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INTERNET RESEARCH



Choose well-considered search terms

Example: 

(1) “grooming”  
pet grooming 
plus sexual grooming

(2) "grooming" "child sexual abuse" "namibia“
relevant articles 



My favourite search tricks
• Use quotation marks: This searches for the exact phrase inside the quote marks and also only returns 

documents that include any word or phrase inside quote marks.
• “Harambee Prosperity Plan”
• “Namibia”

• Use “site:” to search a specific website or domain: Use the word site followed by a colon : and then 
copy the website address or the domain (such as .na .za .zw) you want to search, with no space 
between. 

• “child care and protection act" site:lac.org.na
• “public service” “strike” site:namibian.com.na
• “corporal punishment” site:.na
• decentralisation site:ippr.org.na

• Use “…” between two dates to search a specific time frame.
• “Annual Report” “Children’s Advocate” “Namibia” 2019…2022



“Boolean” search terms

• Namibia AND Zambia 
• find websites with both words 

• Namibia OR Zambia
• find websites with either word

• Namibia NOT Zambia
• do not include websites with the word 

Zambia 

named after mathematician & 
computer pioneer 

George Boole

Some search engines on individual websites ask for Boolean terms.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
A system of logical thought developed by the 19th-century mathematician George Boole. 
The most commonly used Boolean operators are: AND, OR, and NOT. 
Google doesn’t accept NOT 



Another way to search for specific timeframes

Use Google tools: Click
on “Tools” and then 
use the list you see 
when you click 
the drop-down arrow 
beside “Any time”.



Try searching in 
Google Scholar 
to get results 
from academic 
journals only.

 Google “Google  
Scholar”

 Go to the Google 
Scholar page

 Enter your search term
 Choose a date range if 

you wish



Evaluating trustworthiness
What is the source of the information? 

• If you don’t know the author or the institution, 
Google them to check the credentials of the author 
or to see if the organisation has a political bias. 
(CHECK “About” on the group’s own webpage, plus 
external sources such as Wikipedia or news articles)

• Does the article include footnoted references, or 
other indications of the original source for specific 
data? (eg “According to the 2020 Annual Report of 
the Office of the Ombudsman…”)

How recent is the information? 
• If the information is outdated, it may not be useful 

unless you are writing about a historical timeline or 
the background to some current issue. 

Being up-to-date is especially 
important in researching law.

 Has the law you are discussing 
been amended?  

 Has the case you are discussing 
been overruled by a higher court? 



Evaluating trustworthiness
EXAMPLE: Heritage Foundation

Wikipedia: The Heritage Foundation is an American conservative think 
tank based in Washington, D.C. that is primarily geared toward public policy. 
The foundation took a leading role in the conservative movement during the 
presidency of Ronald Reagan, whose policies were taken from Heritage's 
policy study Mandate for Leadership.[4]

Heritage Foundation website: Heritage’s mission is to formulate and promote public 
policies based on the principles of free enterprise, limited government, individual 
freedom, traditional American values, and a strong national defense.

Mobilizing Conservatives—uniting the conservative movement to work together

EXAMPLE

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Think_tank
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Washington,_D.C.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_policy
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ronald_Reagan
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mandate_for_Leadership
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Heritage_Foundation#cite_note-Slate-4


EXAMPLE: Pew Research Center

Wikipedia: The Pew Research Center is a nonpartisan American think tank (referring to itself 
as a "fact tank") based in Washington, D.C. It provides information on social issues, public 
opinion, and demographic trends shaping the United States and the world.[1] It also 
conducts public opinion polling, demographic research, calls people randomly through their cell 
phone and landline numbers,[3] media content analysis, and other empirical social science 
research. The Pew Research Center does not take policy positions, and is a subsidiary of The 
Pew Charitable Trusts.[4][5]

Pew Research Center website: Pew Research Center is a nonpartisan fact tank that 
informs the public about the issues, attitudes and trends shaping the world. We 
conduct public opinion polling, demographic research, content analysis and other data-
driven social science research. We do not take policy positions.

