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Evidence for Controlled Deception: A Long List of Observations - Part |
By Debunking911

Abstract

In this paper we provide evidence of deliberate deception by groups purporting to call f@ruth in
9/11 investigations. We show there are clear patterns of misdirection, quote mining/slaloming,
misleading comparisons, propaganda tactics, appeals to authority and other signs of deception too
long to list in this abstract. We believe a careful review of the evidence will shawat these groups
are manipulating their readers with half truths for religious proselytizing and political gain.

Introduction

In recent years, the 9/11 conspiracy theorists have launched an aggressive PR campaign
guestioning the U.S. governments rolh the events on that sad and terrifying day. Conspiracy
theorists have invaded many message boards and forurasd haveenlisting readers as unwitting
spokesmen. This technique has been somewhat effective to the point radio hosts are reluctantly
airing some of their views. They have apokesperson who has gone on the talk show circuib
Q#AAFothe public. But are thdeadersof this movementand issues they raise credible?

Observations

1) Quote Slaloming/Mining

Quote mining is a term used to desdve people who dig up any quote which may support their
casewhile leaving out quotes which hurt it. They use quotes out of context. Evidence of quote
mining is seen below.

fiSeven minutes before the collapse, battalion chief Palmer is heard to say "Ladder 15,

we've got two isolated pockets of fire. We should be able to knock it down with two
lines." The widow of Chief Palmer was allowed to hear the tape before excerpts were
released by the Times. She said:

| didn't hear fear, | didn't hear panic. Wheretkape is made public to the world, people will hear that
they all went about their jobs without fear, and selflessly.

Palmer called for a pair of engine companies to fight the fires. The fact that veteran
firefighters showed no sign of fear or panicgddrad a coherent plan for fighting the fire,
contradicts thefficial explanatiorof the collapses that the fires were so hot and
extensive that they weakened the stedl structure. i
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The glaringly logical problems with using Orio Palmers quote are.

9 Orio Palmer was in the South Staircase (Adam) on the South Tower which was not damaged
because of large, heavily constructed elevator equipment which protected it.

T @i 100 RAGTAAD ADANOT O Al ARG T AT Ox EAQATTIUAX B CAD Al GOS8
What wAOA QA QA AE T COREANRGE T 11 O & ARAAUGA AR Al ®ONG @8

T The 7&n AT Ox ADAGRUIT AAUx ERE ARl @EACAT QAT B8R B0 EDAR O AAGE XS

1 If there were two small fires on the 78th floor where just a wing tip entered, what must the
81st floor be like where the nose of the aircraft hit?

1 If there were small fires on the 7& floor just before collapse, does that mean the #&loor
never had larger fires?

9 If he was in the staircase which is in the core, how would he know the perimateolumns
were about to get pulled in?

1 If he did see the building was about to collapse, why would they predict he would get on the
radio instead of take immediate action to save his life?

1 Why do they think the visibility from the smoke of two small fires were such that he could
see to the four corners of the building?

Why are they using this quote as a ruler by which to measure the whole building? This quote was
obviously chosen to give the reader the impression that there were only small fires throught the
eventl

" OO« EAOR B CIOGEA AEAGVGIAGE T | ABARG G4 EAx GEAOGUOA | GMEEA T AR
ADIA ABT AEEOAT FFEANGEAGET AON EEAACEAE CITIUEAAG T O Al ASROAOBAGE A8
The NIST said the trusses heateghd expanded early on. Then as the fires moved on, the trusses
cooled and contracted pulling the perimeter columns in. If the fires were almost out just before the

building collapsed, DA AG @A T GMEOTA. )34 GOl GHEA T 4D OB

Conspiracy sies say there were small fires in Building 7. They use Silverstein's comments in the
PBS specialAmerica Rebuildsdl ASF CEAGDOCAGE 1 EAQ x Kol JUA GV EABIT QA A

confessed. He used the term "Pull" to describe a decision made. Conspiracy thésriay "Pull” is a
term used by demolition experts. But demolition experts use the term "Pull" when they "Pull" a
building in one direction with cables during demolition. However, was Silverstein's quote taken out
of context?

