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Preface

Since 1985, our aim has been to create an effective instrument to enhance class-
room learning and to foster critical thinking in the subject area of United States
history. Historical facts presented in a vacuum are of little value to the educational
process. For students, whose search for historical truth often concentrates on when
something happened rather than on why, and on specific events rather than on
the significance of those events, Taking Sides is designed to offer an interesting and
valuable departure. The understanding arrived at based on the evidence that
emerges from the clash of views encourages the reader to view history as an inter-
pretive discipline, not one of rote memorization. The success of the past 14 edi-
tions of Taking Sides: Clashing Views in United States History has encouraged us to
remain faithful to its original objectives and methods, but previous users of this
reader will notice several changes in the format of this new edition.

As in previous editions, the 17 issues and 34 essays that follow are arranged
in chronological order and can be incorporated easily into any American history
survey course. Each issue has an Introduction, which sets the stage for the debate
that follows in the pro and con selections and provides historical and methodo-
logical background to the problem that the issue examines. For this new edition,
each introduction has been expanded to focus more intentionally on alternative
perspectives that are applicable to the question at hand in order to demonstrate
that these issues contain a level of complexity that cannot be addressed fully in
a simple Yes/No format. Additionally, each introduction is accompanied by a set
of student-focused Learning Outcomes which are designed to highlight what
knowledge the reader should take away from reading and studying the issue.

The traditional Postscript from previous editions has been replaced by
several new features. First, there are several questions that relate to the learn-
ing outcomes and to the material in the preceding essays that are designed to
stimulate Critical Thinking and Reflection. Second, Is There Common Ground?
attempts to encourage students to think more deeply about the issue by high-
lighting points shared by scholars on the subject at hand and tying the read-
ings to alternative perspectives within the debate. Third, Additional Resources
offers a brief annotated bibliography of important books and essays relating to
the issue. Also, Internet site addresses (URLs), which should prove useful as
starting points for further research, have been provided on the Internet Refer-
ences page that accompanies each unit opener.

Another new feature to this edition is the Topic Guide, a list of topics cov-
ered in the issues comprising this volume. At the back of the book, as in previ-
ous editions, is a listing of all the contributors to this volume with a brief
biographical sketch of each of the authors whose views are debated here.

Changes to this edition In this edition, we have continued our efforts to
maintain a balance between traditional political, diplomatic, and cultural
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issues and the new social history, which depicts a society that benefited from
the presence of Native Americans, African Americans, women, and workers of
various racial and ethnic backgrounds. With this in mind, we present six new
issues: Was the Settlement of Jamestown a Fiasco? (Issue 2); Was Conflict
Between Europeans and Native Americans Inevitable? (Issue 3); Was the Salem
Witchcraft Hysteria a Product of Women'’s Search for Power? (Issue 4); Was the
Constitution of the United States Written to Protect the Economic Interests of
the Upper Classes? (Issue 7); Did Alexander Hamilton’s Policies Lay the Foun-
dation for America’s Economic Growth in the Early National Period? (Issue 8);
and Are Historians Wrong to Consider the War Between the States a “Total
War”? (Issue 15).

A word to the instructor An Instructor’s Resource Guide with Test Questions
(multiple-choice and essay) is available through the publisher for the instruc-
tor using Taking Sides in the classroom. A general guidebook, Using Taking Sides
in the Classroom, which discusses methods and techniques for integrating the
pro-con approach into any classroom setting, is also available. An online ver-
sion of Using Taking Sides in the Classroom and a correspondence service for
Taking Sides adopters can be found at www.mhhe.com/cls.

Acknowledgments Many individuals have contributed to the successful
completion of this edition. We appreciate the evaluations submitted to
McGraw-Hill Contemporary Learning Series by those who have used Taking
Sides in the classroom. Special thanks to those who responded with specific
suggestions for past editions.

We are particularly indebted to Maggie Cullen, Cindy SoRelle, the late
Barry Crouch, Virginia Kirk, Joseph and Helen Mitchell, and Jean Soto, who
shared their ideas for changes, pointed us toward potentially useful historical
works, and provided significant editorial assistance. Lynn Wilder performed
indispensable typing duties connected with this project. Ela Ciborowski, James
Johnson, and Sharon Glover in the library at Howard Community College
provided essential help in acquiring books and articles on interlibrary loan.
Finally, we are sincerely grateful for the commitment, encouragement, advice,
and patience provided in recent years by Jill Meloy, senior development editor
for the Tuaking Sides series, and the entire staff of McGraw-Hill Contemporary
Learning Series.

Larry Madaras
Emeritus, Howard Community College

James M. SoRelle
Baylor University
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Taking Sides: Clashing Views in United States History, Volume 1,
The Colonial Period to Reconstruction, 15/e is an easy-to-use reader that
presents issues on important topics such as colonial society, revolution, antebel-
lum, and conflict and resolution. For more information on Taking Sides and other
McGraw-Hill Contemporary Learning Series titles, visit http:/www.mhhe.com/cls.
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.com/cls.
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Introduction

The Study of History

Larry Madaras
James M. SoRelle

In a pluralistic society such as ours, the study of history is bound to be a
complex process. How an event is interpreted depends not only on the exist-
ing evidence but also on the perspective of the interpreter. Consequently,
understanding history presupposes the evaluation of information, a task that
often leads to conflicting conclusions. An understanding of history, then,
requires the acceptance of the idea of historical relativism. Relativism means
that redefinition of our past is always possible and desirable. History shifts,
changes, and grows with new and different evidence and interpretations. As
is the case with the law and even with medicine, beliefs that were unques-
tioned 100 or 200 years ago have been discredited or discarded since.

Relativism, then, encourages revisionism. There is a maxim that “the
past must remain useful to the present.” Historian Carl Becker argued that
every generation should examine history for itself, thus ensuring constant
scrutiny of our collective experience through new perspectives. History, conse-
quently, does not remain static, in part because historians cannot avoid being
influenced by the times in which they live. Almost all historians commit
themselves to revising the views of other historians, synthesizing theories into
macro-interpretations, or revising the revisionists.

Schools of Thought

Three predominant schools of thought have emerged in American history
since the first graduate seminars in history were given at The Johns Hopkins
University in Baltimore in the 1870s. The progressive school dominated the
professional field in the first half of the twentieth century. Influenced by the
reform currents of Populism, progressivism, and the New Deal, these histori-
ans explored the social and economic forces that energized America. The pro-
gressive scholars tended to view the past in terms of conflicts between groups,
and they sympathized with the underdog.

