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Ein guter Mensch in seinem dunkeln Drange,
ist sich des rechten Weges wohl bewhiR3t.
Goethe Faust

Every Indian they find is shot, and entire expeditions have been equipped in order to kill
the savages, to steal small children, and then to sell them for 100 Milreis a piece. This
is happening in this century in the civilized states of Brazil!

A. V. Fric, Globus 1907

On 14 September 1908, at the Sixteenth International Congress of American-
ists in Vienna, Alberto Vojteh Frig2 who had been sent to Brazil in 1906 to
collect ethnographica for German museums, threw the otherwise orderly sci-
entific proceedings into turmoil. During his presentation on the Bugres Indians
of South America, Ffidenounced the brutal treatment of the Kaingang and
Xokléng tribes at the hands of German colonists in the states of Santa Catarina
and Parana in southern Brazil. He complained to the Americanists that slavery,
wide-spread murder, and bands of “human-hunters” could not only be found in
the “independent states of the Congo”: “such acts and much worse” were be-
ing financed by German colonists living in the “civilized states of Brazil.” Fric
revealed that German settlers were hiring paid killers to eradicate entire tribes
of Indians and permitting the sale and clandestine enslavement of their children.
He also protested that the Brazilian government was turning a blind eye to these
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ments | received while presenting it at a number of different venues. | am especially grateful to
Matti Bunzl, Peter Fritzsche, Jeffrey Lesser, Lynn Nyhart, Suzanne Marchand, and Lora Wilden-
thal for their willingness to read the manuscript in its various stages. | would also like to thank the
two anonymous reviewers @SSH—their suggestions were quite helpful.

1 Agood man, in the direful grasp of ill/ his consciousness of right retaineth still.

2 Alberto Vojtéch Fricused several variations of his name in his publications and correspon-
dence, including Alberto Fridlbert Fric Adalbert Fric and Vojteh Fric
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atrocities, and he demanded that the congress act jointly to put an end {o the vi
olence?

Fri€'s revelation was as infuriating as it was unexpected. Butritezican
ists directed their outrage at him rather than the conditions he revealed. He
gained little sympathy for his proposal that they work collectively to make slav
ery and “the hunting of humans” impossible in Bréd#iistead, Fii's moral in
dignation was met by pronouncements of political neutrality cloaked in the
rhetoric of scientific objectivityBerlin ethnologists Karl von den Steinen and
Eduard Selemwho had initially sent Ftito Brazil, denounced him for mixing
politics and science.The president of the congresdjlhelm Freiherr von
Weckbeckerexplained that such proposals were “outside the competence of
this congress,” and Berlis'daily newspapers attacked him for “meddling in
things that absolutely did not concern hifrrideed, by the time this incident
had run its course, Erfound himself denounced as a rabid Czech nationalist,
an anarchist, and anfeminate sexual deviant in Blumenau, Rio de Janeiro,
Hambug, Vienna, and Berlin.

In many ways, the professional and popular reactions ¢@Feihardly sur
prising; scholars in other disciplines were promoting similar notions of-scien
tific objectivity. Indeed, only four months after Emet such staunch resistance
from theAmericanist Congress Mienna, MaxXWeber called on a gathering of
sociologists in that same city to consistently “avoid all discussion of matters
moral, political, and religious” and in this way free their discipline from inter
est groups, state scrutinyr political interventior.As Robert Proctor has—+e
minded us, howevescientific objectivity is not the same as political neutrali
ty: “neutrality refers to whether a science takes a stand; objectivity to whether
a science merits certain claims to reliabiliyin the case of F&i theAmeri-
canistsactions were anything but neutréheir decisioren masse evoke the
rhetoric of an objective, apolitical science had tremendous political ramifica
tions—it allowed the language of reason and objectivity to facilitate conquest
and mass murder

This is an essay in the cultural history of anthropafggaga of life on var

3 A. Fri¢, “Volkerwanderung, Ethnographie und Geschichte der Konquista in Stidbrasilien,” in
Verhandlungen des XVI International@merikanisten-KongrssegWien, 1909), 63-67.

4 lbid. 5 Neue Feie PessgNFP), no. 15829, 15 Sept. 1908.

6 Ibid.; Verhandlungen des XVI. Internationalémerikanisten-KongssesLXIV ; see also:
\ossische Zeitun®v/Z), AbendAusgabe, no. 434, 15 Sept. 198&rliner LokalAnzeiger(BLA),
Abendblatt, no. 471, 15 Sept. 19@rliner Tageblatt(BT), no. 471, 15 Sept. 1908.

7 Robert N. ProctohMalue-Free Science? Purity and Power in Modern Knowle@genbridge:
Harvard University Press, 1991), 85. See also: Lorraine Daston, “The Moral Economy of Science,”
Osiris 10 (1995):3-24; and Laura Nadeed.Naked Scienceinthropological Inqui into Boune
aries, Powerand KnowledgéNew York: Routledge, 1996).

8 Proctor Value-Free Science?0.

2 In this essay | employ “anthropology” as a general term that encompasses both physical an
thropology and what we now more commonly refer to as cultural anthropdiogyneteenth-
century Germanyhowevey physical anthropology and cultural anthropology were considered two
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ious frontiers—scientific pursuits and colonial incursions; it explores the con
tradictions at the heart of Germaitiberal anthropologyand it considers the
boundaries of behavior that governed anthropologist&ns abroad\s much
of the literature on the history of anthropology and colonialism suggests, im
perial and colonial interests were not foremost in anthropologistsis when
they went into the field, and many reacted negatively to the abuse they wit
nessed abroads a result, colonial authorities often held them in suspicion as
individuals who might cause problems by exposing the limi¥Wedtern civi
lization !9 In this sense, FEiwas not unique; but the case oftHs particular
ly instructive. Examining the popular and professional reactions to the views of
someone who was so clearly identified as deviant reveals conventional expec
tations about anthropologistshavior and some of the unwritten rules and reg
ulations that guided their decisions. In particuthe case of Feiunveils the
degree to which the entire science of anthropolégyn its leading profes
sionals and patrons at home to its practitioners and supporters abroad, was in
vested in maintaining a disinterested, almost “clinical” distance between an
thropologists and their subjects, one that observed a strict division between
politics and sciencd& his incident also shows that there were normative codes
of behavior governing anthropology even while it was an gimgdiscipline,
and that these codes were not just created and regulated by scientists. Histori
ans of science have long been aware of the ways in which scientists police their
disciplinary boundarie¥: But the case of Rtishows quite clearly how this
policing also serves the interests of non-scientists, how ter laorms of so
ciety get called into playand how this relationship is fundamentally political.
The case of F& centered around an incident that is important precisely be
cause it dichothave an impact on the profession, also exposes some of the lim

distinct fields, and most of the actors in this essay would have defined themselves as ethnologists.
Consequently | refer to them as ethnologists throughout the essay

10 Frederick Cooper anéinn Laura Stoler“Between Metropole and Colony: Rethinking & Re
searctAgenda,” in FCooper and. Stoler eds. Tensions of Empé: Colonial Cultues in a Bouwr
geois Wrld (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1997), 14; see also Henrika Kuskiiig’
cussion of Northcotdhomas and others ihe Savage Win: The Social Histoy of British
Anthopology(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991).

1 Seeinter alia Diana Cranelnvisible Colleges: Diffusion of Knowledge in Scientific Gom
munities(Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1972)pmas FGieryn,Cultural Boundaries of
Science: Cedibility on the LingChicago: University of Chicago Press, 1999)e boundaries be
tween religion and science in the British tradition have seen perhaps the most attention. See, for ex
ample, Jack Morrell anéirnold Thackray Gentlemen of Science: Earlgafs of the BritistAsso
ciation for theAdvancement of Scien@xford: Clarendon Press, 1981); and Steven Shapin,
Social Histoy of Tuth: Civility and Science in Seventeenth-Cepntangland(Chicago: Universi
ty of Chicago Press, 1994). For an example in anthropodegyHenrika Kuklick, “After Ishmael:

The FieldworkTradition and Its Future,” iAkhil Gupta and James Fgrson, edsAnthropologk

cal Locations: Boundaries and @unds of a Field SciendBerkeley: University of California
Press, 1997), 4/65. For more general statements on the ways in which disciplines constitute a sys
tem of control in the production of discourse, see Michel Foucehdrcheology of Knowledge

A. M. Sheridan Smith, trans. (NeYork: Pantheon Books, 1972), 222b. | am grateful to ynn
Nyhart for her insight into these debates.
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itations that can accompany professionaliza@we know professionaliza

tion is never limited to technical training; it also includes behaVioe pre
fessional is not only able to do certain things, the professional is certain things,
and thus professionalization both enhances and limits. Mary Douglas-has ar
gued that institutions do much of our thinking for us, that moral opinions and
judgments are “prepared by social institutions,” and that as a result it is “very
rare” for anyone tied to a lge institution “to choose a moral stand on individ

ual or rational grounds'? Although one could follow Douglas andgae that

in the case of Ftianthropological institutions dominated #wericanistsac

tions inVienna and delimited their actions abroad, | want to suggest with the
case of Fi that this “institutional thinking” extended well beyond the institu
tions of anthropology and into a public sphere in which non-scientists and sci
entists alike carefully regulated the politics of a putatively apolitical anthro
pology. Moreovermy main concern here is not simply tgae that “apolitical”
positions are always already political and often immoral; nor do | simply want
to unpack a particular “colonial situation” in a way that indicts the moral am
biguity of the silence that scientists and other scholars too often accept as a part
of the Faustian bgains we make with our societies. Rather it is my intention
to show the very real potential of individuals to break out of those bonds and
affect change, and the possibilities for critique that come with remaining on the
magins.

PROFESSIONALS, COLLECTORS, AND GERMAN ANTHROPOLOGY
IN ‘THE FIELD’

There is no question that colonialism was temé qua norof ethnographic
fieldwork.”*3 Colonial expansion expedited the very act of going into “the
field” and provided the basic structures and conditions for anthropolagists’
periences. But as many scholars have pointed out, there was no single “colo
nialism,” no single set of parameters that structured experiémae; for that
matter was there a single anthropology: fdient modes of anthropology have
taken hold in diierent colonial contexts'® Anthropologistsattitudes toward
indigenous peoples varied significantly when they practiced anthropology in a
settler colony that was dependent on indigenous laberwith a surplus of Eu
ropean workers, or in territories controlled by other states.

