ResearchGate

See discussions, stats, and author profiles for this publication at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268279579
The stat(us) of Namibian Anthropology

Article - January 2000

CITATIONS READS
2 477
1 author:

o Robert Gordon
University of Vermont
69 PUBLICATIONS 713 CITATIONS

SEE PROFILE

Some of the authors of this publication are also working on these related projects:

Project Making the Difference: How anthropologists and other experts imagined and shaped Nambia View project

All content following this page was uploaded by Robert Gordon on 15 November 2014.

The user has requested enhancement of the downloaded file.


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268279579_The_status_of_Namibian_Anthropology?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_2&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/268279579_The_status_of_Namibian_Anthropology?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_3&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/project/Making-the-Difference-How-anthropologists-and-other-experts-imagined-and-shaped-Nambia?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_9&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_1&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Robert-Gordon-16?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_4&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Robert-Gordon-16?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_5&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/institution/University_of_Vermont?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_6&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Robert-Gordon-16?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_7&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Robert-Gordon-16?enrichId=rgreq-2ad00090c9710510bad92eb183f3ae24-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzI2ODI3OTU3OTtBUzoxNjM4OTM3NDE2Mjk0NDBAMTQxNjA4NjcyMTgxMg%3D%3D&el=1_x_10&_esc=publicationCoverPdf

Cimbcbasia 16: 1-23, 2000

3t

The stat(u)s of Namibian anthropology: a review

Robert J. Gordon

Department of Anthropology, The University of Vermont, Burlingron, Vi.05405, USA; e-mail: rgordon@zo0.uvm

This review frames its focus on the paradox of why, while there appears to be an cfflores-
cence of anthropological ficldwork in post-independent Namibia, is anthropology hardly
recognised in the curriculum of the newly created University of Namibia? In order to un-
derstand this paradox it is necessary to review the historical development and deployment
of socio-cultural anthropology and cthnology in the country as a whole. The réle of ama-
teurs, in particular missionaries, are considered, as well as the more recent applications of
anthropology during the heyday of apartheid and its use in counter-insurgency operations
is critically assessed. More recent developments are dominated by two features: a heavy, if
not over-concentration of fieldwork on the Himba, and the University of Cologne’s ACA-
CIA project, which in terms of its long-term commirment and financial resources dwarfs
any other ethnographic project and will profoundly shape the future of socio-cultural an-

thropology as it is practised in Namibia.

“Perhaps the most stimulating influence on anthropology has been the succession of controversies in which it
has constantly been involved. It has always been regarded as a somewhat anarchical subject, advocating
views which might prove dangerous to church and stare.” (Haddon 1910: 50).

It would appear to be an exciting time to be an
anthropologist in Namibia. Namibia is a coun-
try richly served by an extensive literature, and
ethnographers and anthropologists have contrib-
uted substandally to this literature. But there
are problems: anthropology remains largely and
indeed, seems increasingly to be, restricted to
the domain of expatriates from wealthy north-
ern countries.

Could it be that anthropology has run its course?
Prominent black anthropologists, such as Archic
Mafeje (1998), have proclaimed the end and/or
suicide of anthropology in post-colonial Africa.
The University of Namibia (UNAM), has no
Department of Anthropology, only a Depart-
ment of Sociology, in which occasional courses
in anthropology, being treated like the prover-
bially ‘poor cousin’. Some local practitioners have
suggested that anthropology should simply be-
come a glorified ‘cultural history’. Others, such
as Thomas Widlok (1992a, 1992b), Wade
Pendleton (1992) and later Debie LeBeau

(LeBeau & Pendleton 1995), have tried to pro-
morte a public discussion on the réle of inde-
pendent anthropology in Namibia, but not sur-
prisingly, received little public response. All make
elegant cases for the usefulness of anthropology,
with examples firmly anchored in the practical
problems of issucs of ongoing projects in Na-
mibia. Indeed, the following year a Dutch-
trained Ghanaian anthropologist, Kwesi Prah
(1993), hardly refers to anthropology in his au-
dacious attempt to set social science research pri-
orities in then newly independent Namibia.

More significant perhaps, is the fact that at the
workshop from which the publication is derived
(Workshop on Social Science Priorities for Na-
mibia), Wade Pendleton, the doyen of Namibian
anthropology, presented a paper pleading the
case for more anthropology, but this paper is
hardly even mentioned (vide Pendleton 1992).

There appear to be institutional factors making
anthropology ‘invisible’. The major Namibian
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thesis and dissertation bibliography, maintained
at the National Archives of Namibia, for exam-
ple has only one listing for anthropology (it is
an insult to consider this thesis to be representa-
tive of anthropology in Namibia), and a smat-
tering listed under ‘ethnology’. To find anthro-
pology one must look under a variety of head-
ings such as, history, social sciences and law!
What makes this ‘invisibility’ such an intrigu-
ing topic requiring urgent analysis, is the fact
that a preliminary survey of dissertations sug-
gests that anthropologists have produced more
Namibian field-work based dissertations than
most, if notall, other academic disciplines (vide

Appendix).

There are other factors as well, built into the
national cultural environment, which serve to
reinforce this scholarly schizophrenia. This be-
ing epitomised best, for example, by the loca-
tion of the ethnography section of the National
Museum of Namibia in the Owela Display Cen-
tre, together with natural history, while white
settlers have a magnificent prime space at the
Alte Feste Display Centre. One could do a sym-
bolic analysis of muscums in Namibia
(Schildkrout 1995), noting for example, how
much higher and airier white settlement is
treated than indigenes, who are relegated to a
lower site. Morcover, the cthnographic displays
have a pristine ‘never-never’ air abour them,
which defies credibility.

Overall then, this discussion reveals that ethnolo-
gists have, and might continuc to, play an in-
teresting if sometimes occasional important réle
in the shaping of contemporary Namibian soci-

ety.

This paper is a critical review of some of these
arguments and findings and is grounded in some
of my own first-hand experiences. There have
been a large number of ethnographic surveys in
a variety of languages, beginning with Schuleze
(1910), Hoernle (1923), the classic The native
tribes of South West Africa by Hahn et al. (1928),

Lebzelter (1934), continuing after the Second
World War with the works of Bruwer (1965),
and ending most recently with Malan (1998)
(vide also Gibson er al 1981, Du Pisani 1980,
and Malan 1980). These authors have also pro-
vided the stuff of a rapidly increasing rourist
guidebook industry. These overviews (and tour-
ist guidebooks) have a rather conventional
‘Cooks Tour” approach of here we “... have the
this...” and ... over there we find the that ... .

In sum, the dominant view still persists, in see-
ing Namibia as a ‘mosaic’ instead of an
‘ccumenc’, an inhabited place, where, as Ulf
Hannerz (1996) has recently suggested, hybrid
ideas and artifacts are the dominant character-
istic. Similarly, Raum (1961) and Grobbelaar
(1965) have attempred to review the starus and
‘task of ethnology in the territory’. In the main,
these reviews, surveys and critiques have dealt
almost exclusively with how different the an-
thropological ‘other’ is from ‘us’. That is, they
have served to emphasise the exotic, the distin-
guishing curiosities, which make these obviously
interesting people DIFFERENT, not only from
cach other but, more importantly, from US. Not
just in terms of their physiognomy, social or-
ganisation, and values, but also in terms of per-
sonality. The cognitive categories which differ-
entiate the others into groups commonly called
‘the Herero’, ‘the Damara’ ctc., are at best only
mental constructs which have been reified into
bounded ethnic groups.

