 1,523 lives!  Further testimony from the 

sailing crew officers revealed that people in the Third-Class section did not 

have any idea that there had been a collision.  They did not know there was 

a problem with the ship until the very last moment when it was too late.   

     Without a doubt, if more people who researched the Titanic tragedy 

in the past had started their investigation by reading the transcripts of the 

Senate Investigative hearings held shortly after the accident, they would have 

solved the matter long ago.  

 

The Story Gets Worse; The Real Lifeboats Issue 

     Here is another key piece of truth regarding what really happened to 

the passengers aboard the Titanic who did not make it aboard a lifeboat.  

The story given was hoaxed from the beginning thanks to newspaper stories 

exclaiming that Titanicõs women and children had been put aboard lifeboats 

first.  But this in fact was not what happened.   

     As passengers were taken aboard the rescue vessel Carpathia, 

Captain Arthur Henry Rostron made sure that accurate counts of every life 

boat and occupant rescued from the Titanic were conducted and recorded.   
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Such details, available to us today, allow us to illuminate the lifeboat issues 

concerning Titanicõs sinking and they reveal that there were 156 women and 

children who never got into a lifeboat.  And yet the story was and still is just 

as the papers reported: òWomen and children first was the order on Titanicó.     

     Captain Rostronõs records reveal that women and children were not 

put aboard the lifeboats first but rather 1st and 2nd Class of every gender and 

age were put aboard lifeboats first.  In fact, most of the 3rd Class Passengers 

and Crew of the Titanic were never even allowed to come up on deck before 

all the lifeboats were loaded by Titanicõs sailing crew and launched.  And 

they never bothered to sound a general alarm! 

 

No General Alarm?   

As I read through a copy of the U.S. Senate Investigative Hearings 

on the Titanic which was compiled and put into print by author Tom Kuntz 

in 1994 I unexpectedly witnessed a dark side in Senator William Smithõs 

questions.  It was during his interrogation of Titanicõs Second Officer, 

Charles Lightoller, when much conversation took place concerning the 

number of lifeboats, types of passengers, who went into them, loading 

capacity of lifeboats verses floating capacity, etc.  Then there was more 

conversation about women and children, and the fact that none of the 

lifeboats were being filled to capacity as they were being lowered away into 

the ocean.    

Continuing with the testimony were many positive comments made 

by Lightoller about how the passengers were kept calm so as not to cause 

any kind of disorderly conduct.  And then a bomb-drop occurred.  1st Officer 

Lightoller had gotten to the part about the way the 3rd Class passengers were 

so quiet because there had not been any alarms sounded.   Right there, 

he admitted that no alarm of any kind was ever sounded.   

An alarm bell would have alerted the Third-Class passengers, who 

were locked below, that they were in danger.  This was a dark moment for 

the officers in that courtroom who had survived the Titanic sinking.  But 

look what happened next:  At this point in the questioning Senator Smith 
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chose to go to a different subject.  Iõll get to that more in a moment.  What 

he should have said is: 

òWHAT!!!!  You mean these people never even had a chance to jump over the 

side and grab a piece of wreckage!!!!  You placed proper order above helpless peopleõs lives, 

people who would be carried down beneath the dark waves trapped in their cabins below, 

not knowing what had even happened!!!!  You put women and children through such terror 

and rescued full grown men instead?ó 

But he didnõt say this at all.  The admission of the total abandonment 

of 1,523 people below decks was a revelation that should have rocked the 

entire courtroom into a stunned silence followed by rage.  But it was at this 

very moment, that Senator Smith diverted the subject matter with this next 

question:  

    òAfter this impact, did you hear any explosion of any kind?ó 

 
And in doing this he deliberately diverted the attention from helpless 

passengers, who were abandoned and left to sink, to the subject of an impact 

and possible explosion with an iceberg.  I have never seen clearer evidence 

of a scripted, predetermined investigation. 

The court-room accepted story of the demise of the Titanic, when 

analyzed, requires us to accept that on the night of April 14, 1912, all the 

Sailing Crew Officers of the Titanic, unanimously deemed that the lives of 

the lower-class people were not even worthy of an alarm bell sounding 

before the ship went down.  These are the facts from the testimony and 

these are the actions that were subsequently sanctioned by the court.  Now 

hold on for this!  The reason such a complete abandonment of the 

passengers was accepted by the court was thusly explained: òThe officers 

of the sailing crew of Titanic did not sound an alarm bell because they 

were worried the 3rd Class passengers might begin to act disorderly.ó   

A general alarm would have awakened the sleeping 3rd Class sections.  

None of the Officers of the sailing crew ever activated one yet their actions 

were subsequently accepted by both congressional disaster committees in 

the United States and England.  Such an incredible admission should have 

been heard around the world but it was never heard.  The disaster hearings 

merely covered up the real cause of the sinking of the Titanic.  
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Normally some of the men would involuntarily have tried to help 

some of the hapless women and children but in this case, no one helped.  

This was a glaring violation of sea training and normal protocol.  It was 

accepted because it had to be accepted; no other explanation makes sense.  

I invite you to read òThe Titanic Disaster Hearingsó by Tom Kuntz.  

This is where researchers trying to solve the mysteries of the Titanic should 

focus their work - not on rivets, metallurgy and over-confidence.  How had 

it been possible that all the trained professional officers of the Titanic would 

go along in unison, even though what each decided to do was to commit an 

immoral act and abandon 1,523 hapless women, children and crewmen who 

were trapped below?  

From the above discussion, we know the events happened because 

of much more than coincidence.  This and the unwillingness of any surviving 

officer to describe a crashing blow or sound of any significance revealed 

that:  If the ship struck an iceberg at all, it just barely did so.  This leaves us 

with the most likely explanation for the failure of any witness to describe a 

serious impact with an iceberg: there wasnõt a serious impact.   

     When such acts are non-existent, meaning they never happened, 

planted witnesses are instructed not to attempt to accurately describe them.  

That is because multiple people canõt describe the same thing the same way 

if they never saw it.  And that is the reason during the hearings that witnesses 

produced non-quantitative answers to all questions pertaining to an 

òimpactó.  Any attempt at a detailed description by any of the òwitnessesó 

would have led to a conflict of details.  Therefore, they left out the facts, the 

This drawing shows five compartments are breached. This would require a gash 
in the side nearly 300 feet long!    Courtesy: Angelfire.com 
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courts accepted ambiguous answers and a whitewash was performed that 

changed history.    

  

An Impossible Scenario; 300 Feet Of Damage Below 
The Waterline 

     One particular Titanic anomaly that has been whitewashed to a 

brilliant shine is the case of the 300-foot-long gash.  Not one Titanic 

historian disputes the fact that to sink the Titanic by striking her starboard 

bow into an iceberg it would have had to occur at just the right angle such 

that five of her sixteen watertight compartments were punctured.  For this 

to occur the Titanic would have had to receive damage along nearly 300 ft. 

of her hull beginning near the bow.   

     Secondly, to let in water at a fast-enough rate to sink her in 160 

minutes the width of the gash would have needed to be ¾ inch.  This would 

make the total area of the ¾ inch long gash equate to a total surface area of 

20 square ft.  This number came from an earlier analysis of the Titanicõs 

sinking - that this was the minimum sized hole in her hull that would sink 

her in 160 minutes.  

     Thirdly, since five compartments supposedly flooded at the same 

time then five compartments each needed to receive a minimum size hole 

of 4 square feet.   This sounds like a most unlikely scenario but you need to 

hang on for more!   

     Nobody has ever answered the question as to how the ship could 

have stayed in crashing contact with another floating object for 300 linear 

feet.   If the Titanic was traveling at 20 knots and the gash is 300 feet long, 

then her hull would have needed to stay in contact with the iceberg for 8.8 

seconds.   

     Hang on!  It is physically impossible for two floating objects to 

remain firmly pushing against each other without the pressure between them 

lessening when they are both floating freely in a bath of water.  As far as we 

know, the Titanic was not on a set of rails, neither was the iceberg grounded 

to the bottom of the ocean.   
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     The notion that these two 

floating objects could maintain 

pressure between themselves, during a 

glancing blow, for eight plus seconds of 

time, is right up there with Oswald 

using a bolt action rifle, with a scope, to 

aim and fire 3 times in 7 seconds, with 

perfect aim even though he was a poor 

marksman.  But this is the only 

alternative.  If five compartments were 

not ruptured, then the bow of the 

Titanic would never have filled with 

enough water to settle low enough 

below the tops of the forward 

watertight doors, and she would have 

remained afloat.   

     The troubling aspects of the 

òdamage to 300 feet of steeló continue:  Titanicõs Fourth Officer, Joseph 

Groves Boxhall, testified that he was walking on the deck at the time, but the 

incident did not even interrupt his walk.   Hang on, what does he ask us to indulge?  

A steel ship received a 300-foot-long gash across ıó thick steel plate without 

himself being jarred or hearing the sound of 300 feet of ½ inch plate steel 

screeching and scraping?  It would have turned the vesselõs hull into a 

gigantic, very badly tuned cello.        

 

     Onward With The Iceberg Story 

From the very opening of the Titanic òicebergó story there are 

innumerable problems.  First the ship had 15 watertight doors providing 16 

watertight sections which made her nearly impossible to sink, yet she went 

down in record-breaking time.  Second was the near-impossible-to-believe 

immoral performance of the officers, most of who had survived.   Thirdly 

was a courtroom full of professional lawyers who chose to act ignorant of 

the British Admiralty law, Constitutional law and Common law.     

Watertight doors just before being 
installed into the Titanic.     
Courtesy: Brighthub.com 
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Well, it wasnõt easy to cover all the paradoxes of this case.  For example, 

the odds of a brand-new ocean liner, on her maiden (trial) voyage, with four 

watchmen on duty at the time, hitting an iceberg, on a clear night that causes 

her to sink are virtually zero.  Yet where were the reporters and investigators 

who would normally have been on the lookout for a baloney story to cover 

an insurance scam?   The courtroomõs act of simply excusing the liner 

company from negligence should have been picked up by dozens of legal 

firms serving their deceased clients.  And if they were really deceased, why 

werenõt wrongful death suits filed by the rich heirs who had lost loved ones?  

Why did they allow this investigation to proceed forward based on such an 

improbable possibility?   For more information on this subject see Chapter 

19 under the heading The Most Unsettled Parts of the Titanic.   

     Some of the trial members could have also looked over the shipõs 

drawings that discussed the engineering stresses that Titanic was designed 

to withstand.  These design parameters included: able to withstand stresses of 

being supported by one large wave at mid-ships and/or two large waves supporting her at 

the bow and stern, while at the same time being subjected to twisting, and while underway 

at 25 knots into possible storms with 100 foot swells.  But they proceeded with the 

story that an iceberg had sent the Titanic to the bottom, faster than four 

naval torpedoes could have (they would have only damaged 4 

compartments).  And today, for the most part, we have all come to believe 

an impossible story as though it is fact.  Itõs time to expose this false story 

for what it is. 

 

    The Titanic From A Criminal Perspective 

 

     The truth about the Titanic is on the threshold of a breakthrough 

since her anomalies today are even more preposterous than they were back 

then.  All the logic you have learned about so far must be ignored by the 

press or the story is doomed.  And the fact that so many factions are 

involved implicates major media, the press, Hollywood, big banks and the 

criminal organization that demolished the Titanic in the original charade.   
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     There have been many who approached solving the mysteries of the 

accident from an engineering perspective, and, there have been many who 

approached its innumerable, unexplainable incidents and conflictions from 

a human-error perspective.   Considering the latest pieces of information 

that have become available to us it is time to investigate and solve the tragedy 

from a criminal perspective.  This means finding the persons responsible for 

the intentional destruction of the Titanic.   

     In the mind of a normal human the concept of a planned destruction 

of an ocean liner that included the deliberate drowning of over 1,520 

innocent humans is too revolting to be considered.   However, consider that 

there were about 266 killed in the Battleship Maine explosion and about 

1,250 killed aboard the Lusitania explosion, and that these are similar 

numbers to those lost aboard the Titanic.  Both events have been researched 

to yield that they were in fact false flag operations to give the United States 

a reason to go to war.  If it were proven that the Titanic was deliberately 

sunk that would mean that Titanicõs 3rd Class passengers were òselectedó as 

ones that were ònecessaryó to be lost such that the newspapers would get 

the necessary attention of the free world. 

The reconstructed wreck site of Titanicõs stern as it exists today.  Can you believe 
the damage!  Heavy iron parts, that never move once they land, are strewn far 
from the hull where they shouldnõt be.   Courtesy: Ken Marshall, Reddit 
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     If the Titanic 

was destroyed for a 

false flag scenario, 

what was the hoped-

for reaction?  Was it to 

create a numbing 

effect regarding 

human lives lost 

making it easier for 

young men to sign up 

for war?  Was it to 

create trauma in the 

minds of people who were thinking about immigrating?  These are some of 

the true repercussions of her tragic loss that coincided with her timing.  

Remember though, it was the dawn of the aviation industry and the Big Oil 

òCrudelumsó had big plans for aviation fuel.  

 

    No Skeletons Have Been Found At The Wreck Of 
Titanic  

     You may be wondering why I inserted this topic at this juncture of 

the story.  This material has only recently come to light and it relates to the 

findings of the Ballard Expedition of 1985 and all deep-water dives that have 

been performed since.  The findings are so extraordinary that after reading 

them I am no longer positively sure that the missing 1,162 persons went 

down with the Titanic.  If  the ship never needed to hit an iceberg to be lost, 

why should having people turn up missing mean that they must actually have 

to drown? 

    The fact is, none of the dives to the wreck of the Titanic have ever 

spotted or recovered any human bones.  Instead, the closest thing to the 

confirmation of a human body having gone down with the Titanic is a set 

of pants and some decomposed rubber boots photographed lying on top of 

the mud. 

 It is believed that there are human bones underneath the soft layers 

of silt, but none have been dug up to date.   

Photograph of the only human remains discovered so 
far; a boot and some clothing lying on the sand covered 
with silt.  Thereõs so little here that it looks like it was 
staged! 
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Hereõs the official statement according to Wiki:  

òThe bodies of the passengers and crew once also lay in the debris field, but have since 
been entirely consumed by sea creatures, leaving only their shoes lying together in the 
mud. None have been dug up to dateó.  

Oh really?  None have been dug up to date?  I guess that must mean 

they havenõt done much digging yet.  Letõs see how much digging they have 

done:  Turns out Titanic òdigsó have been summarized in Wikipedia:    

In 1987 an expedition mounted by a consortium of American 
investors made 32 dives to Titanic using the submersible Nautile 
and brought ashore more than 1,800 objects. 

In 1991 a joint Russian-Canadian-American expedition using a 
research vessel plus two MIR submersibles with a crew of 130 
scientists and engineers, carried out 17 dives, spending over 140 
hours at the bottom, shooting 40,000 feet of IMAX film.  

In 1993 IFREMER and RMS Titanic Inc. returned and over the 
course of fifteen days made fifteen dives and recovered another 
800 artefacts. 

In 1993 and 1994 RMS Titanic Inc. carried out an intensive series 
of dives that led to the recovery of over 4,000 items. 

In 1996 RMS Titanic Inc. controversially attempted to raise a 
section of Titanic itself. 

In 1998 RMS Titanic Inc. successfully lifted a fragment called the 
"Big Piece" which is now on display at the Luxor Las Vegas. 

In 2000 RMS Titanic Inc. carried out 28 dives during which over 
800 artefacts were recovered, including the ship's engine 
telegraphs, perfume vials and watertight door gears.  

In 2003 the US National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration carried out two expeditions to Titanic. The stern 
section was specifically targeted for analysis.  

In 2004 the second expedition saw the return of Robert Ballard 
whose expedition spent 11 days on the wreck, carrying out 
high-resolution mapping including stereoscopic still imaging. 

In 2005: Two expeditions to the Titanic were made with James 
Cameron to film Last Mysteries of the Titanic.  
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In 2005 the expedition (Chatterton and Kohler) found 
previously unseen pieces of wreckage that led to the 
documentary Titanic's Final Moments: Missing Pieces. 

In 2004 and 2010 RMS Titanic Inc. mounted further expeditions   
when the first comprehensive map of the entire debris field was 
produced. Two autonomous underwater vehicles ran backwards 
and forwards across the 3 by 5-mile debris field, taking sonar 
scans and over 130,000 high-resolution images.  

And the number of bones found to date: 0  Considering all the 

excavations listed above, appears that the statement ònone have been dug 

up to dateó, or yet, is a gross understatement since it was made AFTER 

these expeditions had taken place.   Thereõs been more than enough digging 

to have uncovered some bones by now if any bodies had gone down with 

the Titanic.  There should be many lying just beneath a layer of silt, of which 

they have moved tons and tons of it around on the bottom.  Then there are 

the sonar scans, which would have located skeletons hidden beneath the silt.   

At this point it seems likely that they already dug up human bones 

and didnõt tell the public, or, there are no bones to dig up.  That leaves two 

possibilities: 

1. The bones really were completely consumed by sea creatures. 
2. There never were any bones to dig up. 

The latest comment by Robert Ballard concerning the lack of bones 

was that the calcium levels of the ocean at these depths is so low that all of 

the bones have now totally dissolved.  I tried to confirm this and found the 

subject of bone deterioration and preservation at a depth of 12,500 feet is 

very extensive and dependent on variables such as rate of silt deposition, etc.   

This makes the statement, òentirely consumedó impossible to validate 

simply because I do not possess the necessary information.   

Robert Ballard had stated earlier, after they had discovered Titanicõs 

wreckage, that someday they would find bodies that were still locked inside 

steel compartments such as the engine room.  It is doubtful that any sea 

creatures had access to the bodies there.  It is also pertinent to note that 

many organic materials like paper and cloth have been brought up and are 

even now on display at the Luxor replica pyramid hotel in Las Vegas.  The 

existence of these organic artifacts, being in such good condition today, 
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indicates microbes that were down there did not consume everything that 

was organic.   

It is even more pertinent that by knowing what they have recovered 

that we also know that divers went into various compartments of the ship 

and opened virtually every box that looked like it contained something of 

value.  And judging by the amount of excavation and the fact that no bones, 

teeth, fillings, wrist watches, diamond rings, etc. have been admitted to being 

found, I no longer believe the part of the story where 1,523 people went 

down with the Titanic.  Iõm not sure anyone went down with this ship. 

     As a side note to this topic, there is a document published in the 

Vintage News, dated Feb 2017 that of the 330 bodies recovered by the vessel 

McKay-Bennett, 140 were tossed back into the sea.  Adding to this, the four 

to six bodies supposedly buried at sea from the Carpathia, leaves us a figure 

of only 1,383 bodies that were supposedly left aboard the Titanic.  Their 

clothing alone should be strewn all about the wreck site, not just one boot.   

 

This Could Reveal Another Sinister Scheme 

With the figures we currently have now we know that only 330-140, 

or 190 drowned bodies actually had to be produced in order to sell the story 

the way it exists.  The public only had to be told that the missing 1,523 

people, give or take a few, had gone down with the Titanic or been cast 

overboard.   The fact is, this number just about fits the number of 3rd Class 

people who were aboard and below decks.   Perhaps they were simply 

removed from the ship after the lifeboats had been loaded with 1st and 2nd 

Class passengers, then taken to another unknown ship.  This is a very 

effective way to abscond with people and is a tactic still very much in use 

today.    

