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cJe to its logical conclusion. In the end secession became the only answer 
fq,r those who posed the question asked in Kabaka atta Nabbe. For, by 
1
1966, Dr Obote had become the 'other person'. 

SUM:'vIARY 

In .'.\lay 1961 a small group of men formed the Kabaka Yekka movement in ~he 
Kingdom of Buganda. Their simple objective \Vas to unite the Baganda behmd 
the throne, the symbol and guarantee of Buganda's separate identity. The great 
fear was that the election of a national Democratic Party government in the 
previous March had marked a decisive stage in the destruction of Buganda's 
special position within Uganda. Kabaka Yekka's appeal to Ganda loyalty was 
instantly successful, but it was not until the Kabaka's ministers agreed to accept 
membership of independent Uganda, and to support Kabaka Yekka in Buganda, 
that Kabaka Yekka could win popular support and deal effectively with the 
Democratic Party. But when Kabaka Yekka became an 'official' movement, its 
whole nature and function was changed. There had been differences at the 
beginning, but now the simple objective barely disguised the contradictions 
within the movement, while Kabaka Y ekka became a means to personal promo
tion as well as the guardian of the 'national' interest. Above all, Kabaka Yekka 
now included the chiefs, who wanted to preserve the existing political and social 
arrangements within Buganda. So by February 1962 Kabaka Yekka had become 
the party for the Baganda and for the status quo within Buganda. It was a party 
which, because it was identified with the Kabakaship'. was aqle to destroy _the 
Democratic Party in elections for the Buganda Lukiko, ancf party which, 
although in alliance with Dr Obote's Uganda People's Con ress in national 
politics, had aroused sentiments and interests pointing ultimately, if not irrevo
cably, to Ganda separation. 
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The Oxford History of South Africa. I. South Africa to 1870. Edited by Mo:-,.;rcA 
WILSON and LEO::-iARD THOMPSO?-;. Oxford University Press 1969. Pp. xviii 
+ 502, maps, tables, plates, index and bibliography. 75s. 

500 Years; A History of South Africa. Edited by Professor C. F. J. MULLER. 
Pretoria and Cape Town: Academica 1969. Pp. xiii+467, index, maps, and 
bibliography. R 5.95 

THERE can be little doubt that the new Oxford History of South Africa re
presents a major and essential first step in the rethinking of South African 
history. While in the 1930s and 1940s South African historiography was in the 
forefront of the historiography of the continent, the major advances in recon
structing both the precolonial and colonial past which have been taking place in 
the rest of Africa over the past fifteen or twenty years have, by and large, stopped 
short at the Limpopo. South African history has continued to be the history of 
white settlement in the subcontinent, with little more than a cursory glance at the 
role of the black man except when his activities impinged on the consciousness 
or material welfare of his white rulers. In the Oxford History, it is only in chapter 
5 that we arrive at' White Settlers and the Origin of a New Society, 1652-1778 '. 

Just how remarkable a departure this is, is strikingly _revealed by the ain:iost 
simultaneous publication of another history of South Afnca~500 Years-:-ed1ted 
by Professor C. F. J. Muller of the University of South ~nca and wnt~en_ by • 
twelve eminent Afrikaner historians. As Professor Muller pomts out, the prmc1pal 
objective of this volume is to recount 'the activitie~ and experien~es, of the white 
man over a period of nearly five hundred years m South Afnca , a~d by so 
doing to discover' how ... it [came] about that so small a number of whit~s were 
able to assume such a position of power and consequently t~ p~ay such an impor
tant role on the African continent and in international affairs •1 

· · · · f 1 1 · · d k' provided the attempt docs This 1s m itself a per ect y eg1t1mate un erta mg- . h h' 
not claim as this one does, to be a history of South Africa (following t e w 

1
1tc 

' • f · · h b't ts as non-popu a-South African practice of regarding five-sixths o its m a I an . f 
. . f 1 'f h t' 'ties and expenenccs o tion) · and provided also that 1t docs not a s1 y t e ac !VI . b' . h 

' . . h' 1 . h' 'th the other mha 1tants m t c the white man by m1sconstrmng 1s re at10ns 1p WI . • t l'k 
I 

t 
country and their relationship with one another. The queStJOn sedt ~F? 1 e Y_ 0 

be answered if the fundamentals of the situation are not ana)yse ' 
1 

nc
1
an s_?tchi~-

h. 1 . d It is sure yon y w1 m tics misunderstood, and the nature of w rte ru e ignore · h h h · t of the 
the context of the history of all the peoples of South Africa t at t e is ohr:nd thl' 

d II f le can one comprc c white man can be fully understoo . ow, or examp .' . d N t I and the 
f h I · · t the mtenor an a a Great Trek, the expansion o t e w 11te man m O d . rcussions are 

h I h Afl ane an its rcpe · · ' nature of his settlements t ere, un ess t e 1ec k . 'f Af · an resistance 
analysed; or the basis of the Bantustan in the Trans ·ei I nc 

1 500 Years, xi, 421. 
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to settler encroachment on the Eastern frontier is passed over simply as nine 
'Kaffir Wars'; or the nature of industrialization in South Africa if the role of the 
black worker is unexamined? In 1937 the editor of the Cambridge History of 
South Africa went so far as to recognize this shaping influence of African com
munities even on white man's history by inserting a chapter on 'The Native 
Inhabitants of South Africa' immediately after' The Geographical Environment'. 
In 500 Years the history of the African majority is relegated, together with the 
monetary system, to a twenty-page appendix by Prof D. Ziervogel, a linguist, 
which can only be described as paternalist and grossly inaccurate. Apart from 
these twenty pages, the 'Bantu' (and even, on occasion, 'a Bantu') are only 
mentioned-with one or two exceptions-when they are' restless', 'impudent', 
'fractious', 'truculent', 'causing difficulties' or otherwise being objectionable. 2 

