
think are appealing,  select  the sex

of  the  fetus,  and  in  the  future

unknown  characeristics.  Germline

engineering  actually  changes  the

egg  and/or  sperm  that  are

eventually  produced,  so  the

characteristics  are  passed  down

from generation to generation.

Whether this practice is wrong, per

se,  or  not,  their  precident  is  that

they  have  said  it  is  ok  to  do

experiments like this without a lot

more  approval,  international

discussion, and supervision on how

we should use this technology and

when it should not be allowed.

"The Chinese investigators did this

experiment, published it, and there

it  was.  That fact  may frighten the

public  because  of  the  perception

that  there  are  renegades  out  there

who are going to do whatever they

want and there is no way to control

them."  The  Island  of  Dr.  Moreau

syndrome.  "This  perception  may

ultimately  lead  to  taking  away  a

tool  that  could  be  useful  in  the

battle against disease."

The fears  of  the  public  are  valid,

for  in science, like everyting else,

there  are  those  with  no  ethics.

Control  of  this  type  of  renegade

behavior  can  be  severly  curtailed

through  criminal  penalties  against

the  experimenters  and  their

supporting institutions, and journal

editors  could  refuse  to  publish

anything  outside  the  eventually

defined norms. Individual countries

could  also  be  encouraged  to  pass

laws  criminalizing  the  publishing

of  experiments  that  do  not  meet

their  countries  standards of  limits,

or  importation of  any articles  that

do  not  meet  their  countries

standards.  The  idea  being  the

monetary  cost  to  the  journal  will

encourage them to not publish the

article.  The  media  could  be

expected to widely publish the fact

that  any  experiment  that  did  not

meet  the  standards  "failed  to  get

proper  ethical  approval  first."  But

ethics  and  media  money  matters

combined  with  public  apathy  are

often  conflicting  interests  and

money most often wins.

Dr.  Caplan's  conclusion  that  "The

study  should  not  have  been

published  at  all.  Bad  science

combined  with  bad  ethics  is  just

bad." sums it up well.

The Law Of The Jungle

Rules 12,16,17,18 & 19

I've always wondered if mankind is

destined  to  spend  his  entire

existence  living  under  the  law  of

the jungle and being violent against

his  fellow  man?  Or  is  there  an

the tooth or if there was even any

capping done at all.

It's amazing when you consider that

people so long ago had methods to

perform  such  intricate  work  on

parts of the human body. It is also

sad  that  apparently  through  the

various times of mankind's progress

he has lost these practices for some

reason  and  then  rediscover  them

years, centuries, or millennia later.

Bad Science

Rule 20

Friday, August 14, 2015  Medscape

publishe  an  article by  Dr.  Art

Caplan  from  the  Division  of

Medical  Ethics  at  the  NYU

Langone  Medical  Center  in  New

York  City  about  some  distrubing

developments  in  genetic

engineering.

Recently,  Chinese  scientists

published  a  paper  in  an  obscure

journal  announcing  a  remarkable

experiment that was unethical. The

experiment  involved  using

CRISPR/Cas9,  a  new  genome-

editing  technique  that  allows

scientists  to  snip  genes  and  insert

new  genetic  information.  This

technique  is  not  new  but  the

Chinese  scientists  took  it  a  step

further by altering human embryos

and  trying  to  insert  genetic

information  into  them,  and

fortunately  they  did  not  suceed.

Their  lack  of  sucess  is  not  a

complete failure in science because

many  initial  experiments  just  tell

you what you are doing wrong and

need to improve on,  the failure is

just a learning opportunity.

What  these  scientists  did  was  to

cross  the  line  from  somatic  to

germline  engineering.  If  you  are

trying  to  treat  blindness  or  cystic

fibrosis in an individual, you make

changes  in  their  cells,  but  the

changes  are  not  passed  along  to

future generations because the egg

and sperm are not modified. This is

called  somatic  engineering.

Germline  engineering  changes  the

DNA of  a  fetus  and  that  change

could  be  designed  to  repair

hereditary  diseases,  enhance  or

improve  our  traits  by  selecting

features  for  our  children  that  we

general practices were continued in

those  countries  with  certain  local

variations  up  until  the  advent  of

modern dentistry.

Now 700  BCE  may sound  like  a

long  time  ago  but  that  is  not  the

case  for  when  dentistry  was  first

practiced.  Before  even  then  the

ancient  Greeks  and  Romans  often

removed  cavities  through  drilling

and cleaning. And before them the

Egyptians  were  doing  the  same

thing as early as 3,000 BCE.

