THE SOCIOLOGY OF NON-WESTERN SOCIETIES AT T=  AMSTERDAM

UNIVERSITY'
-Jan Breman.

When I started my studies at the University of BAssterdam, the

3

social sciences had agreed on a, clear-cut division oZ the world.

S

Anthropology, still split between ethnology and etk-zzraphy, was

es'., Iz was a label

’._l

entrustad with the study of 'primitive peop

dzting back to the 19th century which had already :sne out of
fashion to be replaced by tribal cultures or similar m:re polished
teXms sucn as non-literate, small-scale or non-complsy socleties.
Scciolegy was supposed to concern itself with invesiigating the
struccurs, culture and .institutions of our own sco cf mankind
ne West. The Netherlznads was said to exemso’.ii the type
< socierv to be found on either side of the Atlantic :-zzan (North
Zrarica and West Europe), or elsewhere but arguably sharing the
tage. Whether Central, Zast and Southern Zur:irs should bhe
ded n this ‘'western' classzification was a matizr of debate.
Buz even 1f they were incorporated of these lands, =:1z bene the
cradle of Greco-Roman civilization, that did not chzanzs the fact
that the majority of mankind fell outside the anchrovological-

sociological watershed. These were peoples belonginz to large-

' Dedicated to the memory of Wim Wertheim (1::7-1998), a
scholar of the 20th century. ‘
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literate and highly stratified state Zormations,

ot

distinguished from western society by their distinctiy non-urban

and pre 1ndustr1a1 patterns of llfe and work The‘comoletion of

;he ﬁvoéess of decolonlzatlon 'in the mid-twentieth cbdbury marked
the bsginning of an era in which western social{scicnces in The
J
Metherlands turned their back bp the newly-emerged ration-states
2a tr= non-western world. These extra-European socclizties became
-=2 =zudy object of <2 sociology of non-wesIsrn peoples
Trnis new discipline, reprassated by W. Vertheim at zznz Univerity
=% Lmzzerdam since 1947, was unigue to the social =:zisznce agenda
im trhz Netherlands. Its Inception was due to tohz unexpected

ez ¢F indology, & smudy programmé providimg acalizris tyalning

o]

Srx ar-wy into tne colenizl civil service. As th=s orocess of

—rav- Traxfassion became oblsclate. Prior to their defizizion as non-
wzzters, it had been consiizrad launching them undex
slentzl social studiaos. Frolicessor J.H. Zoske of the Trniersity of
_zfder olaved a preominenc zole in these deliberaticnz. Boek was
—~= w=_--known found=r of The economic dualism thec:.. accordin
Shpeiads there was a Iundamental difrergnce c2zween  the
institutional frameworks oI Vest and Fast. His c<oolleague at
Leiden, G. W. Locher, amplified that the term 'Oriencai’' should be
understood as meaning breadly the jorld outside Eurcr=a. The two

colleagues at the Unitersity of

scholars, together with

Utrecht, where training in indology had also been bhass3, agreed to



set up an oriental social studies programme, only deciZiing at the
i

last moment to change the name to non-western. That al-=zration was
nspired by the realization in Leiden that it might not be a good

1dea to focus almost exolu51vely on- Indone51a while " quecht on

the other hand wanted to express the on-going academic 1nterest
l

in the Caribbean rggion, site of the remainder of the ;Dutch

colonial empire.
Non-western was the mutually-agreed solution. In 1952 == Minister

of Education agreed to the insertion into the Academiz Statute of

a non-wastern programme of social studies that would -oncentrate

cn cthe problems of countries undergoing a process oI zzcelerated
davelopment. The ministerial decision was motivated by
tha vast expertise of the Netherlands in dealing wizh the
_ife-styles and capabilities for development of {rizntal
veoples, and the firm belief that scientific knewlzige gained
over the course of centuries should not allowed =1 go to

waste. (Policy statement cited in Kloos 1988: 137
The orisntalist bias which had formed the basis of ths z:-lonialist
civiliging mizsion, also became the starting zoint Z:r a second
round, egually gulsed ethically based, which came - be known
developnent policies. Within that framework, the contliniing study
of societal progress under western leadership madz oy former
'natives', was launched early in the post-colonial era.