Work by Pendleton (1974), Gordon & Doug-
las (1999), Fosse (1996) and Brinkman (1999);
have explored some of the complex aspects of
ethnic identity. To label someone as belonging
to a specific ethnic group is not just to give that
person a distinctive identity, but also to make a
value judgement about that person and to indi-
cate how that person is expected to behave, This
imagery draws theoretical sustenance from a (so-
cial) scientific tendency to trear a ‘tribe’ or a
group as an isolate. It is part of our ethnocen-
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trism to treat entities named ‘tribes’ as closed
systems.

Theoretical and spatial isolation enhances the
ostensible scientific value of the particular study,
because variables can be controlled while the
sample is supposedly ‘uncontaminated’. Studies
focussed on those labelled ‘Bushmen’, and more
recently ‘Himba', are particularly vulnerable to
this problem of what Eric Wolf (1982: 8) calls
‘billiard ball history’. Such a history is rather
stilted. By definition, these surveys cannot deal
satisfactorily with the interactions between the
variously arbitrarily defined groups, excepr to
treat them mechanistically as ‘diffusion’ or ‘cul-
ture contact’. At the same time they have ig-
nored the vast body of evidence for similarities
and what one might call, ‘inter-penetration’ and
‘hybridity’.

Identity only becomes meaningful in relation
to others, thus, in order to understand the im-
age of the ‘Bushmen’, or whatever classificatory
category, we must see it as the product of a com-
plex set of interactions between those encom-
passed by the label and cheir ‘significant others’.
Since the people we are concerned with did not
initially comprehend themselves as being a sin-
gle integrated unit, nor did they call themselves
by a single name, it follows that the notion and
image of the various ‘ethnic groups’ must be a
settler conception. Many anthropologically de-
rived concepts such as ‘tribe’ and ‘nomads’ are
profoundly misleading, if not dangerous, yet
only recently have a few anthropologists started
to question and qualify these concepts (e.g.
Bollig 1998a; Brinkman 1998; Ferguson 1999).

While a number of recent studies pertaining to
the specific case of the ‘Bushmen’ (i.c. Suzman
i.p.; Sylvain 1999; Widlok 1998, 1994), have
sought to develop more sophisticated larger-con-
text sensitive studies, the old notions of the ‘in-
herently” different and distincrive ‘Bushman’
persists (vide e.g. Katz et al. 1997) and it is cer-

wainly common style in the numerous travel
guides. Such ‘fairytales” helps to ideologically sus-
tain socio-cultural conditions, which are con-
ducive to genocidal actions (Gordon & Doug-
1as 1999). In short, rather than endow the naive
ethnographer or scientist with some sort of su-
perior consciousness which raises the expert
above their data, we need to treat the categories
of ethnographers and anthropologists as part of
the problem and analyse them as such.

While this self-critical awareness is largely ab-
sent in most of the academic discourses on Na-
mibia, at least some anthropologists have dis-
played a concern for it (e.g. Gordon 1995). In-
deed, it would be difficult for them not to, given
how ecasy it is to show that as in other social
sciences, anthropology has performed a complex
often contradictory réle occasionally bordering
on the shabby and ethically questionable'. In
order to grasp this, it is necessary to construct a
bricf genealogy of the practice of anthropology
focussed on Namibia and to remember that like
all gencalogies and kinship diagrams, this his-
tory too, is a social construction designed to
achieve certain ends and will inevitably have un-
expected spread effects.

BRIEF HISTORY OF NAMIBIAN ETH-
NOGRAPHY

‘HOTTING IT” UP WITH HAHN

If A. Winifred Hoernle (1885-1960) is ‘the
mother of southern African anthropology’
(Carstens 1985), then her intellectual godfather
was Dr. Theophilus Hahn (1842-1905). Born
to missionary parents in Bethanie, Namibia, he
grew up speaking Nama fluently. Hahn went
on to complete a doctorate at-the University of
Halle in Germany on the Nama language (Stals
1991: 14). He was the first person in southern
Africa, as far as | am aware, to write descrip-
tions of people under the rubrics of ‘vélkerkunde
and ‘ethnography’.
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Theophilus Hahn’s impact on Namibians was
considerable and direct. After obtaining his doc-
torate in 1870, he set himself up as a trader at
Rehoboth. Hahn was forced to leave after an
Herero chief intercepted a letter which he wrote
to the big-game hunter and adventurer, Hendrik
Matthys van Zyl (1828-1880), who was
headquartered at Ghanzi in Botswana, inviting
him to move to Rehoboth with between fifty to
a hundred South African Dutch Boers (Stals
1991: 14, 155). Within a few years, Hahn as-
sured van Zyl, he would control the whole re-
gion. This event played a significant rdle in de-
termining relationships between local groups
and their interactions with various external agen-
cies (Goldblatt 1971: 65). Hahn appreciated the
value of research on the ‘other’. As he wrote to
W.C. Palgrave (1833-1897), who was undertak-
ing a mission of enquiry into the lTawlessness’ of
Nama and Damaraland: “As far as I have to do
with the natives, I can say that they don’t give
me much trouble but the reason is this: They all
believe, in this country, that because I take ob-
servations, and make collections, and hold a raad
with the Captain of the Velschoendragers, that
the Government sent me in as an official per-
son; of course I leave them to their belief”

(Palgrave 1877: xxii).

A few years later, while still in enforced residence
at the Cape, Hahn was visited by the twenty-
one year-old H. Vogelsang (1862-1914), the
agent of a trader, one Adolf Liideritz (1834-
1886), who persuaded him to draw up a de-
tailed memorandum on the economic prospects
of the Transgariep. Hahn also provided him with
a list of people whom he should contact and
advice on how to negotiate with the ‘natives’.
Armed with this information Vogelsang left
Cape Town for Angra Pequena (now Liideritz)
and thence to Bethanien, where, after plying the
chief, Josef Frederiks (cz. 1842-1893), liberally
with alcohol, he concluded two treaties and thus
formally launched the German colonial effort
on South West Africa (Esterhuyse 1968).

A few years after the establishment of a
Schutzgebier (German Protectorate), Hahn re-
turned to Namaqualand as agent for the Karas
Khoma Land Syndicate. Using his expert knowl-
edge of the ‘natives’, he literally dowsed the
Bondelswarts chief, Willem Christiaan, in alco-
hol and managed to extract such outrageous
concessions that the Bondelswarts threatened to
rebel against their chief. As a result the gover-
nor, Theodor Leutwein (1849-1921), refused
to certify all Hahn's concessions (Goldblatt
1971: 124). Such then are the historical roots
of Namibian ethnology.

