Paul Wellstone: The Plot Thickens

Jm Fetzer (READER WEEKLY, 2 January 2003, pp. 16-18)

In response to my andysis of the Wellstone tragedy (READER WEEKLY,
28 November 2002, pp. 18-19) and rdated discussion of this event,

| have received quite afew emails, many of which have taken strong
exception to the very ideathat George W. Bush could ever have been
involved in something of thiskind. My suggestion that Republicans

may have been motivated to take Wellstone out, das, is not mine aone.

Michad |. Niman, a professor from Buffdo State College, for example,
whom | quote in my column, has raised the same question. Control of
the Senate was at stake, which is a serious business, not only regarding
the President's policies--where | strongly suspect Welstone would have
filibustered the corrupt "Homeand Security Act"--but <o billions of
dollars in government contracts and gppointments to the US Supreme

Court. Hewas athorn in the administration's sde.

My approach, for those who missed that column, has been to take this
event and subject it to scrutiny from the point of view of scientific
reasoning. The most adequate modd is that of inference to the best
explanation, which characterizes science as a process or procedure
involving four steps or sages, namdy: puzzement, speculation,
adaptation (of hypothesesto evidence, excluding those that are
inconsstent with the evidence and calculating the probabilities thet

the remaining dternatives confer on the evidence), and explanation

(when the evidence warrants acceptance).



The basic dements of the Wellstone crash are rather puzzling. The
plane was a King Air A100 (not an "Air King A100", as| previoudy
reported), which is an exceptionaly reiable and smooth handling
arcraft. We might cdl it the Mercedes-Benz of amdl planes. Since
it issuch an expensve arcrft, it receives a thorough maintenance
prior to every flight. AsBill Wilkerson, who has leased them for
more than 30 years has explained, "the maintenance is rigorous, not

just for safety reasons but because they cost as much as amansion.”

A recent article about the crash has quoted Jeff Johnson, an associate
professor in the aviation program at . Cloud State University, who
sad that he has flown about 500 hoursin King Air 100s as a private
pilot. He said the planes are forgiving, stable and reliable, and that
the A100 has aflexible, boot-like device on the leading edge of the
wing that the pilot can make "expand like a balloon to bresk off ice"

(http://vww.scoop.co.nz/mason/stories/HL 0210/S00206.htm).

Wilkerson has also observed that thisis not a plane that goes down

in the freezing rain. The plane was dso piloted by two pilots with
extengve experience: "A pilot cannot fly this plane without alFR
(ingrument flight rules) training and thousands of hours of experience.”
The plane was on graight find in, indicating no problems, traveling
around 95 knats, with dl flaps down 15 degrees (flaps dightly down),
7 miles or so from the touch down, when it veered off course and took
asteep dive. The crash killed al aboard and afire erupted, burning the

passengers beyond recognition. They were identified by dental plates.



Perhaps the most important indication that something unusua was up,
however, was the complete cessation of communications between the
pilots and the airport. Locd pilots were puzzled by the abrupt loss of
control. The crab-like movement of the plane and the termination of
communication has led some to speculate that whatever happened had
to have happened very quickly, speculating that perhaps a propeller
had failed or the plane had hit a gaggle of geese. Unless a prop had
come off and dammed into the fusdlage, the loss of an engine cannot

not have caused the crash, since the plane can fly on only one engine.

An encounter with a gaggle of geese does not gppear to be adequate

to explain the cessation of communication between the plane and the
arport. The copilot, for example, could have explained, "We have a
hdll of amess of feathers up here and were going down!", taking but
amoment of time to explain the Stuation they werein. Indeed, there
was nothing but slence.  Although it has now been discovered that a
VOR (very-high frequency omni-range dation) navigationd aid, which
assgsin digning planes with runways, was dightly out of adjustment,

it was by asmdll tolerance and does not appear to be among the factors

that caused the crash (Duluth News Tribune, 23 December 2002, p. 3C).

A pair of emailsfrom Elizabeth Srrius (ESirius@aol.com) have suggested
that there is a consensus among pilots in the Twin Cities area that the
accident was caused by pilot error. "Apparently the pilot came down
from the clouds and found that his approach was incorrect to line up

with the runway. Ingtead of rising into the clouds again to turn and



organi ze another approach, he tried to do a power turn UNDER the
clouds which caused aloss of argpeed and eventudly astal which he

would not have had enough dtitude to pull out of." Hence the crash.

She e aborates upon this pogtion by maintaining that "The records

are full of notable people who have died on these same aircraft. Most
recently thisincludes another Senator, this time from Missouri, and
Payne Stewart”. But the plausibility of her contention depends upon
the state of the weather, where Steve Filipovitch, who wasin the area

at the time but on the ground rather than in the air, has sent me two

photos of the area aong with the following important informeation:

"| was approximately 10 +/- miles from the Eveleth airport at thetime
of Senator Wellstone's demise. | was ingpecting and taking pictures of
somered estatein the area | was outsde for agood 15 to 20 minutes

around that time. | am a pilot and have landed & Eveleth.