This was not the manner, however, in which Wertheiz fulfilled
his task at the University of Amsterdam. His programme oZ teaching

and research revolved around the idea that the freeacz struggles



that had led to national independence were primarily =2 result of

internally determined dynamics and expressed the craving for

further social emanc1patlon whlch had been ruthlessL/ suppressed

= _— -

under colonlal rule. Werthelm reached thlS dlssentlng conclus:.onj

in the course of hls profe531onal career in the Netherlands Indies

t

(1931-46) . His critical appralsal of the colonial situation

evolved efter his appointmentja at the youthful acge of 28, as
Professor at the Law College in erstwhile Batavia, »ut matured
introspectively during his imprisonment under Japanesszz occupation
:2-45) . The former colony in Southeast Asia figursZ orominently

(19
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in the Amsterdan's academic study programme until == 1960s. In

acddition to scociology and modern history taught by z-theim, his

students had to attend classes given by C.Tj. Berzling on 'the
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eality among primitives, the ethnography c? the social

life c¢f peoples in the Malayen archipelago and z:zzulturation

preblems" - extremely boring and thoroughly outdatsZ Dy student
standards of theose days. In contrast, Wertheim had z Zascinating
and cconiemporaneous repertoire, for example on I=zian urban

sociolegy, and his animated presentation made him r:ioular among
his students. He resolutely distanced himself from azv nostalgia

0s did not

(91

on colo:ialism,rand his pro-Indonesian stance in the >3
endear him to Dutch poliey makers and the jingois:t w»ress. The
Netherlands Intelligence Agency (BVD) kept close and czreful watch
on Wertheim after he became chairman of the lzft-oriented
Netherlands-Indonesia Association. The antipathy that his name

aroused among the political right increased when, tecgether with
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. _He attested to his radicalism as leading editor of.the

monthly De nieuwe stem (The New Voice.) His leftist opinions on

social issues, however, did not prevent him from maintiaining

cordial relations and collaboration with his former colleagues in

the colonial service and the prison camp,

who remalned

faithful to

ftarilier beliefs and sentiments.
Trz-ks to this old-bhoy network, it was possible t:z zublish an
TETrl 1 B language series Exlpeted Srudlies o:¢ Trdonesia,
rzoresenting a cared selecton amongst earlier &ni reputable
worsz py Dutch schola This =xcellent and timely izlzlative, of
fter e 2 o7 foundi:g father, was 1intendsl o attrac:s
foEsdgin scholérs #o =0 far had shem little soEweskt Lo
nhoneslan studles . The gerigs helpsd to Dermizstes k2 igelstigs
soZZered by research into the Indonesian scociety while 2till undex
co_oomias rule. Usrthe, vaved the way by coatinuing ts cublish his
erymaErdny worlk An. Baeldsh his achieving exy rsure whlich
srought him inverrationa rencm a lon II:T was noc
znared, and often justl so, by most of his colleagues
Viertheim based teaching commitment in ths oh5
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wnich he resided alone whilst the other waé occupxied 7 one staff
rezmber, a part-time secretary and a few student-assistants. I
became one of the latter in 1959 at an annual salary oﬁ 600
g;Jilrée'_r'-s.‘:.‘ At ‘thé_ time i‘ny lt-jo;'s;"nf.ras starting to éxpaﬁd'hi-s,‘.iﬁtefést'
in Asian affairs .to areas far distant from Indonesia. On his way
to thaté country, having acceptéd an invitation to becorneﬁ Visiting
Professor at the Agricultural University of Bogor for the academic
rear 1956-57, Uertheim spent some time in South Asia vhere he had
:2ver been before. His first trip to India in partizilar, a few

vezars later facilitated the fieldwork by some of z2 graduate

he supsrvised. That option was attractiwz in view of

tne deteriating relationship betwesen The Netherlanis and its
Inormer colony. Sukarno's Indonesia was no longer xs==n to host

Zuzch scholars, even when they belonged to a youncsr generation
unzainiad ny what had havpened in the past

tortheim made sgeveral field trips accompanied by stulznts of the
Lgricultural University of Bogor, going to villages iIn various
marts of Java in order to study the condition iz which the

workad and lived. His investigative meth formed a

)
fh

wajor break with the way in which colonial officizls formerly
carried out their rural surveys (Wertheim 1992: 37).7 This
persconal experience convinced him  of the importance of

anthropolegical fieldwork and this became the type of empirical

a review of colonial research practices, see Geertz
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rzsesarch which he imposed on his students.
tmen I departed for India for the first time in 1961 to carry out

rural research it was not even a matter of debate that I should_

. ';'

-base mfself 1n a-peesant locallty These years ‘weré thn hlgh tlde
oﬁ village studies conducted in all parts of the non-western
werld. Wertheim érasped the opportunity to visit me 'in the field'
together with his wife, a schoiar in her own right‘who was his
devoted companion at home and abroad. I had jusZ started my
rzsszrch and arranged to receive the elderly couple iz a village
cloze tTo my fieldwork locality in  South Gujarzz. This was
T iaen d whene T the right choice: the Wertheims' czen-hearted

behaviour, partly due to lack of familiarity with accsctzd dos and

donts in their interaction with members of high anZ _w castes,

szanly Irpressed or ratﬁer shocked my wvillage hosts. Whnsnever I
Taner submitted a new chapter of my thesis, the Wertzsims never
gov tired of telling me what had struck them during their short
suay 2n the remote hinterlands of Gujarat.That was =z creat deal
ana some effort was needed to ensure that these imgrszzsions did
ot harden into rigid stereotypes.

