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9/11 And William Bill Cooper

Posted on September 16, 2018

Milton William “Bill” Cooper was an influential American conspiracy broadcaster whose work
combined claims about secret government, intelligence agencies, taxation, firearms, global elites, and
hidden political control. After the September 11, 2001 attacks, supporters circulated a June 28, 2001
episode of The Hour of the Time in which Cooper warned listeners that Osama bin Laden would
eventually be blamed for a major attack. The recording is historically interesting, but it is often
presented with greater precision than it actually contains. Cooper did not identify September 11, New
York, Washington, commercial aircraft, the World Trade Center, the Pentagon, the hijackers, or the
operational method. By 2001, bin Laden was already a prominent terrorism suspect who had been
indicted for earlier attacks and regularly appeared in U.S. news reporting. Evaluating Cooper’s claim
therefore requires a distinction between a broad prediction about public attribution and specific
foreknowledge of a terrorist plot. The same evidentiary standard should be applied to later claims that
bin Laden was secretly a CIA agent or that Cooper’s death was an assassination connected to his
broadcasts (National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States; Barkun).

William Cooper and the Alternative-Media
Worldview

Cooper became important because he helped popularize a style of political interpretation in which
apparently unrelated events were treated as evidence of one hidden system. His book Behold a Pale
Horse, lectures, and radio broadcasts drew together allegations involving intelligence agencies, secret
societies, gun control, taxation, global government, and covert manipulation. This approach attracted
audiences who already distrusted official institutions and believed that conventional journalism
ignored or concealed important information. Cooper’s influence should not be dismissed simply
because many of his conclusions lack reliable evidence. Governments have engaged in documented
secrecy, covert action, surveillance, and deception, so skepticism toward official claims can be
reasonable. The central question is methodological: distrust alone cannot establish an alternative
explanation. A credible claim still requires documents, verifiable testimony, physical evidence,
independently corroborated records, or other information that can be tested. Without that standard,
every denial can be reinterpreted as proof of a cover-up and the theory becomes impossible to falsify
(Barkun; Douglas et al.).

Cooper’s broadcasts also anticipated features now associated with online conspiracy culture. Long-
form radio allowed him to build an intimate relationship with listeners and present documents or
quotations without immediate access to their wider context. Audiences could feel that they were
receiving information excluded from mainstream channels, which strengthened a shared identity built
around suspicion of institutional authority. The later internet made excerpts of these broadcasts easy
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to circulate without the news environment in which they were originally recorded. A statement from
June 2001 can appear more prophetic when listeners do not know how frequently bin Laden had
already been discussed by the FBI, government officials, and news organizations. Historical media
literacy therefore requires reconstructing what information was publicly available before judging how
surprising a prediction actually was.

What Cooper Said Before September 11

In the widely circulated June 28 broadcast, Cooper discussed television reports about Osama bin
Laden and warned that Americans should be skeptical when bin Laden was blamed for a future major
event. The statement is genuine and predates September 11. Its evidentiary significance, however,
depends on specificity. Predictions become more impressive when they identify an unlikely event in
detail, are clearly recorded beforehand, and are considered together with a speaker’s unsuccessful
predictions rather than selected only after the fact. Cooper’s warning did not identify the date,
targets, use of aircraft, specific perpetrators, or the mechanics of the plot. By that time, bin Laden
had already been publicly linked to anti-American terrorism, including the 1998 U.S. embassy
bombings, and was on the FBI's most-wanted terrorist list. Predicting that he might be blamed for a
future attack was therefore less improbable than it can appear in retrospect (National Commission on
Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States; Federal Bureau of Investigation).

The difference between prediction and retrodiction is important. Retrodiction occurs when an older
statement is interpreted after an event in ways that make it appear more precise than it originally
was. A broadcaster may make many warnings over years, while only the statement resembling a later
event is repeatedly replayed. This produces selection bias: successful-seeming predictions become
culturally memorable while failed or vague claims disappear. Cooper’s broadcast can still be analyzed
as an example of his longstanding expectation that governments and media would use a recognizable
enemy figure to shape public reaction. That expectation tells us something about his political
worldview and his audience. It does not by itself demonstrate access to the operational planning of
the September 11 attacks (Douglas et al.; Barkun).

The Evidence About 9/11 and the “Tim Osman”
Claim

The National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States reconstructed the September
11 plot from travel records, financial transactions, communications, intelligence material, interviews,
the histories of the nineteen hijackers, and evidence concerning al-Qaeda’s leadership and planning.
The Commission concluded that the attacks were driven by Osama bin Laden and organized through
al-Qaeda, with Khalid Sheikh Mohammed playing a central role in developing the aircraft operation.
Official reports can contain errors and should be scrutinized, particularly where intelligence
information remains classified, but criticism must engage the evidence rather than infer an
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alternative plot from the mere existence of unanswered questions. Government failures before
September 11—including failures of intelligence sharing, imagination, policy, and institutional
coordination—are well documented. Those failures are not equivalent to evidence that the attacks
were secretly organized by the U.S. government (National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the
United States).