Silverstein's Quote:

"I remember getting a call from the Fire Department commander, telling they were not

sure they were gonna be able to contain the fire, and | said, you know, 'We've had such terrible

loss of life, maybéhe smartest thing to do is just pull it." And they madeat decision to pull
andthen we watched the building collapsé.
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What we do have for sure.

1. Silverstein is not a demolition expert and wastalking to a fire fighter and not a
demolition expert. Why would he use the word "Pull" to describe demolition to a fire

fighter?

2. Silverstein denies "Pull" means "Controlled demolition".  He said it means "Pull" the
people out of the area.

3. Silverstein did not make the decision to "Pull" ."they made that decision to pull and we

watched the building collapse" is thequote.

4. Another fire fighter used "Pull*  to describe the decision made to get him out of the
building.

5. A fire fighter admitted to being the one who made the decision. Q1 GAGRA EA
AONMONTET 1A ARAGDEER QA0 G AD B3O @G OO Al AXd@ihz ChiefDaniel Nigro

6. $A TIEET ABDAGDOREAX | KA DGI60 AAGEAAa building which is being pulled away
from another building using cables . There is no evidence of cables being used in the
collapse.

7. Why would the decision to demolish the building bévased | T GBOAE RATAIATT GOI Afzboe

8. If Silverstein did commit this incredible crimewhy would he calmly tell everyone during
a TV interview?

9. Why was the collapse zoneleared by 2:30 if they knew it was going to beblown up after
5:00?

References for abog:3

Conspiracy theorists quote firemen saying they heard explosions. Many of the quotes also point to
the possible cause of the explosive sound. They either remove that part of the quote which hurts
their case or bury it in a mountain of quotes. Some uge@AE ROA) AT A G A3IAT | E GHREAU
QAT & OEAGN G AAAAREIUAG BB CAl Ux | GAOx ERE EQODEADRAGRE 1 AN BIAT AQuote
Slalomingis below.

"When we got to about 50 feet from the South Tower, weeard the most eerie sound tha

you would ever hear. A highpitched noise and a popping aise made everyone stop. We all
looked up. At the point, it all let go...

...There was an explosion and the whole top leaned toward us and started coming down. |
stood there for a second in total awe, andhen said, "What the F##£?" | honestly thought it
was Hollywood."

Here is the part conspiracytheorists leave out.

fiWhen we got to about 50 ft from the South Tower, we heard the most eerie sound that
you would ever hear. A higpitched noise and a poppingise made everyone stop. We
all looked up. At the point, it all let gdhe way | see it, it had to be the rivetsThe

Journal of Debunking 9/11 Conspiracy Theories - July 2006/ Volume 1, Issue 1
Page| 3



Journal of Debunking 9/11 Conspiracy Theories Volume 1, Issue 1

building let go, there was an explosion and the whole top leaned toward us and started
comingdown. | stood there for a second in totakaand then said, "What the F###?" |
honestly thought it was Hollywood.o*

( AAG OUOEAEHE EOGAG G ADl AMAx ARAEGAGGDA ARR®H bR CAIATT QAT A uTyd
AlI@A AR i EEGO G ATEAAGERR® @1 100 MO TAAAD AGET AEAART &E T w how the
building was built at the time of the interview so he leaned toward something he knew.
Interestingly, the NIST said most of the failures were at the bolts and other connections as the
floors collapseds %Dl GOROA T DAV ACAAGE PEFE B BB CT 1 8

SR Al BNG GOARG O3 AUGEA 1 G0 A T GaEAT 1 GDGRAA QXA DIACART AEN Al
saying they heard explosions. | have little doubt they did as an acre of concrete, steel and office
furniture should make an explosive soundvhen it crashes down on another. Steel bolts snapping
can make an explosive sound all by themselvés.

