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Preface

In the second semester of my Masters program, I was
afforded a valuable opportunity to participate in a seminar
that exposed the group to some uncommon perspectives and
theories regarding America in pre-historic times. The intent
of our meetings was to review many of the standard scientific
precepts that explain the past. However, as we were to
discover not everybody is in agreement with the present
scientific versions. The basic formula that we followed was
to examine and discuss opposing hypotheses regarding the same
data. For example, we looked at the geologic principles of
stratigraphy. The standard scientific concept that explains
how soil is laid down is referred to as the ‘gentle rain'
theory. It is generally thought that the atmosphere displaces
particles in a slow and deliberate manner which over a long
period of time piles up into a distinguishable stratum.
According to this theory, the earth's stratigraphy resembles
a layer cake with each segment representing a different
geologic period. Some of these periods are seemingly
dominated by different soil colors and each new color may mean
a new age. The icing on top, or the earth's crust, would be
the most recent.

Yet, we found considerable opposition to this theory,
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which appears to have more gaps than consistency. One
alternative to this ‘gentle rain', is the theory of
‘catastrophic sequences'. It notes that certain geologic
intervals, are dominated by tremendous upheavals and
calamities which are sufficiently momentous to be entirely
capable of throwing down a material record that is anything
but slow and gentle. A minor version of this catastrophic
action can be seen in a mud-slide, volcano, hurricane, or
flood, all of which can significantly alter the landscape and
stratigraphy.

During the course of our meetings we surveyed a number
of scientific hypotheses which argued for different routes to
the same destination. One particularly intriguing category
dealt with how the New World was populated. Most of us as
youngsters are introduced to the ruling doctrine, that several
thousands of years ago, Asian migrants struggled across the
Bering land bridge into a mythical Ellis island. Here, they
were seemingly dispatched as groups, to nearly every nook and
cranny of the henisphere, gently raining down upon both
Western continents.

What surprised me the most in our discussions of this
topic was not only the fact that there was another theory
regarding the ancestry and roots of the first Americans, but
that there were several. Furthermore, we learned that until

about 1890 many of these theories were still accepted as being
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possible. However, in 1894 the Smithsonian Institution
officially issued a treatise on this subject, and since that
time most of us have been raised to accept that Columbus
discovered America. As for the aboriginal inhabitants, they
came across the now sunken landbridge and remained totally
isolated from the outside world until 1492. One valuable
benefit of this seminar was becoming acquainted with the
Native American perspective that resolves their presence and
evolvement in this hemisphere. Not many non-Indians are aware
that within nearly every tribal group an account explains how
they, as a people, came into a human condition. Furthermore,
most tribals believe this evolvement occurred within this
hemisphere. In support of this belief are stories which seem
to contain elements of past environmental and geologic
episodes that would attest to a long existence here. Some of
these bygone events are so vividly explained that they appear
to be confirmed by present scientific knowledge that describes
the same events. However, the most surprising aspect of the
oral traditions concerns those legends which tell of other
cultures who happened upon them long ago. Some of these
visitors were said to have carried on trade and commerce,
others engaged the Indians in warfare.

Our seminar group was able to locate documents and
accounts which asserted that seafarers from other parts of

the world had contacted America in pre-Columbian time. There
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is even an account of a tribal member who stated that his
people actually migrated here by boat.’ Initially, all of
these precepts were difficult to fathom for those of us who
had learned of Columbus at an early age, but right around this
time the Vietnamese boat people were prominently in the news.
It is reasonable to assume that given the harsh realities of
one's existence, that desperate refugees would willingly take
to the open sea in flimsy overcrowded vessels, knowing full
well that pirates, typhoons, and other 1l1like threatening
obstacles impeded their path to freedom. Yet, it was a
decision that a forlorn and daring people were willing to
make, a decision that is presumably not unique to the 20th
century. So, if one or more tribes say they came here by boat
then it is reasonable and possible to believe that they did.

