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coming and going. Innocent people lived in the very
house that sheltered the plotters. Additional dwellings
were clustered thickly around, inhabited by various of-
ficials. Tradespeople and workmen were constantly in
the vicinity. How then did the plotters dispose of the
large amounts of soil removed from the tunnel? The
flimsy official explanation is that it was hidden beneath
the turf in the little garden adjoining. This is patently
ridiculous. And what about the great stones removed
from the foundation(s)—an estimated 60 cubic feet of
stones? No way could these be hidden under the garden
turf. Also a forest of timber would have to be smuggled
into the house to shore up the tunnel—all this without
anyone noticing the subterfuge.

These men were aristocrats, not construction work-
ers or engineers. What are the chances they could dig
through the foundations of the house without causing it
to collapse or at least crack severely?

What about the noise made by the constant tunnel-
ing—assaulting a wall described as “very hard to beat
through”? The striking of the picks and shovels in the
shallow tunnel would be audible for many yards around.
Yet we are supposed to believe none of the people
swarming around had any notion something unusual
was going on. We are also supposed to believe that dur-
ing all this strenuous work, the “bad guys” were ignorant
of the existence of the undercroft. Wouldn’t they have
“cased the joint” before even renting the nearby house,
much less start swinging a pick? Wouldn’t anyone? Were
they really that nutty or stupid?

Furthermore, John Gerard says there are reasons to

believe the undercroft “served habitually as a passage
between the different parts of the palace.” With all this
foot traffic through the ground-level “cellar,” how in the
world could the conspirators store 36 barrels of gunpow-
der—an estimated 4.5 to 5 tons of powder—for half a
year, without anyone noticing?

Says Gerard: “It must be remembered that the gov-
ernment thus credited with childlike and culpable sim-
plicity was probably the most suspicious and inquisitive
that [had] ever held power [in Britain], for its tenure
whereof it trusted mainly to the elaborate efficiency of
its intelligence department.”

Hard as it is to believe the vast amount of explosive
materiel could be smuggled into the building, it is even
more incredible the powder could have been removed
without anyone witnessing this amazing operation,
which would have been a public spectacle. There was
no reason to hide such an operation, logically. Yet no one
saw the powder being removed. Did anyone ever see the

How could five tons of gunpowder remain undetected right
under the House of Lords meeting room from May until No-
vember with literally dozens of people using the chamber
every day as a passageway? How did the conspirators get
the barrels (each about 400 pounds) in there without anyone
noticing? And when the government removed the gunpow-
der, with no need for secrecy, why was there not a single
witness? Reportedly the undercroft was used often as a
shortcut between the buildings of Parliament, meaning nu-
merous people should have seen the mountain of gunpow-
der—allegedly hidden under some firewood—stored there.