The post-World War II period witnessed the emergence of a new group of
historians who viewed the conflict thesis as overly simplistic. Writing against
the backdrop of the Cold War, these neoconservative, or consensus, historians
argued that Americans possess a shared set of values and that the areas of
agreement within our nation’s basic democratic and capitalistic framework are
more important than the areas of disagreement.

XX1
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In the 1960s, however, the civil rights movement, women’s liberation,
and the student rebellion (with its condemnation of the war in Vietnam) frag-
mented the consensus of values upon which historians and social scientists of
the 1950s had centered their interpretations. This turmoil set the stage for the
emergence of another group of scholars. New Left historians began to reinter-
pret the past once again. They emphasized the significance of conflict in
American history, and they resurrected interest in those groups ignored by the
consensus school. In addition, New Left historians critiqued the expansionist
policies of the United States and emphasized the difficulties confronted by
Native Americans, African Americans, women, and urban workers in gaining
full citizenship status.

Progressive, consensus, and New Left history is still being written. The
most recent generation of scholars, however, focuses upon social history. Their
primary concern is to discover what the lives of “ordinary Americans” were
really like. These new social historians employ previously overlooked court
and church documents, house deeds and tax records, letters and diaries, pho-
tographs, and census data to reconstruct the everyday lives of average Ameri-
cans. Some employ new methodologies, such as quantification (enhanced by
advancing computer technology) and oral history, whereas others borrow
from the disciplines of political science, economics, sociology, anthropology,
and psychology for their historical investigations.

The proliferation of historical approaches, which are reflected in the
issues debated in this book, has had mixed results. On the one hand, histori-
ans have become so specialized in their respective time periods and methodo-
logical styles that it is difficult to synthesize the recent scholarship into a
comprehensive text for the general reader. On the other hand, historians know
more about the American past than at any other time in history. They dare to
ask new questions or ones that previously were considered to be germane only
to scholars in other social sciences. Although there is little agreement about
the answers to these questions, the methods employed and issues explored
make the “new history” a very exciting field to study.

The topics that follow represent a variety of perspectives and approaches.
Each of these controversial issues can be studied for its individual importance
to our nation’s history. Taken as a group, they interact with one another to
illustrate larger historical themes. When grouped thematically, the issues
reveal continuing motifs in the development of American history.

The New Social History

Some of the most innovative historical research over the last 40 years reflects
the interests of the new social historians. The work of several representatives
of this group who treat the issues of race, gender, and class appears in this
volume. For example, the English efforts to establish a permanent colony at
Jamestown beginning in 1607 are addressed in Issue 2. Edmund S. Morgan
emphasizes the difficulties involved in that project and is critical of the set-
tlers’ unwillingness to abandon the Virginia Company’s goals of establishing
extractive industries such as mining, timber, and fishing when their own
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physical preservation required their attention to subsistence farming. Karen
Ordahl Kupperman believes that Morgan overlooks the fact that by 1618 the
Jamestown settlers had achieved the main ingredients for success through a
program of widespread land ownership, the creation of representative gov-
ernment, and the development of a marketable cash crop—tobacco—to sus-
tain the colony.

Two issues examine the interactions of Native Americans with whites.
Issue 3 focuses on the nature of the relationship between European settlers and
the indigenous peoples with whom they came in contact. In his study of colo-
nial Pennsylvania, Kevin Kenny claims that founder William Penn’s vision of
a “peaceable kingdom” fell victim to land lust that produced inevitable hostili-
ties culminating in the Paxton Boys’ extermination of the peaceful Conestogas
in 1763. Cynthia J. Van Zandt’s essay, however, reveals the potential for cordial
and mutually beneficial relations between English colonists and Native Ameri-
cans based on trade alliances. The more consequential barrier to peaceful rela-
tions between these two peoples, she insists, were the conflicts among various
European nations vying for hegemony in the New World.

Issue 9 blends social history with politics in Jacksonian America by
examining the motivation behind the Indian Removal Act of 1830. Robert V.
Remini insists that President Andrew Jackson demonstrated a genuine con-
cern for the welfare of Native Americans by proposing a voluntary program
that would remove the Five Civilized Tribes west of the Mississippi River,
where they could avoid dangerous conflict with white settlers and preserve
their heritage and culture. Alfred A. Cave accuses Jackson of abusing his power
as president by failing to adhere to the letter of the Indian Removal Act by
transforming a voluntary program into a coercive one and by ignoring the
provisions in his own removal treaties that promised protection to the vari-
ous southern tribes.

Another two issues explore the field of women’s history. Study of the
Salem witch trials has produced several quite imaginative scholarly explana-
tions for this episode in New England’s history. In Issue 4, Lyle Koehler exam-
ines the witchcraft hysteria from the perspective of women’s powerlessness in
a patriarchal Puritan environment. Not only were most of the accused females
who did not fit the ideal image of femininity, but also their accusers were
women who sought to conquer their own felling of powerlessness in a rapidly
changing world. Laurie Winn Carlson takes the matter of witchcraft hysteria
in an entirely different direction. She concludes that what happened in Salem
in 1692 was the product of people’s responses to physical and neurological
behaviors resulting from an undiagnosed epidemic of encephalitis.

Issue 10 addresses the economic opportunities available to women in
the 1830s. According to Nancy F. Cott, when merchant capitalism reached its
mature phase in the 1830s, the roles of the middle-class family became more
clearly defined, and new economic opportunities opened for women within a
limited sphere outside the home. Gerda Lerner counters this more optimistic
view of women's status by concluding that most women in Jacksonian
America were disfranchised and isolated from vital centers of economic
opportunity.
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Revolution, Religion, and Reform

Issue 6 provides a discussion of the factors contributing to the American col-
onists’ decision to seek independence through a war with England. T. H.
Breen maintains that the American Revolution was the product of a larger
“market revolution” that led the colonists, who shared experiences as con-
sumers, to break with England. Carl N. Degler argues that the American Rev-
olution was a political rebellion led by a group of reluctant revolutionaries
who opposed Parliament’s attempt to impose taxes without the consent of
the colonists.

Religion has played a significant role in the development of American soci-
ety from the earliest colonial beginnings. In Issue 5, Thomas S. Kidd and Jon
Butler debate whether it is appropriate to identify revival activity in the mid-
eighteenth century as “The Great Awakening.” Kidd insists that preachers such
as George Whitefield engineered a powerful series of revivals in the 1730s and
1740s that influenced all of the British North American colonies and gave birth
to a spirit of evangelicalism that initiated a major alteration of global Christian
history. Jon Butler claims that to describe the religious revival activities of the
eighteenth century as the “Great Awakening” is to seriously exaggerate their
extent, nature, and impact on pre-revolutionary American society and politics.