Some of the material covered in the seminar dealt with
the possibility that cultures well known in history came here
for a variety of purposes, including: Egyptians, Phoenicians,
Celts, Ethiopians, Chinese, Japanese, Greeks, Polynesians,
Irish, and the well known but still mythical Vikings. To
prove theories regarding all this early traffic, researchers
have submitted evidence extracted from a variety of scientific
sources, including archaeology, biology, architecture,

linguistics, astronomy, epigraphy, cartography, and a few

1Jos.eph Mahan, The Secret. (Columbus: By the Author,
1983), 4.




other fields.

Pre-contact evidence is said to be widespread and not
necessarily confined to any one area. Nearly all of the
supporters for pre-Columbian contacts advance the theory that
not only did cultures come and go, but in some cases they may
have diffused information and influence upon the American
Indians. This of course is not the way that our scientific
establishment recognizes the pre~history of the Americas, and
honestly, at the conclusion of our meetings most of us did not
accept all that was uncovered. But the evidence was
compelling. Collectively we agreed that in view of the
testimony our oblivious reliance upon certain scientific
dogmatic suppositions should be viewed more skeptically in the
future.

Unfortunately, circumstances forced me to interrupt my
studies for a period of eighteen months. During this time I
took a job which afforded me an opportunity to travel
extensively. Remembering the discussions mentioned above, I
made it a hobby to observe firsthand some of the evidence that
adherents claimed was proof of pre-Columbian contacts. In my
travels, I made every opportunity to visit museuns,
archaeological sites, and places where these early travelers
are said to have left artifacts, signs, or marks.

The following report reflects these field investigations,

combined with research garnered from documents that treat the
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question of pre-Columbian contacts. In my travels, I was able
to meet and interview a few of the very researchers who have
published on this topic. I have also found that a veritable
mountain of documents has been published on this subject and
related topics.

Initially I had intended to compose a general synthesis
of the data concerning this topic, however after discovering
the enormous amount of material that exists, I opted to
examine two elements of the overall question that help to
distinguish why some academics are still unsure as to the
possibility of pre-Columbian contact. Therefore the paper is
divided into two sections. The first part examines the
popular and fairly standard version of how people came to be
present in this hemisphere. Additionally, some of the
influences that may have aided in constructing the story are
identified. Since some institutions had a say in how the
account was composed they may have influenced the accuracy
and overall composition of the historic and pre-historic
record. Part two will examine some actual cases and supply
a general description of the evidence which researchers are
presently submitting to show that pre-Columbian contact did

take place.
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Abstract

In the present era, scientists and researchers have
gathered together a considerable amount of evidence which
putatively demonstrates that contact occurred between the
01d and New Worlds far in advance of either Columbus or the
Vikings. This paper will describe and examine a small part
of this evidence as well as provide a background summary of
how pre-Columbian history was constructed. The emphasis of
this paper reveals how epigraphic research has become the

principle element in current investigations.
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Introduction

The question of early contacts between the 0ld and New
Worlds has been a hotly disputed topic for most of the nearly
five hundred years since Columbus made landfall in 1492.
Historically, the scientific establishment has viewed the
question with truculent consensus: with the exception of the
Vikings, THERE WERE NO CONTACTS IN PRE-COLUMBIAN TIME.
Advocates for the opposing viewpoint contest this premise and
increasingly have surfaced with extensive data emanating from
a wide array of fields, including archaeology, anthropology,
linguistics, epigraphy, geology, theology, astronomy,
oceanography, cartography, biology, and others. Collectively
their data seeks to challenge the popular scientific
perspective. The combined efforts of these researchers, whose
studies merit consideration, are aimed at overcoming what they
contend to be a 1long-standing bias that dominates the
scientific community concerning this topic.

