
Patriots Question 9/11 Addressed

Engineers & Architects:

Richard Gage:
Says is no expert in controlled demolition. Yet, his site only focuses on controlled 
demolition hypothesis.

Claims all three WTC buildings were brough down in controlled demolition. Has a 
petition on his site, that calls for a new investigation on 9/11, especially on the collapses 
of the three WTC towers. His site: www.ae911truth.org. 

On his site he lists evidence, that is not supported by facts. One example. Claims sounds 
of explosions at ground floor of WTC 7 a full second prior to collapse, were heard by 
hundreds of firemen and media reporters. This is simply not true. He bases this claim on 
one single testimony, that can be listened to at his site. This testimony does not mention 
bombs, it does not even mention explosions, let alone mention hundreds of firemen and 
media reporters. It says: “We heard this sound that was like a clap of thunder”, which is 
exactly what you would expect hearing when a building collapses. One can not assume 
buildings collapse silently.

Claims WTC 7 gives a strong case supporting controlled demolition. But it is well known 
from numerous firefighter testimonies, how damaged WTC 7 was before collapsing and 
how serious  the fires  were.  The collapse videos  do not  show the  south  side damage 
properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the collapse 
of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north for only a few seconds. 
It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it not being a 
demolition.  No  seismic  spikes  were  measured,  there  were  no  audible  explosions, 
professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and  firefighters  confirm the 
danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated the area surrounding 
WTC 7 before the collapse, because the building was so unstable, had damage low in the 
structure and had numerous fires on many floors. And finally, no evidence of explosive 
devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have been found in the rubble 
and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

There  is  a  reason,  why professionals  also  investigate  other  evidence  than videos.  Or 
would you feel safe, if plane crash investigators investigated the plane crashes only by 
watching  crash  videos?  No.  You  would  want  them to  go  through  the  evidence  and 
materials, plane parts, eyewitness testimonies, investigate them, and come to conclusions 
after that. 

No investigations have shown any hints of a controlled demolition. NIST has investigated 
the initiation of the twin tower collapses very thoroughly. They actually provide evidence 
to  support  their  conclusions.  Hundreds  of  professionals  were  involved  in  the 

http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro
http://www.ae911truth.org/wtc7/WTC7-eyewitness-2-PFC.wmv
http://www.ae911truth.org/


investigations and thousands of pages were written of the investigations on the WTC 
towers. The final reports can be found here: http://wtc.nist.gov/reports_october05.htm

Some eyewitnesses reported hearing explosions inside the twin towers. But most of those 
accounts are about the the sound of the towers as they were collapsing, and some are 
about cars, trucks, etc. that were on fire after the collapses. None have seen actual bombs, 
or would be alive reporting if any actual bombs went off anywhere near them. Accounts 
of explosions before the collapses are of bodies from the towers hitting the ground or 
other structures.
http://forums.randi.org/showpost.php...83&postcount=1
http://forums.randi.org/showpost.php...&postcount=186

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

See here for all the released reports on the collapses.

H.Theodore Elden:
Says all three WTC buildings fell at 8 seconds. Simply not true. The collapses of the twin 
towers took much longer than that, and even the collapse of WTC 7 took longer than that. 
The penthouse of WTC 7 started to collapse 8.2 seconds prior to the global collapse of 
that building, making the total collapse time around 15 seconds.

Claims there was molten steel at the botton of the rubble. There has never been concrete 
evidence of molten steel. Any molten metal could very well have been aluminium.

NIST states the following:

NIST investigators and experts from the American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) and 
the Structural Engineers Association of New York (SEONY)—who inspected the WTC 
steel at the WTC site and the salvage yards—found no evidence that would support the 
melting of steel in a jet-fuel ignited fire in the towers prior to collapse.

Under certain circumstances it is conceivable for some of the steel in the wreckage to 
have melted after the buildings collapsed. Any molten steel in the wreckage was more 
likely due to the high temperature resulting from long exposure to combustion within the 
pile than to short exposure to fires or explosions while the buildings were standing.
http://wtc.nist.gov/pubs/factsheets/faqs_8_2006.htm

Claims evidence of thermite has been found. The hints of thermite that Professor Steven 
Jones (founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been 
discovered by other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by 
their presence. It seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can 
deliver far more of these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

http://wtc.nist.gov/pubs/factsheets/faqs_8_2006.htm
http://wtc7lies.googlepages.com/nist%2Cfemareports%2C911structuralengineerin
http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://forums.randi.org/showpost.php?p=2244381&postcount=186
http://forums.randi.org/showpost.php?p=1997183&postcount=1
http://wtc.nist.gov/reports_october05.htm


There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Claims flight 77 did not hit the Pentagon. However, eyewitness testimonies, DNA 
evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, impact damage and debris findings 
all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Claims there was a NORAD stand down. In reality, the military never had time to react to 
the hijackings. They received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only 
after the second plane hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror 
attack. Before that, the normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and 
maybe forcing it to land. Not to shoot it down. Reading through this interview of a 9/11 
air traffic controller might help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

Suspects flight 93 landed in Cleveland. Liz Foreman, whose name was attached to this 
story, tried to clear it up in February 2006: “The story in question, an Associated Press 
bulletin, was posted on WCPO.com during the morning of September 11, 2001. The story 
stated that Flight 93 landed in Cleveland. This was not true. Once the AP issued a 
retraction a few minutes later, we removed the link. I only removed the link TO the story. 
We did not remove the story itself. This was my error probably due to the busy nature of 
the day.” One plane landed in Cleveland, Delta Flight 1989, which was first misidentified 
as Flight 93.
http://www.911myths.com/html/93_landed_in_cleveland.html
http://www.freetimes.com/stories/14/20/plan-911-from-cyberspace

On his website has links to pages, such as ufotv.com and a site claiming hurricane 
Katrina being a hoax. Seems to believe in every conspiracy theory there is. His site: 
http://www.abodia.com/911/

Frank A.DeMartini:
He sadly died on 9/11. How can he question the events of 9/11? His statement, that the 
twin towers were designed to withstand an impact of 707 are confirmed by Leslie E. 
Robertson, who says the towers were designed to withstand an impact of a slow moving 
airliner lost in a fog. DeMartini goes on to state, he believes that the building probably 
could sustain multiple impacts of jetliners. Emphasis on the words believes and probably.

Frank A.Demartini was hired by the structural engineering firm Leslie E. Robertson 
Associates to help with the repairs of the 1993 terrorist bombing at the World Trade 
Center. He stayed on, becoming the construction manager, the man to see when you 

http://www.abodia.com/911/
http://www.freetimes.com/stories/14/20/plan-911-from-cyberspace
http://www.911myths.com/html/93_landed_in_cleveland.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm


wanted to move a wall or rearrange the plumbing. He was not involved in the original 
WTC building project in the 60’es - 70’es.
http://www.legacy.com/Sept11/Story.aspx?PersonID=103328&location=1

Eric Douglas:
Author of a website http://www.nistreview.org/.
Is a critic of the NIST report. Especially a critic of the computer models used by NIST. 
Has some valid criticism, but some of his conclusions are easy to disagree with.

