Debunking of debunkers 2.

Following my interview with Kevin Barrett and Gordon Duff aired on 19 Feb 2011

(available here): http://eddieleaks.org/barrett-khalezov-duff/
http://www.radiodujour.com/mp3/20110218-kevin-barret-dimitri-khalezov-gordon-duff.mp3

http://www.veteranstoday.com/2011/02/21/dimitri-khalezov-gordon-duff-and-kevin-barrett-nuclear-

terrorism/?utm_source=twitterfeed&utm medium=twitter

Kevin Barrett received a lot of comments. Some of the comments sent to him must be
addressed. Here they are addressed.

This was forwarded to me by Kevin Barrett with his note:

A poi nt-by-point response to the article below, ideally in the
formof a paper, would be better than email exchanges...
-K

http://ww. journal of 911st udi es. com | etters/a/ Hard- Evi dence- Rebudi at es-t he-
Hypot hesi s-t hat - M ni - Nukes-wer e- used- on-t he- wt c-t ower s- by- st even-j ones. pdf

Concl usi on and a chal | enge
The hard physi cal evidence presented is strongly agai nst the
hypot hesi s that m ni-nukes destroyed the WIC Towers:

1. Qobservation of tritium (an inmportant conponent of hydrogen-bonb
fuel) at WIC sites at the few nano-curie level only. This is strong
evi dence agai nst the mni-nuke hypothesis.
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2. The fact that radi oactive iodine concentrations were actually | ower
in

the upper/WIC debris-filled | ayers.

3. Radi oactive hot-spots in NYC were found to be due to radium which
is traceable to industrial uses (not bonbs). This in itself does not
rul e

out mini-nukes, but these data certainly do not support the m ni-nuke
hypot hesi s.

4. Lioy et al. report that radioactivity fromthorium uranium
actinium

series and other radionuclides is at or near the background |evel for
WIC dust.

5. MNuclear activation or residual “fall-out” radioactivity (above
background) was NOT observed, in tests performed by the author on
actual WIC sanples. This result is consistent with the | ow I odi ne-131
neasured by independent researchers (point 2 above) and the | ow

radi onucl i de counts (point 4 above) and agai n provi des conpelling

evi dence agai nst the nmini-nuke-at-Towers hypot hesi s.

6. No fatalities due to radiation “burning” were reported near ground
zero. WIIliam Rodriguez survived the North Tower coll apse

7. No observed nelting of glass due to the coll apse-process of the
Towers.

8. One nore: The mini-nuke idea fails conpletely for WIC 7 where
vertical ly-directed plunes of dust were absent during the coll apse, and
the building fell quite neatly onto its own footprint. (Mlten neta
was observed under the WIC7 rubble as well.)


http://eddieleaks.org/barrett-khalezov-duff/
http://www.radiodujour.com/mp3/20110218-kevin-barret-dimitri-khalezov-gordon-duff.mp3
http://www.veteranstoday.com/2011/02/21/dimitri-khalezov-gordon-duff-and-kevin-barrett-nuclear
http://www.journalof911studies.com/letters/a/Hard-Evidence-Rebudiates-the

The requested point-to-point response:

Conclusion and a challenge The hard physical evidence presented is strongly against the

hypothesis that mini-nukes destroyed the WTC Towers: -

1. Observation of tritium (an important component of hydrogen-bomb fuel) at WTC sites
at the few nano-curie level only. This is strong evidence against the mini-nuke
hypothesis.

2. The fact that radioactive iodine concentrations were actually lower in the upper/WTC
debris-filled layers.

3. Radioactive hot-spots in NYC were found to be due to radium, which is traceable to
industrial uses (not bombs). This in itself does not rule out mini-nukes, but these data
certainly do not support the mini-nuke hypothesis.

4. Lioy et al. report that radioactivity from thorium, uranium, actinium series and other
radionuclides is at or near the background level for WTC dust.




5. Nuclear activation or residual “fall-out” radioactivity (above background) was NOT
observed, in tests performed by the author on actual WTC samples. This result is
consistent with the low lodine-131 measured by independent researchers (point 2 above)
and the low radionuclide counts (point 4 above)

and again provides compelling evidence against the mini-nuke-at-Towers hypothesis. ----

6. No fatalities due to radiation “burning” were reported near ground zero. ------------------

William Rodriguez survived the North Tower collapse.

7. No observed melting of glass due to the collapse-process of the Towers.




8. One more: The mini-nuke idea fails completely for WTC 7 where vertically-directed
plumes of dust were absent during the collapse, and the building fell quite neatly onto its
own footprint. (Molten metal was observed under the WTC7 rubble as well.) ---------------

http://www.911-truth.net/! Debunking the debunkers-

_famous_physicist Jan_Zeman vs_infamous_impostor Dimitri_Khalezov.pdf

Sincerely yours,
Dimitri.


http://www.911-truth.net/!_Debunking_the_debunkers

