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One of the arguments thads been raised over the years by members o0®9th&Truth

Movement in regards to the collapsé the three WTC buildings is thaf the official story is
correct,theywere the first stedramed highrise skyscrapers in history to collapse because of
fire. Indeed, in all of the history of structural engineering, not a singlefsteeéd skyscraper

has ever totally collapsed due to fii¢ However, in an attempt to invalidate this argument,
numeroussupporter®f the official story of 9/11 have pointed out that there are several smaller
steel structurethat have collapsed due to fire. Journalist Chris Mohr, for exaroipbel

numerous steel strugies in his debate withréhitect Richard GagR?] The followingare the

most often cited steel structgrdat have collapsed due to fire (Chris Mohr referenced the first
six in his debate wh Richard Gage):

Sightand Sound Theatét/28/1987)
McCormick Placg1/16/1967)

Kade Toy Factory(5/10/1993)

Mumbai High North Platforn{7/27/2005)
Interstate 58@4/29/2007)

World Trade Center 89/11/2001)
Dogwood Elementary Schol1/27/2000)
Windsa Tower(2/12/2005)

Faculty of Architecture Building5/13/2008)
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It will bedemonstrate why these structures cannot be justifiably used as comparisons to the
WTC buildings, based on the estimated damage parameters and fire severity for these structures.

A note about steel failing due to fire

A common misconception about this argument regarding other steel skyscrapers not collapsing is
that it implies that steel cannot under any circumstafaiesom being weakened by fir&ut

this idea isncorrect Steel, whilevery strong, is not immune to the effects of fire, which is why
fire-proofing is applied to many steel structures. The main argument that is really being

presented is th: other steeframed highrise skyscrapersave never collapsed from firdsat,

"Though it is more appropriate to refer to the WTC ever
the WTCi nci dents as fAcollapsesdo for the sake of discussi o
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upon careful examination, appear to be far more severe than thextiibged in the WTC
buildings. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the WTC buildings should not have
collapsed from the types of fires that were seen on 9/11. Of cobissargument must take other
factors into consideration, including the construction of other buildings and the behavior of the
fires themselves. However, these factors have already been examined and dealt with
accordingly{3]

Thisissueraises an interesting poind/hen one examines the list of other steel structures that
have collapsed from fire that are often citecchtics of the 9/11 Truth Movemendne thing
immediately catches the eye: almost none of thesrhighrise skyscrapers. The orbyilding

cited bythese criticghat is a higkrise is the Windsor Tower in Madrid, and this building did not
suffer a complete collaps&im Hoffman has examined the partial collapse of the Windsor Tower
[4], and notes that all this incident proves is that a huge buitdinguming fire, after burning

for many hours, can produce the collapse of parts of a building with weak steel supports lacking
fire protection, and that theollapse events that do occur are gradual and partial. Hoffman has
also examined the McCormick Place roof collaibe# isoften cited bycritics, and has shown

why this structure is also not comparable to the WTC buildiigaside from the Windsor

Tower, none of the other structures citedsbpporter®f the official storyare highrises, and

some of them are not even buildings.

The Windsor Tower (left) and McCormick Place (right). Note thatneither building
suffered a total collapse. The overall structures remained standing.

| t 6 s i tohdaehataiticsaneguick to point to these smaller and more poorly designed

steel structures as valid comparisons to the WTC, while at the saminéiytiaveargued that

otheractual highr i ses engul fed in fire are not compar a
design. o | f we are t o drshyscrapemnupther strectures thdnet we e



we would logically want to compare them to otsBkyscrpers Several of these critidzave
demanded that t hos ehigardivoe ad arjulgenprdvade adi example t h e r
of a skyscraper fire that matches almost exactly the conditions of the WTC on 9/11. The website
debunking911.com, for examplegas a detailed list of conditions which the anonymous author

feels need to be met before drawing any comparigjrdut again, this same author has no

problem offering drastically differelytconstructed structures thateacollapsed from firas

valid comparisons to the WTC.