These are excerpts from the Ryan Mackey paper “On Debunking 9/11 Debunking”

He (Eric  Douglas)  then  focuses  his  attention  on  the  South  Tower,  for  which  models  
predict 10 destroyed core columns, whereas the North Tower only suffered an estimated  
six core columns destroyed.  He states this is impossible, given that the South Tower was  
hit lower where core columns were thicker; the South Tower was hit off-center, and one  
engine of Flight 175 never hit the core at all; and that the wings of the aircraft could not  
have destroyed any core columns.  He finishes by calling attention to the fact that NIST  
ran a range of cases, predicting 10 columns destroyed at most and only 3 at least, and  
states that NIST selected the worst case because, and only because, it was the only case  
that would lead to a collapse.

It is not surprising that WTC 2 suffered more core damage than WTC 1.  Dr. Griffin and 
Mr. Douglas are correct that some of WTC 2’s affected core columns were thicker at the  
point of impact than WTC 1’s and that portions of Flight 175 passed beside the core, but  
they conspicuously neglect other factors that explain why the damage was more severe.  
To be specific:

Flight 175 impacted at an estimated 542 MPH, as opposed to Flight 11’s 443 
MPH [31].  This means that Flight 175 impacted with approximately 50% more  
kinetic energy than Flight 11.
Flight  11  struck  the  North  Tower  while  pitched  down  at  approximately  10 
degrees.   This  means  that  most  of  the  aircraft  had  to  either  pass  through,  
dislodge, or deflect off a concrete floor slab before reaching the core columns.
Flight 175, in contrast, struck the South Tower pitched down at an estimated 6  
degrees,  meaning  more  of  the  aircraft  would  pass  straight  through the  office  
space and impact the core directly, without needing to first encounter a floor slab.

Taken in combination, it is hardly surprising that Flight 175 inflicted more core damage.  
NIST contrasts  its  estimates  of  the  two impacts  in  much  more  quantitative  detail  in  
NCSTAR1-2A, and confirms that this impression is correct.

Jack Keller:
Member of Scholars For 9/11 Truth. Their site http://911scholars.org/

There  is  no  statement  from  Mr.Keller,  but  the  Scholars  For  9/11  Truth  association 
statement says:

http://911scholars.org/
http://911guide.googlepages.com/ryanmackey
http://www.nistreview.org/
http://www.legacy.com/Sept11/Story.aspx?PersonID=103328&location=1


"Research proves the current administration has been dishonest about what happened in 
New York and Washington, D.C. The World Trade Center was almost certainly brought 
down by controlled demolitions and that the available relevant evidence casts grave doubt 
on the government's official story about the attack on the Pentagon."

The founder of Scholars For 9/11 Truth, James Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, 
believes there were no hijackers and that there probably were no planes involved in the 
WTC attacks, but the images were created using TV-fakery.

Hugo Bachmann:
Has  stated:  "In  my  opinion  the  building  WTC  7  was,  with  great  probability, 
professionally  demolished"  He  has  interpreted  the  few available  video  recordings  as 
evidence and come to this conclusion.

But it is well known from numerous firefighter testimonies, how damaged WTC 7 was 
before collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the 
south side damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not 
evaluate the collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north 
for only a few seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence 
points towards it not being a demolition. No seismic spikes were measured, there were no 
audible  explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and 
firefighters confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated 
the area surrounding WTC 7 before the collapse, because the building was so unstable, 
had damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors. And finally, no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Jörg Schneider:
Has also stated that "the building WTC 7 was with great probability demolished" after 
viewing video evidence. See the response to Hugo Bachmann above.

James R. Carr:
Has signed the Architects & Engineers for 9/11 petition. Wants more investigations on 
9/11, especially on the collapse of WTC 7. See the response to Richard Gage (top of the 
paper).

Asks many questions. NIST is finishing its final report on WTC 7, so more investigation 
regarding that building is yet to come. As pointed above, no evidence points towards a 
demolition of WTC 7.

http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro


See here for all the released reports on the collapses.

David Leifer:
Thinks flight 77 did not hit the Pentagon. However, eyewitness testimonies, DNA 
evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, impact damage and debris findings 
all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane just does not cut a cartoon-like 
image of itself on a reinforced concrete wall. And you will not find many large pieces of 
an airliner after a full speed collision nose-first on a wall that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Thinks the WTC towers should have toppled over. The toppling of the towers has been 
discussed in the paper “On Debunking 9/11 Debunking” by Ryan Mackey.

Excerpt from that paper:

Thurston includes two photographs of structures that toppled over rather than collapsed,  
as if to suggest that the WTC Towers should also have toppled over.  What Thurston  
apparently  fails  to  recognize  is  that  his  photographs  are  of  concrete  structures  
approximately ten stories tall, and that the taller a building is, the less likely it is to  
topple intact.  This is because the angular momentum required to topple the structure  
scales as the square of its height, while the ability of a column to withstand such bending  
decreases with the square of its length.  As a result, a 100-story building toppling over  
would experience 100 times as much stress as a 10-story building, and columns would be  
100 times less able to resist buckling.  This is why tall structures, including those of  
relatively  high  strength-to-weight  such  as  radio  towers,  almost  never  topple  without  
buckling or breaking apart in at least one location in mid-air.  This also explains why  
very small structures, such as Erector sets, often topple intact.  Thurston’s claim that an  
Erector  set  adequately  predicts  the  WTC  Tower  collapse  behavior  is  not  worthy  of  
serious consideration.

Mario Fontana:
Has stated: "We simply don't know what exactly happened in WTC 7". We don’t. NIST is 
still investigating the collapse. But no evidence points towars demolition.

See here for the released WTC 7 interim report.

Danny Jowenko:
Thinks WTC 7 was a controlled demolition. Also thinks WTC1 & 2 were not.

Has stated “I looked at the drawings, the construction and it couldn't be done by fire. So, 
no, absolutely not.” 

Seems to ignore all the damage caused to WTC 7 by the falling twin tower debris. He 
lives in the Netherlands and has only seen the same collapse videos as others. Is the only 
demolition expert in the world, who suspects WTC 7 was a demolition.

http://wtc.nist.gov/progress_report_june04/appendixl.pdf
http://911guide.googlepages.com/ryanmackey
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://wtc7lies.googlepages.com/nist%2Cfemareports%2C911structuralengineerin


As stated before,  numerous firefighter  testimonies,  how damaged WTC 7 was before 
collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the south side 
damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the 
collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north for only a few 
seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it 
not  being  a  demolition.  No  seismic  spikes  were  measured,  there  were  no  audible 
explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and  firefighters 
confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated the area 
surrounding  WTC 7  before  the  collapse,  because  the  building  was  so  unstable,  had 
damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors.  And finally,  no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Thomas Spellman:
Member of the aforementioned Scholars For 9/11 Truth.

