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Editor’s Introduction: In the Taiping Civil War, or Taiping Rebellion, a 
Massachusetts native, Frederick Townsend Ward, led a foreign mercenary corps 
in defending the thirty-mile radius of Shanghai against the Taiping rebels in 
1860-62. The Qing Court bestowed upon Ward’s regiment the title of “Ever 
Victorious Army.” It became the most famous of the half-dozen foreign-led 
contingents that fought the Taiping rebels. After Ward’s untimely death in battle 
at the age of thirty-one, the court decreed the establishment of a memorial temple 
to honor him, in accordance with traditional Confucian rituals. Ward was the 
only foreign mercenary to receive such an honor. 

However, Dr. Zhenman Ye argues that Ward’s American biographers have 
greatly overrated his significance. Ward’s troops did win some real victories, but 
they were essential neither for securing Shanghai from the rebels nor for shaping 
the overall trajectory of the conflict. The Court’s motives for establishing a temple 
in his honor has also been misinterpreted. Indeed, Ward was fairly soon forgotten 
in both China and the West, his fame eclipsed by his successor. 

None of Ward’s American biographers used Chinese sources. Dr. Ye reads 
both classical and modern Chinese and used primary sources from the Qing 
Court in her research. All translations are her own. These sources add a crucial 
missing dimension to analyzing the Qing Court’s attitudes towards Ward. 

Dr. Ye teaches at Xi'an International Studies University. Her research focuses 
on the U.S. Civil War in a global context, nineteenth-century U.S. history, and 
nineteenth-century U.S.-China relations
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*    *    *    *   *
In mid-nineteenth century China, the Qing Empire (1644-1912) was 

ravaged by a horrific civil war—the Taiping Rebellion (1851-1864). This is 
often considered to be the bloodiest civil war in human history, with an 
estimated twenty to thirty million dead.1 In 1851 the Taiping rebels had set 
up a regime in southern China’s Guangxi province, successfully fought their 
way north, and established their capital in Nanjing in 1853. From there, 
the Taiping founder Hong Xiuquan, self-acclaimed as the “Heavenly King” 
and the second son of God, ruled a pseudo-Christian kingdom. His troops 
confronted the Qing governmental troops with incessant warfare until the 
Taiping were defeated in 1864. 

In June 1860, the Taiping rebels occupied several strategic cities in the 
lower Yangtze Valley and threatened to take the important port city of 
Shanghai. Shanghai officials and merchants hired a foreign mercenary force 
to defend the city. Commanded by Frederick Townsend Ward, an American 
mercenary from Salem, Massachusetts, the foreign legion campaigned mainly 
in defense of the thirty-mile radius of Shanghai. It later developed into a unit 
manned mostly by Chinese, equipped with foreign arms and ammunition, 
and headed and trained by westerners. In March 1862, the Qing Court 
bestowed upon Ward a title equivalent to the rank of Brigadier-General 
and christened his corps the “Ever Victorious Army” for their achievements. 

Burlingame (standing) with Qing Court Officials, c. 1868
Burlingame, a former U.S. representative from Massachusetts, served as the first U.S. 
minister to reside in Beijing (1862–67).



59Never a "God in China"

Upon receiving news of Ward’s honor, the U.S. Minister to China, Anson 
Burlingame, praised Ward in a dispatch to the Secretary of State William 
H. Seward in March 1862. He wrote that Colonel Ward “is instructing the 
Chinese in the use of European weapons, and has about two thousand of 
them trained, whom he has led in a most desperate manner, successfully, in 
several recent battles. He is now their best officer.”2 Seven months later, in 
a dispatch reporting Ward’s death, Burlingame claimed that Ward “taught 
the Chinese their strength, and laid the foundations of the only force with 
which their government can hope to defeat the rebellion.” Burlingame also 
commended Ward’s patriotism and “truly loyal heart” to his home country—
before his death Ward had offered to contribute ten thousand taels (a unit of 
silver) through Burlingame to support the Union cause. Burlingame called 
upon the U.S. government to honor Ward as an American hero.3 Seward 
replied favorably to Burlingame’s request with the comment: “He [Ward] fell 
while illustrating the fame of his country in an untried, distant and perilous 
field. His too early death will, therefore, be deeply mourned by the American 
people.”4

A few British contemporaries also recognized Ward’s achievements. 
In 1866, Augustus Frederick Lindley published The Ti-Ping Tien-Kwoh: 
A History of the Tiping Revolution, a lengthy, two-volume account of 
the Taiping Rebellion and Lindley’s experience in it as another foreign 
commander. Lindley’s account became one of the most often quoted primary 
sources in English for the study of the Taiping Rebellion. Lindley also 
praised Ward’s role and claimed that: “This adventurer [Ward] originated 
the force that finally was the principal instrument in driving the Taipings 
from the dominions they had established as ‘Tai-ping tien-kuo.”5 Frederick 
Bruce, British minister to China, highlighted Ward’s force as a prototype 
of China’s later military reform and heralded him as a “savior” of the Qing 
Empire. Shortly after the Qing Court honored Ward and titled his force the 
“Ever Victorious Army,” Bruce sent a report to British Foreign Minister Earl 
Russell and wrote:

In the Chinese force organized and led by Mr. Ward, I see the 
nucleus and beginning of a military organization which may prove 
most valuable in the distracted state of China. If the government 
is wise enough to adopt this reform, it may save itself; if not, 
the organization of this force at the chief ports will at all events 
prevent them from destruction.6 
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Ward’s fame did not endure. After his death in battle in September 1862, 
the Qing Court decreed that a memorial temple be established to honor 
Ward, following traditional Confucian rituals. However, the court did not 
build the temple until 1877. Although the contemporary Qing Court honored 
Ward as a loyal Qing servant and martyr for his assistance in suppressing the 
rebellion, Ward is remembered in later Chinese history books and school 
textbooks only as one representative of the “foreign devils” who exploited the 
Chinese conflict to advance their self-interests. 

In the West, Ward was also soon forgotten. At the height of the U.S. Civil 
War, the Lincoln administration did nothing to publicize the American hero 
or celebrate his exploits in China. In the following decades, only one U.S. 
newspaper and two magazines published accounts about Ward’s experiences 
in China.7 Instead, British writers canonized Ward’s successor, Britain’s 
Charles “Chinese” Gordon. For the British, it was Gordon who deserved 
fame as “the” commander of the “Ever Victorious Army” and the historic 
figure whose service to the Qing Court shaped the outcome of the Taiping 
Rebellion. 

