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To Nelly, to my dear Mum,
and to Bill Hicks, who set me on this road.


FOREWORD

9/11 was my introduction to The Real World.

I was 18 years old and finishing up high school when the twin towers fell on September 11, 2001. My best friend Korey Rowe had enrolled in the US Army in August and recently left for Basic Training. We had all joked before he left that there wouldn’t be a war any time soon. It was funny at the time.

With hindsight it became funny again, but there was a period when I would read a headline about a downed helicopter in Afghanistan and worry that the red and blue-bordered envelopes from overseas would stop showing up. That’s what made the “War on Terror” very real for me, and one of the reasons I fought to seek the truth behind the event that led to its creation.

Despite not losing anyone close to me on 9/11, it was the fear that I might lose my best friend to its aftermath that kept me going.

It was this fear, combined with anger, that led to the creation of Loose Change. Originally intended as a narrative film in which the protagonists expose a cover-up regarding the events of September 11, it morphed into a documentary that wound up dominating the charts of Google Video (YouTube’s predecessor) in 2006, and was labeled “the first Internet blockbuster” by Vanity Fair.

The years after the attacks were confusing, angry, and scary. Americans were quick to hide under the 9/11 blanket and attack those who questioned the central premise of the government’s version of that day’s events. Thankfully, many have found their way to more rational thinking.

I think we’ll be arguing for a very long time about what happened that day. Nevertheless, people should continue to seek information about this seismic event that continues to affect America’s foreign and domestic policies in a very real way.

While there are other books about 9/11, if you’re interested in an examination of the effects of 9/11 on America, George W. Grundy has you covered. This book provides a comprehensive profile of events and participants in 9/11 and the context of the attacks. But I’m particularly interested in his analysis of how 9/11 remains vitally relevant to this day. Without 9/11, there would be no drones; millions of Americans wouldn’t be living in poverty in the wake of the largest real estate crisis in history; and we would not face the frightening possibility of an authoritarian leader presiding over the collapse of American democracy.

July 4, 1776 was the birth of a nation. If we continue to be afraid of an honest conversation about the truth, September 11, 2001 will prove to be the Death of a Nation.

Dylan Avery

Long Beach, California, 2017


INTRODUCTION

At 10:06 on the morning of September 11, 2001, the fourth and final plane hit the ground in rural Pennsylvania. The attacks were over. Twenty-two minutes later, the collapse of the South tower of the World Trade Center provided the final horrific act in 102 minutes of unprecedented mayhem in the Northeastern United States. Thousands were dead, and it was clear that the greatest act of terrorism in history was going to mark September 11 as a line in the sand for America. The most powerful nation in the world would not recoil wounded for long.

Although I remember exactly where I was on September 11, I’m not so sure when or where it was that I first saw footage of the collapse of Building 7 at the World Trade Center. It had fallen some seven hours after the second twin tower. Most of those not in the Eastern Time Zone hadn’t seen it happen, and many Americans remained (and remain) unaware of a third building collapse that day.

It seemed strange. The tower hadn’t been struck by a plane, and yet Building 7 fell in a straight line down and collapsed at what looked like free-fall speed. I’d occasionally seen buildings demolished on the nightly news. It looked like that.

So I looked into it, genuinely expecting to find a simple explanation for why a tall building might collapse so suddenly in that way. September 11 had been the very definition of chaos. There must be a reason.

But there wasn’t one, and there isn’t one, and despite hugely flawed government “investigations,” nobody has been able to provide a satisfactory explanation as to what happened to Building 7.

Unless there were explosives placed inside the building. That would provide a perfect explanation, a perfect fit.

And so began a slow, initially casual examination of the wider story. What I found was that Building 7 was just one of a bewildering number of confusing—even impossible—anomalies in the official narrative of 9/11. How could you explain the widespread testimony of explosions throughout the twin towers before they collapsed? Why were those first on site in Shanksville unable to find any evidence of a plane? Did the official explanation, that the soft ground had swallowed the plane whole, seem plausible?

At some point I found the weight of the evidence overwhelming, and was forced to contemplate the awful idea that perhaps the whole event was falsely portrayed. What was initially a mind-boggling proposition—that someone other than Osama bin Laden had been behind the attacks—was supported by so much evidence that it became untenable to retain belief in the official story.

It took some time to swallow, because to question 9/11 is to question your entire belief system. Governments don’t attack their own people. Surely their role is to look after them. If the US government was involved in 9/11, what light does that shine on subsequent developments? I was happy to accept that the Bush administration had lied in order to take the world to war against Iraq. I knew his neoconservative colleagues were a bellicose, belligerent bunch. But 9/11? It was too big. It was too much.

Over time, I began to assemble a body of evidence casting grave doubt on the official story of 9/11. It became almost impossible to resist the notion that the whole thing was a pack of lies.

Death of a Nation argues that the events of September 11, 2001 were falsely portrayed, and in fact carried out by entities within the United States government and military in order to further their own goals and to provide profit for their paymasters.

It’s a very serious charge, but I contend that the evidence is overwhelming, and in fact surprisingly obvious.

The implications are hard to overstate. The idea that the American government was willing to sacrifice thousands of their own citizens’ lives is something that many people find impossible to believe.

The true nature of 9/11 means that many of the events that followed are based on one very big lie. Wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, domestic surveillance, Guantanamo, drones, ISIS, and the rise of Donald Trump were all spawned by the events of that terrible day. The full consequences may still lie ahead of us.

The changes in American society caused by the reaction to 9/11 have, I contend, unbalanced America’s already fragile political system and left its citizens facing authoritarianism and a proto-fascist government that risks ending its 240-year-old democracy. The dangers we face cannot be overstated, and it is for this reason that I have tried to write a book that is accessible and easy to understand.

To those (and there are many) who say that to question 9/11 is an insult to those who died that day, I counter that the biggest insult would be to blindly accept what the government told us all, and to keep quiet and not ask questions. That would be a true betrayal, and runs counter to the values of freedom that America espouses.

Death of a Nation is far from the first book on the subject. Some support the official story. Some focus on specialty subjects, like the melting point of structural steel. Some cater to the “lizard people and the Illuminati-control-the-world” corner of the market. My goal has been to write a holistic account of both the events of 9/11 and those that followed, so as to illustrate my conclusions.

As such, we move at a quick pace. Amazon has 8,741 books listed about the Iraq War. I’ve given it one chapter. This is not to skimp on detail; it’s just that there are so many subjects to discuss that brevity is an unfortunate necessity.

The book is not referenced. I have not tried to write an academic document, and it’s hard to avoid the contradiction that would be inherent in referencing the 9/11 Commission report (for example) then going on to say that its conclusions were a transparent sham. Death of a Nation has been researched almost exclusively through open-source media. If you disagree or want to check something, almost all of it can be simply found.

A word about suspension of disbelief: in writing this book, I have on occasion found it necessary to use disbelief suspension like a light-switch that is turned on and off. In Chapter 1, I describe the final moments of American Airlines flight 11 before it hit the north tower, yet later in the book I suggest that the plane that hit the tower may not have been American 11. I refer to the nineteen Arab men accused of the crime as “hijackers,” when it is clear that they were idiotic patsies, placed at the scene of the crime to take the blame. I’ve found it hard to avoid doing this, but trust that the intelligent reader will understand.

When possible, I have also tried to avoid drawing conclusions without evidence. “So what do you think really happened?” is a question you often get asked when voicing doubts about the official 9/11 story, but not knowing what happened to flight 77 does not stop us from observing that the hole in the side of the Pentagon was a fraction of the size of a commercial jet. It is not necessary to have all of the answers to every question in order to see that what we have been told is a lie. At the very least, the story of 9/11 contains dozens and dozens of quite extraordinary coincidences and anomalies. Taken as a whole, I posit that these strain credulity well beyond breaking point.

America now possesses a mighty military machine, as well as a huge industry behind it that demands endless war and death; surveillance powers that dwarf any in human history; a militarized police; corporate-controlled media; a broken body politic; and a concentration of power in the executive branch that has only been made possible through the attacks of 9/11. This fine country, filled with fine people who greet you warmly and are among the most hospitable on earth, has become the most overtly fascist nation the world has seen since the 1930s. Americans are disgusted with their politicians, and that anti-politics sentiment has boiled over into a widespread rejection of the entire system. The potential consequences for humanity are more serious than my mere words can express.


PART ONE

SEPTEMBER 11, 2001


CHAPTER ONE

WORLD TRADE CENTER

American Airlines Flight 11

From 8:14 to 10:06 on the morning of September 11, 2001, America’s air defenses failed completely. For one hour and fifty-two minutes, every civilian and military protection surrounding New York City and Washington, DC suddenly stopped working.

112 minutes seems like a short space of time, but for a nation that had spent most of the previous fifty years imagining Russian fighter jets or nuclear missiles coming over the horizon, every second counted.

Prior to the collapse of the Soviet Union and the downgrading of the overall Soviet-US military posture, America’s doomsday scenario had been an unexpected nuclear attack on Washington or New York. Although the air above the eastern seaboard of the United States might seem like a playground filled with cattle moving from A to B and businessmen drinking gin and tonics, it is in fact the most highly restricted and well-defended airspace on Earth.

Domestic and international flights around Washington and New York are closely monitored by numerous parties, including the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), the airlines themselves, and the US military (with a budget larger than that of the next largest ten nations combined). Defense protocols had been written, gamed, tested, re-tested, and used on numerous occasions. Nothing was faulty, until the morning of 9/11.

At dawn, Mohamed Atta and Abdulaziz al-Omari flew from Portland to Boston, departing at 6 a.m. Their flight was right on time, arriving in Boston at 6:50 a.m. Had the Portland flight been just thirty minutes behind schedule, Atta and al-Omari would have missed the connecting flight from Boston that they intended to hijack, and would have been unable to mount the first World Trade Center attack. No explanation has been forthcoming as to why the two lead hijackers chose to take this preposterous risk, and put the entire mission in peril for seemingly no benefit.

As it was, both men boarded American Airlines flight 11 on time, meeting fellow hijackers Waleed al-Shehri, Wail al-Shehri and Satam al-Suqami onboard. All sat in Business or First Class. The plane left Boston’s Logan Airport at 7:59 a.m. with ninety-two people onboard, bound for Los Angeles.

At 8:14 a.m., flight 11 failed to respond to a standard in-flight order from the FAA, and at 8:21 its radio and transponder were turned off.

When a plane is over land, its transponder gives air traffic controllers on the ground detailed information on the flight’s location and altitude. Without a functioning transponder, those on the ground can use primary radar to see where the plane is, but not its altitude or other information.

Transponders are also used when a distress code is broadcast, known as a “squawk.” Pilots unable to use radio can punch in a four-digit code and issue an automated distress message, but no such message was sent from flight 11. None of the pilots on 9/11 managed this relatively standard action. At the time, some newspapers speculated that there must have been a hijacker in the cockpit before each hijacking began. But experienced pilots questioned how it could possibly be that four separate hijackings occurred and not one of them involved an emergency code transmission that takes seconds to perform.

At 8:23, a radio announcement was heard. The voice is widely assumed to have been Mohamed Atta on flight 11, pressing the wrong button while trying to communicate with the passengers. “We have some planes. Just stay quiet and you’ll be OK. We are returning to the airport.” Two similar announcements were heard as the minutes passed.

At 8:24, the plane went radically off its course, turning one hundred degrees to the south, toward New York. Boston flight controllers never lost sight of the plane. What they heard was garbled and intermittent radio transmissions from the cockpit. Controllers suspected the captain, John Ogonowski, was surreptitiously pressing the talk button on the radio. The voices that could be heard spoke with heavy accents or in Arabic. More than one FAA controller said they heard the words “we have more planes.”

Flight attendants Betty Ong and Amy Sweeney used onboard phones to contact those on the ground. Sweeney called Boston’s Logan Airport and quickly gave controllers information on the seat numbers of the hijackers. American Airlines officials would have known within minutes that these seat numbers corresponded with a series of Middle Eastern sounding names, and assumed immediately that a hijacking was taking place.