Has stated, regarding the collapse of the WTC Towers "One of the Smoking Guns  The 
POWDER (most people call it "dust") was produced from the light weight concrete floors  
and the dry wall all in 10 seconds. How is that possible without explosives???  If you can 
not prove that the falling building parts could produce the POWDER in 10 seconds by 
mechanical means then EXPLOSIVES had to be used because we all saw the POWDER 
and we still see the POWDER whenever we watch one of the videos. This proves without  
a doubt that it has to be an inside job."

So, powder is his evidence of an inside job. He seems to have no knowledge of the 
energies released in the collapse. There were enormous amounts of gyproc walling in 
both towers. That alone creates a lot of this “powder”. Why would one need explosives to 
powder a dry wall in a sudden, multi-ton building collapse? Calculations have shown, 
that pretty much nothing, including the dry walls, office furniture, 4 inch thick floor slabs 
etc., could have survived the collapses without significant damage.

See here for all the released reports on the collapses.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Ted Muga:

http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://wtc7lies.googlepages.com/nist%2Cfemareports%2C911structuralengineerin
http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro


Claims the hijackers couldn’t have piloted the planes to their targets. Also claims the 
original pilots wouldn’t have given up the planes to the hijackers.

The hijackers had pilot licences. They had trained with planes and with simulators. They 
didn’t have to land. Flying a plane is much easier than landing a plane. Numerous pilots 
have confirmed, how it is indeed possible for the hijackers to have hit their targets.
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_..._dropouts.html
http://www.salon.com/tech/col/smith/...skthepilot186/
http://www.911myths.com/Another_Expert.pdf

What comes to giving up the planes to hijackers, the hijackings started with killings and 
other use of brute force. How does a dead pilot not give up his plane? There were no 
previous cases of hijacking with killings. Usual hijackings involved demands and landing 
the plane safely. This was the first time this normal procedure didn’t take place.

William Rice:
Claims the twin towers fell too fast and violated Newton’s Law of Conservation of 
Momentum that would require that as the stationary inertia of each floor is overcome by 
being hit, the mass (weight) increases and the free-fall speed decreases.

But the towers did not fall as fast as a free-fall. The debris outside the towers fell much 
faster. The collapse scenario itself is called a progressive collapse.

I once again cite Ryan Mackey. From his paper:

To  date,  there  has  not  been  a  single  published,  peer-reviewed  paper  disputing  the  
progressive collapse hypothesis – not from any person in any department, in any field, in  
any country in the world.  On the other hand, there have been several published results in  
support of the progressive collapse hypothesis.  Perhaps the best  known is from Drs.  
Bazant and Zhou, who concluded the following, regarding the situation after the first  
floor’s collapse:

To arrest the fall,  the kinetic energy of the upper part,  which is equal to the potential energy 
release, would have to be absorbed by the plastic hinge rotations, i.e., Wp would have to be larger  
than Wg.  Rather,

Wg / Wp = 8.4 

So, even under the most optimistic assumptions by far, the plastic deformation can dissipate only a  
small part of the kinetic energy acquired by the upper part of the building.

And, regarding the second and successive floor collapses:

When the next buckle with its group of plastic hinges forms, the upper part has already traveled  
many floors down and has acquired a much higher kinetic energy; the percentage of the kinetic  
energy dissipated plastically is then of the order of 1%.  The percentage continues to decrease  
further as the upper part moves down.

http://911guide.googlepages.com/ryanmackey
http://www.911myths.com/Another_Expert.pdf
http://www.salon.com/tech/col/smith/2006/05/19/askthepilot186/
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_school_dropouts.html


In other words, the masses of the upper parts of the towers were so enormous, that once 
the upper stories began to fall, the complete collapse of the structure was not in doubt, 
and the lower floors could not provide much resistance.

Dennis Holloway:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

John Robert Russell:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Joseph M. Phelps:
Member of Scholars For 9/11 Truth. Their site http://911scholars.org/

There  is  no  statement  from  Mr.Phelps,  but  the  Scholars  For  9/11  Truth  association 
statement says:
"Research proves the current administration has been dishonest about what happened in 
New York and Washington, D.C. The World Trade Center was almost certainly brought 
down by controlled demolitions and that the available relevant evidence casts grave doubt 
on the government's official story about the attack on the Pentagon."

The founder of Scholars For 9/11 Truth, James Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, 
believes there were no hijackers and that there probably were no planes involved in the 
WTC attacks, but the images were created using TV-fakery.

Charles N. Pegelow:
Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and a signee of the Architects and Engineers for 9/11 
Truth petition.

See the previous response regarding Scholars, and see the response to Richard Gage (top 
of the paper) regarding the petition.

Joseph Testa:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Has stated: “I don't believe the collapse witnessed was possible due to the planes and 
ensuing fires alone.  I don't believe the core verticals would have buckled as they 
apparently did, unless first taken out from below.  I don't claim to know who might have 
been responsible, but a preponderance of eyewitness testimony supports secondary  
devices.”

Notice, that he says he does not believe. He says it twice. He has no calculations or 
evidence to support his claim, he just has his belief. NIST has investigated the initiation 
of the collapse very thoroughly. They actually provide evidence to support their 

http://911scholars.org/


conclusions. Hundreds of professionals were involved in the investigations and thousands 
of pages were written of the investigations on the WTC towers. The final reports can be 
found here: http://wtc.nist.gov/reports_october05.htm

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

David Heller:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Has stated: “Inconsistencies are huge. They range from the apparent stand-down of our 
immense military arsenal (for over an hour and a half) to the small hole and lack of  
debris at the Pentagon. There was Bush's bizarre, uninterrupted photo op in a Florida 
elementary school, and then there is the matter of the remains of Flight 93 being 
scattered over eight miles of Pennsylvania farmland, a fact which suggests the plane may 
have been shot down. The official story seems wrong on all of these points.”

Human remains were confined to a 70-acre area directly surrounding the flight 93 crash 
site. Paper and tiny scraps of sheet metal landed in Indian lake. Indian Lake is less than 
1.5 miles southeast of the impact crater, easily within range of debris blasted skyward by 
the heat of the explosion from the crash. 

If a missile had hit flight 93, there would have been more evidence of it and a much 
larger heavy debris area. It's worth noticing, that lighter debris was blown miles away by 
the winds. But it was only small pieces of paper, pages of magazines and thin nylon. The 
wind was blowing towards Indian Lake and New Baltimore at 9 knots.

This study by the NTSB shows, that flight 93 flew at heights below 12000ft in the last 10 
minutes of its flying time.

It is also claimed, that in a cell phone call from the plane, Ed Felt described seeing some 
white smoke. This is claimed to be identification of a shot plane. Felt made the call at 
9:58. At that time the plane was at 5000ft. What makes this claim very suspicious, 
though, is the fact that a couple of minutes later the plane once again climbed to 10 000ft, 
before it crashed. Would a plane that was shot down climb another 5 000ft for a few 
minutes after being shot, before crashing?