This judgement may appear harsh. It would, however, be tedious to catalogue 
here the many misstatements which lie behind it. A few examples chosen from 
the chapter on Natal by M. C. Van Zyl must suffice at this stage, though some of 
the inaccuracies in the appendix will be alluded to below. Here, within the third 
paragraph, after the hoary myth is repeated that most of the 'Bantu' in Natal in 
I 845 had 'streamed' there from Zululand after the British occupation and were 
'mainly Zulu', we are informed that 'They ,vere a burden and a threat to the 
whites. They squatted everywhere, even on Boer farms, went about armed, 
thieved and were reluctant to enter service contracts ... '3 Natal Africans could 
presumably have described Boer settlement in Natal in much the same terms. 
For most of the black refugees returning to their homes, the Boers had ' streamed ' 
into Natal, were squatting on their lands, did go about armed, did thieve, and 
were undoubtedly a burden and a threat. 

A little further in the same chapter we are told that these burdensome 'Bantu' 
were even granted two million acres of reserve land ( out of a total of c. 12½ million 
acres) 'which could have been farmed by enterprising colonists. Apart from their 
annual hut tax, the Bantu contributed virtually nothing to the development of 
Natal.'

4 
Splendid stuff this-only just not true. As almost every government 

commission in Natal was aware, the lands so generously granted to the Africans 
were for the most part 'fit only for the eagle and the baboon', rugged, dry and 
isolated. While they may have been just adequate when they were set aside in the 
mid-nineteenth century-and even this is dubious-within a generation they 
provided for under a half of the African population of Natal. At the same time 
the 'enterprising colonists' had been granted farms of between 3,000 and 6,000 
acres per family. 6 The number of whites, 'enterprising' or not, numbered 
something like 17,000 in 1875, having doubled i.n the previous twenty years. 
The African population was between 300,000 and 350,000.6 By the same year 

2 

The major exceptions to this are Professor Muller's own more judicious, if somewhat 
vague, statements on the Mfecane, and the few remarks made in chapter 16 on the African 
reaction to the unification of South Africa. 

• 500 Years, 184. 4 Ibid. 190. 
6 

E. H. Brookes and N. Hurwitz, The Native Reserves of Natal, Natal Regional Survey, 
VII (Natal, 1957), 4. F. \Volfson, 'Some aspects of the Native Administration in Natal 
under Theophilus Shepstone' (M.A. \Vits, 1946), 29, maintams that they were inadequate 
from the outset. The phrase is that of the missionary Aldin Grout. See also South African 
Native Affairs Commission, 1903-5, v, 63, Evidence of J. W. Shepstone. The major reason 
for the artificial land shortage was the speculation of land colomzation companies. 

6 
C. F. Goodfellow, Great Britain and South African Confederation, 1870-1881 (0. U.P., 1966), 2. 
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the African hut-tax paid for the entire administration of Natal for both black and 
white ;

7 
and there is every sign that in the early days of the colonv before whites 

had used their political power to tip the economy in their fa~~ur and while 
Africans still had adequate land resources to retain their independence, Africans 
were producing cattle and maize for the market, and were trading in hides, skins 
and ivory-Natal's chief exports before the development of the sugar plantations.8 

A comparison with the Transvaal is instructive: there, both Horwitz and Denoon 
have suggested, it was the African farmer and not the Afrikaner who responded 
positively to the growth of new markets at the turn of the century, and ·who was 
the more efficient cultivator.9 

Dr van Zyl is also surprised that 'the idea of filling the unpopulated 
areas of Zululand with surplus Natal Bantu ... in order to make more land 
available for white settlement in Natal never seems to have struck' the Natal 
authorities.

10 
This hardly novel idea did in fact occur to many Natalians as late 

as the 1906-7 Natal Native Affairs Commission and the 1916 committees of 
enquiry on the Native Land Act. After the Zulu War a number of Natal chiefs 
and their followers were settled in the south of Zululand as a buffer between 
Natal and Zululand. The only problem was that there were very few unpopulated 
areas in Zululand suited to either African or white settlement: the relatively 
sparsely populated areas of Zululand were ridden with malaria or tsetse fly-or 
both. It was only the disastrous Rinderpest outbreak of 1897-8 that enabled the 
Zululand Delimitation Commission of 1902-4 to set aside lands for white cattle
farmers in the healthy midlands.11 

One could demolish much of 500 Years in similar fashion, almost line by line. 
But one's criticisms of the volume go further than a systematic disagreement with 
the detail. Even on its chosen ground of white history, and despite some careful 
work bv Professor Muller himself and by Dr Anna Boescken of the Cape 
archive;, the volume contains virtually no new research or interpretation. '\. 
comparison for example of the chapters OJ} the Cape in 500 Years by Profcss?r 
Kotze and Dr Schcltz with the equally albocentric chapter by Dr Davenp?rt m 
the Oxford History reveals quite how inadequate the former arc: old-_fasluoned 
political narrative, Walker with an Afrikaner bias, wi~h- most of the important 
dimensions left out, and the interpretation nai:ve, uncnt1cal and cutd~ted. 

This last verdict is true even on the purely political level. Thus late mnete~n~h
century history is still presented in the overworked diche o~ a he_ad-_on _colhs1_on 
between those Angels of Darkness and Light, Rhodes with !us capitahst~1mpc~1a-
l. · d "d r- h ' ·t d II Afrikaner forces behmd 1st ideals, an Pres1 ent \.rugcr, w o um e a 

7 C. W. de Kiewiet The Imperial Factor in South Africa (Cambridge, hr93fi7), r9+. 
' · f h't ·n N·1tal mt e ,rst mstancc. 8 Trade after all was the reason for the presence o w I es 1 ' R F · . F 

For African agricultural production, see, for example, The Diary of ozry ·ranns '.l"IIII, 

c-<l. J. Stuart & D. McK. l\.falcolm (Natal, r95o), 47• . L d 
19

6
7
) 

32 39
-+o · 

• R. Horwitz, The Political Ecouomy of South Afrzca (b 0 ~ on,
196

_) kin<ll,· show,~ 
I). Denoon, 'Reconstruction in the Transvaal' (Ph.D., Cam n ge, ~ ' · 

me by Dr DC'noon. h e the ,·ie" of thr cx-
10 ~oo } ·cars 202. The author of this chapter appears to sb a; tl e -, \ N .\ ,,., . 