But even before that, as far back as

the Neolithic Period  (10,200 BCE

to  3,  000  BCE)  beeswax  dental

fillings were used as  is  evidenced

by a 4,500 BCE human tooth from

Slovenia.  And  tooth  perforations,

probably  from  a  bow  drill,  that

were  apparently  used  to  remove

decaying tissue have been found in

a  7,000  BCE  tooth  from  a

graveyard in Pakistan. That's about

9,000  years  ago  that  they  were

drilling out cavities!

Fundamentally  this  shows  that

tooth decay is  not something new

to mankind, only that apparently it

increased  significantly  once  man

moved  from  hunter  gatherer  to

farmer.  The  teeth  from  hunter

gatherers showed about a 20% rate

of  tooth  decay  in  the  population

while  present-day  peoples  show

tooth  decay  in  the  40%  to  90%

range.  The  change  from  the

Paleolithic type diet and lifestyle to

a  diet  rich  in  grains  caused  the

makeup  of  mouth  bacteria  to

change such that  the new bacteria

produced either more or a different

acid  that  tended  to  attack  the

enamel  of  the  tooth  more  than

when, as hunter gatherers they had

a more  diverse  diet.  Another  case

where evolution shows that it is not

seeking  perfection  but  rather

neutral or an improvement. In other

words  evolving  into  eating  more

grains  gave  humans  more  of  a

problem  with  their  teeth  but  it

provided more nutrition overall so

it was an advantageous change, but

not a perfect change.

And  even  prior  to  the  Neolithic,

during the Paleolithic Period there

is  considerable  evidence  from

scratches  on  teeth  that  humans

were  using  some  form  of

toothpicks to keep their teeth clean.

And  as  reported  in  the  article

Earliest  evidence  of  dental  caries

manipulation  in  the  Late  Upper

Palaeolithic   there is some evidence

to point  to  the fact  that  people as

long ago as 12,000 BCE to 11,800

BCE were using flint tools to clean

out  cavities  in  teeth.  This  article

does  not  report  anything  about

what  may have  been  used  to  cap

Prior to Dark Ages Science

Rule 20

From  about  700  BCE  the

Etruskowie,  people  who  lived  in

today's Etrurii Umbria and Tuscany

in Italy were some of the first to be

able  to  build  artificial  limbs  and

artificial  teeth. Pictured here are a

set  of  two  teeth  that  acted  as

replacements for existing teeth that

had been removed or rotted away.

They were  even  adjustable,  either

deliberately  or  accidentally  by

adjusting the wire bands that  held

them  in  place.  Of  course  at  that

time only the rich could afford this

as shown by the fact that there were

a  limited  number  of  such  dental

applications that  have been found.

The teeth in these cases were taken

from  either  animals  or  deceased

people.  And this practice of  using

animal and deceased peoples teeth

continued on until present dentistry.

The  original  Polish  article  is

http://www.imperiumromanum.edu

.pl/ciekawostki_starozytnego_rzym

u5.html   along with other interesting

Roman oddities.

The  ancient  Greeks  and  Romans

not  only  practiced  corrective

dentistry  they  also  practiced

preventive  dentistry.  They  used

powdered carbon such as charcoal

and certain barks to help eliminate

unpleasant  halitosis  (bad  breath).

Some  people  even  used  the  ash

from incinerated mice, rabbits, and

even goats hoofs or a combination

of egg shells mixed with pumice to

"brush" their teeth.

Some  Romans  would  rinse  their

mouths  with  turtle  blood  three

times a year in order to prevent the

pains of rotten teeth.  Exactly how

this would accomplish the claimed

prevention  of  pain  is  not  exactly

known.

And they were also a little bit vain

in that they would use urine, which

contains  ammonia,  to  bleach  their

teeth  to  make  them  whiter.

Apparently  they  had  a  different

view on urine than most people do

nowadays but their vanity was still

the same.

These practices were not limited to

just  the  Greeks  and  Romans.  At

almost  the samel  time the Indians

and  the  Chinese  were  developing

fundamentally the same methods as

the Greeks and Romans and these
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We find that mankind managed to

demonstrate  just  about  everything

wrong in the actions of one leader

and yet we celebrate him.

I always found it interesting that we

live on the American continent, not

the  Columbian  continent.

Historians  attribute  the  name  to

Amerigo  Vespucci,  and  as  the

following  article  points  out,  there

may be a very good reason no one

wanted  Columbus's  name  on  this

continent.

'Cristóbal  Colón  aka  Cristóvão

Colombo aka  Cristoforo  Colombo

aka  Christopher  Columbus  has

gotten lots of breaks from history.