Eventually Ward did have his own hagiographic biographers. In 1908, 
former senator from Massachusetts, Robert S. Rantoul, wrote a short life 
sketch about his native state’s hero. In 1930 Holger Cahill published A Yankee 
Adventurer: The Story of Ward and the Taiping Rebellion. This was followed by 
Hallett Abend’s The God from the West: A Biography of Frederick Townsend 
Ward in 1947. In 1978 Richard J. Smith included Ward, although as a minor 
figure, in his study Mercenaries and Mandarins: The Ever-Victorious Army in 
Nineteenth Century China. Smith credits the Qing’s victory over the rebels to 
Western-style Chinese units commanded by regional Chinese leaders. These 
Chinese units had far larger numbers than Western contingents.8

In 1992, Ward’s modern biographer, military historian and popular 
novelist Caleb Carr, published The Devil Soldier: The American Soldier of 
Fortune Who Became a God in China. Carr balances an intriguing fictional 
adventure story with a solid scholarly study. Like Cahill and Abend, Carr 
highlights Ward’s achievement in helping the Qing Empire suppress the 
rebellion. He suggests that had Ward's “work been better remembered,” it 
might have shaped the future course of modern China's history. In Carr’s 
words, “the Allied march of Peking [Bejing] in 1900, the steady loss of 
Chinese territorial integrity to the foreign powers, and finally the fall of the 
empire itself” might have been prevented if the Qing Court had developed 
the modern trainings, weapons, and tactics initiated by Ward and other 
western military adventurers (p. 318). 
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Carr’s assessment is far too grandiose to be realistic. In the early 1860s, 
the Qing Court had already initiated a statewide military modernization 
movement. Whether the initiative for westernized weaponry, training, and 
strategies was native to the court or inspired by Ward, the Qing Empire 
collapsed from within in 1912. It was only after Carr’s book was published 
that the forgotten American began to attract more scholarly and popular 
interest. However, neither Chinese nor British historians treated Ward as a 
fundamental figure who shaped the trajectory and outcome of the Chinese 
conflict.9 

This article explores the myth of Ward’s role in the Chinese civil war. It 
argues that Ward’s biographers have greatly overrated his role in suppressing 
the rebellion. In truth, his service was limited. Ward and his campaigns 
mattered little in shaping the trajectory and outcome of the conflict or the fate 
of the Qing Empire. As we shall see, although the Qing Court honored Ward, 
they viewed him as an obedient subject and credited his accomplishments 
to his superiors. In the West, following Gordon’s death in 1885, British 
writers quickly dismissed Ward and instead began to canonize Gordon and 
his exploits in the Taiping Rebellion. Despite the claims of his American 
biographers (which continue to be repeated in newspaper articles down to the 
present), Chinese documents and primary sources clearly reveal that Ward 
was never perceived as a “God in China.” 

WARD THE ADVENTURER

In 1853, both the U.S. government and press marveled at the momentum 
of the Taiping rebellion, yet both advocated a wait-and-see position regarding 
U.S. material interests in China given the lack of real information about the 
conflict’s direction. One month after the Taiping took Nanjing, the U.S. 
Commissioner to China Humphrey Marshall sent Washington a glowing 
account of Taiping’s momentum: “[a]ny day may bring forth the fruits 
of successful revolution, in the utter overthrow of the existing dynasty.” 
However, as the rebel regime’s policies toward foreigners and foreign trade 
remained unclear, Marshall suggested a strict and impartial neutrality. 
He argued that “the highest interests of the United States are involved in 
sustaining China” and claimed that only the Qing Court could protect the 
U.S. commercial interest and nationals in China.10 

The U.S. press carried varied and conflicting views about the origins 
and objects of the Taiping, partially due to the paucity of authentic sources 
available to Western readers. In 1853 a lengthy article entitled “The Revolution 
in China” in the New Orleans’ Daily Picayune attributed the divergence to 
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“so many vague and conflicting reports” reaching the U.S. “within the last 
two or three years.”11 That same year the New York Times admitted that:

No available information is sufficient, it is true, to dispel altogether 
the mists in which the great Chinese rebellion is for the time 
enveloped and to enable us to comprehend exactly the objects 
and aims of the universal movement as well as the character and 
motives of the men in whose hands the direction of the whole 
undertaking would seem to rest.12

Despite this lack of clarity, the U.S. press kept domestic readers posted 
on the war’s progress. From 1851 to 1864, the New York Times provided 
consistent and intensive coverage with a monthly report and 478 articles in 
total. Similar to U.S. officials in China, the U.S. press was fully aware that 
the war put U.S. trade and commercial interests at risk. Lured by the press 
coverage, some American adventurers and “soldiers of fortune” sailed to 
China and sold their services to both the belligerents. Among those hired by 
the Qing, Frederick Townsend Ward was the most renowned. 

Frederick Townsend Ward was born in 1831 in Salem, Massachusetts to 
Frederick Gamaliel Ward, a shipmaster. Ward was reportedly a rebellious 
young man. Like many Salem youths, Ward sought adventure on the sea. 
In 1847 his father found him a position as second mate on the Hamilton, 
a clipper ship commanded by a family friend. Ward sailed from New York 
to Hong Kong, but probably saw little beyond the port city because the 
Qing dynasty forbade foreigners from venturing inland (the Island city of 
Hong Kong had become a British Crown Colony in 1842, at the end of the 
First Opium War). The clipper’s captain recalled that even though Ward 
possessed traits of “reckless daring,” he was on the whole a valuable officer.13 

After his return to the U.S., Ward attended the American Literary, Scientific 
and Military Academy, now Norwich University, in Vermont, where the 
curriculum included military tactics, strategy, drill, and ceremonies. In 1850 
he shipped out as first mate of the clipper ship Russell Clover. His father was 
the captain. 