In fact, the forty phone calls received from the four flights on 9/11 are the only direct evidence we have of what happened on the hijacked planes, since no information was broadcast by the pilots.

Ong and Sweeney reported that fellow flight attendants had been stabbed, and that a passenger, Daniel Lewin, had been killed. Lewin, an American-Israeli, was an ex-officer in Israel’s Sayeret Matkal special forces unit, which specializes in anti-hijacking actions and is highly trained in combat.

The majority of the eleven men described by the press as the “muscle” hijackers (those charged with overpowering the crew and passengers) were by no means physically imposing—being between 5’5” and 5’7” in height, and slight in build. It is unclear how the small Arabic terrorists over-powered Lewin, unless a gun was involved, as was reported in an FAA memo written on the evening of 9/11.

Flight 11 tracked south uninterrupted for another twenty-three minutes, and hit the north tower of the World Trade Center complex at 8:46 a.m. Seismic records pinpointed the impact at 8:46 and 26 seconds. The plane had roughly ten thousand gallons of fuel on board, and was travelling around 470 mph. Thirty-two minutes had elapsed between the hijacking and the building impact.

Most of the damage was between the ninety-third and ninety-eighth floors of the 110-story building. Horrifically, no one above the crash impact survived. Approximately 1,360 people were killed. Everyone on the ninety-second floor was killed; everyone on the ninety-first floor survived. Below the impact line, approximately seventy-two people died, with four thousand escaping to survival. At least two hundred people plunged to their death to escape the fires. Cantor Fitzgerald, a financial services firm with headquarters on the 101st to 105th floors of the tower, lost 658 employees.

Although 2001 seems so recent, technologically it was another age. Smartphones like the iPhone were still six years away. Today we would expect an almost unlimited number of smartphone pictures and videos, but on the morning of 9/11 the first impact was recorded by just one camera, held by French film-maker Jules Naudet. Jules and his brother Gedeon were filming a documentary about New York City firefighters, heard the plane flying low and heading south across Manhattan, and captured the last second before the plane crashed into the north tower.

Accordingly, we have very little photographic evidence of any aspect of the above story, except to know that a large plane hit the building at 8:46 a.m. Oddly, there was some kind of bright flash moments before the plane hit the building, but with only one distant recording of the impact, this can’t be further examined.

CNN began their coverage within three minutes of the first impact. Rapidly, the entire world turned on their televisions.

United Airlines Flight 175

United Airlines 175 left Boston for Los Angeles with fifty-six people on board. With 168 seats, it was only a third full. The plane departed sixteen minutes late, at 8:14 a.m., which was just as the FAA was learning that flight 11 was possibly hijacked.

Although American 11 and United 175 departed from the same airport with the same destination, Los Angeles International Airport (LAX), 175 was routed indirectly, and further south than the normal “Great Circle” route, which is the fastest way of getting from Boston to LA. This meant that when 175 left its flight path, it was much closer to Manhattan than would have normally been the case, significantly reducing the time it took to reach the World Trade Center (twenty-one minutes, compared to flight 11’s thirty-two minutes) and the amount of time American defenses had to intercept the plane. This also means that the two hijacked planes almost simultaneously crossed each other’s paths at 8:36 a.m., right over Stewart Air National Guard Base.

Flight controllers asked flight 175’s pilots to look for American flight 11, which was around ten miles to their South and had stopped responding. The pilots answered that they could see the plane at around thirty thousand feet, and were told to stay away from it. They were not told of a possible hijacking.

At 8:42 a.m., the pilots of flight 175 told ground control they had heard suspicious radio transmissions from flight 11 and suggested a possible hijacking might be taking place. Seconds later, 175 itself stopped responding.

As with flight 11, the official story is that five Middle Eastern hijackers took control of the plane, with pilot Marwan al-Shehhi in the cockpit. Two of the men had such poor English that they had trouble answering the standard security questions at the check-in, and the questions had to be repeated slowly, word by word, so they could respond before being allowed to board the plane.

At 8:47 a.m., the plane’s radio and transponder frequencies were changed twice in a minute, and it radically changed course. At 8:50 the plane made a U-turn and headed northeast, toward New York. By this point the FAA, and presumably those along the chain of command, knew that a large plane had hit the tallest tower in Manhattan. Now, a second hijacking was clearly taking place.

Flight 175 nearly collided with a Delta plane as it headed North, missing by only one hundred meters. Calls were made from the plane to the ground, including by passenger Peter Hanson, who told his father that an airline hostess had been stabbed and that the plane was being hijacked. Brian Sweeney called his mother and told her that the passengers intended to do something about the hijacking. He said the Middle Eastern men appeared to have bombs and mace, and that he suspected the plane might be piloted into a building.

From 8:58 a.m., the plane descended rapidly, dropping more than twenty-four thousand feet in five minutes, an unheard of rate of descent. The plane came steeply out of the sky toward Manhattan.

Every network in the US was showing live pictures of the north tower in flames. The FAA and the North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD) both knew a second hijacking was taking place, and that the plane was heading towards Manhattan. According to normal hijack response times, fighter jets should have intercepted the plane. Instead, twenty-one minutes after being hijacked, the plane crashed into the south tower, six seconds before 9:03 a.m. Seventeen minutes had elapsed since the first strike on the north tower.

With the world’s eyes already on the Manhattan skyline, the last few seconds of the flight were recorded from a wide number of angles by television cameras, and seen live by countless people. Unlike the first plane, which had crossed Manhattan in a straight line, the second plane made a steep, diving, banking corrective maneuver that brought it out of the skies and into the side of the building quickly and accurately. A technically stunning move.

Both World Trade Center (WTC) impacts were remarkably accurate, with Boeing 767–200 planes with a wingspan of 156 feet hitting buildings just 208 feet wide dead-on. Commercial aircraft have very poor maneuverability. They’re big buses in the sky. At well over 400 mph, just a tiny error would have caused the planes to clip or miss the buildings entirely.

The plane struck between the seventy-eighth and eighty-fourth floor of the 110-story building. It is estimated that one hundred people in the building were killed instantly, with another five hundred dying in the south tower. Eighteen people made it to safety from above the crash zone.

Now no one was in any doubt. The largest terrorist attack in history was taking place.

The Pod

There was much confusion on the day as to the nature of the second plane itself. Some witnesses, unsighted by the building, said they had seen no plane at all. Some said they saw no markings on it, or no windows, or that it was “definitely not a commercial plane.” Others said it looked “like a military plane.” One Fox reporter said he saw a blue logo on the front of the plane, but no windows on the sides. Despite all the camera angles, the plane’s steep descent made it nearly impossible to make out markings. The plane was the right size, and appeared a similar color, but none of the video footage definitively identified the plane as a United Airlines aircraft.

Several shots were taken from directly underneath the plane’s path, in the seconds before it struck the World Trade Center, and it’s here that we find cause for concern, because there appeared to be a strange attachment on the underside of the plane.

Although the bottom of a 767’s fuselage has fairings that contain the landing gear, this “pod” appeared much more pronounced. The images are quite distinct. Spanish newspaper La Vanguardia published a study in 2002 showing that the pod seen on the belly of plane was a 3D object, not a shadow, as had been claimed.

This unexpected addition to the fuselage could be a number of things. The pictures might indicate that this was extra equipment added to United 175, but it seems very unlikely that pilots and ground staff would not have noticed something so large attached to the plane’s underbelly before takeoff. Another possibility that has to be considered is that this was not United 175.

Global Hawk

While there is footage of both crashes, the only evidence we have to confirm that the two planes that hit the World Trade Center towers were indeed the flights hijacked out of Boston are the in-flight calls made by flight attendants and passengers, limited radar information, and the supposedly mistaken broadcast by Mohamed Atta, saying that he had “some planes.”

Some of the in-flight phone calls were long and detailed. Most were brief and only lasted a couple of sentences. Flight attendant Betty Ong’s call was said to have lasted twenty-three minutes, but only four minutes were recorded. Hers is the only call whose audio has been publicly released.

We also have no way of knowing who was in control of the planes. No one identified themselves as the new pilots, and apart from Atta’s “mistaken” announcement, we don’t know who was in the cockpit. The established narrative supposes that the Middle Eastern hijackers did a superb job of flying these large planes under exceptional pressure directly to their targets, hitting them pretty close to dead center. But in truth we have very little concrete information to confirm that the planes that hit the buildings were indeed the flights that we were told, and no evidence at all as to who was controlling the planes.

As will be shown in this chapter, the collapse of the twin towers was caused by controlled demolition, so it’s impossible to imagine that those responsible would have left the matter of the aircraft strikes on the buildings (without which there would have been no cause for building collapses) to a ragtag bunch of amateur pilots under the most exceptional pressure imaginable. Had the planes crashed before making it to Manhattan, or missed their targets, the entire scheme would have failed, the explosives in the buildings been found, and the greatest treason in modern history exposed. The planes had to hit the buildings.

So the question of who controlled the planes is one worth considering. Was there technology available that allowed the precise remote control of such large vessels, because remote-controlled planes, as fanciful as that may sound, would have allowed an outside agency to ensure that nothing was left to chance.

As it transpires, there was.

Raytheon

The late 1990s saw huge advances in remote-controlled flight. Global Hawk was a prototype drone that was developed primarily for the Pentagon by the Defense Advance Research Projects Agency (DARPA) at the Air War College at Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama. Maxwell was not just the home of Global Hawk. Mohamed Atta had been an enrolled student there.

Raytheon is one of America’s biggest defense and weaponry manufacturers, and the largest producer of guided missiles in the world. The company made significant advances with its Global Hawk and flight termination technology in the months before 9/11, flying a pilotless drone across the Pacific in April 2001, and in August 2001 landing a 727 six times at a military base in New Mexico without any pilots or passengers on board. Ironically, the new technology was promoted as making hijackings impossible in the future, allowing those on the ground to take control of airborne hijacked planes.

Flight Termination Systems (FTS) allowed the remote control of multiple aircraft from the ground or air, and could also take over or disable transponder channels and radio communications. This might explain why none of the 9/11 pilots (eight of them, two per plane) issued the standard four-digit 7500 emergency squawk.

The story becomes even more intriguing as a number of Raytheon employees involved in their electronic warfare division were among the passengers on all three planes that hit their targets on 9/11. Overall, a surprisingly high number of passengers, especially on flight 77, had military connections. Raytheon itself had an office on the ninety-first floor of 2 WTC (the south tower), but no employees died in their offices that day. Raytheon was also one of the defense companies involved in suspicious share trading the day before 9/11 (an unusually large number of bets were placed that Raytheon’s share price would go up, which it did, following the attacks). Raytheon also had access to the A3 fighter jet, the aircraft that many suspect was the object that hit the Pentagon.

Dov Zakheim

Which brings us to the curious figure of Dov Zakheim, a Jewish rabbi, dual Israeli citizen, and senior US intelligence career officer. Zakheim served as a foreign policy adviser to George W. Bush during the 2000 election, as part of a group led by Condoleezza Rice that called themselves “the Vulcans.” He was also a signatory to the Project for the New American Century strategy documents (published by leading neocons before George W. Bush took office) that hoped for a new Pearl Harbor to effect a transformation of the US military and the Middle East. As such, Zakheim counted as one of the most hawkish senior political figures in the United States.

By May 4, 2001, Zakheim was comptroller of the Pentagon, the man in charge of the entire Pentagon budget. All was not well in the budget office; on September 10, 2001, Zakheim (alongside Donald Rumsfeld) announced that the Pentagon had “lost” $2.3 trillion in transactions. Even by US military standards, this was a staggering sum. However, the story was never pursued, overtaken by the events of the next day. Perhaps by chance, when the Pentagon building was struck on 9/11, the area hit was Wedge 1, the budget analyst offices where staff were investigating Zakheim’s missing trillions.

Prior to taking up his role at the Pentagon, Zakheim had been CEO of a company called Systems Planning Corporation International (SPC), which developed a Flight Termination System (FTS) for the US military, providing the user the power to remotely control a variety of airborne vehicles. Using the FTS, multiple large planes could be remotely controlled, at a range of hundreds of miles, from the ground or the air.

