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Abstract

Thisisarebuttal of the paper titled fi9/11 Evidence Suggests Complicity: Inferences from
Actionso (available atttp://www.journalof911studies.conby Frank Legge (Ph D) of

the group Scholars for 9/11 Truth. While no attempt can be made to address every single
issue in his paper, | will proceed to show how his conclusions are based on the
misrepresentations of evidenainreliable accounts, and wild assumptions, as to how the
US government, or some unnanesdity in control of US government agencies were

behind the September 11, 2001 attacks.

1. PNAC

Mr. Legge, like many critics of the administration in recgedrs, attributes both the
9/11 attacks, and the subsequent wars in Irag and Afghatosigsian produced by the
group Project For a New American Century (PNAC). From the introduction to his paper:

It is certain that there was a strong desire on #neqs some members for a
ficatal yzing evento, like Pearl Harbor, 3 in order to provide the impetus of the
invasion of Afghanistan and Iraq; however desire is not proof of complicity

The footnotesupporting this argumettien points to:

3. A plan existedThe Project for the New American Century (PNAC)

AThe process of transformation.o The plan said, fiis likely to be along one, absent
some catastrophic and catalyzing evéike anew Pearl Harbor.0

While the somewhat edited qudtes superficially acurate, the conclusion wdti is
drawn from it,is completely wrong. This is not only "not proof of complicity”, this is
such a mischaracterization of what that quote says as bordering on academic fraud.

The author states that the fiPearl Harboro they are referring to is "in order to provide the
impetus of the invasion of Afghanistan and Irag". The invasions of these two countries,
however, are nowhere mentioned in the PNAC document, they are notaguesly

alluded to. It existpurely in the imaginationf the person writing this paper. In fact the
only time the paper mentions Iraqgi policy at all, is in regards to continuing the
containment policy around Iraq with regards to thélpaone$, notin invading it.
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Afghanistan only merits a brief historlaaention, in regards to the cruise missile attacks
carried ?ut by President Clinton in 19@8d only while discussing the Navyds decreased
staffing

A researcher does not needrnpandinfer what PNAC is talking aboubowever the
"process of transfmation” that they are referring to is specificallgcussed on the page
previous to the fiPearl Harboroquote(emphasis addéd

To preserve American military preeminence in the coming decades, the
Department of Defense must move more aggressively toimgrarwith new
technologies and operational concepts, and seek to exploit the emerging
revolution in military affairs. Information technologies,particular, are

becoming more prevalent and significant components of modern military systems.
These informaon technologies are having the same kinttarfisforming effects

on military affairs as they are having in the larger world. The effects of this
military transformation will have profound implications for how wars are

fought, what kinds of weapons wilbchinate the battlefield and, inevitably, which
nations enjoy military preeminenée

It is no surprise that proponents of this theamlya@uote the one sentencmt even the
whole sentence in this case, because if you read the rest of the parageg@mid
abundantly clear, that this has absolutely nothing to doW&linternationapolicies
after 9/11 (emphasis added):

Further, the process tinsformation, even if it brings revolutionary change, is
likely to be a long one, absent some catastmophd catalyzing eveiitlike a new

Pearl HarbarDomestic politics and industrial policy will shape the pace and
content of transformation as much as the requirements of current missions
decision to suspend or terminate aircraft carrier productiorecasnmended by this
report and as justified by the clear direction of military technology, will cause great
upheaval. Likewise, systems entering production toddne F22 fighter, for

example will be in service inventories for decades to come. Wiseagament of

this process will consist in large measure of figuring out the right moments to halt
production of currerparadigm weapons and shift to radically new designs. The
expense associated with some programs can make them roadblocks to the larger
process of transformationthe Joint Strike Fighter program, at a total of
approximately $200 billion, seems an unwise investnignis, this report

advocates a twestage process of changetransition and transformation 7 over

the coming decade

Furthermae, there is no fistrong desired for this ficatal yzing changeo, not even the
technological transformation which they actuallytalking about. They are méye
pointing out the likely timtble for these changes to take pldbes the sentena the
endabout the process taking decades



And regards to the Pearl Harbor reference, whatiselywere they talking about? A
sneak attack by terrorsstising fanatical devotion combined with box cutters? Well
curiously enough, the PNAC document uses thislP&abor reference in another part,
which despite clarifying the meaning, didnd@ manage to make Mr. Leggels paper.