"1 know the possibility of icing when descending. The temperature on

the ground was pleasant with my estimation of vighility was 3 miles
with a500 to 1000 (foot) ceiling. There was no ground wind. Experienced

pilot(s) could handle these conditions very easily.”

The plane crashed at about 10:20 AM, shortly after these photos were
taken. Thisreport and these photographs confirm the absence of bad
westher, absence of ground wind, and lack of rain (freezing or not)

and provide powerful evidence inconagtent with icing, with limited
vighility, and even with pilot error. This evidence clearly contradicts
The New York Times (18 December 2002, p. A28), which mistakenly
reported, "Vighility was poor amid light snow and freezing rain. In
such conditions, planes can quickly accumulate athin layer of ice

that reduces lift by disrupting the flow of air over thewings'. This

seductive depiction of the accident has many merits but not truth.



A prdiminary report one day earlier from the NTSB has confirmed
that the engines were intact at the time of the crash and that the
pilots had received two weether briefings prior to their flight. It

has dso confirmed that the copilot's voice was heard "on nearly all
radio transmissons’, where the pilot working the radio istypicaly
not the pilot flying the aircraft. A review of the aircraft's records,
moreover, has reveded no maintenance problems (NTSB Advisory/

Nationa Transportation Safety Board, released 17 December 2002).

The latest from the Sar Tribune (29 November 2002) aso has it that
the crash was caused by astdl, where the air speed is supposed to have
dropped to 85 knots and the wings could have logt their aerodynamic
lift, causng acrash. But actud tests with King Air A100s have shown
that they do not stal out until air speed fals below 70 knots, which
suggests thet the story's sources may have confused stdling with the
loud warning darm that galing is about to occur, which triggers off

at 85 knots.

The warning would do no good, of coursg, if it did not alow opportunity
for the pilot to take corrective action. Although questions have been
raised about his padt, this pilot had 5,200 hours of flying time and the
highest possible certification. Evenif it had taken only 60 seconds from
gdl to crash, there would have been ample time to notify the airport
they werein trouble. Just try counting out, "One, two, three, . . ."! How
long doesit take you to say, "Werein trouble" Try it and timeit. This

appears to be another ad hoc hypothesisintended to bury the problem.



The stage of speculation--which consdersthe full range of possble
dternaive explanations--is perhagps the most cruciad component of
scientific reasoning, even if you might prefer not to consider some of
them for persond, political, or ethical reasons, since otherwise you
may exclude the true hypothesis from consderation. Neither pilot
error nor mechanical problem nor weather conditions appear to be
responsible for this crash. It had not thrown a propeller and both

of itsengineswere intact. Geese are not alikely problem, especidly

a thistime of year. None of the more obvious explanations will do.

That means we have to take serioudy more snister dternatives, such
asasmdl bomb under the control pand, the use of an eectro-magnetic
pulse, or perhaps a canister of gas of the kind the Russians used to
overcome the Chechen rebels in Moscow during the recent hostage.
criss. They could be detonated by remote control. If any of these
hypotheses were true, there are causal consequences that should be
testable to confirm or disconfirm them, such as the presence of small

ghrapnd in the bodies of the pilots, which were not saverdly burned.

In the hope that | might dicit the judgment of the . Louis County
Coroner in this matter, | sent acopy of my earlier column to Thomas
Uncini on 3 December 2002. My thought was that he might be able to
confirm shrapnd in the bodies or resdue from an opiate-derivative

gas of the kind | had conjectured might be involved. He was not glad
to hear from me, however, and, in apost of 3 December 2002, he told
me that he had released dl information the law requires, that he would

not be offering any more information about the crash "a thistime”, that



| might contact the families for more, but | should not contact him again.

| have heard, but do not know, that toxicologicd tests have excluded the
use of gas of the kind the Russians used, in which case that hypothes's

has been disconfirmed. If there are no shrgpnel wounds on the bodies

of the pilots, which | do not know and have not heard, that aternetive

too will have thereby been disconfirmed. The use of an eectro-meagnetic
pulseinitidly sounds exatic, but | have found severd reports about EMP
through a google search, including "Non-Nuclear EMP. Automating the
Military May Prove a Red Threat" and "E-Bomb--Electro Magnetic Pulse
Wesgpon", which are now at http://milnet.com/milnet/e-bomb.htm and

www.fas.org/irp/agency/army/tradoc/usai ¢/miph/1997- I/merkle htm.

More disturbing than these studies by far, however, has been a contact

| have received from awegther fanatic who records unusua weether
patterns picked up on radar. He has send me linksto his site, where |
have encountered what may or may not be effects from the use of an

EMP againgt Me Carnahan in Missouri on 17 October 2000. Please go
to http://mww.toledolink.com/~flas/ CARNAHAN-CRASH.html. (These
same images are ble via http://www.assasss nationscience.com.)

These images are accompanied by newspaper stories about the crash.

There are agpects of these storiesthat trouble me. For example, one
of the officids on the scene, Captain Ed Kemp of the Jefferson County
Sheriff's Department, said, "We found wreckage in very small pieces
spread over alarge area” My expectation from a non-explosve and

ordinary crash due to the wesather, asthis one is dleged to have been,



would be precisely the opposite, with rather large pieces spread over
asmdl area. The reported effect thus appears to me to contradict the

aleged cause.