By 1910 numerous ethnographic publications
on the Namibians had been published largely
by missionaries, officials and a scattering of pro-
fessional explorers such as E. Seiner (1913), and
S. Passarge (1907). Prof. Leonard Schultze, the
renowned geographer-ethnographer, summa-

rised the state of knowledge in the authoritative ‘
and encyclopaedic Das Deutsche Kolonialreich.
His comment on the Bushmen, in pompous
convoluted language, which is almost as obnox-
ious as the ideas expressed, provides an impor-
tant insight into the state and style of ar least
one approach in German colonial vilkerkunde
and ethnologie: “If we consider the natives ac-
cording to their value as cultural factors in the
protectorate, then one race is immediately elimi-
nated right off: The Bushmen. The Bushmen
lack entirely the precondition of any cultural
development: the drive to create something be-
yond everyday needs... In the course of centu-
ries he has come into contact with cultures of
all levels; in conflict with them he has often
enough had the knife put to his throat; tireless
missionaries have actempted to save him from
such struggle, to protect and to join him as the
modest member to a civilised community; but
the Bushman has always run away ... Colonists
cannot count on such people; they let them live
as long as they don't do damage. But when they
do, they are killed off like predatory game. The
idea has been considered to preserve the
Bushmen in reservations as the last remnants of
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the primordial past of the human race, just as
elsewhere attempts are made to save endangered
animal species. But we won’t be able to afford
the luxury of leaving fallow the required land
areas and everything else which man requires
for the maintenance of the species withour in-

breeding.” (Schultze 1910: 290).

Schulrze’s ideas were by no means exceptional
but they were contested, especially by the likes
of B. von Zastrow (1914) and Felix von Luschan
(1906). In 1934, Prof. Fritz Jacger, a prominent
academic in a kindred discipline, human geog-
raphy, who had also undertaken research in
South West Africa, offered the following justifi-
cation for colonisation: “To colonise a country
means to create a new, higher culture. This is
only possible for superior cultures. Colonisation
is a process of cultural dissemination across the
carth. Just as air flows from areas of high pres-
sure, so culture spreads from geographical re-
gions of high culture to those of low culture ...
Military superiority allowed the European colo-
nising peoples to seize African colonies, bur only
their scientific and technological knowledge al-
lowed them to develop the countries economi-
cally. It is to be hoped that they will also suc-
ceed in educating the natives to become a culti-
vated people.” (cited in Noyes n.d.: 14).

‘SCIENCE’ SOUTH AFRICAN STYLE

After the defeat of the Germans in 1915 and
the establishment of a mandate over South West
Africa, the South African mandarory tried to
impress the League of Nations with its scien-
tific approach. Two social anthropologists were
contracted to undertake short-term investiga-
tions. Under the auspices of the South African
Museum, Dorothea Bleek undertook a small
study of the Naron Bushmen (Bleek 1928), who
were not only believed to be dying out, but also
constituted a serious vagrancy and stocle-theft
problem to the settlers. The second social an-
thropologist was Agnes Winifred Hoernle who
came to restudy the Nama since she had visited

the Topnaars and Berseba people in 1913, Her
research lasted for a few months from Decem-
ber 1922 to March 1923, shorty after an im-
poverished section of them, the Bondelswarts,
had been driven into rebellion (Carstens 1985).
Hoernle was dismayed at che social conditions
of the Nama and wrote a strong report to the
Administrator on ‘social disintegration’ in the
Windhock location. “This is politics not anthro-
pology” some burcaucrat scrawled across it
(Hoernle 1987). The Administrator agreed and
reprimanded her. For a variety of reasons, cco-
nomic, and political, the Administration’s en-
thusiasm for social anthropological rescarch
waned. The only other recognised ethnographer
to visit the territory in the inter-War years was
the Austrian, Viktor Lebzelter, who spent a few
months touring mission stations and then pub-
lished a valuable two volume monograph
(Lebzelter 1934).

After the Second World War, a team from the
University of California, Berkeley, led by Edwin
Loeb, visited the former Ovamboland (Loceb
1962). Loeb had met General Smuts in San
Francisco and the South African Prime Minis-
ter had personally invited him to undertake this
rescarch. Both were particularly keen on estab-
lishing the presence of a prehistoric Mediterra-
nean influence in South West Africa in order to
explain the famous White Lady rock-painting,
which he claimed to have proved among the
Ovambo (Loeb 1962). At the same time the
Administration was becoming increasingly sus-
picious of visits by professional anthropologists
who did not know ‘how to deal correctly with
the natives’ and, moreover, might embarrass
South Africa overseas. The Loeb expedition was
almost deported from Ovamboland because the
Native Commissioner believed, on hearsay evi-
dence, that Mrs. Loeb was teaching an Ovambo
youth how to type “... in her bedroom! ...”

(Gordon & Douglas 1999: 158)

Permission for outside researchers became in-
creasingly difficult to obrain. The exception,
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which proves the rule, concerns ‘Bushman’ re-
search. For some reason, related to the interna-
tional status of ‘Bushmen’ as object of study and
because they were believed to contain no po-
tent embarrassment to the Administration, re-
searchers, especially if they were conservative,
could always get permission to study the
‘Bushmen’. Thus, Pater Martin Gusinde under-
took two expeditions in the carly fifties. He in
turn was followed by a number of German schol-
ars such as I. Eibl-Eibesfeldr and Oswin Kohler,
(the ‘Nestor of German Khoisan rescarch’), and
this was followed by various Marshall expedi-
tions, led initially by Lawrence and continued
by son John (Marshall 1976). They were allowed
in because the Administration’s perception of
them was that they were a group of wealthy
amateurs and thus did not constitute a credit-
able threat, more so since the ‘Bushmen’ were
such a peripheral people. But even they were
grected with suspicion and had questions raised
about their activities in the (settler) Legislative
Assembly (Gordon & Douglas 1999: 158-159).
Later, son John Marshall was to be refused a visa
for twenty years, because the authorities believed,
again on hearsay evidence, that he had slept with
a Bushman woman (John Marshall pers.
comm.). These two examples as well as the next
case confirm the important rdle of gossip in set-
tler society.

The next anthropologist to make it through the
red-rape was the American, Wade Pendleton,
who was married to a white Namibian, and was
thus marginally more acceptable. But even he
soon found it impossible to obtain a visa, sup-
posedly because in a questionnaire he had asked
questions about marijuana’. Nevertheless,
Pendleton did manage to publish his disserta-
tion Karatura, a place where we do not Stay
(1974), a pioneering study in African urban
anthropology.

It was only in the carly cightics, with the new
political posture adopted by the South African

government in the international arena, that for-
cign ‘liberal” anchropologists were allowed to
undertake in-depth fieldwork again. Here the
key figure was Karla Poewe, who wrote a coura-
geous, controversial, but original book entitled
The Namibian Herevo. a history of their psychoso-
cial disintegration and survival (1985), in which
she challenged head-on the dogma of both the
right and the left. The face that Poewe was not
some neophyte anthropologist, but had already
written two highly regarded books on her Zam-
bian research (e.g. Poewe 1981), mean that her
book and arguments deserve more than mere
dismissal. It was, indeed, a pioneering feminist
analysis.

It was not that the Administration was against
anthropology per se. On the contrary, if anthro-
pologists could be relied upon not to embarrass
the Administration, a scrious threat, especially
in view of South Africa’s rather precarious claim
to the territory, and would make data available
to them, then they were welcome. Indeed, a cer-
tain type of politically correct anthropology,
usually known as etnologie, flourished during this

period.