He escapes blame for the massive

die-off  of  the  peoples  in  this

hemisphere on the theory he did not

intend the spread of disease, but he

also  gets  a  pass  on  his  barbaric

personal conduct among the Taino

people.'[3]

'The exploration package he finally

sold to the monarchs of what would

be  Spain  (after  failing  to  interest

Portugal,  England,  Venice,  and

even  his  hometown  of  Genoa)

involved  making him governor  of

the  lands  he  discovered  and

conjuring  up  a  new  title  just  for

him.  He  had  requested  “Great

Admiral  of  the  Ocean”  but  he

settled for  “Admiral  of  the Ocean

Sea.” '[3]

Note  that  Columbus  was  Genoan

rather than Italian because Italy did

not  exist.  From  the  fall  of  the

Roman Empire to the middle of the

19th  century,  the  peninsula  was  a

land  of  warring  and  conspiring

city-states. It was culturally rich but

politically  fragmented,  like  the

Indians of North America.[3]

Although he did receive a title for

his efforts, and recognition through

history as  the  "discoverer"  of  this

land, his inhumanity probably cost

him one of his greatest wishes, to

have this continent forever bearing

his name. And even though it is no

real loss, at least I know he went to

his  grave  without  having  what  he

wanted most.

To understand if Columbus was as

bad as people say an understanding

of what he did and what his legacy

taught  others  is  needed.  The

American  History  books  we  have

all  studied  have  done  a  real

disservice  to  us  by teaching  a  lie

through omission. And once that lie

has  been  taught  it  is  hard  to

unteach.

When you read the following keep

in  mind  that  these  crimes  were

committed  against  3  different

groups,  the  Taino,  Arawak,  and

Carib peoples.

Christopher  Columbus  introduced

two phenomena that revolutionized

race relations  and  transformed the

modern  world:  the  taking  (not

absorbing  into  your  society)  of

land,  wealth,  and  labor  from

indigenous peoples, leading to their

near  extermination,  and  the

carrying on a tradition of barbarity

that  was  already  practiced  by

humans?  Some  of  the  latest

discoveries  in  archeology point  to

the fact that this was not new, and

this  practice was commonplace  as

long as 7000 years ago.

As  reported  in  PNAS[1]  It  seems

that  a  road  crew  in  Germany

uncovered a trench with the bones

of 26 people in them. And although

some  of  the  archaeological

community disagree as to whether

this  was  just  people  re-burying

their dead or whether it was a case

of  killing  people  and  then  eating

them  (cannibalism)  there  are  two

telling  feature  of  this  site.  One is

that the bones of childbearing age

females are not found there.  They

have  bones  of  12  male  children

aged six months to eight years and

another  one  that  was  between  16

and 21 years  old,  9  sets  of  bones

from males in their 20s and 30s, 2

from women older than 40, and 2

victims  whose  age  and  sex  is

unknown, but no remains of young

adult women were found.

The  second  feature  of  this  site  is

the fact that it is so much different

than the normal burial traditions of

the LBK societies that existed from

7, 500 to 6, 900 years ago.[2] The

typical LBK burial consisted of the

people lying on their left side with

their  legs  pulled  up  to  their

posterior  and  their  arms  folded

against their chest with their hands

pointing towards  their  skull.  They

also  included  tools  and

"accessories" within the graves.

Those  that  argue  that  this  was

reburial  face  the  unfortunate  fact

that  none  of  the  victims  were

women of childbearing age. And I

am sure that even 7, 000 years ago

women  of  childbearing  age  died,

they  didn't  all  die  after  their

childbearing ages. The question of

cannibalism  or  just  breaking  the

bodies up to put them into a small

hole will probably be debated for a

long  time.  But  this  question  has

nothing  to  do  with  the  fact  that

mankind was killing his "enemies"

and keeping women of childbearing

age  alive  many  years  before  the

Bible  interpreters  even

acknowledge the earth existed.

-------------------------------------------

Sources

[1]  "The  massacre  mass  grave  of

Schöneck-Kilianstädten  reveals

new  insights  into  collective
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Christian Lohr, Detlef Gronenborn,

and Kurt W. Alt, Proceedings of the

National  Academy  of  Sciences

doi:10.1073/pnas.1504365112

[2] 

https://thesebonesofmine.wordpress

.com/category/herxheim/

Columbus

Rules 7 thru 9 and 12 thru 17, 18,

20, and 21

Is  there  nothing  in  the  Bible  that

wasn't already practiced by man at

the time it was written? Many times

we talk about the barbarity of what

is  in  the  Bible.  Take  for  instance

when Moses  led  his  army against

the  Midianites.  After  defeating

them he commanded his people in

Numbers to:

{31:17}  Now  therefore  kill  every

male among the little ones, and kill

every woman that hath known man

by lying with him.{31:18} But all

the women children, that have not

known a  man by lying  with  him,

keep  alive  for  yourselves.

