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beveled. But, I said nothing because of being intimidated by the
experts who had worked on the problem solving the tunnel for
years.

Toward the end of the 1990s I had seen episodes of CSI and
had learned how much scientific investigation had advanced. Of
particular interest was the FBI invention of Luminol. As most
people now know, Luminol causes human secretions of blood,
sweat, tears, urine, etc., to become florescent in the dark. I inquired
at my home town police department and learned from the lab that it
did not matter how old the blood was, it would still become
florescent when exposed to the Luminol. At that time Luminol was
a highly controlled chemical that could only be obtained by police
authorities. Yet, for more than one reason I thought this might be
an interesting experiment to perform in the tunnel.

I was still curious about the stacks of stone slabs at the back
of the tunnel. I could not believe that the ancient people of
Teotihuacédn had carved a 100 meter tunnel through basalt lava
rock just to use it as a warechouse for paving stones. And, even it
they did, why store such stones at the very back of the tunnel? I
still had suspicions that those stones might be blocking something,
but what?

Since my police department knows me well, I requested that
they help me purchase a half-gallon of Luminol. They complied. I
then traveled to Mexico with a half-gallon of strange chemicals in
my suitcase. After some detailed inquiries from the Mexican
customs officials, I arrived at Mario’s doorstep. I told him that I
would like to attempt a Luminol experiment in the tunnel to see if
there was any latent blood remains to be found. He requested
permission from Alejandro who gladly gave it to his old professor
(Mario).

Though no C-14 dates had been performed on any materials
from the tunnel, it was generally thought that its construction had
been around 2,000 years before. If so, that would put this new
chemical to the test, but whether or not the Luminol revealed
anything was not my concern. My real interest was the stack of




stones at the end of the tunnel. My ulterior plan was to stick a wire
through the stack of stones while the lights in the tunnel were
turned off and all present were engaged in the Luminol
experiment. In this way, I hoped to find out if the stack of stones
were hiding an entrance. I enlisted my good friend, Ale Bretton.’
Being a chemist, Ale could distract the observers much as a
magician’s assistant® The plan was that I would carry a coat
hanger up my sleeve and pull it out at the right moment. Finally,
all was set. And we entered the tunnel about 8 PM.

Mario had explained to Alejandro that a Luminol test was to
be performed and Alejandro, not yet being the director at
Teotihuacan, had informed his boss of this news who had then
spread the word to all the archaeologists working on the site. So,
when Mario, Ale and I arrived that night, there were about twenty
archaeologists on hand to see the Luminol test. We were all
introduced (Doctor, Doctor, Doctor, etc.). I was the only one
without a title. After the formality of introductions we then entered
the tunnel and proceeded to the rear. I positioned myself next to
the stacked stone slabs with my back to them. Ale was in front of
me preparing the Luminol.” Once ready, we called for the lights to
be turned off. Ale sprayed and in the dark I slipped out my hidden
coat hanger and inserted 1t into the stack of stones... #%@(....
curses, there was a wall behind the stack! But, then I began to hear
the oohs and aahhs. The Luminol spray on the floor actually began
to become florescent. It seemed as though there were latent human
secretions on the floor. Immediately, I was now refocused. I then
had Ale spray the wall. One could clearly see where something had
splashed on the wall and ran down to the floor. Of course, I
realized that it was possible that it might not be ancient and it
might not be blood. We might have evidence of an archaeologist
having relieved himself within the last forty years. For that reason

* For the sake of those who know me and for the sake of my gray-haired old mother, T wish to point out that
my first wife had died and my second wife had divorced me by this time.

¢ Who says there is nothing sexual about archaeology?

