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GR Editor’'s Note

We bring to the attention of our readers this carefully researched analysis.

“Given the warnings of incipient terrorist attacks that had been repeatedly received by the
Administration and the FBI, why would anyone coordinate two major annual air training
exercises at this time, and divert key resources to the North Pole on an outdated
mission? Who was in a position to do this?”

The 911 Commission carefully overlooked these considerations.

“It ignored the issue of the drills and continuously pointed to FAA
incompetence. Thus the the mock live hijackings which were apparently in
progress on the morning of September 11th should be investigated as a
plausible explanation for why the national defense was such an abysmal
failure.”
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Information regarding military exercises is classified and difficult to research. Though there
was unusually high and confusing drill activity on 9/11, this strange coincidence has not
gained much public notice. This essay quotes military officials from their own magazines,
and compares their statements to what the 9/11 Commission wrote about the so-called
surprise factor, and also to the Commission’s position that the drills aided the response.

Though both the 9/11 Commission Report and members of the Bush Administration
repeatedly stated that the use of planes as weapons could not have been predicted, other
official sources indicate that military exercises had been underway to counteract this very
possibility.

1. Was it a Surprise that Hijacked Planes Were Used as Weapons on 9/11?

The element of surprise has been widely given (and quoted) as the reason why the 9/11
attacks were so successful against the world’s greatest military power.
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Before proceeding to the statements on both sides of the issue, the context for these
attacks should be understood in light of three defense procedures which were unusually and
significantly changed in the months preceding 9/11:

1. A May 8th 2001 Statement by the President gave responsibility for coordinating,
training and planning all national defense programs related to weapons of mass
destruction to Vice President Cheney, whose office was not part of the National
Command Authority. Transportation Secretary Norman Mineta testified before
the 9/11 Commission that he was present and observed Dick Cheney in the
Presidential Emergency Operating Center tracking the position of Flight 77 for
many miles as it approached the Pentagon.1l “Based on Norm Minetta’s
testimony and other information, it appears that the military have regarded
Cheney as a ‘Deputy Commander-in-Chief’. They also understand that he is the
real power behind the throne...It appears that Vice President Dick Cheney was in
charge of all the many air defense exercises that took place on the morning of
September 11, 2001.”2

2. The 1997 hijacking scramble protocol CJCSI 3610, which distinguished emergent
situations (requiring immediate action between the FAA and the military) from
non-emergent situations (requiring decision input from the highest levels of the
DoD) was rewritten June 1, 2001, as ordered by Defense Secretary Donald
Rumsfeld.3 As a result, the number of fighter-interceptor scrambles fell from the
usual average of 7-8 per month before the rewrite, to zero during the 3.3 months
before September 11th, and to zero on September 11th itself.4

3. Changes in the dates of annual and semi-annual military air defense exercises
resulted in an unprecedented concentration of air drills on September 11th, and
included hijackings and drills in which planes hit buildings. These will be explored
later.

The transfer of two line defense roles to senior members of the Bush-Cheney Administration,
paired with the concentration of air drills on the day itself, raise serious questions regarding
the success of the attacks.

Early expressions of surprise over the attacks: In response to the seemingly inexplicable
success of the 9/11 attacks, a chorus of astonishment issued from the White House, the
military, and the FBI. Tim Ruppert asked Donald Rumsfeld on September 30, 2001 whether
he had ever imagined that the Pentagon would be attacked by a terrorist using an American
commercial airline. “Oh goodness no! “Never would have crossed anyone’s mind.”5 His
Commander-in-Chief had earlier said that “al Qaeda “struck in a way that was
unimaginable.”6

General Richard Myer, acting air defense commander, told the military press in late October:
“You hate to admit it, but we hadn’t thought about this.”7 FBI Director Robert Mueller
declared a week after the attacks, “There were no warning signs that I'm aware of that
would indicate this type of operation in the country.”8

White House Press Secretary Ari Fleischer fell into step. “Until the attack took place, I think it
is fair to say that no one envisioned that as a possibility.”9

However, on May 17, 2002, CBC News revealed that a 1999 report, “Sociology and
Psychology of Terrorism: Who Becomes a Terrorist and Why?” “...warned the executive
branch that bin Laden’s terrorists might hijack an airliner and dive bomb it into the Pentagon
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or other government building.”10

On May 19th, the London Observer quoted a New York newspaper report that “angry
citizens are asking why they have suddenly learned what George W. Bush knew all along:
that weeks before the event, the CIA had warned the President and other top officials of an
active plot to seize civilian aircraft.”11