EXAMPLE

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Think_tank
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Washington,_D.C.
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social_issue
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_opinion
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Demographic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pew_Research_Center#cite_note-PRC-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_opinion_polling
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Demographic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pew_Research_Center#cite_note-3
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Content_analysis
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Subsidiary
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Pew_Charitable_Trusts
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pew_Research_Center#cite_note-4
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pew_Research_Center#cite_note-bloomberg-5


Snopes
www.snopes.com

Africa Check 
https://africacheck.org

Namibia Fact Check
https://namibiafactcheck.org.na

“The United States Supreme Court has ruled that a brother and 
sister can now get married. A New Jersey brother and sister have 
won the right to marry after a landmark ruling by the Supreme 
Court of the United States.”

Useful fact-check sites 
for debunking hoaxes

Some Namibian politicians believed this false story.

http://www.snopes.com/
https://africacheck.org/
https://namibiafactcheck.org.na/


Check primary sources
• If an article quotes another research study, try to locate the 

original research report online to see if the secondary 
source gave a correct summary or excerpt of the primary 
document. 

• If a Namibian news article quotes a speech from the 
President etc, look online for a print or video version or 
contact the relevant office to request the official text. 

• Anyone could have checked the story on the previous slide 
by searching online for the actual US Supreme Court case. 
If you read a news article or law journal article quoting a 
court case, law, etc look for the actual document online.



What about Wikipedia? 

PROS

• can be a helpful overview of a topic 
to use as an introduction 

• footnotes can provide helpful links 
to primary sources

• popular topics likely to be more 
correct because of active public 
interest 

CONS

• authors usually anonymous

• unsuitable to cite as a reference 

• seldom-viewed topics (such as articles on 
Namibia) less likely to have been 
corrected by interested members of the 
public  



Wikipedia: “List of members of the Constituent Assembly of Namibia”
(as the article read on 3 September 2019)

Below is a list of members of the Constituent Assembly of Namibia, which became 
the National Assembly of Namibia upon independence in March 1990. Individual 
members were selected by political parties voted for in the 1989 election, the first multi-
racial, universal franchise elections in Namibian history.

The seat distribution per party was:[1]

•South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO): 44 
•Democratic Turnhalle Alliance: 21
•United Democratic Front (UDF): 4
•Action Christian National (ACN): 3
•Council of Churches in Namibia (CCN): 1
•Democratic Coalition of Namibia (DCN): 1
•Federal Convention of Namibia (FCN): 1

• SWAPO won 41 seats, not 44. 
• Neither CCN nor DCN were 

contenders in the election, 
and so obviously won no 
seats. 

• The National Patriotic Front 
and the Namibian National 
Front each won 1 seat, but 
they are not on this list. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Namibia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Assembly_of_Namibia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1989_Namibian_parliamentary_election
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=List_of_members_of_the_Constituent_Assembly_of_Namibia&oldid=913863661#cite_note-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SWAPO
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democratic_Turnhalle_Alliance
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Democratic_Front_(Namibia)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Action_Christian_National
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Council_of_Churches_in_Namibia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Democratic_Coalition_of_Namibia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_Convention_of_Namibia


Wikipedia: “1989 Namibian parliamentary election”
(as the article reads now)

If you find incorrect information 
about Namibia, be proactive to 
correct it.  This is often easy and 
effective. 

 The author of this Wikipedia 
article corrected it after the 
mistake was called to his 
attention. 

 Constitute.org ( a popular source 
for full texts of national 
constitutions) published a 
Namibian Constitution that was 
out of date. They updated it 
within a week of being notified 
that their version pre-dated the 
2014 amendments.