Zakheim’s SPC secured a contract to test the FTS on at least thirty-two Boeing 767 aircraft at MacDill Air Force Base in Florida. The FTS equipment was placed on the underside of a plane’s fuselage, and was cylindrical in shape, as was the curious pod on the underside of the plane that hit the second World Trade Center tower.

A subsidiary of SPC (the Tridata Corporation) had also overseen the investigation of the 1993 World Trade Center bombings. This meant that they had complete access to blueprints, maps, and other information showing the structural details of the World Trade Center buildings.

To briefly summarize, Dov Zakheim had:

•   Access to the structural details of the World Trade Center towers.

•   Access to Boeing 767 aircraft through a deal he brokered with the Pentagon, where he subsequently took up one of the most powerful roles.

•   Cutting edge remote control aviation technology which allowed the user to take control of multiple flights in real time.

•   Membership of an extremist right-wing sect that called for the restructuring of world geopolitics, to be ushered in by a “new Pearl Harbor.”

Perhaps you find it hard to accept that the planes that struck the World Trade Center towers might not have been those we were told they were. Inside the twin towers that day, there was plenty more to raise suspicion.

Before Collapse

Fifty thousand people worked in the twin towers of the World Trade Center. If the attacks had come an hour later, the death toll might have been many multiples of the 2,606 that died there. As it was, the first strike at 8:46 a.m. occurred just as many people were arriving for work. Even then, there were around six thousand people in each of the two towers when the first plane hit.

Curiously the overall death toll on 9/11 was remarkably light, given the terrible events that took place. Consider:

•   The first impact at the WTC took place before 9:00 a.m., at which time many more people would have been at their desks.

•   At the Pentagon, the section that was struck was the only reinforced area of the building, and sparsely populated due to renovations taking place in that particular section. Striking the side of the building also caused a fraction of the number that a plummet into the roof from above would have achieved.

•   All four of the planes involved were unusually empty, most being around 30 percent capacity.

Although the death toll was utterly devastating, at every turn it could be argued that a much higher body count could have been achieved had the attackers been smarter, luckier, or more timely. Other targets, such as the Three Mile Island nuclear reactor nearby could have produced tens or hundreds of thousands of deaths if impacted by a plane.

The north tower (1 WTC) was hit first and hardest, as the plane struck the building dead center. It collapsed 102 minutes later. 2 WTC was struck second, and off center. Incongruously, it collapsed first, just fifty-six minutes later.

Workers in the south tower heard an announcement on the building’s PA, instructing them to consider an orderly evacuation, just one minute before the building was struck. Prior to that, public announcements had said that the building was secure, and that people should return to their offices. Despite this false assurance, around two-thirds of those in the south tower began evacuating in the seventeen minutes between the plane strikes, saving thousands of lives.

Both towers wobbled considerably for up to two minutes after being struck so hard from the side, but after that the buildings were, from a structural perspective, sound.

That was not the case found by those who came to help.

William Rodriguez

In the period between the plane impacts and the building collapses, a whole swathe of testimony points toward explosions taking place inside the buildings, in the lobby, around the elevators, in the basement, and on floors much lower than those damaged.

Janitor William Rodriguez, who had worked at the World Trade Center for twenty years, reported that a large explosion rocked the service levels below the ground floor (the building had six sub-levels) just prior to the impact of the first plane.

After hearing two loud explosions in quick succession, one below him and one far above, Rodriguez ran down to one of the sub-levels, and saw a huge steel door ripped from its hinges and crumpled up like a piece of tin. His co-worker had been badly burned, and had skin ripped from his arms. Four witnesses reported explosions in the basement before the impact of the first plane, including Rodriguez and Evalle Sweezer. Rodriguez’s colleague Mike Pecoraro was in the north tower’s sixth underground basement level when he heard an explosion. Making his way to C-level, which was still well underground, he found a machine shop and garage entirely destroyed.

The official explanation given to William Rodriguez for the explosions in the sub-levels was that gas tanks in the kitchens had exploded due to the impact of the plane far above. But the kitchens were all electric. There was no gas. And Rodriguez said the explosions took place before the plane hit the building, some ninety stories above where he was working.

Rodriguez’s testimony matches with an audio record made by Ginny Carr, a businesswoman who was recording a meeting being held at One Liberty Plaza, a block away from the World Trade Center. A loud boom is heard, and remarked upon by a colleague, but seven seconds later a much louder crash rings through the room. At that point the colleague says, “Sounds like something crashed.”

William Rodriguez held a full set of building access keys, and bravely made his way to the thirty-ninth floor, helping dozens of people escape, before being turned around. He was the last person alive to exit the north tower, and later personally decorated for his bravery by President Bush.

However, when Rodriguez was called to testify to the 9/11 Commission, they insisted his particular testimony was heard behind closed doors. His name doesn’t even appear in the final report, nor does any of the broad and widely reported evidence of explosions in both towers before and after the plane impacts.

The Lobby

Emergency workers arriving at the World Trade Center were puzzled by what they saw. The lobby of the north tower was devastated. Footage shot within the building shows white soot covering everything, huge marble panels ripped from the walls, and all the windows blown outwards, destruction that is hard to reconcile with an impact so many stories above.

Firemen on site one to two minutes after the first plane hit described doors being blown out on the freight elevators (which were in the middle of the building), but the other ones being OK. Each tower had ninety-nine elevators, and a three-tier system, with only three elevator shafts going to the top, so when the elevators exploded at ground level, it wasn’t the kerosene from the planes leaking downwards, as the elevator shafts were hermetically sealed.

John Schroeder, a firefighter with Engine Company 10 was on site in the north tower within ten minutes of the first plane impact. He said that it looked like a bomb had gone off in the lobby. Nearly every member of Engine Company 7 described the lobby as looking like a bomb had exploded.

Media reports on 9/11 said the FBI and police were investigating the possibility that a subway train or a van parked in the basement had exploded at the same time as the plane impact.

There can be no doubt at all that there were huge explosions in and around the lobby, given the number of witnesses. However, virtually all the firefighters who escaped and were interviewed on 9/11 reported additional explosions throughout the buildings, long after the initial impacts.

Eyewitnesses

While the 9/11 narrative was established and enshrined as unimpeachable truth in the days and weeks that followed, what could not be controlled was the media reporting on the day, and it often painted a very different picture to the one we are now told to accept.

Nearly everyone in the towers, including reporters, firefighters and the public, said that there had been secondary explosions (a phrase used again and again) caused, they thought, by bombs placed inside the buildings. But by the evening of September 11, the official line had been established and was closely followed by the media. There were no explosions, and the buildings had fallen due to fires.

Those on the ground and in the line of fire told a different story:

•   Louie Cacchioli, a firefighter with Engine Company 47, was in the first group to enter the north tower after it was struck. He found the lobby of the north tower completely destroyed. On reaching the twenty-fourth floor, Cacchioli said he found dust and smoke everywhere, which he found confusing since the plane impact was so far above him. Then he said that he “heard this huge explosion that sounded like a bomb,” then “another huge explosion … this one hits about two minutes later.” Then another. Cacchioli thought there were bombs set throughout the building, and that perhaps someone had planted them, like in the 1993 attack.

•   Teresa Veliz was a manager working for a software firm on the forty-seventh floor of the north tower. She said, “The explosions were going off everywhere. I was convinced that there were bombs planted all over the place and someone was sitting at a control panel pushing detonator buttons.”

•   Fox 5 News caught a large white cloud of smoke billowing from the base of the south tower. On air, the reporter said, “There is an explosion at the base of the building … white smoke from the bottom … something has happened at the base of the building … then another explosion.”

•   NBC aired a report in which a journalist discussed a conversation he had had with Albert Terry of the Fire Department of New York (FDNY). “[Terry] said there was another explosion that took place in one of the towers here … he thinks that there were actually devices that were planted in the building.”

•   Fireman Paul Isaac Jr. said, “Many other firemen know there were bombs in the buildings … but they are afraid for their jobs to admit it because the higher-ups forbid discussion of this fact.”

Over 118 New York City firefighters and many others spoke of explosions inside the buildings, including in the lobbies, well before the point of collapse. Interview after interview broadcast on 9/11 (and not since) featured witnesses reporting damage where there should not have been any, and explosions continuing to ring through the lower part of the buildings as they tried to escape.

The twenty-second floor was the control and security center for the building. It was reported to have been totally destroyed, while the twenty-first and twenty-third floors were undamaged. Others spoke of explosions throwing them backward as they made their way through the eighth floor.

Nearly all of the FDNY firefighters’ official testimony was retained by the City of New York, until the New York Times won a Freedom of Information lawsuit that forced the release of the records on August 8, 2005.

Looking at the number of television interviews taken on 9/11 in which eyewitnesses report explosions rocking the lower sections of the buildings, it’s extraordinary how so very many of them flat out contradict what is now the official established narrative. It’s an amazing example of how a broad raft of testimony, broadcast on the day of a major event, can be ignored, and a subsequent story can be propagated and accepted by the public, despite these obvious inconsistencies.

What does match these reports of explosions is the idea of controlled demolition, with explosives cutting the central columns of the buildings and in the basements, preparing them to be brought down.

Reaching the Fires

The official story is, essentially, that the damage caused by the plane impacts and subsequent fires weakened each building’s fundamental structure enough to initiate collapse, and that once collapse commenced, the complete destruction of the buildings was inevitable.

This is utter nonsense.

Despite the spectacular fireballs that erupted when the planes impacted the buildings, the jet fuel burned up entirely in a few minutes. What was left to burn was office furnishings (carpet, desks, chairs, paper, etc.). Offices do not provide a huge amount of fuel for a fire, and most materials would have been consumed in a short space of time.

We think of firefighters as brave and rugged individuals, plunging into burning infernos to save souls. They are all that and more, but what they are not is suicidal. Firefighters are trained to take calculated risks, and specifically told not to enter buildings that will imminently collapse. Their role is to be brave, wise, and to stay alive. So it’s clear the FDNY did not think the buildings would collapse. As evidenced later in the day when Building 7 of the World Trade Center collapsed, if the chiefs had seen any possibility of complete structural failure, they would have ordered a full evacuation. As it was, the doomed heroes poured into the buildings to put out the fires and rescue the people.

Firefighters are by far the most admired public servants in New York City and when one dies on the job, the grief is long-lasting. The police are known as The Finest, firefighters as The Bravest. On 9/11, 343 lost their lives, more than the total in the previous one hundred years.

Forty-five-year-old Battalion Chief Orio Palmer led a team of firefighters into the south tower and climbed thirty-seven flights of stairs in order to reach the seventy-eighth floor (the crash site) with his colleague Fire Marshal Ronald Bucca. Palmer calmly reported on his radio two isolated pockets of fire, no overwhelming heat, and that he thought they should be able to knock it down with two hose lines. Chief Palmer said he required only two engine companies to fight the fires. It seemed there was a good chance that a full inferno could be avoided, and that the fires could be extinguished.

But then events began to defy expectation. The building collapsed to the ground.

Fire and Energy

To understand the nature of fire and energy, especially in relation to weakening steel, we require a quick physics lesson. A diffuse flame, such as you find in a domestic fireplace, is materials burning in air. Diffuse flames generate the lowest heat intensities of the three types of fire (diffuse, pre-mixed, and jet). A wood fire normally burns at a temperature in the region of 930–1,112°F; however, tests have shown that fires in office buildings usually don’t exceed 680°F. Diffuse kerosene (jet fuel) fires might briefly achieve 1,832°, but burn out very quickly and the fire temperature drops, as was witnessed after the plane strikes.

The fires at the World Trade Center were obviously diffuse. They were also oxygen poor, as we can see from the thick black smoke that poured from the buildings. Television pictures showed little or no flames pouring from the windows. Some people trapped above the fires in the south tower managed to pass through the burning area impacted by the plane and make it safely out of the building. Some unfortunate souls stood in the broken windows, waving in the hope of getting help. Yet the fires in the buildings were said to have been strong enough to melt structural steel. These two things simply don’t go together.

