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 HistorIQly Jr.

 Great Zimbabwe

 A Vast Stone City Whose Builders Historians Refused to Believe In

 
 A history mystery for young detectives ages 8–12

 
 HistorIQly Jr.

 


"To question the identity of the builders of Zimbabwe was to question the moral basis of Rhodesia itself."

 — Peter Garlake, archaeologist, 1982



Chapter 1
 The City in the Bush

 What did a German explorer find hidden in the African bush — and why did he refuse to believe what he was seeing?

 In September 1871, a young German geologist named Karl Mauch stumbled out of thick African bush and stopped dead. He had been walking for days through what is now southeastern Zimbabwe, following rumours whispered by ivory traders and gold prospectors. They had told him about ruins. Ancient ruins. Enormous ones.


He was not prepared for what he saw.



 [image: A European explorer in 1870s clothing standing at the edge of dense bush, staring up at massive curved stone walls rising above the trees]
 
 Karl Mauch's first sight of the Great Enclosure, September 1871. The walls were taller than anything he had expected to find in Africa. What would you think if you discovered walls like these in the middle of the wilderness?
 


Rising out of the landscape were walls. Massive walls. They were built from thousands of carefully shaped granite blocks, fitted together so tightly that no mortar — no cement, no glue, no paste of any kind — held them in place. The tallest wall stood over eleven metres high. That is taller than a three-storey building.


The walls curved. They did not follow straight lines like a European fortress. They swept in great arcs, enclosing spaces that must once have held hundreds of people. Inside the largest enclosure stood a conical stone tower, solid all the way through, rising nearly ten metres into the sky.


Mauch walked through the ruins for hours. He measured walls. He sketched floor plans. He picked up fragments of pottery and soapstone carvings.


And then he made a decision that would shape the next hundred years of history.



 Case File Extra

 The walls of Great Zimbabwe contain an estimated one million granite blocks. Every single one was cut, shaped, and placed by hand — without wheels, cranes, or mortar. The builders used a technique called dry-stone walling, where the weight and shape of each block holds the next one in place.




Karl Mauch looked at these extraordinary walls — walls built with astonishing skill, walls that had stood for centuries — and decided that Black Africans could not possibly have built them.


He wrote in his journal that the ruins must be the work of a "civilised nation" — by which he meant a white or Middle Eastern one. He compared a wooden lintel to Lebanese cedar and declared that the builders must have been Phoenicians, or perhaps the servants of the Queen of Sheba.


The wood was later identified as a local African species. It had nothing to do with Lebanon.


But by then, the story had taken hold. And for the next century, the real builders of Great Zimbabwe would be written out of their own history.


The question is: why would anyone look at the evidence and choose to ignore it?

 

Chapter 2
 The Kingdom on the Plateau

 Who actually built Great Zimbabwe — and what was life like in this city at the height of its power?

 In the eleventh century — around the same time William the Conqueror invaded England in 1066 — a group of Shona-speaking people began building on a rocky hilltop in southern Africa. They chose the site carefully. The granite hills provided natural defences. The soil was fertile. The land could support large herds of cattle.


And beneath their feet lay gold.



 [image: A thriving medieval African city on a hilltop, with stone-walled enclosures, thatched-roof houses, cattle pens, and people trading goods in a busy marketplace]
 
 Great Zimbabwe at its peak, around 1300 AD. The city was home to as many as 18,000 people — larger than most medieval European cities. Notice the stone walls enclosing the royal areas at the top of the hill.
 


Over the next three hundred years, these builders created something extraordinary. The city of Great Zimbabwe grew to cover nearly eight hundred hectares — an area larger than many European cities of the same period. At its peak, between about 1250 and 1450 AD, it was home to as many as 18,000 people.



 Word Unlock

 Zimbabwe
 The word "Zimbabwe" comes from the Shona language. It most likely means "houses of stone" — from dzimba dza mabwe. When the country of Rhodesia gained independence from white minority rule in 1980, it renamed itself Zimbabwe in honour of this ancient city.




The city had three main areas. The Hill Complex sat on a steep granite ridge and was probably the home of the ruling elite — the king and his closest advisors. The Great Enclosure, down in the valley, was the most impressive structure: a massive oval wall, about 250 metres around and up to eleven metres high at its tallest point. Inside stood the Conical Tower — a solid stone structure whose purpose is still debated. The Valley Ruins spread across the lower ground, where ordinary people lived and worked.


