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Mr. Todd J. Zinser 
U.S. Department of Commerce 
Office of the Inspector General 
1401 Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20230 
 
                                                                                            December 12, 2013 
By Courier 

 
Dear Mr. Zinser:      
 
                       Re: The NIST Report On the Collapse of WTC Building 7 
                               Challenged by 2,100 Architects and Engineers 
                        
 
I write to you at the request, and on behalf of the professional organization of 
more than 2,100 professionally, degreed architects and engineers who come 
from a large number of states across the country.  
 
The members are not political activists, in the usual sense, and their professional 
and personal commitments, as citizens, to this democratic Republic and their 
patriotism have never been questioned. 
 
I write to you as their Counsel because they have been troubled by what they 
have learned, and professionally concluded, about one aspect of the events at 
the World Trade Center on 9/11, -  the collapse of the third high rise destroyed- 
Building 7.   
 
Please allow me to set out the issues in relatively lay terms. 
 
The underlying issue stems from the official NIST Report (NIST NCSTAR 1-9-
Nov. 2008) which basically contends that for the first time in history, the 
symmetrical, complete collapse of a large, fire protected, 47 story steel framed 
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building was said to be fire induced.  
 
Since the issuance of this NIST Report, members of Architects and Engineers for 
9/11 Truth, as well as other independent researchers have vigorously disputed 
the conclusions of the NIST and its Report. 
 
It was only some years after the issuance of the NIST Report that drawings were 
released, in response to a FOIA request, revealing that critical structural features 
in Building 7 were inexplicably missing from consideration in the Report. 
 
These critical features included stiffeners, that provided critical girder support, as 
well as lateral support beams which supported a beam which allegedly buckled. 
Only through the omission of any discussion about the stiffeners and the lateral 
support beams is NIST’s probable collapse sequence possible. With the inclusion 
of these critical features, NIST’s probable collapse sequence must be ruled out 
unambiguously. It is the unanimous opinion of the structural engineers who have 
carefully studied this matter that an independent engineering enquiry would 
swiftly reach the same conclusion.  
 
After the discovery of these omissions, the group of engineers who discovered 
them pressed for nearly two years to get an answer to the question as to why 
these critical features were omitted from the Report’s discussion and analysis. 
They were greeted with silence until October 25, 2013 when a NIST public 
relations official (not a professional engineer) finally acknowledged that the 
stiffeners had been omitted, but incredibly (from an engineering standpoint) said 
they were not necessary to consider.  
 
My clients are in disbelief and aghast that the Report, in the first instance, would 
omit a discussion of these material features and then slough off the omission by 
stating that, in respect to the stiffeners, it was not “necessary” for them to be 
considered.  
 
It should also be noted that the NIST public relations official did not address the 
omission of the lateral support beams. 
 
This group of architects and engineers, unanimously believe that the NIST 
Report’s conclusion of collapse due to fire could not have been justified if the 
stiffeners and the lateral support beams were not omitted. 
 
Mr. Zinser, quite frankly, the credibility of NIST, and the Department of 
Commerce  requires that  you open an investigation into the potential negligence 
and/or misconduct by the lead investigators of NIST’s Building 7 investigation 
and that NIST be directed to produce a corrected analysis and report on the 
collapse of Building 7, but, this time, by fully taking into account the presence of 
the stiffeners and the lateral support beams. 
 



  
 

Silence from your office or a rejection of this reasonable request may prompt my 
clients to seek legal recourse and to raise this issue with their colleagues in 
Europe where a number of government officials and professionals have long 
been critical of the official U.S. Government’s position and explanation of the 
destruction of the WTC on 9/11. The detailed information and evidence 
possessed by my clients (I enclose herewith a detailed, technical narrative, 
graphics, and a DVD prepared for your further review) would be examined 
closely by their European structural engineering colleagues at Cambridge 
University and elsewhere. 
 
I suggest that the resulting reports would devastate the current NIST 
conclusions, but that is not our intention. We wish to handle this issue, here, 
where it primarily belongs, but the ball is now in your court. 
 
If, you wish to explore these issues directly with my clients I am certain that a 
representative group of structural engineers would be pleased to meet with you, 
and any relevant NIST officials in order to discuss the options. 
 
Avoidance through stonewalling and prolonged silence will no longer suffice. This 
will not go away. 
 
Let us see if we can find a way together to cooperatively address this concern.   
This discrepancy has caught the attention of a group of serious, patriotic 
American professionals and they believe that even the consolidated control over 
US mainstream media on this issue, is capable of being run over by interested 
media sources, we know, in the United Kingdom, Spain, Italy, France, Russia 
and elsewhere. 
 
I therefore, respectfully ask you to work with us on this matter, and look forward 
to hearing from you. 
 
Communications may be sent to the above email address, or to my New York or 
D.C. office. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
(Dr.) W.F. Pepper 
 
Enclosure: Summary narrative and Graphics & DVD “9/11 Explosive Evidence- 
Experts Speak Out” for background on the WTC issues. 
 
cc: Richard Gage .A.I.A., Architects and Engineers for 9/11 Truth Inc. 
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