Later that day, Bob Woodward and Dan Eggen of the Washington Post covered the hijack
briefing in more detail:

“The top-secret briefing memo presented to President Bush on Aug. 6 carried
the headline, ‘Bin Laden Determined to Strike in U.S.". . . .The President’s Daily
Briefing underscored that Osama bin Laden and his followers hoped to ‘bring
the fight to America.’. . .The August 6th memo. . .suggested that bin Laden’s
followers might be planning to hijack U.S. airliners.”12

The story had, several days earlier, prompted a press conference from White House
spokesman Ari Fleischer, saying: “Never did we imagine what would take place on
September 11th, where people use those airplanes as missiles and weapons.” His statement
was echoed later in the day by National Security Advisor Condoleezza Rice, as quoted below
in a Baltimore Sun article.13

A 2003 jJoint Inquiry into the Intelligence Community tells a different story.

The denials continued into 2004, when Donald Rumsfeld told the 9/11 Commission, “l knew
of no intelligence during the six-plus months leading up to September 11 to indicate
terrorists would hijack commercial airlines, use them as missiles to fly into the Pentagon or
the World Trade Center towers.”14

But a Congressional Joint Inquiry report, released July 24th, 2003,15 suggested that the
government had failed to act on warnings of a terrorist attack within the country, involving
aircraft as missiles. The New York Times published excerpts:

“Shortly after...May 1998...the community began to acquire intelligence that
bin Laden’s network intended to strike within the United States. Many of these
reports were disseminated throughout the community and to senior U.S. policy
makers...the totality of the information...clearly reiterated a consistent and
critically important theme: bin Laden’s intent to launch terrorist attacks within
the United States...In the spring of 1999, the [intelligence] community
obtained information about a planned bin Laden attack on a government
facility in Washington, D.C...In September 1999, the community obtained
information that bin Laden and others were planning a terrorist act in the
United States, possibly against specific landmarks in California and New York
City...In March 2000, the community obtained information regarding the type
of targets...The Statue of Liberty was specifically mentioned, as were
skyscrapers, ports, airports and nuclear power plants...In April 2001, the
community obtained information...that bin Laden was interested in commercial
pilots as potential terrorists. The source warned that the United States should
not focus only on embassy bombings, that terrorists sought “spectacular and
traumatic” attacks and that the first World Trade Center bombing would be
appealing.” 16

Four days later, the Baltimore Sun published the following:
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“President Bush’s adviser [Condoleezza Rice] told the public in May 2002 that a pre-Sept. 11
intelligence briefing for the president on terrorism contained only a general warning of
threats and largely historical information, not specific plots, the report said.

But the authors of the congressional report, released last week, stated the briefing given to
the president a month before the suicide hijackings included recent intelligence that al-
Qaida was planning to send operatives to the United States to carry out an attack using high
explosives.

At the same May 2002 press briefing, Rice also said that “I don’t think anybody could have
predicted that these people would take an airplane and slam it into the World Trade Center,
take another one and slam it into the Pentagon; that they would try to use an airplane as a
missile, a hijacked airplane as a missile.”

But the congressional report states that “from at least 1994, and continuing into the
summer of 2001, the Intelligence Community received information indicating that terrorists
were contemplating, among other means of attack, the use of aircraft as weapons.”17

The contradiction could not be more evident.
Contradictions Within the 9/11 Commission Report:

The Commission reported early in its pages:

“NORAD and the FAA were unprepared for the type of attacks launched against
the United States on September 11, 2001. They struggled, under difficult
circumstances, to improvise a homeland defense against an unprecedented
challenge they had never encountered and had never trained to meet.”18

But the Report later documented, in reference to the use of planes as weapons, that such a
“possibility was imaginable, and imagined.” It cited intelligence from the August 1999
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Civil Aviation Security that warned about the
possibility of a Bin Ladin “suicide hijacking operation,” and that NORAD had “imagined the
possible use of aircraft as weapons, too, and developed exercises to counter such a
threat—from planes coming to the United States from overseas.”19

The Commission further reported that on August 24, 2001, the CIA had described “subjects
involved in suspicious 747 flight training,” and Zacarias Moussaoui as a possible “suicide
hijacker;”20 also that the week before the attacks a Minneapolis FBI agent had told the FAA
that Moussaoui, was “an Islamic extremist preparing for some future act in furtherance of
radical fundamentalist goals.”21 The Commission further noted that on August 23, 2001,
CIA Director George Tenet “was briefed about the Moussaoui case in a briefing entitled
‘Islamic Extremist Learns to Fly."”22