A related conspiracy claim states that bin Laden was a CIA operative using the name “Tim Osman.”
Reliable documentation does not support that assertion. During the Soviet-Afghan war, the United
States supported Afghan resistance largely through Pakistan’s intelligence service, while Arab
volunteers, including bin Laden, participated in the broader anti-Soviet environment. The existence of
American support for Afghan mujahideen does not prove that every Arab volunteer was recruited,
trained, paid, or directed by the CIA. The “Tim Osman” story circulates mainly through later
conspiracy accounts rather than verifiable intelligence records, named firsthand witnesses, or
independently corroborated documents. A responsible historical analysis should distinguish the
documented history of U.S. involvement in Afghanistan from the separate allegation that bin Laden
personally served as a CIA agent under a secret alias. Conflating those claims replaces evidence with
association (Barkun; National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United States).

Cooper’s Death and the Problem of Inferring
Motive

Cooper’s death in November 2001 became part of the mythology surrounding his September 11
comments because it occurred only weeks after the attacks. He had been involved in a prolonged
legal conflict and was the subject of an arrest warrant. Contemporary accounts state that Apache
County officers attempted to arrest him near his home in Eagar, Arizona, that a confrontation
followed, and that a deputy was shot before Cooper was killed. Supporters have disputed aspects of
the operation and interpreted the timing as evidence that authorities intended to silence him. Timing
can justify additional scrutiny, but it is not proof of causation. Establishing assassination would require
evidence connecting decision-makers, motive, planning, orders, and the conduct of the operation
specifically to Cooper’s broadcasts or political claims. The existence of a warrant and an armed
confrontation provides a documented alternative explanation that must be weighed against any
theory of deliberate silencing (Barkun).

This does not mean law-enforcement conduct should be accepted automatically. A critical account
can ask whether tactics were appropriate, whether the warrant process was handled correctly, and
whether available records are complete. The key is to examine court documents, warrant history,
agency statements, independent journalism, witness accounts, and other primary material rather
than letting Cooper’s cultural reputation determine the conclusion in advance. Evidence-based
skepticism applies in both directions. Government agencies can act improperly, and conspiracy
broadcasters can make unsupported accusations. Neither possibility eliminates the need to compare
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explanations according to the quality and independence of the evidence supporting them.

Why Conspiracy Narratives Become Persuasive

Large traumatic events create a strong desire for explanations proportionate to their consequences. A
hidden master plan can feel more satisfying than an explanation involving ideological extremism,
institutional failure, opportunity, fragmented decision-making, and chance. Research on conspiracy
belief shows how people can infer intentional agency behind complex events, especially when the
events are frightening, politically consequential, or difficult to understand. This does not mean that
every conspiracy allegation is irrational; real conspiracies exist and are established through evidence.
The important distinction is that a credible theory must survive attempts to disprove it. When every
contradiction is reclassified as proof of deeper secrecy, the theory becomes protected from testing
rather than strengthened by evidence (Douglas et al.; Barkun).

The Cooper case also demonstrates why source comparison matters. Government institutions may
protect their reputations, media organizations may simplify complicated events, broadcasters may
benefit from dramatic claims, and supporters may preserve the image of a persecuted truth-teller.
Recognizing these incentives does not mean that all sources deserve equal weight. A
contemporaneous document with verifiable provenance generally carries more evidentiary value than
an anonymous online assertion repeated years later. Likewise, a full broadcast should be examined
rather than a short excerpt, and the information environment existing at the time should be
reconstructed before judging a statement as prophetic. Critical thinking is strongest when it is willing
to investigate institutional power while also refusing to treat suspicion as a substitute for proof.

Conclusion

William Cooper’s June 2001 warning that Osama bin Laden would be blamed for a future major event
is a genuine pre-September 11 statement and an important example of his distrust of government
and media narratives. It was not, however, a detailed prediction of the attacks, and it occurred when
bin Laden was already widely identified as a major terrorism suspect. The claim that bin Laden was a
CIA agent called “Tim Osman” is not supported by reliable evidence, while the attribution of the
September 11 operation to al-Qaeda is supported by multiple forms of documentary and investigative
evidence. Cooper’s death during an arrest operation deserves historical scrutiny, but the timing alone
does not establish assassination. His larger significance lies in the culture of alternative media he
helped shape: a worldview in which secrecy, distrust, and political fear could be connected into
comprehensive narratives. Studying Cooper responsibly therefore requires neither worship nor
dismissal. It requires precise quotation, historical context, primary sources, corroboration, comparison
of competing explanations, and a willingness to revise conclusions when the evidence does not
support the story one expected to find (National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the United
States; Douglas et al.; Barkun).
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