" Back in those days Luminol did not come premixed.
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compartments existed, and depending upon how one
counted them, I agree. Heyden had suggested that each
compartment had been sealed off from the others. I had
my doubts concerning this. The tunnel begins with the
formation of three distinct rooms that are separated by
narrow corridors. Just beyond these three rooms are two
alcoves (or rooms), one on the left and the other on the
right. I can find no evidence of a doorway being
blocked or sealed at any of these junctions.
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DIVISIONS IN SECTIONS 1, 2 AND 4 ARE PURELY CONJECTION.
THERE IS NO EVIDENCE OF SEALED OPENINGS OF ANY KIND.
ON THE OTHER HAND, THE DIVISIONS IN SECTION 3 ARE VERY
REAL. HOWEVER, THE STUCTURES AT THESE POINTS CAN
ONLY BE CONSIDERED TO BE “HALF DOORS" AT BEST.
THE WALLS ARE NOT BUILT UP TO THE CEILING.
MOREOVER, THERE IS NO EVIDENCE OF ANY OF THESE
SPACES HAVING BEEN SEALED ANCIENTLY.
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t and left alcoves appears to be seventeen doorways of
which it is theorized that the Aztecs tore down in
relatively ancient times when looting the tunnel. 1 also
disagree with this analysis on two counts. First, there is
no evidence that I can see of any of the seventeen
doorways being sealed. In general the walls at each
doorway are mortared. However, they are usually only
mortared from four to five feet high (1.25 to 1.75
meters), whereas the mean height of the tunnel is
approximately six feet three inches (two meters). Never
is such a wall built to the ceiling. And there is no



evidence on the ceilings of any mortar being affixed to
it. Second, there are many drywall-chinked walls
closely associated with the doors. That is to say, that
these walls have the general appearance of a bunch of
roundish river stones haphazardly thrown into a pile
where they lay. However, closer examination reveals
that each stone is firmly in place and there is nothing
haphazard about it. Yet it is commonly held that these
drywalls are the result of the Aztecs having removed
the sealed doorways and throwing the rubble to the
side. This argument does not sit well with me for
several reasons. Even if the river stones were used to
seal off each doorway, the amount of stones needed to
accomplish that would not be half of the stones
available. That is to say, if the doorways were covered
with the river rocks up to the ceiling, less than half of
the river stones visible would have been needed to seal
off any given doorway. So, why all the extra river
stones? It is presently my contention that those loose
stone walls are original. That is to say that they were
built purposefully at the same time that all of the rest of
the tunnel was built. More clues were to show up soon.












leading to the entrance of the tunnel. By 2011 Sergio has excavated
the stairway and the entrance to this new tunnel. There are now
two tunnels that do have commonalities.

Tunnel Commonalities

For the sake of description the first tunnel found underneath
the Pyramid of the Sun in 1971 will from this point on be labeled
Tunnel A while the second tunnel found in 2003 in the Citadel of
Quetzalcoatl will be labeled Tunnel B.

Both Tunnel A and Tunnel B are carved at about the same
depth into the Teotihuacan bedrock at approximately forty-five feet
or fifteen meters, and both are approximately the same length at
three hundred feet or one hundred meters. Both run from west to
east and both end under the ideal center of the structures. Since
Tunnel B has had only six to eight feet (two meters) of excavation
at this writing, other commonalities are difficult to discern, though
it is generally thought that both were dug between 250 — 400 AD
(at this time a new theory, placing them a couple of centuries
earlier is in play).!" To date there are no C-14 dates available on
either tunnel. There are evidences that within a short period of time
this lack of dateable material will change. Part of the problem in
this aspect is that both tunnels have been flooded in relatively
recent times and even possibly in ancient times.

Tunnel Differences

The two tunnels also have many differences. Tunnel A is
carved in a very rustic fashion while Tunnel B is not only much
larger, but very well finished. Both tunnels are thought to have
been carved out of the bedrock lava flows with antler, bone and
wooden chisels. Eventually, this will be demonstrated to be
erroneous, and that particular aspect will be dealt with shortly.