Issue 11 also concerns the influence of religious impulses. W. J. Rorabaugh
says that the nineteenth-century temperance movement was launched by
evangelical ministers in an effort to gain converts who were liberated from
“demon rum.” John J. Rumbarger, however, concludes that nineteenth-century
temperance reform was the product of a pro-capitalist market economy whose
entrepreneurial elite led the way toward abstinence and prohibition campaigns
in order to guarantee the availability of a more productive work force.

The major and most controversial reform effort in the pre-Civil War
period was the movement to abolish slavery. Issue 13 examines the terrorist
activities carried out by John Brown and his followers. James N. Gilbert says
that John Brown’s actions conform to a modern definition of terrorist behavior
in that Brown considered the United States incapable of reforming itself by
abolishing slavery, believed that only violence would accomplish that goal,
and justified his actions by proclaiming adherence to a “higher” power. Scott
John Hammond insists that Brown’s commitment to higher moral and politi-
cal goals conformed to the basic principles of human freedom and political
and legal equality that formed the heart of the creed articulated by the found-
ers of the American nation.

War, Leadership, and Resolution

As a nation committed to peace, the United States has faced some of its ster-
nest tests in times of war. Such conflicts inevitably have challenged the leader-
ship abilities of the commanders in chief, the commitment of the nation to
involve itself in war, and the ideals of the republic founded on democratic
principles. Several issues in this volume address the response to war and
its aftermath. In Issue 12, Walter Nugent and Norman Graebner debate the
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rationale behind the war between the United States and Mexico in 1846.
Walter Nugent argues that President James K. Polk was an imperialist moti-
vated to use the power of the presidency to force Mexico to cede California
and the current Southwest to the United States. Graebner contends that
President Polk pursued an aggressive (but not imperialistic) policy that would
force Mexico to recognize U. S. annexation of Texas and to sell New Mexico
and California to its northern neighbor without starting a war.

Two issues cover topics relating to the Civil War and its consequences. In
Issue 14, Charles B. Dew and Marc Egnal debate the causes of the Civil War. Dew
employs the words of white southerners whose job it was to promote the cause of
secession following Abraham Lincoln’s election by appealing to their audiences’
commitment to the preservation of slavery and the doctrine of white supremacy.
Egnal argues that the decision of Lower South states to secede from the Union
was determined by an economically-based struggle between residents with strong
ties to the North and Upper South who embraced an entrepreneurial outlook, on
one hand, and those who were largely isolated from the North and who opposed
the implementation of a diversified economy, on the other hand.

Issue 15 assesses the validity of characterizing the American Civil War as a
“total war.” Mark Neely challenges the argument that the War Between the
States accurately represented a “total war” because the North did not fully mobi-
lize its resources nor engage in centralized planning and state intervention to
defeat the Confederacy. James McPherson, however, strongly disagrees with
Neely and insists that the twin goals of restoring the Union and freeing the
slaves required the United States to conduct a “total war” on its opponent.

With the end of slavery, one of the most controversial questions con-
fronting those responsible for reconstructing the nation following the war
involved the future of African Americans. Perhaps no other period of Ameri-
can history has been subjected to more myths than has this postwar era. Even
though most scholars today recognize that Reconstruction did not achieve its
most enlightened economic and social goals, they differ in their explanations
about the source of this failure. In Issue 17, LeeAnna Keith relates the details
of the Colfax massacre, an assault carried out by white Louisianans to elimi-
nate Radical Republican rule in their state which had empowered local African
Americans. The military attack on the Grant Parish courthouse in Colfax on
Easter Sunday 1973, Keith says, was directed toward removing the all-black
militia unit guarding the courthouse and reinstituting white supremacy in the
Pelican State. Heather Cox Richardson, on the other hand, argues that the
failure of Radical Reconstruction was primarily a consequence of a national
commitment to a free-labor ideology that opposed an expanding central gov-
ernment that legislated rights to African Americans that other citizens had
acquired through hard work.

Politics in America

The American people gave legitimacy to their revolution through the estab-
lishment of a republican form of government. The United States has operated
under two constitutions: the first established the short-lived confederation
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from 1781 to 1789; the second was written in 1787 and remains in effect over
two hundred years later. In Issue 7, Howard Zinn describes the founders as
members of an economic elite who desired a stronger central government to
protect their property rights. Gordon Wood stresses social and ideological,
not economic, motivations. Wood argues that the Federalists were upper-
class aristocrats who, at both the Philadelphia and the state ratifying conven-
tions, employed “democratic” language to argue that the new national
government was as democratic as the Confederation government it would
replace.

Alexander Hamilton was one of the most significant leaders of the early
national period. Issue 8 explores Hamilton’s skills as the primary architect of
the nation’s economic policies. John Steele Gordon views Hamilton as the
person most responsible for the powerful national economy we enjoy today.
Joyce Appleby disagrees with Gordon and argues that Thomas Jefferson, rather
than simply acquiescing to Hamilton’s policies, democratized Hamilton’s
accomplishments, dismantled the Federalist fiscal program, reduced taxes, and
freed money and credit from national control.

No discussion of American politics is complete without examining some
of the individuals who have served as president of the United States. Andrew
Jackson’s leadership already has been discussed above in connection with his
policy toward the removal of Native Americans from the southeastern United
States (Issue 9). In Issue 16, Philip Shaw Paludan and M. E. Bradford debate
Abraham Lincoln’s presidential legacy. Paludan contends that Lincoln deserves
to be recognized as the nation’s greatest president for facing the unparalleled
challenges associated with the Civil War, preserving the Union, and freeing
the slaves. M. E. Bradford characterizes Lincoln as a cynical politician whose
abuse of authority as president and commander-in-chief during the Civil War
marked a serious departure from the republican goals of the Founding Fathers
and established the prototype for the “imperial presidency” of the twentieth
century.

Comparative History: America
in a Global Perspective

The role of American history within the larger framework of world history is
central to the discussion presented in Issue 1 of this volume. In sharp contrast
to our traditional understanding of the “discovery” of the New World, Gavin
Menzies surmises that between 1421 and 1423, a Chinese fleet spent four
months exploring the Pacific coastline of North America and leaving behind
substantial evidence that supports his contention that the Chinese discovered
America long before the arrival of European explorers. Robert Finlay accuses
Menzies of ignoring the basic rules of historical study and logic to concoct an
implausible interpretation of Chinese discovery based upon a misreading of
Chinese imperial policy, misrepresentation of sources, and conjecture that has
no evidentiary base.
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Conclusion

The process of historical study should rely more on thinking than on memo-
rizing data. Once the basics of who, what, when, and where are determined,
historical thinking shifts to a higher gear. Analysis, comparison and contrast,
evaluation, and explanation take command. These skills not only increase
our knowledge of the past but also provide general tools for the comprehen-
sion of all the topics about which human beings think.