Two Stellenbosch University ethnology profes-
sors had a major impact on different aspects of
policy. First, Prof. PJ]. Schoeman, the well-
known writer of Afrikaner youth literature, was
appointed Chief Game Warden in South West
Africa from 1950 to 1955 after he had been
rrounced in his attempt to run against Margaret
Ballinger as Cape African Representative in the
South African Parliament. During this time he
was appointed Chairman for the Commission
for the Preservation of the Bushmen. The Com-
mission’s major recommendation was for a
Bushman Affairs Commissioner to be appointed
at Tsumlowe. Since many of his literary books,
including his Jagters van die Woestynland (1951),
were frequently prescribed as high school texts,
his influence was large in creating and sustain-
ing stereotypes. His impact has been analysed
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in Gordon (1999, 1997). Secondly, and perhaps
most importantly, was the impact of Prof. J.P
Bruwer. An ex-missionary, Bruwer had worked
among the Kuanyama, the largest group in the
former Ovamboland. A prominent member of
the South African Bureau for Racial Affairs
(SABRA), the ‘think-tank’ which tried to legiti-
mate apartheid, and an executive member of the
secretive Afrikaner Broederbond, Bruwer was a
powerful figure in the shadowy world of
Afrikaner hegemonial politics. Part of the justi-
fication for his research was to try to neutralise
the South West African Peoples Organization
(SWAPO). He was appointed to the Odendaal
Commission (Commission of Enquiry into
South West African Affairs, South Africa 1964),
which disastrously tried to carve the country up
into 12 mini-‘ethnic’ homelands. In 1964 he was
appointed first Commissioner- General for the
‘Native Peoples of South West Africa’ (Gordon
n.d.).

At the same time, Afrikaans language universi-
ties made research among Namibians a field of
their own, producing numerous masters and
doctoral dissertations of variable quality (vide
Appendix). Unfortunately, since most of these
productions are in Afrikaans they are not read-
ily available and thus a number of later projects
have re-invented the proverbial wheel, especially
in the Kaokoland.

In line with colonial policy elsewhere in Africa,
the Administration also appointed official eth-
nologists to advise them (Hailey 1957). For some
reason they all (with one exception) happen to
have been trained, at least partially, in Germany
and were all, in a sense, refugees from commu-
nism. The first was Rudolf Lehmann, who sub-
mitted his dissertation (on Melanesian mana)
to the University of Leipzig in 1915. Trapped
during a research expedition in Africa during
the Second World War he was appointed Gov-
ernment Ethnologist in 1946 and kept the po-

sition until 1949 when he left to start the
volkekunde department at the Potchefstroom
University for Christian Higher Education
(Lehmann 1954, 1955a, 1955b, 1956, 1965).
He was succeeded by Gunter Wagner who had
studied snter afia at Freiburg, Columbia, Ham-
burg, Chicago, California (Berkeley), London
School of Economics and Berlin. He had exten-
sive Bast African experience and, after working
in the Reichs Kolonialamt during the Second
World War, migrated to South Africa in 1950
and was appointed as Assistant Ethnologist in
Windhocek in the same year (Wagner 1954). He
died two years later, shortly after accepting a fec-
tureship at the University of the Witwartersrand.
Both Lehmann and Wagner concentrated their
research efforts on the ‘Herero’, who at that time
were publicly vocal in their criticism of the South
African regime. Wagner was succeeded by an-
other German, Oswin Kocehler, who was more
of a linguist than an cthnologist. Kochler was
stationed in Windhock from 1955 to 1957, be-
fore leaving to accept a position at the Univer-
sity of Cologne, and like his predecessors, con-
centrated on the ‘Herero’, but also had a strong
interest in the ‘Bushmen’. An important part of
their legacy are a number of ‘District Surveys,
but perhaps the most important one was
Wagner’s unpublished study of the Windhoek
District (Wagner n.d.).

After being vacant for a few years the Assistant
Ethnologist position was filled by yet another
German refugee, Kuno Budack, who had un-
dertaken his post-graduate degrees at the Uni-
versity of Pretoria. Budack served for over thirty
years and has researched and published widely
on different aspects on Namibian life. His lin-
guistic competence in both Nama and Herero
is remarkable even for cthnographers, and in
retirement he still plays an active rdle in pro-
moting cthnology, especially with his series
Namibiana published under the auspices of the
Namibian Scientific Society. Namibiana solic-
its and publishes papers in ethnology and
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‘ethnohistory’ and has demonstrated a surpris-
ing survivability. The first issue was published
in 1979 and it still publishes when it has suffi-
cient material. Judging from its table of con-
tents, most of its clientele appear to be amaceur
‘local’ historians and are almost invariably white
and German speaking. At various times he was
assisted by Dr. Maria Fisch, a medical doctor
turned ethnologist with a narrow focus on the
Kavango region (c.g. Fisch 1994). Another as-
sistant was Dr. Johan Malan, who started off as
the State Museum Ethnologist, before becom-
ing a Government Ethnologist with specialisa-
tion in the former Kaokoland and Owambo and
eventually leaving to take up a Professorship ac
the University of the North. His rather shallow,
and highly problematic, esoteric Peoples of SWA/
Namibia (1980) has gone through a number of
editions and was recently (1998) translated into
German!

The use of these ethnologists was part of the
general strategy of legitimisation of South Afri-
can rule. They were used to impress oursiders.
No better evidence for this can be found than at
the 1966 World Court hearings when Ethiopia
and Liberia challenged South Africa’s right to
administer Namibia. The South African Gov-
ernment saw this as an opportunity to showcase
and justify its policies of apartheid. No less than
three of the 14 witnesses called by Souch Africa
were ethnologists, namely Messrs, Werner
Eiselen, H.J. van Zyl and ].P. Bruwer (Gordon
n. d.). In many ways they were South Africa’s
‘star’ witnesses; expected to give the coup d’grace
to the notion that apartheid was immoral and
impractical.

Another source of ready appreciation of ethnol-
ogy was the South African Defence Force, which
since the carly seventies had a full-time ethno-
‘logical section operating in South West Africa.
This section was concerned with attempting to
win the hearts and minds of the local indigenes

in the low intensity guerrilla war the South Af-
ricans were fighting with SWAPO, the major
indigenous organisation fighting for the crea-
tion of Namibia. Very little is known about the
operations of these ‘applied anthropologists’. As
the ‘border war’ heated up and dragged on, the
Ethnology Section became the largest single
employer of anthropologists outside of the
United States of America. Their inpur was
deemed especially important for the WHAM
(Winning Hearts and Minds) stracegy. Most of
their interventions appear to have been in the
civic action programs, and their low-key ap-
proach meant that the recent Truth and Recon-
ciliation Commission in South Africa did not
consider their activities worthy of investigation.
Cerrtainly, they were apparently used for advis-
ing on ‘cthnic’ recruitment of soldiers. Among
lower echelon and field officers, however, the
use of these officer ethnologists was seen as a
waste (Breytenbach 1997: 85-88), and it is not
too hard to sec why. As one Commandant com-
plained to a visiting American academic “A/ eth-
nologists are soft in the head - living up in the
clouds. There is nothing you can do with their in-
Jormation”. They were believed to be too theo-
retical and not practical enough. Thus the gov-
ernment cthnologist and South African Defence
Force (SADF) collaborator stationed on the
Kavango, was derisively dismissed as ... a walk-
ing encyclopaedia on the Kavango as it was 30 years
ago, not as it is here now” (Gordon 1988 conrains
details of this particular phase).