Before and during the heyday of the Taiping Rebellion (1851-1864), Ward 
made four trips to China. Ward’s biographers and historians disagree over the 
years of those trips. Rantoul and Carr place them in 1847, 1851 and 1854. 
Both the first and third time he landed and stayed in Hong Kong. However, 
neither Cahill nor Abend recorded Ward’s 1854 trip to China. Carr added 
a trip in 1857, when Ward was employed as first mate on Qing’s coastal 
steamer Antelope. Historian Richard J. Smith believed Ward also went to 
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Shanghai in 1853 and claimed he may 
have joined the local anti-Manchu secret 
organization, the Small Sword Society, 
to fight Qing imperialists or else served 
as mercenary for the Qing. According to 
his biographers, he was eager to join “the 
strange new sect of Chinese Christians 
of whom he had read in the States, the 
puritanical and hard-fighting Taipings” 
and “establish for himself a principal-
ity—possibly a throne.”14 

His early biographers had difficulty 
reconstructing his life story before his 
service in China (Ward’s letters home 
were destroyed in a family dispute). Ca-
hill concluded, “of Ward’s wandering 
between 1855 and 1859 we know next to 
nothing.” Abend concurred, stating that 

“from the end of 1854 until Ward again started for China in 1859, his whole 
record is obscure.” According to Carr, Ward’s short-term filibustering (unau-
thorized military expedition) with William Walker in Mexico in 1853 and 
his service with the French in the Crimean War (1853-1856) both impacted 
his subsequent adventure in China.15 

In 1853, Ward joined Walker’s expedition to create the “Republic of 
Lower California” in the Mexican border province of Sonora (today’s New 
Mexico and Arizona) but left a year later. Carr speculates that Ward’s de-
parture was “generally described as a result of personality conflicts with his 
chief.” However, given Ward’s later opposition to the Confederate cause, he 
may not have shared Walker’s scheme to expand the slaveholding territory. 
Whatever the impetus, the one-year experience with Walker impacted the 
future trajectory of Ward’s life. The U.S. Government indicted Ward for 
filibustering with Walker and punished him with overseas exile. Meanwhile, 
annoyed by Walker’s commanding manner, which was full of “vanity, cruel-
ty, and unbounded and senseless ambition,” Ward realized the importance of 
a commander’s ability to “empathize with his men” and would form a bond 
with his force based on personal loyalty in China. In 1854, Ward headed to 
the Crimean War and served under the French force. According to Augustus 
A. Hayes, an American soldier of fortune who would serve under Ward in 
China, Ward “quarreled with his superior officer and was allowed to resign.” 
However, Ward learned practical tactics of military drilling and engineering 

Ward Portrait
Peabody Essex Museum
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and actual battle experience from the Crimean adventure. All would be “of 
immense value to Ward in China.”16 

Finally, in late 1859 or early 1860, Ward returned to China for the 
fourth time.17 Thrilled by the rise of a Christian nation on the Asian land, 
Ward’s initial sympathy was with the rebels. However, such sympathy soon 
changed dramatically. During his service on the Confucius, a gunboat used 
by Shanghai bankers to fight pirates and smugglers on the lower reaches of 
the Yangtze River, Ward began to absorb the “Western opinion in China.” 
According to Cahill and Abend, Ward believed the rebels were “blasphemers, 
murderers, and robbers, who ought to be exterminated” and the rebel leaders 
were unable to “establish sound and efficient government in the cities and 
provinces they had conquered.”18 Ward then abandoned his previous rosy 
illusions about the Taiping and sought fortune with the Qing. 

When Ward arrived in Shanghai, the port city was facing an immediate 
threat from the rebels. After clearing governmental troops encircling Nanjing, 
the Taiping’s Prime Minister Gan Wang (the Shield King) initiated the 
strategic move to march toward Shanghai-Suzhou-Hangzhou.19 To enhance 
the Taiping’s fighting capacities and ultimate victory in the war, Zhong Wang 
(the Faithful King) targeted Shanghai to gain easy access to war materials,  
such as foreign arms, munitions and armed fleets and to establish trade and 
friendly relations with foreign nations. From May to July 1860, under Zhong 
Wang’s command, the Taipings swiftly swept through the lower Yangtze 
Valley. When they took Songjiang, a town only twenty miles from Shanghai, 
the imminent danger panicked Shanghai’s officials and merchants. While 
the Qing governmental troops were fighting the joint British-French forces 
in the Second Opium War (1856-60) in the north, Shanghai Daotai (Mayor) 
Wu Xu and banker Yang Fang (or Taki) turned to foreign mercenaries to 
defend Shanghai. 

In June 1860, Wu Xu and Yang Fang hired Ward. According to the 
North China Herald, a British-owned English weekly published in Shanghai, 
“Ward’s ambition, courage, military skills and experience” won their favor.20 
With the other two American mercenaries, Henry Burgevine and Edward 
Forester, as deputy commanders, Ward enlisted a force of one hundred or so 
Filipinos and deserters and discharged seamen from British ships and became 
the first commander of the “foreign disciplined forces” or “Foreign Rifle 
Corps” to fight the Taiping. The corps later developed into “Chinese troops 
under Western leadership,” equipped with foreign arms and ammunitions 
and trained with Western military skills. In two years, Ward’s force rose to 
4,500.21 

Never a "God in China"
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Altar, Ward’s Temple  (Songjiang, 1877)
During the Qing dynasty, plaques with inscriptions were placed on all sides of the 
altar praising the virtues of the ancestor or hero being honored. The top plaque reads 
同仇敵愾, which means hatred toward the same enemy. The right and left ones read 海
外奇男，萬裏勛名留碧血 and 雲間福地，千秋廟貌表心丹. The English translation 
is: A remarkable man from overseas traveled tens of thousands of miles and fought 
wholeheartedly, shedding his blood in his noble service to China. His immortality 
will be honored and remembered in this blessed land for a thousand years. Photo 
from Rantoul, “Frederick Townsend Ward” (1908), p. 58.
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Ward and his forces campaigned mainly in defense of the thirty-mile 
radius of Shanghai. In March 1862, the Qing Court granted Ward “四品武职
顶戴”(a fourth-grade badge, equivalent to the rank of Brigadier-General) and 
named his corps the title of “Ever Victorious Army” for their achievement. 
On September 19, 1862, Ward died from a deadly wound in the Battle of 
Cixi, about twenty miles from Shanghai. Immediately after his death, the 
Qing Court decreed the erection of two temples in Songjiang and Ningbo in 
honor of Ward’s loyal service. 

However, the temple was not built until 1877.22 According to historian 
Jonathan Chappell, its construction “was delayed for fourteen years because 
the American Chargé d’Affaires, Samuel Wells Williams, originally a 
missionary, resisted what he saw as an attempt at the pagan deification of 
Ward.” Chappell speculated that the temple was built in Songjiang as part of 
Li Hongzhang’s effort “to promote his own role in winning the war.” In the 
following decades, the temple, together with other memorial monuments, 
was neglected because of “a lack of interest in the memory of the Taiping 
war” by both the locals as well as the foreign community. Commemorations 
were resumed in 1921, mainly by American Legion’s “China Post,” a branch 
of American veterans in China, as part of their effort to remind American 
communities of their role in “civilizing” the country.23 However, the temple 
was eventually destroyed in 1938 by the Imperial Japanese army in Shanghai.

WARD THE INSIGNIFICANT MARAUDER?