"If a bias exists, it will have to weather an imminent
battle likely to occur in the near future. The last twenty
years have produced a veritable avalanche of new material
which is certain to enter the realm of public awareness as we
approach the quincentennial of Columbus' "discovery." The
possibility that mainstream scientists will take a more

objective view of this topic remains to be seen. However,
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regardless of one's beliefs or loyalties, the evidence should
be judged on its own merits. After all, what could be so
extraordinary in appearance, substance, and form that its very
existence challenges many of the deep-seated beliefs held by
science regarding American pre-history. One could argue that
if pieces don't fit the puzzle, they should be investigated
rather than ignored as has been the routine in the past 100
years.

Even now, some of the more compelling aspects of this
immense body of problematic evidence have caused a few
scientists who formerly resisted any consideration of early
contacts to retreat ever so slightly from the present hard
line. Felix C. Lowe, director of the Smithsonian Institution,
recently admitted in a statement that, "America was discovered
more than once... by the hardy and inventive people who
crossed the Bering Straits around 25000 B.C... by the Vikings
who settled Greenland around 1000 A.D... perhaps by other
seafarers from Ireland, from Polynesia, Africa, Japan, and
certainly by Columbus in 1492."2

My objective will be to examine a few of the many facets
surrounding the controversy regarding early transoceanic
contacts. The first order of business will be to trace the

development of the dispute from its inception in the 16th

®Eric Pawley, "Crack in the Facade." Epigraphic Society
Occasional Publications 15 (1986): 24.
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century to the present era. After a brief survey of the model
for human development in this hemisphere, an opposing
viewpoint will be presented to show the rift that exists
between the orthodox line and the minority dissent. The focus
will then shift to the time of discovery, which launched the
controversy regarding pre-Columbian contacts. The dispute
will be briefly traced from its birth to present maturity.
This should provide an adequate foundation on which to place
the contact evidence; thus can its validity be considered upon
its own merits.

Please note that due to my present interest in this
subject as well as aforementioned penchant for frequent
travel, I have personally visited a few of the alleged sites,
viewed some of the physical evidence, and met a few of the
researchers who published on this subject. This experience,
I believe, will be helpful in one respect best stated by
Aristotle, who said, "With a view to action, experience seems
in no respect inferior to art, and men of experience succeed
even better than those who have theory without experience." 3

The burden for me therefore, besides 1living up to the
aforementioned challenge, is to present the material in a fair
and objective manner so that the reader can decide for himself

if a new interpretation of the past is warranted.

3aristotle. The Works Of Aristotle. (trans. W.D. Ross.
Chicago: U. of Chicago Press, 1952), 499.
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Note on References

A survey of my bibliography will promptly reveal that
the majority of the selections used in this paper have been
published in the last twenty years. However, further scrutiny
shows that this same majority reflects the viewpoint favorable
towards pre-Columbian contacts. There are two general reasons
for this conspicuous imbalance. First, it must be realized
that nearly all literature recently published on this topic
is directed at either publicizing, reopening, or widening the
dialogue concerning possible contact.

Regrettably, most establishment scientists do not engage
the kinds of problems that this subject presents, as most feel
they have 1long been solved. A fairly typical attitude
illustrating this point is stated by Dean R. Snow: "it has
become traditional among professional archaeologists simply
to avoid mention of myths (like pre-Columbian visitors)...
except as playful exercise away from more serious writings...
It is probably true for most regions that the problem will go
away if simply ignored."

The problem has not gone away, but at least we understand
why most of the recently published materials favor contact.

The second reason for my reference selection is to illustrate

“Dean R. Snow, The Archaeology of New England. (New York:
Academic Press, 1980), 23.
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that the contact researchers are utilizing the newest
scientific innovations to get at the truth. 1In addition, we
shall see what research areas are getting the most attention,
and where the investigations seem to be going.