SN A AZIAE B Cx EAOBAUE OCECEAUEAAGA CEAITT GBAl Al & ADD ADIAE &Nl 8D equate it
to the building cowing down and pushing things down, it could have been electrical

Acpil G T EON A EARAAAA x EAROAGS - B EA X AU) GRAEREOEAA & AA GEA A - (8 x EAD

| thought was an explosion at the time, but was the first collapse & 8

A videoFilmed by Jules and Gedeon Naudetdshown on ust about every conspiracy web site which
shows a few firemen discussing what they heard and saw.

fireman2: We made itoutside; we made it about a block.

firemanl: We made it at least 2 blocks.

fireman2: 2 blocks.

firemanl: and we started runnin'

fireman2: pochpoch-poch-poch-poch-poch-poch

firemanl: Floor by floor it started poppin' out 8

fireman2: It was as if as if GFAUEAA ARDT ARARAAG

firemanl: yea detonated yea

fireman2: as if they had planned to take down a building, boorboom-boom-boom-boom-
boom-boom-Al 11 8

In the context of reading it off a conspiracy site this may sound like damming evidence. They are
OUE CMDT ARAOA AGEAUEAADIA T AAD GEAAT xT AACEAE GAEAUACR QUOTTT 60
describe the sound. But if you hear the oth@@HF QOGEARRA GLE ChEADAI AUIAI QOACAAI AN T Gad
outside the conspiracy theory setting, something else emerges. Before or after every description is
Q\s ife8As if FAUEAADIA T AAQ GEAA x 1 AACEAE @80 was as if as if GAUEAA ARDT ARAE
They also use body language to show it was the sound of the floors crashing into one another.
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boom- (hand moves down)
boom- (hand moves down)
boom- (hand moves down)
boom- (hand moves dowr)
boom- (hand moves down)
boom- (hand moves down)

boom- (hand i T QROAI xT G

This could be used agvidence ofpancaking.” COBEAGA AN AAE @0 | QEAAN BEECEA

video as examining theactions taken, or NOT takeryy the NYC Fire Bpartment after the event.

4EA. o# &ERASADACGDH Al CEAD ®ANIERAits membersto force an investigation into the possibleJ.S.
governmentmurder of over 300 ofits members. Some sites offer an explanation of this saying there
was a gag order placed on the Fire Department. The only place you will find this is on conspiracy
theory sites. No mention fromthe main stream press about the hundreds if not thousands of

firemen on the scene not being allowed to talR@AAGDO8

2) Selective Photo lllustrations z poor resolution an d/or one sided interpretations of
evidence

Conspiracytheorists often usephotos which bolster their case while ignoring images which in some
cases clearly contradict it. No example is more illustrative of this practice than Building 7. Almost
every conspiracy site,
including Gcholar®
(Scholarsfor 911
Truth) papers, show
photos ofthe north
side ofBuilding 7.

Note the following
photos.

To the leftis a photo
from one of Professor
Jones versions of his
paper.Professor
Jones is a physicist
from BYU and

AQ ARD AEScholars
for 911 Truth®Note

~ A A X

the tall building B GAAMEQD G A9@EAG O& GAAT AACEAR Cx taken from the south eastlt is in

the morning as the sunlight on the east face attesfEhis grainy photois used to suggest the fires on

GAG O GAAx AN REAAOUA T OCE @ AAOGAAA 11ADGRaIt seems to be taken just after the collapse.
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Here is another photo from the same version of Professor Jones
paper. This is to illustrate what building 7 looked like before the
attacks.

As you can see, most of Building 7 cannot be seen in fifeoto
above.The south side is completely covered by a dark haze. But
the most important part of the building, the part where firemen
saidwas a 1820 storey hole is covered by WTC 5, the black
building in front of it.

The image to the right shows the 47 storey blding. Thetwo dark
levels in the middle ofthe building are on about the 22 to 24t
floor. Below that level would have been the hole with fires on
multiple levels as seen by firema.

The question is, is the photo used by Professor Jones illustrative ‘
of how the building looked all day?

This was taken from the west. The black
building on the right is Building 6. The
building which is barely visible in the
upper left is Building 7. Note the
tremendous amount of smoke coming
from this side of the buiding.