Flooding

"' This theory has been presented by the author elsewhere, but up until this writing, only verbally.
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Both tunnels have evidence of flooding in recent times and

possibly in ancient times. The evidence in each tunnel is markedly
different.
Tunnel A: At present it is unknown whether Tunnel A had only
flooded with the 1971 heavy rainfall, or if, in fact, it had flooded
before that event. There are watermarks at a height of about
eighteen inches (half meter) on the walls toward the rear of Tunnel
A. At this time it is unclear if those water marks are from the 1971
flood which revealed the tunnel’s existence or if they are from
previous flooding. The present supposition is that the marks are
from the 1971 flood because no depression such as the one that
betrayed the tunnel’s existence had been previously reported. Of
course, the danger is that more modern elements might have
washed in during the 1971 flooding and might affect any C-14
dates. Moreover, any dehydrated materials might rehydrate and
form molds or mildews which might also affect C-14 dates. At the
time of this writing another similar and related problem is
occurring in Tunnel A, but this problem will be explained in a
future segment of this article entitled : Muon Neutrino Machine.









an archaeologist who had passed away. That archaeologist was the
same one that first excavated Tunnel A back in 1971. Among the
boxes of uncatalogued artifacts was found a box containing the
remains of what appeared to be about fourteen stone disks. The
disks were highly unusual and were unlabeled. Finally, all of the
artifacts could be catalogued except for this last box, and their style
gave no clue as to their origin. This was because of several
reasons.

All of the disks were about one-half to three-quarters of an
inch thick (one to three centimeters). Their diameters ranged from
three inches (ten centimeters) to about thirty inches (seventy
centimeters). All of the disks (the largest was an oval) had holes
drilled on their upper edges. They were bi-relief carved on one side
with the single exception of one which was blank and covered with
pyrite (Fool’s Gold) on the other. Some of this art was familiar.

Though the humidity of the 1971 flood had oxidized the
pyrite, it seemed obvious that these artifacts had at one time served
as hanging mirrors. Such mirrors had previously been found in
Mesoamerica.'> Assuming that the pyrite side of the mirrors is the
obverse sides of the disks, then the carved reverse sides were by
far the most perplexing. The reverse side of each mirror displayed
an infricate carving, but each was from a different subculture of
Mesoamerica. While all seemed to date from the same Early
Classic Period, each had a unique art style. Most of the art styles
were easily recognizable. The largest (oval shape) one was
Teotihuacan. Among the others were Huastec, Toltec, Lowland
Maya, Highland Maya, Yucatan Maya, Oaxacan and so on. And
each displayed some aspect of the same god; Quetzalcoatl.

Tomas visited several officials who were well-versed in
many art styles. Most threw up their hands in frustration. Finally,
while later going through some paperwork Tomas found a single
photograph revealing the disks origin story. It clearly demonstrated
that the disks had all originated from Tunnel A. Tomas continued

2 Villas, Tomas; “Los Tezcacuitlapilli de a piramide del sol” An Archaeological License Thesis. Mexico,
2009.
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made of any archaeologist, but the meager evidence with which we
are left seems to support the accusation being made. If the accusers
are to remain nameless as I have promised, then nothing can be
accomplished by making a list of the accused. Moreover, all of the
accused are dead. Therefore, I make no accusations in this report,
but rather simply report what was stated to me by these nameless
contacts.'”

All of the four contacts agreed on all of the following points:

1. Many large stone and ceramic figurines were found in all
of the alcoves, both the two toward the front of the tunnel
and the four at the rear of the tunnel.

2. Many stone slabs were removed. Those slabs were not
thought to have writing on them, though they claimed
that many were carved with artwork.

3. Several stone boxes were removed. No one ever saw
what was in the boxes. Apparently none of the boxes
were extremely large. The largest remembered could be
carried by two men.

4. There were some conch shells which had also been
carved.

5. All four witnesses claim adamantly that no gold was
found, though, this appeared to be the main focus of the
search. The workers claimed that they were “frisked”
each day after work.

6. Much material such as the stone slabs was simply
dumped and broken. It is claimed by three of the
witnesses that all of the broken material was buried in the
Teotihuacéan trash site claimed to be north of the main
city complex.