Weõve already got deaths from the òaccidentó.  The kidnapping of 

innocent souls would yet still make matters even worse.   What would they 

have done with them?  A major red flag is the loss of 56 children which was 

50% of the children who were aboard.  Another red flag is the loss of 108 

women.  Both of these were high ticket items within the international slave 
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market that was in effect at the time.  For some clues as to where they went 

missing read this:  

 òA notorious slave market for captured Russian and Persian slaves 
was centered in the Khanate of Khiva from the 17th to the 19th 
century.  During the first half of the 19th century alone, some one 
million Persians, as well as an unknown number of Russians, were 
enslaved and transported to Central Asian khanates. When the 
Russian troops took Khiva in 1898 there were 29,300 Persian slaves, 
captured by Turkoman raiders.  According of Josef Wolff (Report of 
1843ð1845) the population of the Khanate of Bukhara was 1,200,000, 
of whom 200,000 were Persian slaves.  At the beginning of the 20th 
century Chechens and Ingush kept Russian captives as slaves or in 
slave-like conditions in the mountains of the northern Caucasus.ó 
Wiki: 

     It is not my intent to name Russia as the most likely place where 

Titanicõs abductees were taken as it is just one example of places where it 

would be possible to disappear 1,302 witnesses, and, capitalize on whatever 

profit could be made in the process.   Thatõs the way these planners of 

destruction and death think.   And so it is possible that some of these missing 

passengers got free and perhaps wrote accounts of their misadventure.  This 

would be an important discovery! 

 

The Path To Truth   

 If you have made it this far then you are a more open-minded 

person than most and willing to forget something that you learned before as 

pure fact. So letõs start this story anew from here.    

 It is April 17th, 1912.  Itõs been almost 3 days since you heard the 

Titanic had sent out a distress call saying that she had struck an iceberg.  

Today you reach the street corner and pick up a newspaper.  Plastered across 

the front page is the announcement that the Titanic sank and that more than 

1,500 people went down with her.  

 Wow!  What a double whammy!  Yes, you had heard earlier in the 

week that the Titanic had struck an iceberg.  Later you had heard the ship 

was being towed.  You read one newspaper that said all the passengers were 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Russians
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Persian_people
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Khanate_of_Khiva
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Turkmen_people
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chechen_people
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ingush_people
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Caucasus


TITANIC AND HINDENBURG  
 

51 
 

safe.  Now three days have gone by and you find out she sank days ago with 

1,523 people aboard!  What an absurdity!  But you donõt realize it because 

you are in shock. 

  At this point your rationale about what might have caused such a 

huge loss of life is being skewed for the fact that it happened three days ago. 

Youõve now gone into a state of mourning thinking the ship has already been 

underwater for days!  The iceberg must be real.  The ruse has thus taken 

roost in your mind.  

This is the way they snuck in the colossal number of deaths, when 

in fact they only had 190 dead bodies to show for it.    

   Three days have already gone by.  Earlier, you might have 

wondered what were the most likely causes of a large sturdy ship to sink so 

fast that no other ships could reach her in time.   You would likely have 

considered the ways such a severe blow could have really been dealt to such 

a great ship.  But since three days have gone by with the notion of the Titanic 

having struck an iceberg, you have accepted the iceberg and your brain has 

been partly disabled without you even knowing it.  And thus you forget to 

consider a more probable scenario, such as that the Titanic:  

1.  Was rammed or T-boned by another ship.  

2.  Was torpedoed by a submarine or foreign naval vessel.  

3.  Struck a naval mine which exploded. 

4.  Was hidden or stolen in order to collect on insurance and/or
  the value of the cargo that was lost.   

5.  Was stolen by pirates or another rogue country. 

6.  Was a deliberate false flag like the Battleship Maine.   

 

My guess is that if an iceberg had not been pre-selected then it would 

not have even been on the list of possibilities.   It is now obvious why the 

disaster hearing committees didnõt give people much time to rationalize.  

This was a key slight-of-hand to get the iceberg scenario accepted, and it was 

done at the beginning of the story when the story was not even a tragedy.  

The courtrooms skipped over it, and thus none of the more plausible 

theories were considered.      



Kenneth M. Price, Jr. 

52 
 

     But we already knew the public were misled because we now know 

that the biggest story of all about the Titanic is the fact that 156 women and 

children never had a chance to get near a lifeboat.   The fact is that women 

and children were not rescued first.  Somehow these glaring contradictions 

in justice and seamanship were glossed over.  Had they been questioned the 

public would have had some chance at getting the truth. 

Truth Doesnõt Come Via TV 

In December of 2015 the History Channel in conjunction with 

National Geographic aired a special about recent discoveries made to the 

wreck of the Titanic.  You can watch this special on YouTube and it is well 

worth it.   

Right from the 

start the Titanic 

investigative scientists and 

oceanographers are all in 

total agreement that the 

Titanic sank from hitting 

an iceberg.  They go on to 

devote an entire show to 

finding and mapping all 

the pieces that came loose 

from the Titanic as she 

split into pieces and sank.  

There is so much mapping 

and detailing it is boring to tears.  Then, toward the end, the narrator explains 

how the severed forward section of Titanicõs hull went into a spin as it was 

sinking.  And here they speed up the film to make it look like the Titanicõs 

forward hull is spinning so fast that large steel parts of her deck and 

superstructure are thrown off by the centrifugal forces.  A 500-foot-long 

shipõs hull spinning around as if water has no resistance; I have never had 

such a good laugh in my life! 

   In another recent History Channel presentation, the òexpertó 

starts out by first asking the audience, in a deeply concerned tone, òHow 

Above: The òBig Pieceó as it is displayed at the 
Luxor Hotel in Las Vegas.  Courtesy: 
JoseAurelioTitanic85 
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could such a massive ship have received so much damage?ó And then he 

says, òWell, of course we know that the Titanic hit an iceberg and sank.ó   

   From now on you will notice how they always start with the 

Titanic having sunk from hitting an iceberg as established fact.  Then watch 

how they go on to act like they are performing an honest investigation.  This 

solidifies it in our minds as if the iceberg story really happened.  It works 

every time.   

   What Might Have Really Happened?   

   First, we consider the fact the British Board and Trade had 

deemed and written into their own maritime safety laws that it was virtually 

impossible for a ship the size of the Titanic to sink in under 5 hours.  Thus, 

from the very outset with the knowledge that the Titanic had sunk in just 2 
2/ 3 hours, the investigation should have considered the most probable 

causes.  These would have included ramming, explosives, shelling and/or 

torpedoing as the previous chart showed.   

Secondly, as she was such a large ship with so many compartments, 

the probability of her sinking within a week or month from striking an 

iceberg was practically zero.  Then we have, on top of this, another oddity: 

that nobody aboard could positively lay claim to, nor accurately describe any 

real collision.    

Thirdly, we would reason that a ship sinking fast would indicate that 

catastrophic damage had occurred.  According to the official record, the 

Titanic did in fact sink very fast.  Yet none of the passengers felt a collision 

they could describe nor did any in 3rd Class hear or feel anything that 

disturbed them.  How could such catastrophic damage to her hull have 

occurred without it being noticed?       

         

 And just like that we found a major flaw in the current iceberg story 

thus from now on our investigation wonõt even bother with further 

consideration of an iceberg as having been any part of the actual sinking.  

From now on we will assume that the Titanic did not sink from striking an 

iceberg.  That allows us to consider that the Titanic did not strike anything, 

and if she did not strike anything then there is no question that she was 

deliberately sabotaged.  Sabotaged by whom is coming up. 
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What Would It Really Take To Sink The Titanic? 

Since it is looking more and more like the Titanic was deliberately 

sabotaged, letõs consider just what would it have taken to sink the Titanic in 

2 2/ 3 hours?  First off, if Titanicõs watertight doors were locked down in 

place, what a gigantic job it was, even for a marine demolition expert!  

        

 Weõve only got 160 minutes from the time the charges go off.  We 

know from a study of the Titanic that we need at least a 20-foot square hole 

to let enough water in fast enough.  Now remember, since we need to 

puncture five separate compartments, we need to blow open at least five 

separate holes.  These are each going to need to be 4 square feet minimum. 

Only then will the vessel sink, and just barely in 160 minutes.  Now, thatõs 

with the water tight doors in the DOWN position.  Admittedly it would be 

much easier to sink her if you didnõt deploy the doors.  I believe they are 

hiding this fact.        

         

 The fact is, if you were the one in charge of sinking the Titanic with 

explosives AND you had to do it with the watertight doors deployed down 

so that it would look like you were trying to save her from sinking, the job 

would entail a lot more work than expected.      

         

 If you choose to blow holes through the bottom you will need to rig 

explosives in five squares 2 ft. by 2 ft.   This would total 8 linear feet per 

hole; multiplied times 5 holes times 2 layers would come to a total of 80 

linear feet of charge.         

        

 According to tests run on 1ó thick plate steel it requires 3.4 lb. per 

ft. of charge material such as C-4.  Note: this is taken from Appendix C from 

the U.S. Army Engineers Research and Development Laboratories, 1965 

edition.  Altogether this would require 272 lb. of high density explosive 

charge.  This would need to be attached to the underside of the top bilge 

deck and to the top side of the bottom bilge deck along each line of planned 

failure.    This is the bare minimum amount of explosive charge and 

placement that would sink the Titanic in 2 2/ 3 hours.    
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In the case of 

what really happened 

with the removal of two 

complete bilge sections 

that ran 95 feet from 

port to starboard and 

estimated 700 feet of 

charge material 

representing a weight 

2,380 lb. would have 

been required.  This 

would have needed to 

be put in place before 

the Titanic ever left 

Belfast.   

I hope that you can now begin to understand how incredibly difficult 

it would be to sink this ship, even with the use of steel-cutting explosives 

strategically placed, in such a short amount of time.  Thus, consider how 

unlikely, if not impossible it would have been to inflict such damage with 

perfect precision via a random smack with an iceberg.  This is further 

discussed in Chapter 11, The Unsinkable Titanic. 

Now the story has come apart at the seams.  If the Titanic really sank 

because of hitting an iceberg she would have had to puncture each of the 

forward five watertight compartments with a hole of 4 square feet or larger.  

How could this have happened five times in five different sections?   

Many who have written beforehand about the Titanic and went 

along with the storyline may become enraged with my accusations.  But we 

must not forget that anyone who knew about such a plan beforehand is 

guilty of the premeditated kidnapping and murder of over 1,520 people.   

Well folks, maybe itõs time to consider that these are the exact reasons why 

the mysteries of the Titanic have been scripted, covered up, propagandized 

and exploited for over 100 years. 

 

 

The drawing above shows the location of the two 
separated bilge sections.  Two separated sections=three 
lines of failure.  This is impossible unless the three lines 
of failure were induced by cutting through on all four 
sides of each piece.  This was a serious demolition. 
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CHAPTER SIX 
 

 
The Scariest Spark N ever Seen  

 

"I don't understand.  It must have been an infernal machine."      
Captain Ernst Lehmann  

 

 

 
HE HINDENBURG was a marvel of engineering.  She floated 

free from gravity and thus additional weight did not degrade 

fuel consumption as with all other aircraft of her time and since.   And she 

was equipped with diesel engines which are nearly twice as fuel efficient.  

But weõve been taught over and over that she suffered from one major 

drawback: and that was that she was filled with hydrogen instead of helium. 

You may be surprised to know that hydrogen gas was always a part 

of the Hindenburgõs refueling process since some hydrogen needed to be 

vented off during each flight in order to descend back down.  During an 

Atlantic crossing, as she consumed approximately 50,000 lb. of diesel fuel, 

she would become lighter and thus tend to rise higher and higher into the 

air.  Thus, to make up for burned fuel weight corrective gas balancing had 

to be performed.    

To summarize this aspect: if an airship was using helium instead of 

hydrogen, then each time the airship landed it would need to be re-topped 

with expensive and very hard to find helium.  But if the airship uses 

hydrogen it is inexpensive because it can be manufactured using chemical or 

T 
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electronic processes.  These processes can be augmented with solar power.  

For these reasons, no other simple technology can touch the lifting power 

of hydrogen.  It yields the highest lift and is cheap to make. 

What is most noteworthy about using hydrogen in place of helium 

is the fact that hydrogen can be combusted as a fuel for the shipõs engines 

whereas helium is an inert gas and cannot.  Since the Hindenburg had extra 

hydrogen gas available during each of her descents she was originally 

designed to be equipped with a fifth engine to be fueled with vented (free) 

hydrogen.  Unfortunately, they were never allowed to add the fifth engine.  

This would  have made the 

Hindenburg even more fuel 

efficient than she was.    

The concept of 

using hydrogen for fuel was 

possibly the major reason 

the Hindenburg had to be 

destroyed.  And it should be 

noted that the use of 

hydrogen for fueling piston 

engines had already been 

tested in earlier zeppelin 

designs where it performed 

successfully.    

The use of high octane gasoline, used to power the aircraft of WWI, 

was the fuel-of-choice to power all the aviation aircraft during WWII as well.  

That was the plan from the onset because as you will learn shortly, the 

expected windfall profits from the sale of aviation fuel was in the billions.  

The savings in petroleum using anti-gravity designs like the Hindenburg 

would have been 90% or more.  It is now obvious why the oil industry didnõt 

want the use of hydrogen as a lifting gas nor as a fuel to become a trend of 

any kind.   

 

Note the people standing near and under the 
burning Hindenburg, and that all of the heat and 
combustion is going straight up.  No liquid fuels 
have fallen to the ground incinerating everyone. 
Courtesy: Wikipedia 
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The Beginning Of The End 

 
The Graf Zeppelin had already revolutionized travel worldwide in 

1928 when she was making regularly scheduled nonstop flights from 

Germany to Rio de Janeiro.  This schedule continued without any mishaps 

until she was taken out of service in 1937.   

The Hindenburg was the perfection of the Graf Zeppelin. Like the 

Titanic, she was the finest passenger vehicle ever built up to her time.  The 

lucky passengers who rode aboard traveled over the Atlantic Ocean free of 

the dangers of storms and sea sickness.  

Unfortunately for the Hindenburg and the world, a storm of a 

different kind began to form between the United States and Germany.  It 

began when the United States publicly announced that they would not 

supply helium to fill the Germanõs new airship.  Everyone knows the story:  

The supposed reckless German engineers went ahead and used hydrogen 

anyway.  They had been using it successfully for decades, but never mind 

that fact.  This was an opportunity for the newspaper pundits to paint 

hydrogen as unstable, explosive and dangerous to use.   

Thus, by the time the Hindenburg went into service the public was 

primed for a possible explosion and later, when this identical scenario was 

delivered to them via the public-address recording, pictures and newsreels, 

it stuck like tar.  When the Hindenburg went down in flames her true 

accomplishments went down in a fizzle.  That was thanks to a press that was 

quick and decisive in their labeling hydrogen as the cause of the disaster.  

Now one of the most valuable and unique elements on the planet had been 

discredited. Now the airship design was destroyed.    

What should have happened after the accident was an apprehension 

of the murderers who caused Hindenburgõs destruction, and then a dozen 

more built to replace her.  Unfortunately, shortly thereafter the Hindenburg 

òdisasteró was used as the sole and final reason to discontinue the use of 

rigid framed dirigibles and, more importantly, hydrogen itself.    
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The problem with this outcome is that what transpired is just what the oil 

industry wanted to have transpire.  A normal business model would have 

seen many airships forthcoming to capture the passenger market.   When it 

came to crossing an ocean, the Hindenburg and Graf Zeppelin turned two 

stomach-churning weeks at sea into a three-day adventure never to be 

forgotten.  They were the preferred and most highly touted means of getting 

abroad.  Demand and 

desire for airship travel 

was mushrooming and 

there was no other flying 

design that could cross an 

ocean.   But we now know 

why it never matured.   

   It had nothing to do with her design or safety.  Entrepreneurs and 

engineers would have resumed development of this remarkable new form 

of long distance travel if they could have.   Unfortunately, in the 

investigation of the Hindenburg following the public burning, all logic was 

thrown out while an unprovable electrical theory was put in its place.  The 

official explanation given for the Hindenburg burning has never been 

proven or demonstrated to this day.   

 

The Hindenburg Investigation; Another Cover-Up 
Like Titanic  

For reasons discussed, during Hindenburgõs last flight in May 1937 

the Germans were more than expecting that an act of sabotage would be 

attempted.  As a result, they had three Nazi secret service men aboard to 

stop it from happening.  This information confirms that the most likely 

 

Graf Zeppelin as 
compared to Hindenburg; 
about the same length but 
narrower.  Both were filled 
with hydrogen. Courtesy: 
Wikipedia. 
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cause of an explosion aboard the Hindenburg would have been caused by a 

politically motivated group, and there were several of these groups who were 

known to be against the movements of the Nazi Party.   

Yet after the accident in New Jersey the investigations held by the 

FBI concerning Hindenburgõs destruction centered mostly on scientific 

causes.  They made only a weak attempt to consider a possible act of 

sabotage, and when they did this they stated that the only possible 

perpetrators of Hindenburgõs sabotage would have been caused by persons 

who had planted a timed bomb that was supposed to have gone off after 

she had offloaded her passengers in Lakehurst.   They went on to state that 

Hindenburgõs bomber would have still been aboard only because the 

Hindenburg was 7 hours late upon arriving for docking.  This meant that 

the FBIõs investigation for possible saboteurs was limited to the victims and 

survivors of Hindenburgõs last flight and as you might expect, they were not 

able to come up with any serious suspects from this short list.   

The choice by the media and the FBI to not investigate people and 

groups that had political motivations to destroy the Hindenburg is absurd 

when the aircraftõs use at political rallies to bolster Germanyõs technical 

might and war capabilities was in full swing.   Thus, when the FBI went on 

to support and accept a near impossible theory in place of a likely bomb 

scenario a whitewash investigation was confirmed.  It ruled that static 

electricity had caused a spark even though no camera had seen and none of 

the photographers had documented such a thing ever occurred. 

Left:  Observation areas, lounge, cabins and dining room of the airship Hindenburg in 

1936.      Right:  Sleeping, eating and sitting accommodations for a modern Airbus 380. 

Courtesy: Airship.net, Airways Magazine. 
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Meanwhile in Germany the Third Reich held their investigation.  

Unfortunately, in another charade of justice, they came up with a theory that 

a spark of electricity had gone up one of the mooring lines when it had 

supposedly gotten wet during the process of dumping water ballast.  Hint: 

Even if there was a potential electric charge between earth, (negative), and the Hindenburg, 

(positive), a dry hemp rope that was wet in places would not conduct electricity.   

No person or camera had ever òseenó a spark of any kind in all her 

previous dockings. The dumping of water ballast while docking had been 

standard procedure for nine years aboard Graf Zeppelin and no accidents 

of this kind had ever occurred.   Even if there had been a spark, the chance 

of it igniting the Hindenburg from outside her skin could only have 

happened if there was a hole that was leaking hydrogen gas through the 

outer skin, and, that the spark occurred within a few inches of this exit hole.  

The existing story thus requires that three improbable events had to happen 

at the same time for this to be possible. 1. There had to be a hole in a 

hydrogen gas bag.  2.  There had to be a hole in the outer fabric.  3.  The 

electrical charge that went up the rope had to òsparkó at the same point 

where the outer hole was. 

  Why would such flimsy explanations be placed above the 

consideration of an explosive device due to sabotage?  The only way such 

drivel could have been reported is if such drivel was part of a master script.     

 

The Biggest Missed Shot Of The Century 

 

On the evening of Hindenburgõs arrival into Lakehurst, New Jersey 

on May 6, 1937 there were 22 professional news photographers on hand to 

film her arrival.  This should strike a note of oddity in that it was such 

overkill for a transatlantic event that had already happened 10 times the 

previous year at this same airfield!   In addition, Hindenburg had already 

completed 34 transatlantic crossings without any incidents.  So why would 

this typical New Jersey airship landing call for 22 separate still and newsreel 

photographers?   
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First letõs review the infamous broadcast.  Everybody knows what 

supposedly happened from the footage and, from the recording of the 

public òbroadcastó by Herbert Morison.   Did you know that this 

òbroadcastó was made to look like it had been transmitted via live radio 

during the event as it was being filmed?  But it was not a broadcast; it was 

an announcement over a public-address system that was recorded.  

During this recording, Morison made the infamous remark, òit burst into 

flamesó and broke down with emotion as he went on to describe the 

Hindenburg burning and people running for safety. 