The uscfulness of anthropology is illustrated by
the inverse as well. In some documents leaked
abouta top level counter-intelligence conference
held in Namibia, concern was expressed about
leakages and high on counter-intelligence’s list
of ‘manifestations of espionage’, indeed right
after SWAPO members, were ... Sforeign visi-
tors such as naturalists and anthr opologists ...”
(The Resister No.34 (Oct/Nov 1984). p. 19. My
emphasis.)
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SOCIALANTHROPOLOGY AS A SUBVER-
SIVE ACTIVITY

This brief discussion of the history of Namibian
anthropology/cthnology was necessary in order
to show its role in creating and maintaining the
current status quo. The links, often complicit,
between anthropology and colonialism, should
be obvious, but by the same token the relarion-
ship is not a simple one. Indeed, as we can sce
from the state’s efforts to block foreign
fieldworkers, anthropology, by its very nature,
poses an inimical threat to the state and I would
argue that by its-very nature this is what socio-
cultural anthropology is all about.

In short, socio-cultural anthropology has rthe
exciting potential to be a subversive activity, in
the sense that it can produce ‘exposés’, which
dramatically challenge the assumprions on which
the actions of the rulers or elite’s are based (and
in some cases those of the oppressed as well). It
is no accident that the discipline has always had
a higher proportion of prominent females, as
well as a roster some of Africa’s most prominent
liberation leaders such as Jomo Kenyartta; E.K.
Busia; Z.K. Matthews and Eduardo Mondlane.
Unfortunately, in Namibia ncither liberation
leaders nor females (let alone indigenes), have
taken a prominent rdle in the discipline, but this
is probably a consequence of the relatively small-
scale of academic operations. This is not to deny
anthropology’s transformative porential, on the
contrary. Indeed, I suspect that it was this ‘un-
ease’ about anthropology, which led to it not
being offered as a course at the pre-independ-
ence Academy.

It is the fieldwork tradition, which many be-
lieve to be the most distinctive characteristic of
socio-cultural anthropology. Successful long-
term fieldwork entails a degree of emparhy on
the part of the fieldworker with the people stud-
ied. From such a position it is easy to sce why
the state, be it South African or Namibian,
would regard socio-cultural anthropology as a

potentially seditious discipline since it can run
directly counter to, and undermine, the doc-
trines propounded by the State elite.

THE ‘HIMBANISATION’ OF ANTHRO-
POLOGY?

The collapse of apartheid and the ending of
South African overrule has generated a new gen-
eration of anthropology in Namibia. Indeed in
many ways it is an intellectual gold rush, as the
large number of new dissertations attests. Not
only. has there been a remarkable increase in
doctoral dissertations, but some northern Uni-
versities, especially Dutch, have found Namibia
to be a useful training ground for senior under-
graduates and younger graduates ro do their Ji-
centiate or masters theses. Many factors have
contributed to this: materially chie facr that Na-
mibia is a relatively safe area for (neophyte) an-
thropologists has been important, as has the fact
that there are very few administrative impedi-
ments in the way of researchers, unlike other
countries. The quality and accessibility of the
Namibian Archives is also important. Perhaps
this laissez faire policy allows anthropologists to
show their proper colours as inveterate anti-
modernist romantics?

The (mistaken) belief that very little anthropol-
ogy was undertaken during the South African
era; the (mistaken) belief that apartheid had
served to preserve ‘traditional culture’; the as-
sumption that virginity is valuable’ is also im-
portant in creating a focus on ‘Bushmen’ and
more particularly on the last frontier (a very eth-
nocentric term this!), the Himba in the
Kaokoveld. Various reasons have been adduced
to explain this particular fixation: Ostensibly the
Segregation and Apartheid policy practised in
the territory resulted in their relative isolation,
but geographic factors also contributed signifi-
cantly. While relatively isolated, the area is com-
paratively free of diseasc and thus is a safe area
where researchers and tourists can indulge in
their “Tarzan fantasies’. This might also be be-
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cause of modernity and industrialism’s continu-
ing need to invent a ‘noble savage” and for this
the ‘Bushmen’ have largely, but not completely
(vide e.g. Katz et al. 1997), been demystified. In
addition, the ‘Bushman’ studies field had be-
come so overcrowded that anthropologists were
even studying the anthropologists who study
Bushmen! It should be obvious from my remarks
made on the need for reflexivity, that such en-
deavours are to be welcomed.

Now the Himba, as pristine pastoralists, serve
as a convenient surrogate. The ‘himbanisation’
of anthropology is a matter of some concern.
Over the last twenty-five years, more than half
of all docrorares completed on Namibian sub-
jects has concerned the Himba and the
Kaokoveld. Perhaps, like the ‘Bushmen’, the
Himba are becoming famous for being Famous?

Recently Bollig (1998a, 1998c¢) has begun to
take aim at the myth of ‘traditional pastoralists’
in a series of papers dealing with the history of
encapsulation of the northwestern Namibia by
showing the extent and roots of their wider re-
gional networks. At the same time, one of the
consequences of this largely forcign anthropo-
logical research has been to provide the Himba
with a prophylactic against arbitrary state ac-
tion, as in the case and controversy surround-
ing the proposed Epupa hydro-clectric project,
an issue about which several anthropologists
have commented upon (Bollig 1997a, 1997b;
Jacobsohn 1993), some perhaps not as force-
fully as they might like because of fear of having
their visas withdrawn by the State. The appar-
ent face that anchropologists sit on both sides of
the issue illustrates the contradictions and
problematique of anthropology in a nutshell.

A second focal point has been those labelled
‘Bushmen’. Here a number of anthropologists
have built and elaborated on a tradition going
back to the German colonial and South African
era building on the works by L. Fourie, PJ.
Schoeman, M.Gusinde, O. Kohler, and the

Marshalls (Lorna, Lawrence, John and Eliza-
beth). Kohler and the Marshalls provided a natu-
ral focus on the Caprivi and Nyae Nyac, and
indeed their long-term rescarches are cruly
unique in the annals of science. The number of
researchers visiting these two areas has contin-
ued almost unabated, but fortunately the ‘in-
visible Bushmen’, the farm-workers and those
living in the Owambo communal areas, are stare-
ing to receive attention with first-rate disserta-
tion research by Thomas Widlok, James Suzman
and Renee Sylvain recently completed.

An important development in recent years has
been Bushman empowerment, articulated most
emphatically through Working Group for In-
digenous Minorities in Southern Africa
(WIMSA). WIMSA assists researchers to estab-
lish contacts if they satisfactorily justify how their
research will benefit the local community etc,,
in exchange for copies of all their work, which
is deposited both in the WIMSA library and the
local community. WIMSA is particularly keen
to encourage empowering knowledge that is
material, which will be useful to the local com-
munities. A recent WIMSA Board meeting and
General Assembly centred on Intellectual Prop-
erty Rights, and it is thus likely that communi-
ties like the San will in future demand more in
return for allowing researchers among them.
Indeed the need for dialogue with local com-
munities about what research is, and its poten-
tial, should be raken seriously or scholars might
find the ground on which they stand decidedly
quagmirish.

