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In SA, the conquer of indigenous populations was not the same as in Australia or the US

· African people stood much of their ground against the advancing legions of white settlements” (1)

He seeks to develop a “unified story that all South Africans can share

The history of South Africa often takes the European arrival as its starting point – “even more recent histories, which admit that African peoples occupied the lands in ancient times, soon get drawn into viewing events from behind the line of the Cape’s expanding frontier of white settlement” (4)

· this is partly because there are more European sources, but also because white systems of government are important in modern times

Etherington argues that we need to go beyond this, adopt an imaginary vantage point and see the Europeans coming

A democratic history is needed, one which cuts across power and gender

He predicts a return to the past – “the future will come to resemble the time two hundred years ago when there were no national borders” (6)

Cultural identities of Africans, even languages – manufactured by European missionaries and white Antropologists

Even substituting the term ‘people’ for ‘tribe’ retains the assumptions of “common characteristics, common perceptions and common destiny that others cannot share” (7)

He says that his “history will avoid explaining anyone’s behaviour or thoughts on the basis of their culture” (7) as it would amount to “racist theory under a cloak of cultural relativism”

Names are needed to describe groups, but they do not need to be authentic

19th Century European interpretations of Africa written by missions tended to interpret events using biblical concepts

Chapter Two – Life In the Heartland in the Late 18th Century
Asserts the importance of cattle – central to life (similar to Evans-Pritchard’s account of the Nuer)

“Ownership of cattle meant wealth and power… through ownership of cattle; males controlled the productive and reproductive power of females” (11)

large scale cattle ownership could even evolve into small polities – though droughts and disease frequently  “reduce[d] everyone to the same level of poverty” (12)

strategies for dealing with drought and plague “required a high degree of social organisation” (14) Chieftaincies

those without cattle could either work for those who did or hunt and gather

· the term ‘san’ refers to a way of life as much as a cultural identity – virtually exterminated

the ruling classes created oral texts to describe their kingdoms

· “such practices systematically erased the memory of defeated and impoverished ruling groups. They shut of knowledge of people and groups they may once have been extremely important. They made it appear as though the successful large chieftaincies which emerged in the 19th Century were without historical precedent. That seems very unlikely. All the conditions required for building followings based on control of cattle had been present in earlier centuries” (16)

Canabalism as a metaphor for disorder – something to fear – hold together exisiting social order

Age-set systems transcend kinship – useful militarily

· social mechanisms evolved to help prevent war – widespread interaction across groups

“The growth of trade [with Europeans in this case] can operate fragment as well as to centralise power” (31)

“The evidence for primordial fragmentation is non-existent” (34)

“Everywhere there was movement and struggle” (35)

Chapter Twelve – Legacies
Reflects on the “artificiality of history” (329)

Choices must always be made to fill in gaps/fill in stories – thus subjectivity is inevitable

· “a few highly influential stories were taken up and repeated in subsequent eras, even when they lacked supporting evidence…[he] argues that it is time throw them out” (330)

Myth #1 The Zulu kingdom was an entirely new and enormously destructive force

Adventurer Henry Francis Flynn’s account was accepted 

At the time, Brits accepted the idea of Xhosa and Thembu being driven south “probably attractive at a psychological level because it diverted attention from their own aggression which was the fundamental source of turmoil among the Xhosa” (332)

“The Zulu, who only ever scored two notable victories against white opponents, were exalted as invincible warriors” (332)

Zulu/Moshweshwe were extensively documented by British and French respectively
“The land struggles which followed Napier’s and Warden’s attempts to inscribe boundary lines in the Caledon made history-writing a practical necessity.  Every chief tried to follow Moshweshw’s example by having missionaries put their version of history on paper” (333)

Bad times of ‘Lifaquane’ in Caledon valley grossly exaggerated but “nonetheless, for a century and a half, most histories re-printed the legend of devastation, depopulation, and cannibalism in the Caledon” (335)

Localized ‘Fetcane’ and ‘Lifaquane’ → Southern African ‘Mfecane’

“The self-interested tales told by competitors for rights to land in Natal and the little world of Caledon Valley were inflated into a grand narrative which was applied to all the heartland from the coast of Mozambique to the Kei and from Drakensburg to the Zambezi” (335)

Europeans saw their killing as insignificant by comparison, e.g. Theal

Eric Walker first used the term ‘mfecane’ in 1928

1980s “Cobbing’s critique impossible to sustain the idea of the mfecane as a Zulu aftermath” – but Mfecane could still be used to refer to “a period of violence and state-creation lasting from about 1810 to 1830. Cobbing himself assisted in the retention…by insisting that the motor of political change” was Griqua aggression and East Coast slavery (338)
Cobbing – Zulu, Ndwandwe, Gas, Basotho etc were ‘defensive formations’ states “responding to the threats from slave-raiders which were then drawn into that very trade” (338)

Etherington – large states appeared long before this period

Zulu – a new kingdom, but not a new type of kingdom

Etherington – “finds no credible evidence to support the assertion that the kinds of conflicts observed in the Caledon Valley convulsed all Southern Eastern Africa” (339)

Open country was never very populated – the idea of violent depopulation suitable to European desire to emphasis African savagery

Myth #2 The ‘Movement of the Emigrant Farmers’ becomes ‘The Great Trek’
· a later myth than Shaka, which was created at the time – “the idea of the trekking movement as a national awakening of the Afrikaner people only emerged late in the 19th century” (340)
Boer/Briton antagonism exaggerated – missionaries and philanthropists blamed

While Boers began to develop a separate sense of identity, it was only crystallised into a spirit of nationalism by British attempts to annex the Transvaal (1877-82) 

Brits favoured conciliation, bring the Boers back into the fold

Religious zeal exaggerated – only developed with the rise of nationalism

· civiliation vs barbarism

now Afrikaner nationalism is dying “with it dies the loaded narrative embodied in the terms Great Trek and Voortrekkers” (344)

Chieftaincy not ethnicity

Ethnicity assumed to be important – 19th conceptions of humanity

There was political utility in assigning people cultural categories

“anyone wanting to understand the movements of people in the early 19th century must think in terms of chiefly families and followers, not ‘peoples’. Only then will we have a proper conception of the many different great treks. (346)