Absent a rigorous program of experimentation to investigate the nature of the
revolution in military affairs as it applies to war at sée, Navy might face a
future Pearl Harboir as unprepared for war in the pasirrier era as it was
unprepared for war at the dawn of the carrier®age.

They aren@ just talking about a sneak attack, they are talking about a sneak attack using a
technologythat we are unprepared for, just like the Japanese aircraft carriers on
December ¥, 1941. Arabs with bogutters and fake bombs may be a sneak attack, but
they were hardly something that could have been prevesttds technological
transformation thg have spent the entire paelvocating.

An in-depth analysis of this 90 padecumentlso shows that an invasion of

Afghanistan and Irag not only fails to assist them in their fitransformationo, but it would

most likely hinder them. In fact the studgipts to the increased operational tempo of

the operations in the Balkans as detracting fnemdedR & D funds’ It also discusses

the difficulty of carrying out this transformation without impacting even the current
international obligation§. Somehowwe are to believe that two expensive and manpower
intensive wars would improve this process.

Mr. Legge then continues this paragraph with:

The fact that the air attack on Afghanistan commenced on October 9, less than a
month later, is not proof eithdsut does suggest the possibility that plans for the
invasion were already in place.

Thisis one of many cases where the author fisuggestso things that he admits he can&

prove. | am not aware of the acadenmerit of just suggesting things. If you hawe

proof, or even a logical hypothesis, then why are you bringing up the sulbjedt@ps if

he had done some research on this area he wouldné need to suggest as much. One good
exampleis General Tommy FranksdautobiographyfiAn American Soldiero, which

describes the hectic process and frantic international negotiations needed to prepare for
the invasion.

In regards to the fless than a montho part, on August 7, 1998 over 200 people were killed

in near simultaneous bombings at US embassies in Kenybaazdnia. Less than 2

weeks later, on August Z0the US carried out attacks against suspected terrorist targets
in Afghanistan and the Sudah.s Mr. Legge going to fisuggestd that Clinton had plans
prepared ahead of time?



2. Denial of explosives

In a rather bizarreeguence, the author doesn@ use the allegations of explosives at the
World Trade Center as evidence, but the fact that the government is fidenyingo there were
explosives at the World Trade Center is the evidence. | am personally aah#zsed
circular argument. Assume someaoenmtteda crime, and then prove it off dig
basis that thegive no evidence for the crime thegive committedThe author argues:

How then was it possible that three substantial investigations could havedrged
out without examining the possibility that explosives where used?

Could it be, because there was no indication that thiere explosive® The National
Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) has performed an engineering study,
involving dozens of spealists over the last 5 years. What do they have to say regarding
this:

NIST found no corroborating evidence for alternative hypotheses suggesting that
the WTC towers were brought down by controlled demolition using explosives
planted prio to September 11, 2004

What about the 9/11 commission, who looked into the intelligence aspects of this. The
online magazine Salon asks this questmdamie Gadick, a former Clinton
administration official and member of the 9/11 commission

| asked Gorelick if she believed the commission had been sufficiently open to
investigating the idea that the government, and not terrorists, was behind the attack. "I
think it's fair to say that our assumption going in was not that the World Trade Center
was blown up by our own government,” she said, "but had the facts led us there we
would not have hesitated to go there. And we ourselves blew up lots of #fghs
example, that the 19 hijackers were undetectable, or that there was a relationship
between f11 and Saddam??