Not only did the fires lack the requisite heat, they were not large, when compared to recent examples we have of extensive fires burning through many floors of high-rise buildings for long periods. For example:

•   On October 17, 2004, a massive fire at the Parque Central Complex, a fifty-story tower (and the country’s tallest building) in Caracas, Venezuela, burned for seventeen hours and engulfed the top twenty floors. It stands to this day.

•   On February 23, 1991, the thirty-eight-story One Meridian Plaza in Philadelphia burned for eighteen hours through eight floors. A FEMA report into the fire said that some beams sagged and twisted from the intense heat, but that the columns had supported the loads above without obvious damage.

•   On February 12, 2005, in Madrid, Spain, the Windsor Hotel, a thirty-two-story skyscraper, burned for twenty hours throughout the entire building. It was described as an inferno. It did not collapse.

•   On February 9, 2009, the Beijing Television Cultural Center, a thirty-four-story building which was filled with fireworks for export, caught on fire and burned intensely, creating a genuine towering inferno. Again, it did not collapse.

In these examples the structural steel supporting the buildings was exposed to large, active fires for very long periods, and showed no sign of coming close to collapse. Plenty of tall buildings catch fire, there are on average over one hundred fire emergencies per year in buildings thirteen stories or more. You will search in vain for a steel-framed building that collapsed due to fire. It just doesn’t happen.

None of these other building fires involved being hit by planes, you might cry. True, of course. But the twin towers can demonstrably be shown to have survived the plane impacts. After the fireball and some wobbling, the buildings were entirely stable.

The north and south towers of the World Trade Center were unusually robust. An article in Scientific American magazine said that nowadays, “they just don’t build them as tough.” The towers’ architect Minoru Yamasaki had known what a symbol and a target these buildings would be. He built the towers to withstand the force of multiple 707 impacts. Frank DeMartini, the construction manager, and the buildings structural engineers all agreed that the impact of fully loaded 707s could easily be sustained. 707s were the largest commercial planes at the time of the World Trade Center construction. 767s are larger, but not by very much.

All tall buildings are over-engineered, meaning they are designed to withstand multiples of the expected normal loads, precisely to avoid any danger of collapse. Steel used in high-rise buildings must be able to hold five times its normal load. Think of the immense lateral pressure that hurricane-force winds place on tall buildings. These have to be resisted.

Each of the towers was 1,300 feet tall. When they were built they were the tallest buildings in the world. To support them, there were forty-seven steel columns in the central core of the building, and 240 around the perimeter (with each column being far thicker at the bottom than at the top, like a tree-trunk).

The floor framing (support) system was complex, and designed to be highly redundant. Redundancy is a basic design tenet of high-rise building construction, and describes a design whereby any damage to one section passes the load evenly to other sections. A simple explanation is as follows: imagine taking a screen door and turning it ninety degrees, so it’s flat like a tray. Put a plate on top, then cut five or six of the screen strands. The structure has been damaged, but doesn’t collapse and the plate doesn’t fall—the weight transfers evenly to the undamaged sections of the screen.

Many respected engineers have said that despite the dramatic fireball, the impact of the planes would have been relatively insignificant because the columns lost on impact would not have been numerous when compared to the overall number, and the load would have shifted to the remaining columns in this highly redundant structure. On 9/11, with little or no wind, the building was probably not encountering even one-third of its base stress capability.

Steel loses half its strength at 1,202° (and melts at 2,800°), but it takes a long time for thick structural steel to reach this sort of temperature. With the building’s entire structural strength halved by the steel reaching 1,202° (which simply could not have taken place in the short time during which the buildings were on fire), the over-engineered nature of each tower meant that they still would have had 2–3 times the strength required to support the structure above the damaged area. A much higher temperature and greater reduction in steel strength was required in order for the buildings to collapse.

Steel also conducts heat very well, so not only was a hot fire required, it needed to be applied for a long time in order to raise large enough sections of the structural steel to the temperatures required for collapse. The external façade of the building was made from aluminum, which melts at 1,220°, less than half that of steel. If the fires in the buildings were hot enough to weaken structural steel to the point of collapse, why did we see no evidence of melting aluminum nearby?

Note also the difference between temperature and energy. A flaming match has a high temperature, but low energy. Only a large fire that burned for a long time with very high-heat would have been capable of melting the structural steel in the buildings. And the steel could not have become hotter than the temperature of the fire applied to it.

One simple example of steel at work is the gas cooker in your kitchen. Turn on the heat, and a blue flame of forced gas is fed directly under the steel structure on which you place a pot to cook. This flame is, of course, much hotter than an office fire (natural gas burns at over 3,452°), and it’s applied specifically and directly onto the steel, which is just a half inch away. Leave the gas running for an hour. A relatively large amount of heat has been applied directly to a small piece of steel for a long time. But the steel doesn’t melt, lose its strength, or collapse. It’s not even weakened.

Damaged by a plane’s impact or not, how could very thick structural steel, capable of holding up a huge building, lose so much of its strength due to fires that (after the first minute or so) were fed only by office equipment and furnishings?

The very high temperatures required to melt steel can only be produced by special equipment such as a welding torch or cutting charges. Such temperatures absolutely cannot be reached in an office fire. Not even close. If the fires were hot enough to melt steel, firefighter Orio Palmer couldn’t have got anywhere near them.

So we’re left with a situation where we are told that the intense heat of the fires melted the structural steel, but all evidence suggests that there is no way that could have happened. We’re missing nearly a thousand degrees.

What happened next was entirely unexpected and unprecedented. I can find no record of any individual on television or radio that even speculated that the buildings might collapse, even partially, before the first one did. Yet within twenty-nine minutes, both towers collapsed at enormous pace and disintegrated entirely.

Even Robert Shea, who ran the insurance side of FEMA, said, “No one believed that those towers would fall.”

Rudy Giuliani

This was not the case with New York Mayor Rudolph “Rudy” Giuliani, who told ABC’s Peter Jennings on the morning of 9/11 that he had been in a temporary command and control center at 75 Barclay Street when he was warned that the twin towers were going to collapse, and that the south tower had indeed collapsed before he and his staff could evacuate, leaving them trapped for ten to fifteen minutes.

What is not clear is who told Giuliani of this impending collapse, since firefighters (trained to look for signs of structural failure) were still pouring into the buildings and no one else on site appears to have suggested it could happen. It’s also unclear if Giuliani attempted to pass this warning to those most at risk.

When Giuliani testified to the 9/11 Commission in May 2004, his testimony was slightly different, and mentioned no prior warning of the towers imminent collapse.

Memories can change over time, especially of traumatic events, but time also affords people the opportunity, consciously or unconsciously, to shape stories to better fit the way they want things to be remembered. Giuliani’s ABC interview on 9/11 is much more likely to have been the unadulterated truth than his testimony two and a half years later, so it is vitally important to find out who told Rudolph Giuliani that the towers were going to collapse.

Senior staff at the FDNY were also apparently in receipt of warnings that the buildings were not stable just minutes before the first collapse; these reports came from the Office of Emergency Management (OEM), which was under Giuliani’s control. This leaves us in a quandary. If the warnings came from the OEM, which was under Giuliani’s control, and Giuliani himself said he received warnings that the buildings were unstable, who was behind this information, since virtually no one else appears to have anticipated collapse as a possibility?

The 9/11 Commission failed to ask these questions.

How The Towers Fell

Most controlled demolition techniques involve the removal of the central core of the building before the floors are blown out one by one. The north tower had a transmission antenna on its roof which was clearly seen to dip and fall, moments before the collapse of the top section (which started much lower than the roof level). This was a phenomenon also seen in the collapse of Building 7, and strongly suggests that the collapse started with the destruction of the central core of the buildings. Had the most likely explanation for the building collapses (that of controlled demolition) been accepted, the antenna dip would have been seen as a classic characteristic of the beginning of a demolition process.

The collapses of both twin towers were virtually identical, despite the plane impacts being at different heights and one being off-center. The collapse characteristics are as follows:

•   The collapses started very suddenly. No portion of the buildings appeared to show any sign of failure before collapse commenced.

•   Once commenced, the entire structure was destroyed in seconds.

•   The buildings collapsed downward, through themselves (they did not topple over).

•   Huge dust and debris clouds mushroomed outward during the collapse, indicating forces working laterally as well as vertically.

•   Squibs (lateral explosions of air, blowing out windows) were observed during the collapses, much below the area that was disintegrating. These were officially explained as compressed air caused by the collapsing building above, but the structure above was in the process of being destroyed—it had very little capability to contain and compress air. What is much more likely is what was in plain sight: squibs caused by controlled demolition charges ripping through the building cores.

•   Enormous clouds of pyroclastic dust were caused, and billowed through the streets.

•   The intact portions of the buildings appeared to offer little or no resistance to the falling debris.

Lack of Resistance

Both buildings collapsed at nearly free-fall speed. The lack of resistance from the lower levels of the buildings is possibly the most troubling aspect of their destruction, since there is nothing within the official 9/11 narrative that can explain why such incredibly strong, sturdy building structures failed to stop or even slow the falling sections. This defies the Law of Conservation of Momentum, one of the most fundamental laws of physics.

It is estimated that the tops of the buildings reached the ground in around sixteen seconds, when free fall would have taken around ten seconds. So the entire undamaged sections of these huge structures only slowed the complete destruction of the buildings by six seconds, not just failing to stop the collapses, but not even slowing them down.

Even if each floor had produced only a small amount of resistance (though this makes no sense and is utterly opposed to the rules of engineering and physics)—say each floor slowed the fall by just half of one second—then each building collapse would have taken more than forty seconds.

Suspending disbelief, and assuming that somehow the steel structure was sufficiently weakened to initiate a collapse, the first thing to be expected would have been a partial failure. Whichever part of the building was the most weakened would have crumpled, meaning the top would have buckled, kinked, or fallen in one direction. None of these were observed. The fall was straight down, demolishing all that stood below. One hundred thousand tons of structural steel in each building. Virtually no resistance whatsoever.

Any falling object tries to pass through the path of least resistance, but on 9/11 the buildings fell right through the path of highest resistance—the undamaged structure below.

For the buildings to fall as they did (suddenly, and straight down), failure of the structural steel causing the collapses to commence would have needed to be entirely symmetrical, with hundreds of joints failing simultaneously on all 287 exterior and interior columns. This is clearly an absurd suggestion.

Finally, as the buildings fell, they appeared to be pulverized. What was producing the energy to cause these falling steel and concrete structures to dissolve into dust in midair?

At first glance, the argument that planes hitting the towers caused fires and eventual collapse seems a reasonable proposition, but it only takes a small amount of reason and deduction to understand that:

•   The planes clearly did not mortally wound the support structure of the buildings. They withstood the impact and remained stable.

•   While the fireballs were shocking, the subsequent fires appear to have been relatively small, relatively brief, and burned at low temperatures.

•   To believe that structural steel was melted, we are missing nearly a thousand degrees.

•   Theoretically, once the collapses began they required a statistically impossible event to occur: all supports failing at the same time, to make the buildings commence collapsing straight down. In two separate buildings.

•   The undamaged structure below offered virtually no resistance to the objects falling from above, entirely contrary to the most basic laws of physics and engineering.

•   Something other than gravity provided the energy to throw huge pieces of steel great distances outwards, and to dissolve concrete into dust in midair.

Faced with this, it is impossible not to conclude that there were other forces at work that initiated and sustained the swift collapse of these huge buildings.

Evidence of Explosive Forces

The government’s explanation for the building collapses was really just armchair physics, molding theories to a pre-set idea (that the towers fell due to fires), and working backwards to try and make things fit. It was the opposite of science, and not an investigative method worthy of the name.

Even using vast leaps of logic and imaginative stretches of reality, the official explanation is demonstrably nonsense. It is so transparently false that it is remarkable how the story was presented, promoted, and swallowed, when virtually none of it holds water.

Another theory for the building collapses, however unlikely at first glance, provides a much more viable match to the events on the day.