Also, if the plane was already shot at 9:58, it was still 5 minutes away from the crash 
scene. Even at the very low speed of 300mph a plane would fly a distance of 5 miles in 
one minute. In 5 minutes the distance would be 40 miles. And that is at the speed of 
300mph. The plane was moving faster than that. If it was shot already at 9:58, we would 
see debris maybe tens of miles away from the scene, not just a few miles.
http://www.911myths.com/html/missing_engine.html
http://www.popularmechanics.com/tech...42.html?page=7

http://www.popularmechanics.com/technology/military_law/1227842.html?page=7
http://www.911myths.com/html/missing_engine.html
http://www.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/NSAEBB/NSAEBB196/doc04.pdf
http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://wtc.nist.gov/reports_october05.htm


http://www.popularmechanics.com/tech...42.html?page=8
http://dsc.discovery.com/convergence.../producer.html
http://www.debunk911myths.org/topics...le=Indian_Lake
http://cnnstudentnews.cnn.com/2001/US/09/13/penn.attack/

What comes to a stand down, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down. Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

And last, the Pentagon. Eyewitness testimonies, DNA evidence, the flight data recorder 
found in the rubble, impact damage and debris findings all prove, that flight 77 did hit the 
Pentagon. A plane just does not cut a cartoon-like image of itself on a reinforced concrete 
wall. And you will not find many large pieces of an airliner after a full speed collision 
nose-first on a wall that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Chester W. Gearhart:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Larry Dodge:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

David C. Avina:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Steven Eugene Ramsey:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

A.J. James Shieck:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of Vancouver 9/11 Truth Society, which states: "In the case of Sept 11, 2001, 
there exists an overwhelming body of evidence suggesting that the attacks of that day 
could not have been carried out without complicity from within the highest levels of the 

http://www.vancouver911truth.com/
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
http://cnnstudentnews.cnn.com/2001/US/09/13/penn.attack/
http://www.debunk911myths.org/topics/index.php?title=Indian_Lake
http://dsc.discovery.com/convergence/flight/producer/producer.html
http://www.popularmechanics.com/technology/military_law/1227842.html?page=8


US government, and the official "investigation" was in fact a cover-up, by US authorities  
and media alike.”

The Vancouver 9/11 Truth Society is a supporter for controlled demolition hypothesis 
among other theories.

Scott Page:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. Their website: http://stj911.org/
They claim controlled demolition brought down the three towers. In addition to other 
demolition claims, they claim thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor 
Steven Jones (founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already 
been discovered by other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised 
by their presence. It seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can 
deliver far more of these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Jason Griffin:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. See the response above.

Michael Schmidt:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of Scholars For 9/11 Truth. There is  no statement from Mr.Schmidt,  but the 
Scholars For 9/11 Truth association statement says:
"Research proves the current administration has been dishonest about what happened in 
New York and Washington, D.C. The World Trade Center was almost certainly brought 
down by controlled demolitions and that the available relevant evidence casts grave doubt 
on the government's official story about the attack on the Pentagon."

The founder of Scholars For 9/11 Truth, James Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, 
believes there were no hijackers and that there probably were no planes involved in the 
WTC attacks, but the images were created using TV-fakery.

Kenneth Wrenn:

http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://stj911.org/


Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  There  is  no  statement  from Mr.Wrenn.  See  the 
response above.

Kristen Kepner-Coleman:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Doyle Winterton:
There are no statements from Mr. Winterton. Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and 
Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought down the three towers. In addition to 
other demolition claims, they claim thermite/thermate was used. The elements that 
Professor Steven Jones (founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding 
have already been discovered by other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t 
seem surprised by their presence. It seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC 
sources that can deliver far more of these elements than you would ever see from 
thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Grant Williams:
Member of Scholars For 9/11 Truth. There is no statement from Mr.Williams, but the 
Scholars For 9/11 Truth association statement says:
"Research proves the current administration has been dishonest about what happened in 
New York and Washington, D.C. The World Trade Center was almost certainly brought 
down by controlled demolitions and that the available relevant evidence casts grave doubt 
on the government's official story about the attack on the Pentagon."

The founder of Scholars For 9/11 Truth, James Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, 
believes there were no hijackers and that there probably were no planes involved in the 
WTC attacks, but the images were created using TV-fakery.

J. Marx Ayres:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper). Claims the three WTC towers were brough down in 
controlled demolition. Is an expert in building air conditioning design and analysis, 
energy conservation, thermal energy storage, commissioning of HVAC systems, and 
earthquake damage to building mechanical systems. None of these credentials give any 
additional credibility to his controlled demolition claims. 

http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm


A strong supporter of Steven Jones. Steven Jones, in addition to other demolition claims, 
claims thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of 
Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by 
other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It 
seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of 
these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.

Joel S. Hirschhorn:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth and is a strong 
supporter of the work of Richard Gage. See the response to Richard Gage (top of the 
paper).

Ken Reiner:
A strong supporter of the controlled demolition hypothesis. See the response to Richard 
Gage (top of the paper).

Has stated: “There were no Arabs on any of the passenger manifests; that the usually  
instant Air Force probe of flights going astray was never performed until much too late  
(could there have been a "stand-down"?); that tremendous Put options were placed on 
American and United Airlines stock yielding millions of dollars of profits to insiders who 
seemingly knew which Airlines were going to lose their aircraft.”

There were Arabs on the passenger manifests. The official and complete passenger 
manifests of all flights were released as part of the Moussaoui trial. They do include 
every hijacker and their seat positions. See here.

What comes to put options, the American puts followed the trading day after the 
company had released a major profit warning, when you’d expect investors to believe the 
shares had further to fall, and the United Airlines trade volumes were lower than the 
spikes that occurred in March and April. If a United Airlines spike of 8,072 in March 
didn’t suggest an imminent attack, then why should 3,150 puts in September have any 
more effect? See http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html for a complete 
analysis.

What comes to a stand down, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down. Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/official_manifest_images.html


Judy Wood:
Speculates a star wars space beam brought the WTC towers down. No more analysis 
needed.

Anthony Szamboti:
Claims the three WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. See the 
response to Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Gordon Ross:
Basically, claims NIST is wrong.

See the paper of Ryan Mackey “On Debunking 9/11 Debunking” and the analysis of 
Newton’s Bit here.

Jeffrey G. Strahl:
Claims controlled demolition brought down the WTC towers. See the response to Richard 
Gage (top of the paper).

Heikki Kurttila:
Claims WTC 7 was brought down in controlled demolition.

But it is well known from numerous firefighter testimonies, how damaged WTC 7 was 
before collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the 
south side damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not 
evaluate the collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north 
for only a few seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence 
points towards it not being a demolition. No seismic spikes were measured, there were no 
audible  explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and 
firefighters confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated 
the area surrounding WTC 7 before the collapse, because the building was so unstable, 
had damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors. And finally, no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro

He has also written a paper about the issue. I once again cite Ryan Mackey and his paper 
“On Debunking 9/11 Debunking”.