One could logically make the argument that the investig&i@ohflaws but one must
remember, if you are going to label this a conspiracy because of aficoverupo of the use

of explosives, you are not just accusing whichever body pthaneé carried out the
attacks, you are also accusing those that participated in the aftermath. Thiswiodlel
the Federal Emergency Managem&gency, The Federal Bureau of Investigation, the
New York Police Departmenthhe New YorkCity Fire Departmet, The National

Institute of Standards and Technology, the American Society of Civil Engineers, the
National Transportation Safety Boatle union ironworkers who worked on the clean
up, the bipartisan 9/11 commission, the list goes on.

3. The collapse of WTC2



In this section, the paper takes a bizarre twist into weird psengioeering theories and
compassionatmass murderers. Beginning with:

In the case of the north tower, WTC 1, sufficient time was allowed between the plane
impact and the demaiin for evacuation of the building, at least for the part below
the impact zone. This did not happen however with WTC 2, the south tower, the top
of which startedo topple over.This building started to collapse downwards within
one second of it starting tilt, which suggests the timing of the demolition was under
the control of a close observer. The collapse started long before evacuation was
complete, causing much loss of life.

There are several logical and factual errors with this paragraph dosethe idea that
some secret observer was able to watch the towers, itetstght lean through all the
fire and smokemake thalecision to detonate it prematurehgctivate whatever
detonation devicthey were usingand have the demolition chargsart the controlled
demolition, all Awithin one second of it starting to tilto is a bit much to accept.

Secondly, this requires the reader to accept completely contrary views regarding our
unnamed conspirators. They are supposedly callous enouggactoairliners, make

the passengers disappear in cold blood, crash those planes into skyscrapers, and Kill
thousands of people, then demolisbse buildings for no logicaéason, continuing on

to demolish WTC7, also for neeasorother than to make dir plot appear more
suspiciousbut they were stilkkind enough to make sure as many peagl@ossibléad a
chanceo get out of the buildings firseven at the risk of exposing their plddne gets

the feeling that the author is stretching to make ttheory, to put it kindly.

Thirdly, as the author says more specifically in the next paragraph, this fitiltd supposedly
is going to lead to the top of the towers tipping over:

If the top of WTC 2 had tipped right over and had fallen to the ground the
perpetrators would have found themselves in a dilemma.

This theory, however, shows no understanding of structural engineering or physics

whatsoever. As Thomas Eager, Thomas Lord Professor of Materials Engineering at MIT

explained:

It's really not possilgl in this case. In our normal experience, we deal with small
things, say, a glass of water, that might tip over, and we don't realize how far

something has to tip proportional to its base. The base of the World Trade Center was

208 feet on a side, and thaeans it would have had to have tipped at least 100 feet to
one side in order to move its center of gravity from the center of the building out
beyond its base. That would have been a tremendous amount of bending. In a
building that is mostly air, as ttWorld Trade Center was, there would have been
buckling columns, and it would have come straight down before it ever tippeifover.



Zdenek Bazant, professor of Civil Engineering at Northwestern Univergihains this
in more technical terms:

Before disapparing from view, the upper part of the South tower was seen to tilt
significantly (and of the North tower mildly). Some wondered why the tilting (Fig. Id)
did not continue, so that the upper part would pivot about its base like a falling tree
(see Fig. of Bazant and Zhou 2002). However, such toppling to the side was
impossible because therizontalreaction to the rate of angular momentum of the
upper part would have exceeded #festoplastic shear resistance of the story
approximately 10.3%

And ladly, the fact that the building was on the verge of collapse, contradicts the
assertions of just about every other 9/11 fiskeptico out there. | understand that Mr. Legge

is under no obligation to endorse the work of every scholar researching in hibdield,
when his work directly contradicts the views widely held by his psach as those in
thefAScholars for 9/11 Truth many of whom whose work he draws on, it should at least
merit a mention in the text. Not to mentiostarn rebukérom his associas.