"hile Wertheim became a strong advocate of anthropological

[fieldwork, practicioners of that discipline signallsd that they
wanted to cover a broader terrain. The University of Amsterdam
again set the trend in this respect as became clear when A.J.F.

“inhen succeeded J.J. Fahrenfort. The latter had been a hard-core



srnnologist ﬁpo rarely left hia, study to wventure 770 the real

world, and had never visited the abodes of his ‘oprimitives'.

Kobben, app01nted at ayoung age, distinguished himrs 1f from his

'predecessor by actually conductlng fieldwork and alco by d01ng it
in a peasant village of West Africa rather than in a tribal
society. Kdébben érased the term primitive from the anthropological

encyclopedia and declared that cultural anthropology zhould extend

to the study of all non-western peoples, irrespeczive of size

(small or large-scale), or their degree of social ¢iZZsrentiation
{morz= vEersus isss complex) . But wWas the zizission of
anthircoologists to that wider arena not blocksd by thz presence of

non-western sociologists in the same field? Under

chocsing but sharing', Xobben proposed a division -I the spoils
wneresy ke and his colleagues would focus on tragizion, whilst
nmon-western sociologists would concentrate, &35 was z_rzady their
inciination, onthe newly-emerging sccial formazizns (RKobben
1964<a) . =Obben realized, howevar, that such a divisi:z would not
be =zszv to adhere to. In his ovm dissertation he comc=3zd that he

had arrived "too late" in that sense, since the youn: b&ys in his
fieldwork wvillage much pre red to play football =zzzn to take
part in the traditional dances (Kdbben 1955: 12). Iz reacting to
this reasoning Wertheim did not insist on fixed boundzriss bstween
his own Chair (of non-western sociology) and that.of =iz dimmediate

colleague (of anthropology) in Amsterdam. Instead, he -oncentrated

his critique on the tendency of {(western) sociologis:zs to assume



cir conceptual apparatus, theory and resgarcn =zthodology,
which was based on the study of their own type of sccizty in past
and present, would also apply without further gqualification to the
study'efAdon;western_socieﬁieé'(Wertheim‘1964:.iééi7)2i~"

Vertheim and Kﬁbben worked cloeely'together during the 1950s and
early;19605, a team effort from which their ' students benefited.
Although -they differed 1in opinion on many issuss, including

politics, their cordial relations continued until tzZsy agreed to

Sisagree 3in the 1960s about the need to democratize the academic
=zs-ablistment and on how to respond to the student reo-z_tL.

Tne fusion of cultural anthropology and non-vesI=¥n socioloay

i= a joint course of studies was accentuated by ths ZIscision to
znare a bpuilding on one of 2Zmsterdam's canals. = separat:ioen
maTwaen the pariners might have occurred if non-wes:Isr: sociology

i- Amwsterdam had converted to the sociology of develczmant. IT was
c=rzainly no coincidence that such a converslion ifound Tich greater
zugport at  the University of Leiden and the Acricultural

University of Wageningen. Non-western sccliology hal otriginated,

all, in the academic training of civil servants or policy

atIer a
awperts for a large variety of colonial agencizs. Although

viert heim did not Jjudge the impact of c¢olonial rulzs solely in
negative terms, he did not favour a prolonged wester: Dresence in
former colonies, in the guise of development aid. In Zis opinion,

the societal stagnation that had come about in the Asian world due



“o co_onial rule in p?ccedlpg centuries, had now czzz to an%end

and srould not be prolonged under a new gulse. He maintained that

not gu*dance and survelllance from out51de, but social forces fromﬁ

rwithin ‘and .from below,l already‘ expressed in the sbruggle for
national liberation, would be the mainspring in shaping a new and
better future. Timeéand again he voiced his scepticism about the
underlying motives as well as Lhe results of western aid. Mainly
for that reason he shied away from the idea of schooling his
students to become development practitioners.