This is Building 7 later in the day. Firemen
are still in the area. It is reasonable to
conclude this was before they pulled the
firemen away from the area waiting for it
to collapse? Building 6 is also on fire in
front of 7 but the wind was traveling to

. the south east that day and away from
building 7 as the image below illustrates.
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Yet conspiracy theorist use photos which mly show small amounts of fireseen through the
windows of the north side or east.
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The selective use of photo and video evidence is not limited to Building 7. Photos of the towers fires
at different stages/intensities are also used to suggest that the fires were not intenseamghto
weaken the structural steel in the towers. As if one photo from one face of the building and at one

D ECGE GE AARDRE@EAA GORAON GMEA® ACE GO0 Al U T AGGE COUE QRAIEAGE CEEB

Photos of events in motion like the collapse of @wer are taken out context. The photo below is
from a paper suggesting this is evidence of controlled demolition.

[T T T
. .

** Unknown**

Figure 5-29 The tower is 63 meters (207 ft) wide. The red arrow points to pieces of the
tower that have been thrown at least 70 meters. Why didnt the pieces
simply fall down? Why were they ejected with such force?

Under this photo is the following statement.

Notice also that most of the steel flung out appears to be straight. If the building hatbseeyed by
gravity one would expect much of the steel to be buckled.

9AOA U T AGGE GOUE GAGIEAGE CEHOx | GAA T AGMAEAT ABADAAE GBI E GA AQAAAT T GBS

but Aluminum Claddingo
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Other photos are shown where the writer suggests materias flying up, suggesting that an
explosive is the only way this effect could have been created. What we are really seeing is the
results of a sequence of events in motion when the photo was snapped.

As the top fell straight down, the debris was sucked den with negative pressure behind the falling
mass. Like ship passengers getting sucked down over a sinking ship, the debris directly above the
falling mass was sucked down. At this same moment, the perimeter walls were getting pushed out
by the falling mas in large sections. Debris was still falling off the sections of column trees as they
leaned out. All this was happening in the moment in which the photo was snapped or the video
frame snapshot was taken. This created a look that may have SEEMED likedhiexploded up/out

B APE @ QOOE ACOAR & TUTAITT B CAOBAGAA OAl AT T CBEGDEABE @Ox T GAE T x GEB

Conspiracy Theorists often cherrypick photos which they use as evidence. The photo below was
cherry-picked to support the use of a therrite cutting charge.

Under the photo it says:

There is substantial evidence |+
that thermite was used to cut th

central support columns, which f§
caused the towers to fall.

Evidence can be seen on
photographs of the columns
from the rubble of the World
Trade Center.

In this photo, for example, the
column directly above the ‘3
fireman's helmet shows that it SN
was cut with thermite. There is ¢ —{‘
substantial amount of hardenediig
molten iron which can be seen Wy
on both the inside and outside @y~}
the box column. Thigs
precisely what one would expe
to find on a column which had ¢** 1}

been cut with thermite.

Experts who have viewed this =4
photograph say that this columr§i_

was not cut with a torch

But is there any evidence ironworkers cut the column?
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This photo directly contradicts the contention made by the conspiracy theorist. Here we have an
angled cut with gray slag. What expert said that the cut in the first photo wasn't made by
ironworkers?

" OO« EABGRATIUANIE CEOx EARGADE @ AN AT SEAGN ABiAce the congiracy theorists got
theirs.11

3) Misleading comparisons

AEAN | DAGE T OORAAUG T AA T MU GA Gadd GDOCAGDGRA AN AACHAE QOA GAT ®©
collapse due to fire are misleading. The first photos (Below) that were used as comparisong aif
GRA O EGRA A T AGRGACEAR QG EAUAIG x AR @AOQNT AOEAGAT Al T 1T & pprAl Aty G QU
WTC buildings. During an earthquake, the small building came off its foundation and fell over. The
reinforced concrete held the much lighter building togéher.12 The WTC buildings however, are not
reinforced concrete buildings. Though some joints were welded, they are basically steel bolted
together like an erector seti3 The conspiracy theorists know this distinction because they have
detailed construction points on their web sites.
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Other comparisons are made of buildings which caught fire but never collapsed. The reason these
ACHAR QOART @A 1TADAR AR ADIAE AA B A GAQUx AA GBBOGEAU GROEADPE O OM 1 8 Ox KE

other comparisons, construction was very different. They had a steel web design where the steel
x AOAON TUGRAA T GBUEA D x AGDx ARAGOAAE A40MOAATE] x EE GAA x AOAT GNUDARRA
together on the perimeter. Its steel was moved to the perimeter of thieuilding. Some of the