War Games in the Face of Warnings

This short section alleges that ffwar games] would obviously have had the potential to

cause confusion and thus appear to have been an essentia part of the plan.o First of al,

what is the proof of his speculatitimat the war games would have caused confusion?

One could also speculate, with even more justification, that having exercises going on at
the time would ensure that the command centers were fully prepared and staffed with
senior personnel. jou want toslow down their response, wait until after a big exercise,
when people go on vacation, and those remaining go back to their routines.

We are talking about trained military personnel here, thveis are on the line every day.
They are trained in the dérence between simulation and reality. Secondly, this event

has already happened, if this was a factor then why is he talking about its fipotential o,

rather then the fact that it already happened. The reason is, because it had no affect.
There was certaly a lot of confusion, the US had not experienced a hijacking in over 20
years, and the systematic response definitely needs improvement, but this had nothing to
do with the exercises that were going on.

The assumption on the part of Mr. Leggeés paper is presumably that those in command
were confused by whether this was a real life crisis, or part of the exercise, but the
testimonyduring the investigationever supposgtthat. For exampleMajor General
Larry Arnold, a regionatommander of NORAD ahe time

And | was upstairs in our facility, immediately went downstairs, picked up the phone,
asking on the way to my staff, "Is this part of @xercise?0 Because quite honestly

and frankly, we do do hijacking scenarios as we go through these egdrois
time-to-time. But | realized that it was nbtthat this was redife..”



So that was it. E asked if it was real, a quite reasonable question given how rare
hijackings were, found out it was, and went back to work. Not much confusion involved.

Exclusions of independent observers

The very premise of this section is questionabilece when were independent observers
supposed to investigate crime scenes, like Jimmy Carter certifying an election in
Venezuela or sometihg? The author goes as fas to allege The Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) had itsinvestigation fihinderedd. The source given for this

is a conspiracy theory websiteld Review®, which mostly on the basis of an

anonymous source, concludes that the investigation wal/mmme. In fact, this

website asserts, that rather than FEMA having its investigators hindered, it was in charge
of the investigation.

FEMA themselves report extensive access to the site, and even produced the first report:

The Team conducted field sérvations at the WTC site and steel salvage yards,
removed and tested samples of the collapsed structigesd hundreds of hours

of video and thousands of still photographs, conducted interviews with witnesses
and persons involved in the design, cangion, and maintenance of each of the
affected buildings, reviewed construction documents, and conducted preliminary
analyses of the damage to the WTC towérs.

This alsoignores the investigatiorm®nducted by the FBI, and tle&tensivein fact it is
still ongoing, engineering investigation being conducted by NiSas well as the
Pentagon crash report done by the ASEE.

Rapid removal of debris

This line of reasoning continues, by alleging that the World Trade Center steel was
fishipped away for scrapping, mostly overseaso. Given the size of the World Trade

Centers, an estimat®00,000 tons ead} it would obviously be impossible to just leave
the debris there forever while they investigated, especially given there was a massive
rescue operation goiran for the first couple of weeks, and even after that, there was
obviously no way to go over every piece of steel. Regardless, this ignores the fact that
the steel wagwvestigatedjn fact NIST even dedicates a webpage to how they did this
with pictures of this steal which supposedly was shipped away without investigation



In any investigation, one could certainly argue that it needs dothe better, but there is

a difference between questioning the methods of an investigation, and stating that it never

took place at all.

Withholding the black box records
The author writes:

It was initially stated that no black boxes from the planeg\i@md althagh

workers reported otherwiskater it was stated that some had been found but were
not readable. Eventually some black box information was released. Given the
chain of lies it is highly likely that the released material has been edited to t
advantage of the official story and will not be reliable.

This account is so misleading and confusing it is difficult to figure out how to address it.
First of all, theblack boxes from the crashesRennsylvaniand at the Pentagon were
found almostmmediately, Pennsylvania on the™@& Septembef?and thePentagorthe

next day”>.