In the German context, ethnographic museums and anthropological societies
predated the acquisition of colonies, and the vast majority of Geretang

12 Mary DouglasHow Institutions ThinkSyracuse: Syracuse University Press, 1986), 120.

13 GeogeW. Stocking Jr “Maclay, Kubary Malinowski: Archetypes from the Dreamtime of
Anthropology” in G. Stocking, ed Colonial Situations(Madison: University ofVisconsin Press,
1991), 10.

14 Seeinter alia NicholasThomas Colonialisms Cultue: Anthropology Travel, and Govern
ment(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994).

15 patrickWolfe, Settler Colonialism and thednsformation ofAnthopology: The Politics and
Poetics of an Ethnographic EveiNew York: Cassell, 1999), 6.
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logical inquiry continued to take place outside the colonies they began to ac
quire after 1884. Laely because of this context, salvage anthropology (the
frenzied efort among anthropologists to acquire as much material culture as
possible from areas that they believed would soon succumb to the tide-of colo
nial modernity) persisted among Germans thratghd War I. In contrast, by
the first decade of the twentieth cenfurnyuch of British anthropology began
turning toward functionalism, a mode of inquiry focused on acquiring detailed
knowledge of functioning societies with a stress on the values of traditienal in
digenous cultures. Many anthropologists and colonial authoritigedrthat
this new methodology would facilitate and maintain twentieth-century colonial
administrations® But because of their limited colonial territories, most-Ger
man anthropologists operated in deafiént colonial context and with a fdif-
ent method in mindThey remained fixated on a salvage anthropology that
turned around acquisitions, one which was much better suited to the Conradi
an universé&’ of extraction, poaching, mining, and scavenging that, despite the
moralistic rhetoric of the “new imperialism™® continued during the first
decades of the twentieth century to characterize the frontier borderlands be
tween “civilization” and the “not yet civilized:®

In early 1906Alberto Vojtéch Fric became part of German ethnology and
moved into these contexts when he arrived at BeMi'seum fir Vélkerkunde
with artifacts he had recently collected from the Bororo Indians in Bral. Fri
was not a professional ethnologist, but rather an amateur naturalist who had
gained an interest in Brazlindians during his travels in Soumerica. Fré
came from a prominent family in Prague whose members included revelution
aries, politicians, and scientistone of his uncles, Jos¥f Fric, helped lead
the Prague revolution of 1848; his fatiajtéch Fric was a deputy mayor of

16 Stocking, “Introduction,” inColonial Situations4. While Stocking stresses that we should
not overplay the relationship between functionalism and the new imperialisiegnar the end
of the nineteenth centyrihe link between these modes of colonialism and anthropology are clear
Moreover that link is not diminished Balal Asads agument that the knowledge anthropology
produced was “often too esoteric for government usg Rainer Buschmann has shown, it makes
good sense that Richaftiurnwald, the father of German functionalism, operated in German colo
nial territory SeeAsad, “From the History of Coloniéinthropology to thé\nthropology ofWest
ern Hegemony in Colonial Situations315; Buschmann, “Colonizirgnthropology:Albert Hahl
the Ethnographic Frontier in German New Guinea,” forthcoming in H. Glenn Penny and Matti
Bunzl, eds.Worldly Provincialism: Germamnthropology in theAge of Empi (Ann Arbor: Uni-
versity of Michigan Press, 2003), 23265.

17 By evoking Conrad here | do not mean to call up the hallucinatory quality idethg of
Darknessthat text historians of Europe and empire know so well. Rather | want to evoke the themes
Conrad develops iNostomoabout personal power and individual responsibility in a frontier zone
absorbed in the realities and possibilities of violent chakgdefrey Meyers has proposed, “the
central tragedy dllostomois the incompatibility of material interests and moral principl€bat
is also a critical theme in the case ofFdiefrey Meyers,Joseph ConradA Biography(NewYork:
Charles Scribnés Sons, 1991), 222.

18 Cooper and StoletBetween Metropole and Coloyiy31.

19 Michael Taussig Shamanism, Colonialism, and théd\Man: A Study in €ror and Heal
ing (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1987).
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Prague; his unclantonin Frt was a curator of the natural history collections

of the Prague National Musew¥iFri¢ himself attended thEechnical College

of Prague for only one year before leaving for Brazil in 1900 at the age of eigh
teen. FrE concentrated on botany during his first trip, particularly the study of
cacti. The natural history collection he exhibited in Prague upon his return in
1902 contained a few examples of Brazilian Indiamsterial culture, but it was

only during his second trip to Brazil, when he was struck by how quickly
Brazil's Indians appeared to be dying out, that he made a conscious turn toward
ethnology?*

Fri¢ approached Karl von den Steinen and Eduard Skkedirectors of the
American section of the Berlin museum, with the intention of selling all or a
part of his collection. He impressed them with the quality of the artifacts-he pre
sented, which Seler termed “amazingly well preserved,” as well as the “ex
ceedingly meticulous catalog” that accompanied thehtis ability to collect,
order and transport feathered headdresses and other fragile items ufider dif
cult conditions, and his capacity to make “good observations” about the cul
tural importance of these objects, seemed to qualify him to return for?mhore.
Thus although he had no actual training as an ethnologist, no university degree,
and hardly fit the description of the new professional “field-worker” champi
oned by museum directors, both Seler and von den Steinen reacted positively
to his inquires about working in the museum as a voluraeerto his sugges
tions that they support him in another trip to Sdutkerica in the fall of 19064
Indeed, they also opened up the doors to him gaining support from Teler
nius, the director of Hambghs ethnographic museufa.

Fri¢ was an attractive choice because the well-trained, professional collector
was lagely an unrealized ideal of nineteenth-century anthropolidgy diree
tors of ethnographic museums in the late nineteenth century were generally
overworked, understigd, short of funds, distracted by patrons, desperate to in
crease their collections, and unable to send themselves or their employees
everywhere they wanted to gthe directors of these museums would have pre
ferred to send only well-trained, “professional” ethnologists into the 4feld.

20 Josef Kandert “Albertd/ojtéch Fric—On the Centenary of his Birth,” iAnnals of the
Naprstek Museurhl (1983):11-46; Ottliv Slounik Natny 28, Prague 1909, 452. | am grateful to
Ralf Melville for his assistance with this material.

21 Kandert, “Fr,” 137.

22 Seler toThilenius, 24 Oct. 1907, in the archive of the Museum\falkerkunde Berlin
(MfVB): “Die Reise dedAdalbert Frich [sic] nach Stidamerikégl. 1,” (Fric) 194307.

23 Seler toThilenius, 24 Oct. 1907, in MfVB: “F&” 1943/07.

24 Seler and vd. Steinen to the Geneadministration of the Royal Museums (GVKM), 6 Jan.
1906, in MfVB: “Den Umzug und di@ufstellung der Sammlungen des Museums,” vol. 7, 35
1906.

25 Thilenius to Paul Ehrenreich, 28 Ma©06, and F&to Thilenius, 2Apr. 1906, in the archive
of the Hambugisches Museum fivélkerkunde (MfVH): D 2,36 “Sammelreise vaéx V. Fric,
Prague—nach Sud-Amerika.”

26 The definition of a “professional” changed over time and the process of professionalization
varied within diferent national contexts. Compare Kukligke Savage in and H. Glenn Pen
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Adolf Bastian and RudoNirchow, the founders of Berlig’'VolkerkundeMu-

seum and the recognized leaders of German anthropology until their deaths dur
ing the first decade of the twentieth centunrgd been calling for betténained
collectors since the 187688 They condemned as “completely useless” the ar
tifacts collected by amateurs (even national heroes like Herman¥issn
mann, the first European to cross equatoiiaica) because they too often
lacked any information about the name and origins of these artifacts, not to
mention observations about their cultural functighs.

Such aguments only increased in the early twentieth century as tpylar
self-educated directors of German ethnographic museums were replaced by a
new generation of professionals holding the highest university deifraes.
guments about what one collected, how objects should be acquired, and who
was competent to engage in collecting them dominated much of ethnologists’
discussions at their meetings, in their journals, and with their pa?adken
museum directors such as Ggbhilenius set out to gain support fordarscale
expeditions, they legitimated the expense of these ambitious venturggHy ar
ing that only “specialists” could approach their tasks with “complete knowl
edge of the general questions” driving ethnological inquiry and the “currently
available results” from the areas they studie@nly trained professionals, he
insisted, had “the technical skills at their disposal that [were] necessary for
avoiding failures and safeguarding resuftBy the turn of the centuneth
nologists across Europe and the United States were agreed that only educated,
well-prepared collectors could be relied on for good collections, and thus in or
der to maintain their professional standards and compete with their counterparts
abroad, German ethnologists increasingly called for wgbwuized expedi
tions stafed by a number of professional ethnologists, physical anthropolo
gists, and natural scientists.

ny, Objects of Cultug: Ethnology and Ethnographic Museums in Imperial Gern{@mapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 2002).

27 See for example, Guido von Usedom, “Plan zu einer Ethnographischen Museum in Berlin,”
6Aug. 1873 in the Geheimes Staatsarchiv Preussischer Kulturbesitz (GSA), Rép.Sékt. 15.,

Abt. XI., Nr 2, Bd |, 46-48; andA. BastianFihrer durch die Ethnographisch&btheilung(Berlin
1877), 13.

28 Cornelia EssnebDeutschefrikareisende im neunzehnten Jahndet: Zur Sozialgeschichte
des ReisenStuttgart: Steineverlag, 1985), 42.

29 The directors of the Hamhyi(1904), Berlin (1905), Leipzig (1907), and Munich (1907} mu
seums were replaced during a generational shift by younger men who had completed both a Ph.D.
and aHabilitation. None of the earlier directors had béeailitiert, only two had honorary Ph.D.s,
and only Bastian had a permanent connection to a university

30 See for example Richaithurnwald, “Ubervélkerkundemuseen, Ihidfissenschaftlichen
Bedingungen und ZieleMuseumskund®, 4 (1912):19%214.

31 Thilenius was following an international trend, shadowing the example of the British expe
dition to theTorres Strait in 1898 and especially the Jesup North Pacific Expedition-1832),
organized by Boas. See: Hans Fiscibdée Hambuger Sudsee-Expeditiqfrrankfurt a. M.: Syn
dikat, 1981).