To find a skyscraper matching the same conditions as the WTC is a difficult task. In terms of
finding a building of similar design and structure, thigasy difficult, as almost no two

buildings ae builtexactlythe same (except of course for the Twin Towers). Therehakeever,

other skyscrapers that have been true infernos that can be considered comparable to the Towers
and WTC7 For example, the One Meridian PldZ and the First Interstate Baftg], two

skyscrapers that had huge fires, were core and perimeter structures like the Towers and Building
7, although not quite the same. Here is a schematic of the design of thetéistate Bank, a

building that had a severe fire which lasted almost four hours:

] L
Central core

_LL|_I | | | l_rr'_

Schematic floor plan of the 12th floor

Now comparehis to the design of the Twin Towers and Building 7:
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Fiaure 1-8. Schematic of Floor 8.

The construction these buildingassimilar in terms of the core and perimetarterms of fire
severity, even NIST has admitted that the fires in the First Interstate Bank and the One Meridian
Plaza were likely more sevettean the firesn at least WTC7.

ANIST therefore concluded that the fires in First Interstate Bank and One Meridian Plaza
were atleast as severe, and probably maeese, than the fires in WTCg9]

Theauthor of the previously mentioneébunking911.comarticleclaimsthat:

AThe statement that the WTC buildings were the first-nigi buildirgs to collapse from
fireisdecepi ve because ttake[ogtharffaptorsidd agcoudio e s n 6

As we will see it is in factsupporterof the official storywho have ignored specific factors
when comparing the WTC buildings to other steel strestufo simply brush off other higise
fires by making claims about how the Twin Towers were hit by planes or that the buildings were
constructed differently iby itself deceptive. Claims like this fail to specifically address the
actual factors involvedh determining just howlifferent and similar the WTC buildings really
werecomparedo other incidentsWe will therefore move on to address these specific points
regarding thestructures normally cited byritics and othedefenderf the official stoy. Having
already covered the Windsor Tower and McCormick Place, the structaisdsallexamine are:
the Sightand Sound Theater, the Kadar Toy FactoryMienbai High North Platform,
Interstate 580, World Trade Center 5, the Dogwood Elementary Sahbthle Faculty of
Architecture Building

The Sight and Sound Theater

On January 28, 1997, thegBt and Sound Theater in Pennsylvania sufferedli@apse from a

fire which lasted approximateBA2 hours. The building wasractangular shaped structure that

was approximately 100 feet wide and approximately 74 feet tall. The fire was started by welding
operatiors occurring at the theater.



Like the collapse of the McCormick Plagehibition hall, t wasnot a total building collapseit
was only a roof collage. Much less was it the total collapse of a frigh building.Photographs
taken after the collapse show that the roof of one section of the structure failed due to the fire.

Aerial view of theater Front view of theater

As we can see from these photos, this collapse could at best be described as a partial collapse of

the structureOnly the roof collapsed, leaving the surrounding walls standilsg, not only was

the building not a highise, it was not even a multory structureThe building section that

collapsed only had one floor that was open spabedeforethe collapse of this structurenst
comparabletothB gl obal <col |l apsed of the Wilr€gfthewnhi ch r e
floors, but also the failure of the buildings

The FEMAreportonthe§hitand Sound Theater noted sever al i
collaps€[10], including:

1 The liilding did not have a sprinkler system

1 Construction on the stage floor damaged the sprayete-resistant coating of steel
structural members

1 The building was under construction and fire doors were not yet installed, allowing the
fires to pass througthese openings freely

While there isno denying that the fires were severe enough to cause the steel to fail, this should
be no surprise regarding this particular structure.

The Kade Toy Factory

OnMay 10 1993 the Kader Toy Factory in Thailamsllapsd aftersuffering one of the worst
industrial factory fires in history. Although the factory was technically a series of four structures,
the part of the factory which was on fire and collapsedagasally a single Ehaped structure

which connected Builings One, Two and Three. Building Fouas a separate nearby structure.
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This building is often cited bgupporterof the official storydue to the fact that the factory was

a multtstory building which collapsed due fice alone. Howeveraccording to official reports

on the incidenfl1], the factory was poorly designed and built. The steel fraor& was weak

and none of the steel was insulated. The building also lacked anylsminMso, the factory

had apparently been damaged by a series of other smaller fires in thi pgasttime of the May

10 fire, parts of the building were still being repaired from a fire which occurred in February of

that same year. Ultimately, thisgcture had a completely different set of varialites that of

the three WTC buildings, and therefore seems to be a very weak example to use as a comparison.

The Mumbai High North Platform

On July 27, 2005, the Mumb abian Sda gompldiety cotlapsed® | at f
due to a severe fire. Aulti-purpose supportessel collided with the offshore platforcausing
a major fire whichcausedhe platformto collapseafter two hours of burning.