And Louis Freeh, FBI Director from 1993 to June 2001, told the 9/11 Commission that in
2000 and 2001, the subject of “planes as weapons” was always considered in the planning
of National Special Security Events (NSSE’s), in which the FBI and FEMA participated, and
that “resources were actually designated to deal with that particular threat.” He confirmed
that “the use of airplanes, either packed with explosives or otherwise, in suicide missions”
was “part of the planning” for NSSE’s.23
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A Summary of the Contradictions:

There are thus stark contradictions: 1) between White House spokespersons and each
of: The jJoint Inquiry into Intelligence Community Activities of July 2003; the August 6, 2001
Presidential Briefing Memo; many press reports detailing the two foregoing documents; and
the testimony of FBI Director Louis Freeh; 2) between the 9/11 Commission’s findings and all
of the above; and 3) within the 9/11 Commission Report itself.

How did the 9/11 Commission deal with these contradictions? It did not: it simply left out the
findings of the Joint Inquiry report and the Louis Freeh testimony, and though it copied the
August 6th Presidential Briefing Memo into its Report,24 it did not include the memo in its
entirety as quoted by CNN on April 10, 2004.25 And further to that Memo, the Commission
referred to Condoleezza Rice’s April 8th Hearing testimony, but did not include it. In it she
had said, “l was concerned about possible threats inside the United States.”26

As the foregoing summary shows the element of surprise to have been very much in doubt,
a new investigation should question how a non-surprise attack could have been so
successful.

2. What did the Military Training Drills Reveal about US Expectations?

The military exercises of 9/11 will be examined in relation to two of the things that the
Commission blamed for the critical element of surprise:

1. the unheard of concept of using hijacked planes as weapons—a departure from
predictable, traditional hijackings, and

2. the fact that the attacks originated, unpredictably, from within the country, and
not from outside it.

Two 9/11 Commission Report quotations below document these perceptions:

“In sum, the protocols in place on 9/11 for the FAA and NORAD to respond to a
hijacking presumed that. . .the hijacking would take the traditional form: that
is, it would not be a suicide hijacking designed to convert the aircraft into a
guided missile.”27

“America’s homeland defenders faced outward. NORAD itself was barely able
to retain any alert bases. Its planning scenarios occasionally considered the
danger of hijacked aircraft being guided to American targets, but only aircraft
that were coming from overseas.”28

The Pre 9/11 Military Training Drills: Though neither the White House nor the FBI had
envisaged planes as weapons, the military, supposedly adrift from its government and
bereft of communication -no small feat with a 2001 budget of over $400 billion — had.

According to Professor John Arquilla, a Special Operations expert at the Naval Postgraduate
School, “The idea of such an attack (like 9-11) was well known. It had been wargamed as a
possibility in exercises before Sept. 11, 2001.”29

The following exercises demonstrate that many military minds were concerned with the
express idea of planes hitting buildings.
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In October 2000, a military exercise created a scenario of a simulated passenger plane
crashing into the Pentagon. The exercise was coordinated by the Defense Protective
Services Police and the Pentagon’s Command Emergency Response Team.30

US Medicine reports that two health clinics housed within the Pentagon trained for a
hijacked airplane to hit the Pentagon in May 2001. “Though the Department of Defense had
no capability in place to protect the Pentagon from an ersatz guided missile in the form of a
hijacked 757 airliner, DoD medical personnel trained for exactly that scenario in May.”31

The Department of Transportation in Washington held an exercise on August 31, 1001,
which was described by a participant, Ellen Engleman:

“Ironically, fortuitously, take your choice, 12 days prior to the incident on
September 11th, we were going though a tabletop exercise. It was actually
much more than a tabletop...in preparation for the Olympic...which was a full
intermodal exercise...Part of the scenario, interestingly enough, involved a
potentially highjacked plane and someone calling on a cell phone, among other
aspects of the scenario that were very strange when twelve days later, as you
know, we had the actual event.”32

According to USA Today:

