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There Are No Missile Defenses at the Pentagon  
James Bennett 

chiefb@gmail.com 

Abstract:  This paper addresses the allegations that there are some sort of air defense systems located 
at the Pentagon, or more precisely that they were present on September 11th ,2001 and only some sort 
of defense stand-down perpetrated by the government prevented their use.  I intend to show that this is 
false, as well as the origin of these rumors, and other logical and factual fallacies employed by 9/11 
conspiracy theorists. 

The Origin of the Myths 

Despite scholarly pretenses to the contrary most of the research that goes on in the 9/11 conspiracy 
community, does not involve the rigorous fact checked scholarly work that most of us learned in college, 
it merely involves doing a Google search and repeating a rumor, no matter how absurd the source or 
argument, that you found on a web page which validates your previously held viewpoint. 

The perfect example of this is the claim that there were some sort of anti-aircraft defenses at the 
Pentagon on September 11th 2001, which were disabled to allow the Boeing 75 7, (or cruise missile, A-3 
Skywarrior, Global Hawk, whatever the theory of the day) to hit it.  This alternatively has been described 
as anti-aircraft missiles, missile batteries, underground missile batteries (whatever those are), 
automated missile batteries, or even anti-aircraft guns.  This is despite the fact, that no reliable source 
has ever reported the existence of any type of anti-aircraft defenses at the Pentagon on 9/11, and those 
claiming that they exist can provide no proof, or even anything beyond vague speculation as to what and 
where they are. 

This claim most recently was made in the (supposedly) peer reviewed Journal of 9/11 Studies, in a paper 
ǘƛǘƭŜŘ άLƴǘŜǊǎŜŎǘƛƴƎ CŀŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ¢ƘŜƻǊƛŜǎ ƻƴ фκммέ ōȅ WƻǎŜǇƘ CƛǊƳ ŀƎŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƳ ǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ 
specious claim would be made in a supposedly peer reviewed journal, only demonstrates the lack of 
actual review, but I will get back to that later, first I would like to get into the history of how this rumor 
started, as it exposes a lot about the conspiracy movement. 

The originator of this myth appears to be French author Thierry Meyssan, who also started much of the 
άƳ ƛǎǎƛƭŜ Ƙƛǘ ǘƘŜ tŜƴǘŀƎƻƴέ ǘheories in his book 9/11: The Big Lie.  On page 18 he writes: 

We also know that these anti-aircraft defenses include five batteries of missiles installed on top 
of the Pentagon and fighters at the Presidential airbase of Saint Andrews. 

The footnote for thiǎ ǘƘƻǳƎƘΣ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƘŜ άh ŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ² ŜōǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ {ŀƛƴǘ !ƴŘǊŜǿ ǎ ŀƛǊōŀǎŜέ όƛǘ ƛǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ 
supposed to be Andrews Air Force Base, not St. Andrews, which last I checked was a golf course in 
Scotland).  While the exact URL has changed, the new page on the websitei is easy enough to find. It is 
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ƴƻǘΣ Ƙƻǿ ŜǾŜǊΣ ŀƴ άƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǿ ŜōǎƛǘŜέ ŀǘ ŀƴ ŀŦΦƳ ƛƭ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ōǳǘ ŀ ŎƻƳ Ƴ ŜǊŎƛŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ 
www.dcmilitary.comΣ ǿ ƘƛŎƘ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ƛǘǎŜƭŦ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ άŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƎǳƛŘŜ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴέ ŀǎ όŜƳ ǇƘŀǎƛǎ ŀŘŘŜd)r: 

Published by Comprint Military Publications, a private firm in no way connected with the U.S. 
Air Force, under exclusive written contract with the 89th Airlift Wing, Andrews Air Force Base, 
Md. This commercial enterprise publication Andrews Base Guide is an authorized publication for 
members of the U.S. military services. Contents are not necessarily the official view of, or 
endorsed by the U.S. Government, the Department of Defense or the Department of the Air 
Force. 