While defenders of the official story have to contort logic and scientific laws to render fire-induced collapse at free-fall speed possible, controlled demolition basks in the simplicity that comes when all the evidence matches the theory. The collapse of the two twin tower buildings matches none of the official explanations and all of the alternate theory, in which pre-placed explosives brought down the towers.

Eyewitnesses also reported precisely what would have been expected during a controlled demolition:

•   Fireman Dennis Tardio said, “Floor by floor it started popping out … it was [as] if they had detonators and they planned to take out a building … boom, boom, boom.”

•   Ross Milanytch saw the collapse of one tower from the twenty-second floor of a nearby building and said he saw small explosions on each floor as the building came down.

•   Paramedic Daniel Rivera said, “Do you ever see professional demolitions where they set the charges on certain floors and then you hear pop, pop, pop, pop, pop? I thought it was that.”

•   An eyewitness told the American Free Press he saw a number of bright lights emitting from each floor between the tenth and fifteenth floors, and heard crackling noises just before the collapse began.

•   Assistant Fire Commissioner Stephen Gregory said he saw “low level flashes” and said a colleague had reported the same thing. Both of them told each other, as they wanted to be sure their eyes weren’t deceiving them. The flashes they saw were at the lower levels of the building.

Many near the buildings also reported loud explosions in a rapid sequence—boom, boom, boom—as the buildings began to fall. Firemen and others nearby reported flashes of light and explosions in upper floors of the north tower, and in lower floors of the south tower, far below the plane impact location, just before collapse.

Controlled demolition is, as the name suggests, a means of destruction that aims to control the collapse of a building (and normally to minimize damage to nearby property). Pre-placed cutting charges or explosives remove all building columns and supports simultaneously, allowing a building to fall quickly and neatly into its own footprint (the shape of the building at ground level).

We are all familiar with the sight of a building being demolished. Demolitions make for good TV and nice spots to end the nightly news. Most demolitions of tall, thin buildings take place with the bottom of the building being taken out and a swift collapse in a straight line downwards. However, there are other methods, used for different structure types (for example, football stadiums, which are wide, not tall), or for when there are different demands on the ground. One such method is called the Verinage Technique, which commences collapse higher up on a tall tower, and allows the top portion of the building to destroy the lower section, without the need for explosives. Look it up on YouTube. The videos all look like the way the twin towers fell.

Although the building collapses started at or near the levels where the planes had impacted, what happened in the subsequent seconds had several bizarre traits that are impossible to square with the idea of fire-induced collapse.

Firstly, while the top sections of the buildings (as they began to collapse) fell straight down, the building structure at and below the plane impacts did not just fall downward, it crumbled to dust in midair.

Although there were hundreds of cameras trained on the buildings, some recorded images from angles most people are less familiar with. In particular, footage taken close to the towers captured both the sound of buildings being obliterated and the impression that the buildings were exploding, or disintegrating, in a rapidly and regularly timed progression, some distance below the area where the collapse was taking place. The best view of this is during a movie produced by the awkwardly named Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth. Their movie, available free on the internet, features footage (around the fifty-two minute mark) that I defy anyone to watch without concluding that the buildings were being demolished during the collapse.

As the collapses progressed, the falling debris formed an umbrella shape, as concrete and steel flew outwards from the centers of the buildings. Huge plumes of dust and enormous steel beams were ejected horizontally with such force that nearby buildings were enveloped even before the collapses had finished. Many were badly damaged by large steel girders and building sections that had been ejected laterally. A steel section from one tower weighing three hundred tons embedded itself in the southeast corner of the American Express building, travelling 390 feet.

Gravity works toward the center of the Earth. Something produced the energy to cause these huge beams and dust clouds to move sideways. Especially with the steel, some of which was very substantial, it would have taken huge forces to eject matter laterally.

Pyroclastic clouds are typically seen when volcanoes erupt. These clouds (pyroclast is a Greek word meaning “broken into pieces”) are caused by the vast amount of energy released during eruption, pulverizing rock and other matter to a fine powder. The clouds have a distinctive billowing shape, and often contain huge amounts of heat, something many of those trapped on the ground on 9/11 spoke of.

Similarly, cutting charges or explosives used in building demolition quickly produce very high levels of energy and heat, and cause the distinctively shaped clouds. What does not cause a pyroclastic cloud is a building collapse initiated by something other than explosives.

When the dust cleared, rescuers found very little intact from the one hundred thousand tons of structural concrete that had been in each building. It had almost all been pulverized to a dust so fine that footsteps on the ground made no sound.

A number of studies have tried to calculate the energy required to pulverize the building’s concrete to a sixty-micron powder (many reports indicate the dust was much finer, around ten microns), and reported that over ten times more energy was required than would have been available simply through gravity. Video evidence also showed a great deal of fine dust being ejected very early in the collapse, when the forces at work were much smaller.

In tragic circumstances, such as when an earthquake has caused a concrete building to fall, we generally see the concrete having been broken into large pieces, and very little fine dust. A falling building has a great deal of energy, but there is no historical example of that energy’s potential being so great as to convert concrete into dust. Even concrete slabs dropped from one hundred stories up would just break up on impact with the ground. They would not be reduced to dust.

On the ground, each piece of structural steel was found in short sections. Almost every piece had broken at the joints. Only about seven stories of the north tower were still in place, the girders splayed. The south tower was just a two-story heap of rubble. The last survivor was pulled from the wreckage on the morning of September 13. The building collapses killed many, but wounded few. From then on, all that was found was body parts. One firefighter said the parts were so small it was as if everyone had been pulverized. It was a striking feature of the collapse of two one hundred-story buildings that everything inside had been so devastatingly shredded. This may seem logical given the enormity of the event, but it is not something normally found in building collapses.

All of these observations seem impossible to reconcile with a structure falling simply through the effects of gravity. But controlled demolition is a perfect fit.

Mark Loizeaux

The controlled demolition of large buildings is a highly specialized field. There is little evidence that the US armed forces retain this skill. Normally when the army destroys a building it is in the heat of battle, with little thought to the structural consequences of firing bullets and missiles.

In fact, only a handful of civilian companies in the world are skilled enough to carry out controlled demolitions in city areas, given the necessity of minimizing damage to adjacent buildings.

Eleven days after the attacks, Mayor Giuliani accepted a preliminary cleanup plan from Controlled Demolition Inc., the same firm who (with undue haste) had demolished the still standing structure left after the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building bombing in Oklahoma six years before.

Mark Loizeaux, president of Controlled Demolition Inc., appears to have been one of the only people who predicted the towers would fall. He told John Seabrook at the New Yorker that he knew the towers would fall “within a nanosecond” of the plane strikes.

Although cleanup plans for fallen buildings was within Controlled Demolition’s scope, the main activity of the business is the safe destruction of tall buildings. In the three years prior to 9/11, the firm set world records for the demolition of large buildings and structures, including the largest single building ever brought down (at the time), in Detroit, Michigan. Had Controlled Demolition been tasked with the destruction of the three World Trade Center towers, it was one of the few businesses in the world with the technical skills to do so.

The company states, “Our DREXS systems segment steel components into pieces matching the lifting capacity of the available equipment,” and that cut pieces of steel fit perfectly onto the trucks designated to remove them, as was the case at the World Trade Center. Loizeaux has also stated that the number of different cutting charges now available allow his business to control not just timing, but noise levels and other factors in bringing down buildings.

In 2004, Loizeaux, a man made rich by the attacks, confirmed the existence of molten steel in the rubble at the bottom of the elevator shafts, and said, “If I were to bring the towers down I would put explosives in the basement to get the weight of the building to help collapse the structure.” Few men on earth were better placed to have known how to do it.

Thermite

It’s important to distinguish here between conventional explosives (such as TNT) and cutting charges. Explosives like TNT make loud, noticeable bangs, and while this noise can be deadened somewhat, it rarely is, as controlled demolitions are always conducted at a known time and place, with people removed a safe distance from the explosions.

Thermite, an incendiary, is the most commonly used cutter in non-TNT demolitions. It is a mixture of iron oxide and aluminum powder, and when ignited reaches incredibly high temperatures, slicing through or even evaporating steel in seconds. Thermite is widely used by the military, as well as in fireworks and underwater welding.

There are other types of similar cutters available. Thermate (which uses thermite with sulfur) works even faster. It produces sulfidation of cut steel, something even FEMA’s report said was present in the few recovered steel beams that were not quickly shipped off to China. FEMA called the presence of sulfur a mystery. No explanation was given.

The fastest known cutting charges are superthermites, using nano-aluminum particles to improve cutting to an explosive speed. Superthermites were developed by the US military, and in 2001 there was a very small number of producers of these charges in the world; none of them civilian.

Cutting charges make a large amount of noise, but are not comparable to TNT. Charges are used by controlled demolition companies to slice through multiple floor supports in rapid succession, so as to totally destroy the skeleton of a building and bring it down rapidly, in a straight line.

Although the cleanup around the World Trade Center commenced with indecent haste (within hours of sunset on 9/11), small samples of dust were collected and analyzed by scientists around the world. Many have found residue of thermite and nano-thermite in the dust. Three different dust samples were tested by three independent experts (the United States Geological Survey (USGS), the RJ Lee Group, and Dr. Steven E. Jones). All agreed thermite was present. There can be no logical explanation, except for the obvious and disturbing one. Thermite particles don’t feature in building construction, nor does anything remotely like them.

Barium, a toxic metal associated with thermate, was also found in the dust. Due to its toxicity barium is rarely found in civilian settings. There is no reason for such a metal to be present in the WTC dust, unless it was a product of cutting charges.

Removing the Steel

If thermite was indeed used to bring down the buildings, an examination of the structural steel could easily show evidence of its presence through “twinning,” a term metallurgists use when two disparate items burn next to each other at high temperatures.

Steel beams from the twin towers held primary evidence to further our understanding of how and why the buildings fell. Given that the two events were the largest building collapses in history, it was vital to understand how such unprecedented events took place, and the chemicals within the steel that held the buildings up could provide incontrovertible evidence as to what was behind their failure.

However, Rudy Giuliani used the excuse that his term as mayor was ending on December 31 to order the removal of the shattered steel as fast as possible, before any examination could take place, defying all norms relating to the investigation of a crime scene. Almost immediately, all 240,000 tons of steel from the three WTC buildings were quickly shipped to the ghoulishly named “Fresh Kills” scrapyard, just ten miles away, then exported on ships to China and Korea for recycling as quickly as they could be loaded. This was in clear violation of engineering and accident codes, and prevented nearly all analysis. It is a federal offense to remove evidence from a crime scene, but the removal of steel at ground zero—a phrase previously used to denote the location of a nuclear explosion—was overseen by federal agents.

There is seemingly no explanation for the haste with which this was done. It was certainly not because there might have been people alive under the wreckage, as the heavy lifting equipment used took no account of possible life beneath. No one died at Building 7, and the steel there was just as quickly removed. On December 25, 2001, the New York Times complained that the steel removal meant that “definitive answers” might “never be known” as to what had caused the structural failures.

Ground zero was sealed from the public eye almost as soon as the dust had settled, and Giuliani famously ordered that no photos were permitted. Despite this, several pictures were taken, and showed the massive steel beams that supported the building had been cut in a diagonal manner. Shaped charges cut structural steel at a chevron-shaped angle, ensuring the building falls just as is required. The cut pieces of steel seemed inexplicable if the building had simply collapsed, and entirely consistent with building demolition methods.

Charmingly, some of the small amount of steel that was retained was re-forged into commemorative medallions.

Molten Steel

In the final minutes before the south tower collapsed, an odd thing happened. Molten metal, yellow in color, was observed flowing out of several upper windows. Given the fires inside were burning up filing cabinets, desks, and paper, it’s hard to imagine what produced the immense temperatures required to melt metal.

But the real mystery was found after the buildings collapsed.

Huge quantities of molten steel were found at the bottom of the wreckage of all three buildings, and there was an enormous amount of heat left in the smoldering ground.

Despite heavy rains on September 14 and constant water from firefighters that formed a lake on the surface, the underground fires didn’t go out until December 13, three months after the attacks. They remain the longest structural fires in history.