The diversity of a pluralistic society, however, creates some obstacles to
comprehending the past. The spectrum of differing opinions on any particular
subject eliminates the possibility of quick and easy answers. In the final analy-
sis, conclusions often are built through a synthesis of several different inter-
pretations, but, even then, they may be partial and tentative.

The study of history in a pluralistic society allows each citizen the oppor-
tunity to reach independent conclusions about the past. Since most, if not all,
historical issues affect the present and future, understanding the past becomes
essential to social progress. Many of today’s problems have a direct connection
with the past. Additionally, other contemporary issues may lack obvious direct
antecedents, but historical investigation can provide illuminating analogies.
At first, it may appear confusing to read and to think about opposing historical
views, but the survival of our democratic society depends on such critical
thinking by acute and discerning minds.
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The Columbus Navigation Homepage

This noted site by Keith A. Pickering examines the history, navigation, and land-
fall of Christopher Columbus. Click on “Links to other sites about Columbus and
his times” to find dozens of sites on Columbus, including scholarly papers on
Columbus’s treatment of the American Indians.

http://www.columbusnavigation.com/

Virtual Jamestown

This site includes a digital archive of primary sources along with a re-creation of
early European settlements.

www.virtualjamestown.org

Virginia’s Indians, Past and Present

Drawn from collections at James Madison University, under the Internet School
Library Media Center, this site provides links to historical information, lesson
plans, and bibliographies as well as links to tribal home pages.

http://www.lva.virginia.gov/public/guides/IndianVirginians.pdf
American Women'’s History: A Research Guide:
Colonial America

This site at Middle Tennessee State University includes valuable links to both
archival and digital primary source collections in addition to lists of important
bibliographical sources.

http://frank.mtsu.edu/~kmiddlet/history/women/wh-colonial.html

Salem Witch Trials Documentary Archive

This collection at the University of Virginia provides access to documents and
links to archives relating to the Salem witchcraft trials.

http://etext.virginia.edu/salem/witchcraft/

The First Great Awakening

This site is maintained by the National Endowment for the Humanities and
includes teacher lesson plans and links to important primary resources related
to this event.

http://edsitement.neh.gov/view_lesson_plan.asp?id=698

The Trans-Atlantic Slave Trade Database

Sponsored by Emory University, this website contains access to information on
some 37,000 ships that sailed to the Americas with human cargo from Africa.
The site includes maps, timelines, and databases.

www.slavevoyages.org/tast/index.faces
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UNIT 1

Colonial Society

The exploration and settlement of North America took place in the
context of regional conditions that varied in time and place. The eth-
nic identity of the European colonists affected their relations with Native
Americans and Africans, as well as with each other. Many of the atti-
tudes, ideals, and institutions that emerged from the colonial experience
served the early settlers well and are still emulated today.

e Did the Chinese Discover America?
e Was the Settlement of Jamestown a Fiasco?
e Was Conlflict Between Europeans and Native Americans Inevitable?

e Was the Salem Witchcraft Hysteria a Product of Women'’s Search for
Power?

e Was There a Great Awakening in Mid-Eighteenth-Century America?



ISSUE 1

Did the Chinese Discover
America?

YES: Gavin Menzies, from 1421: The Year China Discovered America
(William Morrow, 2003)

NO: Robert Finlay, from “How Not to (Re)Write World History:
Gavin Menzies and the Chinese Discovery of America,” Journal of
World History 15 (June 2004, pp. 229-242)

Learning Outcomes

After reading this issue, you should be able to:
e Explore the kinds of arguments historians use to support their
conclusions

e Evaluate the evidence provided by scholars with two very dif-
ferent notions of historical truth

e Consider evidence that challenges the traditional views of
New World discovery

e Understand the nature of the challenge to a Eurocentric per-
spective of historical development

e Realize that historians do not always agree on what happened
in the past

ISSUE SUMMARY

YES: Gavin Menzies surmises that between 1421 and 1423 a Chi-
nese fleet spent four months exploring the Pacific coastline of
North America and leaving behind substantial evidence to support
his contention that the Chinese discovered America long before the
arrival of European explorers.

NO: Robert Finlay accuses Menzies of ignoring the basic rules of
historical study and logic to concoct an implausible interpretation
of Chinese discovery based upon a misreading of Chinese impe-
rial policy, misrepresentation of sources, and conjecture that has
no evidentiary base.



In fourteen hundred ninety-two/Columbus sailed the ocean blue.” For
generations of school children in the United States in the twentieth century,
these two lines marked their introduction to American history. What fol-
lowed from their teachers was a recounting of a story that the vast major-
ity of Americans still accept as true. We do know that on October 12, 1492,
Christopher Columbus (Cristobal Colon; Cristoforo Colombo), a Genoese
mariner sailing under the flag and patronage of the Spanish monarchy, made
landfall on a tropical Caribbean island, which he subsequently named San
Salvador. This action established for Columbus the fame of having discovered
the New World and, by extension, America. Of course, this “discovery” was
ironic because Columbus and his crew members were not looking for a new
world but, instead, a very old one—the much-fabled Orient. By sailing west-
ward instead of eastward, Columbus was certain that he would find a shorter
route to China. He did not anticipate that the landmass of the Americas would
prevent him from reaching this goal or that his “failure” would guarantee his
fame for centuries thereafter.

Over the course of the five centuries that have followed, there have been
efforts to revise the historical record pertaining to Columbus’s voyages (there
were four that took place between 1492 and 1504) as a means of calling into
question this traditional portrait of discovery. First, none of Columbus’s expe-
ditions explored the coastlines of the region that would become the United
States. That particular credit went to Amerigo Vespucci, although modern
scholars question whether he, in fact, explored the coasts of Central America,
the Gulf of Mexico, and the South Atlantic shoreline of North America in
the late 1490s. True or not, it was Vespucci’s name that was attached to this
landmass in 1507 by cartographer Martin Waldseemiiller. Second, even ear-
lier, the Norsemen had visited the eastern coasts of present-day Canada and
perhaps even New England during a series of voyages from the eleventh to
the fourteenth centuries. Third, Columbus’s encounter with indigenous peo-
ples whom he named “Indians” (los indios) raises obvious questions about the
validity of the traditional Eurocentric model of discovery. The presence of sig-
nificant numbers of these Indians (or Native Americans) provides very strong
evidence that Europeans had not discovered America.

Anthropological studies tell us that these “Indians” were descendants
of the first people who migrated from Asia at least 30,000 years earlier and
fanned out in a southeasterly direction until they had populated much of
North and South America. By the time of Columbus, Native Americans num-
bered approximately 40 million, 3 million of whom resided in the continental
region north of Mexico.