Wikipedia confidently states òthey had no equipment to transmit 

live, so they made a recording.ó  This recording that Morison made at the 

Lakehurst event was later 

spliced into newsreel footage 

of the Hindenburg burning as 

though it had been live.  If it 

had been live then it would 

have been time-sequenced 

with actual movie footage.  

And if it had been time 

sequenced with the event then 

the statement òit burst into 

flamesó could have been 

accurately compared with the 

actual event itself.  But it was 

spliced in: therefore, no time-

line analysis of the event is 

possible.  This means it could 

have been altered to a great 

degree, and this is what I donõt like about the accepted story.        

But it gets worse.  From here on, the media-constructed story of the 

Hindenburg òexplosionó takes on a Keystone Cops theme.  This became 

apparent later when it was realized that not one of the 17 professional still 

photographers or one of the 5 newsreel photographers got a picture of 

the beginning of the fire that led to the "explosion"!  This complete 

void of seconds of precious time, by every professional photographer there 

on the scene to document the event, asks us to believe that each one of them 

Take a good long look folks!  This is the closest 
frame youõre gonna get to the actual onset of 
whatever caused this to be burning.  The whole 
stern section is collapsing, indicating that it must 
have been burning for perhaps 15 to 20 seconds.  
Courtesy Wikipedia. 
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failed to take any pictures at the key moment they were supposed to.   If this 

is true, then the Hindenburg burning represents the most 

extraordinary "missed-the-shot" photographic blunder of all time.    

They want us to believe it was the cameramen who failed us, but it 

was the newspapers who failed us when they scripted together a story that 

was not documented by the actual films and pictures of the event.  Newsreel 

cameras would have captured every flaming second of the shipõs destruction, 

and the newspapers that printed the story should have demanded it.  Why 

not this time?   

To this day not one frame has ever been released of what happened 

within the timeframe of when the fire began to several seconds after it had 

burned.  So, we never saw what triggered the most infamous fire in history 

but lucky for us there were oodles of frames of the white fire above the 

airship that we have all seen over and over.  And when you study the picture 

you can see that a portion of Hindenburgõs outer covering has already been 

burning for several seconds.  This was long after the real action took place 

that started the fire.  No Pulitzer Prize forthcoming so far. 

And low and behold there was more than enough footage devoted 

to the poor souls who were trying to get away from the burning wreckage.  

They managed to film passengers on fire, walking toward the camera just as 

they had in the early Hollywood horror films.  One of the walking corpses 

fell to the ground still burning.   It was movie-making at its finest.  When 

later questioned as to why none of the photographers had produced any 

footage of the beginning of the accident an official statement was released 

which stated:   

òSince these photographers were all acting like the 
trained professionals that they were, each of them reacted 
instinctively in the same manner."    

Oh really?  Or is the truth that never in a million years could you get 

22 people to react identically to the same event, or, have them all miss the 

main moment of the show.  Weõre supposed to believe these professionals 

who were hired to film her docking were all looking down when the 

Hindenburg started burning.   Right!  Not one of them was looking up at 

the pylon that she was docking to!   
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To this day, the public has never seen the footage of the Hindenburg 

òexplosionó.  Of course, they havenõt; the Hindenburg never exploded.  No 

such footage of an explosion has ever existed.  The footage that once existed 

is likely that of a tiny white-hot fire near the rear end of Hindenburg where 

an incendiary shell had been fired into her.  This was carefully edited out so 

they could pick up the story where the Hindenburg was more fully ablaze 

and patch the word òexplodedó into the scene.   And since the audio 

transcript used the words òit burst into flamesó, this was spliced into the 

newsreel at the point where the inferno reached upward a hundred feet.    

It turns out that the expression Morrison used was just ambiguous 

enough to fit the moment when the Hindenburg was set on fire, and it later 

fit the story when the media put the word òexplodedó into print.    These 

guys are ògoodó at what they do. 

 

Why The Story Is Overblown 

 
Now donõt try discussing this fact with every friend, as few know 

that hydrogen gas, by itself, cannot burn, much less explode.  If you just 

simply try to tell somebody this they may instantly assume that you just never 

got the news about the Hindenburg inferno.  But it is positively true: 

hydrogen gas cannot burn unless it is mixed with oxygen.   

The combustion reaction for 

Hydrogen is written 2H2 + O2 = 2H2O 

plus Heat.  The reaction produces 

water and heat.  This is the way 

Hydrogen combusts anywhere on 

earth or in the atmosphere.  And 

thusly the only way the Hindenburg 

could have òexplodedó was if oxygen 

had leaked into one of her gas bags.  But these gas filled bags were always 

under positive pressure, not the other way around.  How could oxygen have 

gotten there? 
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Now letõs get down to a scientific fact about hydrogen: According 

to Wikipedia, the safe oxygen level of a tank filled with hydrogen gas such 

that combustion is impossible if it is 5% or less.  This is an established safety 

standard for the industrial cleaning of a hydrogen tank.  The industry knows 

from experience that when flushing out a hydrogen filled tank that for it to 

be safe from any possible fire that they must flush it with pure nitrogen.  

This is the only way that they can get the oxygen level below 5%.   

For example, if they were to flush a hydrogen tank with air, which 

contains oxygen and nitrogen, then approximately 20% of the gas mixture 

in the tank will be oxygen.  This leaves the possibility for a fire.  However, 

the important thing to note is that once the oxygen level in the hydrogen 

tank is below 5% there is no chance of an explosion.  Letõs apply this 

knowledge to the Hindenburg.   

 

 
Total hydrogen gas volume:   7,000,000 cubic feet 
No. of gas cells:    14 
Amount of gas/cell:    500,000 cubic feet 
Amount of oxygen req. for combustion: 5% or 25,000 cubic feet 
Amount of air required for combustion: 25% or 125,000 cubic feet 
 

 
The data above clearly show that for any one of the gas cells within 

Hindenburg to explode they would have had to leak inward an amount of 

air equal to 125,000 cubic feet.  Safety tests on hydrogen gas have clearly 

shown that this is the minimum amount of oxygen that would have been 

needed to be inside the cell for it to combust.  This is a huge amount of air 

and it would have had to go upstream to get inside a gas cell.  So, there was 

no explosion on the evening of May 6, 1937 of a hydrogen filled gas cell, 

period. 

Now of course it is possible to cause an explosion within a hydrogen 

gas cell using gun powder and an electronic fuse.  For example, a gunpowder 

bomb could have been used to create an explosion within a gas cell, and that 

is because gunpowder contains oxygen in solid form as an oxide.   Thus, 

gunpowder does not need air to burn, and will thus explode if it is triggered.  
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However, in this scenario this is not a case of hydrogen exploding, it is a 

case of gun powder exploding.  It is thus not a case of hydrogen being 

accidentally set off but a case of dynamite being deliberately set off. The 

second one is an act of murder.   

In order for the hydrogen gas to have exploded it would have needed 

a minimum of 125,000 cubic feet of air in any one of its gas cells.  This is 

why no photograph exists that shows an explosion.   

The Hindenburg burned, and she did so solely because she was 

deliberately set afire.  In the aftermath, the fact that she did get set afire 

should not have been interpreted to mean the use of hydrogen was 

inherently unsafe.   

Instead of an honest evaluation of the accident, what came 

afterwards was condemnation.  First it came from the U.S. and German 

militaries.  Later in the U.S., movie houses ran repeated showings of the 

Hindenburg fire for months, years and even decades.   

The day the Hindenburg was destroyed was a sad day, indeed.  The 

most fuel efficient and luxurious aircraft ever built, capable of flying halfway 

around the world without stopping was labeled a failure.  The reasons given 

do not make sense and have never been scientifically proven to this day.  

 

 

What kind of craft 
could have been 
developed with a little 
bit of time and 
ingenuity?  Courtesy: 
Pinterest 
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Thus, the Hindenburg represents another case where the media 

severely twisted the story, and in this case peopleõs minds were guided away 

from the further consideration and development of hydrogen and airships.  

In addition, the Hindenburg inferno played a role in the psychological pre-

war traumatization that helped lead us blindly into the Second World War.   

Without the public noticing, the use of hydrogen as an effective 

form of anti-gravitation was taken away along with the use of hydrogen as a 

fuel for the next 75 years.    
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CHAPTER SEVEN 

 
Golden Era Shenanigans   

                       25 years beginning April 15th, 1912 and ending on May 6th, 1937  

 

 

 
 

FTER 100 YEARS of technical advancements in chemistry, 

physics and electronics we are running on mechanisms that are 

inferior to the steamships and trains that blossomed within the Titanic and 

Hindenburg Era.  After 100 years, it is now easy to see that such a 

transgression could have only come about only by putting better ideas and 

logic aside.   

So, when we ponder how America ended up with transportation 

contraptions that are inferior to ones built 100 years ago we must first 

answer why the press accepted the iceberg story about the Titanic and the 

explosion story about the Hindenburg in the first place?  Why did they 

accept and promote such flimsy explanations for two of the greatest 

engineering icons that were known the world over? 

A 

1920-vintage Milwaukee streetcar of the Milwaukee 
Electric Railroad.              Courtesy: thetrolleydodger.com 
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The fact that the Titanic and Hindenburg were passenger-carrying 

mechanisms that were inherently safer and more efficient than the 

mechanisms we ended up with makes the cases puzzling until you see that 

it is still supported even today by the media and government.    And because 

of the eventsõ proximity to wars, the public had little time to ponder these 

lost human treasures.   This helped them forget.  Thus, by the end of the era 

most people accepted that ships could sink from hitting an iceberg and that 

air travel was inherently unsafe anytime it involved the use of hydrogen.   

Were these really the right conclusions, especially since these conclusions 

were based on events that never happened the way they said?  

Americans more than earned and more than deserved to develop 

and use the travel mechanisms they had designed, rather than be funneled 

into cramped jet planes like the ones we ride in now.  The sad fact is today 

we donõt have any options.   This was all decided and put into operation for 

us during the Golden Era and Titanicõs loss was only one of many war-

related events that occurred during 1912.  Look what happened in the eight 

months after she sank: 

Apr 15th - Titanic sinks at 2:27 AM off Newfoundland. 
Apr 18th ð The U.S. Senate Titanic Disaster Hearings begin. 
May 31st - US marines land on Cuba. 
Aug 14th - 2,500 U.S. marines invade Nicaragua; remain there until 1925. 
Aug 25th - The Kuomintang, the Chinese nationalist party, is founded. 
Sep 15th -  War between Turkey & Montenegro breaks out in Albania. 
Sep 28th -  SS Kiche Maru disappears in storm off Japanese coast, 1,000 die. 
Sep 29th -  French/British troops lands on Samoa. 
Oct 8th -    Montenegro declares war on Turkey, beginning 1st Balkan War. 
Oct 14th -  Teddy Roosevelt is shot while campaigning in Milwaukee. 
Oct 17th -  Bulgaria, Greece & Serbia declare war on Turkey. 
Nov 28th - Albania declares its independence from Turkey. 
Dec 3rd -  Turkey, Serbia, Montenegro, Greece & Bulgaria sign weapons pact 
Dec 28th - The first Balkan War: The Naval Battle of Elli takes place. 

 
If you noticed that the events following the sinking of the Titanic 

resemble a world scale buildup into a major war, then you have studied your 

history well for things were not the same after she went down. 

Keeping in stride with a war agenda, in a 1913 stroke-of-genius, 

Henry Ford began producing a $500 gasoline powered automobile.  His 
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brilliance soon became synonymous  with the worldõs first moving assembly 

line.   Later this same year, the first drive-up gasoline station opened in 

Pittsburg, helping to set into motion a world-wide trend to bring gasoline 

powered vehicles into every civilized country.  Crazy carriages that smoked 

and backfired were stinking up the downtown, while gasoline was being sold 

on the corner as if it was the perfect transportation òliquidó of the future.  

In reality, the only thing good about gasoline was that it was cheap.    

One year after the Titanic had gone down the Panama Canal opened.   

These locks had been specifically designed to accommodate the largest 

vessels that were on the drawing tables of that era.  These were the Olympic, 

Titanic and Britannic.  Titanic had two successful sisters. Olympic came 

before her.  Gigantic, renamed òBritannicó after the sinking, came after. 

As we know, just three years later on March 6, 1915 the Lusitania, 

loaded with American soldiers, exploded and sank in British waters with a 

loss of 1,198 lives.   What the press failed to report was the fact that twenty-

three merchant vessels 

had been torpedoed in 

the same area the 

Lusitania was told to 

steam through during 

the time since she had 

left port in New York.  

No warning was given 

to the crew.  The 

tragedy they created 

was blamed on 

Germany and used as a 

reason for America to 

enter the war.  

Letõs re-analyze this March 6, 1915 date.  It is now acknowledged by 

war historians that by early 1915 Germany had totally gained the upper hand 

with France, Italy and Great Britain.  France and Italy had been soundly 

defeated.  Great Britain had virtually no navy left and at this point no hope 

of resupplying her troops and holding back the advancing German Army.  

It was a critical situation requiring that America be quickly brought into the 

A painting by Ken Marshall of the wreck of the 
Lusitania as she lies at the bottom 11 miles off 
Kinsale.  Her sinking on May 7, 1915 resulted in 
the deaths of 1,198 people.  Note, her hull is in 
one piece. Even bomb damage didnõt blow her 
apart! 
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war.  How convenient to have the Lusitania in just the right spot at the right 

time to display one of the worst cases of human drowning of all time.   This 

was accompanied with much bad press in all American papers.  

This last-ditch effort was entirely for England and it was planned by 

greedy war planners whom had never fought a day in their lives.  So instead 

of the war coming to an end, now American labor, raw materials and mass-

production turned the tide against the Germans and prolonged the death 

and destruction.  Finally, after five years of worldwide destruction and the 

deaths of millions of soldiers came what looked like the end of the war. 

In 1919, the First World War officially ended.  And now after the 

war profiteers had killed many soldiers and stolen most nationõs wealth, 

came the Spanish Flu.  This would rage 

for another year exact additional losses of 

human lives estimated to be 50 to 100 

million.    

With the official end of the war 

came a profit bonanza for the Banksters 

and Big Oily who set about investing in 

steel, heavy manufacturing, war 

machinery, oil, rubber, textiles and 

everything else that would be needed in 

abundance just 20 years later.   Existing 

war manufacturing temporarily shifted to 

the manufacture of gasoline powered 

vehicles, trucks, tractors and ships on a 

scale the world had never seen.  We didnõt 

know then that we were already gearing 

up for World War II. 

The Relentless Persecution Of Steam Power   

Steam was the golden power of the Golden Age, yet most have 

forgotten what it represented then.   It was a revolutionary principle and 

mechanism that converted anything that will burn into rotational 

horsepower or electricity.  The working fluid was water.  The process was 

liquid phase to vapor phase and back again.  Anything that would boil water 

Chicago theatre poster, 1918, 
courtesy National Library of 
Medicine   
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could be used to produce steam.   It was a far simpler mechanism to build 

and maintain than a combustion piston engine.  More importantly, steam 

engines do not require petroleum to operate.  This attribute makes steam 

powered mechanisms a target for the petroleum industry.   

The sinking of the Titanic marked the beginning of the end of steam 

in the United States.  Prior, besides being the primary mode of propulsion 

in ships, our country relied on steam powered trains to move most heavy 

cargo across the states. In 1912 coal-burning steam-powered locomotives 

were in high demand as they were extremely reliable and powerful.  They 

rolled on steel wheels atop iron tracks.  The use of steel wheels rolling on 

steel tracks results in a conservation of kinetic energy.  This type of rolling 

mechanism is much more efficient than are rubber tires which roll on soft 

asphalt.   

  I hope you can see that our current system is a deliberate method 

Big Oily has used to keep energy usage high.  Always remember that trains 

are much more efficient than tractor trucks rolling on rubber and asphalt.  

Steam trains were not only efficient trains but they ran on a solid fuel that 

was scooped directly from the earth.   It was to their extreme detriment that 

Big Oily and their corporate lobbyists enacted their plans to increase the 

volumes and specified uses of petroleum products.   

The PRR T1 represents the pinnacle of steam locomotive design in the 
United States during the 1930õs. These locomotives had the capability of 
achieving speeds in excess of 120 mph, and anecdotal reports indicate that 
speeds of up to 140 mph were attained. In all, 52 class T1 locomotives were 
produced, 25 at the PRR's Altoona shops and 27 at the Baldwin Locomotive 
Works in Philadelphia. Sadly, not a single example of this magnificent 
machine escaped the scrapper's torch. Photo courtesy of www.T1Trust.org. 
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 This meant building up world demand for petroleum, and to help 

build demand this meant scrapping the most efficient petroleum-burning 

mechanisms.  As time went on into the 30õs and 40õs these same crudelums 

even took control of the rail industry so they could start converting the 

steam locomotives to diesel powered ones.  To make matters even worse, 

much of the freight that rode on rails was converted to asphalt highways as 

well.  This meant also getting people to stop using commuter trains and 

cable cars and getting them into diesel powered busses.  So anything that 

was electric powered were shut down completely.  They did such a thorough 

hatched job that by the 1950õs Americaõs highways were full of trucks 

powered by diesel and gasoline petroleum powered reciprocating engines.   

In the process of phasing out trains Americans unknowingly 

embraced a transportation system that consumes petroleum in far greater 

quantities than the one it replaced.  Since one train with one engine can cut 

the wind for a hundred cars behind, the size and weight of the cargo loads 

they carry is unsurpassed.  Thus, 

there are good reasons for a 

nation to use heavy steel rails to 

move most of its heavy freight.   

The effect of switching 

the nationõs freight from trains 

to trucks on a pound for pound 

basis resulted in an increase in 

fuel consumption of a factor of 

20.  And this calculation does not 

take into consideration all the 

asphalt that was needed for replacement asphalt for road repairs because of 

the added truck traffic.   

So why would we ever switch our rail to trucks?  It doesnõt make 

sense until you understand the oil industry; and you must work for the 

industry to find out their darkest secrets.  I did work for them.  I found out 

that the oil industry has a huge by-product problem and that by-product is 

asphalt tar. The oil industry must get rid of the tar.  For every barrel of crude 

processed, one gallon of tar must be gotten rid of.  Tar was dumped into the 

Trucks meet cars on the same paved 
highways.  Itõs a dangerous mix.  Courtesy: 
Boston Globe 
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oceans until 1955 when a law went into effect prohibiting it.  So, there is 

currently no place left to dispose of it.  This is problem No. 1. 

And now you have just learned why America has paved roads, 

rubber tires and asphalt roofing shingles; these are ways the oil industry 

disposes of its tar!  And why not make good money at it in the process?  So, 

the oil industry doesnõt care if the people are poor.    This is problem No. 2.   

However, the sadder news is that since our roads are made with 

petroleum, and since a shortcoming of petroleum is that it evaporates in the 

sun, every road in America will surely evaporate and require endless re-

paving.  This is problem No. 3.  So, if you thought that most asphalt is lost 

to tire wear, think again. Oil and tar evaporates and thus all our roads 

disappear with time whether we use them or not.  What a stupid material to 

use!   

Who would have sponsored such corrupt planning?  Only someone 

who needed to get rid of a mountain of tar!  It is now obvious that our 

transportation system should have stuck with rail and steam.  We should 

have also built more steam-powered electric plants and used electric power 

for more of our trains and mass transit systems.   

    After the sinking of the Titanic a decline in steam powered 

transportation mechanisms began.  In the process passenger travel was not 

made safer but was in fact made less efficient and more dependent on a 

corrupt monopolized industry that fostered it. 

 

Gradual Reductions In Cabin Space 

 
Another gradual trend in the transportation arena has been the 

elimination of cabins and the reduction of our personal space while 

traveling.  We have forgotten that before the advent of the modern airliner 

that when people needed to travel a great distance they had access to ships, 

trains, river boats, ferries, stagecoaches, wagons, buggies and horses.  They 

didnõt have as much speed but they had more options.  Now consider what 



Kenneth M. Price, Jr. 

