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While most of us agree al-Qaeda did not 
crash a plane into the Pentagon, a debate 
persists about whether any plane impact 
ƻŎŎǳǊǊŜŘΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŜΩƭƭ ƻŦŦŜǊ 
proof that no such crash took place. 
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A day of deceptions  

On 9/11 we were asked to believe: 
 

Å the Twin Towers were destroyed because of plane 

impacts and fires 

ÅFlight 93 crashed into a field and disappeared 

underground  

ÅFlight 77 crashed into one of the most secure 

buildings in the world without a single large piece 

of wreckage being visible at the crash scene and 

without a single piece of video showing that this 

had actually happened. 
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Why does the  

Pentagon matter?  

The clear evidence of a faked plane crash 

at the Pentagon on 9/11 is critical for 
proving that this was a false flag operation 
and an inside job that involved the U.S. 
government. This is because no other 

entity could have staged this crime scene 
and then covered up the deception. 
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Burden of proof?  

5 

Since clear proof of an 
impact has not been 
produced, the burden of 
proof is on those who 
believe it occurred. 



Canõt it be an inside 

job even if we 

support an impact?  

Yes, but when we discard some 

of the most powerful evidence 

we have, the case against the 

official story is much weaker.  
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All witnesses 

are not 

created equal  
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Which witness 

accounts are not  

credible?  

James Meigs, formerly of Popular 
Mechanics, ǎŀȅǎ άƘǳƴŘǊŜŘǎέ ǎŀǿ 
an American Airlines jet hit the 
Pentagon. Others say 180 saw an 
impact. Both are false. To know 
who saw what, we have to look at 
what each witness actually said. 
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Stephen McGraw was quoted this way by Eric Bart: 
άThe plane clipped the top of a light pole just before it got 
to us, injuring a taxi driver, whose taxi was just a few feet 
ŀǿŀȅΦέ 
 

But when questioned by Aldo Marquis of Citizen 
LƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ¢ŜŀƳΣ ƘŜ ǎŀƛŘΥ άI didn't actually see the light 
pole go over or anything, no. I believe I later saw you 
know the evidence of the pole having been knocked over 
umm and I think that was just after the fact. 
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Things can change when 
witnesses are questioned 



Lƴ YŜƴ WŜƴƪƛƴǎΩ The Pentagon 
Plane Puzzle: 
 

άWŀƴŜǘ ŀǊŜ ȅƻǳ ǿƛǘƘ ǳǎΚ ¸ƻǳ ǎŀǿ ŀ 
ǇƭŀƴŜ ŎǊŀǎƘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ tŜƴǘŀƎƻƴΚέ  
ά¸ŜǎΣ ǎƛǊ L ŘƛŘ Χ L Ƨǳǎǘ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴŜ 
disappear out of my sight beyond the 
trees and then I just saw massive 
ōƛƭƭƻǿǎ ƻŦ ǎƳƻƪŜΦέ 
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48 who were inside the Pentagon 

35 who ŀǊǊƛǾŜŘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ƻǊ ǿŜǊŜƴΩǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ 

31 who could not physically see the Pentagon 

20 who admitted not seeing impact 

7 who were anonymous 

7 whose accounts were 2nd or 3rd hand 

9 who described hearing or feeling the impact or just seeing a 
fireball 

20 who had accounts embellished by the media 

21 who could ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ tŜƴǘŀƎƻƴ ōǳǘ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ άƛƳǇŀŎǘέ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ 
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In the most complete analysis yet, 
researcher onesliceshort starts with 239 
alleged witnesses. Then he eliminates: 



This leaves just  

41  

POTENTIAL impact 
witnesses 
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But even among those, 
details vary widely. And 
that figure includes 
numerous witnesses who 
contradict the official flight 
path.  
 
 
(http://z3.invisionfree.com/CIT/index.php?showtopic=1863) 
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http://z3.invisionfree.com/CIT/index.php?showtopic=1863


False account  

of impact  

One of the 41 was 
Steve Storti who 
says he saw a plane 
hit from his balcony 
¾ of a mile away. 
He even said he 
could see people 
moving around in 
the plane ς 
impossible from 
where he was.  