None of this, however, should dilute the significance of Columbus’s
explorations which were representative of a wave of Atlantic voyages ema-
nating from Europe in the fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth centuries.
Spawned by the intellectual ferment of the Renaissance in combination with
the rise of the European nation-state, these voyages of exploration were made
possible by advances in shipbuilding, improved navigational instruments
and cartography, the desirability of long-distance commerce, support from
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ruling monarchs, and, to be sure, the courage and ambition of the explorers
themselves.

The consequences of Columbus’s expeditions attracted a significant
amount of scholarly and media attention in 1992 in connection with the
quincentennial celebration of Columbus’s first voyage. More recently, how-
ever, the story of American discovery has taken a dramatically different turn
with the fanfare surrounding the argument that it is the Chinese, not the
Europeans, who deserve recognition as the discoverers of America. If, as Robert
Finlay suggests, Gavin Menzies’ book amounts to little more than a historical
hoax, it would not be the first such publication. Menzies, however, appears
undeterred by the fact that no academic specialist in fifteenth-century Chinese
history subscribes to his conclusions. He argues, instead, that these scholars
are embarrassed that he has discovered evidence that was right under their
noses, or that he has the skill that others do not to read the navigational
maps upon which his study is based. Moreover, Menzies maintains a website
connected to this research project, and a paperback edition of his book was
published in 2008. Nor is he without his defenders. See, for example, Anatole
Andro, The 1421 Heresy: An Investigation into the Ming Chinese Maritime Survey
of the World (AuthorHouse, 2005) which supports some but not all of Menzies’
contentions, and Paul Chiasson, The Island of Seven Cities: Where the Chinese
Settled When They Discovered America (St. Martin’s Griffin, 2007) which claims
to identify an ancient Chinese colony on Cape Breton Island.

There are a number of other studies that make cases for pre-Columbian
contacts in the Americas from Europeans and non-Europeans alike. These
include Alexander von Wuthenau, Unexpected Faces in Ancient America, 1500 BC—
AD1500: The Historical Testimony of Pre-Columbian Artists (Outlet, 1975); Barry
Fell, America BC: Ancient Settlers in the New World (rev. ed.; Artisan Publishers,
2008), which suggests Celtic influences in the eleventh century; and Charles C.
Mann, 1491: New Revelations of the Americas Before Columbus (Alfred A. Knopf,
2005). Ivan Van Sertima, They Came Before Columbus: The African Presence in
Ancient America (Random House, 1976) provides an Afrocentric perspective
that is perhaps as controversial as the speculations of Menzies.

In the first of the essays that follow, Gavin Menzies, a retired British
submarine officer, contends that in 1421, seven decades before Columbus set
sail from Spain, the Chinese armada, comprised four fleets of ships, departed
on a voyage around the world that would take two and a half years. During
this voyage, Menzies argues, one of the fleets under the direction of Admiral
Zhou Man spent four months exploring the Pacific coastline of North America,
including present-day California, and left behind evidence of Chinese coloni-
zation in the form of Chinese plants, animals, and ceramics.

Robert Finlay, in a rejoinder that is at times humorous and at others
blistering, assails Menzies for ignoring the most basic precepts of scholarly
research, and in a point-by-point critique, concludes that the voyages described
by Menzies are not supported by surviving documentation but rather are the
product of baseless conjecture.



YES ‘_j Gavin Menzies

1421: The Year China
Discovered America

The Emperor’s Grand Plan

On 2 February 1421, China dwarfed every nation on earth. On that Chinese
New Year’s Day, kings and envoys from the length and breadth of Asia, Arabia,
Africa and the Indian Ocean assembled amid the splendours of Beijing to pay
homage to the Emperor Zhu Di, the Son of Heaven. A fleet of leviathan ships,
navigating the oceans with pinpoint accuracy, had brought the rulers and their
envoys to pay tribute to the emperor and bear witness to the inauguration of
his majestic and mysterious walled capital, the Forbidden City. No fewer than
twenty-eight heads of state were present, but the Holy Roman Emperor, the
Emperor of Byzantium, the Doge of Venice and the kings of England, France,
Spain and Portugal were not among them. They had not been invited, for such
backward states, lacking trade goods or any worthwhile scientific knowledge,
ranked low on the Chinese emperot’s scale of priorities. . . .

This array of foreign heads of state kow-towing before the emperor was
the culmination of fifteen years’ assiduous diplomacy. Chinese foreign pol-
icy was quite different from that of the Europeans who followed them to the
Indian Ocean many years later. The Chinese preferred to pursue their aims by
trade, influence and bribery rather than by open conflict and direct coloniza-
tion. Zhu Di’s policy was to despatch huge armadas every few years throughout
the known world, bearing gifts and trade goods; the massive treasure ships car-
rying a huge array of guns and a travelling army of soldiers were also a potent
reminder of his imperial might: China alone had the necessary firepower to
protect friendly countries from invasion and quash insurrections against their
rulers. The treasure ships returned to China with all manner of exotic items:
‘dragon saliva [ambergris], incense and golden amber’ and ‘lions, gold spot-
ted leopards and camel-birds [ostriches] which are six or seven feet tall’ from
Africa; gold cloth from Calicut in south-west India, studded with pearls and
precious stones; elephants, parrots, sandalwood, peacocks, hardwood, incense,
tin and cardamom from Siam (modern Thailand). . . .

For a further month after the inauguration of the Forbidden City, the
rulers and envoys in Beijing were provided with lavish imperial hospitality—
the finest foods and wines, the most splendid entertainments and the most

From 1421: The Year China Discovered America by Gavin Menzies (William Morrow, 2003),
pp- 19, 33, 37-38, 42-43, 199-200, 201-204, 206-210 (excerpts). Copyright © 2003 by Gavin
Menzies. Reprinted by permission of HarperCollins Publishers.
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beautiful concubines, skilled in the arts of love. Finally, on 3 March 1421, a
great ceremony was mounted to commemorate the departure of the envoys
for their native lands. . . . The emperor appeared, striding through the smoke
to present the departing ambassadors with their farewell gifts—crates of blue
and white porcelain, rolls of silk, bundles of cotton cloth and bamboo cases of
jade. His great fleets stood ready to carry them back to Hormuz, Aden, La’Sa
and Dhofar in Arabia; to Mogadishu, Brava, Malindi and Mombasa in Africa;
to Sri Lanka, Calicut, Cochin and Cambay in India; to Japan, Vietnam, Java,
Sumatra, Malacca and Borneo in south-east Asia, and elsewhere.