And one might wonder if this was a

new command brought forth by the

God worshiped  by the  Abrahamic

people's  or  if  they  were  just

alternate  better  way  to  live  our

lives?

The work of  Dr.  Robert  Sapolsky

seems to point to the fact that the

law  of  the  jungle  may  not  be

entirely what we think it is. He was

researching stress  in  Baboons  and

came  across  some  interesting

information.

This is does not lend itself to print

media, so if you are interested the

article is available on the web at

http://www.hypatiansociety.org/chr

onicle/hypatian-chronicle-volume-

0-number-4/

The  first  part  of  his  research

reinforces our ideas about the law

of the jungle as it applies to the old

saying "only the strong survive".

Fortuitously  when  mankind

introduced a hazard to the baboons

something unusual  happened.  And

what happened brought out that the

law of the jungle, as we mistakenly

interpret  it,  does  not  indicate  that

you have to be aggressive to your

fellow kind in order to survive. And

you  can  actually  thrive  by  being

nice to your fellow kind.

 

Nothing New Under The Sun

Rule 9
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transatlantic  slave  trade,  which

created a racial underclass.

Columbus's  initial  impression  of

the Tainos, who inhabited most of

the  islands  in  the  Caribbean,  was

quite  favorable.  He  wrote  in  his

journal  on  October  13,  1492:  "At

daybreak  great  multitudes  of  men

came to the shore, all young and of

fine  shapes,  and  very  handsome.

Their hair was not curly but loose

and coarse like horse-hair. All have

foreheads  much  broader  than  any

people  I  had  hitherto  seen.  Their

eyes  are  large  and  very beautiful.

They are not black, but the color of

the  inhabitants  of  the  Canaries."

(This reference to the Canaries was

ominous, for Spain was then in the

process  of  exterminating  the

aboriginal people of those islands.)

Columbus went on to describe the

Tainos' canoes, "some large enough

to contain 40 or 45 men." Finally,

he  got  down  to  business:  "I  was

very attentive to  them, and strove

to  learn  if  they  had  any  gold.

Seeing some of them with little bits

of  metal  hanging at  their  noses,  I

gathered  from  them  by signs  that

by  going  southward  or  steering

round  the  island  in  that  direction,

there would be found a  king who

possessed great cups full of gold."

At  dawn  the  next  day,  Columbus

sailed  to  the  other  side  of  the

island,  probably  one  of  the

Bahamas,  and  saw  two  or  three

villages.  He ended his  description

of  them  with  these  menacing

words: "I could conquer the whole

of them with fifty men and govern

them as I pleased." [4]

On  his  first  voyage,  Columbus

kidnapped some ten to twenty-five

Indians  and  took  them  back  with

him to Spain. Only seven or eight

of  the  Indians  arrived  alive,  but

along  with  the  parrots,  gold

trinkets,  and  other  exotica,  they

caused  quite  a  stir  in  Seville.

Ferdinand  and  Isabella  provided

Columbus  with  seventeen  ships,

1,200  to  1,500  men,  cannons,

crossbows,  guns,  cavalry,  and

attack  dogs  for  a  second  voyage.

[4]

When  Columbus  and  his  men

returned  to  Haiti  in  1493,  they

demanded food, gold, spun cotton-

whatever the Indians had that they

wanted,  including  sex  with  their

women.  To  ensure  cooperation,

Columbus  used  punishment  by

example.  When  an  Indian

committed  even  a  minor  offense,

the Spanish cut off his ears or nose.

Disfigured,  the  person  was  sent

back  to  his  village  as  living

evidence  of  the  brutality  the

Spaniards were capable of. [4]

After a while, the Indians had had

enough. At first their resistance was

mostly  passive.  They  refused  to

plant food for the Spanish to take.

They  abandoned  towns  near  the

Spanish  settlements.  Finally,  the

Tainos  fought  back.  Their  sticks

and stones were no more effective

against  the  armed  and  clothed

Spanish,  however,  than  the

earthlings' rifles against the aliens'

death rays in War of the Worlds. [4]

The  attempts  at  resistance  gave

Columbus an excuse to make war.