This incident is another favorite tiiose criical of the 9/11 Truth Movemeiats evidence that

steel structures can collapse from fires. However, when one examines the specifics of this
incident, it becomes obvious that this structure is not even remotely comparable to the WTC. We
note that, once aga this structure was not a higise skysraper, but merely a seven gtor

structure.

The intensity of the fire was clearly due to the fact that the platform was a major oil rig. The
platform was used to produce 80,000 barrels of oil pefdfy80,000 barrels is roughly
3,360,000 gallons of oil. Now, compare thathe less than 10,000 gallons of jet fuel that
entered each of the Twin Towers. Being that this structure was engulfed in a fire that had an
unlimited source of fuel and air to sustain it, it is no surprise that this structure collapsed. It is
hardly comparable to the WTC buildings, as it has almost nothing to do with thoeustiing

steel building theory in which a tall structure crushes aneldshtself from top to bottom.

Interstate 580

On April 29, 2007the Interstate 58 Oakland, Californiaollapsedrom a fire started by a
gasoline tanker truck which crashed on the interstdte.interstate collapsed after about 19
minutes of burnig.



This incident is often cited gupporterof the official storydue to the fact that it shows a steel

structure collapsing after a relatively short period of burning. However, shortly after this incident
occurred, the website prisonplanet.com posiedrticle addressingiticsd ¢l ai ms t hat t |
interstate coll apse added vYoatheiMdC[I3yAshotedldyhe @A na
the article:

fiProfessor Steven Jones, a Ph.D. physicist and cold fugp@mntejoined Alex Jones on
the air yesterday to talk about the monumental differences between the two collapses.

Jones said that the notion that steel supporting columns completely melted from fire is
impossible and that what actually happened was tihastipporting bolts were warped,
resulting in the coblapse of the bridge se

fiThe freeway section was made of highly flammable asphalt and took the brunt of a
gigantic gasoline explosion with open air fires shooting 200 feet in the air. In conmpariso
the twin towers were impacted by aluminum planes filled with significantly less
flammable kerosene and suffered limited fires that were oxgtgemed and almost out
before the collapses occurred.

Building 7 was not hit by anything save a small amodimtetris from the towers and
suffered limited fires across just eight floors. In addition, explosions were being reported
by occupants within WTC 7 before the towers had even collapsed.

fiHalfway through the discussion with Steven Jones, a steel weldoegtgained the
conversation to express his incredulity at the fact that Fox News was comparing the
collapse of the highway with the World Trade Center buildings.



oY o u teeembiEgin to compare 5 inch thick steel plate core columns, approximately 2
foot by 5 foot rectangle 5 inch thick boxes to quarter inch and 3 quarter inch dowels that
connectte st eel t o t heaidsha gegl@expert.t me mber s, 0

drhe logical deduction is that the rebar steel was exposed horizontally, that whole bridge
surface andtiwas exposed intention, not like the fires that were lapping wpfoefed 5

inch thick plate columns in the World Trade Centtrese little bars had no heat sink and
after two hourswithalltat wei ght on them they fell .o

Debunkers have also faileéd acknowledge the fact that freeways in the San Francisco
area have already been weakened by multiple earthquakes and regularly collapse entirely
of their own accord by accideat.

The prisonplanetomarticle also cited an analysis done by stopthelie.[det) whichnoted
several differences between this incident and the WTC collapses, including:

1. This was an open dire, where the flames could reach higher temperatures

2. The flames were focused on agm section of the bridge, unlike the randomly spread
fires in the Towers and Building 7.




3. There were no reports of molten metal being found after the bridge collapsed

-'~_.;" ! ;;;—‘(

4. The collapse of the upper freeway onto the lower freeway did not cause #re low
freeway to coll apse (i . e.Theroncrétggwaals@riotd o r
pulverized.

5. The columns of the bridge remained standing, unlike the Towers and Building 7.

Itd also worth noting thahe investigation carried out by tkfice of Nuclear Material Safety

and Safeguardd5] documented that the steel from the interstate had been heated to
temperatures ranging fro850 °C (1,562 °Ho as high a&,000 °C (1,832 °F)in contrast, the

NIST investigatio into the collapse of the WTC showed that there was no evidence that the steel
had exceeded temperatures of 60PCL2 F). The highest temperatures estimated for the
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samplesxamined by NIST was 250 °@82 °F.[16] Ultimately, this incident is yetnother
example of a steel structure collapsing from fire that is not comparable to the destruction of the
WTC. Not only was this structure not a higke, it was not even a building.