Thermal camera images captured from above recorded astonishing temperatures under the ground. Firemen reported the soles of their boots melting seven days after the collapses.

One of the FDNY crews interviewed after 9/11 said, “You would see molten steel [under the wreckage] running down the channel rails, like you’re in a foundry.” Dr. Keith Eaton wrote in the Structural Engineer journal about metal that was still “red-hot, weeks after the event.” Leslie Robertson, who worked for the company that designed the towers, said that twenty-one days after the attacks, “molten steel was still running.”

Many steel beams pulled from the depths of the rubble had dripping molten steel at their ends. A photograph taken by worker Frank Silecchia shows a beam apparently close to a molten state being removed from the wreckage weeks after 9/11.

The official cleanup crew reported finding most of the hot-spots of molten steel at the bottom of the elevator shafts, down seven (basement levels). This is precisely where hot-spots would be expected if controlled demolition was the cause of the collapses, since the elevator shafts were centrally located next to the structural columns of the towers.

No plausible explanation has been given as to why relatively small office fires and building collapses could have created enough energy to cause this enormous heat, and there was no reason to expect such long-lasting underground fires and molten steel. Buildings that fall down, even huge ones on fire, simply don’t have enough energy to melt large quantities of metal, or to keep that metal molten for weeks, especially without oxygen.

The three major official government reports by the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST), FEMA, and the 9/11 Commission found one simple way of dealing with the issue. They didn’t mention the molten metal at all.

Demolition experts (such as Brent Blanchard, who writes extensively for the explosive demolition industry) have stated that molten metal has never been observed at the site of any building that has collapsed or suffered a major fire, unless thermite or a similar incendiary had been used as part of a controlled demolition.

However, one ready explanation for the extraordinary heat and the molten steel is the use of thermite as a cutting charge. A byproduct of the use of thermite is large quantities of molten iron. The other byproduct, aluminum oxide, provides its own oxygen, requiring no exposure to air to keep burning. The reaction can’t be smothered or doused by water.

The molten steel in the wreckage of the three collapsed towers, seen and reported by dozens of people, represents undeniable evidence of the use of cutting charges to bring the buildings down. Nothing else can explain the huge energy and heat required to produce such large quantities of liquid metal, nor water’s inability to douse the incredibly long-lasting fires.

How Explosives Could Have Been Planted

To contemplate pre-placed explosives in the buildings takes us to some dark places. These can be uncomfortable to examine.

The twin towers were some of the most secure civilian buildings in America, especially so after the 1993 bombing. They remain the largest buildings ever to have collapsed.

Demolition requires access to the central columns that support a building. These columns are normally next to the elevator shafts, which are mostly located centrally in tall buildings. It takes weeks or months to prepare for a successful controlled demolition, and this was the biggest in human history. If the buildings were brought down deliberately, preparations would have had to be carried out clandestinely, right under the noses of the people working there.

In order to believe that explosives had been placed throughout the buildings, we would need evidence of unusual happenings in the months leading up to 9/11, of work on or near the elevator shafts, of building evacuations (so as to leave the plotters undisturbed at certain points), and of some kind of involvement from insiders, since it is inconceivable that such work could take place without the connivance of those in charge.

All of these have been reported and documented.

Scott Forbes, who worked for Fiduciary Trust in the World Trade Center, wrote a letter that was subsequently published, in which he said, “In 2001 we occupied floors 90 and 94–97 of the south tower, and lost 87 employees plus many contractors [on 9/11]. On the weekend of [September 8–9, just 48 hours before the attacks] … there was a power down condition in [2 WTC], the south tower. This power down condition meant that there was no electrical supply for approximately 36 hours from floor 50 up … of course, without power there were no security cameras, no security locks on doors, [even while] many, many engineers [were] coming in and out of the tower.” Forbes saw what he described as “guys with huge toolboxes and reels of cable” coming in and out of the building that weekend. The power down was corroborated by William Rodriguez, the building’s janitor, as well as Gary Corbett, another Fiduciary employee.

Forbes worked all weekend managing the power down, and took September 11 off. When he saw the towers fall from his New Jersey home, he immediately thought of the events of the previous weekend.

Despite the testimony from tenants who were present at the time, no authority has yet acknowledged this power down, which Forbes called unprecedented. Forbes mailed his information to a number of bodies, including the 9/11 Commission, who completely ignored it.

Ben Fountain, an analyst with Firemen’s Fund who worked in the south tower, also reported a number of unusual evacuations of the building in the weeks prior to the attacks.

The entire elevator system at the World Trade Center had been upgraded by the ACE Elevator Company from 1994 to 2000, giving workers ample access to the building’s infrastructure, both day and night. In the months before 9/11, staff reported several elevators were constantly out of service. This is hardly unusual, but would be expected were final preparations being made for a building demolition.

Some WTC personnel reported heightened security, including twelve-hour shifts for security staff, in the two to three weeks prior to the attacks, which was lifted five days before 9/11. Bomb-sniffing dogs, trained to smell even the tiniest trace of explosives, were removed from the regular security roster in the three weeks prior to the attacks.

The act of drilling and installing explosives and cutting charges in the central columns of the building would have caused a lot of dust to float through the ventilation shafts of the building. Sure enough, tenants have testified that their offices and reception areas were often caked in dust while the elevator work was taking place.

Now, a dusty desk doesn’t mean someone is putting explosives in your building, but it is what you would expect if that actually was the case.

What is most interesting is the involvement of Kroll Associates, a security consultancy firm who revamped security at the World Trade Center after the 1993 bombing. The company was closely linked to the CIA and Mossad, and known as the CIA of Wall Street because of the shady kind of people they employed. After the 1993 attack, Kroll was hired to design a new security system, and four contracting companies employed to implement and install it. All four contractors had significant ties to Saudi Arabia.

The firm that handled much of the security at the World Trade Center between 1996 and 9/11 was Stratesec (formerly Securacom). Stratesec installed the new security system in the buildings between 1996 and 2000, and also provided security for United and American Airlines (whose planes were hijacked on 9/11), as well as Dulles Airport, where flight 77 took off.

Marvin Bush, the president’s brother, was a director of Stratesec from 1993 to 2000, and Wirt Dexter Walker III, the president’s distant cousin, was CEO from 1999 to January 2002, and served as chairman of the board.

Just to recap, a company with two key principles who were related to the president upgraded the fireproofing and security system at the buildings attacked on 9/11, provided security at airports used on 9/11, and for the airlines hijacked on 9/11.

To be sure, none of this represents proof that Stratesec or Kroll were behind the placing of explosives through the World Trade Center, but if you made a list of the various on-site requirements in order to do such a thing, every box here is ticked. And if you wish to look into how murky this nexus of companies really is, read the following.

Stratesec also provided security for Los Alamos National Laboratory, one of the only known places on earth acknowledged to have the technology to produce nano-thermite. Los Alamos was also a world leader in voice morphing technology, which some have suggested was used to fake calls from the hijacked planes

While at Stratesec, Wirt Walker hired several staff from the Carlyle Group, which had bin Laden family members as investors and the President’s father on the board. In addition, the Carlyle Group was having a meeting in Washington on 9/11, at which George H. W. Bush, James A. Baker, and Osama bin Laden’s brother Shafig were attending.

It’s also worth noting that immediately after the attacks, the share price of Stratesec nearly doubled, despite the worst security failures in history. From September 6–10, 2001, Wirt Walker bought fifty-six thousand Stratesec shares. The doubling of the share price just a week after 9/11 netted him a substantial profit. How on earth could the CEO of a company providing security at the World Trade Center buying shares in the most suspicious manner possible not be investigated for insider trading, at the very least?

Despite this security spider web, the power-downs, evacuations, and security changes prior to 9/11 were not mentioned in the 9/11 Commission report. Stratesec’s name does not appear once.

Larry Silverstein

“Lucky” Larry Silverstein seemed to lead a charmed life. A successful real estate entrepreneur and dual American-Israeli citizen, Silverstein headed a consortium (including Frank Lowy of Westfield America) that took out a privately held 99-year lease on the previously Port Authority-owned World Trade Center complex for $3.2 billion on July 24, 2001, just seven weeks before 9/11. Silverstein Properties already owned World Trade Center Building 7.

Silverstein immediately negotiated a new $3.5 billion insurance policy on the properties that specifically covered terrorism, doubling the previous coverage and ensuring a huge payout in the event that the buildings were destroyed. Silverstein Properties itself invested only $14 million in the lease deal.

It was a strange investment. The towers were perceived as white elephants, and were losing money for the Port Authority. The so-called “Masters of the Universe” (leaders of the huge banking and brokerage houses of New York) had long since left the World Trade Center complex for more well-appointed offices nearby in lower Manhattan. Though the devastation of 9/11 was profound, the major institutions ruling the financial sector were left mostly untouched.

The buildings were in a poor state of repair, with middle-tier tenants and significant structural issues, such as the huge amount of asbestos in the buildings that required addressing. The cost of fixing the asbestos issues alone was expected to run to over $1 billion.

When asked why he bought the World Trade Center buildings, Silverstein said, “I felt a compelling urge to own them.”

Silverstein dined every morning, virtually without fail, at Windows on the World, the restaurant at the top of the north tower. Had he been there, he would have been killed. But on 9/11, “Lucky Larry” claimed to have had an appointment with his dermatologist. It has been rumored that one of his bodyguards said Silverstein in fact received a phone call hours before the attacks, warning him to stay away. The whole family was fortunate—Silverstein’s daughter, who worked in Building 7, also decided not to attend work that day.

Silverstein was a very close friend of Israeli Prime Ministers Ariel Sharon and Benjamin Netanyahu, the latter of whom was in New York on 9/11 and in London for the 2005 underground attacks (and on 9/11 quickly said the attacks were of benefit to Israel). They were said to speak by phone every weekend. Silverstein was also extremely well connected with other senior members of the Jewish-American community, as was his partner in the WTC buyout, Frank Lowy.

With our knowledge of the massive Israeli spy ring (see Chapter 9) that at the very least was tailing the hijackers and Silverstein’s close connection to the heads of Israeli government, it is by no means a leap of faith to suggest that it was not by chance that Silverstein was absent from Windows on the World on that fateful morning.

After the attacks, Silverstein tried to make two insurance claims against his $3.55 billion policy, claiming the strikes constituted two separate events, and as such he should be remedied with $7.1 billion. By all accounts, he was on the phone to his insurers within hours of the attacks. In 2007, Silverstein’s insurers settled the claim and paid out $4.5 billion—the largest individual insurance payout in history. Larry Silverstein also made $500 million in profit from the collapse of Building 7.

Silverstein wasn’t finished there. In 2015 he commenced action claiming the two airlines whose planes hit the WTC towers owed him billions more for negligence and monies his insurance firm had claimed from the airlines.

As we will see, Silverstein admitted his central role in allowing the collapse of 7 World Trade Center during a PBS documentary, but has remained entirely above suspicion, despite profiting handsomely from an insurance policy he tailored to match an event that took place just weeks later, from which he and his family members absented themselves.


CHAPTER TWO

PENTAGON

Flight 77

American Airlines flight 77 left Washington’s Dulles Airport at 8:20 a.m. At 8:46 (the same minute that the first plane hit the WTC) the flight went significantly off course for several minutes. At 8:50 it got back on course, but without radio contact. No explanation has been given for why a hijacked plane would leave, and then resume its intended flight path.

At around 8:55, while flying over Southern Ohio, the plane abruptly made a U-turn and began heading directly towards Washington. A minute later its transponder was shut off while the plane was out of radar contact, and it failed to respond to an instruction from the ground.

However, unlike the other flights, which lost transponder data but were still visible on the radar, flight 77 appears to have disappeared altogether for at least twenty-nine minutes. For a commercial jet, this is really only possible if the plane lands or is flown at extremely low altitudes. But the plane was not seen flying low by anyone on the ground. This disappearing act means that the plane appears to have been able to fly freely for nearly half an hour, unseen and undetected, or that it returned to the ground, in whatever fashion.