Most Americans have some grasp of how science views
hemispheric pre-history. Accordingly, our context is
predetermined and limited, and at some point this alternative
literature has to be dealt with, regardless of one's beliefs
or feelings. I feel that the question is better studied than
ignored, thus my list of selections reflects an honest effort
to synthesize what is being said and to make it less it less
obscure. To represent that which is noted as general
knowledge or to illustrate the scientific perspective, I have
utilized the Encyclopedia Britannica since it epitomizes the

most widely held scientific views.
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PART ONE: Gentle Rain

"The question of when the first people came to North
America defies consensus... any evidence is at best
circumstantial and cannot be used to constrain what is
strictly an archaeological matter".’ So says David J Meltzer,
a prominent anthropologist from Southern Methodist University.
What seems to be eminently agreed upon however, is that man
did in fact enter the hemisphere as a migrator from Asia,
utilizing a hypothetical landbridge which connected the two
continents. The time of this migration is currently assigned
to the Pleistocene age or 12,000 years ago. The people in
question, Native Americans, don't necessarily subscribe to
this theory; in fact, many accept and adhere to their tribes'
creation stories as a reasonable explanation for their
existence. Although none of these stories will be examined
at length, it should be established that Indians generally do
not defend the various theories habitually assigned to thenm
by anthropologists, historians, and theologians.

Asia has long been regarded as the birthplace of man, or
more scientifically, Homo Sapiens; this not only is

substantiated by archaeological remains, but also by many of

David J. Meltzer, "Why We Don't Know When the First
People Came to North America," American Antiquity 54 (1989):
471.
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the world's major religions. It is assumed that groups of
humans began to populate the earth and initially represented
three major racial stocks: the Congoid (black) established
themselves in Africa and parts of Indonesia; the Caucasoid
(white) populated the European shelf and North Africa; and
the Mongoloid occupied regions of eastern Eurasia.®

In the ensuing millennia these racial types overcame
incredible geographic obstacles in spreading out over the
globe... developing and borrowing technologies as they went.
Frequently overlooked as routes for their travels are the many
rivers, lakes, and seas which now are incorrectly perceived
as impediments or obstacles that separate people.

The primordial world is divided into a number of glacial
periods, and human evolvement is routinely assigned to some
of these epochs. A minority of scientists feel that during
one of these periods, perhaps 40,000 years ago, conditions
existed whereby the ocean levels dropped and a landbridge
formed connecting Asia to North America. Others say that this
condition occurred many times during any one of the
interglacial epochs, allowing men and animals to proceed both

ways between the continents.’ But the most popular and

6Encyclop_edia Britannica: Macropaedia, 1985 ed., s.V.
"Asia" 15:183, (vol:page-listed this way throughout).

7Encyclopedia Britannica: Macropaedia, 1985ed., s.v.
YNorth America, 24:984.
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standard scientific theory favors a landbridge forming once
about 12000 years ago.

During the Wurm or Wisconsin glaciation period, Asia was
theoretically a racial melting pot; however, we are told not
to regard the area in racial terms, but instead it can better
be described as an assortment of ethnic groups.8
Notwithstanding, the Mongoloid race is portrayed as
maintaining some cohesiveness despite what may have happened
to the others.

Science teaches us that during the Wurm glaciation
hundreds, perhaps thousands, of ethnic groups of Asian seed
gathered themselves up and went somewhere else. We can imagine
some of them trudging across desert sands, scaling high
mountains, and the vast expanse in search of a suitable and
economically dependable habitat. Some of these groups arrived
on islands far removed from the continent which sprung them,
and all are believed to have been hunter-gatherers.

One group of Asians who traveled in a westerly direction,
managed to develop a language and gather certain mannerisms,
technologies, and customs, so that when they arrived at their
final destination they were equipped to become more than just
a distinct ethnic group. Eventually they secured a homeland

and formed the beginnings of a civilization around 2100 B.C.;

PR




20
todaj they are known as the Greeks.’

Certainly this group benefitted from the contacts made
along the way. They developed culturally and materially, and
possessed enough specialized skills to eventually control not
only the Aegean peninsula, but a good portion of the known
world, all before the time of Christ.