76 
 

these higher top speeds have gotten us today: two week vacations with jet 

lag and endless boredom sitting in one place.  

     People did not consider themselves above the use of God-created 

animals for their everyday needs, but 

today we do and look where it has 

gotten us?  At the turn of the century 

we had mechanisms that were built 

solidly and provided safe, reliable low 

cost transportation.  Since our trips 

took longer, to travel very far we 

needed a bed of some sort.  Thusly 

train cars had cabins with beds, ships 

had cabins with beds and stage-

coaches had sleep-over stations with 

beds.    But this requirement started 

to be forgotten as the world got 

access to air travel.  As the world got 

access to higher speed, without really noticing, passengers got less and less 

passenger space.   

     The concept of travel with a place to lie down hit a zenith with the 

Titanic and began a descent with the destruction of the Hindenburg.  Up 

until the evening of May 6th, 1937 cabins with beds were very much a part 

of American travel.  Both Graf Zeppelin and Hindenburg had cabins with a 

bed and laboratory, a dining room with a panoramic view and an 

entertainment lounge.  The Hindenburg even had a piano.  After she was 

lost, our transportation systems began to morph into longer tubes with more 

seats and no lounge.  

The flying-cabin concept stayed somewhat alive up to 1939, as the 

first piston-powered transatlantic passenger carriers, Boeingõs famous flying 

boats had plenty of room for cabins.  But when World War II broke out, 

these wonderful wide-bodied sea planes with gobs of interior space were 

confiscated by the United States Navy which classified them as too 

revolutionary to be flown where an enemy country might confiscate the 

design.  Thusly they disappeared into the war effort never to return to 

civilian service.   

Passenger Train Interior 1930õs,| C ity of 
Salina, Union Pacific Railroad History, 
Courtesy of Pinterest. 
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In 1942 Hughes Aircraft contracted with the U.S. Government to 

build a much larger seaplane designated the H-4 Hercules now known as the 

Spruce Goose.  This project ended in 1947 after delays, cost-overruns and 

the ending of the war for which it was purposed.  Labeled as a failure before 

it ever flew, it became the cornerstone in the mistaken belief that large-

bodied sea planes would not work and thus the concept was never rekindled.   

By this time, the monopolization of petroleum-powered 

transportation systems and the production of petroleum worldwide had 

been achieved.  The public 

had won two wars using the 

concepts which were now 

the bedrock of the worldõs 

transportation systems. In 

other words, now we were 

stuck with petroleum for 

the next 75 years.   

Today in the U.S. 

steam ship travel by coal is 

indeed lost as is rail travel.   

People have gotten used to 

being bored and uncomfortable.  As a result of Big Oilyõs marketing plan, 

the United States has not made any progress in transportation systems since 

The infamous Spruce Goose.  Originally designed to 
be a failure, this ended the dream of the giant flying 
boats. Courtesy: flightjournal.com 

Months before Hindenburg even left its construction hangar, in March 1936, 
the Martin M-130 China Clipper first flew from San Francisco.  At this time on the 
west coast where there was no competition from Airships.  Courtesy Airships.net. 

 

http://www.clipperflyingboats.com/pan-am/martin-m130
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1937.  If we travel very far, we travel by air.  This means parking, shuttling, 

going through checkpoints, waiting in line, having bag searches, sitting in 

cramped seats and having no place to lie down.  In the meantime, what we 

have achieved is traffic congestion, exhaust pollution, river and lake 

poisonings, mountains of used tires, expensive car maintenance and endless 

fuel bills.  And this is just to get to and from work.   

The sad fact is, transportation systems have been transformed from 

safe and efficient ones into fuel-hungry and polluting ones.  We can see it 

was an illogical evolution of valid scientific and engineering 

accomplishments that were in place at the time.  When we review these 

unlikely and illogical transformations, it becomes apparent there was an 

above-the-board plan to do this from the beginning.  Otherwise, they could 

not have changed to such fuel-hogging designs when the ones that were in 

place were already more fuel-efficient.    

 

The Good õOle Gasoline Engine 

     The intended goal of the early crudelums was to take lousy surplus 

crude oil and sell it at a higher price and that is what they have done.  As a 

result, the current 

transportation system we 

have is composed of 

transportation mechanisms 

that have been designed for a 

specific product called 

gasoline.   America was 

cleverly tricked into replacing 

the use of steam with piston 

type engines that needed 

specialized fuels. 

    At least now we can better view these banker-funded automakers and 

see how they erroneously touted the gasoline piston engine as a high-tech 

invention.   No surprise that this high-tech invention required a high-tech 

fuel which only Big Oily could provide.  And the use of it mushroomed 

The ingenious Ford Model T Engine from 

1908-1923.  Courtesy of FordCarsInfo.com 
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when nations were thrown into war.  The war effort itself endorsed it by 

relying on planes and tanks equipped with engines that had to have it.   

    Well, weõre still using 

gasoline piston powered 

vehicles today and thatõs 

because they make perfect 

sense from a petroleum-

business standpoint.  The fact 

remains, gasoline engines are 

the lowest compression 

piston engines made.  This 

renders them the least 

efficient engine made and this 

means they burn lots of 

gasoline.   

    The industry has calculated that each gasoline engine manufactured 

will consume an average of 10,000 gallons of gasoline during its projected 

lifetime.  They know that the maintenance of the car-gasoline program is the 

cornerstone of their annual profit plan. 

    Consumers view the V-8 engine as the back-bone of the automobile 

industry.  The oil industry views them as the back-bone of gasoline demand.  

Few remember that in 1900 gasoline was in such surplus that it was selling 

for about 10 cents per gallon.  And not only did the oil crudelums stick the 

public with a lousy fuel, they increased their profits by ramping up demand.   

    They ramped up demand through a relentless campaign to convert 

cheap fuels like coal to expensive fuels like high octane gasoline and this is 

why the gasoline piston engine is the greatest marketing tool the oil industry 

ever invented.  

    The legacy of Henry Ford has been reviewed and rewritten.  We now 

know that he got his brilliance from sources that financed him and financed 

the Third Reich.  Ford was let in on the plan early by key investors to 

complete a plan which was to establish the petroleum powered piston engine 

as cheap and reliable.  From my own personal analysis of the design of the 

Model T engine I have concluded that it was too brilliantly engineered and 

Model 1939, also called Ford 
Einheitslastwagen [Universal truck] 
Courtesy: Engines of the Wehrmacht 
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constructed for Ford himself to have designed and developed it.  This means 

Ford received help from a higher source similar to the Nazis receiving help 

to build anti-gravity aircraft during the years following World War 1.   

     A major red flag is that Ford began a presence in Germany in 1925.  

In 1939 this division was renamed Ford-Werke.   There, this same model T 

Ford Engine was licensed and manufactured in Germany.  Big surprise that 

it was the engine used in virtually every military truck the Third Reich used 

during World War II.   

     What better way to endorse petroleum than for two advanced 

countries to use it for war against each other?  And for the sake of fashion, 

America never got a better built vehicle in the century afterwards.  

Thousands of Ford Model Tõs are still running today.  Much of the reason 

is because the engine blocks were òcold-curedó during months of storage 

before they were machined.  In addition, the sheet metal in the bodies 

contained tin which did not rust.  Steel members were alloyed with vanadium 

which gave them 10 times the strength of iron.   

     Today the designs of our transportation mechanisms have morphed 

into flimsy capsules that are fast and sporty but inefficient and unsafe.  Itõs 

a sad fact that when a person is out on the highway that he is much less safe 

than a can of corn riding in the back of a transport truck.  We put up with 

it because all the major medias are sponsored by Big Oily and thus only 

spout positive things about our upside down system.  Rule No. 1 for them 

is to endorse the use of gasoline as our only legitimate fuel choice even 

though it has been known for decades that car exhaust is carcinogenic to 

our lungs and poisonous to our waters. Note: Do not be tempted to believe 

their rhetoric.  There is an immediate replacement for gasoline.  

     The media is so comatose as to support the destruction of our planet 

as if that is a necessary cost of prosperity.  The fact is there are alternatives 

right under our noses.   Such comatose behavior is due in no small part to 

the fact that in America one man, Rupert Murdoch, has control of all the 

major networks which spew the same myths about gasoline.  Fact is, all the 

major networks receive revenue from Big Oily.   The other fact is, these oil 

sponsors will drop a network the moment they report any issues that 
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exposes Big Oily for what it is.  This 

is the reason toxic gasoline is never 

openly discussed and thus has 

remained our primary fuel for over a 

century.  

     In case I did not make this 

clear beforehand, it needs to be made 

clear now.  Gasoline is not our 

specified choice of fuel because it is 

in any way a good fuel.  Gasoline is a 

horrible fuel.  It was just-barely-

tolerable back in the days of open 

roads and fewer vehicles.  It is an 

engineering abomination by todayõs standards.  When compared to alcohol 

and diesel fuel engines it is of the lowest efficiency. 

     Hereõs the hard truth:  engines that run on gasoline must run at lower 

compression ratios than those running on diesel, kerosene, alcohol, 

ammonia, propane and just about every other fuel.  As a result, gasoline-

equipped cars only get about one half the fuel mileage of diesel equipped 

cars and they are by far the worst polluters of carbon monoxide.   

     Methanol alcohol and ammonia are two examples of non-toxic fuels 

which can easily be produced from petroleum feedstocks.  In fact ammonia 

already is.  A further discussion of these alternatives is presented in Chapters 12 and 13.   

     Unfortunately what began in World War I has been continued up 

through World War II and beyond.  As a result, today within the United 

States millions of people suffer from chronic bronchial infections, asthma, 

chronic fatigue, cancer, Alzheimerõs disease, ADHD, autism, etc.   And yet 

the media will not sound the alarm about the possible negative effects of car 

exhaust.  The stuff is unsuitable for the 21st Century.  It contains 34 volatile 

compounds such as benzene, toluene and xylene that are carcinogenic, yet 

car exhaust is portrayed via the media as though it is an inert gas.   

    Come on folks.  What do most suiciders turn to for a sure fix to their 

problem of being alive?  How often is it car exhaust?   We know that car 

exhaust will kill us if we run the engine with the garage door down.  Do any 
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of us every think what happens to us when we run our cars with the door 

only partially down?  What happens to us while we are stuck in traffic on a 

16-lane highway, or, while we are in the bottom of a parking garage full of 

car engines running?   Does it just partially kill us?  Shouldnõt we have 

specific answers to these questions after 100 years and counting?  

 

When We Lived And Dreamed 

 If you had lived during the 1920õs you would have thought that 

soon men and women would be 

traveling through the skies in 

majestic floating ships with 

cabins and a view to the world 

below.  This was far greater than 

things we dream about today, 

such as a possible ride into outer 

space in a small rocket-plane.  

Hydrogen was a cheap and 

abundant gas and the splendid 

effects of its lifting power had 

demonstrated ultra-stability and 

massive cargo capacity.  

Hydrogen had the world poised 

on the edge of a major threshold of travel.  

During World War I German-made dirigibles had terrorized 

London with their stealth and heavy bomb loads.  In the process they proved 

the airworthiness of hydrogen as a lifting gas.   They could easily carry 20 

times the bomb loads of the best fixed-wing flying machines of their day, 

but furthermore they could get off the ground, no matter how heavy, just 

by releasing mooring lines.  So when it came to comparing the efficiency of 

a winged plane, which struggled to get off the ground, to the efficiency of a 

dirigible there was no contest.   

  In 1920, such technology was there for the taking, and now that 

the war was over bombs could be replaced with passengers and cargo.  In 

1926, a hydrogen filled dirigible flew over the North Pole.  The ship and 

Norge (airship) ... The Norge was a semi-
rigid Italian-built airship that carried out the 
first verified trip of any kind to the North 
Pole and likely the first verified overflight 
on 12 May 1926. It was also the first aircraft 
to fly over the polar ice cap between Europe 
and America. Courtesy Wikipedia 
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crew hovered for days in the air above ice and open frigid ocean with no 

chance of landing anywhere nearby.  The weather was inhospitable on the 

surface.  Only a dirigible could have done this.   

In 1928 Graf Zeppelin went into regular service and made scheduled 

transatlantic flights directly from Germany to Rio de Janeiro up until 1937.  

Compare this to the fact that the United States would not get non-stop 

transatlantic service from New York to London until 1955 with the four-

piston-engine Lockheed Constellation. 

In 1929 Graf Zeppelin furthered the cause for the airship design by 

accomplishing what no aircraft before had even come close to doing and 

what no other aircraft since has either; a circumnavigation with only one fuel 

stop!  On top of that, she took along twenty thrilled passengers.  This was 

one of the most extraordinary transportation feats ever accomplished and it 

was performed a full decade before the first piston powered aircraft was to 

carry passengers across the Atlantic using the Boeing òflying boató, also 

known as the China Clipper.  And the China Clipper still had to make several 

fuel stops along the way.   

 

 The Greatest Story Never Made Great 

Even though Graf 

Zeppelin used only 

hydrogen when she circled 

the globe in 1929 with 20 

thrilled passengers, most 

people view hydrogen as 

explosive.   And though she 

only made one stop in 

Tokyo for fuel few have any 

idea just how fuel efficient 

she was.  And few know that 

her Commander, Dr. Hugo 

Eckener, and crew were met 

with jubilation by the 

The Graf Zeppelin viewed in profile flying at a 
downward angle over Buckingham Fountain in 
Grant Park, Chicago just before completing her 
round-the-world cruise. Image: Chicago 
History Museum, Getty Images 
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Japanese people when they arrived.   

  And even though for a while it looked like she had been lost in a 

hurricane after leaving Japan, few remember what a momentous moment it 

was when Graf Zeppelin returned unscathed and majestically cruised over 

Los Angeles, then easterly, onward to Chicago and New York.   

  But the momentous event was downplayed.  Publishing tycoon 

William Randolph Hearst had bought all the English rights to the story, and 

since he had kicked in some money, was able to stipulate that the round-the-

world event would culminate in New York.  Why would Hearst insist that 

the Graf Zeppelin come through New York and celebrate the event as if it 

was the final stop?  To confuse the public and stymie the event, thatõs why.   

  With the new stipulation, Graf Zeppelin had to first leave 

Friedrichshafen and head west to New York where she was to now begin 

her around the world voyage.  Since the voyage was west to east, she now 

had to turn around and head back to Friedrichshafen! So, she left 

Friedrichshafen a second time.  What confusion, not to mention that Hearst 

had just added on an extra two legs to the around the world attempt! 

Now when Graf Zeppelin reached New York she actually touched 

down in Lakehurst, New Jersey.  The crew were treated to a ticker-tape 

parade.  Problem; it wasnõt a world event yet because Graf Zeppelin was a 

German ship and Europe wanted the end of the voyage to culminate in 

Germany.  As a result, what should have been heralded as a world-

breakthrough in air travel was only meekly presented to the awaiting public.  

And since Hearst had all rights to the English version of the story, he was 

able to censure foreign English-speaking persons from getting the full story.  

 In Germany, there was a huge turnout, but not in New York like 

there should have been.  Hearst made sure this incredible feat was quickly 

forgotten.  In the process the accomplishment of man mastering anti-

gravity travel was hardly noticed.  

 Today we might think weõre riding pretty high.  Now consider that 

as far back as 1928 you could have flown nonstop on an airship from 

Germany to Rio.  Germans rode safely and serenely at 80 knots 500 feet off 

the ocean watching whales and dolphins swimming below from their own 
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cabins, dining rooms and observation decks.  Their meals were served by a 

tuxedoed waiter and prepared by professional chefs.   All passengers had an 

assigned cabin with a bed and private laboratory.  This was the result of 

unfettered technical and scientific achievement, coming together in a grand 

and benevolent way.  And so, it was on the day of May 6th, 1937, but first: 

 

1920-1933: Prohibition Of Alcohol And Alcohol Fuel 

     Now hereõs 

another key part of the era 

that formed our 

transportation system into 

what it is today.  You need to 

know that before the period 

of Prohibition alcohol was 

very much in competition 

with gasoline as a fuel.  This 

is because it could be derived 

from many sources.  There 

were two main processes: One: the catalytic cracking of petroleum gasses to 

produce methanol alcohol.  Two: the fermentation of grains, woods, fruits, 

organic waste and other feed stocks to produce Ethanol alcohol.  These are 

pertinent facts:  (Wikipedia): 

òBefore the Civil War, many farmers had stills to turn crop waste into 
lamp and stove fuel.  
 
In 1826 Samuel Morey tested the first internal combustion engine which 
ran on alcohol. 
 
In 1860 U.S. distilleries produced 90 million gallons per year. 
 
In 1862 and 1864, a tax on alcohol was passed in the U.S. to pay for the 
Civil War, increasing the price of ethanol to over $2.00 per gallon. A new 
product from petroleum, called kerosene, was taxed at 10 cents a gallon.  
 
In 1902, the Paris Alcohol Fuel Exposition displayed alcohol powered 
cars, farm machinery, lamps, stoves, heaters, laundry irons, hair curlers, 
coffee roasters, and every conceivable household appliance and 

The History of Moonshine.  Courtesy of 
lindseywilliams.org 
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agricultural engine powered by alcohol. This exhibit traveled widely 
through Europe and was featured at the 1907 Jamestown Virginia 
centennial celebrations. 
 
In 1908, the Ford Model T was introduced that featured adjustable 
carburetors to run on ethanol with gasoline as an option. 
 
In 1928, the Pasteur Institute of France found it was possible to derive 
10 gallons of alcohol from one ton of seaweed.   
 
In 1923, the price of alcohol from molasses was less than 20 cents per 
gallon while retail gasoline prices reached an all-time high of 28 cents per 
gallon.  
 
In 1923, Standard Oil produced a fuel with a 10% alcohol/ 90% gasoline 
blend to increase octane and stop engine knock. 
 
In 1925 Henry Ford told the New York Times that ethyl alcohol is "the 
fuel of the future" which "is going to come from fruit like that sumac out 
by the road, or from apples, weeds, sawdust; almost anything. There is 
fuel in every bit of vegetable matter that can be fermented. There's 
enough alcohol in one year's yield of an acre of potatoes to drive the 
machinery necessary to cultivate the fields for a hundred years."   
 
In 1964, a seven-car crash killed two drivers on the second lap of the 
Indianapolis 500, as over 150 US gallons of gasoline burned. Johnny 
Rutherford, who was also involved in the crash, survived, mainly because 
his methanol-fueled car had not ignited. The United States Auto Club 
banned gasoline and switched all cars to methyl alcohol (methanol), a 
rule which would stay for 41 years before ending in 2005 when they 
changed to ethanol.ó   Courtesy: Wikipedia 

 
    As you can see, the sun-driven process to create organic matter that 

can be turned into alcohol fuel applies to almost everything that grows.  The 

production of alcohol gave vehicle operators a variety of choices for fuel.  

Manufacturers had a variety of manufacturing methods, feed-stocks and 

innovation.  These were game changers Big Oily had to stifle, and quickly. 

   Thusly, Prohibition was just a plot to control the alcohol market to 

protect the gasoline market. It all happened during the golden era and the 

sad fact is alcohol is a superior fuel to gasoline and is non-polluting.   
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     If you worry that alcohol production could ever lead to a shortage 

of food stocks for animals and humans, remember, Methanol alcohol can 

be manufactured from petroleum gasses and liquids, including gasoline.  

This is a secret Big Oily does not want you to know!    

     You are reading this correctly: methyl alcohol, a clean-burning-non-

toxic fuel, can be produced in a catalytic reaction that combines water with 

ordinary rot-gut gasoline (or other crude stocks).  In this reaction, hydrogen 

and oxygen from the water is released then recombined with hydrocarbon 

molecules which are first broken into gasses.  The reaction is a perfect 

combination, and it results in a multiplication of yield by over 400%!   