32 Thilenius, “Denkschrift Giber ein hamlgische Expedition nach der Stdsee, in 1907.” MfVH:
SSE 1This is a typical jument. CfThurnwald, “ObeNélkerkundemuseen.”
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Such ventures, howeverere more the exception than the rdlkilenius
was able to @anize a widely heralded two-year expedition to the South-Seas
in 1908-1910, complete with its own ship, creand a full contingent of sci
entists from Hambgrand Leipzig, which seemed to set a new standard of com
prehensive inquiry with its scale. But Eurapééading ethnologists simply
lacked the funds necessary to launch multiple expeditions of this nasuae.
result, they continued to quietly turn to amateur collectors who could support
themselves, adventurers funded by other institutions, missionaries, government
employees, dealers in ethnographic artifacts, and individuals suclt,asii
seemed eager to work for next to nothing in exchange for the chance to partic
ipate in the production of knowledge and to gain the opportunity for travel, ad
venture, and perhaps even prestige and foigne.

The willingness of museum directors to employ a range ferdifit collee
tors at the same time they were calling for the professionalization of their sci
ence stemmed from the powerful sense géuocy driving ethnology during the
late nineteenth and early twentieth centuridee directors of German muse
ums sought to acquire ethnographica from all corners of the globe in the hopes
of gaining a comprehensive picture of huma#tyhis fundamental goal had
motivated aspiring cultural scientists to begin establishing ethnographie muse
ums in the 1860s and 1870s, and it continued to guide ethnoledfists well
into the twentieth centurfhese €brts became increasingly frenzied, howev
er, because on the one hand, ethnologéstperiences abroad led them te be
lieve that Europa dynamic expansion threatened their intellectual project.
They were worried that contacts with Europeans might cause “native” peoples
to either quickly “lose all of their originality” or simply “disappear like snow
before the rising sun of civilizatior$® Ethnologists thus feared that they might
quickly lose their ability to acquire detailed studies of materials from many ar
eas of the world, map the distribution of artifacts across the globe, and engage
in a comparative analysis of material culture. On the other hand, their intellec
tual concern was also combined with their professional anxiety that someone
else (independent collectors, dealers in antiquities, or representatives of other
museums) might get to the remnants of these “ancient” or “primitive” peoples
first, and that the most comprehensive picture of humanity might end up in

33 The market in “primitive art” also drove many collectors and traders of ethnographica. In
deed, it continues to do so tod&aymond Corbeyfribal Art Traffic: A Chronicle of Bste, Tade
and Desie in Colonial and Post-Coloniaifies(AmsterdamThe RoyalTropical Institute, 2000).

34 For a nice discussion of the historicist tradition that spawned this movement see: Matti
Bunzl, “Franz Boas and the Humboldti@radition: FromVolksgeistandNationalcharaktetto an
Anthropological Concept of Culture,” in GeW. Stocking Jred. Volksgeist as Method and Eth
ic: Essays on Boasian Ethnography and the Gersathropological Fadition (Madison: Uni
versity ofWisconsin Press, 1996), 478.

35 See, for example, “Proposal for a Museum\fétkerkunde,” prepared by the Berlksso
ciation forAnthropology Ethnology and Prehistory2 July 1872, in Staatliche Museen zu Berlin
Museum fuVélkerkunde, “Die Griindung des Museurds). 1,” (1872-1893), 121473.This ra
tionale, of course, was not limited to this time and place.
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someone else’museum, which could undermine the importance of their own
institutions, their professional positions, and ultimatéhreaten their sal
aries®® Therefore, the directors of German museums, much like their ceunter
parts across Europe and the United States, continued to enlist whomever they
could to help fill their museums, fighting aggressively among themselves to be
the first to contact “new” peoples and to acquire (or as they put it to “save”) as
many examples of non-European material culture as they could before i all dis
appeared.

While engaged in what Joseph Conrad would have termed their “scramble
for loot,”” German ethnologists and their collectors could be found in Egypt,
Turkey, and across the Middle East, throughout mog#tfota, in Asia, Aus-
tralia, and South and Centramerica, where they eagerly acquired ethno
graphica from colonizers, the colonized, and an array of “untouched” indige
nous peoples. Leo Frobenius, for example, whom scholars generally regard as
the first German field worker of note, actually spent most of his early career
working in foreign territorie$8 And despite Germang’growing threat to the
British empire, British authorities allowed Frobenius to work in their colonies.
They even assisted hisfats because anthropoladike science in general,
was commonly regarded as being above politics: it was an internatienal en
deavor that was supposed to contribute to a general production of kno#ledge.
Paradoxicallythe ways in which such cosmopolitan networks intertwined with
colonial structures made it possible to “do” anthropology in this aggressively
nationalist and imperialist age. It was between these structures that anthropol
ogy thrived.

If the space in which German ethnologists moved was geographically broad,
“the field” was also a socially intimate place. Field sciences depend on the cre
ation and maintenance of personal relationships with public and private agents
ranging from the governors, diplomats, and militafyjcefs from multiple na
tions, to local dicials, merchants, informants, and many otH{€rAs Jane
Camerini has made clear in her workAdfred RusseMallace, his “mastery
as a natural scientist” stemmed as much from his ability to meet the material,
social, and personal demands of his collecting activities in the Matdy-
pelago during the 1850s and 1860s as from his ability to rise to the intellectual

36 On the competition for artifacts sietter alia Douglas ColeCaptued Heritage: The Scram
ble for Nothwest CoasArtifacts(Seattle: University dfVashington Press, 1985); and Enid Schild
krout and Curti\. Heim, eds.;The Scramble foArt in Central Africa (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1998).

37 Conrad discusses the extremes of imperial extraction in some detail in his “Geography and
some Explorers,” ilast EssaysRichard Curlem, ed. (London: Dent, 1926);-834.

38 On Frobenius and his place in German ethnologyirgee alia Elke Haberland, edleo
Frobenius:An Anthology(Wiesbaden: 1973).

39 For further discussion of this point see Pei@lyjects of Cultuz.

40 Henrika Kuklick and Robert E. Kohlegds. Science in the Fieldsiris, 2d Ser, 11 (1996);
and Gupta and Fguson, edsAnthropological Locations.
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challenges posed by scholars back héiEhe same was true for ethnologists
and their collectors decades lateegardless of whether they wereAifnica,
Asia, or the forests and pampas of Scnerica engaged in either the fren
zied collecting of “salvage anthropology” or long-teinsitu observations of
functioning cultures, ethnologists relied on the complex human infrastructures
in these areas to negotiate the field, and the best of them recognizedthe criti
cal role that reputation, reliabilitand trust played in creating and maintaining
these structure®

There was, then, a striking disconnect between the demands of a field sci
ence like anthropology and the abilities and expectations of many of its practi
tioners. Independent collectors like &gained almost no training in the-ex
pectations that would be placed on them and, at best, limited logistical and
financial support from the scientific institutions that employed th&fhus,
despite ethnologistshetoric about the importance of sending professional sci
entists abroad, and the degree to which the process of professionalization con
tinues to dominate the historiography of the discipline totteyugent desire
to act quickly drove Europgleading ethnologists to violate their own codes of
professionalization and retain people who not only had limited technical skills
but also lacked a clear understanding of the normative codes that governed this
emepging discipline?* They continued to eagerly enlist people likecFlie

41 Jane R. Camerini, “@llace in the Field,” inScience in the Field, Osiri2d Ser 11
(1996):44-65.

42 On the role of respectabilityrust, and reputation in science, see: Niklas LuhnmignWs-
senschaft der Gesellschéfrankfurt, a. M.: Suhrkamp, 1994); Morrell afidackray Gentlemen
of Scienceand ShapinA Social Histoy of Tuth.

43 Fric, for example, negotiated contracts with both the Hagand Berlin museums that cem
mitted him to collect first for Hambgrin Argentina, Paraguagnd Brazil, and then, after com
pleting these ventures, move on to the Riaguaia Basin to collect for Berlithe Hambuy mu
seum promised to pay him 15,000 marks in installments, and the Berlin museum pledged an
additional 20,000 mark3hey guaranteed him an average price of 15 marks for each item he sent
them from Soutimerica, and Fi agreed to give them everything he acquired at this price. He
also agreed to provide them with itemized catalogs of his collections and unaltered copies of his
notebooks and records, and gave them the right to sort out any duplicates that he might later at
tempt to sell. In exchange, Enieceived his initial advances, a free passage to Soutrica
through theHambug-Stidamerikanische DampschifffediGesellschaftand letters of introduc
tion and papers identifying him as the representative of these museums. If he failed to fulfill the
contract, he alone was liable for the money advanced him, but how he went about fulfilling it was
left largely up to himA copy of the contract, signed Byilenius on 7 July 1906, and Emn 9
July 1906, is in MfVH: D 2,36.

44 The same lack of training was remarked upon by earlier collectors, such as those employed
by Ceaser God#rby to create one of Germasybest early ethnographic collections Addian Ja
cobsen, who collected close to a fifth of all the material in Berktinographic museum by the
1890s. Choosing collectors who were both inexperienced and untrained also remained common, as
the files in the Berlin museum illustrate quite well; for example, MfVB: “Reise des H. von Zen
gen,” 137104. On Jacobsen and Gofiey's collectors see Col€aptued Heritage H. Glenn
Penny “Science and the MarketplacEhe Creation and Contentious Sale of the Museum Godef
froy,” Pacific Arts 21/22 (July 2000):#22; and Peter Probst, “Beobachtung und Methode Johann
Stanislaus Kubary als Reisender und Ethnograph im Spiegel seiner BriafiolarBastian,”
BaesslerArchiv, Neue Folge31 (1983):23-56.
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cause their salvage mentalippmbined with their passion for possession and
their search for the “best” objects consistently outweighed their scientific con
cerns with the quality of their collectors or their performance in the figid.

led, of course, to a striking division between ethnologisistoric about the

goals of their science and the realties of acquisition, and it also led to their con
tinual acceptance of poorly trained and untested collectors which, as in the case
of Fri¢, exposed the degree to which financial limitations and professional goals
often guided their decisions as much as their concerns with “dying cultures” or
their intellectual agendds.

In general, Europse’leading ethnologists were able to maintain this division
between the ideal and the reabetween the orderly intellectual world in which
sciences like anthropology were contemplated, evaluated, and discussed, and
the Conradian universe of brutal ambition and extraction in which acquisitions
often took place. But in the case of@;these worlds of discourse and practice
collided, causing a rupture in the rhetorical veneer of scientific authasity
Fric bumbled into the chaos, violence, and disorder that was southern Brazil,
he threw a spotlight on the contradictions inherent in ethnologist®ns
abroad, and he threatened the public face of anthropology by questioning the
integrity of this most human of sciences in ways that had to be policed.