. ' ' . l d larcd e,ore 1 .,., .• . '- . lan<ldrost of Zoutpansberg, C,. G. J\1unntk, w 10 ec h . . ·rong to allow Kafirs 
, , . . h 1 D • f ·nion t at 1t is'' · Speakmg as a Boer, I thmk t at t 1e oers are o opi 

I 
t. of other ·md better 

d Tl h. k tl t there are P en ' ' to squat on Covernment groun . 1ey t 10 ,a ' . · H [the Kafir] docs 
. (' d h 11 r fi to squat on it. . . . e uses lor ,overnment groun t an to a ow n.a rs 

not need water as he waits for rain• • •' (rv, 476, 486). h D ]" 
1
itation of Zululand. 

" CO 179'212/21864, Encl. Report, C.R. Saunders, on t e em 
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him,12 stereotypes which break down as soon as they are subjected to any scrutiny. 
(Indeed it can be argued that it was Rhodes and his lieutenant, Jameson, who 
united all Afrikaner forces.) In all of this there is little evidence that the author has 
seen the seminal work by Professor Blainey on the Jameson Raid,13 or the more 
recent reviews of Rhodes's ambitions in the Transvaal and further north. 

A similar failure to look beneath the language with which politicians obscure 
their motiYes has led to serious weaknesses in assessing the policies of Botha and 
Smuts. For example the importance of demographic and electoral calculations 
behind the appeal for reconciliation, although pointed to both by Sir Keith 
Hancock and Professor Noel Garson, are here unexamined.14 Here, as elsewhere 
in South Africa's history in the twentieth century, we still lack a history of the 
Afrikaner which looks at politics in terms of social structure, economic and class 
interest, and at the grass-roots level of mobilization and party recruitment, 
rather than one which simply repeats the policy statements made by the generals. 
One might add that it is somewhat extraordinary to find no mention of the 
Broederbond in a political history of South Africa, although such ephemeral 
eccentricities as Bailey Bekker's United National Party find their way into the 
text. In much of the discussion of twentieth-century politics by Dr B. J. Mesen
berg and Professor Muller one can only assume that the bland manner and 
omission of the more controversial aspects of Afrikaner nationalism reflect the 
attempt to smooth over differences between the English- and Afrikaans-speaking 
communities which is so much part of the current mood in South Africa. 

It is, however, on the socio-economic level that the book is at its weakest. 
As a remit, many of the crucial questions in South African history are ignored 
or passed en-er in one or two sentences. What, for example, happens to a small 
white community in a forbidding environment, surrounded by peoples of different 
culturl's and languages? What are the repercussion for the white community 
of the ah~orption of large numbers of non-white peoples as slaves, servants and 
clients: How docs one account for the fissiparous nature of Boer society in the 
nmetn: th century? \Vhat are the economic and political pressure groups within 
.\fnkancr Hepublics? 

For tht t,, entieth century, this failure to look at socio-economic factors is 
perhaps of l n·n greater moment. Here the major theme of South African history 
has been the shift from an agrarian to an industrial economy, with massive 
urbanization of both the Afrikaner and the African and all its concomitant social 
and economic dislocation. Racial attitudes, previously defined by the master
servant relationship of the agrarian frontier, were given a new edge in this 
new environment, where poor white and poor black, unskilled and illiterate, 
jostled for the same jobs, though ultimately the white man's monopoly of poli
tical power achieved his economic ascendancy.15 It is from the newly urbanized 
that both Afrikaner and African nationalist movements have probably drawn 
their strength, though apart from some remarks on the glories and splendour of 

12 
500 Years, 275, Chap. 14, by Dr M. C. van Zyl. 

18 G. Blainey, 'Lost causes of the Jameson Raid', Economic History Review, (1965). 
14 W. K. Hancock, Smuts. Vol. I. The Sanguine Years (Cambridge, 1963), 233; N. 

Garson ' "Het Volk": The Botha-Smuts Party in the Transvaal, 1904-11 ', The Historical 
Journal, IX, no. 1 (1966), 130. 

15 For an excellent assessment of the repercussions of this process on race attitudes 
see P. Van den Berghe, Race and Racism (N.Y. 1967), chap. 5. See also W. K. Hancock 
A Survey of British Commonwealth Affairs, II, part 2 (London, 1947), 42. 
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the South African economy, the entire process of urbanization goes virtually 
unremarked. The role of the English-speaking working-class in securing protec
tion 'behind colour bars '16 is totally unexplored, while 'Poor whites' do not even 
appear in the index . 