Going the other way 1is a group usually portrayed as
nomadic hunters who were dressed in skins and equipped with
crude weapons. Their implements eventually would be utilized
by scientists to measure their level of evolvement and even
their stage of intelligence. They are often portrayed as
lacking the fierce competition and close cooperation believed
necessary to stimulate progress, at least in terms understood
by the western mind. They made few advances in the use of
metals and had virtually no industry or systems of

0

transportation with which to trade.!” 1In essence, they were

not as far along as were contemporary populations in Europe
and the Mediterranean areas.''
It is uncertain if this group collectively referred to

as Mongoloid crossed the landbridge in large groups or

"trickled" in irregularly, but they are portrayed as a largely

’Encyclopedia Britannica: Macropaedia, 1985ed., s.v.
"Asia", 14:183.

7Hid., 183.

M1bid.
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primitive race, carrying little in the way of refinement aside
from a simple tool kit.'

We are told how these persistent nomads were hot on the
trail of the big game beast which fortuitously stayed one step
ahead of them on the causeway to the New World. The animals
not only provided direction, but food, clothing, and weapons
as well. It might even be argued that these first Americans
paralleled Columbus in that they probably never realized that
they had stumbled into another hemisphere and were no longer
in some remote part of Asia. Whatever the case the scientific
community feels with great certainty that some of the animals
and all of the people came to the Americas across a land
bridge and slowly spread out across the hemisphere.
Furthermore, they endured here in an isolated state until
1492.

As with any good mystery there are a multitude of
dissenting opinions. Many scientists argue over the dates of
the migration and the problems that arise in maintaining
arbitrary time indexes in the face of contradictory evidence.
For example, the date which science maintains as probable for
entry is 12,000 B.C. Some linguists argue that this would

not allow time for the Mongoloids to spread out, set up, and

1"’Joseph L. Gardner, et al.Mysteries of the Ancient
Americas. (Pleasantville NY: Readers Digest, 1968), 75.
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develop the nearly 2500 languages found in this hemisphere.13

others who advocate an even earlier date for entry can

not produce the corresponding weapons or spear point that

would prove existence according to the present model. As

technology advances, especially in dating methods{__the

rigidity of the formula concerning migrations and other

beliefs has come into question, and the prevailing archetypes
are accused of being fraught with errors.

There are reports out of Bolivia that a cave bordering
the Mizque river has been yielding dates of human activity as
early as 40,000 years ago.“ Yet no Clovis points, which
supposedly were brought by the first Americans, have ever been
recovered in South America. Clovis refers to a type of weapon
which is said to be have been used by the big game hunters
12,000 years ago. The only way to satisfy the early dates
and the present chronology is to suppose that someone came
earlier, and that these hunters chased the big game all the
way to Bolivia, where the astute animals doubled back, tiring
in the area of the American Southwest where some of the points
are currently found.

As is apparent, the cave evidence creates more problems

PEdward Sapir, "Time Perspective in Aboriginal American
Culture: A Study in Method."_In Selected Writings of Edward

Sapir in language, Culture, and Personality. D. Mandlebaum,
(Berkley: University of California Press, 1963), 454.

Ynrravel Guide." Archaeology 41 May-June. 1988, 5.
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than can be explained utilizing the current definition for
ancient migrations. We have to ask ourselves: did man come
earlier or employ other methods to capture game? Were early
Americans strictly herbivorous, or per chance were their tools
strictly organic making them harder to trace? Did fishing and
gathering precede big game hunting? Did Native Americans at
some point borrow, dispense, utilize, seek, accept, or trade
technologies with outside cultures in the new world? Did
Native Americans even come here from somewhere else?

Perhaps ancient technology is not well understood.
Scientists usually portray material advancements as following
a progression, from simple to complex. Perhaps we don't
really understand much about the hypothetical 1ladder of
advancement. Which rung came first, or was skipped
altogether. Can we presuppose that a person or culture will
utilize a method or device just because it appears to make a
task easier or belongs to a theoretical sequence of
development? Should evidence that does not fit scientific
rationale be routinely discarded? Finally, is it reasonable
to assume that because an innovation or technology is present
that it must be employed?