Initially, media reports said the plane had crashed. At 9:09 a.m., an air traffic controller warned that it had crashed in Ohio or on the Kentucky border. FAA head Jane Garvey told the White House that a plane had crashed into the ground.

The idea of a large commercial plane flying across the most heavily monitored airspace in the world for more than half an hour without being detected by any radar system, including those used by the military, during the most traumatic day in modern American history, is utterly ridiculous.

At 9:25 a.m., air traffic controllers at Dulles Airport reported seeing a fast-moving plane appear on their radar, which they thought was headed towards the White House. Some assumed it was the errant flight 77. At 9:27, Dick Cheney, in the White House bunker, was told that an airplane heading towards Washington was being tracked by radar, and was fifty miles out.

At 9:33, radar data showed the aircraft crossing the Beltway and heading toward the Pentagon. However, the plane flew over the top of the Pentagon and White House, and at 9:35 conducted an astonishingly difficult maneuver, dropping seven thousand feet to ground level in two and a half minutes, while conducting a spiraling 270-degree circle descent, before flying so low toward the Pentagon building that it clipped streetlight poles nearby.

Danielle O’Brien, one of the air traffic controllers at Dulles, saw the fast-moving plane enter the Class Bravo controlled airspace over Washington, and later said, “The speed, the maneuverability, the way that he turned, we all thought in the radar room, all of us experienced air traffic controllers, that that was a military plane.”

At 9:38 a.m., the Pentagon was hit.

Although never officially confirmed, it is widely known that the Pentagon, the most heavily protected building on the planet, is defended by five ground-to-air anti-aircraft missile batteries stationed on the roof. The Capitol and the White House also have anti-aircraft defenses. As the hub of the most powerful military on earth, the Pentagon’s communication and radar systems are at the vanguard of technological capability; systems that “do not miss anything.” Yet on the most fraught day imaginable, the Pentagon’s occupants appeared unable to notice a 757 flying overhead; or stop it dive-bombing the building.

Central Washington, including the Pentagon, is protected by the most restricted airspace zone in the world, P56, which has three concentric circles of increasing value surrounding the Washington area. It has been called an aviation no-man’s land.

The failure to defend the Pentagon at this key moment is particularly surprising, since by the point at which flight 77 approached Washington, it was clear to nearly everyone on earth that the biggest terrorist attack in history was under way. The Pentagon would have been at the highest state of alert. Why was the plane not shot down by the Pentagon’s on-site anti-aircraft missiles? Before its spiraling approach, the aircraft also flew right over the White House; why did the missiles there not shoot it down?

The alternate theory that a missile or small plane hit the Pentagon again overcomes this problem, since military aircraft have onboard transponders that indicate “friend or foe” (IFF). An approaching US military aircraft with the correct transponder signal would not have been shot down.

The Pentagon is among the biggest buildings in the world, but it is only five stories high. It took incredible piloting to hit the side facade of the building with a commercial plane. It would have been much easier to crash into the roof, an attack that would have caused a huge amount of casualties. Despite this, a crash into the building’s side appears the method of attack that had been anticipated.

On October 24, 2000, the Pentagon conducted a MASCAL (mass casualties) exercise looking at response plans for the scenario of a plane hitting the side of the Pentagon. Less than a year later, the exact scenario took place.

Hani Hanjour

Charles Burlingame was a “Top Gun” ex-fighter pilot and Vietnam War veteran. A weightlifter and boxer, the burly Burlingame was supposed to have been overpowered by the Middle Eastern “muscle” hijackers, who were scrawny and less than 5’8”.

Whoever was in control of the aircraft that hit the Pentagon was a supreme pilot, conducting a full-speed controlled downward spiral, then flying so low that the plane clipped streetlights, before finally hitting a building eighty feet high at around 460 mph. And all while under the unique pressure of piloting a hijacked plane in very busy airspace, with the risk of fighters pulling up alongside at any second.

Not only was a turning descent technically challenging, but flying at high speed at such a low altitude and successfully striking a five-story building in a huge commercial plane is close to impossible. Experienced pilots from around the world have described the maneuver as astonishing, at or beyond the boundaries of possibility, both for plane and pilot.

Although the Pentagon is only eighty feet high, the roof covers twenty-nine acres. The attack method chosen was by far the hardest way to do it, and killed the fewest people. So it is curious, to say the least, that the man claimed to have been at the helm of flight 77 is Hani Hanjour, a twenty-nine-year-old Saudi reported to be a truly terrible pilot by all who came into contact with him.

Hanjour had been turned down at flight schools in Jeddah and the US in the 1990s before returning to the US for further flight training. He was viewed as a very poor pilot at every facility he attended. Managers at JetTech flight school in Arizona, which Hanjour attended, reported him to the FAA five times because his English and flying skills were so bad that they thought he should have his license revoked. Peggy Chevrette, the Arizona flight school manager, said, “I couldn’t believe he had a commercial license of any kind.” Another employee said, “I’m still to this day amazed that he could have flown into the Pentagon … he could not fly at all.”

Hanjour tried to hire a plane at Freeway Airport in Maryland in mid-August 2001, just weeks before 9/11, but was refused when he was unable to pilot and control a single-engine Cessna 172. Yet despite this wealth of evidence showing Hanjour to be an incredibly poor pilot, the 9/11 Commission used torture-induced testimony from Khalid Sheikh Mohammed to state that Hanjour had been selected to pilot flight 77 because he was the most experienced and highly trained pilot among the hijackers.

Twin-jet commercial airliners represent a completely different type of flying to that required for smaller planes. The only training Hanjour had on planes this size was on a flight simulator. It is utterly absurd to suggest that someone unable to fly a Cessna could fly a 757 with the precision and skill as is alleged that Hanjour did on 9/11.

Some have suggested that flight 77 may have been piloted by Nawaf al-Hazmi, but al-Hazmi had virtually no flight training and, like others in the plot, a terrible record when he did attempt to learn. His flight instructor had openly scoffed at his request to quickly learn to fly a Boeing jet.

Unlike many of the other hijackers, who were seen as rude or sullen, Hanjour was liked by nearly everyone he met in the US and seemed to integrate relatively well. In mid-2001 this supposedly devout Muslim, whose faith was so strong that he was prepared to pilot a suicide mission, was among a number of future hijackers who visited Las Vegas to drink, gamble, and hire prostitutes.

“Do the Orders Still Stand?”

Billions of people watched the second plane impact at 9:03 a.m., at which point it was clear that this was terrorism on a devastating scale. Yet despite the obvious enormity of the attacks in New York, Washington landmarks remained sitting ducks as flight 77 approached. The Treasury was evacuated just a few minutes before the Pentagon strike, but the Capitol, State Department, and White House were still staffed at that point. The White House was evacuated at 9:45. The Capitol had many Senators and members of Congress in it, and was not evacuated until 9:48. Had the plane’s target been the Capitol or White House, many senior political figures would have been killed. Congress was in session, and the Speaker of the House (Dennis Hastert, third in the line of Presidential succession after Bush and Cheney) was in the Capitol building.

Given the possible assassination attempt on President Bush in Florida that morning (see “Bush on 9/11”), a successful strike on the Capitol might have left Dick Cheney the last man standing in terms of Presidential succession. As we will see, Cheney managed to successfully sideline both Bush and Hastert throughout the day on 9/11, and was the most powerful figure in the United States for the key hours of the attacks.

Some reports suggest defense chiefs at the Pentagon had been alerted to an errant aircraft with hostile intent nearby, but no order to evacuate was given until after the building was hit. It seems the headquarters of the most powerful military on earth couldn’t see a commercial jet approaching. However, in the White House situation room, the plane had been spotted and tracked for some time.

On May 23, 2003, Secretary of Transportation Norman Mineta was interviewed by the 9/11 Commission. Mineta testified that after arriving at the White House (on the morning of 9/11) he had been escorted to the bunker underneath, where he found Dick Cheney in charge.

Deputy FAA Acting Administrator Monty Belger also testified that Cheney and Condoleezza Rice sat together in the PEOC (Presidential Emergency Operations Center, a nuclear blast-proof concrete bunker under the White House) as they were told by an aide that an unidentified plane was 50 miles outside Washington, and approaching. “We’re watching this target on the radar, but the transponder’s been turned off, so we have no identification,” said Belger.

Mineta testified: “During the time that the airplane was coming into the Pentagon, there was a young man who would come in and say to the vice president, ‘the plane is fifty miles out,’ ‘the plane is thirty miles out.’ And when it got down to ‘the plane is ten miles out,’ the young man also said to the vice president, ‘do the orders still stand?’ And the vice president turned and whipped his neck around and said, ‘of course the orders still stand. Have you heard anything to the contrary?’”

The young man in question was vice presidential military aide Douglas Cochrane.

Mineta inferred that the orders in question were to shoot down the aircraft, but many have suggested that it’s more logical to think that the orders were in fact to not shoot down the plane, most obviously because in the end the plane was not actually shot down. All of Mineta’s testimony was left out of the 9/11 Commission report.

The official story says that Vice President Cheney didn’t give a shoot-down order until all four planes had crashed and the attacks had ended. This contradicts the idea that Cheney was being asked if orders to shoot a plane down still stood while two hijacked planes remained in the air. President Bush has said that his first decision onboard Air Force One was to order the shoot-down of any commercial aircraft that did not respond. Cheney’s order certainly couldn’t have been in relation to flight 93 (which later crashed in Shanksville), which never got within 130 miles of Washington.

So what are we to make of Cheney’s actions as he was told a plane was getting closer to Washington? He knew that the FAA had ordered a complete ban on all flights above continental US at 9:26 a.m. Clearly what was approaching had the strong possibility of evil intent, and presented a grave risk to key Washington buildings. Is it not then also possible that the young man at the White House was asking Cheney if an order not to allow military flights to take to the skies (or to engage) still applied, given the rapidly approaching hijacked plane?

This also brings into question how Cheney could have known about the plane for so long, but Donald Rumsfeld, who was at the Pentagon, can continue to claim that he had no idea another plane was coming. If Dick Cheney was aware of an incoming aircraft, why were Pentagon staff not informed? The White House and Pentagon would have been in constant communication.

The blatant contradictions here show that someone is lying. It is unlikely to be Mineta, who was a peripheral figure on 9/11, and whose story goes against the official narrative. What were Cheney’s orders that still stood, how could the Pentagon have been unaware of the approach of a commercial airliner, and why didn’t the White House (whose staff clearly knew of the plane for some time) at least inform the military at the Pentagon?

Footage

No footage showing a commercial plane over Washington, near or at the Pentagon on 9/11 has ever been released. On the day, the connection between flight 77 and the incident at the Pentagon was not immediately made. The first reports broadcast by Reuters said that a helicopter or private jet had hit the building. A short time later Fox TV said that the Pentagon had been hit by a US Air Force flight.

It was only on the afternoon of 9/11 that unnamed officials, speaking on the condition of anonymity, said that it was flight 77 that had struck the Pentagon. Richard Myers, acting chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, was the first to officially connect the two.

Immediately after the crash, the media was moved back a safe distance, and as a result there is a very limited amount of still and moving pictures showing the impact site and nearby damage prior to the building façade collapse that happened a short time later.

Although no handheld video footage of the plane was taken, a number of nearby buildings had external security cameras that would have recorded the plane flying past. Most notably, the CITGO gas station right next door and the Sheraton hotel nearby are right in line with the plane’s approach. The Virginia Department of Transportation also had traffic monitoring cameras pointed right at the impact site.

For obvious security reasons, the Pentagon building itself is covered with CCTV (closed-circuit television) equipment. In total, up to eighty-six civilian and military cameras may have recorded the approach and impact. But workers at nearby businesses reported that the FBI was on site within minutes of the attack to confiscate all CCTV footage. Jose Velasquez, an employee at the CITGO station across the road from the Pentagon, said the CCTV cameras on the forecourt would have captured the moment of impact, but said, “I’ve never seen what the pictures look like. The FBI was here within minutes and took the film.”