. .\frikaner historians will only understand the history of their own communities 
when they learn to take the history of black Africans seriously. To an outsider, 
the parallels between the two are striking. In the nineteenth century both African 
and Afrikaner societies were small-scale, closely knit communities, based on 
subsistence agriculture, with wealth and prestige concentrated on cattle. Egali
tarian, with a large measure of popular pressure on government, both tended to 
fragment easily and were prone to break up under dominant leaders along lines 
of kinship. State-formation was a key process amongst both, though in a number 
of areas it can be argued that initially African societies were larger-scale and 
better organized than those of the trekkers. (Truter and Somerville estimated in 
1801, for example, that Dithakong was as large 'in circumference ... as Cape Town 
with all the gardens situated in Table Valley', and that the population amounted to 
between 10,000 and 15,000 souls17.) Both were dependent on outsiders for their 
arms and ammunition, as well as for luxuries like tea, coffee and sugar. For both, 
literacy meant the Bible, and in both the elite in the late nineteenth century was 
dominated by churchmen, later by lawyers and teachers. Neither had the capital 
nor the technical expertise necessary to develop the mineral wealth discovered in 
South Africa in the second half of the nineteenth century-though some African 
communities had a tradition of mining which was to stand them in good stead 
when coming to terms with the twentieth century.18 

For both, the problems of resistance and collaboration when confronted by the 
greater imperial power of Britain, rural impoverishment, the adaptation to an 
industrial environment and the o-rowth of nationalism, frequently with a strong 
religious, if not mille~arian flav~ur, are the major thein:es of. their twentieth
century history. In the early years of the century, as S]f Keith Hancoc~ has 
argued, poor blacks and poor whites had more interests in common than either 
had with the skilled white workers from Europe whose demand for £1 a day 
minimum wage rendered the white from the platteland ~irtuall~ unemployable.19 

:Nor is it perhaps coincidence that the years after Umon until 1948 have been 

16 H.J. and R. E. Simons, Colour and Class in South Africa (Pen~uin, 1969) 90-4. 
For the phrase, see H. J. Simons 'South Africa's industrial colour bar .' u,npubL seminar 

I C s F b 66 Cf H I s rvey 42 : 'South Afnca s national h1s-
paper, . . . ., 17 e . 19. . . ancoc {,. u , f h , his country rejected a 
tonan, 1f ever he should anse to tell with pnde the story O . O\\ 'f h . . . . 11 liberal doctrine which was foreign to her blood and soil, will not, 1 _ e 1

1
s JUSt , gl\ e a 

Th · h will be ong in part to 
the glory to the descendants of the Voortrckkers. e tnump · · · S h Af . .1 . . d h I t home on out ncan soi . those sturdy Ilnt1sh workmen who ma e t emse ves a r .11 h . 
'f · · · f h · · d' · f th olour bar Nor w1 e omit to he histonan will not orget t eir vm 1cat10n o e c · h. f .., 1 . . . . fi I d to the \\' 1te Yoters o ,70Ut 1 record that 1t was then· labour party which rst appea e A h h · · ' A F . Jo nstone as rc-,\frica with a full-blooded programme of racial segregatwn. s ·f . Id . . . 

. b · h S uth A ncan go mining m-
cently pointed out (' Class conflict and colour ars in t e O d' L I 6 F' b . C Ith Stu 1cs, on< on, 2 c . dustry 1910-26' unpubl. seminar pap<:'r, Inst. ommonwea . h t. f 

' ' f h • · magnates in t e crec 10n o 
r 970), we also need to look anew at the role o t e mmmg . 
industrial colour bars. 8 ) g I Journal of 

17 G. M. Thea], Records of the Cape Colony, IV (London, 1 99-l9o5 ' 3 · ' 

Truter and Somerville. A.f · Journal of ScienC<' 
18 R. J. Mason,' The origin of South African society', South JricaS,i e _

5 
' 

(J I 6 ) 6 
u Hancock, urv Y, 44 · 

LXI, no. 7 u y 19 5 , 2 5. 

• 
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termed by an Afrikaner historian' The Age of the Generals '20 , and that the jere
miads of that nineteenth-century Whig, John X. Merriman, on the l,lildemocratic 
procedures of the Union parliament after 19ro resemble those of many a liberal 
looking at the contemporary African scene.21 

Turning from the culture-bound 500 Years to the Oxford History of South 
Africa, the novice may well find it difficult to believe that he is looking at the 
history of the same part of the world. In complete contrast to 500 Years, the 
Oxford History has been planned and written in the belief that the central theme 
of South African history is the interaction between people of diverse origins, 
languages, technologies, ideologies and social systems meeting on South African 
soil. 22 It can be argued that this is also in part a politically determined view: 
whereas the Afrikaner historians are in general concerned to show that separa
tion between racial groups has been the only South African tradition, the editors 
of the Oxford History are concerned to show the opposite. They demonstrate 
instead the meeting points, the degree of acculturation and the amount of 
integration that has occurred between all the peoples of South Africa over the 
centuries. The difference is that the latt_er provide much evidence to show that 
interaction is a major theme in South African history, if not the major theme as 
they suggest. No one who has looked at late eighteenth or early nineteenth century 
records can fail to notice the heterogeneity of ethnic groups, the different degrees 
of intermixture and the cultural interaction. The myth that before the white 
man moved into the interior of South Africa 'waves' of Bantu-speakers 'from 
the north had exterminated or driven into a corner the earlier inhabitants '23 is, 
as the Oxford History clearly demonstrates, not borne out by the evidence, 
whether drawn from archaeology, anthropology, linguistics, oral tradition or 
written documents. 

This theme of interaction moreover does lend unity to what would otherwise 
be very disparate local histories. On the other hand, it does leave out those large 
areas of the historical experience of the black man as well as of the white which 
were concerned with purely internal and independent political developments. 
While interdependence is stressed, independence and conflict, that undeniable 
ingredient of South African history, are underplayed and relatively unexplored. 
On the whole, the Oxford History still handles internal developments within 
the white community far more assuredly than those within the black-an inevi
table reflexion perhaps of where the weight of research has so far been. Although 
many of the major themes of African history which have 'emerged' over the past 
twenty years24 are discussed systematically here for the first time in relation to 
South Africa-questions of migration, settlement, the constitution of societies 

20 
D. W. Kruger, The Age of the Generals: A Short Political History of the Union of 

South Africa, 1910-1948 (Potchefstroom, 1958). 
21 

P. Lewsen (ed.), The Merriman Papers, rv (Van Riebeck Society, no. 50, Cape Town, 
1969). See especially the letters written to M. T. Steyn in 1912-13. A typical example of 
3° Sept. 1 912 runs:' It grieves me greatly to feel that the S.A.P. is earning a reputation 
~or rapacity and maladministration. With the exception of Smuts, Fischer and Burton 
1 t seems to me that the last place one looks for a minister is in his office conducting the 
affa1rs of the country-for which he is paid on a scale higher than any country in the world 
except England.'. 

