
Mr. William Gladstone                                                                                  19 October 2009 
Waterside Productions, Inc 
2055 Oxford Avenue 
Cardiff-by-the-Sea, CA 92007 
 
Dear Mr. Gladstone, 
 
     I am Parke Godfrey, a tenured associate professor in the Department of Computer Science & 
Engineering at York University in Toronto, Canada.  At the request of Ms. Susan Lindauer, I am 
providing this brief affidavit describing parts of my testimony at a hearing before Judge Loretta Preska 
in June 2008. This is to collaborate her story for publication.  
 

1. I have known Ms. Lindauer since 1991, while I was working on my doctoral degree at the 
University of Maryland, College Park. We were close friends until I moved to Toronto to accept a 
faculty post at York University in August of 1999.  

 
a. During that period, I spoke with Ms. Lindauer two or three times weekly, and we met once 

weekly, on average.  
 

b. Ms. Lindauer has an artistic and mercurial temperament. She is passionate as an activist 
supporting her causes. She is a creative writer and former journalist.  I never observed 
mental instability or mental illness in her behavior.  

 
2. Ms. Lindauer had various concerns and predictions of terrorist attacks, which she confided in me 

and others. 
 

a. In the year 2000, coinciding with the Lockerbie trial,  Ms. Lindauer confided in me on 
several occasions her concern that the next terrorist attack on the United States would 
involve airplane hijackings and/or airplane bombings.  She warned me to stay out of New 
York City. 

 
b. In the spring and summer of 2001, on several occasions Ms. Lindauer expressed 

heightened concern that a terrorist attack was in the works that would strike the southern 
part of Manhattan. She claimed it would reprise the 1993 attack on the World Trade 
Center. She described the attack as completing the cycle started in that first attack.  

 
c. I have read articles by Michael Collins describing Ms. Lindauer's 9/11 warning, and I am 

satisfied that he has accurately described my testimony before Judge Preska in June, 2008. 
 

3. I was involved with Ms. Lindauer’s case in various ways after her arrest in March 2004. 
 

a. In September, 2004, I was interviewed by the FBI in Mississauga (adjacent to Toronto) in 
the presence of an RCMP officer.  (The RCMP insisted upon this as the interview was in 
Canada and I was a Canadian resident.)  I spoke with FBI Special Agent Suzan 
LeTourneau.   While the interview focused on mundane details of Ms. Lindauer’s life and 



her acquaintances, the conversation did touch briefly upon the indictment against Ms. 
Lindauer, and on her predictions. 

 
b. I made myself available to speak with the investigator working for her defense attorney. I 

was prepared for a lengthy conversation, including a discussion of Ms. Lindauer's 9/11 
warning. I was surprised when the defense investigator cut short the conversation after 
only five to ten minutes.  His questions seemed far inadequate for the scope of the 
indictment against Ms. Lindauer, and for what I felt had to share with her Defense 
Attorney. 

 
c. Several months later, I contacted Ms. Lindauer's uncle, Ted Lindauer, who spoke with me 

at greater length about several issues in her case. I can verify that Ms. Lindauer felt 
compelled to seek her uncle's assistance interviewing witnesses for her case, before she got 
sent to Carswell.  

 
d. In early December 2005, I believe, a few months after Ms. Lindauer have been sent to 

Carswell Prison, I spoke with the psychologist handling her competence evaluation for the 
Court.  During our conversation, I attempted to confirm with him that Ms. Lindauer had 
made predictions of a terrorist attack in Manhattan to me and other prior to the 9/11 attack.  
He seemed to have no interest in hearing this.  Our conversation was brief.  

 
4. I continued to be involved in Ms. Lindauer’s case in hearings leading up to her trial, which never 

transpired.  
 

a. In my opinion, contrary with the Justice Department’s lawyers, Ms. Lindauer is now, and 
always was competent, to stand trial. The decision to accuse her of incompetence was 
baffling to e and many others.   I was forced to conclude that it was likely politically 
motivated to block her request for a trial. 

 
b. While she was still detained in prison, I offered to travel from Toronto and testify at any 

competency hearing, as a character witness, on her mental competence, on what I knew of 
her political activities before her indictment, about her warnings of terrorist attacks, and 
any other aspects for which the Court might be interested. 

 
c. I attended the hearing on forcible drugging in May, 2006.  I offered to testify on that day.   

In fact, I arrived at the Court assuming I was to testify.  However, her attorney, Mr. Sam 
Talkin, did not call me to testify that day.   In conversation that day, I told him that she had 
made warnings of a terrorist attack to me and to others in advance of 9/11.  I told him that 
I was mortified by what the Court  seemed to be doing. 

 
d.  In June, 2008, two years later, Ms. Lindauer was finally allowed to have a hearing on her 

competence to stand trial. I testified before Judge Preska, who had replaced Judge 
Mukasey after his retirement, that I considered Ms. Lindauer fully competent in all ways, 
and devoid of mental illness or instability. I testified about the terrorist warnings, and how 
I had spoken with the FBI in September 2004.  

 



Despite my friendship with Ms. Lindauer and my dislike and distrust of  activities of the Federal 
Administration at the time, I tried to keep an open mind and to cooperate with the prosecution.  I could 
only hope that the government had just cause in pursuing such a case, given the vigor and energy they 
put in it, despite what that would mean for Susan.  Otherwise, it is a poor indictment of justice. 

 
On the other hand, I have never had any direct reasons to believe the points of the indictment 

against Ms. Lindauer, or evidence myself of them.  I have confidence and trust in Ms. Lindauer.  
Furthermore, I have been completely appalled over the way the Justice Department proceeded in its 
dealings with Ms. Lindauer, as I hope most anyone familiar with her case would be. 

 
Throughout this entire ordeal, Ms. Lindauer has suffered harassment.  She faced inexcusable 

delays in setting a trial date (or in dropping the charges).  She was repeatedly questioned in court over 
the reliability of her terrorist warnings, despite that they had been collaborated by me and by many 
others in affidavits and under oath in spoken testimony.  She was incarcerated in a mental facility 
within a federal prison for, I believe, nine months, 1,300 miles from her home for supposed 
observation.  And then held in confinement for months afterwards.  The FBI and the US Attorneys 
Office behavior in Ms. Lindauer’s case were abhorrent.  It is quite clear that much more was going on.  
Susan Lindauer’s story should be told. 

 
If anyone should seek further clarification about issues raised in this letter, I would be available to 

speak with them. I can be reached in Toronto at ph. 416-736-2100 x 66671 during working hours.  
Thank you much. 
 
     Sincerely, 
 

 
 
     Parke Godfrey, PhD 

 