PRACTICING ANTHROPOLOGY IN BRAZIL

When Frt arrived in Southern Brazil in September 1906 he entered a world
Germans had helped to create and in which they continued to play an impor
tant, if somewhat controversial role. IntellectuaBerman scientists had-ac
cumulated more information than anyone else about the indigenous peoples of
Brazil, including the Brazilians themselv&By the turn of the centura long

list of German naturalists and ethnologists had traveled through Brazilian
forests making the first significant contacts with an array of Indian tribes such
as theWaura, Trumai, and Suya, creating grammars and dictionaries for in
digenous languages, postulating the spread of linguistic divisions among
Brazil's Indians and, of course, observing, recording, and collecting for muse
ums??But German colonist&conomic and cultural impact on Brazil was even
greaterThey played a critical role in developing Parana, Santa Catarina, and
Rio Grande do Sul, the three southernmost states of Brazil. By the turn of the

45 For further discussion see Pen@pjects of Cultug, chs. 2-3.
46 David Hall Staufer, “The Origin and Establishment of Bragilndian Service: 1889.910”
(Ph.D. diss., University ofexas afAustin, 1955), 63. Cf. John Hemmingmazon Fontier: The
Defeat of the Brazilian Indian€ambridge: Harvard University Press, 1987).
47 In the decades around the turn of the century these included, among others, Waélth@ina
von den Steinen (1884, 1887888), Paul Ehrenreich (1887888), Hermann Meyer (1894899),
Max Schmidt (19041927), Fritz Krause (1908), afitieodor Koch-Griinbgr(1899-1924), all of
whom made successful careers out of their ventures. For an annotated (though not comprehensive)
list of well-known ethnologists who explored Brazil before 1914, see Hem#imazon Fontier,
483-512.
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century over 300,000 German-speaking people lived in these regions and cul
tivated a genuine Deutschtum, in which trade with Germany was paramount
and German remained the language of choice for many of these Istetes’
nesses and public institutions well into the twentieth cerffivjoreover Ger

man colonists were responsible for creating a significant amount of these states’
industry and for generating a considerable proportion of Brazilian w¥alth.

By 1907, howeverthese colonists were faced with a number of problems.
There was a marked decline in German immigration to Brazil after 1900, and
despite the colonistbest propagandafefts, it continued to wane’. The Ger
man national government also gave the colonists much less attention than they
wanted, and while the colonists and their sponsors in Germany did their best to
whip up nationalist support in their faydine Imperial German government re
mained unwilling to make them any political commitment. From the gevern
ments point of viewthese colonies were first and foremost economic erdeav
ors initiated by independent associations located in the German Hansa cities,
and like most of Germany’colonial eforts, they were unable to provide the
nation with lage returns. Moreover the international pressures mounting
around Germanyg’emegence as a significant world power made their presence
in Brazil a thorny issuéAny indication that Germany might consider increas
ing their interest in Brazil and thus violate the Monroe Doctfited to im
mediate reactions in the North and SoMitherican press and wild accusation
by Brazil's nativists about the looming “German threztThe highly unstable
nature of Brazilian politics, combined with Germangenerally delicate pesi
tion in international relations, made the imperial government increasingly un
easy about colonistdemands and especially the actions of German national
ists in Brazil®3

The colonists were frustrated not only by their failed attempts to increase

48 VZ, no. 228, 17 May 190According to Robert Gernhard, 100,000 of these lived in Santa
Catarina alone in 1900. Gernhaxthna Francisca, Hansa und Blumenau:eddeutsche Mutter
siedlungen im stdbrasilischen Staate Santa CathgBneslau: Schlesischéerlags, 1901), 1.

49 The best source on the economic and political relations between Germany and Brazil remains
Gerhard BrunnDeutschland und Brasilien (1882914)(KdIn: Béhlau, 1971). See also Freder
ick C. LuebkeGermans in BrazilA Comparative Histoy of Cultural Conflict During \&tld War
| (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1987).

50 Brunn,Deutschland und Brasilieri53.

51 Nancy Mitchell, The Danger of Deams: German andmerican Imperialism in LatiAmer
ica (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1999), 159; Briveytschland und Bra
silien,58-84.

52 The most notorious example was the incident that took place in 1905 viicensadind men
from the German naval shRantherviolated the sovereignty of Brazilian soil to seek out and re
trieve a German sailor who had deserted. Repeated international protests led to the dismissal of the
Panthets commanding diter and an dicial apology from KaiseWilhelm Il. Brunn,Deutsch
land und Brasilien80-100; Mitchell, The Danger of Drams 157.

53 Public pronouncements by the German Foreidit®that they had no intentions of gaining
further influence in Brazil were also reiterated in their irthgpartmental correspondence. Brunn,
Deutschland und Brasiliger8.
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German immigration, win greater support from the German nation, and wage
political battles with nativists who sought to undermine their influence in
Brazil. Their eforts to increase their settlements and to expand their holdings
into the forests also generated ongoing conflicts with Brazilian Inéife®isch
conflicts had a long and violent legacy in Brazil that was characterized for cen
turies by acts of extreme brutalisnd many German colonists were willing to
carry on this cruel legady While representatives from the colonies publicly
proclaimed that the violent actions against the Indians were “defensive,” iso
lated, and often exaggerated by their eneffidsey were nevertheless con
sistently brutal and publicly supported by both residents and the governments
of Santa Catarina and Parana, not to mention the many statesmen in Brazil who
felt that NorthAmericans had pursued the best possible Indian policy: eradica
tion.57 By the first decade of the twentieth centunany colonists referred to
neighboring Indians as “vermin” and “animals,” and most seemed to agree that
organized assaults by professional “Indian hunters” who murdered entire com
munities in night-time raids were necess&gyain and again, they expressed
the belief that there was “no really practical alternative to extermination,” and
argued that the brutality of this action was ultimately irrelevant because it suc
ceeded in quickly and cheaply removing “the Indian obstruction to national
progress.®8Indeed, nowhere in Brazil was conflict between Indians and “civ
ilization” more intense by 1908 than in Santa Catattha.

As Fricinitially entered Brazil, howevehe did so as one of Germasiyany
scientists, skirting above the political conflicts and interacting with colonists,
local authorities, and indigenous peoples within the single, insulated context of
“science."When he arrived in Parana, he was able to draw on the legacy-of Ger
man scientists in Brazil and the wide networks of settlers, consulates, and local
authorities who were eager to support scientific travelers, and as a result he
quickly set out on his collecting ventures. During his initial excursion into the
forests he was able to assemble a collection of artifacts from the “Sambaqui
cultur,” which he was convinced no other museum could equal, and in his pub

54 Staufer, “The Origin and Establishment of Bragifndian Service,” 47.

55 On the general legacy of conflict and violence, see Shelton H. DMatiss of the Miracle:
Development and the Indians of Brg@lhmbridge: Cambridge University Press, 1977); Hemming,
Amazon Fontier; John Hemming, “Indians and the Frontiéen Colonial Brazil Leslie Bethell,
ed. (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1987):885 Darcy Ribeiro, “Brazi Indian
Frontiet” Americass, 3 (1954):18; Michaelaussig Shamanism, Colonialism, and thdd\Wan;
and the works cited in them.

56 See for example the editorial in thiewaldsbote 17 Oct. 1909; cf. GernharBona Fran
cisca, Hansa und Blumena2f1-54; HemmingAmazon Fontier, 473.

57 Davis, Victims of the Miraclel; Todd A. Diacon, Millenarian Mision, Capitalist Reality:
Brazil's Contestado Rebellion, 1942916(Durham: Duke University Press, 1991), 14; Hemming,
Amazon Fontier, 459; Staufler, “The Origin and Establishment of Brasilndian Service,” 46.

58 Staufer, “The Origin and Establishment of Bragilindian Service,” 24, 780; Gernhard,
Dona Francisca, Hansa und Blumen&b4.

59 Staufer, “The Origin and Establishment of Bragifndian Service,” 47.
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lished account he-like the ethnologists who had come before hhgra
ciously thanked the Governor of Paran& and otHmials and academics who
had assisted hir®f

His eagerness, in fact, seemed boundless, and soon after returning from his
first trip into the forests he set out on a second expedition in early 1907 among
the Kamé Kaingang and Botocudo in Brazil during which he collected games,
puppets, musical instruments, weapons and tools, and made notes on the
mythology of diferent peoples in these areaall of which received hilenius’
approval®tindeed, Fit's initial, enegetic correspondence wilthilenius con
vinced the museum director that he wdt@# good start. But soon afterwards
the hardships Feiencountered in the field began taking their toll. His inexpe
rience and lack of any real understanding about what it meant to practice an
thropology in the remote regions of Soétmerica quickly left him disheart
ened, and he soon became drawn into the Conradian world of colonialist politics
in Southern Brazif?

If Fri€’'s early sympathies for the plight of Bragilhdians and his anger over
European abuses were already evidenced in his earliest publiétibagit
ficulties inherent in practicing anthropology as a free-lance collector in Brazil
ultimately drove him into the arms of nativist dissidents and more vocal, polit
ical actions. Conditions in the jungles simply overwhelmed him. Claude Lévi-
Strauss, for example, recorded with caustic amusement in his now seminal
work, Tristes Topiquesthe logistical dificulties and cultural barriers he faced
while trying to oganize expeditions into the forests of Brazil in the 1980s.
rains, the mud, the challenge of gaining reliable porters, and his own inexperi
ence filled each &rt at cultural contact with misadventufitFric fared even
worse two decades earli€eflecting ironically on his own inabilithe wrote
that his search for the Kamé Kaingang required him to traverse long distances
on “narrow footpaths” with one or more “terribly overburdened mules” while
he sufered from “swollen feet and fev&Although he hired Indians to assist
him, he seldom felt in control. During a side-trip from a campsite, for example,
Fri¢ had one of those experiences so typical of colonial travel narratitée.
examining a marking on a tree, one of his porters frightened his mule, which

60 Fri¢, “Sambaqui-Forschungen im Hafen v@mtonina (Parand)Globus 41,8 (28 Feb.
1907):11.7-22. Similarly the oficial report from von den Steinenfirst expedition, for example,
is dedicated to Emperor Pedro Il. Karl von den Steibemch Central-Brasilien: Expedition zur
Erforschung des Schingu im Jaht884(Leipzig: F A. Brockhaus, 1886).