     Methanol alcohol is the smallest of the alcohols in molecular size, 

the quickest burning and is non-toxic like its heavier cousin ethanol.  It is 

not for drinking, although small amounts can be tolerated making it much 

safer than gasoline if ingested.  Every oil refinery should have the ability to 

manufacture methanol alcohol.  It would only require the addition of one 

Look at all the different blends of motor fuels that use alcohol.  Note that 
E-100 does not require anhydrous ethanol (non-water).  Hydrous alcohol is 
much cheaper to manufacture and performs superior. Courtesy: The Shri 
Ramdeobaba College of Engineering. 
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catalytic cracker.  The industry is already cracking crude stocks and have 

been doing so for decades.   

      It  was not Americanõs excessive òdrunken behavioró that caused 

the United States Congress to pass prohibition laws in the first place.   When 

prohibition was, in fact repealed in 1933 there were several reasons cited.  

One was that since the stock market had crashed new alcohol production 

would help create new jobs.  Another was that the people never liked it in 

the first place and were tired of buying bootleg alcohol as a result.  Three 

was it was repealed to diminish the crimes committed by the criminal cartels 

it had fostered.   

      None of these had anything to do with peopleõs drinking habits.  

This confirms that Prohibition was never about Americaõs health, but 

instead for the fact that alcohol was a better and cheaper fuel than toxic 

gasoline.   Prohibition was a derogatory term that defamed and discredited 

the brilliant attributes of alcohol by making it illegal to produce it.   

     When prohibition ended the alcohol fuel market had been 

consolidated to fit within the ranks of Big Oily. The vast majority of alcohol 

producing competitors had been eliminated from the automotive fuel 

market, while wine and spirits production became controlled by the 

banksters.  The oil industry cast Americans into the Dark Ages by insisting 

we use the worst choice of fuel that was available during the 20th century.   

That is how America ended up with gasoline as our primary motor fuel.  

    

1936:  Hindenburg Arrives On The World Stage 

The Hindenburg was designed along the parameters of the Graf 

Zeppelin and the von Zeppelin Company designated her LZ-129.  She was 

built in a brand new and larger hanger allowing her to be much fatter than 

her predecessor.  It was only after the Nazi party took control of LZ-129 

that she became known as the Hindenburg, and it was the Nazi party that 

painted swastikas on her tailfins before sending her to political rallies.  There 

her sheer size overwhelmed spectators, and these phenomena resulted in the 

brewing of several plots to destroy her by enemies of the Third Reich.   
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Thanks to decades of misleading stories and doctored photographs 

virtually everybody remembers the Hindenburg as a giant bag of flammable 

gas that ignited on fire from a spark so small nobody saw it.  Few can thus 

believe that the Hindenburg was one of the safest flying aircraft ever built. 

Now that the facts are in and the intended plot has been fully played out, 

Hindenburgõs destruction in Lakehurst has been confirmed as a story 

scripted by the media to deliberately implant a false mental picture into the 

human mind.  The plot was cleverly planned to destroy the airship concept 

permanently.   

      Today the public has misconceptions about how the Hindenburg 

performed.  To dispel this, first letõs look at an actual report that details how 

she performed after losing two of her four engines to sabotage (or 

failure) on her maiden flight:       

    

 
òOn her first South America flight one of the airship's four Daimler-Benz 16-cylinder diesel 
engines suffered a wrist pin breakage during the outbound leg, and although repairs were 
made at Recife the engine could no longer deliver full power. A similar problem developed on 
the return journey when another engine failed off the African Gold Coast near Morocco, and 
as mechanics were attempting to repair it a second stalled and could not be restarted. By then 
running on just two of its four engines, the Hindenburg was in danger of drifting into the 
Sahara Desert.  To avoid such a catastrophe, the crew raised the airship in search 
of counter-trade winds usually found above 5,000 feet (1,500 m), in this 
case the crew found such a wind at the lower altitude of 3,600 feet 
(1,100 m) which permitted them to guide the airship safely back to 
Germany.   The nine-day flight covered 12,756 miles (20,529 km) in 203 hours and 32 
minutes of flight time.  All four engines were later overhauled and no further problems were 
encountered on later flightsó.      
   

 

 
      I myself have never heard of a four-engine piston powered aircraft 

that lost two engines in flight, ever being able to make repairs and then 

continue to its intended destination.  But the Hindenburg was not just a four 

engine powered aircraft.  Not only did she not have to come down, she was 

able to ascend to a higher level.  There, air currents were going in the right 

direction.  This demonstrated another inherent advantage of the use of anti-

gravity: the ability to rise and fall to reap the favorable wind currents.  Now 

letõs look at how this workhorse fared in her first year of service:  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Daimler-Benz
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diesel_engine
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diesel_engine
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wrist_pin
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Recife
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gold_Coast_%28region%29
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Morocco
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sahara_Desert
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Trade_wind
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The 1936 Hindenburg Flight Schedule.    

This is the actual record of her accomplishments in her first year of 

service.  I chose to include the entire 1936 flight record of the Hindenburg 

because thereõs just no other way to properly illustrate the airworthiness of 

this wonderful airship, especially after receiving only four test trials when in 

fact she was a brand-new design!   Transatlantic flights are bolded. 

 
  March 17-March 18: Friedrichshafen-Friedrichshafen (22hr45min) [Test flight]  
  March 18-March 18: Friedrichshafen-Friedrichshafen (7hr49min)  
  March 23-March 23: Friedrichshafen-Löwental (6hr23min) [Test & Mail flight]  
  March 26-March 26: Löwental-Löwental (3ht16min)  
  March 26-March 29: Löwental-Löwental (74hr4min) [dropping Hitler leaflets]  
  March 31-April 4: Löwental-Rio de Janeiro (100hr40min) [1st SA flight]  
  April 6-April 10: Rio de Janeiro-Löwental (103hr52min)  
  May 4-May 4: Löwental-Frankfurt (7hr32min)  
  May 6-May 9: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (61hr40min) [First NA flight]  
  May 12-May 14: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (49hr13min)  
  May 17-May 20: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (78hr57min)  
  May 21- May 23: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (48hr8min)  
  May 25-May 29: Frankfurt-Rio de Janeiro (85hr13min)  
  May 30-June 3: Rio de Janeiro-Frankfurt 93hr17min)  
  June 5-June 5:  Frankfurt-Löwental (8hr19min)  
  June 16-June 16: Löwental-Löwental (9hr4min) [(Krupp/Essen flight]  
  June 18-June 18: Löwental-Frankfurt (3hr17min)  
  June 18-June 18: Frankfurt-Frankfurt (11hr)(Rhineland flight)  
  June 19-June 22: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (61hr30min)  
  June 24-June 26: Lakehurst-Frankfurt ( 61hr5min) [Max Schmeling return]  
  June 30-July 2: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (52hr49min)  
  July 4-July 6: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (45hr39min)  
  July 8-July 8: Frankfurt-Frankfurt (1hr26min)  
  July 8-July 8: Frankfurt-Frankfurt (1hr)  
  July 10-July 13: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (63hr27min)  
  July 15-July 17: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (60hr58min)  
  July 20-July 24: Frankfurt-Rio de Janeiro (85hr38min)  
  July 25-July 19: Rio de Janeiro-Frankfurt (96hr35min)  
  August 1-August 1: Frankfurt-Frankfurt (14hr) [Olympic Games flight]  
  August 5-August 8: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (75hr56min) 
  August 10-August 11: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (43hr2min)  
  August 17-August 19: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (90hr10 min)  
  August 20-August 22: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (43hr49min)  
  August 27-August 30: Frankfurt-Rio de Janeiro (88hr34min)  
  September 4-September 8: Rio de Janeiro-Friedrichshafen (109hr55min)  
  September 14-September 14: Friedrichshafen-(10hr53min) [Nuremberg Rally]  
  September 16-September 16:  Friedrichshafen-Frankfurt (3hr6min)  
  September 17-September 20: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (62hr54min)  

http://www.airships.net/hindenburg/flight-schedule/maiden-voyage
http://www.airships.net/hindenburg/flight-schedule/max-schmeling
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  September 22-September 24: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (55hr36min)  
  September 26-September 29: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (63hr14min)  
  October 1-October 3: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (58hr2min)  
  October 5-October 7: Frankfurt-Lakehurst (55hr35min)  
  October 9-October 9:  Lakehurst-Lakehurst (10hr25min) ["Millionaires Flight"]  
  October 10-October 12: Lakehurst-Frankfurt (52hr17min)  
  October 21-October 25: Frankfurt-Rio de Janeiro (111hr41min)  
  October29-October 30: Rio de Janeiro-Recife (21hr48min)  
  October 30-November 2: Recife-Frankfurt (85hr20min)  
  November 5-November 9: Frankfurt-Rio de Janeiro (97hr50min)  
  November 12-November 16: Rio de Janeiro-Frankfurt (105hr57min)  
  November 25-November 29: Frankfurt-Rio de Janeiro (94hr59min)  
  November 30-December 1: Rio de Janeiro-Rio de Janeiro (26hr37min)  
  December 3-December 4: Rio de Janeiro-Recife (22hr57min)  
  December 4-December 7: Recife-Frankfurt (83hr34min)   
  

 
   The record states that the Hindenburg crossed the Atlantic Ocean 

34 times and completed 56 successful flights without a single mishap.  This 

schedule reveals that even as a debuting aircraft she performed a myriad of 

critical assignments flawlessly.    

The Hindenburg was not only a marvel to watch but performed as 

staunchly as if this type of aircraft had been in service for decades.  She was 

the answer to global travel after sea travel had been deemed dangerous via 

the tragedy of the Titanic.  More and more people were coming to know 

and look forward to these fuel-efficient aircraft.  Hydrogen equipped 

dirigibles were far ahead of their nearest rival then and ever since.   

And so were things on May 6, 1937 as the world stood captivated by 

their vision of future travel by these floating wonders, just before the 

Hindenburg became the second milepost of the era that was to define our 

transportation system from then on.  A month later, Amelia Earhart would 

vanish, putting the significance of the Hindenburg into obscurity.  And a bit 

later the public would be distressed by World War II, placing the concept 

into hibernation.    

 

 

 

http://www.airships.net/hindenburg/flight-schedule/millionaire-flight
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CHAPTER EIGHT  
 

 

100 Years Of  Grandiose False Stories  
.    

  

 

 

INCE TITANICõS SINKING in 1912 the public has been 

continuously supplied with books, articles and discoveries which 

confirm and bolster the story about the Titanic striking an iceberg.   This is 

very much like a more recent tragic event that has relentlessly supplied us 

with televised scenes, analyses and government reports that bolster the story 

that a cave-dwelling migrant on the other side of the globe engineered a way 

to make skyscrapers fall straight down into themselves.   I was alive then 

and able to follow it.  I was receiving up to the minute emails as three 

passenger jets that were off course appeared to be headed toward New York 

and Washington DC.  

S 

S 

The aftermath of the 911 World Trade Towers demolition. In this case they 
wanted us to believe two 100 story steel reinforced buildings fell straight down 
into themselves!  Photo by Eric J. Tilford  News.Vice.com 
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The bin Laden story was one that I believed for about three days.  

Thanks to all the computer toting geniuses out there and thanks to the 

internet, I was looking at stop-frame analysis, blowups, timeline analysis, 

replayed media statements, etc. within hours of the event.  So, I was lucky.  

I was able to sort out the story.  My reward: I was able to avoid the 

development of hatred for Muslims and 24/7 bomb-zone paranoia. 

Unfortunately for the masses who stay glued to their television sets 

many went on to develop and experience these very symptoms.   All who 

fell for the bin Laden story in some way ended up as victims of increased 

anxiety manifested from the extreme differences in racial, religious, 

economic and political values.  How much did it impact on our lives?  Many 

of our 18-year-old men went off to war over the issue, didnõt they? 

Just as many people were victimized by the events following 911 

there were many who were victimized by the events of the Titanic.  The 

number is not limited to the 1,523 who supposedly went down with the ship, 

nor next of kin, friends, employers, spouses, sons or daughters.   The entire 

public got taken by a story that went something like this: 

On her maiden voyage, the Titanic struck an iceberg and damaged her hull so 
badly that she sank in a little over 2 ½ hours.  It was a tragic accident that 
happened because of human errors such as faulty lifeboats and loading procedures.  
The crewmen were under-trained but did the best they could in a crisis.  The greedy 
president Ismay assumed the Titanic was so over-built they were safe steaming 
through an iceberg area at full speed.  He convinced old tired captain Smith on his 
last voyage to go top speed through the dark North Sea with visibility so bad they 
were unable to see a mountainous white block within a few hundred feet ahead.  
They tried to go too fast and reach New York too soon. It was all motivated for a 
headline in the New York Times.   

    What a great theme for a movie!  Unfortunately none of it was ever 

documented and thus none of it ever had any validity.  The fact is what has 

been written about the Titanic has never had anything to do with what really 

happened to the Titanic.  Had it been made public in 1912 that the hull of 

this massively-constructed iron behemoth was lying on the bottom in five 

separate pieces nearly ½ mile apart, they would have had to soundly reject 

the whole premise of the Titanic having sunk because of striking an iceberg.  

And if they had ruled like they should have, none of what has been written 

since would have been written the way it was.    
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21 Mysterious Facts 

Unsolved anomalies are nothing new to the story of the Titanic.  

There are the typical ones which have dogged the existing storyline from the 

beginning.  These I listed under the category òPersistent Fallaciesó.  Then 

there are the anomalies that refer to the inexplicable behavior of Titanicõs 

crew.  These I listed as òCrew Errors that Surpass Stupidityó.      

But first up is the list of anomalies that have gotten by the publicõs 

eyes with hardly a notice: thanks to television, books, false documentaries 

and movies.   

A. Glaring Anomalies That Have Been Ignored: 

Any one of these anomalies makes the existing story about the 

Titanic difficult to believe in the first place:  

1. The Titanic did not strike an iceberg (or anything) hard 
enough to alert any of the crew or third class passengers that 
there was any problem whatsoever.    
 

2. The Titanic sank in an area where other ships were 
abundant.    
 

3. The officers of the Titanic never alerted the below decks 
crew nor any of the 3rd Class passengers that the ship was in 
danger of sinking, and never sounded a general alarm.  
 

4. The officers of the Titanic released all the lifeboats filled 
with mostly 1st and 2nd Class passengers before the 3rd Class 
passengers and crew were alerted.    
 

5. The officers of the Titanic allowed 50% of the children on 
board to perish but managed to save 73% of the sailing crew, 
which included themselves.    
 

6. The sinking of the Titanic was witnessed by at least one 
vessel nearby that refused to come to her aid.    
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7. The Titanic was preceded by a French passenger liner, 
Niagara, just three nights prior and in the same ice field, 
struck an iceberg in the same vicinity supposedly head-on at 
full speed.  This hurled passengers across the dining room 
and into chairs amidst broken dishes but in this case the ship 
made port and all her passengers survived.   
 

8. The Titanic was never required to carry enough life boats for 
all her passengers and crew.  

 

   These anomalies will be taken up further in Chapter 14, but 

beforehand here is a continuation of them under the second category: 

 

B.  Crew Errors That Surpass Stupidity: 

9. The officers of the Titanic placed a man on watch who was 
known to have poor eyesight.   
  

10. Neither the captain nor the radio operator heeded eight ice 
warnings that included coordinates of an iceberg they 
headed straight for.    
 

11. The Captain and Officers of the Titanic let themselves hit a 
supposed iceberg at nearly the exact coordinates given by the 
vessel Mesaba just two hours beforehand.    
 

12. Two Officer look-outs on the bridge and two Sailing Crew 
lookouts in the forecastle did not see the iceberg, even 
though it was a clear and cloudless night and the seas were 
calm.   
 

13. The officers of the Titanic turned down two requests to 
provide binoculars to the forecastle lookouts on duty.   
 

14. The Titanic navigator and radio crew transmitted faulty 
rescue coordinates that were on the wrong side of an ice field 
that was 60 miles in length.    
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15. The Titanic radio operator(s) sent out a radio message 32 
minutes after the supposed collision that stated: òTitanic had 
struck an iceberg.  Everyone is safe.  We are steaming for 
Halifaxó.    
 

16. The Titanic radio operator(s) goofed up the radio 
transmissions from two ships that were much closer, and, 
which could have gotten to her in time to rescue the 
passengers.   

  
17. The Titanic radio operator(s) put all hopes of rescue into the 

skipper of a ship that was too far away to rescue them.    
 

These anomalies will be taken up further in Chapter 15, in the meantime 

here is a continuation of them under the third category: 

 

C.  Persistent Fallacies:  

 

18.  The Titanic could not have set a transatlantic speed record   
on her maiden voyage. 
   

19.  The Titanic was never built to set a transatlantic speed 
record.    
 

20.  The Titanic was not making more than normal headway at 
the time of the supposed accident.    
 

21.  The Titanic was not designed with a rudder that was too 
small.    

 
    In Chapters 15-17 each of these anomalies are discussed in detail.  

You will find enough documented facts just in these chapters to convince 

about 90% of readers the Titanic did not sink from striking an iceberg.  But 

before I go into these details it will be to our advantage to see the following 

information beforehand.  
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Two Separated Hull Pieces: Game-Changer No. 1  

In 1985, the Ballard Expedition, working in concert with the U.S. 

Navy, located the wreckage of the Titanic and discovered her hull was in 

two separate pieces and that they were separated by 2,300 feet of distance.  

Before that time nobody knew that the Titanic laid at the bottom of the 

ocean in two major pieces.  The fact that there were two separate pieces was 

one thing.  The fact that they were so far apart took a while to sink in.   

         

 The discovery meant that every foregoing conjecture concerning 

what caused the Titanic to sink up to this date had been made without the 

most pertinent information of all.  Most unfortunately however, this glaring 

truth about the Titanicõs demise did not come further to light.  In fact, the 

public was more distracted by little side stories like the household artifacts 

that were found and brought 12,000 feet up to the surface for public display.  

         

 The big story was the fact that the hull was in two separate 

pieces, and they were lying on the bottom so far from each other.  If 

people had known this in 1912 they would have soon figured out that 

something was rotten with the iceberg story and they would have spent more 

time thinking about what could have possibly separated Titanicõs steel hull 

into two separate pieces.  This kind of catastrophic hull damage could have 

been the result of ramming, torpedoing, naval mine or from a large onboard 

explosion, but those were about the only options.      

         

 So, this is how things stood when combined with the Ballard 

discovery:  Before 1985 the story read: Ship struck an iceberg, got a big hole, enough 

water leaked in to fill five compartments and she totally sank in 160 minutes.  After 

1985 the story reads:    Ship struck an iceberg, got a big hole, enough water leaked in 

to fill five compartments, she totally sank in 160 minutes AND in the process of sinking 

she buckled and separated into two pieces.   

That was a big add-on, and so cavalier!  Not to worry as the worldõs 

authority on how the Titanic sank, the New York City College of 

Technology; Marine Forensics Division, came to the rescue with an 

explanation.   Based upon what was gained from the Ballard Expedition they 

currently state: 
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òTitanicõs hull is in two pieces that are approximately ½ mile apart.  
Therefore, they had to have become completely separated near or at the 
surface to have landed that distance apart on the bottom.ó 

   Can you believe what you just read?  They actually expect us to believe 

that Titanicõs hull separated completely into two pieces at the surface!     

Nobody can honestly explain what caused this steel ship, with ten steel decks 

½ inch thick, to get totally pulled in half?   To this day, the New York College 

of Marine Forensics plays this down as if steel plate breaks apart like 

Graham Crackers.  But weõre just getting started. 

Breakup summary. 

These drawings were prepared for the Marine Forensic Panel Report; 
courtesy: joeccombs2nd.com 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In the first drawing the òbroken keel sectionsó are barely represented as thick 

black lines.  They reveal pieces that were discovered in 2005.   Here, the 
Titanic is depicted in a low angle break scenario just as the bottom is 
beginning to give way. (Never mind this is the strongest section of the hull).  