On March 24, 1495, he set out to

conquer  the  Tainos.  Bartolome de

Las  Casas  described  the  force

Columbus assembled  to  put  down

the  rebellion.  "Since  the  Admiral

perceived  that  daily the people of

the  land  were  taking  up  arms,

ridiculous weapons in reality . . . he

hastened to proceed to the country

and disperse and subdue, by force

of  arms,  the  people  of  the  entire

island  .  .  .  For  this  he chose  200

foot  soldiers  and  20  cavalry,  with

many crossbows and small cannon,

lances, and swords, and a still more

terrible weapon against the Indians,

in addition to the horses: this was

20 hunting dogs, who were turned

loose  and  immediately  tore  the

Indians  apart."  Naturally,  the

Spanish  won.  According  to

Kirkpatrick  Sale,  who  quotes

Ferdinand Columbus's biography of

his  father:  "The  soldiers  mowed

down  dozens  with  point-blank

volleys, loosed the dogs to rip open

limbs  and  bellies,  chased  fleeing

Indians  into  the  bush  to  skewer

them on sword and pike, and 'with

God's aid soon gained a complete

victory,  killing  many  Indians  and

capturing  others  who  were  also

killed.' " [4]

Having  as  yet  found  no  fields  of

gold, Columbus had to return some

kind of dividend to Spain. In 1495

the  Spanish  on  Haiti  initiated  a

great  slave raid.  They rounded up

1,500 Tainos, then selected the 500

best  specimens  (of  whom  200

would  die  en  route  to  Spain).

Another 500 were chosen as slaves

for  the  Spaniards  staying  on  the

island.  The  rest  were  released.  A

Spanish  eyewitness  described  the

event:  "Among  them  were  many

women  who  had  infants  at  the

breast. They, in order the better to

escape  us,  since  they  were  afraid

we would turn to catch them again,

left  their  infants  anywhere  on  the

ground  and  started  to  flee  like

desperate people; and some fled so

far  that  they  were  removed  from

our settlement  of  Isabela seven or

eight  days  beyond  mountains  and

across huge rivers; wherefore from

now on scarcely any will be had."

Columbus  was  excited.  "In  the

name of  the Holy Trinity,  we can

send from here  all  the  slaves  and

brazil-wood which could be sold,"

he wrote to Ferdinand and Isabella

in  1496.  "In  Castile,  Portugal,

Aragon,.. .  and the Canary Islands

they need many slaves, and I do not

think  they  get  enough  from

Guinea."  He  viewed  the  Indian

death rate optimistically: "Although

they die now, they will not always

die.  The  Negroes  and  Canary

Islanders died at first." [4]

In  the  words  of  Hans  Koning,

"There now began a reign of terror

in  Hispaniola."  Spaniards  hunted

Indians  for  sport  and  murdered

them  for  dog  food.  Columbus,

upset  because he could  not  locate

the gold he was certain was on the

island,  set  up  a  tribute  system.

Ferdinand  Columbus  described

how it  worked:  "[The Indians]  all

promised  to  pay  tribute  to  the

Catholic  Sovereigns  every  three

months,  as  follows:  In  the  Cibao,

where the gold mines were,  every

person  of  14  years  of  age  or

upward was to pay a large hawk's

bell  of  gold  dust;  all  others  were

each  to  pay 25  pounds  of  cotton.

Whenever  an  Indian  delivered  his

tribute, he was to receive a brass or

copper token which he must wear

about his neck as proof that he had

made  his  payment.  Any  Indian

found without such a token was to

be  punished."  With  a  fresh  token,

an  Indian  was  safe  for  three

months, much of which time would

be devoted to collecting more gold.

Columbus's  son  neglected  to

mention how the Spanish punished

those  whose  tokens  had  expired:

they cut off their hands.[4]

The tribute system eventually broke

down  because  what  it  demanded

was  impossible.  To  replace  it,

Columbus installed the encomienda

system,  in  which  he  granted  or

"commended" entire Indian villages

to individual colonists or groups of

colonists.  Since  it  was  not  called

slavery,  this  forced-labor  system

escaped  the  moral  censure  that

slavery  received.  Following

Columbus's  example,  Spain  made

the  encomienda  system  official

policy  on  Haiti  in  1502;  other

conquistadors  subsequently

introduced it to Mexico, Peru, and

Florida.[4]

The  tribute  and  encomienda

systems  caused  incredible

depopulation.  On  Haiti  the

colonists  made  the  Indians  mine

gold for them, raise Spanish food,

and  even  carry  them  everywhere

they  went.  The  Indians  couldn't

stand it. Pedro de Cordoba wrote in

a letter to King Ferdinand in 1517,

"As  a result  of  the sufferings  and

hard  labor  they  endured,  the

Indians  choose  and  have  chosen

suicide.  Occasionally  a  hundred

have committed mass suicide. The

women,  exhausted  by  labor,  have

shunned conception and childbirth .