But Great Zimbabwe was not just a city. It was the capital of an empire.



 "Great Zimbabwe was the centre of a trading network that stretched from the gold fields of the interior to the ports of the Indian Ocean coast."
 — Innocent Pikirayi, archaeologist, University of Pretoria



The people of Great Zimbabwe mined gold, copper, and iron. They herded vast numbers of cattle — a sign of great wealth in Shona culture. And they traded. Arab and Swahili merchants sailed to the east coast of Africa, and goods flowed inland along trade routes that reached Great Zimbabwe. Archaeologists have found Chinese ceramics from the Yuan and Ming dynasties, glass beads from Persia and India, and coins from the port city of Kilwa, over two thousand kilometres away.


This was a wealthy, powerful, sophisticated civilisation. The evidence was everywhere — in the walls, in the artefacts, in the sheer scale of the city.


And yet, when Europeans arrived centuries later, they looked at all of this and decided it must have been built by someone else.

 

Chapter 3
 The Treasure Hunters

 What happened when European treasure hunters arrived at Great Zimbabwe — and what did they destroy?

 After Karl Mauch published his journals in the 1870s, word spread across southern Africa: there were ancient ruins in the interior. Ruins that might be connected to King Solomon's mines. Ruins that might contain gold.


The treasure hunters came fast.



 [image: European men in colonial-era clothing digging recklessly through stone ruins, pulling out artefacts and tossing rubble aside, with soapstone bird carvings visible among the debris]
 
 Treasure hunters and early explorers at Great Zimbabwe in the 1890s. They dug through centuries of carefully layered history looking for gold. How much evidence do you think they destroyed in the process?
 


In 1890, the British South Africa Company — controlled by the diamond magnate Cecil Rhodes — took control of the territory. Rhodes named the entire country after himself: Rhodesia. One of the first things his company did was grant treasure-hunting licences for the ruins.



 Word Unlock

 Colonialism
 Colonialism is when a powerful country takes control of another country or territory, usually by force. European nations colonised large parts of Africa in the 1800s and 1900s, taking land, resources, and power from the people who already lived there. The colonisers often claimed they were "civilising" the people they conquered.




A man named Willi Posselt arrived in 1889, before the company even existed. He found four extraordinary soapstone bird carvings perched on top of columns in the ruins. The birds were unlike anything in European art — stylised, powerful, and clearly the work of a distinct artistic tradition. Posselt took one of them. He later sold it to Cecil Rhodes himself.


Those soapstone birds would eventually become the national emblem of Zimbabwe. They appear on the country's flag to this day.


But the real damage came from the organised looting. In 1891, the company hired a man named Theodore Bent — a British antiquarian, not a trained archaeologist — to investigate the ruins. Bent dug trenches through the site, pulling out artefacts without recording where he found them. He mixed up layers of soil that represented centuries of occupation.



 "Bent's excavations destroyed evidence that can never be recovered. He dug for treasure, not knowledge."
 — Peter Garlake, Great Zimbabwe, 1973



After Bent came more diggers, more hunters, more damage. The Ancient Ruins Company, formed in 1895, was given an official licence to extract gold from ruins across the territory — though Great Zimbabwe itself was exempted. Its workers tore through dozens of smaller sites, pulling out anything that glittered and throwing away the rest.



 Case File Extra

 The Ancient Ruins Company stripped gold from over forty archaeological sites in Rhodesia. At Great Zimbabwe, other treasure hunters and the site's own curator removed gold wire, gold beads, and gold plating. An estimated 80% of the archaeological deposits inside the Great Enclosure were destroyed by treasure hunters before any trained archaeologist could study them.




By the time real archaeologists arrived, much of the evidence had been scattered, sold, or destroyed.


But the walls remained. The architecture remained. And the truth — about who had really built this place — was about to become one of the most fought-over questions in the history of archaeology.

 

Chapter 4
 The Story They Wanted to Tell

 Why did European colonists insist that Africans couldn't have built Great Zimbabwe — and what does that tell us about how prejudice shapes what people believe?

 Here is the thing you need to understand about the European colonists who arrived in southern Africa in the late 1800s. They did not come to learn. They came to take.


They took the land. They took the gold. They took the labour of the people who lived there. And to justify all of this, they told themselves a story: that Black Africans were primitive. That they had never built cities, never organised kingdoms, never created anything of lasting value.