This source is in no way official (the .com should have been a big clue to the author), and given the title, 
it is doubtful this page ever contained anything about the Pentagon at all, much less 5 secret missile 
batteries being located on the roof.  The page does mention the units at Andrews, which include the 
airlift wing responsible for transporting senior officials of the US government, as well as an Air National 
Guard fighter wing, although it does not mention its role in air defense. 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜǉǳŜƭ άtŜƴǘŀƎŀǘŜέ a Ŝȅǎǎŀƴ ǊŜŀǎǎŜǊǘǎ ƘƛƳ ǎŜƭŦ with: 

Five extremely sophisticated antimissile batteries protect the headquarters of the army of the 
United States from any airborne attack.  How can one explain the fact that this anti-aircraft 
defense was not used?ii 

This time he does not even bother to footnote the claim, even an inaccurate one.  He continues on page 
116 with: 

If it was a missile involved, a hypothesis might be formulated that would explain the absence of 
reaction from the defense system.  Each military aircraft in fact possesses a transponder which is 
much more sophisticated that those of civilian planes, and notably permit it to declare itself in 
the eye of its possessor as friendly or hostile.iii   

This time Meyssan does at least provide a footnote 
(http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/policy/navy/ntsp/apx100-A.htm)  but the claim is still 
misleading.  Yes, the article does talk about aircraft transponders, but it is talking about manned aircraft, 
not missiles.  There is not even the faintest suggestion that these systems are used in missiles, and no 
reason to believe they would be.  Once again, Meyssan makes an incredible claim, fails to support it, and 
leaves the burden on the critic to prove the non-existence of his claim. 

David Ray Griffin, one of the first American writers to touch on this subject, writes it thusly, footnoting 
Meyssan: 

Third, the Pentagon is ringed by anti-missile batteries, which are programmed to destroy 
any aircraft entering the Pentagon's airspace, except for any aircraft with a US military 
transponder.[33] If, by some fluke, Flight 77 had entered the Pentagon's airspace, it could 
have escaped being shot down only if officials in the Pentagon had deactivated its anti-
aircraft defenses.iv 

http://www.dcmilitary.com/
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/policy/navy/ntsp/apx100-A.htm
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The footnote for this references άооΦ ¢ƘƛŜǊǊȅ a ŜȅǎǎŀƴΣ фΥммΥ ¢ƘŜ .ƛƎ [ƛŜ ό[ƻƴŘƻƴΥ /ŀǊƴƻǘΣ нллнύΣ ммнΣ 
ммс ά.  The book referenced does not,however, mention this subject on those pages, in yet another 
instance of sloppiness on the part of the authors, he probably meant to the aforementioned Pentagate 
instead. 

This still does not change the fact, of course that neither Griffin nor Meyssan provide any evidence 
whatsoever, or even a vague source, as to these missiles ringing the Pentagon, other than their furtive 
belief that they must be there.  Simply repeating an unproven claim, does not improve its validity in any 
way. 

Lƴ Ƙƛǎ ōƻƻƪΣ ά¢ƘŜ фκмм/ƻƳ Ƴ ƛǎǎƛƻƴ wŜǇƻǊǘΥ hƳ ƛǎǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 5ƛǎǘƻǊǘƛƻƴǎέ 5ŀǾƛŘ wŀȅ DǊƛŦŦƛƴ ŀǾƻƛŘǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǘƻ 
source this claim entirely, by using a popular conspiracy theorist tactic and phrasing it in the form of a 
question: 

Is it not true, as has been reported that the Pentagon is protected by five very sophisticated 
anti-missile batteries?  It is not true that they are set to fire automatically if the Pentagon is 
ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜŘ ōȅ ŀƴȅ ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ ƴƻǘ ǎŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ŀ άŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ ǎƛƎƴŀƭ ŦǊƻƳ  ƛǘǎ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻƴŘŜǊ- meaning 
any aircraft other than one belonging to the US military.v 

L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ Σ 5ǊΦ DǊƛŦŦƛƴΣ ƛǎ ƛǘΚ  ̧ ƻǳ ŀǊŜ Ƴ ŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀƛƳ Σ ƛǘ ƛs up to you to provide the proof.  If this fact 
is so well known that you can ask your readers, who would not be expected to have inside knowledge 
Pentagon defenses, and expect an affirmative response, then why are you unable to provide evidence of 
your claims? 