“In the two years before the Sept. 11 attacks, the North American
Aerospace Defense Command conducted exercises simulating what the White
House says was unimaginable at the time: hijacked airliners used as weapons
to crash into targets and cause mass casualties...One of the imagined targets
was the World Trade Center...NORAD, in a written statement, confirmed that
such hijacking exercises occurred..."Numerous types of civilian and military
aircraft were used as mock hijacked aircraft,” the statement said...The
exercises differed from the Sept. 11 attacks in one important respect: The
planes in the simulation were coming from a foreign country...But there were
exceptions in the early drills, including one operation, planned in July 2001 and
conducted later, that involved planes from airports in Utah and Washington
state that were “hijacked... Until Sept. 11, 2001, NORAD conducted four major
exercises a year. Most included a hijack scenario, but not all of those involved
planes as weapons.”33

The New Yorker reported:

“A former top F.B.l. official said that the bureau had been concerned about
an attack in New York City ever since...associates of Osama bin Laden...were
convicted in federal court in connection with the 1998 bombing of American
embassies in Africa. ...During the last several years, the government regularly
planned for and simulated terrorist attacks, including scenarios that involved
multiple-plane hijackings.”34

One such multiple hijacking drill using planes from inside the United States was Amalgam
Virgo 2002, planned for 1500 people in July 2001 and scheduled for operation in June 2002.
In the Second 9/11 Commission Hearing, Commissioner Richard Ben-Veniste was foiled in
several attempts to extract information from General McKinley and Colonel Scott regarding
this drill:
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MR. BEN-VENISTE: ...My question is: The concept of terrorists using airplanes
as weapons was not something which was unknown to the U.S. intelligence
community on September 10th, 2001, isn't that fair to say?

GEN. MCKINLEY: I'd like the intelligence community to address that. | would
find it hard to believe that they hadn’t speculated against that. But it was
unavailable to us at the time.

MR. BEN-VENISTE: Well, let’s start, for example, with September 12th, 1994, a
Cessna 150L crashed into the South Lawn of the White House, barely missing
the building, and killing the pilot. Similarly, in December of 1994, an Algerian
armed Islamic group of terrorists hijacked an Air France flight in Algiers and
threatened to crash it into the Eiffel Tower. In October of 1996, the intelligence
community obtained information regarding an Iranian plot to hijack a Japanese
plane over Israel and crash it into Tel Aviv. In August of 1988, the intelligence
community obtained information that a group of unidentified Arabs planned to
fly an explosive-laden plane from a foreign country into the World Trade
Center. The information was passed on to the FBI and the FAA.

In September of 1998, the intelligence community obtained information that
Osama bin Laden’s next operation could possibly involve flying an aircraft
loaded with explosives into a U.S. airport and detonating it. In August 2001, the
intelligence community obtained information regarding a plot to either bomb
the U.S. Embassy in Nairobi from an airplane, or crash an airplane into it. In
addition, in the Atlanta Olympics, the United States government and the
Department of Justice and my colleague Jamie Gorelick were involved in
planning against possible terrorist attacks at the Olympics, which included the
potential of an aircraft flying into the stadium. In July 2001, the G-8 summit in
Genoa, attended by our president, among the measures that were taken were
positioning surface-to-air missile ringing Genoa, closing the Genoa airport and
restricting all airspace over Genoa.

Was not this information, sir, available to NORAD as of September 11th, 20017

GEN. MCKINLEY: ... we had not postured prior to September 11th, 2001, for the
scenario that took place that day.

MR. BEN-VENISTE: Well, obviously it would be hard to imagine posturing for the
exact scenario. But isn't it a fact, sir, that prior to September 11th, 2001,
NORAD had already in the works plans to simulate in an exercise a
simultaneous hijacking of two planes in the United States?

This question was followed by a wall of obfuscation from General McKinley and Colonel
Scott, and Ben-Veniste never did get an answer.35 Nor was the matter included in the
Commission Report.

Ben-Veniste also questioned the officers on the “vestigial” nature of planning primarily for
Cold War attacks from Russia and other nations beyond US borders.36 (And on this point,
Major Arias had told the News Herald in June 2001 that “The Cold War is over”.)

These two points raise disturbing questions as to why Vigilant Guardian diverted much of
the US defense fleet to the North Pole that day; who made the decision that this should
occur; and why NORAD and the Commission were so silent about the hijacking drills.

Air Training Drills the Morning of September 11th:

On the morning of September 11th, two nationwide annual air defense drills were in full
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stride.