 [image: A split illustration: on one side, Victorian gentlemen in a study pointing at a map of Africa and ancient Middle Eastern artefacts; on the other side, the actual Great Zimbabwe walls standing proud and enormous]
 
 European scholars debating the "origins" of Great Zimbabwe, while the walls themselves told a different story. Why do you think the scholars looked for answers everywhere except among the people who actually lived there?
 


Great Zimbabwe was a problem for that story. A very big problem.


If Black Africans had built a city this large, this complex, this impressive — then the entire justification for colonialism started to crumble. So the colonists did what people often do when the evidence contradicts what they want to believe.


They ignored the evidence.


Karl Mauch said the builders were Phoenicians. Theodore Bent said they were "a northern race akin to the Phoenicians." A journalist named Richard Hall — who became the site's official curator in 1902 — dug out an estimated two metres of archaeological deposits from inside the Great Enclosure, claiming he was removing what he called the "filth and decadence" of the indigenous occupation — using a racial slur for the local people that is too offensive to repeat. He was not looking for truth. He was looking for proof of what he already believed.



 Detective Challenge

 Richard Hall removed layers and layers of soil, artefacts, and evidence from inside the Great Enclosure — destroying centuries of history. He said he was cleaning out "native" rubbish to reveal the "original" builders' work underneath. But what if the "native" layers were the original builders' work? How would you prove that the people living at Great Zimbabwe were the same people who built it?




The theories people invented were extraordinary. The Queen of Sheba had built it. King Solomon's miners had built it. Ancient Egyptians, Phoenicians, Arabs, or even lost civilisations from across the Indian Ocean — anyone, as long as they weren't Black African.



 "The theory that Great Zimbabwe was built by some foreign race was not based on evidence. It was based on the assumption that Africans could not have built it."
 — Peter Garlake, archaeologist



This was not just a mistake. It was a choice. The evidence for local African construction was there from the very beginning — in the pottery, in the building style, in the oral traditions of the Shona people who still lived in the area. But acknowledging that evidence would have meant admitting something the colonists were not willing to admit.


The first real challenge to this lie came from an unexpected direction. In 1905, a professional archaeologist arrived — and he was about to make himself very unpopular.

 

Chapter 5
 The Evidence in the Walls

 What physical evidence proved that Great Zimbabwe was built by local African people — and why was it ignored for so long?

 If you stood inside the Great Enclosure and really looked — not at what you hoped to find, but at what was actually there — the evidence was overwhelming.


Start with the walls themselves.



 [image: Close-up illustration of the Great Enclosure wall showing thousands of precisely fitted granite blocks with a chevron decorative pattern near the top]
 
 The wall of the Great Enclosure, showing the chevron decorative pattern near the top. Each block was shaped and placed by hand — no mortar, no cement. The style is unique to southern Africa. Compare this to any Phoenician or Egyptian wall — do they look anything alike?
 


The dry-stone walling technique used at Great Zimbabwe is not found in Phoenicia. It is not found in Egypt. It is not found anywhere in the Middle East. It is found at over two hundred similar — though smaller — stone enclosures scattered across the Zimbabwe plateau. All of them were built in the same style. All of them date to the same period. All of them are associated with Shona-speaking communities.



 Evidence Card

 The Pottery

 Thousands of pottery fragments found at Great Zimbabwe. The shapes, clay types, and decorative patterns match pottery made by Shona-speaking people across the Zimbabwe plateau for centuries. No Middle Eastern, Egyptian, or Phoenician pottery styles are present in the earliest layers.

 Confirmed: the pottery is local African in every respect.




Then there was the pottery. Archaeologists found thousands of fragments — and every single one matched the style of pottery made by Shona communities across southern Africa. The clay was local. The decorative patterns were local. The shapes were local.


Not a single Phoenician pot. Not a single Egyptian vessel. Not one sherd of Middle Eastern ceramics in the earliest occupation layers.



 Detective Challenge

 The imported goods found at Great Zimbabwe — Chinese ceramics, Persian glass beads, Arab coins — all date to the 13th–15th centuries, the same period as the city's peak. If a foreign civilisation had built the city, you would expect to find their everyday pottery and tools in the very earliest layers. Instead, the oldest layers contain only local African artefacts. What does that tell you about who the original builders were?




The imported goods — Chinese porcelain, glass beads from the Indian Ocean trade, coins from Kilwa — actually proved something important. They showed that Great Zimbabwe was a major trading centre. But they were found in the upper, later layers of the site. The earliest layers — the ones that told you who had first settled and built there — contained only local African material.