Ask yourself: Does this make sense? 
The next slides contain five examples of inaccurate information about
Namibia. The inaccuracies came to light because the quoted “facts”
seemed improbable. Further investigations showed that they were all
misleading. When confronted with “factual information”, think critically.



This is a ratio of 1 employed female for every 1.12 employed males. 

EXAMPLE: Check everyone’s math
Key Highlights of the Namibia Labour Force Survey 2016

“Figure 2 presents the distribution of employment by sex, as well as by urban and 
rural areas. The results shows that 358,270 of the employed population in Namibia 
were males, while 318,615 were females, a difference of 39,656 persons in favour
of males, translating into a ratio of 1 employed female to 8 employed males.” 

* Look at the chart. The light blue column does 
not look 8 times as tall as the yellow column.

* Look at the numbers. The difference does not 
seem so large.  

318 615 employed females
358 270 employed males

= 100 employed females
112 employed males



EXAMPLE: Beware of percentages
MGECW / UNICEF Study on Child Marriage 2020:
Child marriage: “18.4% for women and 4.1% for men.”

• The source cited in the report is the 2013 Demographic and Health Survey, which 
actually says the following: “Fourteen percent of women age 25-49 are married 
by age 20…”. It is important to consider the age of the respondent to understand 
the situation. Women who were age 49 at the time of the 2013 survey would have 
married in the early 1980s if they married before reaching age 18. Girls could 
legally enter civil marriages at age 15 up until 1996, and customary marriage 
had no uniform minimum age until 2019.

• The 2011 Census found that, of girls who were age 15-19 at the time of the 
census, 6% had either been married or cohabited. 

• A 2019 MGECW/CDC survey found, for females age 18-24 at the time of the 
survey: “The prevalence of child marriage was low: 2.2% of females were 
married or cohabitated before age 18.”

Percentage 
of what?

No researcher should ever cite a percentage 
without identifying the universe. 



EXAMPLE: Beware of extrapolation
In the past year alone, 9% of internet users aged 12–17 in Namibia were 
subjected to clear examples of online child sexual exploitation and abuse 
that included blackmailing children to engage in sexual activities, sharing 
their sexual images without permission, or coercing them to engage in 
sexual activities through promises of money or gifts. Scaled to the national 
population, this represents an estimated 20,000 children subjected to 
online child sexual exploitation and abuse in a single year.

Is this extrapolation valid? 

• The survey involved a nationally-representative sample of 994 
internet-using children; 9% of that sample = 89 children.  

• Assuming that this figure holds true for the entire universe of 
internet-using children is a risky assumption without more data. 

• A recent presentation on this report walked back the 20,000 
estimate, but that figure has grabbed the headlines internationally. 



EXAMPLE: Weak data
Global Index 2013: “slavery” = possession and control of a person in a way that
significantly deprives that person of individual liberty”, with the intent to exploit the
person, using “means such as violence or threats of violence, deception and/or
coercion”. Examples:

* debt bondage * human trafficking
* forced marriage * forced labour
* sale or exploitation of children.

The Index’s  ranking is based on three factors: 
1) estimated percentage of people living in modern slavery (95% of the ranking)
2) measure of child marriage
3) measure of human trafficking in and out of the country.

The report cited no specific sources for Namibia. Upon enquiry to the authors, we
learned that they relied on data from 2002, and that they estimated the prevalence of
slavery in some countries by extrapolating the results from random sample surveys in
other countries.

The authors themselves recognized the shortcomings of the data, stating that “the
estimate of slavery prevalence is our weakest, most approximate, measure” – which
makes one wonder why they produced rankings that were mostly (95%) based on this
admittedly-weak data.

2013: Namibia was reported to have 
has the 46th highest prevalence of 

slavery of the 162 countries 
considered. 

Are there really 16 000 slaves in Namibia?



EXAMPLE: How inaccurate information persists 

news article March 2017

primary data source requested from Ministry of Health by LAC

news article by LAC April 2017

But the inaccurate figure is still all over the internet. 