In truth, however, Ward deserves little share of the credit for suppressing 
the Taiping Rebellion. He led an ill-disciplined force who were more 
destructive to the home front than productive on the battlefront. Ward’s 
actual service for the Qing was limited and his role in defending Shanghai 
was not as significant as his biographers championed. He was absent from 
active duty for over a year. Even in the last phase of his military career, in 
1862, it was the joint British and French forces who took the main defense 
of the thirty-mile radius of Shanghai. Ward and his force only played a 
subsidiary part. 

It is well-documented that in 1860 Ward’s initial foreign corps was 
a rabble of rapacious and avaricious deserters, soldiers of fortune, and 
discharged seamen who were, in Rantoul’s words, “ready for every venture.”24 
In addition to Filipinos, British deserters were the main component of the 
force. Ward enticed them with promises of wealth. According to Ward’s 
deputy commander Edward Forester, “The rate of pay was fixed at one 
hundred dollars per month for private soldiers.” Lured by the pay, recruits 
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poured in. Yang Fang awarded Ward with reward money whenever they took 
a town. Forester’s memoir explained that Ward headquartered in Songjiang, 
a town twenty miles from Shanghai, because Yang Fang offered $133,000 as 
prize money, while the other smaller towns or villages near Shanghai were 
priced at $45,000.25 

Ward led a notorious force. Jiangsu Futai (Provincial Governor) Xue 
Huan complained that foreigners love money and Ward had an insatiable 
greed for money. After every battle, he asked for a heavy reward.26 Songjiang 
resident Yaoji recorded the deeds of Ward’s men. Groups of three to five 
pillaged and plundered every corner of Songjiang for wealth. They left only 
the South Gate open and shifted tons of wealth every night through boat 
transportation while inspecting and banning residents from taking any. At 
the end of May 1862, when the Taipings launched their second march to 
Shanghai, Ward ordered the burning of Songjiang after a thorough round of 
marauding, looting, and plundering. Yaoji recalled that the destruction was 
so horrific that no building or resident remained unscathed. In Yaoji’s words, 
令人心胆一齐摧 (“the atrocity made the human flesh creep and human guts 
out”).27 

Even the editors of the North China Herald, the mouthpiece of Shanghai’s 
foreign community, denounced their “depredations.” To them, the marauding, 

Chinese Members of the “Ever Victorious Army”



69

looting, and plundering in Songjiang was “a disgrace.” The editors deplored 
the fact that “such a gang should be allowed to set all laws at defiance because 
they are in the pay of the Taotai (Shanghai Mayor Wuxu).”28 However, Ward 
indulged such atrocities in order to “empathize with his men.” Meanwhile, 
the mercenaries’ service contracts allowed such avaricious acts. Ward and his 
men were fully aware that Shanghai officials and merchants were desperate 
for their service to defend Shanghai and therefore remained acquiescent.29 

The military accomplishment of such an ill-disciplined and avaricious 
force was not as significant as Ward’s biographers championed. In June 1860, 
as the Taiping’s Zhong Wang and his army approached Shanghai from the 
west and the northwest, Xue Huan made the strategic decision to deter the 
Taipings at the towns of Taicang and Jiading. Ward complied to “support 
the imperialist attack with his one hundred men” and retook the two towns 
from the rebels. But even Carr admits that “no record of the precise role that 
Ward’s corps played in these engagements exists.”30 

On July 17, 1860, Ward took Songjiang as his headquarters and organized 
and drilled his corps. As the British historian of China Hosea Ballou Morse 
records, “for over a year to come he had no further victories to place to his 
credit.”31 On August 2, Ward tried to uproot the Taipings from Qingpu 
but was repelled with heavy losses. Ward was severely wounded in the face. 
“A bullet had smashed into his lower left jawbone and emerged through 
the right cheek.” He quickly returned to Shanghai and headed for France. 
Ward “placed himself under the care of an eminent surgeon in Paris” for 
five months, while Burgevine and Forester took his place as commanders for 
campaigns and Songjiang’s defense. 
During Ward’s absence, the campaign 
was suspended and his foreign corps 
accomplished nothing. In December, 
Ward decided to attack Qingpu 
again. The second attack resulted in 
“the worst defeat of his entire career” 
in terms of the casualty toll as well 
as the loss of “two new eighteen-
pound cannons and great quantities 
of supplies.” Another attack upon 
Qingpu under Burgevine was also 
repulsed. According to Abend, this 
third failure to take Qingpu “resulted 
in the cessation of financial support 
from Wu (Wu Xu) and Taki (Yang 
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Fang).” Without the monetary incentive to fight, the corps retreated to 
Songjiang and withdrew from combat for almost half a year.32 

The standstill was also the direct result of a historical contingency—the 
British and French “armed neutrality” in Shanghai. After the First Opium 
War (1840-1842), Shanghai replaced Canton as the main port city in China 
for British and French trade. Facing an immediate threat to Shanghai by 
the Taiping’s strategic move to the lower Yangtze Valley, Britain and France 
issued a joint statement on May 26, 1860. While still claiming neutrality, 
it authorized the British and French Shanghai consuls to guard Shanghai 
against the rebels. On August 22, the joint forces helped repel Zhong Wang’s 
first expedition to Shanghai.33 In historian Teng Suyu’s words, Taiping’s 
first march to Shanghai was repulsed, “chiefly by the fire of British marines, 
Sikhs, and Madras artillery.”34 

After the Second Opium War, the Qing Court opened the whole Yangtze 
River to the British and French. The British government responded with a 
more aggressive gesture. On October 18, the British Prime Minister Lord 
Palmerston instructed the British forces in Shanghai to defend the port and 
the thirty-mile radius of Shanghai. Palmerston announced that “it is our duty 
to keep these marauding Taeping from making piratical incursions within 
those limits. It is then greatly to the interest of this country to maintain those 
commercial rights which the treaty concluded with China gave us.”35 

Thus, by the end of 1860, Britain was ready to be actively engaged in 
the Chinese civil war to defend Britain’s trade interests in China. British 
Admiral Sir James Hope sailed to Nanjing in February 1861 and secured an 
agreement with the Taiping king, who promised that “the Yangtze trade was 
not to be interfered with, nor was Shanghai in any way to be molested by 
the Army of the Great Peace for the space of one year.”36 Under the British 
and French’s armed neutrality, Shanghai was relatively safe from the Taiping 
attack during a one-year standoff from February 1861 to January 1862. Thus, 
it was mainly the joint British and French forces, rather than Ward and his 
men, who were doing the heavy fighting and should be credited with the 
defense of Shanghai. 

