HI2D5 seminar notes, Week 13, Race
Intro. This week we have two articles, neither of them a general survey of anthropology and race (see the lecture for that). They each have a distinctive approach to the topic. So let’s take them one at a time.

Displaying Sara Baartman: Sadiah Qureshi
Context of display:
· Network of collectors + consumers + showman 
· Forms of display = entertainment
· Different ways in which she was displayed + the different forces that motivated these forms:
· 19th c. display differed from the 1970s’ display.
· Naval surgeons = a part of a bigger picture, of collectors + travellers (often individuals with interests in science)
· Unusual humans were exhibited together with unusual plants + objects = in popular exhibitions.
· Similar to early modern curiosities of unusual objects.
· The difference in the early 19th c. = living people were also displayed.
· She was made to stand on a small stage:
· Followed orders of her ‘keeper’ + was touched by audience members.
· Dynamic, interactive + intimate experience.
· All this was in common with shows of exotic animals and unusual people

The politicisation of Baartman:

· In relation to the abolitionists = early 19th c. England.
· A period of debates concerning slavery + abolition.
· Presence of African Americans/Caribbean/West Indian was not unusual.
· Exhibitions were not unusual either.
· It was Baartman’s politicisation that made her unusual, and brought her to wide public attention
· Abolitionists = saw Baartman as the sole representation of all black people.
· so differences between black people pushed into background by abolitionists
· note the irony: abolitionists tend to favour monogenesis (see lecture) but they can also play down the variety of black people and thereby strengthen rather than weaken the idea of ‘the black people’.

Present-day political debate
· Regarding ownership of museum piece = body of a Khoikhoi woman.
· Paper written whilst this controversy + conversation was ongoing.
· But is Qureshi repeating the same error of politicisation?
· However, this is perhaps due to the lack of agency Baartman had.
· She provides a context to Baartman’s political case. This moves away from merely viewing her as an object of curiosity, as one would in a museum.
· Note that Qureshi includes no colonial-era images in the paper


Personal Equations (Fieldwork): Kuklich

· Armchair naturalists transitioning into fieldworkers
· Fieldwork gains a higher social status, echoing ‘scholar/artisan’ convergence in the early modern period – this convergence has happened more than once in the history of science, it’s a recurring theme rather than a singular events
· Imperial infrastructure (especially communications: telegraph, railways, steam boats)
· (technological change) Technology as a ‘tool of empire’ = in transporting naturalists to place of work; communicating findings back to England; correspondences.
· New practices:
· Emphasis on integrating oneself with communities (‘participant observation’) = essential to proper fieldwork.
· (emotional change) Empathy = different mental attitude towards communities.
· (theoretical change) ‘Energetic’ = view that all people have a fixed quantity of energy to expend; due to their different circumstances, they release it in different amount.
· We might (anachronistically) think of this energy as being like money in a bank account – everyone starts with the same amount in the bank, but spends it in different ways depending on their circumstances
· Fits into monogenic concept = circumstances (not simply genetic makeup) determine the way in which different races distribute energy.
· Take-away point from this paper: these different changes (infrastructure, emotions, theories, etc) all fitted together, eg. fieldwork made naturalists more sensitive to the sheer variety of the natural world and hence less inclined to sort the world into fixed species; and the experience of seeing Europeans in foreign locations, often in unfamiliar circumstances, taught them that humans are shaped by their environment
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