Al DATO 1T OEAA DAGTOR ASRDO | AE Cx ERE x AN &AIT x 1 T ABAUGAE DAAY Al AlE A0AG (RO
500 miles an hour. They had all their steel intact. Some had fires fought and even extinguisbgd
fire fighting efforts. Yet even notbeing hit by an airliner and with all its fireproofing and

constructed differently, many had local collapses.

l

Steel web- Conspiracy theoriss comparisons G OAAE A4GARS- WTC towers
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Towers construction:

Collapse:

TWOWTC
COLLAPSE SEQUENCE

86

15
It is very unlike the buildings compared, both in construction and circumstance.
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4) Conflation of different collapse studies as the & A2 30 Qb

There have been a number of studies written by different Professors of Civil Engineering. One of the
first was "Why Did the World Trade Center Collapse? Gf BIAA AUZEDAU: 08' AN O A98

Zhou. Bazant is a Professor at Northwestern Wrersity. It passed peefreview in the Journal of
Engineering Mechanics (Jan/2002 American Society of Civil Engineers), The purpose of this paper

x A0 AAO0 AAGAWIACAUx ERE D | AAGDAAGEA. )34 T OAl UT GROGRAW)T ARCEOONO00

Once accuratecomputer calculations are carried out, various details of the failure
mechanism will doubtless be found to differ from the present simplifying

hypotheses.Errors by a factor of 2 would not be terribly surprising, but that
would hardly matter since the pre sent analysis reveals order -of-magnitude
differences between the dynamic loads and the structural resistance.

There have been many interesting, but intuitive, competing explanations of the
collapse. To decide their viability, however, it is important talo at least some crude
calculations. For example, it has been suggested that the connections of the floor
supporting trusses to the framed tube columns were not strong enough. Maybe they
were not, but even if they were it would have made no difference, akown by the
present simple analysis.

The main purpose of the present analysis is to prove that the whole tower
must have collapsed if the fire destroyed the load capacity of the majority of

columns of a single floor. This purpose justifies the optimisticsimplifying
assumptions regarding survival made at the outset, which include unlimited plastic
ductility (i.e., absence of fracture), uniform distribution of impact forces among the
columns, disregard of various complicating details (e.g., the possibilitiiat the
failures of floor-column connections and of core columns preceded the column and
tube failure, or that the upper tube got wedged inside the lower tube), etc. If the
tower is found to fail under these very optimistic assumptions, it will certainlybe
found to fail when all the detailed mechanisms are analyzed, especially since there
are order-of-magnitude differences between the dynamic loads and the structural
resistance.

1) AEARE | GH CO AZAI6 AN COBFORADABCEADT | & CO Al x BE GAU.Sgovernment
investigation.

2) Bazant and Zhou expected to have errors.

3) This paper was not written as an investigation into the detailed mechanics of the collapse as
the NIST report was.

4) This paper was written in2002 just after the collapse and before ayone had time to

B QAGIEAR GAAGAA ARG O OCEIL @AAGDOA @ ACGAGA. )34 GlBi CDAUGEOBADAGB
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Recently," AN CEAOx A AT Ax DABROAAIIAA AMechanics of Progressive Collapsd:earning from
World Trade Centerand Building Demolitions36

As generally accepted by structural engineering and structural mechanics experts (though not by
some laymen and fanatics seeking to detect a conspiracy), the failure scenario, broadly proposed
by Bazant (2001), and Bazant and Zhou (2002), on the basis of simplified analysis, and
supported by very realistic, meticulous and illuminating computer simulations and exhaustive
investigations by S. Shyam Sunder's team at the National Institute of Standards and Technology
(NIST, 2005), may be summarized as follows:

Heis well aware of what conspiracy theorists are saying yet he agrees with the NIST report.