ertheim did not want to sever the ties wit: {western)

zociology but rather tried to strengthen them, an sndeavour in

wnich e had the sympathy of some of his collezziss at the
Tniverzity of Amsterdam, e.g. A.N.J. den Hollander anz 2. Hofstraz,

n thelr studies cf western society, were less rzrochial than

T2 maority of their colleagues. Themes that showed
~i2d o promote a more comparatlve perspective wers llustrated
o his narticipation in a sociclogical workshop on thz phenomenon

zZ corriprvion (Wertheim 1961). Some of his students Z2llowed in

fiooststepns and in 1957 persuaded the editors ol :the leading

I
n

zlomal Jjournal Socioloagische Gids to publishi two 'non-

nrelas
zstern:' issues =2ach year. The Zmsterdam-based initiazcrs belonged

o the vounger generation of non-western sociologists, but were
given 'the immediate and warm support by their anthropological
Iriends. The disciplinary boundaries between n.w.s. and c.a. faded
evenfurther as it became .obvious that the traditicn-modernity

coposition was not a viable way to operationalize thelir exclusive

10
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tags. Other attempts were equally upsuccessful in deliz=zating the

e/
At

respective fields: cultural versus social; micro wv2rsus mMmacro;
pure versus apglied" research. Non-western sociologistsr in. The
Netherlands Havéfﬁéver"méﬂageajfg-ééfiﬁeféhéi}?own éiscipliﬁé.inf
unambiguousiy stéted ﬁerms. Most holders of Chairs in non-western
sociology at a Dutch university managed to avoid formuizting their

agenda with precision. J.W. Schoorl was an exception ‘21 the sense

that he made an attempt to reach a clear operational Zormula. In
1135 zesarch for the disciplinary identity of non-wester- socioclogy,
thiz professor at the Free (i.e. Protestant) Univsrsity 1n

ercam prioritized the study of the modernization Zrocess. He
was unable to ignore the fact, however, that anzzropologists
growing linteres in the phenomrenon of acoilturation.

Schoorl also made himself vulnerable by his vaguenc:z:z regarding

CRe R SRR N ML phiCEet 18 o2

tnz deomarcation between non-western and western socicl:irs, all the

mora so because there was a strong overlap in his uzzge of the
tzrms modernization and Westernization (Schoorl 1874). 211 in all,

e old classifications of the wvarious disciplinzs Dbecame

©
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Pzrtinent questions were also asked r
as an all-inclusive category. Didn't this unifying comcsot suggest
a degree of homcgeneity which understated the vast strioctural and

cultural diversity that existed outside the weszzrn world?

1]

dNevertheless, the nomenclature ‘'sociology of non-westsrn people

)

found general acceptance and dissenting voices were =ot raised

when the discipline was given legitimacy standing by inclusion in

11



“h= 1*Q%CM1C Statute of 1963. ver }9111 did not 3zzx exemption
hen, as a conseguence, his chalr was given a new _zase of life
uncder the title of 'the Sociology and Modern..His:ury of Non-
_T,-Iés‘gern Pg‘oplé"s',_' pa_ri_;icul_alyr 1n Sog;c_h arid_-Sout;_héais-&:}_‘—.si_a"._Z‘"_'It__-'is

interesting to note that Kébben's chair was likewissz renamed as

'the Cultural Anhropology and Sociology of Non-Westszzn Peoples'

with that partial parallelism the two Amsterdamzsrs signalled
thelr intention to fuse their fields of study in orz znd the same
acadznic programme. The spirit of the time forced Yzrtheim and

chers to use trne term 'Third World' as an operz:zional device

o =_ucidate that =»is analyses dealt with the I

socizszies beyond the industrialized and urbanized Tzst. To the
basz of my knowledcz, however, he never spoke ot Third World

znd he waz 2ven less resceptive towards tiz new name of

'@erelopment sociolesy' vhich had become Zashionabls iz the 1960s
and ~3%70s5. Rather zthan conceding to this time-bouni apartheid,
fler-r=im was inspired by a theoretical framework tIzz emphasized
the Iincreasing inceorporation into a global orzizr. n  his
farvefic=ien to Tvelution and Revolution; The Ri=‘rvx Waves of
Tmarcisation, he formulated this idea with a plea f:ir 2 sociology

of a wastern and non-western 'World on the Move' (197°:13).
Against the background of this farreaching ambiti:z, Wertheim

acknowledged that a certain degree of regional =srg:=cialization

remained unavoidable. A research agenda that incluli:l the vhole

12
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world could easily become superficial Conversslv, to giy2

unconditional primacy to area studies might resuit in insular

scholarship at the cost of gaining deeper understanding of more

general regularltiesflln 'pr0cesses of soc;etal transformatlon._

Wertheim trled to steer a middle course between the need to
articulate historicai continuity and the spec;zlc“ cultural
identity of the society in qd%stion on the one hznd, and the
search for more general validity by contextualisizng time and
space-pound analyses in a more comparative framework.