22 
Oxford History, p, v. 23 500 Years, 430. Also 434. 

"' T. 0. Ranger (ed.) Emerging Themes in African History (London, 1968), especially 
R. Oliver, 56-7. 
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and their adapta.tion to envi~onment, _the growth of state systems, trade-there 
ar_e ~any not_iceable gaps which must m part be attributed to this preoccupation 
with mteract10n. 

Th(s crit(cis~ of the overall objective of the volume may give a false impression 
of umformity m _treatment and theme. As is almost invariable with composite 
\·olumes, the reviewer feels bound to complain of unevenness-in this case not 
so r~uch of an_ un~venness i~ quality or writing _(whic~ is uniformly high) as of 
the ,ack of umty m concept10n. The volume divides mto three, perhaps four, 
distinct sections. The first chapters, written by :'.\Ionica \\'ilson, Professor of 
Social Anthropology at the University of Cape Town, are still-hardly surpri
singly-those of an anthropologist looking at historical evidence 'for the sake of 
extracting static conclusions from moving elements ', 25 rather than those of an 
historian using the insights of anthropology and sociology to answer the historical 
questions of' happening, change and the particular'. 

The middle chapters by Drs. May Katzen and Rodney Davenport, on the 
other hand, despite their sociologically slanted titles, still concentrate heavily 
on the origin and consolidation of Cape white society in the orthodox South 
African liberal tradition. Though the nature of white rule over the Khoisan, 
slave and mixed population is to some extent discussed, there is little hint that 
these peoples may have a history of their own. Partly because of the division of 
the chapters between the various authors, partly because of their own selection 
of material, the really exciting and dramatic history which could be written 
about the nature of Dutch and British settlement and the indigenous responses 
to it tends to be submerged under the sociological inquiries of the chapters on 
the inhabitants of South Africa and the Eastern Frontier. 

The nearest to striking a balance between the anthropologists' use of the 
particular to explain the universal and the historians' use of the uni\·ersal to 
illumine the particular are the last two chapters, by Professnr Th0rr.p~n:1. on 
'Co-operation and Conflict, on the Highveld and in_ :\'atal-Zulu!.rnd. (' ( _,_ 
operation' incidentally strikes one as rather strong-' mt~rdepend_cr:.ce :r,1ght 

be a more apt description.) These chapters are intended t? Im~ up ":1th Professor 
\Vilson's work on the Eastern frontier but differ substantially m botn texture and 
approach. In these chapters the well-known exploits of t?e wh,_te ma~ in t~e 
nineteenth century and the new work that is being don~ Ill Afncan h1st0ry _m 
the same period are, for the first time, brought together m a coherent and his
torical form-though even here, as the editors would probably be the first to 
acknowledge, there is a good deal of work to be done. at a monograph level 
before the history of black chiefdoms even in this relauwly well-documented 
and well-known period are handled with the same confi_dence and poise as the 
history of white chiefdoms. These chapters are at their beSt when Professor 
Thompson discusses material where either he or his own students have already 
been able to .do some of the necessary research-for example, on the effects of 
the Difaqane on the high veld or on the policy of_ M~shoeshoe .. In othe~ ~re~s 
it is reassuring to find, from his more recent pubhcat10n of Afrzcan SoC1.etze~ 111 

Southern Africa before 1880,26 that some of the important _topics are now bemg 
explored, though there are undoubtedly still vast areas of ignorance. 

25 G. R. Elton, The Practice of History (Fontana, 1969), P· 22 · b., 88 (L ndon 
26 L. M. Thompson (ed.), African Societies in Southern Africa <'.Jore 1 0 0 
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Inevitably in a pioneering work of this kind, the writing reflects the gaps in 
research as much as it summarizes and synthesizes research already completed. 
Indeed it may well be one of the chief values of outline histories- that they do 
pinpoint where the gro\\'th needs to take place. In the remaining space I should 
like to examine some of these grov,th points. If my remarks tend to centre on 
the earlier chapters, this is through no lack of appreciation for the very great 
sen·ices Professor \Vilson has rendered to students of African history, both in 
this volume and elsewhere. (Indeed her chapters contain enough illuminating 
insights to keep the next generation of researchers happy.) I have, however, 
already delineated some of the nineteenth-century questions in my remarks 
on 500 Years; in any case they are perhaps more familiar and obvious to students 
of South African history. It is moreover, in these early chapters, which of neces
sity contain much of a speculative and controversial nature, that the static 
picture presented of African history is at its most troublesome. 

Possibly one of the largest gaps and one of the most confused problems in 
South African prehistory and precolonial history is that of the Khoisan peoples. 
In the first chapter Dr Inskeep· sums up the most recent archaeological findings 
in his statement that the Hottentot or Khoikhoi 'is primarily ... an African neg
roid with a long history of differentiation in the southern part of Africa ... whose 
culture has been variably altered by contact with Early Iron Age farmers and 
metal-workers. There is little support for the hypothesis that they represent a 
pastoral migration from East Africa'. 27 

Yet as Professor Wilson points out in her chapter on 'Hunters and Herders', 
this view does raise certain problems. Inskeep would have us believe that the 
Khoikhoi received their cattle relatively late from Iron Age farmers-with the 
implication that these were Bantu-speakers. 28 Linguistic evidence, however, 
tends against the view that the Khoikhoi acquired their cattle from Bantu
speakers :29 the words for cattle and sheep in Southern Bantu derive from Khoi
khoi or a common non-Bantu language, although there are also older words for 
cattle in Nguni and Sotho which are of common Bantu origin.30 Here there 
would appear to be two possible explanations: either the Khoikhoi had already 
acquired cattle by the time the Southern Bantu arrived, and the latter took over 
both the cattle and the relevant vocabulary from the Khoikhoi; or the Bantu
speaking groups acquired their cattle from a non-Bantu source before entering 
South Africa, and transmitted both pastoralism and cattle-words to their 
Khoikhoi neighbours. 