  

In the second drawing the decks are being split apart just aft of the third 
stack.  This is hardly any tilt at all, yet we are supposed to believe that this 
exerted enough force to rip the entire ship in half!   
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I hope you can see just how desperate these forensic cover artists 

are such to propose that a compression failure occurred where shown!  As 

noted earlier, each piece is roughly 30 ft. long x 92.5 ft. in width.   What is a 

major red flag is the fact that both are approximately the same rectangular 

shape, representing five incremental units of 6 feet, which is the distance 

between each rib frame. One came off just aft of the section that split, and 

the other came off just forward of the section that split.   

 In other words, the rectangular piece of the bottom 60 ft. x 92.5 ft. 

was also cut in half to make two 30 ft. x 92.5 pieces.  Itõs really the end of 

the game.  These increments are man-made units, not nature-made 

randomness, which is what is normally found in structural failures.   

 And donõt forget that there are three separate lines of failure and 

this violates the law of conservation of energy, since normally any structural 

element fails only as bad as it has to.  Here the hull has been severed from 

port to starboard three times!  

I must also point out the fact that the two pieces from the bottom 

became totally separated from the hull on all sides.  It would only take part 

of one edge of either the top or bottom 1ó bilge plating to hold these pieces 

Continuing with the òlow angle break theoryó in the last drawing the hull of 
the Titanic hull is breaking back on itself in the opposite direction of the prior 
diagram.  Now the hull has separated underneath the port and starboard 
engines.           Note; the 
angle of the forward section of the ship has remained constant in these two 
drawings.  Why wouldnõt the bow have continued to sink and swing 
downward once it began rotating that way? This is the end that began sinking 
first, therefore this explanation is absurd.   
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firmly to the hull while she plunged to the bottom.  So, what broke them 

completely free from the hull when they were fused in on all four sides?  It 

wasnõt their sheer weight, for they are nowhere near heavy enough to rip off 

even one 1ó thick steel edge because of gravity.   They had to have been cut.   

Also note, in sequence No. 4 of the official drawing on page 36 

Chapter 5, the claim that the pieces òprobablyó bent at this time and that 

they òprobablyó broke free later.  This is more than enough ambiguity to 

make any engineer laugh out loud reading it!   And lastly, note in depiction 

5 that another big piece came loose as well!  Isnõt this manner of informing 

us about another completely separated piece of Titanic just a bit subtle to 

equate to forensic research?   A brand new state-of-the-art ocean liner goes 

down with 1,523 hapless souls and this is what they expect us to accept as a 

valid explanation?   The deceptive story of the Titanic hitting an iceberg is 

now impossible to believe.    

 

100 Year False Story Recap 

We have all been victims of the Titanic because we have all fallen 

for a false story.   Letõs take a review of the ones since 1912: 

1912ð1985, The intact theory   This was the first generally 
accepted version of how Titanic sank.  In this scenario, she 
slid straight down and did not breakup. 

1985-2005, Stern sinks after Bow theory   This was a 
revised theory to explain how the Titanic had broken into 
two separate halves on the surface.  The way the Titanic 
broke in two was highlighted in the new 1997 movie 
òTitanicó. 

2005-2010, Low angle break on the surface theory   In 
2005 John Chatterton and Richie Kohler dove to the Titanic 
wreckage and found separated pieces of Titanicõs double 
bottom.   These pieces from the bottom of the ship changed 
everything that we know about the break-up of Titanic.  This 
also put an end to the possibility of the stern rising up and 
remaining there for a prolonged period. 

The Latest Official 

Explanation 
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2012- Present, Bow drags the stern under theory   Here 
we are today, according to the New York City College of 
Marine Forensics, the latest theory which attempts to put the 
shattered pieces of the puzzle back together.  Titanic still 
sank from a mild blow with an iceberg, but in this theory the 
Titanic hull begins breaking apart, yet remains attached until 
the stern just starts to leave the surface, but just then it 
breaks into two separate halves.  Yes, thatõs what they wrote. 
The only shortcoming to the new theory is that it fails to 
explain how two extra pieces of the ship became completely 
separated.    

It does reveal one sad fact:  After 110 years of blathering iceberg and 

rivet theories, all that we have for proof of what really happened to the 

Titanic has been misconstrued by four separate narratives and counting!   
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CHAPTER NINE  
 

 

The Endless Titanic M ovie 
   

òNiagara struck ice; she slid along, buckling plates below the 
waterline, and forthwith sent out a distress call. Within a short time, 
the CQD was canceled; her captain had discovered that she was not 
badly damaged, and could continue without assistance.ó                   
William Murdoch.net 

 

HERE HAVE BEEN so many movies made about the Titanic 

story that over the past 100 years she has become a historical 

legacy.  There have been 1000õs of books and television documentaries made 

along the way that explain away her sinking as manõs inevitable rendezvous 

with fate.   

And so, it appears today that all the Titanic mysteries have been 

answered.  But consider that the scientific information has changed and the 

mysteries were answered again albeit with different answers.  The public has 

fallen for a new explanation every time, rarely stopping to realize that a new 

story just rendered everything about the old story as false.  That means 

theyõve been feeding us lies from the very beginning.   

This sociological inheritance is what is described here in the 

òEndless Titanic Movie.ó  Letõs go back to where this movie began. 

 

T 
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The Case Of The Niagara Passenger Liner 

 

The iceberg story should have been scoffed at from the outset of the 

news and data reported by the newswires, but for some inexplicable reason, 

it was latched onto and has remained as Titanicõs legacy ever since.  Is it just 

possible that one of the reasons why the public believed this improbable 

explanation was because just three days prior to the night the Titanic struck 

an iceberg the newspapers reported that a French passenger liner crashed 

headlong into an iceberg?   

Yes, you are reading this correctly, and the story gets even more 

intriguing because the iceberg that the French vessel Niagara struck was in 

the same location as the iceberg that the Titanic would strike just three nights 

later.   It may have been the same iceberg.  Did anyone care? 

Because of the Niagara incident, this is what got reported in the 

press on April 12, 1912:  1. Titanic departed Belfast on her maiden voyage, 

2. A French passenger liner struck an iceberg head on and suffered great 

damage to her bow.  Were the two related or just a coincidence?  You can 

be the judge. 

According to reports, Niagara passengers were hurled across cabins 

and dining halls resulting in many injuries, broken furniture and a severely 

damaged bow.  But now hereõs where the story goes astray: the Niagara did 

not sink!  No, not even close.  In fact, she was able to resume onward, 

reaching her intended port under her own power.   

Today the story of the Niagara deserves review.  Consider what the 

papers printed: òPassenger Ship Strikes Icebergó just after the Titanic had 

Niagara Passenger Liner: Built by Ateliers & Chantiers de La 
Noire, St. Nazaire, France, 1908. 8,481 gross tons; 485 (bp) feet 
long; 56 feet wide. Steam triple expansion engines, twin screw.  
Service speed 15 knots.  1,142 passengers (182 second class, 960 
third class).Two masts and one funnel.Built in 1908 and named 
Corse. Sold to French Line, French flag, in 1910 and renamed 
Niagara for New York service. Scrapped in 1931. No picture avail. 
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left port.   Now if the Niagara had hit an iceberg, then it was possible for 

the Titanic to hit an iceberg.   And now you know that the story of the 

Niagara is most likely a fraud. 

Just three nights after the major newspapers reported the Niagara 

had struck an iceberg, they would report that the Titanic struck an iceberg. 

The unsuspecting public already had in their minds that such a thing was 

not only possible but happening.  This is called mind programming. 

What are the odds of these two unlikely events happening twice 

within three days?  It more than resembles a perfect pre-conditioning event 

if you ask me.  But could they have strong-armed a captain into ramming 

his liner into an iceberg just for a story?  Then again, perhaps the public has 

been òhadó on this report as well.  Perhaps the collision of the Niagara with 

an iceberg as reported by the press did not really happen.   

   The story is more than fishy due to this gigantic contradiction:  Why 

had the Titanic sunk so fast from a collision nobody could describe when 

the Niagara did not sink at all after suffering a crash that floored and injured 

people?        This story is continued in Chapter 15. 

 

The òUnsinkableó Factor 

 
   One crazy notion that needs to be forever ended is the following 

misconception:  

òSince the Titanic was considered to be unsinkable, the Captain

  mistakenly assumed it was ok to speed.ó   

   As witnessed by the vessel Niagara, a ship does not have to sink to 

suffer a tragedy with its passengers, as many people were reported as being 

injured when the vessel Niagara slammed into the same iceberg head on.  

So, there is a huge risk encountered by steaming ahead at any speed above 
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what distance the ship can 

stop in, which is the 

distance of visibility.  It 

has nothing to do with 

whether the vessel is 

unsinkable or not.   

There were many rich 

people traveling aboard 

that night in 1st class, and 

injured rich people 

produce catastrophic 

injury lawsuits.  Whether you sink or not is not the criteria any captain would 

ever use to influence the speed he chose.   The truth is that no ship carrying 

passengers can risk hitting a large solid object, period.   

     These are the facts from the conditions we know.  If visibility was 

good, and we have more than ample evidence that it was, and the Titanic 

was steaming along at a few knots below what the Cunard Liners typically 

cruised through this region at, then there is no reason that the Titanic could 

have hit an iceberg unless the lookouts and quartermasters had all been 

asleep, intoxicated or blind at the time. 

 

False News Reporting 

 

     Here is another area that needs further review:  In the initial hours 

of the Titanic tragedy, loved-ones of the missing waited anxiously because 

there was so much conflicting information coming in from ships at sea, 

added to by ground stations, then picked up by the media in various fashions 

and spewed out via the press.  Frankly speaking, the despicable way in which 

the Titanic sinking was reported should have been torn apart at the Senate 

Hearings held afterwards.   

     The Titanic officially sank at 2:20 AM on Monday morning April 15, 

1912, however the story was not printed with an accurate list of who had 

A small iceberg tour boat travels among bergs near 

St Anthony Newfounland in 2016. Photo Credit: 

Paul Alcock, Northland Discovery Boat Tours via 

CBC 
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died until the evening of April 17th in New York.  In the meantime, 

confusion and hope ruled.   Those who were waiting for word from a relative 

who was on board the Titanic on Sunday night of April 14th would be in for 

an emotional ride.   

     On April 15th, late in the afternoon they would hear that the Titanic 

has struck an iceberg and that they are being towed to Halifax.  On April 

16th, theyõre going to be told that the Titanic actually sank on April 15th and 

that some passengers were lost.  However they would not know who had 

gone down with the ship and who hadnõt until April 17th, late in the day.   

    This is what made the reported newspaper stories of the Titanicõs 

sinking so tragic.  There was so much hope beforehand.  Then it took a 

bone-chilling twist with such an extreme loss of life.  In reality it was an evil 

planned roller-coaster ride for the public.  By pulling such tricks now there 

was no chance for next of kin questioning how such a large ship had sank 

in less than three hours after colliding with an iceberg; she was already down.  

And lost passengers and next of kin had been dead for days.   

Hereõs one example; just note the date:  Monday Evening Edition.  Titanic had 
supposedly sunk Monday morning at 2:20 (shipõs time) which equates to appx. 
12:30AM NewYork Time.  This was about 12 hours after the Carpathia picked up 
Titanicõs survivors, and they had a wireless radio!    Courtesy 
titanicstory.wordpress.com 



Kenneth M. Price, Jr. 

108 
 

  What shock!  The Titanic had 16 separate compartments with 

watertight doors that somehow had not helped to keep her afloat.  Worse 

yet, the story went that she sank so fast no other ships in the vicinity were 

able to get to her before she went completely under.   She was now at the 

bottom of the Atlantic.  How are you going to argue with the outcome when 

it is a done deal?   

    It is now known that the deliberate demolition of the Titanic required 

that the public be given information that was erroneous from the start.  The 

planned misinformation was distributed by the press.  First they reported 

the damaged ship was being towed into port.  This bought them almost 

three days of extra time to set the iceberg ruse into peopleõs minds.  Never 

mind about the loved ones who waited for nearly three days after Titanicõs 

sinking to hear the real news.   

 

Hereõs another example of erroneous reporting.  In this case, more than 24 
hours after the rescue of the passengers aboard the Carpathia they still canõt 
get the survivors counted, which when subtracted from the passenger/crew 
lists would have given them an accurate count. This figure was off by 275 
souls! Courtesy: Pinterest. 
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Take It Away Movie Industry 

 

The many misconceptions initially laid down by the press have since 

been taken up by the movie industry, and they have kept the primary 

misconceptions intact.  Recently these misperceptions were dramatically 

reinforced by the scenes from the 1997 movie òTitanicó that was produced 

by James Cameron.   

The new Titanic movie was deceptively scripted to look like it was 

made in conjunction with the findings of Robert Ballardõs expedition which 

had found the hull. That 

is why the movie begins 

with scenes from the 

bottom of the Atlantic; 

to make it look like a 

scientific documentary, 

which it definitely was 

not.  Unfortunately, 

most people forgot that 

Hollywood movies have 

never attempted to 

properly depict the truth, and they were not at all truthful regarding the 1997 

remake of the Titanic story.  Well what would you expect from a òplaceó 

that is named after a wizardõs wand? 

Letõs start with the original movie òA Night to Rememberó starring 

Kenneth Moore.  In that movie, the Titanic sinks just as it was depicted in 

the testimony from a surviving 

witness named Charles Lightoller, 

Titanicõs 2nd Officer and the highest-

ranking eyewitness to the actual 

sinking of the Titanic.  Today his 

testimony resides in the records of 

The original Titanic movie from 
round 1: the ship goes down in a 
graceful dive in one piece.  This was 
the accepted story until 1985.    

 

The Mir submarine explores the deck of the Titanic.  
Courtesy: www.fanshare.com 
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the U.S. Senate and British Board of Trade Hearings that were held in both 

countries shortly after the disaster.  Lightollerõs testimony is considered to 

be the most accurate account of how the Titanic sank because he had 

handwritten it on a piece of paper while sitting in his life boat after just 

watching her sink.  And guess what?  His account described a graceful silent 

dive straight down into the deep.  Here is the note he wrote: 

òSlowly and almost majestically the immense stern reared itself up, with the 
propellers and rudders clearing the water, till at last she assumed the exact 
perpendicular.  Then, with an ever-quickening glide, she slid beneath the 
water of the cold Atlanticé. Like a prayer as she disappeared, the words 
were breathed, ôsheõs goneõ.óó  Second Officer Charles Lightoller 

I hope you noticed the graceful way in which the Titanic sank in this 

official testimony and the fact that there is no mention of any break-up or 

the stern snapping off just before she went down.   So just who or what gave 

Cameron the right to change recorded history?  As it stands, Titanicõs 2nd 

Officer may have been a leading witness that is now part of official records 

in both the U.S. Senate and the British Board of Trade to the tragedy on the 

night she sank, but his written and oral testimony has absolutely no validity 

with the movie industry today.   

After watching this movie several times it became absurdly apparent 

to me that the Titanic did not sink the way Cameron portrayed it.  I 

pondered why the director went to so much trouble to create a story that 

completely disregarded what was witnessed and formerly ruled as truthful 

testimony in two courts of law?  Why did he choose to do a movie with such 

a ridiculous break-up scenario?    Could the reason why have been to supply 

A model of Titanic depicts her breaking in half.  Courtesy: Wikipedia 
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the public with a plausible explanation for the fact that the Titanic wreckage 

is in two large pieces that are scattered apart by 2,297 feet?  

We forget that we should never underestimate the power of movies 

with their graphics and sound tracks along with subliminal cuts employed to 

influence and sway the human mind.   And in fact, the 1997 re-make of the 

existing story about the Titanic included the most realistic and breath-taking 

scenes of any movie made prior.  In the process filmmakers got the public 

to believe a non-plausible explanation; that Titanicõs stern broke off by itself.  

They pulled off the impossible (or almost did).    

Meantime, the movie-watching public is unaware of the latest 

information that the wreck is laying on the bottom in five separate pieces.  

If they did they would see that Lightollerõs account was totally made up.  

They would know that his testimony at the hearings was a fraud.  They 

would know that every Titanic movie made before 1997 was a fraud as well.    

By his own admission and writing, via being an eye witness to the 

actual sinking, Charles Lightollerõs account described exactly what the 

Titanic Disaster Hearings needed to hear to sell the iceberg-collision 

scenario.  That was back in 1912.  Lightoller did not count on the hull of the 

Titanic later being found.  After all, she went down in water that was over 

two miles deep.   

  If he had known that she would later be found in five major pieces, 

then he would have modified his account of her sinking beneath the water 

to include what it looked and sounded like as she ripped herself into two 

pieces.  Hereõs a possible example: 

òOver the sounds of a thousand people screaming, once the shipõs bow began her 
downward plunge under the black sea, her stern rose up.  Then came the bellows and 
screeching, a series of earth-shattering bangs as beams of steel were snapped apart 
and decks torn through at every level and all the way down both sides of the ship.   
The sounds of so much steel ripping apart was ear-piercing.  Then Titanicõs stern 
crashed back downward sending a large wave toward us that nearly swamped our 
boat.    Only her fully-separated stern remained, but it soon began to be pulled down 
by the partially attached bow section. It rose up again, briefly after total separation 
of the bow section occurred, where she floated for a bit longer till the last piece of the 
Titanic had sank beneath the waves.  Sheõs gone, I whispered.ó 
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For facts to match the movie, Lightoller would have had to write 

quite a story in that cold lifeboat on the night of April 15, 1912, eh?  

Meantime, we can forget the notion that the Titanic movie did anything 

scientifically or truthful to explain to the public how she sank, breaking 

herself into pieces in the process.   

What happened was the òhit-an-iceberg storyó was miraculously 

kept intact even after the bombshell discovery of the two hull pieces in 1985. 

In the process they threw in the cavalier skipper, the arrogant president, the 

coveted diamond and the lost love.  Theatrics! The movieõs underlying 

purpose was to convince the public that the Titanic broke apart as she sank. 

The fact is that from 1985 until 1997 marine forensic òexpertsó were 

scrambling for a plausible explanation for the two separate hull pieces.  This 

crisis continued up until the time when film director Cameron scrambled 

together the new Titanic plot to provide a graphic and òrealisticó 

explanation.    

What a laugh!  Watch the movie again and watch Titanicõs stern go 

high up into the air, not once, but twice!  The public got treated to a 

miraculous display of dynamic forces coming into play just from the ship 

sinking deeper into a calm ocean.   This was theater at its finest.  After the 

1997 remake the public was convinced the Titanic had broken in two like a 

rotted piece of driftwood bent back and forth two times, and from then on, 

the public has an explanation for the two separate hull pieces lying on the 

bottom.    

This model of the Titanic reveals that she was both beautiful and 
balanced in design that supposedly broke in two between the third and fourth 
stacks.  Look at how well forward her engines were placed.  She was by no 
means heavy by the stern.  Courtesy: Ultimate Titanic.  
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Now we know why filmmaker Cameron chose to depict the Titanic 

sinking in such a completely impossible manner.  Now we understand why 

they produced on film such a laughable depiction of a lifeless boat breaking 

herself apart.  There can be no other explanation than that the movie itself 

was made for one main purpose: to explain the wreckage that is scattered 

over ½ mile apart.    

   Titanicõs remains should be sitting there in one piece just as she 

looked and was described by witnesses before she sank.  Instead, weõve been 

supplied the notion that this massive steel ship tore herself completely in 

half on her own accord. 

 

3rd Class Passengers Never Alerted.   No General 
Alarm Ever Sounded! 

 

 The covering up of the truth with regard to the biased loading of 

the lifeboats began at the Titanic Disaster Hearings when the courtroom 

played down the loss of 154 women and children.  The losses of women and 

children were further offset amidst the testimonies of the sailing crew where 

they painted themselves as having performed heroically in the face of 

insurmountable odds.  And they accomplished this by depicting 3rd Class 

folks as riotous.  In the end, it looked as though the poor sailing crew were 

just trying to keep unruly passengers calm enough to avert widespread panic 

and disaster.   

