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I believe that James Bennett’s questioning of Laurie Manwell's interpretation of the 

Angus-Reid poll is unwarranted nit-picking.  More importantly I feel that it is also an 

invalid criticism. 

 

This is the particular letter that I’m referring to: 

"Correspondence from James Bennett to Laurie Manwell with Responses June 27, 

2007" in the Journal of 9/11 Studies. 

Bennett tries to imply that none of the poll questions had anything to do 

with the specific attacks of 9/11 but rather just terrorist attacks in 

general.  In support of this argument he exclusively chooses to make 

reference to this particular question in the poll: 

 

"81. When it comes to what they knew prior to Sept. 11th, 2001, about 

possible terrorist attacks against the United States…." 

 

What he doesn’t like to mention is a previous question which relates 

specifically to attacks ‘using airplanes‘. 

 

“78.  Do you think that George W. Bush personally knew before Sept. 11th, 

2001 about intelligence reports that warned of possible terrorist attacks 

against the United States using airplanes, or not?” 

 

As we all know, 9/11 turned out to be the major terrorist attack of our time 

‘using airplanes’ so it’s hard to imagine that 9/11 wasn’t being singled out 

in this question.  After all, the Bush administration has continuously 

repeated the false claim that they never could’ve imagined this happening 

even though they were running drills simulating exactly what happened, as it 

happened (wink, wink).  If they knew enough about the possibility of such an 

attack that it compelled them to conduct a drill for it then obviously they 

possessed very detailed and pertinent information.  What they knew becomes 

every bit as important as what they did, or didn’t do. 

 

Furthermore, it’s not incorrect to state that there are large numbers of 

Americans who believe that 9/11 was an inside job where the government 

'actively participated' in its manifestation.  Other polls have stated this 

explicitly. 

 

http://www.scrippsnews.com/911poll 

 

"Thirty-six percent of respondents overall said it is "very likely" or 

"somewhat likely" that federal officials either participated in the attacks 

on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon or took no action to stop them 

"because they wanted the United States to go to war in the Middle East." 



 

"The poll also found that 16 percent of Americans speculate that secretly 

planted explosives, not burning passenger jets, were the real reason the 

massive twin towers of the World Trade Center collapsed." 

So it seems that to avoid dealing with the uncomfortable truth (that large 

numbers of Americans really do believe in 9/11 truth), Bennett is choosing 

to focus on one person’s interpretation of one given survey. 

Another point of contention focuses on this insignificant point.  The 

distinction between the two following phrasings, "what they knew prior to 

Sept. 11th, 2001” and “the events of 9/11”. 

 

I personally consider any party that idly sits by and allows an attack (like 

9/11) to happen (while knowing in advance that it’s going to happen) is just 

as guilty as a party that actively participates in that attack.  In fact, 

depending on the circumstances, the line between the two can become very 

blurred.  For those that disagree, I’d be more than willing to put my money 

on the notion that the jury is going to side with me.  A ‘real’ 

investigation might finally reveal the truth.  What are the debunkers so 

afraid of? 

 