It is, of course, possible that the first Iron Age farmers who brought cattle 
into South Africa were not Bantu-speakers, although until there is far more 
archaeological evidence one hesitates to accept this. Professor Wilson arrives at 

2
' Oxford History, 23. 28 Ibid. 30 

29 
The _earlier view that Khoikhoi cattle also differed in type from that of the Southern 

Bantu, bemg humped Zebu as opposed to the Sanga cattle of the Nguni, is apparently no 
longer considered valid. Afrikandcr cattle which are descended from the cattle of the 
Khoikhoi are now regarded as Sanga also. I am grateful to Mr Ian Mason of the Institute 
of Animal Genetics, Edinburgh, for this information. Sec also I. L. Mason and J.P. Maule, 
The 1nd1genous Livestock of Eastern and Southern Africa (Commonwealth Agricultural 
Bureau, 1960). 

30 
E. 0. J. Westphal, 'The linguistic prehistory of Southern Africa: Dush, Kwadi, 

Hottentot and Bantu Relationships', Africa, xxxm, no. iii (1963), pp 253-6; Oxford 
History, 104. 
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the conclusion of an East African provenance for Khoikhoi cattle by noting the 
custom of ox-riding observed in Sofala in the tenth century and amongst the 
Khoikhoi by the Portuguese. The Xhosa did not ride their oxen until well into 
the eighteenth century.31 This seems a somewhat slender clue for so weighty an 
argument, though certainly one that needs further examination. 

Clearly the answers to most of the questions about Khoikhoi origins and 
culture as well as their relationship with the Early Iron Age farmers, whoever 
these may have been, will ultimately have to come from the archaeologists and 
linguists. So far, despite the wealth of work that has been done on the Stone Age 
in South Africa, we cannot state confidently which Late Stone Age sites can be 
attributed to the Khoikhoi and we do not have a clear picture of their chronology 
or spread in Southern Africa. Until these questions are clarified, they are going 
to bedevil our picture of the Iron Age. The obvious example of this is Mapun
gubwe. A slightly less obvious example concerns the click sounds in the Nguni 
languages. 32 

As Professor Wilson remarks, our knowledge of the history of the hunters and 
herders remains fragmentary; nor are we likely to discover much in the way of 
oral tradition for these well-nigh extinct groups, and certainly not for their 
remote past. For the more recent past, however, the historian has far more material 
at his disposal. The opportunity to use the not inconsiderable published documen
tary sources to reconstruct the nature and impact of Dutch rule and the Khoikhoi 
response to it has certainly not been fully grasped. 

It is not that these sources have been totally ignored, but that too frequently 
they have been used in a purely synchronic and ahistorical fashion. Thus for 
example in discussing the question of the numbers in a Khoikhoi band, Professor 
\Yilson jumps from 1876 to 1659, 1930 and 1863-in that order.33 A closer 
examination of chronology and the historical environment might have led to a 
clearer understanding of a changing social institution and to some appreciation 
of the factors governing the size of the bands. 

Although the documentary material varies enormously in time depth and 
reliability, it does also lead one to re-examine the nature of Dutch rule a1:d the 
Khoisan response to it. It is somewhat disappointing to find repe~ted ~n the 
Oxford History the old stereotype that the Khoikhoi crumpled ra?1dly m the 
face of the whites, and that it was only when the Boers came up agai~st the San 
in the mountains that they encountered any real resistance.34 In fact, 1f one looks 
at the early responses of the Khoikhoi, some of which are alluded to by Professor 
Wilson, they were not nearly as spineless as is often made out. They ~how all the 
patterns of resistance and collaboration one finds amongst most colomzed peoples 
in the nineteenth century. . . 

Khoikhoi resistance did not end with the collapse of guerrilla warfare m the 
1670s under Gonnema, nor even with the small-pox epidemic ~f 171 3, shattering 
though this was. The so-called Bushman resisters of the eighteenth century 

h 'kh · ( ·ell as of runawav appear to have had a fair number of dispossessed K 01 0 1 as'' ' ' -

31 O.,Jo1·d History, 56, 58, 108. . • · · s ti eni Africa 
32 See my' The traditions of the Natal Nguni', in African Societies in °11 1 

· 

before 1880 (ed. L. Thompson), 132, for a statement of the problem. 
33 

Oxford History, 5g-9. • · f n of culture 
34 Ibid 67, 71. Monica Wilson does, however, suggest that the dismtegra 10 

and adaptability might be opposite sides of the same coin (p. 73). 
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slaves) within their ranks-and there is little to distinguish landless and cattle
less Khoikhoi from San. The Dutch records talk almost invariably of raids by 
'Bosjesmans-Hottentotten '. As early as the 1730s these 'Bosjesmans-Hotten
totten' were raiding for horses and guns. 35 Similarly the frontier war of 1799-1802 
was reallv formidable because the Xhosa were joined by deserted Khoikhoi 
servants ~-ith their technical knowledge.36 The Kat River rebellion of 1851 shows 
how late in the nineteenth century Khoikhoi resistance continued. 

If conflict was one aspect of the Khoikhoi response, assimilation and collabora
tion was of the essence. They established a regular trading relationship with 
Europeans fifty years before white settlement at the Cape.37 Once the Dutch 
arrived, the Khoikhoi showed a positive genius for assimilation-indeed it can 
be said that they assimilated themselves out of existence. This had its positive 
as well as its negative aspects. It does, however, seem important to delineate the 
process whereby this happened and to examine the features in their social 
structure which facilitated it. Though this is hinted at in the Oxford History, it is 
never fully explored over time. 