There  are  several  problems  with  his  derivation,  sufficient  to  make  his  conclusion  
worthless:

1. As we have already seen, the actual collapse time was closer to 15 seconds.  The  
building suffered from internal collapses, greatly weakening the structure, prior 
to total collapse.  This is not represented in his collapse model.

http://911guide.googlepages.com/ryanmackey
http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro
http://newtonsbit.blogspot.com/2007/07/gordon-ross-shows-collapse-progression.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/ryanmackey


2. Dr.  Kurttila  models  the  structure  as  a  homogeneous  solid,  and  computes  
kinematics based on force-balancing.   Structures are not homogeneous solids.  
This  approximation  may  be  acceptable  for  average  quantities,  such  as  total  
potential and kinetic energy, but it is completely invalid for force arguments.  The 
resistive force will vary wildly, dropping momentarily to zero with each element  
that buckles, and so the total resistance is a strong function of the average length  
at  which  the  structure  buckles.   This  length,  which  defines  how much  of  the 
collapse is essentially in free-fall, is not included in this model.  Compare this  
derivation to my own in Appendix B.

3. Dr. Kurttila assumes that the “resistance factor” and hence the strength of the  
structure remains constant as it collapses.  This is false.  As the structure suffers  
damage, its strength may drop precipitously.

Dr. Kurttila is also welcome to submit his findings to an engineering journal, but on the  
basis of the errors described above, the author would discourage him from doing so – it  
will not be accepted without major revisions.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please also visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Brian McHugh:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Arnold B. Walker:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Claims there was molten steel at the botton of the rubble. There has never been concrete 
evidence of molten steel. Any molten metal could very well have been aluminium.

NIST states the following:

NIST investigators and experts from the American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) and 
the Structural Engineers Association of New York (SEONY)—who inspected the WTC 
steel at the WTC site and the salvage yards—found no evidence that would support the 
melting of steel in a jet-fuel ignited fire in the towers prior to collapse.

Under certain circumstances it is conceivable for some of the steel in the wreckage to 
have melted after the buildings collapsed. Any molten steel in the wreckage was more 
likely due to the high temperature resulting from long exposure to combustion within the 
pile than to short exposure to fires or explosions while the buildings were standing.
http://wtc.nist.gov/pubs/factsheets/faqs_8_2006.htm

http://wtc.nist.gov/pubs/factsheets/faqs_8_2006.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html


Capt. Daniel Davis:
Claims the hijackers could not have piloted the planes the way they did. The hijackers 
had pilot licences. They had trained with planes and with simulators. They didn’t have to 
land. Flying a plane is much easier than landing a plane. Numerous pilots have 
confirmed, how it is indeed possible for the hijackers to have hit their targets.
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_..._dropouts.html
http://www.salon.com/tech/col/smith/...skthepilot186/
http://www.911myths.com/Another_Expert.pdf

Also claims there was a NORAD stand down. But the military never had time to react to 
the hijackings. They received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only 
after the second plane hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror 
attack. Before that, the normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and 
maybe forcing it to land. Not to shoot it down. Reading through this interview of a 9/11 
air traffic controller might help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

Finally, he claims no engines were found on crash scenes. If so, then what is this part 
from Pentagon. Or this part from the WTC scene. See this page for aircraft part pictures 
at WTC site.

Christopher Backus:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Brian Duncan:
There are no statements from Mr. Duncan. Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and 
Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought down the three towers. See the 
response to Richard Gage (top of the paper). In addition to other demolition claims, they 
claim thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of 
Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by 
other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It 
seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of 
these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Rob Steinhofer:
Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. See the response above.

Peter D. Morse:

http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://wtc7lies.googlepages.com/aircraftpartsnyc911
http://www.attivissimo.net/antibufala/11settembre/wtc2engine.jpg
http://www.911myths.com/assets/images/db_images/db_Pentagon_Debris_101.jpg
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
http://www.911myths.com/Another_Expert.pdf
http://www.salon.com/tech/col/smith/2006/05/19/askthepilot186/
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_school_dropouts.html


Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Also a signatory of Petition of Solidarity to the Attorney General of New York for a new 
independent grand jury investigation of 9/11. They claim, that there is ample evidence 
and probable cause to believe that many grave and still unresolved crimes were 
committed by US officials prior to, during and after the events of 9/11. The petition was 
signed on 2004. Their evidence of an inside job includes the stand-down of NORAD, 
insider trading (put options) and the collapse of WTC 7.

What comes to a stand down, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down.  Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

What comes to put options, the American puts followed the trading day after the 
company had released a major profit warning, when you’d expect investors to believe the 
shares had further to fall, and the United Airlines trade volumes were lower than the 
spikes that occurred in March and April. If a United Airlines spike of 8,072 in March 
didn’t suggest an imminent attack, then why should 3,150 puts in September have any 
more effect? See http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html for a complete 
analysis.

And  finally,  numerous  firefighter  testimonies,  how  damaged  WTC  7  was  before 
collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the south side 
damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the 
collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north for only a few 
seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it 
not  being  a  demolition.  No  seismic  spikes  were  measured,  there  were  no  audible 
explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and  firefighters 
confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated the area 
surrounding  WTC 7  before  the  collapse,  because  the  building  was  so  unstable,  had 
damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors.  And finally,  no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please also visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro
http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs


Kevin Ryan:
Claims Underwriter’s Laboratories (UL) certified the WTC steel, when in reality UL only 
tests entire floor assemblies without any creation of structural damage. Says it's 
impossible for the towers to have collapsed without controlled demolition and has signed 
the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to Richard Gage 
(top of the paper).

Was fired because he misrepresented his credentials (the division of UL he worked at has 
nothing to do with steel or other building materials, but instead tests drinking water) and 
because he falsely implied that his personal beliefs were company opinions, when in fact 
he wrote the letter to Frank Gayle of NIST without his superiors' knowledge or 
authorization. Lost the court case he had filed against his former employer Underwriter's 
Laboratories, see the court documents here.

David Gregg:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Adam Parrott:
Thinks  WTC  7  was  a  controlled  demolition.  But  it  is  well  known  from  numerous 
firefighter testimonies, how damaged WTC 7 was before collapsing and how serious the 
fires were. The collapse videos do not show the south side damage properly. The videos 
only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the collapse of WTC 7 from these 
videos,  showing  the  building  from  the  north  for  only  a  few  seconds.  It  may  look 
somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it not being a demolition. 
No seismic spikes were measured, there were no audible explosions, professionals on the 
scene have not suspected anything and firefighters confirm the danger of collapse even 
before  it  happened.  The  FDNY evacuated  the  area  surrounding  WTC  7  before  the 
collapse, because the building was so unstable, had damage low in the structure and had 
numerous fires on many floors. And finally, no evidence of explosive devices or wiring, 
that are usually found after demolitions, have been found in the rubble and remains of 
WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought 
down the three towers. In addition to other demolition claims, they claim 
thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of 
Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by 
other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It 
seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of 
these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.

http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro
http://resipsa2006.googlepages.com/kevinryanv.ullitigation


http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please also visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Robert Bowman:
Member of Pilots for 9/11 Truth. They claim that flight 77 did not hit the Pentagon, but 
flew over it. They base their claims on the data of the Flight Data Recorder, that was 
found in the Pentagon rubble. In other words, they claim that the FDR found in Pentagon 
rubble is a fake, and shows a fly-over. Why would they fake the data of a FDR found at 
Pentagon not to show a hit?