But some were  

extremely credible  

Citizen Investigation Team 
conducted numerous interviews 
near the Pentagon and found more 
than a dozen highly credible 
witnesses who saw a plane 
approach on a different flight path.  
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http://www.citizeninvestigationteam.com/videos/national-security-alert  

http://www.citizeninvestigationteam.com/videos/national-security-alert
http://www.citizeninvestigationteam.com/videos/national-security-alert
http://www.citizeninvestigationteam.com/videos/national-security-alert
http://www.citizeninvestigationteam.com/videos/national-security-alert
http://www.citizeninvestigationteam.com/videos/national-security-alert


The witnesses described an almost 
identical flight path to the north of 

the Citgo gas station. 
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On-camera interviews in 
/L¢Ωǎ ǾƛŘŜƻ National 

Security Alert were high 
quality ς clear, thorough, 

and transparent. 
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Despite these witnesses 
believing a plane hit, they 
described a flight path that 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŀǘŎƘ the damage. 

They also described the 
same right bank.  
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Unless the North of Citgo 
witnesses are mistaken or 

lying in exactly the same way 
ǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ǇƭŀƴŜ-
ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ǎǘƻǊȅ ŎŀƴΩǘ ōŜ ǘǊǳŜΦ 
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ά¢ƘŜ ǿƻǊƪ ǘƘŀǘ /ǊŀƛƎ wŀƴƪŜ όƻŦ 
CIT) has done on the witnesses for 
the north path is some of the most 
solid, irrefutable evidence that 
one could ever assemble on 9/11, 
ǇŜǊƛƻŘΦέ ς Massimo Mazzucco, 
creator of September 11: The New 
Pearl Harbor. 
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Are they credible?  
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Judge for yourself.  

 



Flight Data 

Recorder and 

impossible 

descent  
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Flight Data Recorder 

canõt support impact 

¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻ ǿŀȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎŜǊƛŀƭ 
numbers to link the Flight Data 
Recorder to Flight 77 or any 
other plane so ƛǘ ŎŀƴΩǘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ 
to support an impact. 
 
 
 

(*In The New Pearl Harbor Revisited, David Ray Griffin presents a report that 
the FDR was found in the Pentagon rubble at 4 a.m. on Sept. 14 yet the data 
was downloaded at 11:45 p.m. on Sept. 13) 



However, it is reasonable 
to point out that this 

evidence, offered by the 
government to 

substantiate its own official 
story, actually refutes it. 
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So, either the FDR data 
were fabricated, which 

proves inside job, or they 
were genuine, which also 

proves inside job. 
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NTSB simulation: plane could not have hit 
Altitude one second to alleged impact = 180 feet above sea level 

With correction for local air pressure = 480 feet above sea level 

Flight path = north of Citgo gas station 

http://pilotsfor911truth.org/pentagon.html 
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ά¢ƘŜ screenshot 
shows the very last 
frame of the recorded 
data. It stops at 
9:37:44 AM EDT 
(Official Impact Time 
is 09:37:45). You will 
notice in the right 
margin the altitude of 
the aircraft on the 
middle instrument. It 
shows 180 feetΦέ ς
Pilots for 9/11 Truth. 

http://pilotsfor911truth.org/pentagon.html
http://i47.photobucket.com/albums/f178/myphotos1960/jimritter.jpg


FDR descent impossible  

The simulation showed an altitude of 699 feet 
above sea level as the alleged plane passed the 
Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) 
antenna. Descending to ground level would 
create a G-forces far beyond the capability of a 
757, in this case 34 Gs. Even if a plane barely 
clears the antenna, ƛǘΩǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ 10.14 Gs. The 
official path requires a plane to fly over, not 
around, the VDOT antenna.  

http://pilotsfor911truth.org/pentagon.html 
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http://pilotsfor911truth.org/pentagon.html
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At the  

ôcrashõ  

scene  
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How could a 757 cause so little damage 
to the façade and yet not leave a single 
large piece of wreckage outside? 
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Where did the wings and tail go? If the right 

engine hit column 17, ( arrow 1 ) why is it still 

partially standing? Why are windows above 

the 2
nd

 floor opening unbroken? (arrow 2) 
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Column 
14 still 

intact on 
2nd floor 
where 

fuselage 
would 

have hit 

The Pentagon Building Performance 
Report states the alleged plane 
would have lost structural integrity 
by the time it reached halfway to 
the rounded C ring hole 310 feet 
farther inside. 