His reference to fiworkers reported otherwiseo only makes sense&hen you investigate the
footnote, in which you notice he is citing an article in the-Nea?* newspapethe
American Free PreS%in which fihonorary firefighterd Mike Bellone alleges thatwhile

he was at ground zero with three federal agents, from agencies he apparentlgwamnot
identify, he found 3 of the 4 black boxésirst of all, it should be notethat Mr. Bellone
gave this interview in trying to promote a book he had writkegxly 2 years after the

fact, andto my knowledgéie has never repeated these statémto the 9/11

commission, oany other investigatorsAdditionally, ane has to wondexhy a schlar in
afpeer reviewedo paper is citing a tabloid newspaper, which among other things runs ads
for Awhite heritaged websites, and sportsinflammatoryheadlines like fiZionists Benefit

From WTC Collapsed. ?° This would hardly be keeping with figacademic standards

for sources.



The credibility of the newspapaside, Mr. Bellondimselfis hardly the most reputable
source. After making a reputation for himself running around the country making
speeches and promoting his boo&\as latedeeme a fifraudo by New Y ork Fire
Marshal Conrad Tinney, aradrested fostealingfire departmenproperty?’ This is n
addition to the fact that the story is illogical its ownmerits If shadowyfedera
investigators were to search for théssck boxesn order to hide them as part of a cover
up, why would they bring along an fihonoraryo firefighter?

Then after haltheartedlyconcedinghatthe black boxes were foungresumably
referring to those at the Pentagon and Pennsylyitid.eggeimmediatelytries to
ignorethem as evidence. H®es not point out even asingle lie here, much less afichain

of liesd as he allegedut then dismisses tieeidence oblack boxes as ndteingreliable
on that basis This is despite the fact that the black boxeseanot only found, they were
handledproperly, analyzed by the NTSBnd introduced into evidence in the Zacarias
Moussaoui triaf® This courtadmittedevidencefeatured the tape recording from the
cockpit voice recorder of men speaking in Arabic wHyef a plane into the ground,
hardly evidence of a government conspiracy.

GOVERNMENT M-CSP-00004942

Summary

In his summarythe author makes an allegation that is catching on in the caogpi
community as of late. It makeseithink thatthis paper ishasedesson any type of
scholary research, thmon whatever rumor happens to be circulating among his peers
the Internet This allegation is that Secretary of Transportation Normareiditestified
that Dick Cheney, who was in charge of the responsgeptember 11tlindicated that

he gave an order that the plamdich was in the process of crashing into the Pentagon
not be shot down.



This charge, howevers not only unsupportedytan examination of Minetas testimony
before the 9/11 Commissipaasily obtainable from their websiteis directly
contradicted by it.

MR. HAMILTON: But there very clearly was an order to shoot commercial
aircraft down.

MR. MINETA: Subsequently | fond that out®®,

Conclusions

There are more errors and misleading statements | could point out in this paper, but these
are the main ones | will rest my argument on. While | ddhawe anything against

people questioning what happened on SeptemB&r2001, in fact | think people have
every right to askjuestions, they shoulte responsible about it. Making unsupported
allegations based on quotes taken out of context, misrepresented evidence, unreliable
sources and illogical conclusions, do not derise to the victims of that tragievent.

In fact it is an insult to their memorie&infortunate wording regarding the pace of a
technological project, does not constitute proof of a desire for an attack. The lack of
findings in an investigatiothatsupport your theorieslo not prove the corruptness of the
investigation. Evenrainvestigation which some people may consider to be poorly
conducted, do not prove a cougy. All these facts are especially true, if in order to
support theseharges, oneust rely ortheselective and improper use of evidence.

It is important thathese events be preservadt through inaccurate rumors and
speculationcherrypicked off the Internetout through logicahnalysis done in keeping
with high academic standisof research, evidencand logic Speculations,
suggestions, vague questions, and innuemdamot in keeping with these standails.
fipeer reviewedo paper, conducted by an academic, should keep to these high standards,
and not the specious standarfi$nternet chat rooms.
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