Another study pointed to by conspiracy theorists is a paper written by Thomas W. Eagar, Professor
of Materials Engineering and Materials Systems SB Metallurgy agchduate student Christopher

- O30 1 /£ )4 ARIAA G EUSEAGEA7 T GA4GWA#Al BOHI 11ADG%e 3AEA ARroA CiE AAE ChAT A

DA AT 1 671t passed peefreview in JOM. This is another paper which is considered by

AT ®EEVUEA GEDAOG AR a4 EFOBADAOA Alits authors also have nothing to do with the
government. Though they get government grants as many universities do, none was given for this
paper or the Journal that peeireviewed it. They exist in the conspiracy story to provide quotes
which are straw men or taken out of context. For instance, one of the arguments is that the fires

x ANTE QN TOED | ACGRAAERAVCREANG oM 1 %AOd G x GBACROER A GAI &
account for the steel melting. Yet the NIST never said the steel melted. It dBIEARD | AGO

simply had to weaken, and as Bazant points out, the temperatures the NIST did find were enough to
weaken the steel enough to collapse the building. Structural and civil enginedn the world who

has studied the collapse and made publgtatements agreeing with the NIST report. Of the

structural and civil engineers who have studied the conspiracy theories and made public
statements, NOT ONE has supported it. The proof is not one paper by ANYONE has passed peer
review in a respected civil&l G ARG CH G0 Al O CEAQD x AGDA QAT KEARA T11ADGM ACEA

NIST suggests. NOT ONE.

There are many more structural and civil engineers who have studied the collapse. None suggest
the towers could not have collapsed as the NIST sugge#ts.

ConsgOMUEA GHAIG AAlI A" 3 DA O EUEA4T x ACDABISA @ ARAOAMN G UED
special was also created shortly after the collapse and before all the evidence was examined.

PAl AR AEAONOEA GPARA GOQCAGRAS7 EFAEBD@DA A0 3 AR AR GDQCAGTHOA OA EACR
happened that way, it also makes clear a more detailed study was needed to find the exact cause.
AEAUGNA BA AR Gould EACRAAOGRA EA A T OGDAROD GICAI A Aide This was one of the
preliminary hypothesis civil engineers were leaning toward at the time of the special. The NIST
NEVER took a position on the probable collapse hypothesis until mid 2005. The special dmel

NIST report have nothing to do with each other. The special is not a government report. The
suggestion that PBS gets government funding and that is the motive for complicity in a mass
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murder is weak at best. Not only would PBS be helping mass murdesébut government funding
was actually cut.20

The conspiracy theorist purpose seems to be to find quotes which they can turn into a contradiction
G AN QAG T @A. )34 Bl Gy OO0 AZR 6 EFON T GVEMEAA | ®FNMUG B OsAAJ B C
9/11 conspiracy theories has shown, the NIST report is comprehensive, logical, and supported by
thousands of pieces of evidence gathered by expert investigators, whereas the conspiracy theories
are piecemeal, relies heavily on logical fallacies, and not supped by evidence.

5) No effort to enlist Civil Engineers
AEAQ ANIAAGIGDET TN A GEAD & AMAAT UMIEGDD AGE CEADGONGE O #KH % CF A
x B xTAAAAADAGIHE GAAAT ACEAE CA G AAGE 87 1 GOIEEAQ@D ACE O AAGOM x EAI
describing the evidence for controlled demolition. Why do they use such words when not one civil

engineer has come to their aid? In fact, not only have Civil Engineers not come to their aid but many
have spoken out AGAINST the controlled demolition stoi.