World Trade Center 5

On September 12001, World Trade Center 5nine-story building that stood east of the North
Tower, suffered a partial collapse after being damaged from falling debris from the collapse of
the WTC. According to the FEMA report, the local collapse of four floors inkiel®ailding

was caused by intense fires.

=

Exterior of World Trade Center 5 Interior of World Trade Center 5

Like many other incidents cited Bypporter®f the official storythiswas not a total building
collapse. Onlyour floorsin one section of the buildingpllapsed due to fireg\ccording to the
FEMA report[17], the eighth floor of WTC5 collapsed down onto the seventh féoat,then
both of those floors collapsed onto the sifkttor, and so on, down to the fourth floor.
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Images from the FEMAWTC report, chapter 4

One reasouwritics are fond ofciting this structure is because they feel it lends credibility to the

idea of a fApancakeo type toshlsocgebelrdd topHeveeyer, opon figl o
closer examination of the building, it becomes apparent why the structure collapsed the way it

did.

The pancake collapse only progressed to the fifth floor. The fourth floor of WTCS5 did not
collapse.
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Why di dlootspandakeall tife way down to the bottom flodt?y di dndét t he f
collapse? After all, the fourth floor had to sustain the loads of four floors which had collapsed on
top of it. It 6s i n tfleorasadid hohcgllpsefromnhe tippetayeh at t h e
temperature of the fires on the lower floors. So why did only floors five through eight collapse?

As we read in the FEMA report, there was no fire on the third floor, which meant that there was

no heat to weakethme fourth floorfrom below.
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But the main reason that only floors five through eight collapsed seems to be due to the type of
connections those floors used. Tbeal collapse due to fire appeared to have occurred at the
field connections, where the bbea were connected to the sheabstior floors four through

eight.

|

I |

] |

1 I

I |

] |

I |

I |

] |

I |

I |

: WiEaui | W1 B WEdn1
| p

I e _/ .
: I Floor Beam Shaar Tab
] |

I |

] |

| —

I

] |

1 I Column Tres

I

1 |

Connection for floors four through eight

13

(O



What this shows us is that any other type of connection in the building did not fad fthes.
The ninth floor of WTC5 was described by thee MA r e ganventional $or stedrame
construction and did not include acoliinm ee system. 0 The ninth f|

layer temperatures of the five burning floors below, butcthrenectionslid notfail and the floor
did not collape

(OJN0)

Ninth floor of WTC5

The main cause of the localized collapse was evidently due to the fact that floors five through

eight were connected with shear tabs, as photos show that the beanoshdiged to the
columns did not fail from the fires.

And lastly, the reason thé#te fourth floordid not collapse appears to be because its connections
had not been weakened by heat and fires from below.
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The local collapse of WTC5 cannot be seen as comparable to any of théWdiGgs. With

regardto the TwinTowers, the official explanation for the cause of collapse was not that the
floors had pancaked, ass previously believedRather, the explanation given was ttre
connections did not faibndthat theypulledonthe exteior columns, causing them bow

inward and breakKThis scenario has been largely challenge] 19, 20] With regards to WTC?7,

NIST claims that the collapse was initidtey the failure of floor 13, which pancaked all the way
down to the fifth floor. This left column 79 unsupported, which caused the column to buckle,
which led to a progression of failures spreading from the east side of the building to the west
side. Manyhavealsochallenged this scenario presented by NI&T; 22] But the main point is

that this description of the floors pancaking due to the heat is in stark contrast to the behavior of
thefloors in WTC5.The beams and girders in WTC7 were not connected with shear tabs, as was
the case iIWTC5. I n fact, evidence suggests that, by
WTCY7 should have resisted the effects of the {28 Andin WTC7therew e r emioré than

three floors on fireone above the other.

Image from NCSTAR 1-9, page 389

Based on the differences in the fire conditions and construction of the buildings, we can conclude

that the circumstanese sur r oundi ng WTa&culbnsatelp rotrconmpardbletmtheé | ap s e
conditions of the other WTC building$or more information, see:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=FwXuagCxH]
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