This standoff year was also a non-combat period for Ward. Ward returned 
to Songjiang in May 1861 but was immediately arrested by British Admiral 
Hope and sent to the U.S. Consul in Shanghai for trial. He was charged 
with breaking U.S. neutrality by fighting for the Qing Court and enticing 
British sailors to desert. A Qing official fabricated a naturalization document 
for Ward, which asserted that Ward was a Qing subject and thus exempted 
from the charges. With this help, Ward fled back to Songjiang but refused to 
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engage in actual combat until 1862. Ward justified his inaction by claiming 
that his corps needed more training and discipline. 

Even after war resumed in February 1862, Ward played only a minor role. 
In February 1862 the Qing Court announced the official policy of relying 
on the joint British-French force to suppress the Taiping rebellion. From 
February to June the joint forces “assisted Ward and the Imperialists; and in 
May, British Captain Dew, R.N., was appointed to a naval command, and 
drove the Tai-pings from Ning-po.”37 Ward’s corps managed to claim several 
victories, but they were never significant in securing Shanghai from the rebel 
attack. The British and French forces helped guard the thirty-mile radius of 
Shanghai and the threat to the area further declined as Zhong Wang’s forces 
left to fight Zeng Guofan’s army near Nanjing.38 Ward was wounded in the 
Battle of Cixi on September 21, 1862 and died the following day.

WARD THE OBEDIENT QING SUBJECT

None of Ward’s biographers used Chinese language sources. Documents 
in the Qing archives offer revealing insights into why the Qing Court 
christened Ward’s corps despite its insignificant victories. In the Qing 
hierarchical system, Ward was perceived as little more than an obedient 
subject who simply carried out the Qing leaders’ divinely-inspired orders. 
Ward’s achievements were never attributed to his personal skills, but were 
credited to the “Heavenly Will,” the Qing ruler, or to Ward’s superiors. In 
their writings, Qing’s officials aggrandized their own achievement while 
belittling Ward’s.  

To the Qing Court, the “Mandate of Heaven” validated the persistence 
of the Qing’s rule through the Taiping Rebellion. For centuries, rulers in 
China used the “Mandate of Heaven” to explain a dynasty’s fate. Whether 
a ruler could survive a rebellion or a serious challenge to his rule depended 
on the Heavenly Will. If they survive, Heaven bestows its will to legitimize 
and sustain his rule and manifests itself by illuminating the wise ruler to lead 
through political turmoil. The Qing ruler was no exception. After quelling 
the rebellion, the Empress Dowager (Cixi) attributed Qing’s victory, first and 
foremost, to the “Mandate of Heaven” and the Heavenly Will’s endowment 
of prescience and wisdom of the Qing ruler. She issued an imperialist edict 
declaring that:

The glorious victory is entirely due to the bountiful protection 
of Heaven, to the ever present help of Our Ancestors, and to the 
foresight and wisdom of the Empresses Regent, who, by employing 
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Ward (left) and Burgevine’s deaths were both reported in Harper’s 
Weekly on Jan. 20, 1866, years after Ward’s death. Burgevine’s career 
was even more colorful than Ward’s. In 1863, he betrayed the Qing Court 
and joined the Taiping. However, a few months later he began negotiating 
with the EVA’s new commander, Gen. Gordon, and proposed that they 
establish a new kingdom in China. Gordon refused and the American 
consul general had him deported to Japan. Burgevine returned to Shang-
hai in 1864, where he was given a choice of standing trial for insurrec-
tion or returning to Japan. He returned to Japan and sought to foment a 
rebellion there. In March 1865, he ended up as a fugitive in Shanghai. He 
sought to rejoin the Taiping but was arrested. The boat carrying him to his 
trial purportedly overturned and Burgevine, who was in chains, drowned. 
Some believed he had been murdered on Li Hongzhang's orders. U.S. of-
ficials investigated but could not prove there had been foul play. Source: 
R. H. Detrick, “Burgevin(e), Henry Andrea,” Dictionary of North Carolina 
Biography (www.ncpedia.org).
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and promoting efficient leaders for their armies, have thus secured 
co-operation of all our forces and the accomplishment of this 
great achievement, whereby the soul of our late father in Heaven 
must be comforted, and the desire of all people fulfilled.39 

Thus, Empress Cixi’s proclamation credits the Qing ruler’s vision and 
intelligence, manifested in this case in her accomplishment of coordinating 
the different subject forces to suppress the Taiping Rebellion, for successfully 
suppressing the rebellion. 

In time of grand rebellions such as the Taiping, the Qing government 
recruited part-time contract soldiers to complement Qing’s regular army. 
In a sense, these part-time warriors formed personal armies affiliated to 
individual commanders. However, they were still regarded as loyal Qing 
subjects, because the Qing Court financed them. They were called “勇” (yǒng, 
brave warriors). Before the court issued an official decree in February 1862 
titling Ward’s force the “Ever Victorious Army,” the foreign community in 
Shanghai had referred to it as “foreign mercenaries,” “Foreign Contingent,” 
“Foreign Arms Corps,” or simply “Ward’s Men.” The Qing Court, however, 
referred to Ward’s unit as “夷勇” (yí yǒng, foreign warriors) or “义勇” (yì 
yǒng, voluntary or loyal warriors). 

Both “夷勇” and “义勇” share a similar pronunciation in Chinese and 
appeared in Qing’s official documents interchangeably. However, in many 
cases, Qing officials preferred “义勇”, the connotation of which is that Ward 
and his men voluntarily served to suppress the Taiping as loyal subjects of 
the Qing Court. This shared notion was evident in Qing official discourse. 
For instance, one imperial decree regarding Ward’s commission started with 
“谕义勇头目华尔知悉.” (The decree was to inform the head of the voluntary/
loyal warriors headed by Ward.) In February 1860, Xue Huan referred to the 
foreign forces defending Shanghai as “义勇,” which included Ward’s force 
that would form in June of that year.40

Meanwhile, in “Memorials to the Throne,” Qing officials conceptualized 
Ward’s men as loyal subjects by frequently using directive words such as 
饬 (order), 谴 (dispatch), 令 (direct), 调 (assemble), 牒(mobilize), and 督 
(supervise) in contexts involving military orders to Ward.41 For example, in 
one of Xue Huan’s Memorials, he ordered Wu Xu to deploy Ward’s EVA 
back to Shanghai and meet with the British and French Admirals for a joint 
defense. He wrote:

臣飭吳煦,正調華爾常勝軍來滬......臣令華爾乘勝率隊直搗蕭塘賊
營......飭調華爾約會英法兩國提督,克日會勦。 
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I ordered Wu Xu to deploy Ward’s Ever Victorious Army to 
Shanghai . . .  I ordered Ward to marshal his force to take Xiaotang 
from the rebels . . . I ordered Ward to confer with Admirals of 
Britain and France for a set date of the joint operation.42