NORAD was in the midst of one of its four major annual exercises, the week-long “Vigilant
Guardian”, which the Commission described as “postulat[ing] a bomber attack from the
former Soviet Union.”37

A second annual global readiness exercise, Global Guardian, which had traditionally been
held in October or November, and which, according to NBC News military analyst William
Arkin, had been scheduled for October 22-31, 2001,38 was also underway. The Space
Observer, a military newspaper, reported on March 23rd 2001 that this exercise was
scheduled for October 2001,39 which meant that sometime after March 23rd, Global
Guardian was rescheduled for early September.

Third, Richard Clarke, in his book “Against All Enemies”, noted that acting Joint Chiefs of
Staff (JSC) Chairman Richard Myers told him in a videoconference on 9/11, “Not a pretty
picture, Dick...We are in the middle of Vigilant Warrior, a NORAD exercise.”40

Information about military drills is classified and difficult to research. There have been
suggestions that Richard Clarke confused this drill with Vigilant Guardian (the North Pole
drill) but Vigilant Guardian is a NORAD exercise, apparently without JSC involvement. It has
also been reported4l that the “Warrior” designation equates to JSC involvement and
includes “live-flies”. A NORAD press release, reported in USA Today in 2004, stated that,
“These ‘mock hijacked aircraft,” otherwise called ‘live-flies,” are used sometimes in air-based
war games involving hijacking scenarios. They are actual planes of a variety of makes, in
the air (manned or under remote control), pretending to be hijacked for the benefit of
effective training.”42

Thus the evidence suggests that mock hijacks were in progress on September 11th, which
would explain the reports of military officers in the next section.

There were more “planes into buildings” scenarios going on that morning. “In what the
government describes as a bizarre coincidence, one U.S. intelligence agency was planning
an exercise last Sept. 11 in which an errant aircraft would crash into one of its buildings...
The National Reconnaissance Office had scheduled an exercise...in which a small corporate
jet would crash into...the agency’s headquarters building after experiencing a mechanical
failure. ...The agency is about four miles from the runways of Washington Dulles
International Airport.”43

Finally, USA Today reported that “a joint FBI/CIA anti-terrorist task force that specifically
prepared for this type of disaster” was on a “training exercise in Monterey, Calif.” Thus, “as
of late Tuesday, with airports closed around the country, the task force still hadn’t found a
way to fly back to Washington.”44 Furthermore, the FBI had deployed “all of its anti-terrorist
and top special operations agents at a training exercise (complete with all associated
helicopters and light aircraft) in Monterey, California.” While the attacks were in progress,
then, “the chief federal agency responsible for preventing such crimes was being AWOL."45

A Summary of the Contradictions:

There is a strong and clear contradiction between the White House and 9/11 Commission
claims of wildly unpredictable surprise attacks, and the training exercises which were
running to counter such attacks. In short, these training exercises reflected an expectation
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that multiple, simultaneous, internal hijackings using planes as weapons were very
imaginable indeed.

How did the Commission deal with this problem? With the exception of one footnote
mentioning Northern Vigilance, it simply failed to mention the drills at all. By repeatedly
claiming that no one had expected such attacks to have originated from within the United
States, it diverted attention away from the drills, and away from warnings that there were
Muslim operatives within the country who were learning to fly commercial airliners.

Were these diversions merely cowardly flights from a failed responsibility, or were they
more ominous indications of foreknowledge? This crucial question should be the subject of a
new impartial investigation.

If, as the evidence suggests, the White House and the Commission were not surprised by
such attacks (whereas in fact they were aware of such events)46 the new investigation
should ask why they said they were.

1. Did the 9/11 Military Training Drills Help or Harm the Response?

As mentioned above, the only reference made by the 9/11 Commission to the September
11th training exercises was to Vigilant Guardian, in footnote 116 from Chapter 1 of the
Report:

“On 9/11, NORAD was scheduled to conduct a military exercise, Vigilant
Guardian, which postulated a bomber attack from the former Soviet Union. We
investigated whether military preparations for the large-scale exercise
compromised the military’s response to the real-world terrorist attack on 9/11.
According to General Eberhart, “it took about 30 seconds” to make the
adjustment to the real-world situation. Ralph Eberhart testimony, June 17,
2004. We found that the response was, if anything, expedited by the increased
number of staff at the sectors and at NORAD because of the scheduled
exercise. See Robert Marr interview (Jan. 23, 2004).”47

Unfortunately for the Commission, this conclusion has been contradicted by many military
participants that day.