Automated Defenses 

Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƳ ǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƴƻǘŜΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘǿ ƻ ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŎƭŀƛƳ  ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ άŀƴǘƛ-Ƴ ƛǎǎƛƭŜ ōŀǘǘŜǊƛŜǎέ 
όƴƻǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭǳǊŀƭύ ǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tŜƴǘŀƎƻƴΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ άōŀǘǘŜǊƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ Ƴ ŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅ ŀƴȅ ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ 
ŜƴǘŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ tŜƴǘŀƎƻƴΩǎ ŀƛǊǎǇŀŎŜΣ ŜȄŎŜǇǘ ŦƻǊ ŀƴȅ ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ ǿ ƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ¦{ Ƴ ƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻƴŘŜǊέΦ  bƻǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ 
this only applies to military transponders, not valid civilian ones. 

This claim is of course ridiculous to anyone who does even the most superficial research, even a 
άǎŎƘƻƭŀǊέ.  The Pentagon, in fact, is located less than 2 miles, and directly in the flight path of Reagan 
National Airport. 
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If there were missile batteries automatically shooting down all non-military aircraft, the US military 
would soon be facing serious logistical problems replacing all the ordinance they were expending at the 
Pentagon. 

Keep in mind, that although the Pentagon is a military facility, it is also an office building in a major 
metropolitan area.  We are not talking about a remote secret facility in the Nevada desert, 
approximately 24,000 people work there.vi  As you can see from the picture up above, a major freeway 
runs just in front of it. Griffin is not talking about a small man portable anti-aircraft device (MANPAD) 
like the Stinger, but multiple automated batteries of missiles, with the obligatory radars and 
communications systems needed to operate it.  Even a small Stinger would be hard to hide, much less a 
larger and more complicated setup. 

Not only can Meyssan and Griffin not provide any proƻŦΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŎŀƴΩǘ ŜǾŜƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ Ƴ ƻǎǘ ōŀǎƛŎ ƻŦ 
information.  Which of these 24,000 employees have seen these missile batteries?  Where are they 
located?  What model of missiles are they?  Which air defense units man them?  While some details may 
be classified, certainly at least some information would leak out, but we have nothing 

Anti-aircraft Guns 

The aforementioned Joseph Firmage takes this shoddy research one step further claiming: 

The Pentagon was well prepared for aerial attacks, with batteries of anti-aircraft guns 
ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘǉǳŀǊǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿ ƻǊƭŘΩǎ Ƴ ƻǎǘ Ǉƻǿ ŜǊŦǳƭ Ƴ ƛƭƛǘŀǊȅΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŦƛǊŜ ŀ shot 
that day. 

a ǊΦ CƛǊƳ ŀƎŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŘƛōƭȅ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳ ǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ǳƴǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ŎƭŀƛƳ  ƻŦ άŀƴǘƛ-Ƴ ƛǎǎƛƭŜέ ōŀǘǘŜǊƛŜǎΣ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
ŜǾŜƴ Ƴ ƻǊŜ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎ άŀƴǘƛ-aircraft ƎǳƴǎέΦ  bƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƴƻ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ Ƴ ŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ Σ 
άŀƴǘƛ-ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ Ǝǳƴǎέ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŜǾŜƴ ŜȄƛǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ¦{ Ƴ ƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ƛƴǾŜƴǘƻǊȅΣ ǿ ƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴ ƛǎǎƛƭŜ 
ŘŜŦŜƴǎŜ άtƘŀƭŀƴȄέ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ Σ Ƴ ƻǳƴǘŜŘ ƻƴ ¦{ ƴŀǾȅ ǿ ŀǊǎƘƛǇǎΦ 
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I think someone would have noticed one of these floating around the Pentagon: 

 

 

The US Army actually used to have a similar weapon, the M-163 Vulcan Air Defense System, but it was 
ǊŜǘƛǊŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ мффлΩǎΦvii  An effort was made to replace the aging system with the Sergeant York, but 
it was cancelled in the 1980s after numerous technical problems and budget overruns.viii  The M-163 was 
then replaced with the Avenger, the vehicle mounted version of the Stinger missile system. 

Contrary Proof 

Now that I have pointed out repeatedly that there is absolutely no proof, or even a hint of missiles or 
anti-aircraft guns at the Pentagon on 9/11.  Some skeptics may demand of me, however, to prove that 
there were no anti-aircraft defenses at the Pentagon.  Aside from the logical difficulty of proving a 
negative, and the fact that the burden of proof lies in those making such a claim, I will do so.  The proof 
lies in the fact that the Pentagon was forced to emplace missile defenses at the Pentagon after 9/11, 
from CNN September 11th, 2002. 