Wary of Ward’s growing power, Wu Xu tried to maintain control over 
him by entrusting more powers to Qing officials and commanders. On 
February 24, 1862, Wu wrote in a report to Xue Huan:

應請札委楊道會華爾管帶是勇,幷經放糧餉軍火......幫添募勇丁。幷飭
提中營李參將選擇精鋭兵勇咨文交華爾上緊教練。 

I ordered Yang Fang to cooperate with Ward for rations and 
ammunition distribution as well as recruiting for the Ever 
Victorious Army. I also assigned Li Hengsong to select strong 
forces to be drilled and trained by Ward.43

Another example is from Xue Huan’s successor Li Hongzhang. Li became 
the acting Governor of Jiangsu in mid-May 1862 and the commander-in-chief 
of all forces against the Taiping in the lower Yangtze Valley. In one Memorial 
to the Emperor, Li sought to aggrandize his achievement of defending the 
thirty-mile radius of Shanghai by deploying all forces including Ward’s EVA. 
He wrote: 

鴻章牒翼昇、學啓、華爾各軍之半趨
泗涇之七堡出賊之後;督洋槍隊逼賊
營拔籤諭濠。

I mobilized forces commanded 
by Yisheng, Xueqi, and Ward to 
take down the rebel fortresses at 
Sijing and Qibao. Each received 
my order and contributed one half 
of their forces. Also, under my 
supervision, Ward’s “foreign corps” 
fought bravely and dispelled the 
rebels.44

Li Hongzhang, c. 1860
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When Li later selected Ward’s successor, he emphasized that the new 
commander must act as the Brigadier-General Ward did and “概受中國節
制” (be subject to the Qing government).45 All these directives and orders are 
clear evidence that Qing officials viewed and conceptualized Ward and his 
men as loyal Qing subjects entirely under the court’s command and direction. 

Ward’s superiors not only perceived him as an obedient subject, but also 
tried to downplay his role while aggrandizing their own achievements. To the 
Qing Court and its officials, Ward and his EVA were merely an instrument 
to implement his superiors’ orders. Ward’s military prominence and his 
achievement were the credit of his superiors. In July 1860, based on Xue 
Huan’s “Memorial to the Throne,” the North China Herald published a 
laudatory report by Xue Huan after Ward and his corps took Songjiang. The 
editor praised Xue Huan as “the proper Superintendent of Barbarian affairs, 
and a man better adapted for his post it would be hard to find,” because Xue 
Huan was able to bring the “barbarians” under his service and scatter them 
under his command to protect the city. Xue Huan also claimed full credit 
for retaking Suzhou, thanks to his competence to “induce the barbarian 
commander-in-chief to help to exterminate the enemies of the Emperor.” 
The editor concluded by applauding Xue Huan as “the rising star.” Ward was 
not even mentioned, even though it was his corps who won the battle and 
took Songjiang.46

Li Hongzhang was as hesitant to credit Ward for EVA’s early victories 
as his predecessor Xue Huan. On August 9, 1862, the North China Herald 
published the English translation of Li’s “Memorial to the Throne.” In it, Li 
reported his success in recapturing Songjiang and securing Shanghai. Even 
though Ward’s EVA had been the main fighting force, Li did not mention 
Ward. Instead, Li claimed full credit for the victory. Li also highlighted 
his brother’s merit in the battle, writing “Le-héng-chang has displayed 
extraordinary vigor in attacking the rebels in person, obtaining a great 
victory and relieving Sung-Kiang and Shanghai.”47 After the victory in the 
Battle of Cixi, Li again highlighted his brother’s merit while belittling Ward. 
In his version, “Li Hengzhang had ordered the attack upon the rebels in 
Qingpu and personally led the imperialists boldly to the foot of the wall and 
surrounded it.” The emperor replied by confirming Li Hengzhang as the real 
hero who “deserves our commendation.” Ward and his role, however, was 
mentioned with only a few words.48

While the memorials and reports written by Ward’s superiors portrayed 
him as an obedient subject, they also offer clues as to why Ward remained 
so loyal to the Qing Court—to get promoted. Xue Huan pointed out that 
Qing’s naturalization and military promotion bolstered Ward’s obedience. 
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To acknowledge Ward’s commandership in the Battle of Gaoqiao, which 
held back the Taiping march to the Huangpu River and Shanghai, Xue Huan 
submitted a memorial to the Qing Court and requested the Court’s approval 
for Ward’s naturalization application. In February 1862, the Court approved 
it and bestowed upon Ward a “四品武职顶戴” (title equivalent to the rank of 
Brigadier-General) to honor his loyalty. According to Xue Huan, Ward was 
extremely pleased with the honor. Motivated by a desire for promotion and 
monetary reward, Ward then fought wholeheartedly. 

When Ward was still alive, Li Hongzhang had been reluctant to praise 
Ward’s military prominence in case it overshadowed his own. But upon 
Ward’s death, Li acknowledged Ward’s obedience to the Qing Court. To 
him, few foreign officers had demonstrated such extraordinary obedience 
and valor as Ward. Li agreed with Xue Huan that Qing’s repeated favors in 
the form of promotion and concomitant monetary reward boosted Ward’s 
dedication and obedience to the Qing Court.49 

Pragmatism may also account for why Ward remained loyal to the Qing 
Court. According to a short biography of Ward in a Qing’s official history 
series, Ward secured sanctuary in China from his indictment back home for 
filibustering with Walker. Out of gratitude, Ward thereby dedicated himself 
to the service of the Shanghai mayor and the Qing Court as a Qing subject.50 
Chaloner Alabaster, a translator at the British consular service in Shanghai 
and later British Vice-Consul at Shanghai (1869-1873), recalled that Ward 
was “thoroughly acquainted with Chinese manners and customs.” Alabaster 
believed that Ward acquired this knowledge by carefully observing and 
playing by his Chinese employers’ rules.51 Charles Schmidt, an American 
mercenary who served under Ward in the EVA, offered his view of Ward’s 
rationale for obedience—“to rely for the support he required, and for the 
making of his fortune.” According to Schmidt, Ward was extremely obedient 
to the Mandarins (Qing officials). He wrote, “the Mandarins ordered [Ward] 
to do anything, he always said ‘Yes’ . . . he left no doubt on their mind as to 
his sincerity.”52 