Remember, all of NORAD was participating in Vigilant Guardian that morning. Other
exercises were also running. As one research organization noted, “NORAD is thus fully
staffed and alert, and senior officers are manning stations throughout the US. The entire
chain of command is in place and ready when the first hijacking is reported.”48

Almost immediately, however, confusion and bewilderment set in:

At 8:40, Deskins noticed senior technician Jeremy Powell waving his hand. Boston Center
was on the line, he said. It had a hijacked airplane.

“It must be part of the exercise,” Deskins thought.

At first, everybody did. Then Deskins saw the glowing direct phone line to the Federal
Aviation Administration.

On the phone she heard the voice of a military liaison for the FAA’s Boston Center.

“I have a hijacked aircraft,” he told her.
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Six minutes later, at 8:46, the exercises were still causing confusion: “Deskins ran to a
nearby office and phoned 1st Air Force Chief Public Affairs Officer Major Don Arias in Florida.
She said NEADS had a hijacked plane, no, not the simulation likely heading for JFK.

ABC News quoted NORAD Commander Major General Arnold, from a command center at the
Tyndall Air Force Base in Florida. “First thing that went through my mind was, ‘Is this part of
the exercise? Is this some kind of a screw-up?'”49

NEADS Major Nasypany later recalled:

“When they told me there was a hijack, my first reaction was ‘Somebody
started the exercise early,"” Nasypany later told me. The day’s exercise was
designed to run a range of scenarios, including a “traditional” simulated hijack
in which politically motivated perpetrators commandeer an aircraft, land on a
Cuba-like island, and seek asylum. “I actually said out loud, ‘The hijack’s not
supposed to be for another hour.'”50

Later yet, at 9:09 AM, Richard Clarke reports that FAA Command Center Head Jane Garvey
told him by videoconference, “We have reports of eleven aircraft off course or out of
communications.”51 This was verified in an aviation report, “...the FAA command center
then reported 11 aircraft either not in communication with FAA facilities, or flying
unexpected routes.”52

Major-General Larry Arnold recalled,

“As | walked out of a video teleconference with NORAD, someone came up and
told me that the Northeast Air Defense sector had a possible hijacking. My first
thought was the hijacking was part of the exercise...Then we began getting
calls of other potential hijackings. Not all the calls were true. These hijacking
reports added to the confusion... We were receiving many reports of hijacked
aircraft. When we received those calls, we might not know from where the
aircraft had departed. We also didn’t know the location of the airplane...By the
end of the day, we had twenty-one aircraft identified as possible hijackings.”53

In a 2006 interview with Vanity Fair, Arnold went further: “I'll be the first to admit that
immediately after—-in fact, for a long time after—-we were very confused with who was
what and where, what reports were coming in.”54

Robert Marr, head of NEADS on 9/11, says, “At one time | was told that across the nation
there were some 29 different reports of hijackings.”55

General Richard Meyers at the Pentagon confirmed that “conflicting reports throughout the
morning led to confusion in the Command Center.”56 The Commission itself documented,
“During the course of the morning, there were multiple erroneous reports of hijacked
aircraft in the system.”57

Thus it would appear that simultaneous air defense drills were fogging the defense data
streams and that personnel were chasing 4 real hijacked airplanes among 29 unidentified
blips.

And so there is a profound contradiction between the Commission’s position that the drills
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enhanced the defense response, and the reports by officers on duty that day.
Summary of the Contradictions:

Why, when only 4 planes were hijacked, were there so many reports of other hijacked
planes? And why were the military personnel so ready to interpret these hijacking reports as
being part of the exercises, when no one had ever “imagined” such a thing?

Given the warnings of incipient terrorist attacks that had been repeatedly received by the
Administration and the FBI, why would anyone coordinate two major annual air training
exercises at this time, and divert key resources to the North Pole on an outdated
mission? Who was in a position to do this?

Commissioner Richard Ben-Veniste resolved to pursue these questions “very very
diligently”, and made determined efforts to do so.

But what did the Commission do about his unanswered questions? It ignored the issue of the
drills and continuously pointed to FAA incompetence.58 However, blaming the FAA lacked
credibility, because the failures of duty were not followed up and no one was disciplined.

Thus the the mock live hijackings which were apparently in progress on the morning of
September 11th should be investigated as a plausible explanation for why the national
defense was such an abysmal failure.

If the drills impeded the response, a new investigation should question why the two strange
departures from longstanding air defense protocols were made in the months before 9/11.

And if the drills enhanced the response, a new investigation should ask how the attacks
could have succeeded on a day when the country was especially prepared to handle them.

Either way, the situation cries out for clarification.
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