On March 7, 2002, the Pentagon released to CNN five frames taken by a nearby parking security camera. These five frames show very little. A small, unidentifiable grey object appears in one corner of one shot, then the building explodes. Officially, the plane was going so fast that it managed to pass between one frame and the next. It is certainly not present in the footage released. The clip also showed white smoke trailing whatever had struck the building, but jet airliners don’t emit white smoke at ground level.

The 2002 video release came only three days after the publication of Thierry Meyssan’s controversial book The Big Lie (which claimed that the Pentagon was not hit by a commercial jet but some kind of missile), and may have been aimed at heading off the negative publicity that the book produced.

Another video was released by the Pentagon in May 2006. It did not show a plane.

The claim that there is no footage of the approaching plane and its crash is clearly absurd. Not only would the tapes confiscated from nearby businesses (with extraordinary haste) almost definitely have shown something, the huge amount of CCTV cameras on the outside of the Pentagon would have recorded the impact from a variety of angles. Why not release the footage? It can’t be to show compassion for those killed—footage of the attacks at the WTC has been re-broadcast millions of times. Claiming footage doesn’t exist, confiscating external CCTV videos, releasing edited pictures that don’t show a plane—all of these strongly suggest that this story is not as it has been presented to us.

Eyewitnesses

While we have no single frame showing a plane, plenty of people saw an aircraft of some sort approaching the Pentagon. Their testimony is highly contradictory and confusing. Below is a sample of the varying statements. For simplicity’s sake, testimony has been separated here into those whose impressions support the official story, and those who do not.

Fireman Alan Wallace was with a safety crew at the Pentagon’s helipad when he looked up and saw a large commercial plane. The plane was twenty-five feet up, a few hundred yards away, and coming right at him. Wallace dived under a nearby van then used a radio to call his fire chief and report that a commercial plane had hit the Pentagon.

Mike Walter, who worked for USA Today, reported seeing a plane descend as he was stuck in traffic. “I said, ‘that plane is really flying low’,” he said in an interview. “It disappeared and I heard the explosion and saw a ball of fire. It was an American Airlines plane. You saw a big silver plane and those double A’s.” He added, “It was like a Cruise missile with wings.”

The head flight controller at Washington’s Reagan National Airport saw a large plane descending in an area where there should not have been commercial airplanes.

“I saw the tail of a large airliner … it plowed right into the Pentagon,” was a quote attributed to Dave Winslow, an Associated Press Radio reporter. However, Mr. Winslow’s quote has been widely derided as he cannot be located and appears never to have worked for the Associated Press.

Tim Timmerman, a pilot who was in the sixteenth floor of his building in Arlington, said on CNN that he was sure it had been an American Airlines 757. He said the plane had “added power” in its final moments. However, despite saying he had seen the impact, Timmerman claims that the plane had not appeared to crash directly into the building, and that most of the plane’s energy had been dissipated when it hit the ground. Subsequent photos show no damage to the ground near or adjacent to the Pentagon building.

Afework Hagos, a computer programmer, was stuck in traffic nearby when the plane flew past. “There was a huge screaming noise and I got out of the car as the plane came over. It was tilting its wings up and down like it was trying to balance. It hit some lampposts on the way in.”

Omar Campo, a Salvadorean, was cutting grass by the road when the plane flew over his head. “It was a passenger plane. I think an American Airways plane. I was cutting the grass and it came in screaming over my head. I felt the impact. The whole ground shook and the whole area was full of fire.”

Although most of the eyewitnesses saw a plane flying too low in what appeared a final dive towards the Pentagon, virtually none reported having seen the actual impact.

Other eyewitness accounts clearly indicate seeing a plane that was not a 757.

Steve Patterson, seeing the plane from a fourteenth-floor apartment in Pentagon City said the plane looked like a commuter jet, “seemed to be able to hold eight or twelve persons,” and “made a shrill noise like a fighter plane.” An air-to-ground (AGM) missile does look like a small civilian plane, and produces a distinctive whistling noise similar to that of a fighter aircraft.

The editor of Space News, Lon Rains, said, “I was convinced it was a missile. It came in so fast it sounded nothing like an airplane.”

Tom Seibert, a network engineer at the Pentagon said, “We heard what sounded like a missile.”

The testimony is so contradictory it is hard to reconcile. We do know of two large aircraft (an E-4B and a C-130) that were definitely in the area. The C-130 was very close to the building in the moments before it was struck. One conclusion that could be drawn is that there were two planes (or a plane and a missile) heading toward the Pentagon, which could explain the disparity in eyewitness evidence.

Extraordinary as this may seem, a second plane could have landed at Reagan National Airport, which is less than one mile from the Pentagon and in the direction in which whatever hit the Pentagon was flying.

Kelly Knowles was in an apartment two miles away and saw “two planes moving toward the Pentagon, one veering away as the other crashed.”

USA Today reporter Vin Narayanan said after the building impact he had been “nearly oblivious to a second jet hovering in the skies.” The paper’s editor Joel Sucherman saw another nearby plane climb steeply and make a sharp turn, “kind of peeling off.”

Keith Wheelhouse said he saw two planes approaching the Pentagon, one above the other (which would look like one object on a radar screen). As the lower plane accelerated, the higher one banked off west (which is the direction of Reagan Airport).

The C-130

One of the more interesting eyewitnesses was in the air. At around 9:36 a.m. a flight controller from Reagan National Airport requested a nearby military C-130 that had apparently taken off from Andrews Air Force Base at 9:30 (despite the FAA ban on all civilian and military flights issued four minutes earlier) to find and identify flight 77.

Having sighted a commercial plane, the pilot of the C-130, Lieutenant Colonel Steve O’Brien, was told to turn around and follow it. However, the C-130 did not get close to the (much faster) passenger jet, and O’Brien said he did not see the actual impact.

At least six people on the ground saw a second plane resembling the distinctively shaped C-130 descending sharply as a commercial airliner approached the Pentagon. However, the C-130 came from a different angle to whatever hit the building, and was not above it.

Not only was the C-130 right on the scene at the Pentagon crash, after veering away the same plane found itself just seventeen miles from flight 93 when it crashed twenty-eight minutes later in Pennsylvania.

One further source of intrigue is that the C-130 was one of the plane types that had recently become capable of carrying new technological weapons able to disrupt the mechanical operations of a plane without launching a physical attack upon it, and send it into an uncontrollable dive.

After the Impact

Although we have few reliable sources who saw a commercial plane hit the Pentagon building, within seconds of the crash there were plenty of people on the scene. Despite testimony relating to a plane approaching the building, the physical evidence on the ground was disturbing.

Don Perkal, a war veteran, said, “A bomb had gone off. I could smell the cordite. I knew explosives had been set off somewhere.” Cordite has a very different smell to kerosene.

Steve DeChiaro saw the impact site within minutes of the attack, and said, “It only seemed like a small hole in the building. No tail. No wings. No nothing.”

In fact, nobody who had not seen some kind of plane approaching the building leapt to the conclusion that a large commercial flight must have been behind the explosion. It didn’t look anything like that.

A CNN journalist who produced the first reports from the scene told the studio that while the initial word was that a commercial jet may have hit the building, having inspected the scene from close up, he saw no evidence of a plane having crashed anywhere near the Pentagon.

Perhaps the most amazing testimony came from April Gallop, a Pentagon employee in the building, who was about to take her son to daycare when the impact happened. She remembered thinking a bomb had gone off, and miraculously found her son in his stroller unharmed. Gallop reported seeing no evidence of a plane whatsoever, and didn’t know that the official story was that of a plane impact until she got to hospital.

Later that day she was visited a number of times by men in suits, who refused to identify themselves but asserted that they were representatives of the government and, while they couldn’t tell April what to say, had a number of suggestions, most notably that a plane had obviously hit the building, which they repeated over and over.

The men’s advice was for April to take the victim compensation fund money and shut up. April continues to state that she never saw a plane, nor any debris from a plane, and that, “I figure the plane story is there to brainwash people.”

Arlington Firefighters

Elsewhere and earlier, after a routine 911 call, Arlington County Emergency Communications Center sent several firefighting units to Rosslyn, Virginia, less than two miles from the Pentagon. The reported fire was in a high-rise building, so nine fire and medical units were sent, but the first one to arrive radioed the others to say the fire had gone out. Within minutes the Pentagon was hit, so by “sheer coincidence,” there was a large contingent of fire and medical staff on the road nearby and quickly at the scene.

The Arlington County fire department had been involved in the Pentagon’s MASCAL training simulation (of a plane hitting the side of the building) less than a year before, so were uniquely prepared to respond to an emergency that exactly replicated what they had trained for.

On site, the Arlington firefighters were only allowed to fight the fire from the outside of the building, and were kept away from the site of the alleged wreck by a team from FEMA.

Also by chance, the Secret Service were out in considerable numbers. President Bush had been due to visit the Pentagon via helicopter that afternoon, so Secret Service staff were present in numbers at the heliport, a short distance from where the building was struck. Their cars were already blocking the driveways nearby.

Barbara Olson

The key evidence connecting flight 77 to the explosion at the Pentagon came, astonishingly, from the US Justice Department’s Solicitor General, Ted Olson.

Mr. Olson told CNN just hours after the attacks that he had received two phone calls from his wife Barbara, who was an author and well-known television commentator. These calls, he said, had been made from flight 77, and received at about 9:25 and 9:30, around ten minutes before the plane crashed. Olson said the first call lasted one minute, the second two to four minutes.

According to Mr. Olson, his wife said nothing about where the plane was or the direction in which it was headed, but that it had been hijacked, that the hijackers had knives and box-cutters, and that the passengers had all been forced to the back of the plane.

Barbara Olson’s report of the terrorists having box-cutters is the only reference to these now infamous tools of hijacking on 9/11. It’s the reason you’ve heard that the terrorists had box-cutters.

Another call was made by flight attendant Renee May to her mother, in which she reported that the plane had been hijacked. On all the other flights, telephone calls were made by several passengers and crew. On flight 77, just two on board may have successfully gotten through.

However, Ted Olson’s recollection of the phone calls timing and details has changed dramatically over the course of several tellings, in a way that makes his testimony hard to believe, given that the dying words from a beloved wife in a terrifying situation might expect to be burnt upon the psyche forever. In one account, she is in a bathroom, in another near one or maybe two pilots.

There is also significant doubt as to Barbara Olson’s ability to make the calls from the plane. The in-flight seatback phones were not working (they had been deactivated earlier in 2001), and at altitude it is doubtful that cellphones would have been able to connect.

Further revealing information came to light during the 2006 trial of Zacarias Moussaoui, the so-called twentieth hijacker. As part of the evidence presented against Moussaoui, the FBI produced detailed reports on phone calls made from the four hijacked planes. In relation to flight 77, their report stated that there was just one phone call attempted by Barbara Olson, which lasted zero seconds.

At the very least, it is yet another amazing coincidence that evidence of the key call connecting flight 77 to the Pentagon strike came from the US Attorney General.

Mr. Olson was a senior insider within the Bush administration, and highly favored, having made George W. Bush’s case before the US Supreme Court (that handed Bush the Presidency) following the disputed 2000 election, and having controversially been rewarded with the post of Solicitor General. He hardly had a reputation for candor, having once said that there were an infinite number of situations in which “government officials might quite legitimately have reasons to give false information out” to “protect vital interests.” Or to put it another way, it’s fine for politicians to lie, especially concerning important issues. This means, without reference to his wife’s alleged phone calls, that Mr. Olson is the definition of an unreliable witness.

Protecting Washington

The suggestion that a large civilian airliner was able to simply waltz about the skies above Washington well into the largest terrorist attack in history is absurd. To have that same airliner hit the Pentagon is fantasy.

With Washington being the most heavily defended airspace on earth, the Pentagon—the heart of the US military—is probably the best defended building on the planet. Although the events of the day were at times confusing, it is not credible to suggest that the Pentagon would have been unaware of a commercial plane overhead and closing in. Nevertheless, Donald Rumsfeld claims not to have been informed of the plane’s existence, and was still in a meeting with Representative Christopher Cox (a Republican from California) when the impact occurred.
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