He did not compromise on his personal interssz in Aslan
ies but shifted his empnasis more and more towsr2s China. A

first study tour in 1957 was followed by several othsrs, in 1564,

1970-71 and 1979 respectively. These were all rathsr short trips

cinzz  tha C(Chirese authorities refusaed to 1ssus oT=2rmits ToO
favairmers for visits of longer duration, and rejsciz=d repeated
regussts to be allowed to conduct rural or urban reszzzxch. There
was no ewception to this rule even for scholars such zs Wertheim,
o wera  sympathetic to the words and deeds = the new
roUolutionary regimei e reported his findings in =z number otf

assays whose teror was invariably quite positive. XZis favourable
czassment of the general progess made since the cemmunist take-
cver in 1949 was at that time shared by many Asla wzzcnhers, both
professionals and non-professionals. That propitisus opinion
should be understood in light of the mcod of pessimisn prevailing
scholarly publications on ths appareﬁt stagnation -r even fall

11

in living standards in the South 2asian subcontinent and the

[
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2lnneast Aslan arcaipelago. The prominent Swedisid z-onomist-cum-

{n

sclologist Gunnar Myrdal elaborated on this gloomy appraisal in

his Asian_Drama: An Enquiry into the Poverty. of Nations. -In  that

three-volume work with its ominous title, Myrdal did not comment
at all on political, social and economic conditions in China, but

argued his case by referring mainly to the anything but promising

A
state of affairs in India. His treatise was not the only example
of a study which praised the accomplishments of socizlist China
implicitly or explicitly while iIndia's record since Independence

w&is CGowngraaded. Wertheim's reputation came in 2~ critical

azpraisal not so much becauss of the hope and truz: which he

sncwed during the 1960s and 1970s in his optimistic --ew of the
Great Leap Forward in China. Fer nmore damaging was -z steadfast
refuzal o) retract his cariier writings once It hecama
increasingly  clear <that the Zfacade of esmancipaticmconcealed

WMEroUs pisnomana énd problems that, even retrospectivaly, should

have  alsrted him  to the nesd for major and Sondamental

vezsrvanions as to the ruthless and mecharnistic mannsr +ith which
tie Jocuring of socialism was put into practice. At trks =4d of his

o]
g
=
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long liZa, Vertheim did marginally recant on his earlizs- £aj
the path o Chinese socialism. Not without qualification, however,
“nd also without adequate explanation of why he chose o persist

in his earlier views'. Wertheim and his wife were bpath badly

vertheim's last book Third vorld Whence and Whither? (1997),
s criticism of the Mao model but his critique concerned
actice rather than the gospel.

14



cism, more i the media
.
rathsx than in the profession, to which they were supjszzed in The

fi

aZZcscted by the sometimgs vitrolic crit

Netherlands during the 1970s and basically to the vzry end of

their lives. T R L e T

%hat &gifique; aithough' eséentiaiiy uﬁaerstandablé, wés
biaséd to tﬁe extent that it often disregarded Wertheim's incisive
and ;elentless denouncement of the military takeuovefrin Indonesia
in 1965, and of the ruthless authoritarian nature, alzthough pro-

western, of the New Order regime that was installed. Zs was one of

the Iirst to draw public attention to the persecuticn of people

suspected of leftist sympathies. The rounding-up of 2.7 50 called
supversive forces ended in a massacre, during which z- estimated

million oneople or more were killed, while an even _zargsr number

== n=2ld in detention often without trial. Viertheim =nzload to set
o e Incdonesia Committes higg) The Netherlancas p g 19468,

il

surnzeguently becoming 1ts chairman. It is indisputazl’lsz that the

2 iRl LR

he wrote were instrumental 2 changing

2f Suharto and his cronies to a growing awzrzness that

tnav mrioritized their own private interests in runninz the state
an2 sconomy. I would conclude by observing that comments on
im's contributions to public and scholarly <&zhates are
largely coloured by the political views co¢f the cormentators.
However the balance 1s tilted, it would be only fair to consider

tne various dimensions of his parti prig in debating socilal issues

in hoth national and international atfairs. 2zhind his

15



revolitionary <mage Vartheim always behaved as an crdzarly man who

took nis civic dutles very seriously. In the intrcduction to his

path- Dreaklng study The moral economv of the Deasanu (1976) Jim

Scott expressed hls admlratlon for and afflnlty w1tn terthelm,'énd

has oiten narrated how, at the end of a visit to the i'ertheim home
’ I

in Wageningen, Wim took him to the bus stop They were animatedly
discussing peasant wars in the twentieth century when Jim started

to cross the road without heeding the red signal. Wiz grabbed his

arm &~d reprimended him, saying that he was settinc z zzad example

To tex2 one's degree under Wertheim was considereZ 2 be guite

orestizious, mainly due to his ability to proviiz more than

adequate and inspiring :supervision on the road towz=risz the Fh.D.