Would 
so 

many 
women 
confess 

to an 
illegal 
act? 



LEGAL DATABASES IN NAMIBIA 



KEY LAC DATABASES ANNOTATED LAWS



1) NAMLEX: 
Index of Namibian law 
• a list of the laws in force in Namibia, 

organised by topic
• brief descriptions of each law 
• references to regulations, appointments, court 

cases and commentary
• hyperlinks to Gazettes cited

the “Wikipedia” 
of Namibian law



Why NAMLEX is important

Namibia’s complex political history means 
that it has laws in force from “German South 
West Africa”, “South West Africa”, South 
Africa and independent Namibia. Also in 
force (and used in practice) are British 
admiralty laws from 1840 and 1861 and the 
Dutch Political Ordinance of 1 April 1580 on 
inheritance.

The case of S v Velskoen 1991 NR 325 
(HC) concerns a conviction under the 
Dangerous Weapons Act 71 of 1968. 
However, nothing in this Act made it 
applicable to SWA at any stage, and the 
authors of the index have not been 
able to locate any other legislation 
applying it to SWA or Namibia.



Laws are grouped by topic 



This law is not in bold and is marked with an 
asterisk because it is not yet in force. 



Links to Word and PDF versions 



Summary  & 
background information

Regulations
Rules
Appointments



Cases

Commentary 

Here, case law is very 
important because one case 

struck down a provision in the 
law on constitutional grounds. 



Interesting facts from Namlex 

**Livestock Improvement Act 25 of 1977, as amended in South Africa to March 1978

Summary: This Act (RSA GG 5462) provides for the development and promotion of the livestock 
industry and regulates breeding. There is some question as to whether it is in force in Namibia. 
The 1993 judgment of S v Lofty-Eaton & Others (1) 1993 NR 370 (HC) (dated 1 November 1993) 
found that the Act had never been brought into operation in South West Africa or Namibia by 
proclamation, as section 38 of the Act requires. This case also found that the organs and 
procedures mentioned in section 16 must be in place before the Act can be operational. However, 
the Act was amended in independent Namibia in 1993, and the Ministry continues to issue 
subsidiary notices under the Act as if it were in force. 

EXECUTIVE v JUDICIARY:
The High Court says this law 

does not apply, but the 
Ministry treats it as if it 

does. 

LEGISLATURE v EXECUTIVE: 
Passed by Parliament in 

2000, but still not in force 
22 years later. 

Namibia Institute of 
Pathology Act 15 of 1999 
brought into force 21 years 
after it was passed by 
Parliament.

http://www.lac.org.na/laws/GGsa/rsagg5462.pdf


2) NAMLEX APPENDIX: 
Index of international law 
• detailed entries for all multilateral international treaties 

binding on Namibia (presented alphabetically in two 
sections: international and regional)

• summary of the treaty

• link to the most authoritative text of the treaty online

• date when the treaty became binding on Namibia

• information about amendments and protocols



Why NAMLEX APPENDIX is important

Namibia is one the few countries in the
world that makes international law
automatically part of Namibian’s domestic
law. This makes it very important to know
what international law applies and whether
amendments to those laws are automatically
applicable to Namibia.

NAMIBIAN CONSTITUTION

Article 144 International Law

Unless otherwise provided by this
Constitution or Act of Parliament, the
general rules of public international law and
international agreements binding upon
Namibia under this Constitution shall form
part of the law of Namibia.



THREE LISTS

(1) ALPHABETICAL LIST 

(2) STATUS LIST
• currently binding on Namibia
• will be binding when it comes 

into force internationally 
• signed but not yet ratified by 

Namibia 

(3) TREATY GROUP LIST:
• grouped by administering 

body such as ILO or SADC



SADC Protocol on Science, Technology and Innovation, 2008

Summary: The Protocol aims to foster cooperation and to promote development of science and technology in the region.
It provides for cooperation on institutional mechanisms for science, technology, and innovation.