There are numerous examples in today's world where
cultural, tribal, or religious groups have access to the
world's most advanced technology, yet choose to ignore it.

on the other hand, investigators continually uncover material
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enigmas within this hemisphere whose construction, appearance,
and development cannot be explained or even imitated by the
modern scientist. There is much that cannot be fitted into
the framework that science has created for pre-Columbian
America.

Although some explanations to these questions have been
forthcoming, most hypotheses dealing with truly baffling
hemispheric mysteries rarely have been considered in the
mainstream scientific journals. The forum for these
alternative explanations is usually found in obscure or
"underground" type publications. There are only a few
instances where books dealing with the alternative perspective
regarding pre-Columbian history achieved popularity, but
ultimatly the authors were ridiculed and attacked because
their views differed from the scientific norm.

One example of a book that attracted a considerable
amount of attention, was published by a popular and
distinguished archaeologist whose labors in the Southwest are
still highly venerated. However, Harold Gladwyn's, Men_ Out
Of Asia accomplished 1ittle as far as his scientific
colleagues were concerned and it became clear that his
opinions were not much appreciated. Many of the comments
that the book elicited from his academic fellows amounted more
to ridicule than to reasoned evaluation. Ralph Linton, a

well-regarded anthropologist from Yale, analyzed the material
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in Gladwyn's book and surmised, "that Gladwyn approaches the
problems of American origins with the tentative jocularity of
an elderly gentleman patting a new secretary's posterior. If
she objects he can lament her lack of a sense of humor; if she
does not, the next moves are obvious.""

Gladwyn who published this book in 1947, is generally
credited with "stirring up the ashes" that have since ignited
a renewed and now sustained interest in pre-Columbian
contacts. His treatment at the hands of mainstream scientists
seems to illustrate the rule rather than the exception in
regards to a serious consideration for any pre-contact
theories.

Gladwyn proposes that New World peoples are the result
of several major migrations occurring at intervals and a few
smaller ones in between. According to Gladwyn, the earliest
of these nmigrations begins 25,000 years ago, and
predominantly consists of a racial group that he labels as
Australoids. He employs comparative anatomy for these
conclusions and thinks that the first Americans are identical
in physique to modern Native Australians, when skeletons of

the two are compared.16

BRobert Wauchope, lLost tribes and Sunken Continents.
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1962) 2.

“Harold Gladwyn, Men Out of Asia. (New York: McGraw-Hill,
1947), 158.
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The second major migration was largely of a Negroid race,
figuratively right on the heels of the Australoids, but
sustained to 2500 B.C. The third of Gladwyn's racial groups
to enter the hemisphere were the Algonquins who came betwe=n
1500 - 1000 B.C. This group, Gladwyn feels, brought several
major innovations along with them which can be traced from
Europe across Asia and into America: cord marked pottery is
but one of the items that came with them.'’

The final major migration 1is represented by the
Mongoloid, who possess a broad flat skull. Gladwyn claimed
that no archaeological discoveries have ever produced a
Mongoloid skull in a context earlier than 300 B.C., in either
North, Central, or South America. There was an Eskimo
migration that preceded the Mongoloid by two hundred years,
however Gladwyn points out that the Eskimo never got as far
south as the American border. Only this final hypothesis
earned any support from the scientific community.'™

Gladwyn could have enjoyed some acceptance had he limited
his interest to the patterns and timing of migrations.
Perhaps his ideas would have been debated and politely
considered, but his character might have been spared. His

postulations were disregarded for lack of evidence, which is

71bid., 125.

Brpid., 147.
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in short supply for anyone's theories. However, he may yet
achieve some vindication.

Although the argument is not dealt with in a racial
context, J.H. Greenberg, a linguist, feels that different
groups entered the hemisphere at intervals and are best
identified at the present time by the language stock they
carried with them. Greenberg feels that all Indian languages
stem from a single source but belong to three major divisions:
Amerind, Na-Dene, and Eskimo-Alute. He explains that this
order likely represents the sequence of entry, "the linguistic
evidence suggest a minimum of three migrations."19 This
theory is not much concerned with how these groups looked or
differed in a physiological sense, as it is interested with
the independent means of communication that each possessed;
however, it is inferred that each group may have been
physically different from the other, and this is somewhat
analogous to what Gladwyn proposed.