Conspiracy theorist say Structural and Civil Engineers haverébme out to support the controlled
demolition because:

1 Civil Engineerscan't believe the government would do this
1 They don't knowthe conspiracy theory exists
1 They fear being killed by thegovernment

1 They fear losing their job

They can't believe the government would do this

AEROM AOEA#Y@EHE EGAQ A0 1 A QA @s7 EUx T OAGAGH G&EXE b0 GA

conclusion that the U.S. government was responsible? There are many othesgibilities a scientist
could think of, like Saddam working with Al Qaeda and hiring people to install the bombs. What
about another country like North Korea? It could even be a home grown terrorist with no ties to the
government.

They don't know it exis ts

This could be true. The 9/11 truth movement have been very busy enlisting politiciadsand
running Zoghy pollsz They have little time to do things like reach out to civil engineers. Maybe
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they think they'll learn about it as they see the "Bombs Blewp the Twin Towers" Tee shirts and
bumper stickers24

They fear being killed by the government
They fear losing their jobs

There are many ways to get a paper supporting Jones in to public. One way is becoming a "Deep
Throat". Just as Mark Felt exposedimes during Watergate, so can a civil engineéb.There are

many journalists who could win a Pulitzer or other journalism award. Journalists around the world
would jump at a "legitimate" inside job story. But what if you don't trust the media? What about

tEQ OCE AGEA DA OGAE G0 AR 4EAD B OEnEA#9@ OBADME HRAOA OAEARAM & GA
towers that day. According to the conspiracy theorists, they don't have a single Civil Engineer with a
spine or the brains to get a message out anonymouysl

AEAl ACAR hwoéDx Bl AAAOEAS38] RO T Al O« T OAT ON T ATCOMENRNU! ' 1). 34 BA7 4#
controlled demolition theory as some have. You can expect someone afraid for their life/job to say
"No comment", but not actively speak out against the conspirasfory. That's exactly what
happened. Some of the most danthCA | | Al @ARA T 00 A O 1AD x1 O ERAAH26 Other
prominent structural engineers have been critical of Jones's work in this are&. These people are
quickly dismissed by the conspiracytheorists as caconspirators.

6) No effort to peer review in a mainstream scientific journal

While they may be able to argue that it would be unlikely to get a paper peer reviewed in a main

G OR GAAE GO AhGAA T (ENMUEA GEDEAON @ACen tried to get peer reviewed in a true
4 00 A8 GRAM GEAUx GBADADAGDAEOAl @ B G0l G0 A GAUAMGBAST EUxTAAGAUTT A0
1RGO L 4EAUCGARA G ACE O @ AEAGVGBEAGAANREA AAEON T @ IAAAA T1EET 84D ARG
obvious, you think @AUx T OA A0A DN QAT AAAR RA AUAT U T AT GRAA GAUARAGR A x AA GEA
AAIEEQT Al A0S &OMIE CEA DARG2 AR et EAGEADD AN NEAUAR GRCHx AA AU
their conspiracy theorist peers and not by experts in their field.

This Jarnal, @EAX GO AT A5 AAG B Cuifpp #1 T GIOMUAEA BAG x AOAMBA D & x AU
H x AQIEYO0 bOOCHAx AAGEAAT AAAT EAGT G0 Ad( 1 x ARG GO &0 A EOGAGE COF &A
sense that the work within is carefully reviewed. The conspiracy thetsts journal is not. No

AR DA T ARAJAE CEA $8A T 131 1ADACWTpp 4CDES GHEA&ILE CUAPEAl Qo AN AA AEO

NAIN A G A4EEARCE A7 4# ) GVEDA AJ A @8 It seems no effort whatsoever was
made to examine this document for errors.

Conclusion

Conspiracy theorists may be able to explain some of these observations as sloppy research but
together they follow a theme of purposeful deception. In each one of these cases important facts are
left out and supplanted with suggestions of U.Sogernment conspiracies. They follow a pattern of
mischaracterization, misinformation, misinterpretation of evidence, logical fallacies other
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B0 DACA AR ROA®) A D ATTAAA DIAT B | ABE Cx ERE ) @AAAMOAD O Ol GAA
fallacy easilyexposed by the average laymen. | suggest no one can make this many errors without
the goal of deliberately misleading people into believing controlled demolition.