One of the problems with the essentially ‘frec-
market approach’ to research in Namibia is, that
apart from a lopsided focus on groups in the
Kaokoveld and the ‘Bushmen’, these marginal
groups are hardly likely to be viewed as threat-
ening by the State. Now, with the globalisation
of communication, with minority pressure
groups like IWGIA and Survival International
playing a prominent rdle, this is showing signs
of change. The attack by President Nujoma in
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June 1998 on foreign researchers’ for trying to
prevent the finalisation of the Epupa Dam
project augurs a new relationship between re-
searchers, their ethical obligations and the Na-
mibian State. '

By the same token though, very little work has
been done on the most populous areas, namely
Owambo and the Kavango regions. But work is
in progress in these arcas by Wendi Haugh and
works in Finnish have been published, although,
difficulr to obrain (Hiltenen 1993; Raiskio
1997). Especially noteworthy here is the Restate-
ment of Customary law project, which is led by
lawyer-legal anthropologist Manfred Hinz. This
project’s origin lies in a request from Namibia’s
Department of Justice in 1991 to evaluate the
practice of ‘customary law” and is funded by the
German Government and the ‘Stiftung
Volkswagenwerk'. Apparently, the project does
not appear to ¢njoy the same degree of Srate
support as it did when originally initiated
(Becker 1998b; Becker & Hinz 1995; Hinz
1998), and raises many interesting issues of both
a theoretical and applied nature. One question
which a scholar like Robert Kidder might raise
(in a different context), is whether “... a custom
written into modern law codes is a custom stripped
of its traditional context and used like a prostitute
to lure traditional groups into the marketplace con-
sciousness and activity of modern capitalism ...”
(Kidder 1983: 91, vide also Gordon 1991 for a
discussion of some issues which might be prob-
lematic in such a project). In short, like so much
anthropology done in Namibia, it lacks the self-
critical awareness to see itself as part of the wider
academic and intellectual flow,

Assolid body of research has also been done, and
continues to be done, on gender réles, not so
much because of the important theoretical is-
sues gender raises, i.c. in matrilineal, double
descent and ambilineal societies, but because
outside funding agencies with their own agenda
and constituents are willing to fund it (vide e.g.
lipinge & LeBeau 1997). It is a matter of seri-

ous concern, but ongoing research by Heike
Becker is challenging colonial constructions of
gender and trying to engage the so-called ‘mat-
rilineal puzzle’ as well as trying to understand
women’s ‘invisibility’ (Becker 1997, 1998a).

As a counter to the dominant trend of
exoticisation of ‘the Other’, a small number of
studies have looked at the mundane - the daily
toil of industrial work (Gordon 1977; Kuper
1995; Peltola 1995) and rhere seems to be a small
but crucially vital group of anthropologists
studying ‘up’ and examining colonialism, espe-
cially the German varieties (Krautwurse 1997,
1998; Schmidt-Lauber 1993, 1998).

PUBLIC SERVICE ANTHROPOLOGY

It would be a strange anthropologist who did
not claim that his or her work was relevant, but
the issue is generally that of the value of the re-
search as public service and there are several ve-
hicles in which such service can be cxpressed.

Perhaps most prominent, largely because pub-
licity is an integral part of its armoury, is ‘advo-
cacy anthropology’, critically discussed in
Gordon (1995). In such modes the anthropolo-
gistserves as ‘advocate’ for a group, usually some
marginal disadvantaged group. While ‘sexy’,
such a stance is not without its critics and prob-
lems. For it to be successful entails a long-term
commitment and some striking examples have
recently emerged. Most notably, and exceprion-
ally in the annals of science, is the ethnographic
film-maker John Marshall who has had a con-
tinual fieldwork rapport with the same group
for fifty years (Garland 1999; Gordon & Doug-
las 1999). Other long-term relationships include
Oswin Kohler (1989) and more recently, Ben
Fuller (1993), Margie Jacobsohn (1993) and
Megan Biescle (1993). But for advocacy anthro-
pology to be successful, and not simply another
form of patcrnalism, requires a strong indigenous
component which is striking in its absence in
Namibia, although there are some signs that this
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might be changing given the activities of groups

such as WIMSA.

In contrast to history, where encrgetic
proselytization by the History Department
(UNAM) has resulted in a vibrant interest in
local history, sociology and anthropology have
yet to attract substantial indigenous interest.
Where local folks do get trained they rapidly
get siphoned off into relatively well paid gov-
ernment jobs, or drawn into the consulting in-
dustry - lucrative, and as long as one has statis-
tical skills - quick and dirty. The consulting in-
dustry and the various applied social science in-
stitutes like the Social Science Unir (SSU) of
the Multi-Disciplinery Center (MRC) at
UNAM (nee Namibian Institute for Social and
Economic Research [NISER]), and the Na-
mibian Economic Policy Research Unit
(NEPRU), have produced an enormous amount
of ‘grey literature’. This is so narrowly focused,
and being short-term is inevitably shallow, so
that very little of it provides material on which
theorisation or insight can be based. Neverthe-
less, several studies of considerable depth have
emerged, most notably Andy Botelle and Ric
Rohde’s survey of land uses in castern
Otjozondjupa (Botelle & Rohde 1995). Also
noteworthy are the collaborative efforts of an-
thropologists with cconomists in assessing the
social and cconomic impact of drought
(Devercaux et al. 1993), as well as in several other
important collaborative projects. LeBeau &
Pendleron (1995) have given an interesting ac-
count of the difficulties of sensitising economists
and other hard-data fetishists to issues like cul-
ture.

Consultancy anthropology also appears to be a
boom industry. LeBeau & Pendleton (1995)
report having worked on 25 different projects
over a five-year period. Given the constraints of
time in such circumstances, it is obvious that
they have relied almost exclusively upon quan-
titative, rather than qualitative, methodologies.

These projects are very much client-driven and
thus do not arise from issues emerging in an-
thropology per se. Nevertheless, they do create
important databases, which could be incorpo-
rated into larger future anthropological work.

Collaboration with natural scienrists has also
come into its own, especially with a focus on
natural resource management and ethnobotany,
with especially useful and creative work by
Sullivan (1996Ga, 1996b, 1996¢, 1998, 19994,
1999b, 2000, in press; Sullivan & Konstant
1997, Sullivan ez« 1995) and Rohde (1997a)
working in Damara-speaking communities in
the northwest, and Widlok (1994b) in the
Mangetti Block. Cowlishaw & Davies (1997)
have also undertaken important inter-discipli-
nary collaborative work with natural scientists.
These scholars have not been shy to engage
scholars and scientists in the natural sciences,
and in so doing increased the quality of ‘hard
science’ research. There has also been increas-
ingly important collaboration with groups such
as WIMSA.

Generally speaking, it would appear that most
g, and in some
cases eaget, to share their findings and ideas with

anthropologists have been willin

the local rescarch community. Several scholars
have presented seminars and discussion papers
with UNAM or with other governmental insti-
tutes, and some have been invited to return on
short-term consultancies.

THE ‘COLOGNISATION’ OF NAMIBIAN
ANTHROPOLOGY?