Eyewitness testimonies, DNA evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, 
impact damage and debris findings all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane 
just does not cut a cartoon-like image of itself on a reinforced concrete wall. And you will 
not find many large pieces of an airliner after a full speed collision nose-first on a wall 
that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

G.W. (Jerry) Longspaugh:
Thinks flight 77 did not hit the Pentagon. But eyewitness testimonies, DNA evidence, the 
flight data recorder found in the rubble, impact damage and debris findings all prove, that 
flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane just does not cut a cartoon-like image of itself on a 
reinforced concrete wall. And you will not find many large pieces of an airliner after a 
full speed collision nose-first on a wall that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Jeff Latas:
Member of Pilots for 9/11 Truth. They claim that flight 77 did not hit the Pentagon, but 
flew over it. They base their claims on the data of the Flight Data Recorder, that was 
found in the Pentagon rubble. In other words, they claim that the FDR found in Pentagon 
rubble is a fake, and shows a fly-over. Why would they fake the data of a FDR found at 
Pentagon not to show a hit?

Eyewitness testimonies, DNA evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, 
impact damage and debris findings all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane 
just does not cut a cartoon-like image of itself on a reinforced concrete wall. And you will 
not find many large pieces of an airliner after a full speed collision nose-first on a wall 
that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm


Bruce R. Henry:
Thinks the WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 
probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

Mary Schiavo:
Claims the crash time of flight 93 has up to 7 minutes discrepancy. Stated this claim in 
2004. 

In 2006 NTSB released the flight path studies of the four flights. The impact is time 
established by the very accurate combination of FDR, CVR, ATC, radar, and impact site 
data sets. These data sets constrain United 93's impact time to within 1 second, are 
airplane- and crash-site specific, and are based on time codes automatically recorded in 
the ATC audiotapes for the FAA centers and correlated with each data set in a process 
internationally accepted within the aviation accident investigation community. The crash 
time is 10:03.

Has even more claims, stated in 2002. These have been exclusively discussed later by the 
9/11 Commission.
http://www.9-11commission.gov/report/index.htm

Rodger Herbst:
Thinks the WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of Pilots for 9/11 Truth. They claim that flight 77 did not hit the Pentagon, but 
flew over it. They base their claims on the data of the Flight Data Recorder, that was 
found in the Pentagon rubble. In other words, they claim that the FDR found in Pentagon 
rubble is a fake, and shows a fly-over. Why would they fake the data of a FDR found at 
Pentagon not to show a hit?

Eyewitness testimonies, DNA evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, 
impact damage and debris findings all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane 
just does not cut a cartoon-like image of itself on a reinforced concrete wall. And you will 
not find many large pieces of an airliner after a full speed collision nose-first on a wall 
that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 

http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://www.9-11commission.gov/report/index.htm
http://www.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/NSAEBB/NSAEBB196/index.htm


probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

Enver Masud:
Thinks the WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Claims there is no evidence for flight 77 at Pentagon. But eyewitness testimonies, DNA 
evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, impact damage and debris findings 
all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane just does not cut a cartoon-like 
image of itself on a reinforced concrete wall. And you will not find many large pieces of 
an airliner after a full speed collision nose-first on a wall that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Claims there is no evidence at flight 93 crash site. But the passengers were identified 
using DNA analysis. Fan from the engine was found 300 yards from the crash site. Small 
debris was scattered all over the crash scene. Both black boxes were found, and the data 
from the cockpit voice recorder was even usable. The contents of this recording have 
been played to the victims’ families nad trascripts have been released. Multiple 
eyewitnesses saw the plane before it crashed.
http://www.flight93crash.com/flight93_eyewitness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_93_photos.html
http://www.freetimes.com/story/681
http://www.dcmilitary.com/dcmilitary.../12279-1.shtml
http://www.popularmechanics.com/tech...42.html?page=8

Claims there were no hijackers on the passenger lists. Then what are the names here?

His conspiracy related blog is here.

Joseph P. Firmage:
Claims either passive complicity among certain elements within the Bush administration 
and terrorists, or, more likely, a self-inflicted wound on the nation orchestrated by such 
elements to create a new reality in geopolitical affairs.

Repeats all the possible 9/11 conspiracy theories in his 47 page article. It would take the 
length of this paper to debunk every single claim he makes. Go to 
http://www.911myths.com or http://WTC 7lies.googlepages.com/home for the debunking 
of these details.

Michael Badnarik:
Has signed a petition that calls for a new investigation.

Jim Hoffman:

http://wtc7lies.googlepages.com/home
http://www.911myths.com/
http://journalof911studies.com/articles/Intersecting_Facts_and_Theories_on_911.pdf
http://911sig.blogspot.com/
http://www.911myths.com/html/official_manifest_images.html
http://www.popularmechanics.com/technology/military_law/1227842.html?page=8
http://www.dcmilitary.com/dcmilitary_archives/stories/112901/12279-1.shtml
http://www.freetimes.com/story/681
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_93_photos.html
http://www.flight93crash.com/flight93_eyewitness.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html


Claims the entire 9/11 attack was an inside job and WTC was controlled demolition, 
because only US officials had access to the underlying infrastructure of the buildings and 
possibility to plant explosives. See the response to Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Claims Mr. Zdenek P. Bazant is ignorant of structural engineering (In reality he is one of 
world's leading structural engineers. Bazant's resume is here, Hoffman's bio here). 

Claims the planes were remotely controlled, because "It would not be rational for the 
planners of such an attack to entrust a key component of the operation - the piloting of 
the jetliners - to any human pilot". 

Claims NORAD was ordered to stand down. In reality, the military never had time to 
react to the hijackings. They received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, 
that only after the second plane hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a 
terror attack. Before that, the normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, 
and maybe forcing it to land. Not to shoot it down. Reading through this interview of a 
9/11 air traffic controller might help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

Suggests the attacks might have been carried out by as few as twelve individuals. This is 
simply impossible considering all the claims he makes.

Claims huge sums of money could have bought people's co-operation, keeping them 
silent. Claims the attacks were so bold and shocking, that even people who were involved 
in covering it up (like leaders in the media, FEMA, FBI, etc.) would fall for the fraud.

Dennis Cimino:
Thinks the WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Claims there is no evidence for flight 77 at Pentagon. But eyewitness testimonies, DNA 
evidence, the flight data recorder found in the rubble, impact damage and debris findings 
all prove, that flight 77 did hit the Pentagon. A plane just does not cut a cartoon-like 
image of itself on a reinforced concrete wall. And you will not find many large pieces of 
an airliner after a full speed collision nose-first on a wall that hard.
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html

Claims NORAD was ordered to stand down, because the hijacked planes were not 
intercepted. In reality, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down. Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.

http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
http://eric.bart.free.fr/iwpb/witness.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/pentagon.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
http://911research.wtc7.net/re911/hoffman.html
http://www.civil.northwestern.edu/people/bazant/PDFs/resume.pdf


http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

Jerry Lobdill:
Thinks the WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. Has signed the 
petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to Richard Gage 
(top of the paper).

Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought 
down the three towers. In addition to other demolition claims, they claim 
thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of 
Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by 
other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It 
seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of 
these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Timothy A. Millea:
Thinks the WTC towers were brought down in controlled demolition. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 
probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

Ken Jenkins:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Claims losing the radar contact of flight 77 is impossible. Reading through this interview 
of a 9/11 air traffic controller might help understand the events.

Jeff King:
Claims WTC was destroyed in controlled demolition, see the response to Richard Gage 
(top of the paper). 

Has stated that maybe other than conventional explosives were used. Has stated 
that: "Perhaps what we are seeing (at WTC) is a technology based on aspects of physics  
not generally known, but that exist as proven science for those privy to the world of black 
technology. Given the tremendous funding for advanced weapons programs it is not  

http://911guide.googlepages.com/cs
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unreasonable to think that whole new areas of physics may have been developed and 
exploited for weapons technology in the past few decades."

Eric Heredia:
Wants a new investigation, says he does not believe the existing government reports. 

Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Frank Shap:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Tim Howells:
Claims the hijackers were not fanatic fundamentalists, because they smoked and drank 
and partied hard. But the reliability of these behaviour statements is in question. In some 
reports the identification of the actual hijackers is questionable, while in other reports the 
description of the very same event varies from source to source.

Nonetheless, while this kind of behaviour seems rather suspicious, a deeper look reveals 
that terrorists do not always act like one would expect.

Different sources report the following:

“Ziad Jarrah came from a secular Muslim family that was easygoing -- the men drank 
whiskey and the women wore short skirts about town and bikinis at the beach.”

“Khalid Shaikh Mohammed was a frequent visitor to Manila's red light district, including 
its karaoke bars and mirrored go-go clubs, where he introduced himself to women as a 
wealthy businessman from Qatar.”

“They must have assumed that the purifying nature of their approaching martyrdom gave 
them some sort of cosmic dispensation.”

"Their sense of dispensation was derived directly from the idea that they were engaged in 
jihad (holy struggle). Now you know, in jihad there are certain liberties allowed. I believe 
they took the liberty of making their own interpretation of these dispensations or liberties 
granted to the one making jihad."

It would seem, that so-called errant western behaviour does not exclusively mean that 
you cannot be a terrorist at the same time. Their suicide mission might be interpreted as a 
purifying event, making their earlier behaviour less damaging. And you have to keep in 
mind, that Islamic Law condemns the killing of innocent civilians. They were not 
following the strict rules of their religion there either.
http://www.911myths.com/html/strip_clubs.html
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn...042801315.html

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2005/04/28/AR2005042801315.html
http://www.911myths.com/html/strip_clubs.html


http://www.guardian.co.uk/alqaida/st...906442,00.html
http://www.tbsjournal.com/Archives/Fall02/Fouda.html

Claims the hijackers were not capable of the feats of piloting that are attributed to them. 
But the hijackers had pilot licences. They had trained with planes and with simulators. 
They didn’t have to land. Flying a plane is much easier than landing a plane. Numerous 
pilots have confirmed, how it is indeed possible for the hijackers to have hit their targets.
http://www.911myths.com/html/flight_..._dropouts.html
http://www.salon.com/tech/col/smith/...skthepilot186/
http://www.911myths.com/Another_Expert.pdf

Also claims ISI and CIA funding. See 
http://www.911myths.com/html/pakistan_s_isi_link_to_9_11_fu.html for more 
debunking details.

Doug Plumb:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Believes in mini-nukes at WTC. Supports Judy Wood. About FDNY he says "When they 
cover up evidence or imply that there were huge fires and that WTC 7 was expected to 
collapse then that is being an accomplice. Its the same thing as murder." 

Claims Alex Jones is not a conspiracy theorist. Basically agrees with Alex Jones on every 
point. Is a recruiter for (but does not speak for) Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth.

Timothy Cerar:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Also a signatory of Petition of Solidarity to the Attorney General of New York for a new 
independent grand jury investigation of 9/11. They claim, that there is ample evidence 
and probable cause to believe that many grave and still unresolved crimes were 
committed by US officials prior to, during and after the events of 9/11. The petition was 
signed on 2004. Their evidence of an inside job includes the stand-down of NORAD, 
insider trading (put options) and the collapse of WTC 7.

What comes to a stand down, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down.  Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300
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What comes to put options, the American puts followed the trading day after the 
company had released a major profit warning, when you’d expect investors to believe the 
shares had further to fall, and the United Airlines trade volumes were lower than the 
spikes that occurred in March and April. If a United Airlines spike of 8,072 in March 
didn’t suggest an imminent attack, then why should 3,150 puts in September have any 
more effect? See http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html for a complete 
analysis.

And  finally,  numerous  firefighter  testimonies,  how  damaged  WTC  7  was  before 
collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the south side 
damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the 
collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north for only a few 
seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it 
not  being  a  demolition.  No  seismic  spikes  were  measured,  there  were  no  audible 
explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and  firefighters 
confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated the area 
surrounding  WTC 7  before  the  collapse,  because  the  building  was  so  unstable,  had 
damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors.  And finally,  no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please also visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Jon Jensen:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Brad Mayeux:
Claims cellphone calls from flight 93 were impossible. Only two phone calls, one by 
Edward Felt and one by flight attendant CeeCee Lyles, came from cell phones — both at 
9:58 a.m, shortly before the plane crashed. At this point, the aircraft was ~5,000 feet 
above sea level. They worked.
http://www.debunk911myths.org/topics..._-_Phone_calls
http://www.debunk911myths.org/topics...le=Cell_phones
http://www.911myths.com/html/the_9_1...en_t_real.html

Also see the statement from George Papcun.

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 
probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

http://911guide.googlepages.com/voicemorphing
http://www.911myths.com/html/the_9_11_calls_weren_t_real.html
http://www.debunk911myths.org/topics/index.php?title=Cell_phones
http://www.debunk911myths.org/topics/index.php?title=United_Airlines_Flight_93_-_Phone_calls
http://www.911myths.com/html/wtc__demolition_.html
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://911guide.googlepages.com/danielnigro
http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html


Alex Hatzisavas:
Member and strong supporter of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim 
controlled demolition brought down the three towers. See the response to Richard Gage 
(top of the paper). In addition to other demolition claims, they claim thermite/thermate 
was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth 
and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by other WTC dust surveys, 
who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It seems likely that, in all 
cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of these elements than you 
would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Roger Twede:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Eric Hermanson:
Has signed a petition requesting release of all information pertaining to 9/11.