lefanc2. He refused to be placed on a pedestal and 212 nof select

sost-graduate students on the basis of their willingn=ss to follow
nis line of thinking; instead, he allowed them to =zx= thelr own

choicse and to select tha paradigm with which they feouni themselves

2

eaz2. The scope for manosuvrr that he insistsl thay shoul
=yercis2 was the rezson why S0 many of the vyounzzsr scholars
trained by him became senior staff members In university

departments in The Netherlands and abroad. Notwithzzznding his

enormous productivity, sustained even after his rzzirement in

1974, Wertheim received few Dutch awards and distinc-i>rm3 for his

16



of formal recognition =ZzZ much to do
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w7ith his reputation of going against the grain - anti-colonial in

_the traumatic process of decolonization, a poiitical deviant

durlng the’ Cold War Ta: stubborn advocate for Ma013t Chlna even
when the tide ofrsympath% had already turned - which caused an
embarrassing . lack of resﬁonse -among his own countrvmen to the
cuality and originality of hié publications. The I-ternational
enown that he acquired during a long career found e:rzrsssion 1in a
vy sizeable and broad-based network of contacts. Zis pioneering

Trdonesian Societv in Transition: A Studv in Social Th=nge, first

nlishad Zn 1956, immediately became a scciclogizzil textbook,

setting a new trend in that it marked a break wiz:i a colonial

Imnarivance that stressad the excepticnaliss of Asilan
stvmnddeaibdon . The basic argument Was that o= so-called

yEaedsasms of FHege copnrries in their societal mazz-up had much
o do wizn their subordination and discriminaticz within the

szrtern of colonial rule. With this book Wertheim izstired social

avientisres 3In Indonesia <€o instill & o¥e ERESIE504s, 16358
suroeantryic  imagination into thely reconstruction oI past and

crtheim  was never elected as Hex cZ the Royal

Academy of Arts and Sciences, a necl:c:t which he
chare vitn many other eminent social scientists. A cautious
sounding many vyears ago made it clear that the =zzrd of the

therlands Sociological and Anthropological Association would not
celcome a proposal to nominate Werthelm as a Distinguished Fellow.

reovar the Beard of the Royal Institute of Linruistics and
logy which in recent times has granted honora membership
1

lous senior scientists, never found reason T2 give that
istinction to Wertheim as well.
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prezent. That contribution, and his unwaverirnz support oL

- . 8 b - 3 .

Gizsidents who could not participate in public debatz in their own

country under military dictatorship, made Wertheim into a major

“figure among.the younger generation-.of Indonesian students and

scholars. In 1987 he celebrated his eightieth birthday surrounded
i i i

by youngsters from Indonesia, who seized this intimate opportunity

to express their respect and affection.

In his work, the social scientist Wertheim signalled in his work

the end of orientalist scholarship that had for s> long been
domirant in Th2 Netherlands vis a vis Asia and the smira-Zuropean
vorld at large. The significance of his contribuzica was once

more made clear to me in the context of a wvisit I 1877 to a

research  institute in the Gangetic plain of Nerzzsrn India.

scares of India. Not a single staeff member of the Irmstitute had
personally ever met Wertheim, but they were familiar with most of

his phooks. East-West Parallels in particular . had so Irrressed them

a2 sentence in a core passage had been selzzi=d as the

izute's motto, even printed con its business carcs. The esseance

allels is that non-western peoples ¢c Ziffer from

western mankind, but not in the sense that they suficr a defect in
their social or mental capabilities that could be zxplained in
terms of 'backwardness’

At the start of the twenty-first century it Is not only

18



awkward kat also cdounterproduciive to insist on Zisciplinary
boundaries which owe their origin to rearguard fights In the wake

of decolonlzatlon.,Anthropologlsts at the Unlver81ty oL Amsterdam

were - the flrst to make a frontal assault on ‘the 'Q/ﬂbollsnx of
nomenclature. Non—Western sociology would have to go, dzclared the
departmental board solemnly early in 1996. My own strong protest

led to a public debate being held later that year :in which most

speakers sung their unqualified and monopolistliczc praise of
znthropology. Staff and students apparently turned uz mainly to
celebrate the demise of Amsterdam's child prodigy, onzz 50 admired
v rObben in his role of proud parent. I stoed z2lone 1in my

willingness to speak out against the complacent az:zizude of mny

anthropoiogical friends. That complacency, if =noz downright
conzeiz, was undoubtedly due partly to the triumpha’ =zt march of

rninronology which has gairsed new life in =z study of

contemporary European societies during the past fszw decades. I
iispute neither the right nor the utility of this expansion.