.  .  Many,  when  pregnant,  have

taken something to abort and have

aborted. Others after delivery have

killed their children with their own

hands,  so as  not  to  leave  them in

such oppressive slavery."[4]

Beyond  acts  of  individual  cruelty,

the  Spanish  disrupted  the  Indian

ecosystem  and  culture.  Forcing

Indians  to  work  in  mines  rather

than  in  their  gardens  led  to

widespread  malnutrition.  The

intrusion  of  rabbits  and  livestock

caused  further  ecological  disaster.

Diseases new to the Indians played

a role,  although smallpox,  usually

the big killer, did not appear on the

island until after 1516. Some of the

Indians  tried  fleeing  to  Cuba,  but

the  Spanish  soon  followed  them

there.  Estimates  of  Haiti's  pre-

Columbian  population  range  as

high  as  8,000,000  people.  When

Christopher  Columbus  returned  to

Spain,  he  left  his  brother

Bartholomew  in  charge  of  the

island. Bartholomew took a census

of Indian adults in 1496 and came

up with 1,100,000. The Spanish did

not  count  children  under  fourteen

and  could  not  count  Tainos  who

had  escaped  into  the  mountains.

Kirkpatrick  Sale  estimates  that  a

more accurate total would probably

be  in  the  neighborhood  of

3,000,000. "By 1516," according to

Benjamin  Keen,  "thanks  to  the

sinister Indian slave trade and labor

policies  initiated  by  Columbus,

only some 12,000  remained."  Las

Casas tells  us that  fewer than 200

Indians  were  alive  in  1542.  By

1555, they were all gone.[4]

Thus nasty details  like  cutting off

hands  have  somewhat  greater

historical  importance  than  nice

touches  like  "Tierra!"  Haiti  under

the Spanish is  one of  the  primary

instances of genocide in all human

history. Yet only one of the twelve

textbooks,  The American  Pageant,

mentions  the  extermination.  None

mentions Columbus's role in it.[4]

Columbus  not  only  sent  the  first

slaves  across  the  Atlantic,  he

probably  sent  more  slaves-about

five  thousand-than  any  other

individual.  To  her  credit,  Queen

Isabella  opposed  outright

enslavement  and  returned  some

Indians to the Caribbean. But other

nations  rushed  to  emulate

Columbus. In 1501 the Portuguese

began  to  depopulate  Labrador,

transporting  the  now  extinct

Beothuk  Indians  to  Europe  and

Cape  Verde  as  slaves.  After  the

British  established  beachheads  on

the  Atlantic  coast  of  North

America,  they  encouraged  coastal

Indian  tribes  to  capture  and  sell

members  of  more  distant  tribes.

Charleston,  South  Carolina,

became a major port for exporting

Indian  slaves.  The  Pilgrims  and

Puritans  sold  the  survivors  of  the

Pequot  War  into  slavery  in

Bermuda  in  1637.  The  French

shipped virtually the entire Natchez

nation in chains to the West Indies

in 1731.2

A particularly  repellent  aspect  of

the slave trade was sexual. As soon

as  the  1493 expedition  got  to  the

Caribbean,  before  it  even  reached

Haiti, Columbus was rewarding his

lieutenants  with  native  women  to

rape. On Haiti, sex slaves were one

more perquisite  that  the Spaniards

enjoyed.  Columbus wrote a friend

in  1500,  "A hundred  castellanoes

are as easily obtained for a woman

as for a farm, and it is very general

and there are plenty of dealers who

go  about  looking  for  girls;  those

from  nine  to  ten  are  now  in

demand."[4]

The  slave  trade  destroyed  whole

Indian  nations.  Enslaved  Indians

died. To replace the dying Haitians,

Volume 0  Issue 3 Page 3



the  Spanish  imported  tens  of

thousands  more  Indians  from  the

Bahamas,  which  "are  now

deserted,"  in  the  words  of  the

Spanish  historian  Peter  Martyr,

reporting in 1516. Packed in below

deck,  with  hatchways  closed  to

prevent  their  escape,  so  many

slaves died on the trip that "a ship

without a compass, chart, or guide,

but only following the trail of dead

Indians who had been thrown from

the ships  could find its  way from

the Bahamas to Hispaniola." Puerto

Rico and Cuba were next.[4]

Because  the  Indians  died,  Indian

slavery  then  led  to  the  massive

slave trade the other way across the

Atlantic,  from  Africa.  This  trade

also  began  on  Haiti,  initiated  by

Columbus's  son  in  1505.