The consequential mistake that Gladwyn committed was to
propose a possible scenario and take his hypothesis to what
he felt was a logical conclusion. He proposed that the
founding populations eventually ended up with traits, objects,
practices, and technologies that could not, in his estimation

be carried in from Asia.

19Joseph H.Greenberg, Language in the Americas (Stanford:
Stanford University Press, 1987), 333.
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What he suggested as a possible explanation was not, and
still is not, a reasonable rationale as far as mainstream
anthropology and archaeology are concerned. Gladwyn knew this
and assumed his fate by remarking in the forward of his book,
"that anthropology is not a whole science and is often ruled

by emotion and specialization rather than laws of proof and

n20 He was to become

the methods which rule other sciences.
guilty of these same crimes himself, but his work did once
again focus attention on the whole pre-Columbian question.

He noted that some Meso and Peruvian Indian civilizations
sprung up rather "quickly", compared to similar populations
in the 0ld World. To him there seemed to be material and
other relevant connections between both hemispheres. Some
similarities, he reasoned, might be coincidental, but others
are too alike for chance invention. And so he proposed that
certain items were the product of transpacific contacts.

Gladwyn searched the ancient world and found a likely
courier that fit all his qualifications for becoming a New
World influence. He noticed that a large seafaring group was
present in Southeast Asia around 300 B.C., and were highly
experienced in absorbing, transporting, and redistributing
cultural-&iffinities in distant locales.

For nine years, (336-328 B.C.) Alexander the Great waged

20Gladwyn, Xiii.
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war and led a conquering expedition from Greece all the way
to India. He overcame everyone along the way and always took
time to build or establish cities. At least 25 have been
identified. He figured that these settlements would enable
him to control his recently-conquered subjects, while at the
same time compensate the soldiers in his armies with
leadership positions. Historians feel that one reason for
Alexander's incredible success was the varied backgrounds of
his legions. They consisted of Circa Mediterranean peoples
who collectively possessed the technical capability to solve
nearly any problem that was encountered.?

Alexander's forces had advanced a considerable distance
into Asia utilizing a fleet of over 800 ships, some with crews
of 500 to 600 men. But Alexander died at the height of his
momentum and the huge army was left under the leadership of

2 History does not

his top admiral and confidante Nearchus.?
reveal what happened to this vast assemblage, but Gladwyn
offers that some of the ships along with their crews made it
to the West, and continued doing what they did best.

Gladwyn proceeds to list some of the traits which seem

to suggest contact, including polished red pottery, the

upright loom, metals, plus the myths and legends speaking of

A1pid., 218.

21pid., 221.
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white-skinned visitors.® He points out that the multi-
national crews would have possessed a dgreat variety of 01d
World knowledge, including hieroglyphics, astronomy, calendar,
pyramids, metallurgy, pottery, weaving, paper making, and ship
building. He further postulates that those who never made it
to the West became the nucleus for the Polynesians.”

Gladwyn's arguments rely on the premise that diffusion
is at 1least partly responsible for the development and
spreading of ideas to the New World. What he and other
diffusionists were to discover is the utter abhorrence that
anthropologists have for this term when it is associated with
pre-historic America. Its use in such contexts is blasphemous
and is the scientific equivalent of yelling "fire" in the
crowded theatre of acceptable doctrine.

Gladwyn is described by one anthropologist as harboring
a “curious mixture of archaic and modern thinking; he is a
man trapped by his ideology to as great extent as any man of
the 16th or 17th century was trapped by his theology."25
But he also is a good example of what typically happens to

researchers who challenge the accepted structure that explains

the roots and development of the western hemisphere. He is

B1pid., 233-35.
%1pid., 235.

Blee Eldridge Huddleson, Origins of the American Indian.
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 1967), 147.