61 Thilenius to Seler21 May 1907, in MfVH: D 2,36.

62 Disillusion and self-destruction were not limited to scientists during the imperial period. It is
worth bearing in mind the degree to which many Europeans fell short of the colonial ideal and
cracked under the di€ulties they faced when abroad. See, for example, Niclidlasmas and
Richard EvesBad Colonists: The South Seas Letterseshvh Lee \&lker & Louis BeckgDur-
ham: Duke University Press, 1999).

63 Fri¢, “Sambaqui-Forschungen im Hafen vantonina (Parand),” 121.

64 Claude Lévi-Strausdristes Topiques John and Doreéiveightman, trans. (Ne¥ork: Pen
guin Books, 1992).
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bolted and ran crashing down the trail withcFehasing after it, his “camera
and poncho flying dfof its back as the animal disappeared from vidve-
turning to his porters, who “sat cheerfully in a circle,” and “without thinking of
the consequences,” he “lost his patience and tefripgan to ague with them
about the incident, and then suddenly found himself abandoned. Unable to con
vince them to at least bring his things to the next village, he was forced to leave
his supplies behind and carry his instruments himself as hé aéieohis mule.
The farther he walked, the bigger his load became, and the more his fatigue in
creased as he continued to find his gear in puddles and bushes along the trail,
until the saddle itself lay in the grass in front of him. Near sunset, after finally
abandoning his things in a pile, he found his mule “grazing in the trail ahead,
unable to get past a fallen tree,” and much to hisdisgovered that he was not
far from his ten€®

As Fri€ quickly realized, simply finding the peoples he sought wasfia dif
cult task, one only complicated when he quickly contracted malaria and suf
fered repeated bouts of fev&ccording to the German Royal Consul in Parana,
the heat also &cted Frt adverselyas did “his long isolation from civiliza
tion” and his attempts to “live in the interior in native style from roots and
herbs.” He was also ingesting “high quantities of arsenic and quinine,” which
the Consul felt may have contributed to undermining &mental and physi
cal condition®® Indeed, when Feireturned to Curitiba after his second excur
sion into the forests, his fever left him bedridden, too weak to even write his re
ports for several monttfs. Driven by his financial commitment to deliver
artifacts to the museum, howeyére attempted to itemize, pack, and send
Thilenius a collection, which, much to the dire¢sosurprise and dismag-
rived in terrible conditior$®

Moreover Fric quickly ran out of moneyHis inexperience as well as his er
ratic character led him to quickly use up his initial funds, and no amount of
pleading on his part could convin€ailenius to step up the musewnnstalt
ments. Indeed, the directerhands were tied by the musesroivn budget,
which could not be increased to allow for oversights on the part of one-collec
tor.5° Overwhelmed by his circumstances,&rromplained torhilenius about
his illness and his finances, questioned “how he was expected to survive” with
no source of income, and even askethilenius believed it would be fitting
for “a representative of their museum” to “begin looking for odd jobs” with lo
cal workers or to go to the German Consuls “begging for mof¥Shortly af

65 Fri¢ to Thilenius, 4 Feb. 1907, in MfVH: D 2,36.

66 Consul Heinz in Parana to the Gernfembassador von Reichenau in Petropolis, 18 June
1907, in the Bundesarchiv Potsdamn (BA#), R 901, 37873:7981.Arsenic and quinine were
standards in tropical medicine at the time.

67 Fri¢ to Thilenius, 4 Feb. 1907, in MfVH: D 2,36.

68 Thilenius to Seler23 Oct. 1907, in MfVH: M. B. 10 Band-3}.

69 Thilenius to FrE, 7 July 1906, in MfVH: D 2,36.

70 Fri¢ to Thilenius, 6 Feb. 1907, in MfVH: D 2,38.series of similar letters are in this file.
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ter mailing these letters, howeyée found a new source of financial support
as well as a platform to publicly voice his moral indignation ffiliatfng him-
self with the “patriotic league for the conversion of the Indians,” or simply the
“Liga,” an organization pledged to fight for the protection of Brazilian Indians.
Initially, the directors of the German museums were unsure how to react to
Fri¢'s quick transformation from an eager collector to an advocate of Indian
rights.Yet none of them condemned it. It was clear frond' §tietters that al
though he was seduced by his own feelings of self-importance, he was-also act
ing out of genuine concern for the peoples he had been sent tovgtictythe
ethnologists in Germanyat least on some levellauded’* Seler even wrote
to Fri€ how pleased he had been to learn that he had overcomedest'tir
nancial emeagency” by finding an “influential position,” and how happy he was
that he had “taken up the cause of the poor Indi&hBLit then, neither Seler
nor his counterparts expecteddo condemn German colonists, enrage local
dignitaries, or antagonize Braziliarfiofals. No one expected him to let his per
sonal beliefs jeopardize his scientific obligations.
Soon after he joined the Liga, ES contempt for colonist§’eatment of In
dians led him to write a series of articles for Sc\tterican newspapers con
demning their actions. He accused the colonists of “exterminationist policies”
and “acts from the middle ages,” in which “night-time raids” were launched
against local Indians for the express purpose of “collecting slaves” and “elim
inating them” from the aredhese protests echoed his earlier complaints in the
German scientific journablobus’® against similar raids by soldiers and “pri
vate individuals.” Fi& had met some of these “Indian huntefidéy were men
who “decorated theWinchesters with Indian teeth,” traded in *human ears,”
and while acknowledging that “the Indians could speak” and were “similar to
people,” insisted that they were no more than “forest animBiese hunters
were supported by colonists whgaed that they were simply trying to remove
the danger of Indian raids. Erdlenounced this form of “pacification,”@ring
that “peaceful pacification” was possible through other means, that “reserva
tions could be created,” and that colonists were only attacked by Indians “in re
taliation for the butchery that has been visited on [the Indians] since the colonies
were first founded.” “The colonist fgets,” he repeated in his denunciations,
“that he lives in a land that belongs to the Indians, that it is only for this reason
that he was able to buy it for a laughable price, and that the Indigesand
revenge is justifiable.” He warned as well that these acts “would bear fruit and
consequences that would forever remain a disgrace for colonists who come

71 Fri¢ to Thilenius, 15 Mar1907 in MfVH: D 2,36.

72 Seler to Fit, 14 May 1907, in BARPAA, R 901, 37874:30.

73 “Pacificacao dos Botocudos,” fddia vol. VII, no. 1808, Florianopolis, 7 Mal.907; “Pe
bres Indios,Diario Tardevol. X, no. 2449, Coritiba, 13 Mat907; “Catechese em Blumenau,”
Novidadewol. Ill, no. 147, Santa Catharina, 24 M&807; “Pobres IndiosQ Livre Pensadovol.
1V, no. 158. S&o Paulo Apr. 1907; FrE, “Sambaqui-Forschungen.”
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Figure 1AlbertoVojtéch Fri¢ with a group of Bororo. Courtesy of the Naprstek Museum in Prague.

- —

265



s
15
L R

Figure 2:A band of “Indian hunters” near Blumenau with their captives. From: Hugo Gensch, “Die
Erziehung eines Indianerkinde8gilage: InternationaleAmerikanisten-KongsgBerlin, 1908).
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Figure 3:The “Indian hunter” Martins threatening a group of captives. From: Hugo Gensch, “Die
Erziehung eines Indianerkinde8gilage: InternationaleAmerikanisten-KongsgBerlin, 1908).
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Figure 4: DrHugo Gensch and his familyhe girl to his left is his adopted daughter Korikra. From:
Hugo Gensch, “Die Erziehung eines Indianerkind@zflage: InternationalerAmerikanisten-
Kongress(Berlin, 1908).
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from the most advanced nation in Europe, whose fathers were the representa
tives of a great culture, and in whose old homeland science and a love of hu
manity flowers.” Shortly thereafteFric traveled directly to Blumenau in San

ta Catarina and began openly and aggressively denouncing its citizens.

An uproar quickly followed and Friwas soon subjected to a variety of pres
sures and condemnations by non-scientists who recognized that he had violat
ed ethnologistshormative codes, and called out for German ethnologists to
discipline this representative of their institutioAsflood of questions, cen
demnations, and demands from private individuals, nationalist and colonialist
organizations, and various governmerfioidls in Germany and Brazil were
sent to the German Foreignfioé, the director of the Royal Museunsile-
nius, and his counterparts in Berlirhese letters came from individuals with a
financial or political stake in the colonies who were concerned with Germany’
international reputation and the ways in whicttBraccusations might feed the
anti-German rhetoric of Brazil'nativists.They consistently denied and even
ridiculed Frics accusations and questioned his intellectual abilities. Gustav
Salingerthe German consul in Blumenau, for example, condemnéa Feix
elations as “fairy tales,” gued that any violent acts on the coloniptat were
completely defensive, championed the character of the “Indian hunter” Martins
whom Fri¢ had vilified in SouthAmerican newspapers, and claimed that the
children captured during his raids were made into “useful members of society
not “playthings” as Fi accused? These letters uniformly stressed that the
problem was actually the “repeated predatory raids” by “wild Indians,” which
had already “claimed many livesThe solution was a series of “punitive-ex
peditions” that succeeded in “returning the pead&é dificulty, however
came from the interference of the Liga, which was “more anti-German than pro-
Indian.” It was led by a Pole named Pe@irompowski-bulois who “compared
Prussian Polish policy to the actions of German colonists against the Indians,”
and now it had the support of this “Czech” who was raising an alBnm.
colonists and their supporters were angered that a representative of German sci
entific institutions would “be blowing in the same horn” as Brazilian nativists,
and they demanded that he either be “muzzled” or quickly “letgo.”