Admiral Zheng He, dressed in his formal uniform, a long red robe,
presented the emperor with his compliments and reported that an armada
comprising four of the emperor’s great fleets was ready to set sail; the fifth,
commanded by Grand Eunuch Yang Qing, had put to sea the previous month.
The return of the envoys to their homelands was only the first part of this
armada’s overall mission. It was then to ‘proceed all the way to the end of the
earth to collect tribute from the barbarians beyond the seas . . . to attract all
under heaven to be civilised in Confucian harmony’. Zheng He's reward for
his lifelong, devoted service to his emperor had been the command of five
previous treasure fleets tasked with promoting Chinese trade and influence in
Asia, India, Africa and the Middle East. Now he was to lead one of the largest
armadas the world had ever seen. Zhu Di had also rewarded other eunuchs for
their part in helping him to liberate China. Many of the army commanders in
the war against the Mongols were now admirals and captains of his treasure
fleets. Zheng He had become a master of delegation. By the fourth voyage
fleets were sailing separately. On this great sixth voyage loyal eunuchs would
command separate fleets. Zheng He would lead them to the Indian Ocean
then return home confident that they would handle their fleets as he had
taught them. . . .

As the admirals and envoys embarked, and the armada was readied for
sea, the water around the great ships was still black with smaller craft shut-
tling from ship to shore. For days the port had been in turmoil as cartloads of
vegetables and dried fish and hundreds of tons of water were hauled aboard
to provision this armada of thirty thousand men for their voyage. Even at
this late hour, barges were still bringing final supplies of fresh water and rice.
The great armada’s ships could remain at sea for over three months and cover
at least 4,500 miles without making landfall to replenish food or water, for
separate grain ships and water tankers sailed with them. The grain ships also
carried an array of flora the Chinese intended to plant in foreign lands, some
as further benefits of the tribute system and others to provide food for the
Chinese colonies that would be created in new lands. Dogs were also taken
aboard as pets, others to be bred for food and to hunt rats, and there were
coops of Asiatic chickens as valuable presents for foreign dignitaries. Separate
horse-ships carried the mounts for the cavalry.

The staggering size of the individual ships, not to mention the armada
itself, can only be understood in comparison with other navies of the same
era. In 1421, the next most powerful fleet afloat was that of Venice. The
Venetians possessed around three hundred galleys—fast, light, thin-skinned
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ships built with softwood planking, rowed by oarsmen and only suitable for
island-hopping in the calm of a Mediterranean summer. The biggest Venetian
galleys were some 150 feet long and 20 feet wide and carried at best 50 tons of
cargo. In comparison, Zhu Di’s treasure ships were ocean-going monsters built
of teak. The rudder of one of these great ships stood 36 feet high—almost as
long as the whole of the flagship the Nifia in which Columbus was later to set
sail for the New World. Each treasure ship could carry more than two thou-
sand tons of cargo and reach Malacca in five weeks, Hormuz in the Persian
Gulf in twelve. They were capable of sailing the wildest oceans of the world, in
voyages lasting years at a time. That so many ships were lost on the Chinese
voyages of discovery testifies not to any lack of strength in their construction
but rather to the perilous, uncharted waters they explored, from rocky coasts
and razor-sharp coral reefs to the ice-strewn oceans of the far north and far
south. Venetian galleys were protected by archers; Chinese ships were armed
with gunpowder weapons, brass and iron cannon, mortars, flaming arrows
and exploding shells that sprayed excrement over their adversaries. In every
single respect—construction, cargo capacity, damage control, armament,
range, communications, the ability to navigate in the trackless ocean and to
repair and maintain their ships at sea for months on end—the Chinese were
centuries ahead of Furope. Admiral Zheng He would have had no difficulty
in destroying any fleet that crossed his path. A battle between this Chinese
armada and the other navies of the world combined would have resembled
one between a pack of sharks and a shoal of sprats.

By the end of the middle watch—four in the morning—the last provisions
had been lashed down and the armada weighed anchor. A prayer was said to
Shao Lin, Taoist goddess of the sea, and then, as their red silk sails slowly filled,
the ships, resembling great houses, gathered way before the winds of the north-
east monsoon. As they sailed out across the Yellow Sea, the last flickering lights
of Tanggu faded into the darkness while the sailors clustered at the rails, strain-
ing for a last sight of their homeland. In the long months they would spend
travelling the oceans, their only remaining links to the land would be memories,
keepsakes and the scented roses many brought with them, growing them in pots
and even sharing their water rations with them. The majority of those seamen at
the rails would never see China again. Many would die, many others would be
shipwrecked or left behind to set up colonies on foreign shores. . . .

The First Colony in the Americas

... I knew that Zhou Man had arrived in Nanjing on 8 October 1423, carrying
no foreign envoys. What had he been doing and where had he sailed in the
four months he had been in the Pacific?

The north Pacific is a vast circulatory system, with winds constantly
blowing in a clockwise oval direction. In June, the prevailing wind off Leyte
is to the north. As Admiral Zhou Man'’s fleet entered the Pacific, the Kuroshio
or Japanese current would also have carried them northwards before starting
a clockwise sweep towards the coast of North America. In fact, had Zhou Man
simply unfurled his sails off Leyte, the winds and currents would have carried
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him to the Pacific coast of modern Canada. The California current would then
have taken over, sweeping the fleet southwards down the western seaboard of
the United States to Panama. From there, the north equatorial current would
carry a square-rigged ship back across the Pacific towards the Philippines. The
whole round trip, before the wind and current all the way, would have been
about sixteen thousand nautical miles. At an average of 4.8 knots, the voyage
would have taken some four months, matching the date of Zhou Man'’s return
to Nanjing in October. My surmise . . . was that squadrons of ships from the
main fleet were detached to establish colonies along the Pacific coast from
California down to Ecuador.

I began the search for corroboration that Zhou Man’s fleet had indeed
reached the Pacific coast of North America. The first European to explore that
coast was Hernando de Alarcén in 1540. Having sought fame and fortune in
New Spain, he left Acapulco on 9 May of that year in command of a fleet sup-
porting the conquistador Coronado’s expedition to New Mexico. Alarcon first
charted the peninsula of Bahia California, and then California itself. I knew
that he was the first European to chart it, for neither Columbus nor any of the
other early explorers reached any part of the west coast of North America, so
any map of the Pacific coast pre-dating Alarcén’s voyage would be powerful
evidence that he was not the first to reach it.