It seems a prerequisite to have a good acronym
before a large project can be funded. USAID
funds LIFE - Living in a Finite Environment,
and the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (SFB)
has (largely) funded a 12-15 year project based
at Cologne University, called ACACIA - Arid
Climate, Adapration and Cultural Innovation
in Africa.
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Starting in 1993, some 70 ACACIA scholars,
including a large contingent ofanthropologists,
have aimed to undertake a trans-continental
comparison of human strategics of coping with
arid habitats. The areas the project concentrates
on, namely northeastern Africa (Egypr and the
Sudan) and southwestern Africa (Namibia), ap-
pear to have been chosen because of senior re-
searchers’ pre-existing agendas and ties to the
areas. This is an excellent case of how events and
structures outside of Namibia can shape local
rescarch priorities. Scientific ‘colognisation’ by
default, if you will,

German federal and state funding and especially
the structure of the Sonderforschungsbereich, calls
upon universities to create centres (it is to be
hoped of excellence) in certain fields and areas.
Funding is supposed to lead to institutionalisa-
tion and sustainability after federal funding even-
tually lapses. Historically, ACACIA builds on
pre-existing strengths at Cologne - the interests
of archacologists working in the Brandberg re-
gion and linguists inspired by Kohler in the
Caprivi and Kavango. This is hardly a logically
organised, comparative rescarch enterprise of the
type Alan Barnard (1992, 1996) has so persua-
sively argued for and undertaken. Thus, the an-
thropological component in Namibia is largely
bifocal, located in the Kaokoveld and building
on Cologne emeritus Oswin Kohler’s work
(1987) on the Caprivi ‘Bushmen’.

The enterprise calls for one or two srudies in
‘Owamboland’, further work on Herero and on
refugees in the Kavango, as well as a study of
the ‘Baster Gebier, but these concerns appear to
be of secondary importance. It seems racher odd,
given the concerns of the project, that the arid
south, where Nama-speaking farmers and
crypto-pastoralists are found, is ignored. ACA-
CIA is divided into a number of ‘Collaborarive
Rescarch Centers’ (CRC), of which a number
are directly relevant to this review. Section C,
Land Usage and Survival Strategies in Southwest-

ern Africa, consists of six projects, all of which
are concerned with local community stracegies
in dealing with an unpredictable natural and
political environment. Some are directly con-
cerned with anthropology. First there is C1,
Crisis Management and Risk-Recucing Strategies
among Pastoralists and Farmers in Northern Na-
mibia, led by Michael Bollig, which is under-
taking a comparative study of how hazards are
generated, their implications and how risk mini-
misation is effected by ‘culture change’. The
project intends to seck enlightenment by com-
paring the risk-minimising strategies ‘pastoral
nomadic Himba, the agricultural Ovambo and
the former foragers Hai//om’. Fortunately, with
his fine sense of history, Bollig seems to be aware
of the danger of slipping into essentialisms, al-
though it isan open question as to whether con-
remporary inhabitants in Owambo can best be
characterised as ‘agriculturalists’ and Hai//om
as ‘former foragers’. Another project examines
Rehoboth population dynamics and the man-
agement of scarce resources, directed by Prof,
M. Casimir and researched by Dr. Harrmut
Lang, but nothing substantial has to date been
published, except for a precedent-setting brief
History of Rehoboth, undertaken with indigenous
collaborators and published locally in Afrikaans!
An important project on gender-related aspects
to violence in extreme environments is being
undertaken (C6) by Dr. Inge Brinkmann on
Nyemba refugees on the Kavango (Brinkmann

1999).

The second CRC is concerned with Hinzer-
Gatherers in Transition: The Conceprualisation of
Space and Environment and is led by the distin-
guished linguist Bernd Heine. Working in
northeastern Namibia and Botswana, it cakes its
cue from Kohler's work and examines Kxoe taxo-
nomic categorics to conceptualise and organise
their environment. The researchers found, how-
ever, thar contemporary Kxoe were so poverty
stricken and stricken with TB and AIDS, that
these changes had ‘serious impacts on the peo-
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ple’s conceptualisation of their physical and so-
cial environment’ (Brenzinger 1997). Thus, the
spotlight of this particular venture is switching
to issues such as water availability, roads, changes
in material culture and the spread of and con-
trol of diseases. Given the political tensions in
this region, epitomised by the Caprivi secession-
ist movement as reported in the local press, and
the region’s proximity to UNITA strongholds
in Angola, rescarch in this area calls for the ut-
most tact and diplomacy.

The rhetoric ACACIAs boosters use to legiti-
mise their activities on their website (ACACIA
1999), i.c. ‘ACACIA is committed to the research
and preservation of African culture and history,
and to raising public awareness of African cultural
and historical issues, inviting scholars pursuing the
same objectives to close co-operation’ sounds cerily
reminiscent of arguments made ac the turn of
the last century, when academics were trying o
ingratiate and warrant support from colonial
authorities. As a part of the larger enterprise,
there is the Khoisan Forum, which seeks to make
research data collected by the team, available to
a wider public, and ro strengthen the exchange
‘of communication within the community of schol-
ars working on Khoisan languages and
cultures. (blurb on the Form’s cover page). Nev-
ertheless, the Forum is hardly available in Na-
mibia and it is only by chance that one gains
access to it. [t also appears that the community
of scholars it caters too is rather pre-ordained
and well bounded. There is apparendy no cffort
at making findings accessible inexpensively to
local parties in the relevant communities who
might be interested.

Another outgrowth of ACACIA is a new series
‘History, Cultural Traditions and Innovations in
Southern Africa’ edited by Messrs. Bollig and
Mohlig. The scries has as one of its main goals
publishing primary sources, i.e. oral vadidons
and documents written in local languages and
is ‘meant to be of use for a wider public (like
schools) (ACACIA 1999). These are largely an

outgrowth of the Cologne Project and are mere
pinpricks of light. They are also problemaric,
insofar as they are published in Germany and
hence largely inaccessible, and extremely expen-
sive, in Namibia. The réle of the local histori-
ans’ interlocutors, in this case Patricia Hayes and
Bollig, are also not adequately addressed. ‘Can
the Subaltern Speak?” is an important question
deserving more than paternalistic patronising.
In the Bollig & Tjakazapi (1997) volume, it is
unclear whose voice is being fore-grounded.

But perhaps most worrying about the ACACIA
project is that, as far as its web-site goes, they
are not concerned with developing the mythi-
cal ‘community of scholars’ to include the
‘Other’ (with the possible exception of the
Rehoboth Basters), on whom they sustain them-
selves. In short, despite the occasional rhetori-
cal flourish, it is not clear if they are making any
effort ro develop and empower local indigenous
research and scholarship capacity, which might
paradoxically enrich and challenge their enter-
prise, and thus, in the final analysis icis the very
model of a neo-colonial enterprise.

It is a well-known aphorism atcribured to
p

that Anthro-

pology must choose between being history or noth-

Maitland over a century ago “...

ing”. But it is a reciprocal matrer as well, and
indeed history must also choose berween anthro-
pology and nothing. Onc of the most exciting
developments has been in historical anthropol-
ogy, where a group of young researchers led by
Hayes (1992), Kreike (1997) and McKicrick
(1995), have undertaken extended fieldwork in
the former Ovambo and produced works of great
erudition, especially by not providing paternal-
istic voices for the silenced and disadvantaged
bur writing about them. Further south, Marion
Wallace, (1997) has written a brilliant disserta-
tion on the history of urban health in Wind-
hock, employing a number of ethnographic
strategies, while Tilman Dedering’s book ‘Hat-
ing the old and loving the new’ (1997), on carly
missionisation cfforts among Nama-speakers,
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shows how anthropological concepts may gain-
fully be employed in analysing a traditional his-
torical subject.