The Soapstone Birds


Perhaps the most iconic artefacts from Great Zimbabwe are the eight soapstone bird carvings. Each one sits on top of a stone column, about thirty centimetres tall. They are stylised — part bird, part human — and unlike anything found in Middle Eastern art.


The birds are carved from local soapstone. Their style connects to Shona artistic traditions. Some scholars believe they represent the hungwe — the bateleur eagle, which is important in Shona spiritual beliefs.



 Case File Extra

 When Willi Posselt took the soapstone birds in 1889, local Shona people were furious. They considered the birds sacred. Cecil Rhodes later acquired several of them for his personal collection. After Zimbabwe gained independence in 1980, the birds were returned. The soapstone bird now appears on Zimbabwe's flag, coat of arms, and currency — a national symbol of identity and pride.




Every piece of physical evidence pointed in the same direction. The walls were African. The pottery was African. The artistic tradition was African. The only people claiming otherwise were the ones who had a reason to deny it.


And in 1905, someone finally said so out loud.

 

Chapter 6
 The Archaeologist and the Empire

 What happened when David Randall-MacIver told the truth about Great Zimbabwe — and why did people refuse to listen?

 In 1905, the British Association for the Advancement of Science sent a professional archaeologist named David Randall-MacIver to investigate the ruins. He was the first properly trained archaeologist to study the site with modern methods.


Randall-MacIver spent weeks at Great Zimbabwe. He examined the walls. He studied the pottery. He analysed the building techniques. He compared everything he found with known architectural styles from the Middle East, Egypt, and the Mediterranean.



 [image: A professional archaeologist in early 1900s clothing carefully examining pottery fragments at the ruins, with detailed notebooks and a surveying instrument beside him]
 
 David Randall-MacIver at work, 1905. Unlike the treasure hunters before him, he recorded where every artefact was found and what layer of soil it came from. This careful method would prove who really built the city.
 


His conclusion was clear and unambiguous.



 "The ruins are, in every detail, typically African in character. There is not a trace of Oriental or European style in any of the architecture."
 — David Randall-MacIver, Mediaeval Rhodesia, 1906



Randall-MacIver published his findings in 1906. The city, he said, was medieval — not ancient. It was African — not Phoenician, not Egyptian, not Solomonic. The evidence was conclusive.


The settler community was furious.



 Detective Challenge

 When Randall-MacIver published his findings, the settlers of Rhodesia did not argue with his evidence. Instead, they attacked him personally — calling him biased, inexperienced, and politically motivated. Why do you think they went after the person instead of the evidence? Have you ever seen this happen in other arguments?




The white settler community in Rhodesia did not want to hear that the greatest monument in their territory had been built by the ancestors of the people they were ruling over. It undermined their entire claim to superiority. So they rejected Randall-MacIver's work — not because his evidence was weak, but because his conclusion was inconvenient.


The debate continued for another twenty-three years. Some writers kept pushing the Phoenician theory. Others invented new ones. Perhaps it was Arab traders. Perhaps it was a lost Indian civilisation. Perhaps it was anyone at all, as long as it wasn't African.


Then, in 1929, another archaeologist arrived. She would settle the question once and for all — and she would be treated even worse than Randall-MacIver.



 Case File Extra

 David Randall-MacIver went on to become one of the most respected archaeologists of his generation. His work in Egypt was celebrated worldwide. But in Rhodesia, his name was mud. Settler newspapers mocked him for years after his report was published. Being right is not always the same as being popular.




Her name was Gertrude Caton-Thompson. She had a trowel, a sharp mind, and absolutely no patience for nonsense.

 

Chapter 7
 The Woman Who Proved It

 How did Gertrude Caton-Thompson prove who built Great Zimbabwe — and what happened when she told the world?

 Gertrude Caton-Thompson was not easily impressed and not easily intimidated. She had already excavated sites in Egypt and was one of the most experienced field archaeologists in Britain. In 1929, the British Association for the Advancement of Science asked her to go to Great Zimbabwe and settle the question once and for all.


She accepted.



 [image: A determined woman archaeologist in 1920s field clothing excavating carefully at the base of a massive stone wall, with trowels, brushes, and labelled bags arranged around her]
 
 Gertrude Caton-Thompson excavating at Great Zimbabwe, 1929. She chose to dig at areas the treasure hunters had missed — undisturbed sections where the evidence was still intact. What would you do differently from the treasure hunters if you wanted to find the truth?
 