Predictably,  Haiti then became the

site  of  the  first  large-scale  slave

revolt,  when  blacks  and  Indians

banded  together  in  1519.  The

uprising lasted more than a decade

and was finally brought to an end

by the Spanish in the 1530s.[4]

Of the twelve textbooks I surveyed,

only six mention  that  the Spanish

enslaved  or  exploited  the  Indians

anywhere in the Americas. Of these

only four verge on mentioning that

Columbus  was  involved.  The

United  States-  A  History  of  the

Republic  places  the  following

passage  about  the  fate  of  the

Indians  under  the  heading  "The

Fate  of  Columbus":  "Some

Spaniards  who  had  come  to  the

Americas had begun to enslave and

kill  the  original  Americans.

Authorities in Spain held Columbus

responsible for the atrocities." Note

that A History takes pains to isolate

Columbus  from  the  enslavement

charge-others  were  misbehaving.

Life  and  Liberty  implies  that

Columbus might have participated:

"Slavery began in the New World

almost as soon as Columbus got off

the  boat."  Only  The  American

Adventure  clearly  associates

Columbus  with  slavery.  American

History  levels  a  vague  charge:

"Columbus was a great sailor and a

brave and determined man. But he

was  not  good  at  politics  or

business."  That's  it.  The  other

books simply adore him.[4]

As  Kirkpatrick  Sale  poetically

sums  up,  Columbus's  "second

voyage  marks  the  first  extended

encounter  of  European and Indian

societies, the clash of cultures that

was  to  echo  down  through  five

centuries." The seeds  of  that  five-

century battle  were  sown in  Haiti

between 1493 and 1500. These are

not mere details that our textbooks

omit.  They  are  facts  crucial  to

understanding  American  and

European  history.  Capt.  John

Smith, for example, used Columbus

as a role model in proposing a get-

tough  policy  for  the  Virginia

Indians in 1624: "The manner how

to suppress them is so often related

and approved,  I  omit  it  here:  And

you  have  twenty  examples  of  the

Spaniards  how  they  got  the  West

Indies,  and  forced  the  treacherous

and  rebellious  infidels  to  do  all

manner  of  drudgery  work  and

slavery for them, themselves living

like soldiers upon the fruits of their

labors." The methods unleashed by

Columbus  are,  in  fact,  the  larger

part  of  his  legacy.  After  all,  they

worked.  The  island  was  so  well

pacified  that  Spanish  convicts,

given  a  second  chance  on  Haiti,

could  "go  anywhere,  take  any

woman or girl,  take anything, and

have the Indians carry him on their

backs  as  if  they  were  mules."  In

1499,  when  Columbus  finally

found gold  on Haiti  in  significant

amounts, Spain became the envy of

Europe.  After  1500  Portugal,

France, Holland, and Britain joined

in conquering the Americas. These

nations  were  at  least  as  brutal  as

Spain.  The  British,  for  example,

unlike the Spanish, did not colonize

by making use of Indian labor but

simply forced the Indians out of the

way.  Many  Indians  fled  British

colonies  to  Spanish  territories

(Florida, Mexico) in search of more

humane treatment.[4]

America  fascinated  the  masses  as

well  as  the elite.  In  The Tempest,

Shakespeare  noted  this  universal

curiosity: "They will not give a doit

to relieve a lambe beggar, they will

lay out  ten to see a dead Indian."

Europe's  fascination  with  the

Americas was directly responsible,

in fact, for a rise in European self-

consciousness. From the beginning

America  was  perceived  as  an

"opposite" to Europe in ways that

even  Africa  never  had  been.  In  a

sense,  there  was  no  "Europe"

before  1492.  People  were  simply

Tuscan, French, and the like. Now

Europeans began to see similarities

among  themselves,  at  least  as

contrasted with Native Americans.

For  that  matter,  there  were  no

"white"  people  in  Europe  before

1492.  With  the  transatlantic  slave

trade,  first  Indian,  then  African,

Europeans  increasingly  saw

"white"  as  a  race  and  race  as  an

important human characteristic.

Columbus's  own  writings  reflect

this  increasing  racism.  When

Columbus  was  selling  Queen

Isabella  on  the  wonders  of  the

Americas,  the  Indians  were  "well

built"  and  "of  quick  intelligence."

"They have very good customs," he

wrote,  "and  the  king  maintains  a

very marvelous state, of a style so

orderly that it is a pleasure to see it,

and they have good memories and

they wish to see everything and ask

what it is and for what it is used."