The entire question of which groups assimilate and why, is a crucial one also 
for the San peoples. Again the stereotype of the unassimilable and uneducable 
Bushman-which appears in 500 Years but not in the Oxford History38-seems 
overdue for re-examination. Indeed, by saying that the San were unassimilable 
one may well be arguing by definition. Those people who retained their 'Bush
man' culture and therefore were recognizably ' San' were unassimilable-those 
who were able to assimilate a new way of life passed imperceptibly into the ranks 
of the Khoikhoi, Coloured or Bantu-speaking communities, and failed to remain 
'Bushmen', a term which describes a culture and not a racial identity. Even some 
of those groups who remained recognizably San appear to have picked up a good 
deal of the cultural apparatus of the West. When, for example, van der Kemp 
and Kichener, the first L.M.S. missionaries, arrived at the Cape in 1798, they were 
greeted by a group of San who had come all the way to Cape Town from the 
Sak River to request a Christian missionary. They had apparently already come 
under the influence of lay preachers like Floris Visser, and after a generation 
of bitter warfare were attracted by the Christian message.39 The entire organiza
tion of San attacks on the frontier farmers, which succeeded at times in stemming 
Boer expansion in the north east and indeed in pushing them from areas like 
Koup and Tarka,40 suggests a degree of sophistication indicative of social change. 
The greatly increased bitterness of the 'Bosjesmans-Hottentotten' attacks in the 
last quarter of the eighteenth century also needs to be accounted for in historical 
terms. It hardly fits with Elizabeth Marshall Thomas's picture of' The Harmless 

35 C 31, Cape archives, Records of the D.E.LC., Resolutions of the Council of Policy, 
pp. 28 ff. Report Landdrost P. Lourensz and Burgher Captain re Commando into Naga
qualand, Aug-Sept. 1739; Report Krywagen, 2 June 1739, pp. 163-203. Also P. J. van 
der Merwe, Die Noordwaartse Beweging van die Boere voor die Groot Trek (The Hague, 
1937) 8. 36 Oxford History, 247 

:: G. M. Thea!, History of South Africa, Vol. I, 1486-1691 (London, 1888), q-30. 
500 Years, 433 

:: Transactions of the London Missionary Society, 2nd ed. (London, 1804), 325, 332. 
P. J,- van der Merwe, Die Noordwaartse Beweging, 19-21. The increasingly bitter 

wa_rfare m the northeast needs examining. It may be that by the 1770s the San were 
bemg squeezed s1multaneously on all fronts and this may also account for their deterio
rating relations with the Xhosa also. 
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People '. 41 Whe11 talking of the unassimilable San, we may therefore be talking of 
the' bittereinders ', people who for a variety of reasons refused or were unable 
to adapt to a changed environment. 

Nor were resistance or collaboration the only possible responses to the white 
man. A considerable number of Khoikhoi withdrew from the struggle altogether, 
by going off north to the Orange River, carrying with them the key to white 
superiority-horses and guns. There, their relationship \Yith the indigenous 
inhabitants resembled that of their white successors in the area; it ranged all the 
way from symbiotic master and clientship, to raiding operations carried on as 
far as the Limpopo. In this respect, as in others, they constituted a class of what 
can best be described as 'Voor-Voortrekkers '.42 

Here, then, is material enough to delineate the complex range of responses of 
the Khoisan peoples to their changing situation. Although one appreciates the 
problems of compression in the early period, the historian of Africa is so often 
faced with a dearth of material about the individuals who make up history and 
give it its colour and shape, that it seems a pity that the dramatis personae who 
speak so clearly from this era should have been virtually ignored in the Oxford 
History: people like 'Goree', the first 'spoilt native' in South African history, 
who was taken to London by the English East India Company in 1613 in an 
attempt to win his services in the interests of the cattle trade.43 He returned after 
a year and promptly disrupted the trade by revealing to his compatriots the 
worthlessness of the baubles they were receiving in exchange for their cattle, 
so that, as one of the sea-captains succinctly put it: 'itt had been good in my 
opinion either hee had been hanged in England or drowned homeward '.44 Or 
'Herry', who picked up English when he was taken to Bantam by the E.E.I.C. 
and acted as translator to the Dutch on their arrival in 1652. Race relations at 
the Cape never fully recovered from his attempts to mediate-but his fascinating 
career, in the course of which he accumulated considerable wealth in cattle, 
illumines the entire spectrum of collaboration and resistance. Or Doman, 
who learnt that Dutch gunpowder did not fire in the rain: and led the first guer
rilla war against the settlers in 1659. Or Eva, brought up in the Commander's 
own home and married midst much official festivity to the ship's doctor, but 
whose bad end has often been used to illustrate the problems of acculturation and 
intermarriage. These are but a handful of the personalities, drawn from the 
early years of contact between the Khoikhoi and the Dutch at the Cape, who 
express in their individuality so many of the responses to Dutch presence. 

When one turns t~ the chapters on the Sotho and the Ngun~ peoples of South 
Africa, many of the same general criticisms unfortu~at~ly still ~pply. In these 
chapters also the approach is synchronic and there 1s little f~elmg for proc~ss 

f h 'S h ' d 'Ngum 'for a precolonial and development. The very use o t e terms ot o an . 
· ·11 · · d concepts of homogeneity past strctchmg over at least a m1 emum mtro uces 

41 The Harmless People (1st pub!. r959, Penguin, r969). T· bl The Far Jntaior 
42 The best description of this process is probably m E. \V. a er, 