Caton-Thompson was methodical. She chose to excavate sections of the site that the treasure hunters had not yet destroyed — small areas where the soil layers were still intact. She recorded every artefact, every layer, every fragment of pottery with meticulous care.


Her findings confirmed everything Randall-MacIver had said — and went further.


The building style was uniquely African. The artefacts were local. The occupation layers showed continuous habitation by the same cultural group over centuries. There was no evidence — none whatsoever — of any foreign builders.



 Detective Challenge

 Caton-Thompson deliberately chose to dig in areas the treasure hunters had not disturbed. Why was this such an important decision? Think about what happens to evidence when layers of soil get mixed up — how would that make it harder to prove who built the city?




In 1929, Caton-Thompson presented her findings at the British Association meeting in Johannesburg, South Africa. She stood before an audience of scholars, journalists, and settlers and delivered her conclusion.



 "Examination of all the existing evidence, gathered from every quarter, still produces not one single item that is not in accordance with the claim of Bantu origin and mediaeval date."
 — Gertrude Caton-Thompson, 1929



The room erupted. Delegates argued. Some people walked out. A fellow delegate — who supported the Phoenician theory — was so angry that he could barely speak.



 Case File Extra

 Caton-Thompson was a pioneer in more ways than one. At a time when archaeology was dominated by men, she led major excavations on three continents. She later said of the Great Zimbabwe controversy: "I was prepared for criticism. I was not prepared for the fury." She lived to be ninety-seven years old and never changed her conclusion.




The scientific community largely accepted Caton-Thompson's findings. By the 1930s, most professional archaeologists agreed that Great Zimbabwe had been built by the ancestors of the Shona people.


But the settlers of Rhodesia did not accept it. And when their country became politically powerful, they did something worse than arguing with the evidence.


They tried to bury it.

 

Chapter 8
 The Truth They Tried to Hide

 How did the Rhodesian government try to suppress the truth about Great Zimbabwe — and what finally brought the real story to light?

 In 1965, the white minority government of Rhodesia, led by Ian Smith, declared independence from Britain. The country was now ruled by a tiny white population governing millions of Black Africans who had no right to vote.


The government had a problem. Great Zimbabwe was the most famous monument in the country. Tourists visited it. Schools taught about it. It appeared on postcards and stamps.


And the scientific evidence said, clearly and unmistakably, that Black Africans had built it.



 [image: A museum display case with edited text labels, with a hand crossing out words and replacing them. Behind the glass, soapstone bird carvings and pottery are visible]
 
 Museum displays about Great Zimbabwe were censored during the Rhodesian era. Labels were changed, information was removed, and archaeologists who spoke the truth were silenced. What happens when a government controls what people are allowed to learn?
 


So the government censored the truth. Museum displays at Great Zimbabwe were rewritten. Signs that said the ruins were built by African people were removed. Tour guides were told to present the "mystery" as unsolved — to suggest that nobody really knew who had built the city.



 Detective Challenge

 The Rhodesian government didn't say the Phoenician theory was true. Instead, they said the question was "still open" and that "nobody really knows" who built Great Zimbabwe. This made it sound like they were being fair and balanced. But was that honest? When all the scientific evidence points one way, is it fair to present the answer as uncertain?




Archaeologists who published evidence of African authorship were punished. Peter Garlake, one of the most important archaeologists to study Great Zimbabwe, was forced to leave the country in 1970 after publishing work that clearly stated the ruins were of Shona origin. His book, Great Zimbabwe, published in 1973, became the definitive study of the site — but it was banned in Rhodesia.



 "To question the identity of the builders of Zimbabwe was to question the moral basis of Rhodesia itself."
 — Peter Garlake, 1982



The censorship continued for fifteen years. But it could not last. In 1980, after a long liberation war, the country gained independence under majority rule. The new nation chose its name carefully.


They called it Zimbabwe.


The soapstone birds that Cecil Rhodes and Willi Posselt had taken were returned. They were placed on the new flag, the new coat of arms, the new currency. The ancient city was no longer a colonial curiosity. It was a symbol of national pride — proof that African civilisation had flourished for centuries before Europeans arrived.



 The Case So Far

 
 	Great Zimbabwe was built between the 11th and 15th centuries by ancestors of the Shona people.

 	The dry-stone walling technique, pottery, and artefacts are uniquely African — no Middle Eastern or European styles are present in the earliest layers.