Such evidence does exist in the form of the Waldseemiiller world map, a
beautifully coloured large map published in 1507 and the first to chart latitude
and longitude with precision. Originally owned by Johannes Schoner (1477-
1547), a Nuremberg astronomer and geographer, it had long been thought
lost and was only rediscovered in 1901 in the castle of Wolfegg in southern
Germany. It remained there in relative obscurity until 2001, when in a blaze
of publicity the US Library of Congress acquired it from Prince Johannes
Waldburg-Wolfegg for ten million dollars. The man who drew the map, Martin
Waldseemiiller (c. 1470-1518), was German-born and one of the foremost
cosmographers—combining the study of geography and astronomy—of his
era. . . .
The Pacific coast of America is strikingly drawn on the Waldseemiiller
chart and the latitudes correspond to those of Vancouver Island in Canada
right down to Ecuador in the south. This is completely consistent with a car-
tographer aboard a ship sailing down the Pacific coast, but not charting the
coast in great detail. Oregon is clearly identifiable, and several very old wrecks
have been discovered there on the beach at Neahkahnie. One was of teak with
a pulley for hoisting sails made of caeophyllum, a wood unique to south-east
Asia. The wood has yet to be carbon-dated, but if it proves to be from the early
fifteenth century it will provide strong circumstantial evidence that one of
Zhou Man’s junks was wrecked in Neahkahnie Bay. Some examiners of the
wreckage there claim to have found paraffin wax, which was used by Zheng
He’s fleet to desalinate sea-water for the horses.

Even without finds from wrecked junks, the Pacific coasts of Central and
South America are full of evidence of Chinese voyages. The Asiatic chickens
found from Chile to California . . . and many other flora and fauna were car-
ried across the globe by the Chinese fleets. On my first visit to California many
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years ago, I remember coming across a bank of beautiful camellia roses (Rosa
laevigata). It was a still summer’s evening and their lovely fragrance filled the
air around me. In 1803, European settlers found a beautiful fragrant rose grow-
ing wild; they named it the Cherokee Rose. Yet it was indigenous to south-east
China and had been illustrated in a twelfth-century Chinese pharmacopoeia.
‘When and by what means it reached America is one of the unsolved problems
of plant introductions,’” but it was a common practice for sailors aboard Zheng
He’s junks to keep pots of roses, their scent an enduring reminder of home.
The Chinese also took plants and seeds home with them. Amaranth, a native
North American grain with a high protein content, was brought from America
to Asia in the early fifteenth century, as of course was maize—brought to the
Philippines and seen there by Magellan. Coconuts, native to the South Pacific,
were found by the first Europeans on the Pacific coasts of Costa Rica, Panama
and Ecuador and on Cocos Island west of Costa Rica. The carriers of grain from
the Americas to Asia, of roses and chickens from China to the Americas, and
coconuts from the South Pacific to Ecuador can only have been the Chinese.

San Francisco and Los Angeles are clearly depicted at the correct latitudes
on the Waldseemtiller chart, and I was certain that Zhou Man must have sailed
down that coast. Crossing such an enormous expanse of ocean after two years
at sea must have left some of his junks in bad condition and in urgent need of
repair. Even the best-built ships could not remain at sea for such long peri-
ods without suffering at least some damage from storms and the pounding
of the waves. At the very least they would have required running repairs and
careening—scraping the barnacles from their hulls—and the most badly dam-
aged might well have been cannibalized to repair the others. If so, the remains
of these wrecked ships should have been found off the coast of California, just
as other wrecks had been in Australia and other parts of the globe.

My enquiries into strange wrecks on the coast of California drew a blank,
but I did discover that museums there held substantial quantities of Ming blue
and white ceramics. The accepted wisdom is that these items were brought to
California in the holds of Spanish galleons, but a number of medieval Chinese
anchors have been found off the California coast, and these are unlikely to
have been brought by Spanish ships. I began to question seriously the prov-
enance of the Ming porcelain; had it really been brought by the Spanish?
Medieval Chinese porcelain can be dated by its cobalt content: the greater the
amount of iron in the cobalt, the deeper blue the glaze. The dark cobalt of the
Mongol era came from Persia, also ruled by the Mongols, but Zhu Di’s father
sealed the Chinese borders after he drove out the Mongols in 1368 and Persian
cobalt was no longer available. However, Zhu Di reopened the frontiers and
restored trade along the Silk Road through Asia allowing Persian cobalt to be
imported once more. The period when Chinese pale blue porcelain was pro-
duced and used in Ming China is thus limited, and the colour of the porcelain
held by Californian museums would indicate whether or not it was made dur-
ing this period in China’s history.

I was certain that a great treasure fleet had discovered the Pacific coasts
of North and South America, but my researches failed to uncover conclusive
evidence such as the wreck of a Chinese junk. In the hope that others might
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have found traces I had missed, I decided to ‘go public’ on the issue in a lecture
at the Royal Geographical Society in London in March 2002. It was broadcast
around the world; within forty-eight hours reports began to come in from
California, drawing my attention to the wreck of a medieval Chinese junk
buried under a sandbank in the Sacramento River off the north-east corner of
San Francisco Bay. My first reaction was to discount the reports—the site was
more than a hundred miles from open sea and the discovery seemed too good
to be true—but over the next few days more e-mails describing the same junk
continued to arrive. As soon as I had carried out some preliminary research,
I discovered that the prevailing north-easterly winds on this coast could have
blown a junk straight across the bay and into the Sacramento River. Six cen-
turies ago the river was broader and deeper than today, for deforestation has
reduced rain- and snowfall in the area causing the water level to fall. It was
indeed possible, if not probable, that a junk entering San Francisco Bay would
have been driven by the winds into the Sacramento River.

Dr John Furry of the Natural History Museum of Northern California
first became aware of the junk twenty years ago when he read an account of
the strange armour that once had been found in its hold (the wreck was then
evidently less deeply buried in sand and silt than it is now). The armour was
of an unusual metal (native Americans did not know how to forge metal) and
curiously silver-grey in colour. It was shown to a local expert who is said to
have identified it as of medieval Chinese origin. Dr Furry’s attempts to pursue
the story met a brick wall—the expert had died in the intervening years, and
the armour had been lent to a local school and was now lost—but he was suf-
ficiently intrigued to begin investigating the wreck-site.

The site was covered with a 40-foot layer of the accumulated sand and
silt of centuries, so Dr Furry began by taking magnetometer readings of the
area. These showed a strong magnetic anomaly outlining a buried object
85 feet long and 30 feet wide, very similar in size and shape to the trading
junks that accompanied Zheng He’s fleets. Core samples were then extracted
from the site. The fragments of wood brought up were carbon-dated to 1410,
indicating that the junk was built in that year, ‘a period that included a
maritime highpoint for the ancient Chinese’, as local newspapers laconically
reported.