This paper only scratches the surface the most prevalent conspiracy theories/stories andtyee
find a clear theme of deception.

1) 16 @i BEECIOAI T BECA Al EFEAOMGREE COE OO Al MEGDD AME EAAROX AR ®
hot enough to take down the buildings.

2) 16 A EECA AGNAKRDE O QBES EIAAE COA DIAG ANERORT 4# x AR EEACE a
severe fire.

3) Selective photographs and misapplied science to mislead people into believing thermite was
used in the towers.

4) Selective photographs/video snapshots and misinterpretations misleading people into
believing explosives were used.

5) Comparisms between the WTC buildings and other buildings in an effort to mislead people
into believing they could not have collapsed the way the NIST said

6) Conflation of different studies which have passed peeeview in order to assassinate the
character of anyore whose work confirms the NIST report.

7) No effort to enlist civil engineersin their movement showing they are not serious in finding
the truth. This illustrates they do not have faith in their own research.

8) They have not tried to get peerreviewed in any Civil Engineering Journal of impact. It
becomes obvious they already know it will never pass critical review by experts in their
relevant fields.

In this paper demonstrated the willfully deceptive tactics used by the 9/11 conspiracy
movement, includingquote mining, selective use of photographs and other evidence, and
false comparisons with other building collapses. In Part Il my colleague has extended this
argument to demonstrate how the movement is driven by religion, as much as science and
how they make false claims to expertise that they do not possess. hsalso shown their
propaganda techniques, and shoddy academic standards, such as:

9) An agenda driven by religious zeal as much as a quest for scientific or academic knowledge

10) A conscious effortd proselytize for new believers, while hiding the more controversial beliefs of
the group.

11) A constant appeal to authority, while not possessing qualified experts in crucial fields

12) The character assassination of experts who disagree with them as cowgrdss@ssing some
hidden agenda.

13) The use of fraudulent and questionable sources in academic papers with pretenses to higher
standards.

About Footnotes
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Many of the footnotes lead to debunking sites which conspiradfeorists might claim are biased
againstthem. But the sites go into much more detail and provide links to unbiased reference. |
suspect conspiracy theorist will use this as an easy yet vacuous attack, but the person looking for

truth will find the detail and/or added corroborating evidence more £ B G @@EARDA BIA)
created this paper for.

! http:/Mww.geocities.com/debunking911/fire.htm

2 http://www.geocities.com/debunking91/towers.htm

3 http://www.geocities.com/debunking911/pull.htm

4 http://septemberll.ceenews.com/ar/electri c_broadway_electrical_supplys/

® http://wtc.nist.gov/pubs/NCSTAR3ExecutiveSummary.pdf

® http://www.911 myths.com/html/proving_controlled demolition.html

" http://www.geocities.com/debunking911/quotes.htm

8 hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking911/explosions.htm

9 http://www.geocities.com/debunking911/pull.htm

10 http://www.geocities.com/debunking911/jones. htm

Y hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking91 1/thermite.htm

2 hitp:/ivww.geocities.com/debunking91 1 /firsttime.htm

13 hitp:/ww.geocities.com/debunking911/towers.htm

14 http://www.geocities.com/debunking911/firsttime.htm

15 hitp:/ivww.geocities.com/debunking911/towers.htm

18 hitp:/iwvww.civil.northwestern.edu/people/bazant/PD#Papers/Progressive CollapseWa-23-2006. pdf

Y hitp://www.tms.org/pubs/journals/JOM/0112/Eagar/Eagél 12.html

18 hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking911/links.htm

9 hitp:/vww. pbs.org/wgbh/nova/wtc/minu-trans.html

2 hitp://www.tv.com/story/story.html&story id=355

2 hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking911/civil.htm

2 nhitp://www.gp.org/press/states/ny 2006 05 Rshtml
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= http://www.geocities.com/debunking911/zogby.htm

2 hittp://www.shirtswithballs.com/shop/index.php/cPath/30

% http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/8047258/

2 hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking911/jones.htm

2" hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking911/civil.htm

2 hitp://www.geocities.com/debunking911/thirdjet.pdf
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