  However, under maritime law the sailing crew of the Titanic were 

bound to protect the passengers under their oath of duty, but they clearly 

failed to protect the most valuable ones; the children.   The allowance of 56 

people under the age of 13 to perish, when many of the lifeboats had left 

barely half-loaded, represented crew malfeasance of such magnitude it 

should have taken center stage.   

  If in fact 1,523 people really did perish with the Titanic, they had 

been kept locked below with no alarms.  And thusly the movie industry has 

missed the big story; the fact that 154 women and children never got near a 
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lifeboat.  The courtroom designed story of the Titanic depicted a scene of 

heroics from the sailing crew.  They heard testimony as to several rich heirs 

who supposedly had to die alongside other 3rd Class males.  In actually it was 

a scripted glossing over of the deaths and/or kidnapping of 1,523 people.   

Most of Titanicõs crew were employed by the White Star Line as 

servants, stokers, firemen, etc. and thusly were regarded the same as 3rd 

Class, and most of these people were lost as well.     The fact that so many 

children and women had been lost from 3rd Class is a travesty yet to be 

properly adjudicated and recorded.   

  Now that relevant facts are known, the latest Titanic movie 

resembles an obscene magic act designed to ignore the fact that almost all 

of the 1st and 2nd Class passengers were aboard lifeboats and cast off before 

the rest of the passengers even knew the ship was sinking.   

   

Distraction Story: Captain Smith Relaxes at Dinner 

Whatõs rule no. 1 for a skipper?  Donõt run into anything!  Does it 

make rational sense that a captain on his last voyage before retirement in 

charge of the largest and most beautiful ship ever built would disregard eight 

ice warnings and then allow the ship to crash into a mountainous-sized 

floating object?     

Yet thatõs exactly what the 1997 movie depicted.  The òcaptain-

Smith-at-dinneró scene reached the ultimate of hypocrisy.  This made it just 

the right kind of distraction, as it was never possible for Captain Edward 

John Smith to guide a ship full of passengers ahead at 22 plus knots through 

an ocean if there had been the slightest chance of hitting a large object such 

as another ship, island or iceberg.   

The trained protocol of every captain of every vessel carrying 

valuable crew, passengers and cargo is to steam forward at a rate of speed 

that is safe for the conditions and visibility.  This prohibits any captain from 

storming through an ice field when there is poor visibility.  In wartime, 

another skipper might take a chance trying to outrun an armed vessel, but 

in this case, there was no reason to take such a horrendous risk.   
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  A captain must consider that a sudden jolt with a large object would 

have sent passengers flying across their cabins and dining rooms smashing 

into chairs and broken dishes as they did three nights prior on the Niagara.  

This kind of risk isnõt worth a speed record.   But our rationale has been 

skewed because of over-touting the unsinkable design parameter of the 

Titanic.   

The public let their guard down when they fell for the captainõs 

supposed bad decision to steam ahead too fast, partly because he was under 

the mistaken impression that his vessel was unsinkable even though they 

might just ram into an iceberg.  This is nonsensical drivel! At that time in 

history most of the 1st Class passengers were very rich people and these very 

rich people were very powerful people.  They would not have liked getting 

injured one single bit.  

Without proper visibility, there was no way to steam ahead without 

endangering nobility and Captain Smith did not have the authority or the 

courage to endanger nobility.  And so, hereõs another part of the story that 

is impossible to believe, that Captain Smith went to dinner on the evening 

of Titanicõs fateful Sunday, just a few hours before the supposed collision 

occurred.  Can you picture the person responsible for all the cargo and lives 

on board his ship sitting down to dinner with his most valued clientele at 

the same time they were supposedly steaming directly toward an ice field?  

Yet this is exactly what we are asked to believe took place, even though such 

a mishap by the captain would have initiated lawsuits with the resulting 

outcome being the immediate discharge of Smith as captain.    

Had lawsuits been filed it wouldnõt have taken long for investigators 

to uncover the fact that the vessel Mesaba, which was just two hours ahead 

of them and on the same course, radioed the Titanic and reported an iceberg.  

Not only did Mesaba report seeing it, they gave the exact coordinates of it.  

The Titanicõs radio operator acknowledged receipt of it during the hearings.  

And this is just one of many ice-related reports that we will cover later in 

more detail.  Meantime, the Titanic continued to steam directly toward these 

coordinates with the Captain supposedly at dinner. 

Letõs say youõre the captain of the Titanic and you are steaming along 

at 22 knots in the dark headed directly toward an iceberg.  Are you going to 
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sit down and have a nice relaxed meal with a bunch of power-hungry 

millionaires?  Give me a break!   This part of the story doesnõt make sense 

unless in this case the captain was merely acting: acting in the form of a 

cavalier individual who was dramatically overdoing cavalier-ness.   

 Letõs be real.  If Captain Smith really did sit down to dinner then he 

did so knowing full well that they were in no danger of striking anything.  

That would also have confirmed that visibility at the time was good.    

Captain Smith himself could have been thrown across a dining room 

into chairs, tables and broken dishes and gotten hurt too.  This would not 

make for relaxation at dinner.  What makes more sense is that Captain Smith 

knew ahead of time the Titanic would be slowing down as it got nearer to 

the known iceberg, because at this stage he had already been informed they 

were heading directly toward a known iceberg.    

Since there was no danger of hitting something that they knew the 

exact position of, in this scenario, he could have sat relaxed at dinner, even 

with a bunch of extortionists and lawyers. 

At this point in our investigation, it is most likely that the Titanic 

merely slowed down when it reached the vicinity of the Mesaba/Niagara 

iceberg, and this is the reason nobody below decks in 3rd Class felt any kind 

of a collision.   This is how they avoided any passenger injuries and managed 

to keep everyone so calm.  The Titanic only needed to come close enough 

to an iceberg to give the passengers in the rowboats the proper iceberg 

backdrop.  Later, it would be easy to convince people who were rowed away 

that this was the iceberg they had supposedly struck.  

Letõs be honest: at this point we donõt know if there was a plan to 

sink the Titanic with 1,523 lives aboard or just convince the public that the 

Titanic sank with 1.523 lives aboard.  But we do know they had a plan to 

convince the public that the Titanic sank from having a collision with an 

iceberg.  There had to be an iceberg at the scene.  They would have needed 

to find a òcandidate icebergó and find it quickly.  The most precise way to 

find one would have been to steam straight to the coordinates of a recently 

reported one.  The Mesaba had just given them the coordinates, so that is 

exactly what they did. 
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A Major Pickle For The Movie Industry 

 

As you saw in the preceding chapter, the findings from the 

Chatterton and Kohler dive of 2005 have added a challenging predicament 

to worthless, trivia-gathering organizations like the Titanic Historical Society 

to explain the known wreckage of the Titanic.  With five major pieces to 

contend with and fit into the breakup scenario their only position is to do 

the Ostrich maneuver.    

From drawings in the previous chapters you know the current 

marine forensic explanation is the òlow-angle-break-theoryó.  Now how 

about this?  Even the newest theory doesnõt account for how the extra pieces 

ended up where they are.  They have no answer for that.  But as we now 

know, the public have been part of a charade from the beginning via the 

original Hollywood movies.  For example in "A Night to Rememberó the 

Titanic rotated nearly straight downward then slid beneath the sea just as 

Lightoller had written and testified.  Right on proper Que. 

This is where the movie industry finds itself today:  The òyet to be 

madeó Titanic movie will have to depict the bottom of a double-hulled ship 

being ripped out in addition to the hull breaking in half and completely 

separating.  And again, all this must happen on the surface of a calm ocean.  

Oh, and none of the passengers can feel a jolt or hear a loud bang.  Thatõs 

going to be a rough directorõs job! 

Until they make a movie that depicts women and children being 

abandoned for the rich and powerful, we will not get a movie that depicts 

the truth.  Additionally, it is no longer possible to depict the Titanic sinking 

with such an extreme engineering anomaly as the culprit. The poor ship is 

in too many pieces and they are too widely scattered.   The betrayal of the 

sailing crew to protect their passengers will need a movie revision as well. 

We should note that in past times, before the extra pieces were 

found, it was impossible to properly decipher the real cause of the Titanic 

disaster.  Today thatõs all changed.   
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CHAPTER 10 
 

 

The Hindenburg Smoking Gun 
 

           ñThe first shot with an incendiary bullet set the rear end of the 

Hindenburg on fire.ò Moe Berg; Princeton graduate, major league 
baseball player, master of languages, Zionist and OSS agent.  

 

 

HE STORY PERTAINING to the supposed demise of the 

Hindenburg is as misconstrued as the story pertaining to the 

supposed demise of the Titanic.  In this chapter, we will put this false story 

to rest. 

The misconstruction of 

the Hindenburg story began 

after the events of 1936 when 

both the Hindenburg and Graf 

Zeppelin were flown over the 

Olympic Games in Berlin and 

the Nazi rally in Nuremburg.  

The subsequent story of the 

destruction of the Hindenburg 

did not include mention of their 

having attended these Hitler-

backed events.   

T 

Hindenburg over New York in 1937. This 
would have been her last flight before being 
destroyed in Lakehurst N.J.  Courtesy: 
Wikipedia 
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These political events insured Hindenburgõs future involvement in 

the forces opposed to a Nazi military dictatorship.   This was part two of 

the staging of the Hindenburg for a date with a disaster.  The first part of 

the staging had occurred when the United States announced that they would 

not supply Germany with helium.  This was covered in Chapter 4.  At any 

rate, on the evening of April 6, the average human mind was primed to 

witness an accident.   

Thanks to an article by James Perloff we finally have a solid 

explanation for what started the actual fire on the Hindenburg.  His article 

is fully presented in Appendix 7C.  In the meantime, here is a partial clip: 

 
òBefore the Internet, òtruthersó had limited access to alternative 
news.  One source was the newsletter of Hilaire du Berrier, who 
had served in the OSS during World War II.  After the war, the 
OSS, which changed its name to the CIA, òdownsizedó (for 
eliminating genuine anti-Communists within its ranks), and 
released du Berrier.  Since then, he maintained numerous 
international contacts and ran an intelligence newsletter out of 
Monaco from 1958 to 2001.  His very last report was on the just-
breaking story of 9-11 at the age of 96. 

Du Berrier told the apparently true story of the Hindenburg ð a 
report we now retrieve from his newsletter files, and that you 
wonõt find elsewhere.  According to du Berrier, the man behind 
the disaster was the mysterious Moe Berg: a Princeton graduate, 
major league baseball player, master of languages, Zionist, and like 
du Berrier, an OSS agent.  Several biographies of Berg have been 
published but none have discussed his connection to the 
Hindenburg. 

The source of Du Berrierõs report on Berg was Tim McAuliffe, a 
legend in the Boston sports equipment industry, who had worked 
with Berg for many years in developing newer and better sports 
equipment for major league baseball players.  Du Berrier 
recounted this story in his June 1976, May 1989 and May 2000 
newsletters.   Quoting and slightly condensing du Berrier, this is 
what Berg confidentially told his good friend Tim McAuliffe, who 
he assumed was as anti-Nazi war patriot: 
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òI couldnõt be there myself,ó Berg said, òI was scheduled for a 
game, but I did the planning and four of my men carried it out.ó 
According to Berg, òwe used a rifle with a telescopic sight, though 
the sight was unnecessary with a target that big. When the ship 
came in the men were hiding in the bushes at Lakehurst and the 
first shot with an incendiary bullet set the rear end of the 
Hindenburg on fire.ó 

Finally, here is an explanation as to what brought down the 

Hindenburg that makes sense and is believable.   Bergõs account about the 

demise of the Hindenburg fits the actual event as it took place.   

As it currently stands, the chosen òcauseó of the Hindenburg 

inferno, even though it never made sense from an engineering evaluation, 

was due to an unforeseen òaccidentaló spark generated from the potential 

voltage between ground and atmosphere.  As a result, her demise was 

investigated exclusively as an engineering failure, and it was thus devoid of 

any political motives as having been possible causes for sabotage.   This does 

not make sense when you consider that the most revolutionary technology 

of any aircraft up to that time was exhibited by Hindenburgõs performance.   

     In 1937 the world lost:  an 800-foot-long floating platform that 

could move at 85 miles per hour and carry over 200,000 lb. of cargo an 

unlimited range.  Airports and runways: not necessary.   Cruising speed: 3 

times faster than steamship.  Safe and luxurious travel from Germany to 

America in under 50 hours.  It was all lost on the evening of April 6, 1937. 

The Hindenburg was anything other than a flawed design that was 
destined to be phased out.  She was one of the most ingenious flying 
prototypes ever constructed. Courtesy: artist unknown 
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How Airships Could Have Shortened World War II 

 
Now itõs time to get down to some other mind-blowing revelations 

about the airship concept.  In 1937 consider that it was now-or- never time 

to get this mode of transportation squashed.  This is because the theater of 

war, as it was to be fought out in the seas, skies and land of Great Britain 

and Europe during the period from 1941 to 1945, was to be conducted with 

the use of fuel hungry ships, aircraft and tanks.  These were all within reach 

and thus vulnerable to airships as they could hover undetected in clouds for 

days or longer.  They posed too much unknown risk to strategic targets.   

Their use had to thus be excluded.  Consider what would have 

happened if hydrogen lift technology had continued rather than being all but 

eliminated, save for the inferior non-rigid designs that were masqueraded in 

the place of what the Zeppelin manufacturing company had perfected?    

The fact that these airships had the same range as surface ships was more 

than known by those footing the bill for the upcoming war.  They wanted a 

balanced theater with lots of losers and no surprise winners.   

We were taught that the airship was terminated before the war 

because of the òmanyó supposed tragic accidents, but this was not the real 

reason.  How did we fight the battles in Europe?  How did America get its 

soldiers and war machinery into the fields of battle?  We didnõt stop using 

trucks and planes every time one crashed.  We didnõt stop having battles 

even though every battle was a tragedy. 

It is generally accepted this was the era that heavy cumbersome 

battleships gave way to aircraft carriers.  Carriers equipped with high-speed 

planes rendered the slow-moving warships as sitting ducks.  After Japan 

sunk much of the American battleship fleet at Pearl Harbor in 1941 the tide 

was quickly turned since no American aircraft carriers had been lost at Pearl 

Harbor.  This resulted in an aerial smashing of Yamamotoõs fleet at the 

Battle of Midway.  During the period between the attack on Pearl Harbor 

and the Battle of Midway, most Americans were of the belief that Japanese 

forces could be landing on our Western shores most any day.  And this was 

more than suggested and reinforced by the media. There was such serious 
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paranoia in America of an impending attack on American land that every 

person of more than 1/8 Japanese ancestry, who was within 200 miles of the West Coast, 

was interned for several years.   

Now just stop and 

ponder for a moment; what 

if the airship concept had 

been embraced and further 

developed by our military 

and other militaries around 

the world?  The extreme 

range and colossal bomb-

carrying capacity of such 

anti-gravity vehicles would 

have made any country that 

had developed them a 

serious threat to any 

imperialistic nations.  As 

aircraft carriers with planes 

had made battleships 

obsolete, was not the 

development of the airship 

destined to make the carriers 

obsolete?   

Seriously, if the United States really had the smartest engineers and 

scientists, and, had been led by political leaders who were sincerely dedicated 

to arming and defending the United States, wouldnõt they have considered a 

fleet of Hindenburg-sized airships?  These could have been outfitted with 

guns and fighter escort planes for defense.  Bigger engines would have made 

them faster and difficult to catch.  Flying at night with black-painted 

underbellies would have made them difficult to detect.  Coming from any 

direction would have made them difficult to defend against.  Being able to 

hover over their targets for as long as they wanted would have made them 

deadly accurate if they decided to drop bombs.   

These ideas came from me and Iõm not a part of Naval Intelligence.  

Just imagine all the potential ways to utilize this technology they could have 

This model of the Hindenburg reveals the 

tiny engines, in relation to her size, that were 

used to power her.  Courtesy: Go Nautical.  

Imagine what kind of speed she could have 

attained if she had been equipped with 

engines in proportion to a B-17!  Photo 

courtesy: Denver Post 
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come up with!  If the United States had been equipped with a couple dozen 

of these flying platforms, would any nation have felt safe making an attack 

on us like at Pearl Harbor?  Because had they done this, we could have 

launched a decisive attack right from the heartland of America where the 

airships were built and the necessary bombs, men, fuel and provisions were 

in abundance.   

Would there still have been a need for a fleet of warships, freighters 

and steamships to haul our troops and equipment abroad?   Would there 

have been that three months of time to get trained soldiers across the seas 

and trucked to the scene of the battle?  Would Great Britain have been 

bombed into rubble? 

Now you are beginning to see how a nation could have most easily 

defended itself and done so right from its homeland.  Airship attacks could 

have been launched within hours of an aggressive provocation by any 

nation, whether on their shores or on a distant providence.  No target that 

needed to be stopped would have been out of range.  An armada could have 

been silently launched without the enemy even knowing it was on the way.  

In short, no country would want to start a war, and if one did start a war it 

would have been over very quickly.   

A quick review of how World War II was fought went like this 

instead:  The United States built 12,700 B-17 Flying Fortress bombers.  Then 

they flew them to England and equipped them with bombs and personnel 

that had been transported by ship.  Then nine to ten brave young men 

flew them at 160 knots toward the enemy into the waiting gun sights of 

those who knew how many, what direction and what speed the bombers 

flew.   

Each of the bombers was powered by four 18-cylinder rotary piston 

engines of roughly 1,300 hp. each.  They had a range of 1,350 miles, could 

hit a top speed of around 320 miles per hour and could reach altitudes of 

35,000 feet.  However, on a typical bombing run they could only deliver 

2 tons of bombs each!  This was petroleum driven war in its most egregious 

form. 

The use of dirigibles would have changed the theater of the war:  

Imagine if all the aluminum that went into building the bombers had gone 
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into building ones that could fly all the way to their targets with enough 

explosives to finish the job.  Any nation thinking about aggressive expansion 

against a smaller neighbor would have to think twice.   

As it was, fixed wing piston powered bomber aircraft carried and 

dropped nearly 8 million bombs on Germany which is what the allies 

deemed was necessary to end the war.  This effort, conducted in this manner 

required the following: 

276,000 aircraft manufactured in the US from 1940-1945 plus: 
9.7 billion gallons of gasoline were consumed, 1942-1945 
459.7 billion rounds of aircraft ammo were fired, 1942-1945 
7.9 million bombs were dropped, 1943-1945 
2.3 million combat sorties were flown, 1941-1945  
808,471 aircraft engines were built, 1940-1945  

 
Note that the above numbers do not reflect the planes and gasoline 

used by Germany, Great Britain, Japan, Russia, China and Italy.   If we add 

their petroleum contribution we come up with nearly 150,000 extra planes, 

and they would have consumed a minimum of 15 billion gallons of high 

octane aviation fuel.    

But this calculation must be well under the actual fuel consumption 

of German and American aircraft during World War II.  According to Wiki, 

actual petroleum consumption for just the U.S Military itself amounted 

to 6 billion barrels or 252 billion gallons of petroleum during 1941-1945.   

Wikiõs estimates for Total world consumption of petroleum during 

World War II totals 546 billion gallons! 

     Fuel is big business.  Fuel during wartime is monstrous business.  It 

is now obvious that what took place during the war was a profit planned 

objective from day one, and those who planned it hit the jackpot.  Now look 

where we have gone from there?   According to the Department of Defense 

in 2006 the U.S. Military still consumes 7 billion gallons of petroleum per 

year during peacetime.  
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An Analysis Of World War II Bombers 

 

In this section weõll look at one 

the best twin-engine bombers that 

Germany built and used during the war 

and compare it with the design they 

chose to ignore.  

German Bomber:  Ju 88 twin engine, 
low wing cantilever monoplane    

 
Power:  two liquid-cooled inverted V-12 engines 1,300 hp. ea.    
Wing span: 65' 10", length: 47' 1", normal load weight: 26,700 pounds,  
Maximum takeoff weight: 31,000 pounds.     
Maximum bomb load: 6,600 pounds.  
Top speed: 295 M.P.H.    Service ceiling: 27,000'.  
Range with max bomb load: 650 miles; fuel range 1,900 miles.   
 