Perhaps the best example of the ways in which the colonists tried te under
mine Fr&’'s accusations, howevewere the detailed letters from .OHugo
Gensch. Gensch, a resident of Blumenau who was concerned about his own
reputation as much as the reputation of Germany abroad, attempted to weaken
Fri¢'s moral condemnations by questioningirmental stability as well as his

74 Salinger to Kaiserliche Gesandschaft Petropolis, 25. M&807, in BAP AA, R901,
37874:3738.

75 F. Blohm, Wilhelm NienstedtW. Mummelthey Fritz Neuhaus-KohleMax Haufe, and H.
Brandes to the German Foreigrfi€é, 7Apr. 1907, in BARPAA, R901, 37873:4244;Adolf Saef
tel and theOrtsgruppe Blumenau deSlideutschen &bandto GVKM, 24 Apr. 1907, in MfVB:
“Fric,” 767/07.
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morality. Gensch complained that Evias worse than incompetent: he was er
ratic, perverse, and understood the normative codes ajdmarsensibility no

more than those of science. Insulted by the implication that he had set out to
possess an abducted Indian girl as a,*t@gnsch agued that he had long op
posed the abuses against the Indians in Brazil and had initially welcomed the
Liga’s decision to take on an “Indian researcher” to assist tA@ut Gensch

had been disappointed and even outraged by their choic&ofvRom he de
scribed as “a somewhat shabby person who wore a loaded revolver on his belt
and carried a small camera in his hand with great ostentation,” and who, as he
arrived in Blumenau, was filled with an “arrogant self-importance” because of
his letters of introduction and a request from the governor that the city support
his eforts at their own cost/

Gensch explained that Efiad no understanding of the Indian problem and
posited “fantasy plans” for relocating groups of Indians to reservations. He was
easily excited by rumors of abductions, boasted of his earlier exploits and his
willingness to use his revolver and, according to Gensch, whémeti the
twelve-tear old Indian girl he had taken into his home; fienrealed a “certain
perversity” that Gensch “as an old experienced doctor” had already sensed in
the first moment he saw him. Gensch portrayed &#gforts to examine her as
“indecent,” and explained that he refused to bring her ©dH@om the next
day so that F& might examine her in private.

Gensch also denigrated €& language abiliti€§ and related stories about
how Fri¢ “accosted” many citizens in the most “uncomfortable vkle ex
plained how F& was thrown out of the 6i€es of theUrwaldsbote the local
German nationalist newspapkle agued that nativist elements were using Fri
as a foil against Germany and noted that fr@id been seen at an anarchistcon
ference And he described how Ercreated a scandal by appearing before the
“courts” and demanding that police accompany him to the local mission,
spurring the “Superior of the Franciscan mission” to travel to the capital and
lodge a personal complaint with the goverrorthe end, as the “discord” in
Blumenau turned particularly uglgnd Fre—according to Gensekwas in
danger of “receiving a beating,” he was placed in a “pitiful farm wagon” by the
city government and essentially run out of town. Indeed, in Gengallihg of
the tale it was F&, much more than the colonists or their Indian hunters, who
was barbarous; it was his uncivilized behavior in the frontier zone that was dan
gerous and had to be stopped.

76 Hugo Gensch, “Die Erziehung eines IndianerkindBgilage: InternationaleAmerikanis
ten-Kongess(Berlin, 1908).

77 Gensch tdrhilenius 24 Mar1907; and 31 May 1907, both in MfVH: D 2,36.

78 Genschs own claims to an understanding of these languages are at least partially confirmed
by his publication, “Wérterverzeichnis der Bugres von Santa CatharinZgiischrift fir Eth
nologie(1908, H. 5):74549. This piece was published with some corrections after he forwarded
it to SelerVeerhandlungen des XVI. International@merikanisten-Kongsses, Wn 9. bis 14. Sep
tember 190§Vienna:A. Hartlebens Verlag, 1910), LX+LXII.
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Fric, of course, adamantly denied Gens@tcusations about his moral char
acter and the more bizarre aspects of his behavort none of this actually
concernedrhilenius or his counterparts in Berlin. &8 great ostentation and
overbearing attitude, the grandiose statements about his rewlgarthe sto
ries about the photographs he carried of himself and Indian women together
naked in the forest or Genscls allusions about his perversityere all part
of the weird corruptness of these “contact zones” that museum directors had al
ready acknowledged they could not conffbNo eyebrows were raised, no
shocked statements were released, and, in fact, these stories received almost no
mention in the directorsLorrespondence with each oth&hey all simply
agreed that they had never considered feribe “completely normal®* and
that his character was no more an issue than the fate of the Indians or even the
fact that Fit's supposedly wild accusations about the savage abuse visited upon
Indians by German colonists and Brazilian authorities, if mistaken in many of
the particulars, were essentially true.

However Fric's willingness to engage colonial politics while representing
two German scientific institutions, and, indeed, his willingness to use -is au
thority as an “Indian researcher” to allow him to become involved in these pol
itics, was another mattérhese actions threatened to undermine ethnologists’
authority and reputations, and led to his almost immediate dismissal. Mgreover
Fri¢'s aguments that his trip to Blumenau had been necessary because he had
felt morally obligated to try to stop what he regarded as heinous crimes by the
German colonists, and his exclamations thairt above all a human being
[underline in the original],” that “I have the same duty that every person has to
the weak,” and that his position in the “service of German science” should not
require him to let “criminals of German descent” simply “walk away” were not
effective 8 In fact, they were not even mentioned in the directtog’espon
dence with each otheand did nothing to dissuaddilenius orWilhelm von
Bode, the director of the Royal Museums, from violating their own contracts
and dropping F@ once he had compromised their museums.

79 Gensch to Kaiserlich Deutschen Konsulat in Blumenad. 1907, in BAPAA, R 901,
37874:39-48.

80 Indeed, von den Steinen had also been caught up in the midst of local politics during his
second Xingu expedition in 188Von den SteinerJnter den Natwolkern Zentral-Brasiliens:
Reiseschildamg und Egebnisse der Zweiten Schingu-Expedition, 8888 (Berlin: Dietrich
ReimerVerlag, 1894), 4,810. For more general examples of the interactive and improvisational
dimensions of encounters in such frontier zones, or “contact zones,” see Mary Louisepeatt,
rial Eyes: Tavel Witing and Transculturation(New York: Routledge, 1992)

81 Thilenius to Seler23 Oct. 1907, in MfVH: M. B. 10 Band 3, “Kgl. Museen Berlimfid
Seler toThilenius, 24 Oct. 1907, in MfVB: “F¢i194307.

82 Fri¢ to Thilenius, 19 July 1907, in MfVH: D 2,3@hese moralistic guments intensified in
tone over time. Féito GVKM, 1 July 1907, BAPAA, R 901, 37874:1-14. FrE, “Offener Brief
and die ‘\6ssische ZeitungBerlin,” in Argentinisches dgeblatt BuenosAires, 6 July 1907.
Salinger toAA, 7 Aug. 1907, in BAPAA, R 901, 37874:37. Riito GVKM, 12Aug. 1907, BAP
AA, R 901, 37874:2427.
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Fri¢’'s actions in Blumenau and his willingness to condemn the abuses of Ger
man colonists enraged the German Foreidic&fThe Foreign Minister was
dismayed at the damage this might cause Gerrmaagutation abroad, which
was already stéring from public revelations about Germahrital policies
of extermination during the Herero w&%and he demanded thEhilenius and
von Bode terminate Kiis contracts. Several German scholars have regarded
this communication as a “smoking gun” of sorts and used it as simply another
example of ethnologistslillingness to do imperialistdidding®* But the di
rectors’decisions to cancel Efs contracts were not simply a response te gov
ernmental demands or colonial interests. Something mugér laras at stake
than their relationship to the German governmEneir decisions were a reac
tion to Fr’s willingness to mix cosmopolitan science with colonial politics in
ways that disrupted the intricate support networks they needed in the field and
his inability to produce first-rate collections.

While demands from the Foreignf@& provided a convenient excuse for
action,Thilenius had no reservations about defending his colletaottss be
havior and refusing fitial demand$® The German government could be-eas
ily ignored; but FiE’s abilities as a collector were uncertain, even under-suspi
cion, because the artifacts&sentT hilenius from Brazil arrived poorly packed
and poorly oganized, several of the pieces were broken, and the catalog was
not in good ordefThilenius also had reason to believe that part of it had been
purchased in Blumenau, and consequently he regarded it as having little scien
tific value 86 Thus in spite of his desire to retain his collectors at all costs and
to gain as many Soutkmerican artifacts as possiblEhilenius had little rea
son to support Feiagainst the wave of accusations or to risk his own reputa
tion on the chance that Et$ next collection might be better

Moreover the risks were significanthe rhetorical division between celo
nial politics and cosmopolitan science was one that ethnologists carefully
guarded, despite their own understanding of the realities of collecting and the
fact that many had come to accept the politicized nature of their actions while
promoting the cosmopolitan character of their sciériddis division was crit

83 Indeed, this comparison was quickly made inAhgentinean press: “Der Herrenstandpunkt
desWeissen,"Argentinisches dgeblatt,BuenosAries, 4 July 1907 The Herero wars took place
from 1904 to 1907 in German SouthwAftica and led to the near genocide of Nama and Herero
in this territory For further information on the Herero wars, see Jan-Bart Gelteldro Heroes:

A Socio-Political Histoy of the Heero of Namibia, 18981923 (Oxford: James Curreyt999).

84 \Jolker Harms, “Das Historischéerhaltnis der deutschen Ethnologie zum Kolonialismus,”
Zeitschrift fir Kulturaustausch (1984):40%16, here 40#8; and Ingebwy Winkelmann, “Die
Burgerliche Ethnographie im Dienste der Kolonialpolitik des Deutschen Reiches—{SBI&)”
(Ph.D. diss., Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin, 1966), 28.

85 For an example, see Glenn Penifsashioning Local Identities in akge of Nation-Build
ing: Museums, Cosmopolitafraditions, and Intra-German CompetitioGerman Histoy 17, 4
(1999):488-504.

86 Thilenius to Frau Baronin.Walsen, 22 July 1907, in MfVH: D 2,3%hilenius to Seler23
Oct. 1907, MfVH: M. B. 10, Band-34.

87 pennyObjects of Cultug, chs. 2-3.
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ical for maintaining their scientific authorjttheir professional identities, and
their ability to gain support from a range of individuals both at home and
abroad. Indeed it was the ostensibly apolitical nature of their interests-and ac
tions that allowed them to build up their acquisition networks in the first place
and to cross as many borders as they did. But politics that dealt with the treat
ment of indigenous peoples were particularly sensitive, because they not only
revealed the radical disjuncture between coloniketoric and deeds and fed
the growing flames of anti-Germanism in Brazil, they also had the potential to
expose the disparity between German ethnologiastgorted liberal humanism

and the realities of collecting in an imperialist world CRriactions threatened

to bring scrutiny to bear on ethnologistsles and responsibilities in the eon
tact zones of Southmerica, and for this reason as much as the quality of his
last collection or the demands of the Foreigfic®f Berlin and Hambugrille-

gally terminated his contracts and left him penniless in Southern Btazil.