In March 1862, shortly after the Qing Court christened his corps the 
EVA, Ward married Yang Fang’s daughter Changmei in compliance with 
Chinese marriage rituals. Abend speculates that upward mobility was why 
Ward married Yang’s daughter. Ward expected his father-in-law to help him 
move onto “ever higher rank in Chinese officialdom, and more and more 
honors from the Throne.” Historians Jonathan Spence and Carl J. Danko 
both argue that the marriage was not out of love but motivated by Ward’s 
binding commitment to the Qing as well as his practical need to receive 
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direct funding from his future father-in-law. Historian Stephen R. Platt also 
believes the marriage was a business arrangement. 53

Ward did not leave any personal accounts, so the true motive for his 
overall commitment to the Qing remains mysterious. However, accounts 
of contemporary Qing officials and foreigners reveal that Ward served the 
Qing Court as a loyal subject. Ward’s immediate successor, Henry Andres 
Burgevine (1836-65), who commanded the EVA from September 1862 until 
January 1863, also became a naturalized Qing subject. Burgevine’s “Oath of 
Allegiance to the Qing Court” provides clear evidence of Ward’s own loyalty. 
Burgevine solemnly avowed,

今願為中土編氓,聽候中國官員管轄,如有過犯,亦請照中國法律懲
處,......俯賜援照華爾成案,轉請奏懇大恩,準予收錄,超拔武職,必將盡
力圖報。

I’m applying to become a Qing subject, as Ward did. I pledge 
to the Qing Court and its laws and willingly accept directions 
from my superiors . . . Please consider my request. I will return 
the favor with full gratitude and dedicated service, as Ward did. 54

Burgevine stated that his oath replicated Ward’s. Hence, Ward must 
have vowed the same allegiance—to be obedient to the Qing Court and 
dedicated to its service. The official Qing record confirms Ward’s loyalty. 

When selecting Burgevine as Ward’s 
successor to command the EVA, the Qing 
government clarified its requirement to 
the British officials in China, “亦必如華
爾之歸中國版圖,受我節制,方可允行。”(The 
new commander must be as loyal a subject 
to the Qing and willing to be controlled 
by Qing officials as Ward. Otherwise, the 
selection would not be accepted.)55

After the Qing Court disbanded 
the EVA in May 1864, Zeng Guofan, 
whose regional army the court relied on 
for suppressing the rebellion, shared his 
perception of foreign mercenaries. To 
Zeng, the EVA were obedient and easy 
to handle. In Zeng’s words, “駕馭洋將,
擒縱在手,有鞭韃龍蛇,視若嬰兒之風。” (To 
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rein in the Ever Victorious Army is like smashing dragons and snakes. To 
us, it’s never been a big deal. The foreign corps could be tamed to act like 
babies within our full control.)56 Zeng’s comment sounds more boastful 
than accurate. For instance, Burgevine actually defied his superior’s orders 
and switched sides to join the Taiping rebels. However, Zeng’s perception 
exemplifies that of many Qing officials who believed that foreign mercenaries 
were loyal, obedient, and easily controlled as Qing subjects. 

WARD: QUICKLY OVERSHADOWED & FORGOTTEN

In the West, Britain’s Charles George 
Gordon ended up the icon of the EVA and 
was widely perceived as the fundamental 
figure who shaped the course of China. 
Gordon replaced Ward as the most well-
known commander of the EVA and 
the man responsible for its allegedly 
central role in suppressing the Taiping 
Rebellion. Starting in the 1880s, British 
writers began canonizing Gordon while 
trivializing Ward’s role in commanding 

Charles G. Gordon (1833-85) Gen. Gordon, London
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the force. A former journalist and editor of The China Mail in Hong Kong, 
Andrew Wilson, had served in Ward’s force for two years. His 1868 memoir, 
The “Ever Victorious Army”: A History of the Chinese Campaign under Lt. 
Col. C. G. Gordon and the Suppression of the Taiping Rebellion set the tone 
for canonizing Gordon by British writers in the coming decades. Wilson 
served under both Ward and Gordon in many operations and offered a first-
hand account of both their merits as commanders. Writing in 1868, Wilson 
praised Gordon: “Though it had done some good service, and had received 
its title under Ward, yet it was not until it came under Colonel Gordon’s 
command that the Ever-Victorious Army became in any degree worthy of its 
high-sounding name.”57

Gordon died in 1885 defending Great Britain’s colonial cause in Sudan. 
A nationwide canonizing ensued to commemorate the British hero’s 
achievements overseas. Among all the commemorative projects in the 1880s, 
Samuel Mossman’s General Gordon’s Private Diary of His Exploits in China 
(1885) exemplifies British writers’ highly celebratory account of Gordon’s 
service in China. Mossman argued that Gordon’s EVA saved Shanghai and 
the Qing Empire. He suggested that Shanghai officials erect a statute of 
Gordon to commemorate his heroic deeds and that the Qing Empire and 
the rest of the world honor and remember Gordon. Mossman proposed that 
“among his many titles and honours, the one by which his name will be most 
distinguished in history will be that of ‘Chinese Gordon.’”58 

While canonizing Gordon and his exploits, Mossman trivialized Ward’s 
role. He even had Ward’s name wrong and wrote the American “James Ward 
originated the scheme of training natives to foreign warfare,” but was “no 
more than an ordinary civilian.” In Mossman’s account, the role of Ward’s 
force was secondary to both the Qing government’s troops and the joint 
British-French forces in suppressing the rebellion. For example, in what 
Mossman believed to be “the first engagement of the ‘Ever-victorious Army’” 
in the Battle of Gong Fu Ling on February 10, 1862, it was “the British 
and French contingents arrived from Tien-tsin” who deserved the credit for 
assisting “in checking the progress of the Tai-ping insurgents.” Ward and 
his force simply carried out “the behests of the mandarins (Qing officials).” 
On April 29, in the engagement against Nanjiang eleven miles to the west of 
Shanghai, Ward’s force “performed only a subsidiary part.” In May, in the 
expedition to retake Ningpo, Ward’s corps “proceeded by land to aid . . . but 
took no active part.”59

Mossman’s work was foundational and established a pattern in British 
scholarship that canonized Gordon for the achievement of the EVA. British 
writer Alfred Egmont Hake edited Gordon’s journals into Events in the 
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Taeping Rebellion (1891). In his introduction, Hake argued that it was only 
after Gordon became the commander of the EVA that “they began to deserve 
their name in the best and highest sense.”60 Twenty years later, another British 
writer, Lytton Strachey, continued this canonization. Strachey highlighted 
Gordon’s charismatic leadership and argued that he was the real master of 
the EVA because “Gordon, by sheer force of character, established over this 
incoherent mass of ruffians an extraordinary ascendancy. . . . Eventually 
he attained to an almost magical prestige.” In contrast, Ward was “the first 
European leader” whose force could do no more than “hold the rebels at bay.” 
Even with the presence of Ward’s force, Shanghai was in constant danger for 
two years.61 