For the first time since the Cuban missile crisis almost 40 years ago, armed missile launchers 
will be protecting the nation's capital by day's end Tuesday -- a precaution that comes amid a 
heightened alert status on the eve of the one-year anniversary of the September 11 attacks. ix 

I would also like to point out that when they finally did place air defenses at the Pentagon, it was not 
ǘƘŜǎŜ Ƴ ȅǘƘƛŎŀƭ άŀǳǘƻƳ ŀǘƛŎ ŀƴǘƛ-Ƴ ƛǎǎƛƭŜ ōŀǘǘŜǊƛŜǎέ ƻǊ ƴƻƴ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴǘ άŀƴǘƛ-ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ ƎǳƴǎέΣ ƛǘ ǿ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 
Avengers that I mentioned previously. 
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So why were there no missile batteries at the Pentagon before 9/11?  The conspiracy theorists claim 
there must have been, that is what their entire argument is based upon, the unerring logic of it all.  Well, 
ǿ Ƙȅ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǘƘŜȅ ōƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƻ ŀǎƪ ǎƻƳ ŜƻƴŜ ǿ Ƙƻ ǿ ƻǳƭŘ ƪƴƻǿ Σ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜƴ Ƴ ŀƪƛƴƎ ŀōǎǳǊŘƭȅ ŜƳ ōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎ 
claims? As Richard Clarke, chief counter-terrorism official for both Presidents Clinton and Bush 
explained:  

The Secret Service and Customs had teamed up in Atlanta to provide some rudimentary air 
defense against an aircraft flying into the Olympic Stadium. They did so again during the 
subsequent National Security Special Events and they agreed to create a permanent air defense 
unit to protect Washington. Unfortunately, those two federal law enforcement agencies were 
housed in the Treasury Department and its leadership did not want to pay for such a mission or 
run the liability risks of shooting down the wrong aircraft. Treasury nixed the air defense unit, 
and my attempts within the White House to overfule them came to naught. The idea of aircraft 
attacking in Washington seemed remote to many people and the risks of shooting down aircraft 
in a city were thought to be far too high. Moreover, the opponents of our plan argued, the Air 
Force could always scramble fighter aircraft to protect Washington if there were a problem. On 
occasions when aircraft were hijacked (and in one case when we erroneously believed a 
Northwest flight had been seized), the Air Force did intercept the airliners with fighter jets. We 
succeeded only in getting Secret Service the permission to continue to examine air defense 
options, including the possibility of placing missile units near the White House. Most people who 
heard about our efforts to create some air defense system in case terrorists tried to fly aircraft 
into the Capitol, the White House, or the Pentagon simply thought we were nuts.x 

b ƻǿ  ǿ Ƙȅ ƘŀǾŜƴΩǘ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ άǎŎƘƻƭŀǊǎέ ǿ Ƙƻ ƘŀǾŜ Ǉǳǘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘƛǎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ƛƴǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ōƻƻƪǎ 
and papers, done this most basic research?  Who are the people who are reviewing their work? 

New Proof? 

Now after Meyssan and Griffin published two books each on this subject, some more specific claims 
have surfaced regarding missiles at the Pentagon.  Conspiracy theorists have of course grabbed on to 
this as proof that they were right, although there is no reason to believe that these claims are any more 
legitimate than they were when they were based solely on speculation.   
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The most popular testimony recently is that of April Gallop, a clerk at the Pentagon who was injured on 
September 11th, and who first became famous in the conspiracy theorist community for her bizarre 
stories on men in suits interviewing her at the hospital.  In a recent interview posted on the conspiracy 
ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ōƭƻƎ άDŜƻǊƎŜ ² ŀǎƘƛƴƎǘƻƴέxi  Ms. Gallop states the following: 

Me: Do you have any theory about how a Boeing 757 could have hit such a secure building 
without any anti-aircraft defenses being activated or any warning alarms sounded? 
 
AG: I have thought about this very question numerous times. And then I realized I needed to 
rephrase the question. The real question is what is the probability or likelihood that no anti-
aircraft defense, warning alarms or additional security mechanism functioned on that particular 
day? 
 