POLICING THE DISCIPLINE FROM INSIDE AND OUT

When Frt revisited his chayes against the Brazilian government and German
colonists a year later at the Sixteenth International Congrésaericanists in
Vienna, the division between colonial politics and the science of anthropology
quickly became the center of debate in both the lecture halisima and the
public newspapers in Berlff?.The immediate éért by all parties to salvage
what was left of the veneer of their apolitical science in the face Ot e
cusations vividly illustrates the importance of this division for ethnologists in
general, and it shows the ways in which actiofscéfd discourse and led to
the public codification of this scientific disciplimehormative code#ccord
ing to the Neue Freie Presse, whert Erined his presentation on Brazilian In
dians into a forum for denouncing abuses against the Indians, a heated debate
immediately ensued among members of the audience until Eduard Seler “firm
ly declared .. that absolutely no political questions should be touched upon
during the congress.” Kiihoweverresponded that “if political questions spill
over [into scientific areas], then they must also be discusaedhich point
Karl von den Steinen called out that “political questions must be kept absolutely
separate,” and Professor JuaBibrosetti from Buena&ries, who was chair
ing the meeting, began “clanging the bell” and calling the session back to or
der®°

The oficial proceedings to the conference, howetad a somewhat dir-
ent tale by focusing on the inaccuracies it'Brstatements (and especially his

88 Calls by the Foreign @i€e for action remained the most convenient excuse fdrsFdis
missal. See Seler to Herrn Jarosalv Brazda in Prague, 29 Dec. 1908, Mf\tB:2861/08. They
were later forced to admit the illegality of this action. Bode to Minster of Culture, 15 Oct. 1908, in
BAP, AA, R 901, 37875:5354.

89 Fri¢ “Volkerwanderung, Ethnographie und Geschichte der Konquita in Stidbrasilien.”

90 NFP, no. 15829, 15 Sept. 190Bhis part of the NFR'coverage is confirmed by the general
reports in other papers. See, among otlizes, Tag 308, 15 Sept. 1908.
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scientific observations) rather than the Berlin ethnologestsotional out
bursts?! In an efort to obfuscate the problems &raised and make them go
away the proceedings relate how Seldrawing on a pamphlet produced by
Hugo Gensch about his own success at “civilizing” an Indiar?gagued that
although Fit was indeed correct that the “border wars” in Santa Catarina and
neighboring states had led to “things that cannot be justified” and which
“must make every human heart indignant,” he had recently received informa
tion from Brazil that allowed him to “GBfm” that these conditions had come to

an end. Seler had been (perhaps willingly) mislédlent interactions contin

ued for some years, and the Xokléng tribe, for example, was not “tamed” until
191023 Seler also presented Gensctiiumphant account of raising his adopt

ed daughter as evidence thatfstories about the sale of Indian children were
inaccurate, despite the fact that Gensdwn proclamation that his was an al
most singular achievement seems to belie Setd#ims?* Moreover the pre
ceedings also emphasized that both Seler and ethnologist Paul Ehrenreich took
direct issue with F&'s conclusions about Indian languages and about the trib

al origins of Gensck’adopted daughteattacking his scientific mistakes as a
way of undermining his moralistic pronouncemeftsey leave the reader with

the impression that the session concluded with a heated discussion of Indian
languages and the relationship between the Bugres Indians in Santa Catarina
and the Guayakis in Paraguay rather than the question of exterminating Indians
and the volatile pronouncements about the relationship between politics and
science.

Instead, the persistent reader learns that the question of this relationship be
tween politics and science was cleared up more directly (éinchhf) by the
president of the congressjilhelm Freiherr vonVeckbeckerlater that same
evening. During the closing sessitgckbecker returned to two questiongFri
had submitted to the association at the end of his talk. On the one hand, he re
garded the first, “whether or not the savages should be considered and treated
as people or as wild anima¥§"as ‘res judicata’ a point on which they were
already in agreement, and thus unworthy of “serious discussion.” On the other
hand, he noted that Ef$ assertion that it did not dignify the “cultural level of
our century” to allow this “modern form @bnquistato continue,” was “cer
tainly” a point which raised “the sympathy of all educated people, and espe

91 \erhandlungen des XVI. International&merikanisten-Kongsses|.XI —-LXIl.

92 Seler made copies of this pamphlet available to participants and it was later included as an
appendix to the proceedings. Ibid., LXI.

93 For a short listing of when particular tribes were subdued, see Ribeiro, “Btaditin Fron
tier.” For more graphic and detailed accounts of their elimination, see Hemfnirag,on Fontier,
459.

94 \erhandlungen des XVI Internationaleékmerikanisten-KongssesLXIl; Gensch, “Die
Erziehung eines Indianerkindes.” For the disheartening account of Mariad@ekischs reuni
fication with her family see Hemmingdmazon Fontier, 462.

95 Frig, “Volkerwanderung, Ethnographie und Geschichte der Konquista in Stdbrasilien.”
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cially Americanists, for the side of the Indians.” But it was primarily a question
of “humanity” and of the “inner politics of these particular states,” rather than
a “scientific question,” and therefore its consideration was “outside the com
petence of this congress.” €8 ugings that they call for an end to such abus
es had to be declineda point that gained ready agreement from the partici
pants?6

Yet Fric's outburst i'Vienna clearly struck a more sensitive chord than these
proceedings would have us belie¥éey received considerable coverage in
Berlin’s most important daili€¥, which vehemently denied his accusations
about the mistreatment of Indians and issued repeated attack€,dmd-ae
tions, and his abilities. Frivas denounced as a “Czech nationalist,” explained
away as a “fanciful idealist,” and criticized for “meddling in things that ab
solutely did not concern hin?2 The most favorable reports pointed to his “ide
alism,” “youth,” and “inexperience” as the reasons for his mistaken actions. But
no one supported hisgarment that scientists must address political or human
itarian issues when confronted with them while abroad, or his insistence that
ethnologists, as the people in Europe with the best knowledge of Soeth
ican Indians, should take it upon themselves to publicly protest such abuses.
Rather there was an overwhelming denial that such brutal conditions existed
and a general agreement in all the dailies that, as von den Stejoed,dthe
colonial-political absolutely does not belong in the forum of ftheericanist]
congress,>?and that even during the public discussions in Berlin, “two aspects
must be kept separate: Herr@sirelationship to the Berlin museum and the
Indian question in Santa Catarina, which for their part are to be divided into
scientific and colonial or ethical questiot8? Fri¢'s transgression, in other
words, led to a conscious construction, or at least generftmesdion, of the
border between the “scientific” and the “political.”

Indeed, theBerliner Tageblattresponded by issuing an editorial that ex
plained what they assumed was common knowledge: there were boundaries of
behavior within which ethnologists, as scientists, had to remain. Ethnologists
could, like everyone else, have political opinions that were critical of asstate’
actions, but because of their association with the international scientific com
munity, which drew its authority from its cosmopolitan charadtezse opin
ions could only be expressed in certain ways: “If§Fwanted to accuse the
German settlers of inhumane acts against the indigenous peoples, [he] should

96 \erhandlungen des XVI. International&merikanisten-KongssesLXIV.
97 Indeed, as von den Steinen later lamented, it gained far more public attention than the con
ference proceedings themselvesn den Steinen, “Fgiund kein Ende,” BTErste Beiblatt, no.
511, 7 Oct. 1908.
98 vZ, AbendAusgabe, no. 434, 15 Sept. 1908; Bldkendblatt, no. 471, 15 Sept. 1908;,BT
no. 471, 15 Sept. 1908.
99 Von den Steinen, “Fgiund kein Ende.” Cf. Eduard SeléEin letzteswort zur Fri-Sache,”
BT, no. 535, 20 Oct. 1908.
100 |pid.
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have taken these clyas to the Brazilian government, or included his assertions
objectively in the report over his research tdfHis link to claims of scien

tific objectivity, they made cleashould have guaranteed his political neutral
ity. Scientists could certainly voice political or moral opinions, but not in pub
lic. Ratherthey should be expressed in private letters to local governments, or
in travel reports, as Krihad written earlier in hi§lobuspublications, but
which very few people had ever rett.

The critical subtext to all of these discussions, accusations, and slurs is that
when Frt blurred the border between colonial politics and anthropology
threatened the moral economy of this science. Indeed, he jeopardized the au
thority of “science” on which so much of ethnologigisdfessional identities
were based. For this reason, von den Steinen strongly emphasized that the di
vision between politics and science must be maintained (this despite his own
references to experiencing a kind of “paradise” among the Indians of South
America and his epithet as a “warm-hearted friend of the Indid#%Any
breach of this tenet was threatening to the entire science of anthrqpmogy
cause if one collector became an outspoken political critic, then the willingness
of local authorities to allow other collectors in their midst or to support-scien
tific efforts in an attempt to enhance their own reputations would, in many
cases, disappedimilarly, if a scientific conference became a political forum
where non-scientific questions could be fielded and entertained, then these fo
rums would be opened up to non-specialists, and the privileged spaces of sci
ence invaded, as the public interventions into this debate madeSdesmtists
would lose control over their own meetings and their authority over their fields
of knowledge if they did not dictate the topics and the means of discussion dur
ing their meetingd®* Consequentlybecause the division between science and
politics preserved as much as it limited their authpitityas in the scientists’
best interest to respect and reinforce this divisitre. politics of their science
made it clear that maintaining these rules of separation worked to everyone’
advantage, as confirmed by the reactions from colonists, coloficibist
colonial associations, the Foreignficé, museum directors, tienericanists,
and the many voices in Berlgtailies. Everyone with a stake in this division
seemed to understand its meritgveryone except Hii

101 BT, no. 471, 15 Sept. 1908.

102 Fri¢ had already done this in both of his 1906 publications (as had von den Steinen in his
report on the second Xingu expedition) with no complaint from the museums, the Forfagn Of
or German colonists, indicating the degree to which such action might hae@nret, “Eine
Pilcomayo-Reise in den Chaco Centralerto Vojtéch Fric and Paul Radin, “Contribution to the
Study of the Bororo IndiansJournal of the Royahnthropological Institute36:382-406.

103 Anita HermannstadtefKarl von den Steinen und die Zingu-Bevolkerung. ¥¥ahrneh
mung und Darstellung Fremder Kulturen in der Ethnographie des 19. JahrhurBaetssler
Archiy, N. E Bd. XLIV/2 (1996):1-26.