To Mossman, Hake, Strachey, and many other later British writers, 
it was Gordon rather than Ward who deserved the credit for the EVA’s 
success and its impact on Chinese history, and whose deservingness they 
also greatly exaggerated. For their part, Ward’s American biographers 
viewed British writers’ canonizing of Gordon as “historical falsification” and 
“vilification.”62In Abend’s words, “The unfair and baseless magnifying of 
Gordon’s share in suppressing the Taiping Rebellion has resulted in the fact 
that Frederick Townsend Ward’s name is not known at all in Europe.”63

CONCLUSION: NEVER A “GOD IN CHINA” 

Ward enjoyed only fleeting fame and honor from China’s bloodiest civil 
war. Contrary to what his American biographers claim, Ward was never 
regarded in China as a central historic figure in either suppressing the 
rebellion or shaping the future course of Chinese history. His role has been 
grossly overrated. Ward and the EVA under his command helped defend the 
thirty-mile radius of Shanghai, but they played only a subsidiary part. The 
Qing Court and its officials viewed Ward as a loyal and obedient subject. 
Any achievement of such a loyal subject was credited to his superiors. Ward’s 
service to the Qing, although limited, exemplified foreign mercenaries’ 
commitment to their employers. 

The Qing Court did build a memorial temple for Ward in 1877, but one 
of its main goals was to lure more foreign mercenaries to follow his example. 
As the imperial decree for constructing it read, “Ward was a foreigner who 
submitted to China . . . he has served China and died while fighting the 
rebels; therefore, he should be rewarded and treated exceptionally well, 
so that foreign countries will be impressed.”64 Meanwhile, British writers 
applauded Charles “Chinese” Gordon, Ward’s most famous successor, and 
similarly exaggerated the role of the EVA and its impact upon the Chinese 
history. In the end, in both China and Britain Frederick Townsend Ward 
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was remembered only as an American soldier of fortune who exploited 
opportunities in the Chinese conflict to seek material interest for himself. 
He was never a “God in China.”
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In 1901, after decades of lawsuits and claims against the Chinese government, 
the Ward family received the payment that had been owed for Ward’s service. The 
family bequeathed his belongings and the funds to Salem’s Essex Institute to found 
a “Chinese library.” Today the Frederick Townsend Ward Collection at the Peabody 
Essex Museum holds approximately 10,000 items documenting 19th century Chinese 
history, culture, and interactions with the West.
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Altar, Ward’s Temple (Songjiang, 1923)
In 1923 an American visitor wrote that the temple was built, “Over his grave, 
similar to those built by Chinese for their famous men over the centuries, though 
unlike the majority with their gleaming yellow roof tiles his was a pathetic, little 
gray-walled enclosure, covered with ordinary tiles . . . It was not imposing, yet it 
was several times more so than the tomb the adventurer would probably have had 
in Massachusetts. . . . [I]t had . . . all the features of a Chinese temple, and now 
and again Chinese still come to burn incense and bow down before their hero of 
Taiping days.” 

Source: Harry A. Franck, Roving through Southern China (1925), p. 49.
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“Layout of Ward’s Tomb”
In the early 1920s the American Legion’s “China Post” obtained authorization 
from the Chinese government to act as caretakers of the Temple and renovation/ 
repairs were carried out.” The post also paid for a caretaker who lived on the 
grounds. On Memorial Day, 1921 a new dedication ceremony was held; more 
than 100 traveled from Shanghai. This “pilgrimage” to Ward’s tomb became an 
annual event through 1938.  Source: “Generals Ward & Chennault & Lt. Helseth 
China Post 1, A Pictorial History,” Part 1 (July 1, 1988) https://chinapost1.org/
wp-content/uploads/2018/05/cp1HISTORY.pdf (accessed 10/1/24).
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ABOVE: Dedication of Temple, 1877. The American Legion’s “Frederick Ward 
Post” helped care for the temple 1921-38. In 1938 the Japanese army sacked the 
temple and it was later dismantled in the 1950s. Today a Roman Catholic Church 
stands on the site. (Photo from Rantoul, p. 48). BELOW: Last annual pilgrimage 
in 1938. Ward’s tombstone was recently discovered in a warehouse of the Taiping 
Heavenly Kingdom History Museum in Nanjing. (Photo from “China Post 1: A 
Pictorial History Part 1, July 1, 1988,” accessed 10/1/24.)
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"Salem's Chinese God"
A 1902 book captured how Ward’s life was portrayed in local Salem lore: “Of the 
romantic figures which grace the history of New England in the nineteenth century, 
none is to be compared in dash and in all those other qualities that captivate the 
imagination with the figure of Frederick Townsend Ward, the Salem boy who won 
a generalship in the Chinese military service, suppressed the Tai-Ping rebellion, 
organised the ‘Ever-Victorious Army’—for whose exploits ‘Chinese’ Gordon 
always gets credit in history—and died fighting at Ning Po for a nation of which 
he had become one, a fair daughter of which he had married, and by which he is 
to-day worshipped as a god. Very far, certainly, did this soldier of fortune wander 
in the thirty short years of his life from the peaceful red-brick Townsend mansion 
(now, alas! a steam bread bakery), at the corner of Derby and Carleton Streets, 
Salem, in which, in 1831, he was born.” From Old New England Rooftrees by Mary 
C. Crawford (Boston, 1902), p. 342. A similar account was titled “A Massachusetts 
Soldier Becomes a God of the Chinese” in Some Events of Boston and its Neighbors 
(Boston, 1917).
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A tribute to Ward was published in 1886 in the Atlantic Monthly titled “An 
American Soldier in China.” It concluded:

“The effective [military] operations of the Chinese were initiated . . . by an 
American, General Ward, and concluded by an Englishman, General Gordon. The 
former began his work under crushing difficulties, and was at first obstructed, 
abused, and even threatened by the English; . . . the latter had the moral and 
physical aid of Great Britain at his back. Both fought for the supremacy of one set 
of Chinamen over another, and for material advantage; both were pure soldiers of 
fortune; both were desperately brave and desperately ambitious. One [Ward] made no 
claim to goodness or philanthropy; he only sought to ‘chase brave employments 
with a naked sword throughout the world.’ The other [Gordon] goes down to 
history as a saint and martyr. There are few enough of such in the world, and 
Americans may well join in singing his praises; but they ought not to forget their 
own countrymen.” (emphasis added)


