Notes:

This is an attempt to decompose the demonstration of the twin towers’ demolitions and their broader context, which
is sociological and epistemological, into its simplest elements.

The sub-boxes with round corners are these elements.

This tree provides a map that 9/11 truth-seekers can advantageously use during debates, both to frame their
arguments and to quickly find the context of their contradictors’ arguments. In particular, the box titles provide as
many as 30 down-to-earth yet powerful arguments that can be proffered at any time. If the opponent objects, the
supporting sub-arguments are right there.

This tree correctly emphasizes the irrelevance of the official “fire” theories and the fraudulent nature of the official
reports that affirm them. It also frames these concepts as essential elements of the demonstration of the
demolitions.

This demonstration tree could offer a way to get the fundamental and essential 9/11 message down to the level of
6™ or 5t grade. If 9/11 truth-seekers ever manage to pull this, they will, at last, outsmart the 9/11 censorship, which
operates at the level of the 8" grade or so.

Love,
Dan Noél 2011-3-10
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