Later,  when  Columbus  was

justifying  his  wars  and  his

enslavement  of  the  Indians,  they

became  "cruel"  and  "stupid,"  "a

people  warlike  and  numerous,

whose  customs  and  religion  are

very different from ours."[4]

It  is  always  useful  to  think  badly

about people one has exploited or

plans  to  exploit.  Modifying  one's

opinions  to  bring  them  into  line

with  one's  actions  or  planned

actions  is  the  most  common

outcome of  the  process  known as

"cognitive  dissonance,"  according

to  the  social  psychologist  Leon

Festinger. No one likes to think of

himself or herself as a bad person.

To  treat  badly  another  person

whom  we  consider  a  reasonable

human  being  creates  a  tension

between  act  and  attitude  that

demands  resolution.  We  cannot

erase  what  we  have  done,  and  to

alter  our  future  behavior  may not

be  in  our  interest.  To  change  our

attitude is easier.[4]

Columbus  gives  us  the  first

recorded  example  of  cognitive

dissonance  in  the  Americas,  for

although  the  Indians  may  have

changed from hospitable to angry,

they  could  hardly  have  evolved

from  intelligent  to  stupid  so

quickly.  The  change  had  to  be  in

Columbus.[4]

All  of  these  gruesome  facts  are

available  in  primary  source

material-  letters  by Columbus and

by  other  members  of  his

expeditions-and in the work of Las

Casas,  the  first  great  historian  of

the  Americas,  who  relied  on

primary  materials  and  helped

preserve them. I have quoted a few

primary  sources  in  this  chapter.

Most  textbooks  make  no  use  of

primary sources. A few incorporate

brief  extracts  that  have  been

carefully  selected  or  edited  to

reveal nothing unseemly about the

Great Navigator.[4]

If Christopher Columbus were alive

today, he would be put on trial for

crimes  against  humanity.

Columbus'  reign  of  terror,  as

documented  by  noted  historians,

was  so  bloody,  his  legacy  so

unspeakably  cruel,  that  Columbus

makes  a  modern  villain  like

Saddam Hussein  look  like  a  pale

codfish.[5]

On the second Monday in October

each year,  we celebrate Columbus

Day  (this  year,  it's  on  October

12th).  We teach our school kids a

cute little song that goes: "In 1492,

Columbus  sailed  the  ocean  blue."

It's  an  American  tradition,  as

American as pizza pie.[5]

Columbus  Day,  as  we  know it  in

the United States, was invented by

the  Knights  of  Columbus,  a

Catholic  fraternal  service

organization.  Back  in  the  1930s,

they  were  looking  for  a  Catholic

hero  as  a  role-model  their  kids

could  look  up  to.  In  1934,  as  a

result of lobbying by the Knights of

Columbus, Congress and President

Franklin  Roosevelt  signed

Columbus Day into law as a federal

holiday  to  honor  this  courageous

explorer.[5]

There  are  several  problems  with

this.  First  of  all,  Columbus wasn't

the  first  European  to  discover

America.  As  we  all  know,  the

Viking,  Leif  Ericson,  probably

founded  a  Norse  village  on

Newfoundland  some  500  years

earlier. So, hat's off to Leif. But if

you  think  about  it,  the  whole

concept of discovering America is,

well, arrogant. After all, the Native

Americans  discovered  North

America about 14,000 years before

Columbus  was  even  born!

Surprisingly,  DNA  evidence  now

suggests  that  courageous

Polynesian  adventurers  sailed

dugout  canoes  across  the  Pacific

and settled in South America long

before the Vikings.[5]

Once  you  know  of  Columbus's

actions  it  is  not  possible  for

someone with any real humanity to

honor  him.  As  many  historians

have  pointed  out,  the  limited

peoples  of  Europe  that  were

educated  knew  the  earth  was

probably  a  sphere  and  someone

from Europe would eventually have

sailed west to get to the East Indies

at  some  point.  Columbus,

unfortunately  for  the  peoples  of

Central America and the Caribbean

Islands, was the "right man in the

right  place  at  the  right  time"  to

make  the  discovery.  He  was

nothing more and nothing less, and

most  definitely  not  someone  to

hold up as a hero.

It  would  undoubtedly  have  been

better  for  everyone  if  a  more

humane  person  had  been  the  one

with the forceful personality to get

the job done. Then the First Nations

peoples  would  probably  have  not

suffered  near  as  much  and  the

European Americans wouldn't have

to  look  up  to  a  monster  for  their

hero.
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