104 For more general discussion of this point see Daston, “The Moral Economy of Science.”
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ON BIOGRAPHIES AND DISCIPLINARY HISTORY

It is tempting to see the case oftras simply one in which a strange, erratic,
and poorly trained individual behaved badly and was quickly censored for his
actions. But this overlooks the political and social meaning of anthropologists’
inaction and the moral limitations that professionalization placed on these in
dividuals even as they promoted, at least rhetoricalbelf-conscious cultural
pluralism. It also allows the peculiarities of this individaddiography to dis

tract us from the importance of this historical moment. If we were to pursue bi
ographyit might also be tempting to paint Eds a hero, important less for his
intellectual contributions to the discipline than his willingness to challenge the
immorality of imperial conquesThe precedents are already there. Much like
Joseph Conrad, who lived as a Pole under Russian imperialigntgd-could

be termed “a hyphenated white mdfi®He was a Czech nationalist working

for German science in southern Brazil and, not unlike the Irish nationalist Roger
Casement, whose Putumayo report and revelations about the Congo caused
such a stir in civilized circles, he was unwilling to tolerate the violence that oth
ers rationalized because of its link to “progre$¥.Fri¢’s own ambiguous re
lationship to empire, we mightgue, made him particularly critical of the am
biguities he exposed in the heart of anthropalagyd that makes him an
interesting footnote in the history of empire.

But in terms of the history of anthropology as a discipline, and European his
tory in general, it is the reactions to this incident more thansFactions them
selves that are ultimately the most suggesfiitie.great irony in the caseAif-
berto Vojtéch Fric is that this one misguided, eccentric, and controversial
adventurer did more for the plight of Brazilian Indians than the combired ef
forts of all the professional ethnologists who frequented Brazil around the turn
of the century®” The emphasis of themericanist Conference iienna had
been strongly geared toward Brazil. Franz Hethper director o¥iennas lage
ethnographic museum had set up an exhibition of singular artifacts collected
some seventy years earlier by Johann Natterer during his eighteen-year trip
through Souti\merica, as well as an extensive collection Heger had just pur
chased from Baroeza de Loreto in Brazil. Four Brazilian learned societies were
also represented at the congress, including the Centro de Ciéncias, Letras e
Artes de Campinas, S&o Paulo, which later took on a prominent role in the fight
for the protection of Brazilian Indians. For Brazilian delegates, the contrast be
tween the exhibits-which Heger stressed during an opening presentation were
much more complete than anything that might be assembled from the devas

105 pratt,Imperial Eyes213.

106 MichaelTaussig, “Culture oTerro—Space of Death. Roger Casemeutumayo Report
and the Explanation dforture,” Comparative Studies of Society and Higt(i984):46797.

107 Speaking out against abuses could be mdeetidfe when it was done by less erratic indi
viduals. Roger Casemesithillingness to detail the atrocities committed by companies harvesting
rubber in Soutmerica is one example. lbid., 473.
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tated groups of Indians still in Brazitand the discussions generated by,Fri
made the degradation of indigenous cultures at the hands of European “prog
ress” vividly cleart©8

Moreover Fri¢'s pronouncements Wienna quickly made their way into the
Brazilian press, which initiated a public debate on the Indian question. Nativist
elements seized the Erncident as an &ctive means to pit themselves against
the German colonists, and they gained considerable emotional support for their
political agendas by defending “their Indians” against the colonists and de
nouncing Fit's treatment at the hands of “the Germaibé nativistsefforts
were also facilitated by the fact that@si biggest critic within Brazi§ scien
tific circles was the director of the Paulista Museum in S&o Paulo, Hermann von
Ihering, a German immigrant who called for the support of the “Indian hunters”
and justified the colonistefforts at extermination during heated public debates
by pointing to NorttAmerican policies and the actions of the German military
during the Herero war3he nativists were able to portray Ihering as “too cold
ly scientific in his reasoning to see the moral implications” of the coloaists’
tions and to use this as a means to juxtapose their warm, Brazilian culture with
the coldness of the German scientists, who only regarded the Indians as sub
jects to be classified and nuisances to be elimin@teds, in many ways, His
actions opened up a space for contestation and unleashed a debate in which
Brazilians increasingly gued that the treatment of indigenous peoples needed
to be governed by moral principles rather than simple expediency and,-accord
ing to David Stauder, this debate led directly to the establishment of Bsazil’
Indian Service in 1918° So the Fi§ incident turns out to have been an im
portant footnote in the history of Brazil as well.

Most important, howevers the way in which these debates in Brazil make
the absence of similar debates in Europe all the more striking. Instead- of pub
lic alguments among th&mericanists, F@'s revelations provoked a unani
mous refusat-both from the scientists at tveenna conference and the gen
eral public in Berlir—to even participate in a discussion of the fate of Beazil’
Indians or their treatment at the hands of German colofilsis absence is crit
ical; it reveals one aspect of the politics of anthropology in the age of empire:
silence was an important part of the Faustiagdiaranthropologists made with
their society Moreovey the debates that did take place among Germans about
Fri¢'s improprieties illustrate another aspect of those same politics: German
anthropologists believed that creating and enforcing pointedly ambiguous re
lationships with their subjects was politically necessary and publicly sanc
tioned—and in this case they were rigihe rhetoric harnessed by a range of
participants in these public discussions confirms that this ambiguity was rein
forced, and indeed demanded, by other scientists and the more general public

108 Staufer, “The Origin and Establishment of Brasgilndian Service,” 50.
109 |pid., 64, 77.
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who, like so many Europeans around the turn of the centeng torn between
their romantic moral standards and their material géélallaying that ten
sion and securing ethnologisfg’'ofessional positions not only required that
Fric be policed but that the boundaries delimiting ethnologiskavior be
reafirmed and made cleaand that is essentially what took place at the con
ference and in the press.

There were, of course, solid intellectual reasons for German ethnologists’
conscious detachment from their subjettsese scientists were driven by the
conviction that “the homogenizing power of civilization” could not be stopped,
and by their desire to preserve as much information as possible about what they
termed “the multiplicity of humanity” before European expansion destroyed it
completely** They believed that these scientific goals had to take precedence
over any others, and they recognized that a moralistic defense of any group of
indigenous people would ultimately undermine thefmtsf2 Their rational
ization remained, in other words, that one small moralistic gain might easily
lead to a tremendous scientific Id48.

What makes this incident most distressing, howesehat the German eth
nologists who so adamantly refused to allow colonialist politics to disrupt their
scientific pursuits in 1908 drew on a strong, liberal-humanist tradition running
back throughAlexander von Humboldt to at least Johann Gottfried Herder
Their liberal politics directly éécted the ways in which they pursued their sci
ence, pushing them away from racial models and cultural hierarchies as they
built their ethnological theories as well as their ethnographic mus€dmat
while this intellectual trajectory may have encouraged them to ponder cultural

110 On this tension of empire séatoinette Burton, “From Child Bride to ‘Hindoo Lady’:
Rukhmabai and the Debate on Sexual Respectability in Imperial Britamgtican Historical Re
view 103, 4 (1998):119-46; cf. Cooper and StoleiBetween Metropole and Coloriy

1 |t is worth noting that this desire to collect information from such “primitives,” as well as
the willingness to disregard their fate once it is collected, can still be seen. See, for example, Ri
cardoVentura Santos, “Indigenous Peoples, Postcolonial Contexts and Genomic Research in the
Late 20thCentury: A View from Amazon (1966-2000),” Critique of Anthropology 22, 1
(2002):81-104.

12 They could, howevercondemn the treatment of colonized subjects for economic reasons
and in favor of geopolitical concerns, which they often did in an attempt to gain more support for
their eforts. See, for example, Gepmhilenius, “Die Arbeiterfrage in der Sidsee(lobus
LXXVII, 5 (1900):69-72.

13 This rationalization was not limited to Germans in Brazil but was shared by many-anthro
pologists across Europe and the United States. It is also worth noting that it was only in 1998 that
theAmericanAnthropologicalAssociation issued a statement in their code of ethics that “Anthro
pological researchers have primary ethical obligations to the people, species, and materials they
study and the people with whom they wofkese goals can supersede the goal of seeking new
knowledge.” For reflections on this move, see David HUnsimas Skull Vrs: Kennewick Man,
Archeologyand the Battle for Native Identifilew York: Basic Books, 2000).

114 Seeinter alia Benoit Massin, “FronVirchow to Fischer: Physicainthropology and ‘Moel
ern Racéerheories’in Wilhelmine Germany in G. Stocking, ed.Volksgeist as Method and Ethic
79-154; andWoodruf D. Smith, Politics and the Sciences of Cukuin Germany 18401920
(NewYork: Oxford University Press, 1991).
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pluralism and to search empathetically for themselves in the lives and goals of
the peoples they studiétf; it made them no more pluralistic in practidée
politics of professionalizing their science and themselves and thus gaining the
international authority they desired (which was built on another long intellec
tual tradition of distancing oneself from the inevitability of world hist8f§/)
silenced them politically and left their successors with an overwhelming con
viction that they were unable to d¢tAnd this was critical-ethnologistspro-
fessional success required them to remain aloof from the brutalities they wit
nessed in the Conradian universe of frontier zones and listen to the public for
the directions they should turn. It demanded that their relationships with their
subjects remain fundamentally ambiguous, and because of these self-imposed
limitations, it fell on an individual who was ntanal to the profession to speak

out and dkect changeThe open secret about German anthropology was that
this apolitical science served a variety of political agendas. Indeed, this politi
cal relationship explains why the maintenance of German anthropslogy’
mative codes went well beyond the disciplinary community

15 Seeinter alialvan Kalmar “The Vélkerpsychologie of Lazarus and Steinthal and the-Mod
ern Concept of Culture Journal of the Histoy of Idea48 (1987):67290.

116 While it comes as no surprise that Charles Darwin would pronounce the inevitability of
“primitive” people’s demise, we should also bear in mind that such attitudes were shared by men
like Alexander von Humboldt as well. See, for example, Harry Liebersohn, “Images of Monarchy:
Kamehameha | and tiat of Louis Choris,” inDouble \sion: Art Histories and Colonial Histo
ries in the PacificNicholasThomas and Diane Losche, eds. (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1999), 4464, here 47.

17 Considey for example, the fate of Joesley Powell as discussed in Jaéincent, An-
thropology and Politics: igions, Taditions, and Tends(Tucson: University ofArizona Press,
1990), 45-56.



