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Harry Conover wrote:

> Dan Bloomquist <EXTRApublic21@lakeweb.com> wrote in message
news:<413F6CB4.50602@lakeweb.com>...

>

>>Errr, Harry,

>>You are not paying attention. This thread is about building number 7.
>>

>>http://wtc7.net/videos.html

>>

>>You can clearly see that this building failed at the ground.

>>

>>Best, Dan.

>

>

> Whoops, Dan you're correct. | had assumed falsely that the discussion
> was about the twin towers.

>

> | really don't understand why there would be much discussion about

> Building 7 or several others in the WTC complex, because most of these
> had suffered sufficient structural damage to either fall on their own

> or be deliberately razed as a safety precaution. Seem to me that

> whether or not explosives were employed in razing them is a moot

> point.

>

> Am | missing something?

Hi Harry,

See my other posts in this thread. The building you see in the video
fell on the afternoon of 9/11. So, it was not demolished. Here is my
basic question.

How is it possible for all the outer columns to fail at the same time? |

don't find any physics that would increase their load because the core

fails 3/5ths of a second earlier. As | understand it, this building is

done the same way as the twin towers. The outer columns and the core do
not share the vertical load. So, what happened?
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>
> Harry C.

Best, Dan.
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