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 
probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

Gregory H. Urich:
Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought 
down the three towers. In addition to other demolition claims, they claim 
thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of 
Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by 
other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It 
seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of 
these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Also a signatory of Petition of Solidarity to the Attorney General of New York for a new 
independent grand jury investigation of 9/11. They claim, that there is ample evidence 
and probable cause to believe that many grave and still unresolved crimes were 
committed by US officials prior to, during and after the events of 9/11. The petition was 
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signed on 2004. Their evidence of an inside job includes the stand-down of NORAD, 
insider trading (put options) and the collapse of WTC 7.

What comes to a stand down, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down.  Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

What comes to put options, the American puts followed the trading day after the 
company had released a major profit warning, when you’d expect investors to believe the 
shares had further to fall, and the United Airlines trade volumes were lower than the 
spikes that occurred in March and April. If a United Airlines spike of 8,072 in March 
didn’t suggest an imminent attack, then why should 3,150 puts in September have any 
more effect? See http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html for a complete 
analysis.

And  finally,  numerous  firefighter  testimonies,  how  damaged  WTC  7  was  before 
collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the south side 
damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the 
collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north for only a few 
seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it 
not  being  a  demolition.  No  seismic  spikes  were  measured,  there  were  no  audible 
explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and  firefighters 
confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated the area 
surrounding  WTC 7  before  the  collapse,  because  the  building  was  so  unstable,  had 
damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors.  And finally,  no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please also visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

John F. Shanahan:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Also a signatory of Petition of Solidarity to the Attorney General of New York for a new 
independent grand jury investigation of 9/11. They claim, that there is ample evidence 
and probable cause to believe that many grave and still unresolved crimes were 
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committed by US officials prior to, during and after the events of 9/11. The petition was 
signed on 2004. Their evidence of an inside job includes the stand-down of NORAD, 
insider trading (put options) and the collapse of WTC 7.

What comes to a stand down, the military never had time to react to the hijackings. They 
received the information too late. On has to keep in mind, that only after the second plane 
hit the north tower of WTC it was evident, that this was a terror attack. Before that, the 
normal procedure would have been intercepting the plane, and maybe forcing it to land. 
Not to shoot it down.  Reading through this interview of a 9/11 air traffic controller might 
help understand the events of that day.
http://www.911myths.com/html/stand_down.html
http://forums.randi.org/showthread.php?t=70300

What comes to put options, the American puts followed the trading day after the 
company had released a major profit warning, when you’d expect investors to believe the 
shares had further to fall, and the United Airlines trade volumes were lower than the 
spikes that occurred in March and April. If a United Airlines spike of 8,072 in March 
didn’t suggest an imminent attack, then why should 3,150 puts in September have any 
more effect? See http://www.911myths.com/html/put_options.html for a complete 
analysis.

And  finally,  numerous  firefighter  testimonies,  how  damaged  WTC  7  was  before 
collapsing and how serious the fires were. The collapse videos do not show the south side 
damage properly. The videos only show a fairly rapid collapse. One can not evaluate the 
collapse of WTC 7 from these videos, showing the building from the north for only a few 
seconds. It may look somewhat like a demolition, but all the evidence points towards it 
not  being  a  demolition.  No  seismic  spikes  were  measured,  there  were  no  audible 
explosions,  professionals  on  the  scene  have  not  suspected  anything  and  firefighters 
confirm the danger of collapse even before it happened. The FDNY evacuated the area 
surrounding  WTC 7  before  the  collapse,  because  the  building  was  so  unstable,  had 
damage low in the structure and had numerous fires on many floors.  And finally,  no 
evidence of explosive devices or wiring, that are usually found after demolitions, have 
been found in the rubble and remains of WTC 7.

You should also read the statement given by Chief Daniel Nigro.

For a complete critique of the controlled demolition hypothesis, please also visit 
http://www.debunking911.com/index.html
http://www.911myths.com

Ron Wilson:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought 
down the three towers. In addition to other demolition claims, they claim 
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thermite/thermate was used. The elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of 
Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding have already been discovered by 
other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It 
seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of 
these elements than you would ever see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Jeffrey M. Moskin:
Has signed the petition of Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. See the response to 
Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 
probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

Adam Rosszay:
Member of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth.  The founder  of  Scholars  For  9/11 Truth,  James 
Fetzer, believes a missile hit the Pentagon, believes there were no hijackers and that there 
probably were no planes involved in the WTC attacks, but the images were created using 
TV-fakery.

David Masdon:
Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought 
down the three towers. See the response to Richard Gage (top of the paper).
In addition to other demolition claims, they claim thermite/thermate was used. The 
elements that Professor Steven Jones (founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) 
reports finding have already been discovered by other WTC dust surveys, who for the 
most part don’t seem surprised by their presence. It seems likely that, in all cases, there 
are other WTC sources that can deliver far more of these elements than you would ever 
see from thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.

Paul Smith:
Member of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice. They claim controlled demolition brought 
down the three towers. See the response to Richard Gage (top of the paper). In addition to 
other demolition claims, they claim thermite/thermate was used. The elements that 
Professor Steven Jones (founder of Scholars for 9/11 Truth and Justice) reports finding 
have already been discovered by other WTC dust surveys, who for the most part don’t 
seem surprised by their presence. It seems likely that, in all cases, there are other WTC 

http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm


sources that can deliver far more of these elements than you would ever see from 
thermite/ thermate. 

There’s also no clear evidence that the suspect elements are available in proportions that 
match what you’d expect from a thermite/thermate reaction.
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_...t_the_wtc.html

Petition Requesting Reinvestigation of 9/11, signed by the following 182 Architects 
and Engineers:
See the response to Richard Gage (top of the paper).

Recommended links:
9/11 Commission Report
NIST Final Reports on WTC 1 & 2
The Pentagon Building Performance Report
NTSB Reports on Four Hijacked Flights
WTC 7 Lies - A Debunking Site by Mark Roberts
9/11 Myths - A Debunking Site by Mike Williams
Debunking 9/11 - A Debunking Site
Debunk 9/11 Myths - A Debunking Site
Journal of Debunking 9/11 Conspiracy Theories
Popular Mechanics: Debunking the 9/11 Myths
Loose Change Viewers Guide - Debunking Site
9/11 Mysteries Guide - Debunking Site
Screw Loose Change Blog
James Randi Educational Foundation - Conspiracy Theory Subforum
9/11 Guide -   My contribution  

http://911guide.googlepages.com/
http://forums.randi.org/forumdisplay.php?f=64
http://screwloosechange.blogspot.com/
http://www.911mysteriesguide.com/
http://www.loosechangeguide.com/LooseChangeGuide.html
http://www.popularmechanics.com/tech.../1227842.html
http://www.jod911.com/
http://www.debunk911myths.org/
http://www.debunking911.com/
http://www.911myths.com/
http://wtc7lies.googlepages.com/home
http://www.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/NSAEBB/NSAEBB196/index.htm
http://www.fire.nist.gov/bfrlpubs/build03/PDF/b03017.pdf
http://wtc.nist.gov/reports_october05.htm
http://www.9-11commission.gov/report/index.htm
http://www.911myths.com/html/traces_of_thermate_at_the_wtc.html
http://www.debunking911.com/thermite.htm