Similarly, several anthropologists have engaged
in historical research and especially noteworthy
here has been the work by Hildi Hendrickson
(1992, 1994, 1996), on Herero dress and Polly
Wiessner’s work (1994, 1997), on ‘Bushman’
stylistic changes. Especially Wiessner’s work de-
serves to be more seriously studied by historians
as a possible fruitful field of investigarion.
Gordon too has done some historical anthro-
pology (Gordon 1992, 1997) on the réle of

‘Bushmen’ in the wider settler sociery.

Another important confluence berween anthro-
pology and history relates to a number of im-
portant history dissertations written by black
Namibians, which incorporate much ethnologi-
cal material (obviously it was impossible for
them to engage in original ficldwork during the
years of exile). Frieda Nels Williams™ disserta-
tion (1991), published locally and accessible, is
particularly important and valuable both for ics
insights, scholarship and for the role model it
provides for future research and publication cf-
forts. If one were to try to provide a ‘mythical
charter’ for indigenous social science in Namibia,
one would start with Kampungu’s (1966) canon
law dissertation on Kavango marriage law and
Kandovazu’s (1968) study of the Oruano Move-
ment.

Rohde (1998) experiments importantly with
photography as a media for letting local people
represent their own lives and tellingly shows the
impact of globalisation at the local level. He
generates a vitality, which is missing in many
conventional descriptions.

THE WAY FORWARD:?

While UNAM institutionally does not recog-
nise the value of anthropology, it is clear that
various ‘developmentagencies’ and governmen-

tal rescarch units do appreciate anthropological
insights and that there shall always be a place
for ethnographic ‘piece-work’. But what of pri-
orities for the future?

From a granting agency perspective, it is clear
that the future funding is going to emphasise
AIDS-related research and possibly applied en-

vironmentalism.

Bur assuming someone has independent fund-
ing, then it seems to me thar the following is-
sues have broad importance: The unit of study,
be it ‘eribe’, village’ or ‘state’, is always arbitrary.
One can approach the question from one end
of the spectrum, as it were, from a world sys-
tems perspective. In this perspective, the proc-
ess of incorporation of the region now known
as ‘South West Africa’ or ‘Namibia’ into the capi-
talist world system can be observed in the suc-
cessive restructuring of production processes;
houschold structures and political institutions.
In this restructuring the réle of the stace is cru-
cial.

Clearly the state is a product of the world sys-
tem, with South Africa and the United Nations
playing a critical role. Moreover, state policies
and actions have made Namibia especially vul-
nerable to the vagaries of the world marker, for
its economy is now almost exclusively based on
the export of raw materials - minerals and live-
stock - and this effects the level of interest in
local resources. Bollig’s (1998) work in this re-
gard, is particularly impressive. Despite the ob-
vious merits of such an approach, it raises some
important theoretical questions, namely the
curmudgeonly problem of variation of the im-
pact of the world system and srates on non-state
societies: why are some, to put it crassly, trans-
formed into peasants, others ‘frozen’ and yet
others exterminated?

Sccondly, peripherality is treated as a dichoto-
mous nominal relationship. Obviously then, we
need to examine indigenous forms of social or-
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ganisation, a topic ‘traditionally’ assigned to the
realm of socio-cultural anthropology. Another
serious shortcoming of the world systems per-
spective is that it ignores that concept so central
to anthropology: Culture. This is why there has
been a new concern with the cultural aspects of
‘globalisation’ examining in particular the role
of the so-called mass-media (television, videos
and radio), on local audiences. Especially perti-
nent here is the current work of Wendi Haugh
on the rdle of radio in Owambo and its impact
on identity politics. Jim Ferguson’s new Expec-
tations of modernity: myths and meanings of ur-
ban life on the Zambian Copperbelt (1999) sets
new standards and provides a model well worth
dialoguing with on the basis of Namibian expe-
riences.

Alternatively, one can approach the question
from the individualistic field-site level and ask
‘what does X have in common with others who
define themselves, or are defined by others, as
Namibians. In asking ourselves what common
experiences Namibians share, the answer seems
plain: they are all subject to the same adminis-
trative-political corporation or ‘state’ - that most
successful form of predatory social organisation.
The ‘state’ is an area enclosed by technologically
traceable borders, in which life is regimented by
certain ritual and coercive hierarchical actions.
Its unique ceremonials, insignia and secular-sa-
cred rituals thus define Namibia. The ‘state’ as
open-ended unit, in our estimation, provides a
useful concept for tying together both emic and
etic data and analysis. In a way this would be to
build on the so-called ‘Plural Society’ perspec-
tives of M.G. Smith, M. Gluckman, Leo Kuper
and M. Fortes (videe.g. Kuper & Smith 1969).

Confronting the nature of the Namibian state
is crucial given the rise of what some have called
‘the criminalisation of the African state’ (Bayart
et al. 1999), and certainly current signs suggest
that these features reported in other states might
be becoming an important feature of the Na-

mibian government landscape. At the same time,
during the 1980s, a lot of good social science
was done to explain the remarkable persistence
and durability of the Apartheid State (e.g.
Greenberg 1987). Namibia might be a good site
to deal with these two contrasting takes on Af-
rican states.

In Namibia the ‘development industry’ has be-
come a significant factor in the setting of social
goals. Yet no one has yet critically reflected on
or analysed this, except elliptically by Suzman
(1999). Certainly studies like Jim Ferguson’s
(1992) Lesotho-based  The anti-politics machiné ,
and the work of Arturo Escobar (1996) is sorely
called for. Pioneering work is being undertaken
by Liz Garland (1999) and Sian Sullivan (in

press) in this regard.

But all these exciting challenges might come to
nought because the imposing edifice of Na-
mibian anthropology is supported by an almost
non-existent local indigenous component. In
carthquake zones such building-constructors
would be held criminally liable, but in the whim-
sical world of Namibian anthropology individual
liability does not exist. So we can all be happy
and ignore the issue.
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ENDNOTES

"But certainly not near the magnitude of some of the echi-
cally questionable actions engaged in by historians, sociolo-
gists, economists and political scientists in Namibia during
the last forty years. The history of the social sciences and
especially its réle in governance has yet to be written.
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*The fact thar Pendleron had provoked a stike at the
Augustineum when he tried to administer a questionnaire
there probably also contributed to this reluctance. Perer
Carstens (1984) also did some short-term fieldwork in
Rehoboth during this time, then of the University of Cape
Town, who reports being harrassed by the Security Police.
Another solid piece of rescarch done under the aegis of the
South African Institute for Medical Research was Pacrick
Pearson’s MA thesis at Wits (author's personal reminis-
cences). Some Finns like Maja Hilwnen (nee Tuupainen)
did manage to do rescarch during this cra, but their visas
were for mission work (Hiltunen 1993).
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