Other emall | have been sent has raised other dternatives, including the
use of addiberately misplaced VOR or the use of lasers. | have discussed
the case with an acquaintance, who has 30 years of aviation experience,

an Air Force military background, and who used to supervise air crash
investigations. He agreed that these aternatives could not be ruled out,

but said the same was true of alucky rifle shot rifle that just happened

to hit the control board the right way! Since the plane gpparently only
burst into flames after impact, however, perhaps the use of lasers can be

ruled out, at least provisondly until the discovery of additiona evidence.

For some time | was troubled by the prospects for testing the EMP
hypothess. But my military source pointed out to me that, while
such aweapon would take out the computerized components of an
air craft, it would not affect those that are not computerized, such

as an eight-day clock al planes are required to have on board. It
should be possible to compare that clock with others on board. And
if residents of the Eveleth area noticed any oddities about their own
time pieces or other computerized equipment, that would provide

overwheming evidence that the Wellstone crash was caused by EMP.

The dternative that an dectrical problem might have brought the plane
down--such asthe result of frayed wiring--is undermined by the A100's

extreme reiability and thorough maintenance. And, as my colleague, Tim



Roufs, has observed, it can aso be discounted on the grounds that it would
only affect an instrument landing. Since the plane was on find landing,
the pilots would have been operating on the basis of visud flight rules,
not insrument flight rules. Nothing about "frayed wires' applies here.

And the photographs vividly support the conditions for avisud landing.

Hypotheses that explain more of the evidence are preferable to those

that explain less. Hypotheses that are preferable become acceptable
when sufficient evidence becomes available. We dready have enough
evidence to exclude pilot error, mechanica problems, and bad westher

as adequate explanations. We aso have enough to exclude a thrown prop
or agaggle of geese. We may or may not have enough to exclude asmal
bomb or a canister of gas. We do not have enough to rule out the use of
EMP. Indeed, the use of aweapon whose exisence is generaly unknown

ishighly desirable, snce usudly no one will even consder the possibility.

It also bothers me that the member of the NC who was sent to cover

this case is Carol Carmody, Vice Chairman and Acting Chairman. Nothing
about her background and training recommends her for this task--from

her B.A. from Oklahomato her Masters in Public Adminigiration to her
service with the CIA and series of non-technica adminigtrative positions.
She appears to me to be apublic relations type, yet she was assigned to
the earlier crash of Mel Carnahan as well as the degth of Paul Wellstone.

(See her credits at http:/mww.ntsh.gov/Abt NTSB/bios/carmody.htm.)

When you consder the dternatives, the assgnment of Carmody becomes

even more perplexing. Another member of the board, George Washington
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Black, Jr., has an outstanding technical and engineering background, with
adring of awards aslong asyour am. Heisafelow of the Indtitute of
Trangportation Engineers, amember of the Society of Civil Engineers, of
the Nationd Society of Professond Engineers, the Society of Automotive
Engineers--the list goes on and on. Why send a Carmody when aBlack is

avalable? (Compare his http:/Amww.ntsb.gov/Abt_NTSB/bios/black.htm.)

A couple of college professors are not the only ones to suspect foul play
inthiscase. A long piece my Michadl Ruppert, "History Suggests It; Crash
Incons stencies Suggest It; Many, Including Some Members of Congress,
BdieveIt", detalsthe higtory of plane crashes involving politicians and

that twice as many Democrats as Republicans have died in them. He
reports that severa members of Congress have confided thet they believe
the Wellstone crash was no accident. This column, which may be found

at hisweb dte, www.fromthewilderness.com, provides other reasons for

suspecting theworst. Thisis acase that appears suspicious on its face.

Ruppert aso reports that the day after the crash, he received a message
from aformer CIA operative who has proven extremely rdigblein the
past and who is personaly familiar with these kinds of assassinations,
who told him, "As | sad earlier, having played bl (and il playing, in
some respects) with this current crop of reinvigorated old white men,
these clowns are nobody to screw with. There will be afew more
drategic accidents, you can be certain of that." Which is more than

just alittle disconcerting.

Sometimes things are as they appear to be.  When | suggest Republicans
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may have been involved, however, | do not mean the average GOP voter.
| mean the troika that runs the government, consisting of Dick Cheney,
Karl Rove, and Donad Rumsfeld. | would put nothing past them. Those
who think it outrageous to suggest that Bush may have been involved
redlly should think abit harder. Dubya admits he is an acoholic, will

not deny that he was a cokehead, and went AWOL from the National
Guard for an entire year. This administration has lied to us about tax

cuts, the SEC, Homeland Security, 9/11, and Iraq. Thisis not a stretch.

Jm Fetzer, aprofessor of philosophy a UMD, has devoted more than
ten yearsto the study of the death of JFK and therefore may be more
attuned to signs of deception, disnformation, and assassination. Vist

his research web ste at http://www.assass nationscience.com.
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