4

tudy of

Significant insights can certainly be derived from iz s

o

~on-wastern societies allowing a better understandinc -2 be gained
cf one's own, i.e. western, society. The mobilizaticz: -Z knowledge
produced by anthropologists can play an importea:r
partnérship in investigating the ongoing transformzzio

Netherlands inte a multicultural scciety 1is esszntial. The

suggestion, however, that sociologists researching “on-wastern

A gcod example is Goody 1996.
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secizzics should pass as  anthropolegists from zow  on, is

sl

sherisighted and an indication of disciplinary ixpsrialism. The
proc_sm is not to reject that awkward phrase 'non-western' Dbut

rath:r to suggest a meanlngful demarcatlon between soc1ology and

anthropology ini terms of conceptual ‘apparatus, theoretlcal
framsworks and research methodologles, ﬁhe earlier disciplinary
gl

bounczries, based on dichotomies such as social-cultural, modern-
tradizional, macro-micro and quantitative—qualitative, have become
irre_zvant and the challenge is to construct new demarcations. Not
‘n =risr to emphasize their mutual exclusion, but o stimulate
~0llzzora-ion. In working out how to shape this cooxdination, some
-ver_ :n is going to be inevitable. Instead of crsating border
2ier-=5, however, those encounters should lead o results in
wmick —he sum total is morxe than the separate parts.

Ireconditional to" this endeavour 1s that or:::;”lopers of

~mz=z=- sociolcgy do not persevere in their habitual inclination

-~ z--‘d rather then to seek contact with their ccileagues who

ved a reply which made it clear that those who had drawn up
izt of honour had no idea what I was talking arkout nor were
v =ich interested to find out. They willingly agresd to drop my
zme Zrom the annual rat race. See -for an exchanzz of these
te

zpecizlize in the study of Asia, Africa and Latin Amsrica.®

7> give just ons example: mainly in order to I-orass policy
—~zver: and sponsors, an annual list is published iz which Dutch
zocic_rgists ara ranked on the dual bL 515 of their zroductivity
oo z3 in ressarch output and their rating in ths orofessional
-7 order. This exercise, ublla ned with mqoh pomp and
ircunzitance, has many defiCanC1“S ifEluding that of
arocrialism. Wrhen I pointed ocut in a letter that all sociologists
srki=: on other than western society were not taken into account,

recs

|

"

, the professional journal Facta, April 1995.



Tn an era marked by an accelarated gleohalization procsss, the case

to be made for inter-continental comparison is strongsr than ever

before. It is’ no  Ionger so ' that’ social ' fransformations ‘that

occurred in the North Atlantic hemispﬁere in the past can be seen

1
=

as a yardst{ck or role model with which to assess-the dynamics

k) B
3

that unfold in these parts of the world where théfmajority of

rankind live and work. Similarly, it is impossible to sxplain the

—ransnational process of scale-enlargement merely as zn sxpression

need to

th

(R W

rnization. Ceonversely, there 1s an imperazis-

]
i}

Rt
LV

4
(D

szudy the structural and cultural impact of changes tIzT origilnate
zlawhere on the institutional setting and social izzsrzaction in

our ovm 'wester' type of societies.

~»z work of such close colleagues, as e.g. A. de Zwzzan and J.

Goudshliom  demonstrates that the climate 1in the Unlsrsity of

Lmsterdas has become conducive for an academic proii’s in which
zociology  figures with a truly worldwide agencz. This 1is

zooriputable te a faculty tradition that owes a
ributions by an earlier generation. The names o:i srtheim and

in particular should be put on record. The TIzt-graduate

Zmsterdam School of Social Science Research is fourasd on three
interconnected articles of faith: the promotion of studies that
are {1) empirically  based, {(11) marked Dby a  Thistorical

cevspective, and {1ii) contextualised in a comparative structura

and cultural frame. To honour the man who was one oi th2 founding
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w=2rs of this specific rrand of social scicnces, zhz Centre for*»
Agian Studies, part and parcel of the Amsterdam Scheol, in 1987

established an Annual Wertheim Lecture which now marks the closure

of—théfééadehié-Year.il.3' . = #

Half;a-century ai_:;o__:i_rthe wonder baby was the preduct of a
shotgun marriage. Has ;tﬁé discipline of non-western sociology,
notwithstanding the hope and c;re with which the happv parents in
our Zmsterdam faculty cherished it, proved to be & total loss?

