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Indigenous Knowledge Systems (IKS) has become the subject of government interest and a lot has been invested in research in this area, however, are they critically analyzing the various sources of indigenous knowledge? There are documented accounts of indigenous knowledge that exist in the form of journals and other accounts by missionaries and traders that are said to have been collected from local informants, however, in documenting these accounts how much of the colonial agenda is influencing the author or even the informant? In terms identity formation, can we rely on oral tradition in going back in time to trace our ancestral lineage through the use of Izithakazelo? How groups of people construct ethnic identities praise themselves and denigrate others may not be as objective as one may think. Praise singing can sometimes be considered to be a collective feel-good mechanism but can we reliably take this tradition and consider it to be a true account of history that can even be used in the current land restitution processes?

Indigenous knowledge also tends to consist of what may largely be regarded as being sacred or secret. It also is largely transmitted in metaphorical terms and that can entail the use of symbols that may not always be documented effectively. This then becomes even more of a challenge in terms of modern information management systems wherein the internet and other forms of media are used to record or share indigenous knowledge. How does one decide what to include or what to omit? Is this information then a true account of indigenous tradition? Can this information be used by researchers who are involved with issues of identity or policy formation in terms of the new dispensation?  These are some of the critical questions that came about during the Archive and Public Culture Research Initiative workshops that were hosted by the Department of Social Anthropology at the University of Cape Town in November 2009.   
The Archive and Public Culture Research Initiative is an inter-disciplinary project that is supported by the National Research Foundation and located at the University of Cape Town. Research fellows are from a wide-variety of disciplines ranging from the Fine Arts to Archaeology and History, the common thread that runs through the various areas of research is to challenge the notion that the archive is a mere collection of historic documents. The initiative’s point of departure is that an archive can be in the form of collections in museums, or artifacts in the soil as is the case with Archeology and can even be in the form of rock art in the pre-historical cave sites. The initiative holds quarterly workshops that serve as seminars where papers by the various researchers are presented. 
During the November workshops the Archival Platform was represented by three correspondents Xolelwa Kashe-Katiya, Kirsten Thomson and Thokozani Mhlambi. The most prominent discussion on the last day of the workshop was the notion of Indigenous Knowledge Systems which was the subject of Platform associate Mbongiseni Buthelezi’s paper “Being Ndwandwe: Oral Art and public History Today” which emphasized the role of informants as co-creators of knowledge. John Wright’s discussion on the pre-colonial archive, ‘Thinking Beyond Tribal Traditions’ highlighted that what has been perceived as Indigenous Knowledge in the form of recorded oral history cannot be regarded as timeless tribal traditions but as products of the times in which they were recorded. Grant McNulty’s ‘New Insights on the Ulwazi Project’ on the other hand exploreed the use of modern knowledge management techniques in recording and sharing of indigenous knowledge.  
Using John Wright’s paper as a point of departure, the question I then ask is how reliable is the notion of IKS? In the current political dispensation, the government has come to promote research in IKS but there seems to be no critical analysis of this particular type of knowledge. 
Buthelezi’s focus on IKS provides such an analysis – looking at the formation of a collective identity through the celebration of tribal lineages. Buthelezi argues that the use of izithakazelo (kinship group praise) and ukubonga (praise singing) may be key in serving as the history that is spoken back into the public narration. In his research he uses the case of the Ndwandwe who are embarking on a search for re-establishment of a lineage that was absorbed into Zulu tradition. Buthelezi also acknowledges that sources or informants need to be looked at critically in the construction or reconstruction of identities. In some instances this type of knowledge has been used in land claims processes, but since it is itself historically constructed, can we say that we know what the historical truth is?
The notion of reliability resurfaced during Grant McNulty’s presentation. The objective of the Ulwazi Programme is to provide opportunities for local communities in KwaZulu-Natal to record and share their contemporary history and culture using web technology. One of the key challenges in this regard would be getting insights into the type of information that is selected for sharing and that which is withheld. Can this information then be regarded as being reliable or has it been filtered to suit the needs of a particular community? 
There was some discussion and disagreement about how to use digital online media for indigenous knowledge, specifically with regards to the protection of access to sacred knowledge. Is it appropriate to post videos or photographs of certain sacred rituals online? There are rituals that are considered to be secret and reserved only for members of that particular community, is the use of modern knowledge management system not desecrating these rituals?
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