 	Karl Mauch (1871), Theodore Bent (1891), and Richard Hall (1902) all claimed non-African builders — without evidence.

 	David Randall-MacIver (1905) and Gertrude Caton-Thompson (1929) both proved the city was medieval and African.

 	The Rhodesian government censored the truth for political reasons, punishing archaeologists who spoke out.

 	After independence in 1980, the country was renamed Zimbabwe in honour of the city.

 	The mystery that remains: why exactly was the city abandoned around 1450 AD?

 

 Now it's your turn. What do you think this story teaches us?




Today, Great Zimbabwe is a UNESCO World Heritage Site. Archaeologists continue to study it. Radiocarbon dating has confirmed the medieval dates. The debate about who built it is over.


But one mystery remains. Sometime around 1450, the people of Great Zimbabwe left. The city was abandoned. The walls stood empty. The trade stopped.


Why?

 

Chapter 9
 Think Like a Detective

 Now that you know everything — what do you think really happened, and what does this mystery teach us about how evidence and prejudice work?

 You have the evidence. You have the full story. Now it is time to think about what it all means.



 [image: A detective's desk with a map of southern Africa, pottery fragments, a soapstone bird carving, old photographs of the ruins, and a magnifying glass]
 
 Your case file is complete. The evidence from Great Zimbabwe, the testimony of the archaeologists, and the history of the cover-up — it's all here. Time to think like a detective.
 


The first question is the one that historians have now answered. Who built Great Zimbabwe? The ancestors of the Shona people, between the 11th and 15th centuries. This is supported by the architecture, the pottery, the artefacts, the radiocarbon dating, and over a century of professional archaeology. The "mystery" of the builders was never really a mystery — it was a refusal to accept the obvious answer.



 Detective Challenge

 Think about the people who denied African authorship of Great Zimbabwe. They had access to the same walls, the same pottery, the same evidence as the archaeologists who proved the truth. The evidence didn't change between 1871 and 1929. So what changed? Why did some people see the truth and others refuse to? What can you learn from this about how to evaluate evidence in your own life?




But the second question is still genuinely open. Why was the city abandoned? Archaeologists have several theories, and none of them is certain.


Theory 1: Environmental collapse. Eighteen thousand people and their cattle put enormous pressure on the land. Trees were cut for fuel and building. Soil eroded. Grazing land was exhausted. The environment simply could not support a city that large any more.


Theory 2: Shifting trade routes. The gold and ivory trade that made Great Zimbabwe wealthy may have shifted to other centres — particularly Khami, to the west, and Mutapa, to the north. When the trade moved, the wealth moved with it.


Theory 3: Political fragmentation. Large kingdoms sometimes break apart. Rival factions may have competed for control, splitting the population into smaller groups that settled elsewhere.


Theory 4: A combination. Most modern historians believe it was probably all three factors working together — environmental stress, economic change, and political instability creating a situation where it made more sense to leave than to stay.



 Evidence Card

 The Abandonment (~1450 AD)

 No evidence of war, fire, or sudden destruction. The city appears to have been gradually abandoned over decades. People moved to successor states — the Torwa kingdom at Khami and the Mutapa kingdom to the north — both of which used similar building styles.

 Still debated: the exact combination of factors that caused the abandonment remains uncertain.




But this story is about more than just a city. It is about what happens when people let their prejudices decide what they are willing to believe.


The evidence for African builders was there in 1871, when Mauch first arrived. It was there in 1905, when Randall-MacIver proved it. It was there in 1929, when Caton-Thompson confirmed it. The evidence never changed. What changed was whether people were willing to see it.


That is the real lesson of Great Zimbabwe. Evidence does not care about your beliefs. It does not care about your politics. It does not care about what you want to be true. It simply is.


The question is whether you have the courage to follow where it leads.



 The Case Is Yours

 You've read the evidence. You've heard the theories. Now it's your turn.

 Why do you think an entire civilisation's achievement was denied for over a century — and what should we do differently when we encounter evidence that challenges what we believe?



 

About This Book

 Great Zimbabwe is a narrative non-fiction book for young readers ages 8–12. All events, dates, and people are real. The story is told in a way that makes history exciting while teaching critical thinking.

 ***

 This book is part of HistorIQly Jr. — history’s greatest mysteries, written for curious young detectives.

 Visit jr.historiqly.com for more books.

 • • •
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