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constructed as a common effort. Robert Black tests another Burckhardtian theme, that
of the state, and concludes that government was not as rational as Burckhardt thought.
William Stenhouse points out that Burckhardt appreciated humanism for its attention
to material remains rather than for its textual scholarship. Nicholas Terpstra concludes
that the religious landscape as painted by Burckhardt actually looks much more like that
of our time than that of the Renaissance period, and that his work should be read as
evidence of a nineteenth-century mindset above all else.

As a reflection of Burckhardt’s broad vision, the volume touches upon many fields of
study and is therefore likely to appeal to a wide range of scholars. Furthermore, the book
has an obvious historiographic aim. The authors all appear to have reservations about
Burckhardt’s methodology and conclusions, but often suggest that his work could
nonetheless function as an inspiration for new interpretations. Burckhardt is often
simultaneously appreciated and problematized, somewhat in the style of his own writing
about the Renaissance. As the book mentions, Burckhardt himself held doubts about
the usefulness of the concept of a Renaissance. We as readers, therefore, are left with a
question: what Renaissance is being reclaimed here? Are we really witnessing a new
conceptual understanding of the Renaissance? Or, rather, are Burckhardt and The
Civilization of the Renaissance being reclaimed?

Wouter Kreuze, German Historical Institute Washington / George Mason University, USA
doi:10.1017/rqx.2023.610

Amerasia. Elizabeth Horodowich and Alexander Nagel.
New York: Zone Books, 2023. 464 pp. $40.

In many early modern cartographic and other associated documents, Asian places are
found in America, or America is placed in direct proximity to Asia. For Horodowich
and Nagel, categorizing these occurrences as mistakes eradicates a fundamental episte-
mological framework of early modernity: the metageographical construct called
Amerasia. Some manifestations of it are placing Calicut—under the name of
Calicutan—in 77erra Nueva America instead of in India, identifying Tenochtitlan
with a Chinese city, locating China directly north of Tenochtitlan, and even identifying
Moctezuma with the Last Great Khan. While acknowledging the epistemological vast-
ness of the phenomenon, Horodowich and Nagel present the notion of an Amerasia
that was a “major organizing paradigm of the world for centuries accompanying and
possibly enabling the rise of Europe as an idea” (24) even though the concept did
not survive. The metageographical Amerasian concept was supplanted by the “modern
metageography of the seven continents” (364) during the nineteenth and twentieth

centuries.
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The book contains an introduction, seventeen short chapters, and an epilogue, con-
cluding with an afterword by Timothy Brook. The numerous chapters touch on many
aspects of the Amerasian idea, some of them being: the Magi and Expanded India
(chapter 3); Raphael’s painting and globes (chapter 4); Amerasia and Uropia (chapter 5);
the connection between Marco Polo, Columbus, and elliptic thinking (chapter 6);
Parmigianino’s painting in connection with political meetings in Bologna in 1530
that shaped geopolitical agendas (chapter 7); the obsessive quest for a land passage
between Asia and New Spain (chapters 8, 11); the contribution of French and
English navigations to the Amerasian imaginary (chapters 9, 10); the Indian semantic
continuum (chapter 12); speculations about the Bible and the New World (chapter 13);
Egyptian hieroglyphic writing in Asia and America (chapter 14); the creation of America
in the printing houses of Italy (chapters 15, 16); and the impact of Manilla Galleon on
the notion of Amerasia (chapter 17). As this quick review of the contents indicates,
Horodowich and Nagel dwell on the multifaceted intellectual spaces that incubated the-
ories about the America-Asia connection from 1492 to 1875. Yet Amerasia also offers a
remarkable attempt to systematize the theoretical thinking behind this metageograph-
ical concept.

The volume culminates in an afterword by Timothy Brook, which offers the per-
spective of Chinese cartographers on the question of the continents. Brook argues
that the contemporary Chinese cartographers took quite a different approach, subject
to their lack of knowledge of America and their traditional view of China’s location in
the world throughout history. Utilizing maps by Luo Hongxian, Zhu Sibian, Abraham
Ortelius, and Matteo Ricci, Brook concludes that unlike Amerasia, the West has been as
much a creation of the Chinese as an imposition of Europeans who promised the
Chinese a Greater West on their maps.

Other scholars—Nunn (1929), Frederick A. de Armas (2001), Nicolds Wey Gémez
(2008), Ricardo Padrén (2020), Marica Milanesi (2021), Elizabeth Horodowich
(2021), and more—have approached the discourses on Asian-American overlap and
continuities by land or sea, emphasizing the Iberian, Latin American, Italian, transcon-
tinental, and transoceanic aspects of this phenomenon. Yet, Amerasia makes the
thought-provoking claim that for more than two hundred years after 1492, the connec-
tive areas between Asia and America were fertile terrain for speculation, to the point that
Amerasia served as a locus of contact and a fundamental organizing concept until almost
the nineteenth century.

This book will be of interest to scholars and the public who are interested in topics
such as globalism, cartography, the development of the notion of America, and the age

of exploration, among many others.
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