   
Hindenburg: 

 
Main Powerplant: 4 Daimler-Benz 16-cyl 1320 hp. @ 1650 RPM  
 (maximum power) and 900 hp. @ 1480 RPM DB 602 Diesels  
Length: 803.8 feet    Diameter: 135.1 feet  
Maximum takeoff weight: 511,500 lbs.  
Maximum bomb load: 200,000 lbs. plus       
Cruising Speed: 125 km/h (76 MPH) Maximum Speed: 135 km/h (84 MPH)  
Crew: 40 flight officers and men, 10-12 stewards and cooks  
Passengers: 50 sleeping berths (1936); 72 sleeping berths (1937) 

 
Ponder this fact:  Just by 

unleashing a mooring line the 

Hindenburg could lift 511,500 lbs. 

compared to Germanyõs largest 

bomber at the time which could lift 

31,000 lbs.  The Hindenburgõs total lift 

was more than 16 times the best fixed wing piston powered aircraft.  The 

speed difference could have been made up by equipping these militarized 

dirigibles with larger engines.  Why didnõt they?   

German JU-88 Bomber, courtesy: 

WWIIVehicles.com 

 

Hindenburg   Courtesy: Wikipedia 
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Would these war-dirigibles have been easy targets for ground 

artillery?  This question requires that we consider which is harder to hit from 

the ground with artillery; a large group of bombers flying at constant speed, 

in formation, in the middle of the day, when and where they are expected, 

or a single large dirigible flying at night and coming from any direction when 

you least expect it?  What is easier to defend against from fighter planes?  A 

group of bombers that can be seen and intercepted during daytime, or a 

single dirigible that has crossed your borders 500 miles from where you have 

any planes or artillery set up?   

Keep in mind that if any one of them reached its target it would have 

the same effect as 30 German JU 88 bombers. As it was the Hindenburg 

had a top speed of 84 mph even though she had only 1/8th the amount of 

horsepower per total aircraft weight of a Boeing B-17 that cruised at 160 

knots to their targets.  If we were to multiply the Hindenburgõs horsepower 

by a factor of eight, applying a standard drag equation she would have had 

a speed of 170 mph.  And, if the engines had been mounted inside the hull 

to augment laminar flow the speeds could have been much greater.  This 

makes it reasonable the Germans would have developed a war version 

bomber of Hindenburgõs design that would have exceeded the B-17õs speed 

to target.   

I donõt mean to be dour about the facts of war but I must tell you 

that the people at the top do not like variables that can change òtheiró war 

setting.   For example, what if rather than building all of these bombers 

Germany had built 100 Hindenburg-class military bombers and equipped 

them for making midnight bombing raids?   These could have been launched 

directly from their heartland toward any enemy at a momentõs notice.   

Bomb targets would have been based on strategic importance rather than 

distance and logistics.  Assault forces could have been flown over seas in 

days versus being shipped across seas which took months.   

The World War I and II concepts of moving toward the enemy 

gradually with petroleum-powered tanks and ground forces would have 

been cast aside.  During a real national threat or attack the enemyõs critical 

infrastructure mechanisms such as capitals, power plants, ship yards, military 

airports, etc. could have been turned into rubble decisively and quickly.  The 

use of anti-gravitational type of aircraft would have negated the ocean 
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borders that defined the battle zones, since the distance traveled to the target 

would have been of no consequence.   

Nations would no longer have needed or relied on a massive navy 

with which to attack a far-off opponent.  The aircraft carrier itself would 

have been rendered obsolete.  War fronts would have become meaningless.   

Threats that were made would have received retaliation that came quick, 

unexpectedly and devastatingly.   Wars would have been over quickly, and 

thus only a fraction of the numbers of people killed and buildings destroyed 

would have occurred.   And the amount of petroleum consumed to win 

the war would have been reduced to a small fraction of that which was 

consumed.    

Remember, like World War I, World War II was to be a petroleum 

powered event from the get go.  How would they have been able to market 

the extra 546 billion gallons of petroleum otherwise?   

 

For The Sake Of Petroleum Sales 

 
The exact cause of World War I is still being uncovered however 

what is known is that it was funded and controlled on both sides by the 

Rothschild, Rockefeller Zionist conglomerate.   There are literally hundreds 

of books written exposing international banking during these World War I 

and II  times, so get busy reading one of them if you donõt believe me.   

Revolutionary forms of warfare had to be abandoned before the 

Second World War was in full swing to clear the way for what was the 

desired method of conducting it.  This is one of the major reasons why the 

Hindenburg and all other dirigibles had to either be taken out or dismantled 

in 1937.  Germany was persuaded to go along with the plan because Hitler 

had been propelled into power by Rothschild funds.   Hitler was thus 

beholden to Rothschild funds; therefore, he was beholden to Rothschild 

plans and wishes.  I donõt know why all the historians have left this fact out 

of Hitlerõs profile: these war plans were business plans: they did not originate 

from him nor were they carried out by him.  He was a financed puppet. 
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Rothschild wishes were to sell petroleum on a worldwide scale. To 

bolster the supply the financiers pulled the strings of both sides, the allied 

countries as well as the axis countries.  You can see blatant evidence of this 

in that all the industrialized nations, being axis or allied, designed and built 

war machines that were all 

similar in function and size.  

This resulted in battles being 

drawn out because neither 

side had a decisive 

advantage in military 

hardware.  Some countries 

had better planes, some had 

better ships, but when you 

look at the picture overall, 

most nations went into battle with the same types of equipment used in 

World War I, just spiffed up.  This wish came true beyond dreams.  Note: 

Germany had some major exceptions such as the V1, V2 and the Vril (anti-

gravity disc shaped craft of various sizes). 

Meantime, when the B-17õs of World War II took to the skies, they 

flew in numbers approaching up to 1,000 planes each carrying 25,000 lb. of 

fuel and 4,000 lb. of bombs.   

A 1,000 plane bomb run required 10,000 airmen to deliver 2,000 

tons or 4,000,000 lbs. of bombs. 

Most of the fuel was burned to keep the bomber aloft. The weight 

of fuel carried exceeded the pounds of bombs dropped by a factor of six 

meaning that 80% of what these brave pilots carried was worthless cargo.   

If the allies themselves had used dirigibles, 2,000 tons of bombs 

could have been carried by 20 Hindenburg-sized bombers needing roughly 

500 men.  If we just look at fuel usage alone, this total bombing campaign 

would have saved 90% or more of the fuel to deliver the same number of 

American B-17 bombers over Berlin, 1944, 

courtesy: DW.com 
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bombs.   That kind of 

potential made the 

dirigible a gigantic threat 

to oil company plans and 

profits.  

An arsenal of 

dirigibles equipped with 

planes and bombs would 

have easily rivaled the 

power of an aircraft 

carrier negating the need 

for 1,000 plane bombing 

runs to fight and 

supposedly win the war.   There would have been tens of thousands of pilots 

saved.  And, there would have been upwards of 500 billion gallons of 

petroleum saved.     

 

  

Huntington Beach, California 1945.  Formerly pristine 

coastline but the US had to have oil. Courtesy: Pinterest 
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CHAPTER 11 
 

The Unsinkable T itanic 
 

Final resting place:   

1,000 miles due east of Boston, Massachusetts,                                                                           
375 miles southeast of St. John's, Newfoundland.                                                                                    

Depth: 12,500 feet. 

Stern Section coordinates:  41°43'35" N, 49°56'54" W  

Bow Section coordinates:   41°43'57" N, 49°56'49" W  

Separation distance:              2,297 ft. 
 

 

The Titanic debris field.  Courtesy: National Geographic. 
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HE HULL WRECKAGE of the Titanic now lies at the bottom 

of the Atlantic in five major pieces that are thousands of feet 

apart.  The great distances between them provide us documented evidence 

that the boat separated into pieces at the surface.   

Today we need to back up and ponder the fact that when people 

first heard the iceberg story it was barely plausible.  It barely flew in the 

courtroom when all who testified failed to describe a collision of enough 

significance to be written down and agreed upon.  They later convinced the 

public that the ship split open at the bilge along five compartments when it 

glanced off an iceberg nobody had felt.  For this to happen, ice would have 

had to cut through ı inch plate steel for nearly 300 feet of the boatõs length. 

Then they convinced us that she sank so fast that more than half of 

the passengers never got off before she went under.  The story just kept 

getting harder and harder to swallow but the courtroom, rigged as it was, 

just plodded along until the script took hold.  However, in those days they 

didnõt have to explain the fact that the hull was in five major pieces that 

came apart at the surface!  That would have been a big add-on to the story. 

Today the Titanic cover-up committee needs to come to terms with 

their impossible predicament: Nobody in 3rd Class ever felt a collision and 

nobody who gave testimony ever described a definitive collision.  Yet the 

Disaster Hearing Committees in both the U.S. and Great Britain went on to 

record testimony that was accepted as factual and ruled that the ship struck 

and gradually sank from hitting an iceberg.  Oh, one other small note:  This 

meant that Titanicõs sinking was ruled as an accident, clearing the White Star 

Line of any wrongful death lawsuits!     

It would have been impossible to prove that the Titanicõs sinking in 

1912 was the result of accidental contact with an iceberg if any one of the 

witnesses had known that the hull of Titanic was in five pieces before it left 

the surface.  But ever since the first news of the Titanic striking an iceberg 

there has been plenty of controversy.  Another one was the courtõs putting 

into writing that the ship suffered damage to five forward compartments.   

T 
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For decades, every decent Titanic researcher òthoughtó that the ship 

had suffered a glancing blow with an iceberg because the only way to rupture 

at least five of her 16 watertight compartments would be by ripping open 

300 feet of her 900-foot-long hull below the waterline.  A more direct blow 

would have only damaged the forward compartment, or two compartments, 

and she would have remained floating indefinitely.  Thatõs some serious 

controversy that never got resolved!  But that was the only possible 

explanation because nothing short of this would have sunk her.   

Seventy three years went by until the Ballard expedition found the 

wreck.  From this point forward they knew the Titanicõs hull was in two 

separate pieces (actually five).   This created a serious dilemma for all of the 

Titanic-related historical blogs and websites, along with every other scientist 

and engineer who had and continued to explain Titanicõs demise in the 

standard fashion.   The fact is, a new and plausible explanation was needed 

to explain why the hull was in two totally separate pieces.    

When the news first reached me I heard that the hull was in two 

separate pieces and had probably broken 

when it hit the bottom.  It was not until 

months later that I learned the two pieces 

were quite some distance apart from each 

other.  This meant that the hull hadnõt 

broken from hitting the bottom.  They 

needed a new scenario that depicted the 

vessel breaking into two parts at or near 

surface.  Thatõs a pretty tall order for a 

script, wouldnõt you agree? 

What happened next was a 

combining of marine forensic òexpertsó 

with Hollywood illusionists, and it 

culminated into the 1997 release of the new 

Titanic movie.  It was not until then that the 

public received the new stern-breaking-off 

theory to dispel any controversy.   In the 

process they made the breaking of a steel ocean liner into two halves look 

as easy as breaking a ship made of Styrofoam.   

The making of the Titanic movie.  
Courtesy: Adspicsblogspot.com 
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Now they had an explanation for why the two sections of Titanicõs 

hull were 2,200 feet apart.  However, this new addition to the existing story 

has only added a second extraordinary occurrence to a story that was already 

preposterous.   As a result the 1997 Titanic movie merely shifted the 

controversy from the 300 feet of waterline damage dilemma to the stern-broke-off-

cleanly dilemma.  Meantime, the public was kept distracted by news of other 

tragedies, false flags (911) and various wars in the Middle East and 

Afghanistan.   

So from 1997 until 2005 the world held onto the stern-breaking-off 

theory.  But nobody knew the center bottom of Titanicõs hull had been 

ripped out.   

 

The Chatterton /  Kohler Dive To The Titanic  

 

In 2005, two independent divers and treasure hunters organized a 

deep underwater dive of their own.  They did this based upon a story that a 

witness on an earlier dive had told them when he described seeing òribbons 

of steeló about one half mile from the other hull wrecks.  Based upon this 

intriguing information, Chatterton and Kohler rented the use of two Mir 

submersible submarines from the Russian government.  

After three dives and much disappointment the two had little to 

show for their efforts, but nearing the end of their expedition and on their 

fourth and final dive they found and filmed two additional never-before-

seen sections of the wrecked Titanic hull.  These were large pieces, and they 

were from the very bottom of Titanicõs hull.  

Now the iron steamship was on the bottom in four separate pieces! 

By the way, this makes five major pieces when you include the òbig pieceó 

which is on display in Las Vegas.  But even more noteworthy was the fact 

that the pieces had been ripped out of the bottom of the hull.  Their 

existence directly contradicts the iceberg-glancing-blow theory where 300 feet of 

steel just beneath the waterline was supposedly gashed through on the 

Starboard Bow.    
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 These large pieces, 

having come totally loose from 

the bottom between the third 

and fourth smokestacks, ran 

contrary to the story that the 

Titanic had been damaged 

near the bow and as a result 

had sank with her bow going 

down first.  Since it was 

required all along that the 

Titanic had to sink from the 

bow for the stern to rise up thus causing her to break, these new bottom 

pieces threw the Titanic historians and forensic authorities into complete 

disarray.    

On the adjacent image is a scanned drawing of the two pieces, drawn 

by a marine artist and presented in Brad Matsenõs book, Titanicõs Last 

Secrets:  As you can see from these newly-discovered pieces, they prove the 

existence of three separate lines of failure across the bottom of Titanicõs hull 

from port to starboard.  Itõs 

lights out for the iceberg 

story.   

In total, they 

represent an area of 5,520 

sq. ft. of missing hull bottom 

from just aft of amidships; a 

section of the hull where 

two layers of 1ó thick plate 

are separated by 5-foot-tall 

bulkheads in the bilge.  And 

in this section of the ship the 

upper bilge deck is 

reinforced with longitudinal 

steel beams and above these 

beams and 1ó steel plate was 

a girder-reinforced engine 

Richie Kohler and John Chatterton 2012.  
California Diverõs Magazine. 

 

In this drawing by Ken Marshall the two pieces 

are placed back together upside down just as 

they would have been located in the bottom of 

the hull. Courtesy; the Titanic Gallery by Richie 

Kohler. 
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platform.  And above this platform was a cast iron engine pedestal.  A 

further analysis reveals some additional anomalies:  

Both pieces are remarkably similar in size and shape; appx. 30 feet 
in length and 92 feet across,  
 
Both have the same number, (6) of 5 foot incremental units, 
defined by the shipõs rib spacing in their make-up.    
 
Both are òcutó through their top and bottom steel plating on both 
sides in the same fashion.   
 
Both are òcutó across the bilge keels, which are attached to the 
outside of the hull.   
 
All the longitudinal steel beams, just under the top plate, are cut 
through cleanly in 3 places.   
 
At the very bottom of the keel there is a 3ó by 3ó continuous steel 
bar, and this was also cut through cleanly in 3 places. 

 

Heaping more misery onto the burning story: Where the two pieces 

came from is without a doubt the strongest and most reinforced part of the 

ship!  Where the experts say the ship failed is the least likely place for the 

ship to fail!  In addition, 60 linear feet of steel on both sides of the hull just 

above the turn of the bilge had to cut cleanly through longitudinally along 

the sides.  They had to be cut to have them become completely separated: 

from corner to corner on all four sides, top layer and bottom layer multiplied 

by two for both pieces.    

What kind of forces or tools could have created these two newly 

discovered pieces?   Whatever these forces were, we are supposed to believe 

60 feet of double-hull were ripped out because of them.  And since the only 

force available for an explanation of the damage was Titanicõs huge size 

combined with gravity, they used her massive size to create a plausible case 

against her:  Titanic was so big and heavy that in the process of sinking her own weight 

ripped her apart.    Remember this occurred after she had struck a glancing 

blow with an iceberg nobody felt and received 300 feet of damage to steel 

plate on the starboard side that nobody heard.    
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Separated Pieces From Titanicõs Bilge?             
Game-Changer No. 2 

 The way things stand today, nobody wants to explain how pieces 

became completely torn away from the bottom of Titanicõs hull.  Therefore, 

marine artists represent them as scant pieces on the drawing and state that 

they buckled and popped out.  But for those willing to open their eyes, even 

this quiet admission means everything that was testified to and entered as 

evidence as to the official cause of the sinking of the Titanic, from day one 

of April 15th, 1912 to now, has not been worth the paper it is printed on.    

This drawing by the author shows where 

the two pieces came from and that they 

were somehow completely removed 

from beneath the engines of Titanicõs 

double bottomed hull. 
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It has now been thirteen years since these two new pieces were 

discovered by Chatterton and Kohler.  The new pieces are well documented.  

Now where are the detectives?  This was the strongest section of Titanicõs 

bilge.  And by the way, the engines broke in half too.   

Nevertheless, the New York College of Marine Forensics treats 

these unprecedented phenomena with barely a mention.  Adding up all the 

requirements for the current storyline to fit presents us with the following 

dilemma:  To break the ship in this section of the hull, the following steel 

members had to be completely cut through: 

560 linear feet of 1ó thick steel plate in 6 cuts across the hull,        

120 linear feet of ıó thick steel in 4 cuts at the ends of each piece,             

Two 1 ıó X 18ó bilge keels, one on each side running fore and aft.              

8 extra longitudinal beams beneath the engines,                     

90 linear feet of steel girder floor beneath the engines,                    

90 linear feet cast iron engine pedestal estimated 1ó thick                

Two 800 Ton engine frames and crankshafts. 

These drawings depict the two bilge sections of Titanicõs bottom discovered by 
Chatterton and Kohler.    Courtesy drawing by Ken Marshall, Titanicõs Last Secretõs by 
Brad Matsen. 
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Anyone looking at all these pieces and cuts canõt help wondering 

how anyone could believe that the ship broke in this section of the hull. 

These òexpertsó have relied on a flimsy scenario from the start and now 

expect us to believe it happened in the least likely spot.  And on top of this 

we have the Titanic breaking herself completely in-half on her own.  All this 

was from the act of sinking lower into the water. 

There is a shortage of science, made obvious by the fact that they 

have no other way to explain why the hull pieces are presently sitting ½ mile 

apart on the bottom.    

   

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

If you are still buying into a story that Titanicõs bow went down, 

which then caused part of her stern to be lifted out of the water which led 

to the ship breaking you must ignore the fact Titanicõs hull is broken in the 

strongest section, not the weakest.  This does not add up.   

Drawing by author, as if that wasnõt obvious. To support the weight of the two 

massive engines that were 800 Tons each there was a double girder floor that 

supported the massive cast iron engine pedestal.  In addition, this section of the 

bilge was reinforced with extra longitudinal beams just below the inner deck 

plating.   The vertical hash marks top and bottom indicate where both of Titanicõs 

engines were split apart.  This included the pedestal, girder floor and crankshafts. 
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There must be a different cause for the hull of the Titanic to have 

failed in the strongest section of the ship and separated into two (now five) 

separate pieces than from just sinking lower into the water. 

With these two extra pieces the story of what happened to the 

Titanic can finally come into focus.  Now, with the fact that there are five 

separate pieces on the bottom and all of them are a good distance apart from 

each other, defense of the existing narrative is hopeless.   

It is now more than obvious that before the world gets any closer to 

knowing what really happened to the Titanic we are going to have to go 

beyond the iceberg ruse and begin discussing some real and possible 

scenarios.  As it stands today, there would be a near endless number of 

questions raised amongst the Titanic historians if they would just lose this 

mind trick and start looking at the pieces for what they are: tale-tale tracks 

of metal-cutting explosives.  

 

The picture is looking aft into the aft section of the wreckage.  These were 

four cylinder engines, not two cylinder engines, which is what is left in the 

stern section.  Courtesy: Vintage.es 