And then we need to think how likely is it then there was a glitch in all the security mechanisms, 
anti-aircraft defense and warning alarms? 

This is a vague response though.  It is not apparent whether she is talking about anti-aircraft defenses 
specifically at the Pentagon, or more general, such as the failure of NORAD to intercept the planes.  She 
continues later, in response to a leading question: 

Me: I would imagine that security procedures are different now than they were prior to 9/11, so 
I don't think you would be revealing any confidential information by answering this question. I 
have heard that, as of 9/11, the anti-aircraft batteries were automated, in other words, that 
they would have automatically fired against any incoming aircraft that did not transmit the 
appropriate friend or foe signal. Is that true? 
 
AG: Yes that is true. They are either to attempt to guide the incoming aircraft that has violated 
the airspace to a safe location to land. Making reasonable effort to guide it down. Or shoot it 
down. 

She is somewhat more specific here, as she answers his question in the affirmative.  Her answer is not 
very helpful though.  She gives no details as to what type of weapons are located there, and how she 
would know about it.  She does not state that she has ever seen them, or even how she knows about 
this in the first place.  Ms. Gallop is a clerk with no military background, and appears somewhat 
ŎƻƴŦǳǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΦ  IŜǊ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ άŀǘǘŜƳ Ǉǘ ǘƻ ƎǳƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎƻƳ ƛƴƎ ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘέ ŀƴŘ άa ŀƪƛƴƎ ŀ 
ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ǘƻ ƎǳƛŘŜ ƛǘ Řƻǿ ƴέ ŀǇǇŜŀǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘŀŎǘƛŎ ƻŦ ǳǎƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊŎŜǇǘƻǊ ŀƛǊŎǊŀŦǘ ǘƻ 
escort hostile aircraft to a landing strip, not to a missile battery, which cannot guide an aircraft 
anywhere.   

Furthermore this contradicts the interviewers question regarding an automatic shoot down system.  If it 
ǿ ŜǊŜ ŀǳǘƻƳ ŀǘƛŎΣ ǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿ ƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƴƻ άƎǳƛŘƛƴƎέ ǇǊƻŎŜŘǳǊŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇƭŀƴŜ ǿ ƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎƘƻǘ Řƻǿ ƴ based on 
the cold calculations of a computer, not based on whether it followed some guidance or not. We have 
already discussed the difficulty of having an automated missile battery at the Pentagon, so the evidence 
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points to her attempting to agree with her interviewer, rather than possessing any actual knowledge of 
anti-aircraft defenses at the Pentagon. Additionally, she appears quite traumatized, and reasonably so, 
by her experiences as a victim of the attack, and it is natural for her to seek to try and question how it 
could have happened to her, no matter how rational the argument. 

 

 

 

Although neither Meyssan, who wrote two books on this subject, nor David Ray Griffin, who wrote two 
books sourcing Meyssan, provide any source for this claim, Mr. Griffin does provide some sources after 
the fact on a web post, dated March of 2006.  This brings up some interesting issues of academic 
standards, as he is originally making a claim with no source, essentially arguing that it is widespread 
public knowledge, and then after-the-fact, backing up the claim with an extremely obscure source, 
ǿ ƘƛŎƘ ƘŜ ƘŀŘ ƴƻ ƪƴƻǿ ƭŜŘƎŜ ƻŦ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳ Ŝ ƘŜ Ƴ ŀŘŜ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŎƭŀƛƳ Φ  .ǳǘ ƭŜǘΩǎ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ǿ Ƙŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ 
ǊŜƎŀǊŘƭŜǎǎΣ ŦǊƻƳ  ŦƻƻǘƴƻǘŜ фн ƻŦ DǊƛŦŦƛƴΩǎ ƻƴ-ƭƛƴŜ ǇŀǇŜǊ άфκммΥ ¢ƘŜ a ȅǘƘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ wŜŀƭƛǘȅέΦxii 

Thierry Meyssan, who has referred to these anti-missile batteries (Pentagate [London: Carnot, 
2002], 112, 116), has said with regard to his source of information: "The presence of these anti-
missile batteries was testified to me by French officers to whom they were shown during an 
official visit to the Pentagon. This was later confirmed to me by a Saudi officer." 

 