(Cape Town, 1955). II h story of Goree in fas-
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within these blocs of peoples and clear-cut distinctions between them which 
are simply not borne out by either oral tradition or documentary material 
earlier than the nineteenth century.45 The archaeological evidence too, leads one 
to see the peopling of South Africa not by two separate and distinguishable 
groups labelled 'Sotho and '~guni ',' but by little trickles of peoples, some 
of them very similar, others quite distinct, who intermingle and proliferate in 
South Africa to produce new amalgams. At the very end of her chapter on the 
);guni, Professor Wilson hints that there does appear to have been amongst them 
a layering of peoples with different traditions of origin.46 Similarly she suggests 
that the Lala appear to have had a reputation for agriculture, unlike the Xhosa 
to their south or the peoples of present-day Zululand.47 She maintains that the 
midden folk along the coast were probably pockets of Khosian peoples amongst 
the Nguni,48 yet fails to note that these fish-eaters were also growing millet, 
which distinguishes them sufficiently from both the Khosian and the present day 
'Nguni '. 49 The clues to diversity and development are largely overlooked, and 
relatively few questions are asked about how institutions developed within these 
societies. \Ve are still given a picture of a way of life that has been static from time 
immemorial. 

If we are to understand the process of colonization, migration and settlements 
as well as of state formation in South Africa, the interaction of peoples and of 
cultures and the evidence of earlier diversity may be of greater significance than 
their present-day homogeneity. The first step in this direction must be a careful 
sifting and revaluation of the existing corpus of oral tradition. 60 Though this 
suffers from certain obvious limitations and needs to be cross-checked and where 
possible supplemented, both by more scientifically collected information and by 
other sources, for much of South Africa the period before the nineteenth century 
is, as for the interior of East Africa, the 'Age of Tradition'. The reconstruction 
of this period can only come through exploring the oral tradition-something 
which is noticeably absent from these chapters in the Oxford History. Nor are 
we likely to answer these questions by stopping our enquiries short at the frontiers 
of present-day South Africa; the traditions of the peoples of Mo9ambique and 
Rhodesia are probably more relevant to an inquiry into Nguni origins for example 
than the 'marked similarities' with cattle people of the 'Sudan, Uganda an 
Kenya borderlands', noted on page 130. 

In the early period of African history, where we are all engaged in piecing 

'
5 Oxford History, 130. 

46 
For this layering see the chapters by Martin Legassick and S. Marks in L. M. 

Thompson (ed.) African Societies in Southern Africa; N. J. van Warmelo makes the point 
both in relation to the Sotho (p. 96) and the Nguni (p. 59) very forcibly in his Preliminary 
Survey of the Bantu Tribes of South Africa, Department of Native Affairs Ethnological 
Publications, v (Pretoria, 1935). For the lack of clear-cut distinctions between the Sotho 
~nd Nguni (or sections of each) in earlier times, a conversation recorded by James Stuart 
m 1 903 with a Zulu, Munyu ka Timuni; 'we are abeSutu ... The people were called 
abeSutu because they lived c11hla-north. We left the AbeSutu who arc of different kinds 
and by so_ living apart from them we have become a different kind of people' (Stuart 
;apers, Killie Campbell Library, Durban). In a recent interview Princess Magogo of the 
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(s~~ must now be about 70) 'We are Abesotho' (interview, Apnl 1969). 
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together something of a jigsaw puzzle, much must be based on reasonable 
conjuncture, hypothesis and ~urmise. The period of migrations and early settle
ment tends, throughout Afnca, to be marked by the absence of personalities 
and histo~ically definab_le _happenings. When one comes to look at the Cape Eas
tern frontier, however, It IS clear that the historian has an abundance of resources 
to construe'.. a picture alive :'·ith real people and events. Here again, although 
Professor \V 1lson has ~any ,vise an~ exceptionally illuminating things to say about 
the frontier s1tuat10n m general social terms, this historical dimension is lacking. 

The 100 ye~rs of warfare on the East_ern frontier was probably the most 
prolonged resistance offered by any Afncan people to white encroachment; 
it was not the least successful. It is in many ways a dramatic story, punctuated 
by colourful episodes and personalities. Until r8rr, when the British soldier 
appeared on the scene to tip the balance, it was by no means an unequal battle 
-indeed on all fronts the white farmer was being pushed back.51 It is a period 
in which we are able to learn a good deal about African politics from the written 
record. The wars need to be analysed in terms of African organization and 
motive-what for example, was the role of prophet figures like ::Wakana, :\Ilanjeni 
and Nonqause? Apart from these, the frontier also brimmed with eccentric 
individuals like the missionary van der Kemp, an even more thoroughgoing 
believer in the equality of man than Dr John Philip; Coenraad Buys, a very 
remarkable frontier tough, who married (amongst others) Ngqika's mother; 
Col. Alberti, the official of the Batavian Republic whose first-hand account of the 
Xhosa, sympathetic and accurate, is still well worth reading; the bitter rivals Ngqika 
and Ndlambe, whose feuds had such a profound effect on frontier relations
one could extend the list indefinitely; their story, however, has still to be written. 

Despite all these criticisms, however, as I said at the outset, there is little doubt 
that the Oxford History represents an important breakthrough. No previous 
history of South Africa has looked at the history of all its peoples ; even if the 
Oxford History falls short of its own ideal, this is perhaps to be expected in a 
pioneering venture. Moreover, although I have suggest~d that the attempt to 
look at social structures in South Africa has not been entirely successful, it is 
refreshing to have broken away from the dreary recital of political narrative which 
passes too often as the history of South Africa, and to have tried to see some of the 
more dynamic processes of history. . . 

As Peter Laslett has remarked in his attempt to reconstitute the social history 
of pre-industrial England, and to establish' what is objectively known and knowable 
about the constitution of societies and the ways in which they cohere, change, 
evolve, solve their conflicts and fight them': 'These ques~ions · · · cannot b_e 
called exclusively, or even predominantly so, historical questwns at all, even if 
the historian has his responsibilities in helping to answer them· · · Th_e complete 
d · · · f l · · · J · 1 veil as economic and one escnpt10n of quest10ns o t us sort 1s soc10 og1ca as " , 
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