The evidence from the carbon-dating encouraged Dr Furry to drill again
with more sophisticated equipment. This yielded much larger samples includ-
ing further pieces of wood and a compacted 80lb mass of millions of black
seeds. He sent fragments of the wood and the seeds to China for analysis, and
according to Dr Furry, the Chinese Academy of Forestry have provisionally
identified the wood as Keteleria, a conifer native to south-east China but not to
North America. In the Middle Ages, the Chinese cultivated Keteleria for ship-
building. Dr Furry also told me that Dr Zhang Wenxu, a former professor at the
Chinese Agricultural University in Beijing and the leading Chinese expert on
ancient seeds, had provisionally identified four different types of seeds in the
black mass brought up from the wreck-site. Three were native to both China
and North America, but the other was found only in China. Most interesting
of all, however, was Dr Furry’s further discovery of rice grains and the body of



YES / Gavin Menzies 11

a beetle among the material raised. Rice, indigenous to Africa and China, was
unknown in the Americas in the fifteenth century. Further analysis of the rice
and the beetle is being carried out as I write, but to date no written reports on
the analysis of the wood or the seeds have been received from China.

I now had little doubt that the site contained the wreck of a Chinese
junk; it was exactly the evidence I had been looking for. It seemed highly
improbable that the crew would have drowned when the junk grounded on
the sandbank in the Sacramento River. It was far more likely that they had
come ashore onto the lush, fertile lands of the valley. Their first task would
have been to rescue as much rice as possible from the holds of the ship. Much
would have been needed to meet their short-term food requirements, but they
would also have set some aside as seed and planted it in a suitable location—
the floodplain of the Sacramento River.

It has long been claimed that rice was introduced to West Africa by
Europeans and then to the Americas by the Spanish, but Professor Judith A.
Carney of the University of California has argued that this thesis is fundamen-
tally flawed. It is widely accepted that the Chinese made a major contribu-
tion to developing agriculture in the rich soils of California, particularly the
cultivation of rice in the swamplands of the lower Sacramento. By the 1870s,
75 percent of the farmers in California were of Chinese origin. ‘The Chinese
actually taught the American farmer how to plant, cultivate and harvest.” But
were these Chinese working in the fields and plantations of the Sacramento
Valley all part of the great nineteenth-century waves of immigration into the
United States, or could some have been descendants of settlers left on the
banks of the Sacramento by Zhou Man in 14237 I found a clue to this mystery
in an unlikely source.

In 1874, Stephen Powers, an official inspector appointed by the gov-
ernment of California who had spent years collecting data on the languages
of the tribes of California, published an article claiming that he had found
linguistic evidence of a Chinese colony on the Russian River in California,
some seventy miles north-west of the Sacramento junk. Powers also claimed
that diseases brought by European settlers had decimated this Chinese colony
as well as the other Indian people of California, ‘[the] remittent fever which
desolated the Sacramento valleys in 1833 and reduced these great plains from
a condition of remarkable populousness to one of almost utter silence and
solitude . . . there was scarcely a human being left alive’. Powers’ report was
badly received by his government employers, and although he courteously
and bravely attempted to maintain his position, his official report, published
in 1877, is a watered-down version of his claims. Nonetheless, it makes for
fascinating reading.

Quite apart from his claim of a Chinese colony based on linguistic evidence,
Powers described Chinese settlers as having intermarried with local Indians over
centuries. Their descendants were paler than the people of the coast, and,
unlike other Indian tribes, the older generation had magnificent beards while
the women ‘are as proud of their black hair as the Chinese’. Rather than skins,
women wore ‘a single garment in the shape of a wool sack, sleeveless and
gathered at the neck, more or less white once’. They were ‘simple, friendly,
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peaceable and inoffensive’. After death, ‘they generally desire like the Chinese
to be buried in the ancestral soil of their tribe’. Again like the Chinese, but
unlike other hunter-gatherer tribes of North America, the peoples around the
Sacramento and Russian Rivers were sedentary: ‘at least four fifths of their diet
was derived from the vegetable kingdom . . . They knew the qualities of all
herbs, shrubs, leaves, having a command of much greater catalogue of [botani-
cal] names than nine tenths of Americans.” Their ancestors’ legacy could also
be seen in pottery beautifully formed in classic Chinese shapes, whereas the
‘[modern] Indian merely picks up a boulder of trap [a dark, igneous rock] or
greenstone and beats out a hollow leaving the outside rough’. The ancestors of
the Sacramento and Russian River tribes also used ‘long, heavy knives of obsid-
ian or jasper’ their descendants, Powers found, no longer knew how to make.
And while the ancestors had fashioned elegant tobacco pipes from serpentine,
their descendants made use of simple wooden ones. They had also ‘developed
a Chinese inventiveness’ in devising methods of snaring wildfowl using decoy
ducks—a Chinese custom, but one not found among the Indians. Like the
Chinese, they ate snails, slugs, lizards and snakes, and built large middens of
clam shells.

On the eastern side of San Francisco Bay, some seventy miles south of the
site of the Sacramento junk, there is a small, stone-built village with low walls.
In 1904, Dr John Fryer, Professor of Oriental Languages at University College,
Berkeley, California, stated, ‘This is undoubtedly the work of Mongolians . . .
The Chinese would naturally wall themselves in, as they do in all their towns
in China.’ This accords with Powers’s succinct description of Chinese people
who had created a colony and then intermarried with native Americans.

It certainly seems that Zhou Man’s fleet left a settlement in California.
Were they the first to cultivate rice in the Americas? And was the wealth of
blue and white Ming porcelain found in California really brought by Spanish
galleons, as conventional wisdom has it, or was it carried in the holds of the
junks of Zhou Man’s fleet? . . .

After emerging from the bay, Zhou Man's fleet would have been carried
southwards by the wind and current to New Mexico. The Waldseemdiller map
shows the coast with reasonable accuracy, charted just as one would expect
from a ship passing by, but there is a gap at the latitude of the Gulf of Tehuante-
pec in Guatemala, as if the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans met there, which of
course is not the case. This is consistent with the Chinese having sailed into
the Gulf, but finding it too shallow to proceed, turning back and then drawing
what they could see from the entrance: water stretching away for miles in front
of them, marking an apparent opening between North and South America.

I made the assumption that they had sailed beyond the isthmus of
Panama, clearly shown on the Waldseemiiller, and then been driven back
across the Pacific towards China by the winds and current, as one would expect
with a square-rigged sailing ship. But on their way down that coast they would
have been swept across the Gulf of California and could have made a landfall
on the Mexican coast somewhere near Manzanillo in the modern province of
Colima. Here a spectacular volcano, the Colima, some 12,700 feet high and
clearly visible for miles out to sea, would have attracted them.
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I decided to make a search for another wreck between Manzanillo and
Acapulco, a stretch o