7 As it turns out, it seems more than obvious that the accuser’s stories are true. The archaeological
evidence later found could only be mnterpreted as verifying the accuser’s stories. And, since their stories
have been found to be supported by the evidences found in Tunnel A, it is reasonable to understand not
only why they have chosen to make the accusations so late (for fear of reprisals), but to make them at all.
After all, they received no part of the “booty.”






It is plausible that the archaeologist involved wanted to
keep obscure the existence of the disks so that he could
create a later report. He surely realized the significance
of those disks as evidenced by his having kept them. The
problem with this theory is that no witness can be found
that knew of the existence of the disks, nor did the
archaeologist ever create an outline for such a report in
the more than twenty-five years following the Heyden
Report. This last is attested to by his paper trail as Tomas
Villas combed through the volumes of his papers he left
behind.

A seemingly more probable scenario is that the
archaeologist that had the disks did not want to reveal
them because of the very questions that their very
existence would raise such as, “Why were the disks
never reported?”

It 1s feasible that the archaeologist had simply forgotten
about the disks. While on the face of it this scenario
would seem ludicrous, it is feasible. Personally, I am
aware of many archaeologists who have “squirreled
away” enigmatfic artifacts for later study and have
eventually forgotten about them. Archaeologist’s offices
are filled with such stuff. In fact, a scenario is feasible
that includes a combination of the last two scenarios.

It is feasible that upon Heyden’s study being effectuated
that the archaeologist remembered the disks, but could
not remember where he had put them. Being
embarrassed by this state of affairs, he may have opted to
say nothing. If one chooses to ignore the laborer’s
testimonies of looting, then I would opt for this scenario.
But, if one accepts the laborer’s testimony of looting,
then I would opt for scenario #2. This choice of which
scenario 18 closer to reality will become more obvious in
future reports.
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The Chime Hypothesis

To test the chime hypothesis we only had three slabs to work
with. All of the shale slabs were too severely broken while two of
the basalt slabs offered us a chance to test our theory. In addition,
Sergio had a large basalt slab from his excavation on the stairway
leading to Tunnel B which was totally unbroken and could be
tested.

The problem with slabs that had less than 90% of their mass
in tact was that those particular stone could never be made to
“sound” again at their original notes. This concept was apparently
lost on Sergio since he had us tape together one of the larger shale
stones and try to “sound” it.

For purposes of this study we decided to rely on a scale of
whole notes while searching for natural a pitch known as “clear
tones” or sharps or flats of clear tones. It is more than probable that
the test would have yielded more precisely identifiable notes if we
had recorded the sounds to particular Megahertz rather than simply
acceptable and recognizable notes.” But, for our immediate
purposes the study was performed well enough.

** Hindsight is a wonderful thing!
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Another question that occurred was, “Since so many slabs
seemed to have had pyrite glued to the obverse sides, would that
affect the notes produced by the slabs in question?” Sliced pyrite 1s
not readily available and since we knew that the pieces of pyrite
that had been affixed to the stone must be ultra thin, we searched
for a material easier to deal with and less costly. We chose layered,
heavy duty aluminum foil. Three to five thicknesses of this
material was roughly equivalent to the thickness that the pyrite was
believed to have had. In the Tomas Villas study no conclusion
could be reached on what glue had been used by the ancients. We
had several options. One might be sap-pitch while the other might
be a type of tar. The first would dry hard while the second would
dry flexible. So, what we were interested in was a stiff glue and a
“rubbery” glue. We supposed that either glue would cause the
stone upon which it was applied to resonate differently.

We created three identical stone slabs and glued two with
five layers of heavy duty aluminum foil to each. Both stones not
only had glue applied between its surface and the aluminum foil,
but also between the layers of aluminum foil. Once dried, all three
stones were tested to discover at what note they resonated.
Amazingly, we found all three stones resonated identically. We
were surprised.






