Such a conclusion would be too hasty and also not Zustified. The

Ems-aerdam School of Social Sciene Research (ASSR), sszablished in

il

1287, is based on a close collaboration between thz constituent
parts, irrespective of whether their studies deal with Europe,
Zsia or other ccntinents. This Research School is so Zar the only

one in The Nethzrlands to have abrogated thsa west vsarsus non-west

dichobomy ip primeciple, substituting it With & joanl Flrridculum &t

At tne dAnceptiesn of the sociclegy of nen~western psoples both
anthropology and (western) sociology occupi housez Zar distant
from. cne  another. Their rapprochement in  our OuTY Amsterdam
University 1s almost entirely due to the efforts —ade by the
founding fathers of non-western sociology to bridzs the gap

between socilal studies of 'far-away!' and 'near-by'. The King is

dead, 'long live the King.

Jan Breman
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Seventh Facultv; The Flrst Batch of Professors in_the racultv of

Political and _Social Sciences .in iAmsterdam. Amsterdam, rHet

b}

Spinhuis 1998:168-81.

1671 2uiten de Grenzen. Sociologische opstellen aangsboden aan

prof.dr. W.W.Werthei, 25 jaar Amsterdamse hooglerzzr 2946-1971.

zppel: Boom. (Reyvond _the Boundaries; Socioplegizzl essavs

for his 25 vears of oroiassorship
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Stokmwan) . in: FACTA vol.3/3:12 (The 50 top-ranking scilologists;
-

correspondance with prof.dr. F.N. Stokman)

Geertz, C.
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anthropologist. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Frass.
Goody, J.

'..
r

1996 The East in the West. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

23



Hlezg, 2.
188> ' =Zet ontstaan van een discipline. De sociologie der niet-
westzrse  volken'.  in: Antropologische Verkenningen vol.7

.f1/2ﬁ1123%146.i(The origin of a discipline; thé sociology of non-
westzsrn p?éples)

Kobbzn, A{J.F. :

1955 Zwarte planters. Proeve éner facét—etnografie. Proefschrift
Jnivzrsiteit van Amsterdam 'S Gravenhage: Exczlsior. (Black
Deaszants. Specimen of a facet-ethnogravhy) .

= 'illet kiezen maar delen. Over de verhouding van culturele
zntropologie tot niet-westerse sociologie', in: Kulza vol.S5 (1/2):
~-9. (Not cutting up but sharing; on the relaticnship between

tultural anthropology and non-western sociology) .

_86<4r Van primitieven .tot medeburgers. Assen: Van Corcum. (From

Trimizivas to fellow citizens).

68 i1slan drama. An enquiry into the poverty of nations. New

wentieth Century Fund.

(3]
=
v
(|
i
(7]
=

scciologie der modernisering. Een 1inleiding tot de

P
P .

zaciclsgle derfniet~westerse volken. Sociologische monografieén.
", Van Loghum Slaterus. (Sociology of modernization; &an
i:tfoigction Lo the sociology of non-western peoples).

Zcote, J.C.

1276 The moral cconomy of the peasant. Rebellion and subsistance

L@ iing

1n Seutheast Asia. New Haven/London: Yale University Press.

24



1856 Indonesian society in transition. A study in social change.
The Hague/Bandung: W. van Hoeve. 2e herziene druk.
-LQSQ;;Socio}ogfsghéHSSpéétenﬂdéréé;htetgebleyéﬂ”gebiedénf,Liﬂ:
Mens en Maatschappij vol.35: 346—358.7(A sociélogiéal epproach to
thé problem of uhéerdeveléﬁment, in: East-West Parallels 1964: 3-
22) .

1961 'Corruptie als sociologisch studieobject', in: Nederlands
Soclologisch Jaarboek, wvo.14:1-40. (Socciological easpects of

corruption in Southeast Asia, in: East-West Parallels 1964:103-

132}
1964 'Inleiding Professor Wertheim (n.b. reactie op betoog
XObpen), in:’ Kula, vol.5/1-2:15-17 (Introduction by Professor

Wertheim in response to .essay by Koébben).

-West Parallels. Sociological approaches o modern

[#]
rr

1854 Ea
Lsla.The Hague: W. van Hoeve.

1671 Evolutie en revolutie; de golfslag der emancipatie. Kritiese
Ziblicothezk. Van Gennep: Amsterdam, Evelution and rsvolution;
he rising waves of emancipation. Penguin. Harmondswortn:1974).
19¢2 Terug in Azié 1956-1957. Wageningen. (Back in Asia 1956-
1923 China om de zeven jaar. Studiereizen naar het hemelse rijk.
Berchem:Epo. (China evefy seven years.Study tours to the heavenly
cmplre) .

1997 Third world whence an whither?‘ Protective state versus

aggressive market. Amsterdam: Het Spinhuis.

25



Vertineim, V. & H. VWertheim- Gijse ¥eeniak
Indié verlorz=n, Indcnesié

Vier wendingen on ons bestaan.

!._I

1599

geboren. Breda: De Geus. (Four turns in our life. The loss of the

" Indies, the birth,bf Indonésia).
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