Text: A copy of the authoritative text of the Protocol is available here.

Binding on Namibia: 28 September 2016
• signature: 17 August 2008 (source: SADC)
• approval by National Assembly: 7 October 2009 (source: Hansard, 2009, Vol. 122, pp. 238-239)
• ratification: 8 December 2017 (source: SADC)
• entry into force internationally: 28 September 2016 (source: SADC)

Depositary: SADC Executive-Secretary

Amendments: Article 12 on amendments incorporates the procedure in Article 22 of the Treaty of the Southern African
Development Community (SADC), 1992 for the addition of protocols to that Treaty – which are binding only on parties
that accept them, and come into force after acceptance by two-thirds of the parties to the underlying Treaty:

ARTICLE 12
AMENDMENTS

1. Any Member State may propose an amendment to this Protocol.
2. In amending this Protocol, Member States shall follow the procedure provided for in Article 22 of the Treaty 

[Treaty of the Southern African Development Community (SADC), 1992]. 

No amendments have been made to the Protocol to date.

Citation to Parliamentary 
debate on the treaty

https://www.sadc.int/files/3013/5292/8367/Protocol_on_Science_Technology_and_Innovation2008.pdf


3) ANNOTATED LAWS: 
Statutes and regulations

• all statutes and post-Independence 
regulations in force in Namibia, as amended

• current version of laws available to view or 
download in Word or PDF

• pre-independence regulations in process



SAMPLE STATUTE

original statute

amendments

changes resulting from 
court cases (if any)



Definitions

1. In this Act, unless the context otherwise indicates -

“Criminal Procedure Act” means the Criminal Procedure Act, 1977 (Act No. 51 of
1977);

[definition of “Criminal Procedure Act” inserted by Act 19 of 2004]

“Inspector-General” means the Inspector-General of Police appointed under Article
32(4)(c)(bb) or Article 142 of the Namibian Constitution, as the case may be;

“Minister” means the Minister responsible for policing;

[definition of “Minister” amended by Act 19 of 1993 and Act 14 of 2005]



Namibian Constitution
(GG 2)

The Namibian Constitution was published and came into force 
on the date of Independence: 21 March 1990 (Article 130).

as amended by

Namibian Constitution First Amendment Act 34 of 1998 (GG 2014)
This amending Act came into force on its date of publication: 24 December 1998.

Namibian Constitution Second Amendment Act 7 of 2010 (GG 4480)
This amending Act came into force on its date of publication: 7 May 2010, 

with some exceptions (section 17 of Act 7 of 2010

Namibian Constitution Third Amendment Act 8 of 2014 (GG 5589)
This amending Act came into force on its date of publication: 13 October 2014, 

with some exceptions (section 46 of Act 8 of 2014)

http://www.lac.org.na/laws/1990/2.pdf
http://www.lac.org.na/laws/1998/2014.pdf
http://www.lac.org.na/laws/2010/4480.pdf
http://www.lac.org.na/laws/2014/5589.pdf


The Namlex Pocket Law app 
provides optimal viewing of 

these databases on your cell-
phone or tablet. The material 
can be downloaded to remain 

available via the app even 
without internet. The app links 
to the LAC website when you 

are online. 

Free on Google Play or 
Apple Store.



ADDITIONAL RESOURCES ON THE LAC WEBSITE 

Gazettes 
(official record of our laws)

• Government Gazettes of Namibia from
independence to the present

• Official Gazettes of South West Africa from
1919 to 1990 (currently in progress)

• Government Gazettes of South Africa
where these are still applicable to Namibia

all in searchable format 
www.lac.org.na/index.php/laws/gazettes/

http://www.lac.org.na/index.php/laws/gazettes/


Hansards
(official record of proceedings in Parliament)

• Advances transparency by allowing public to assess 
Parliament at work 

• Parliament itself has no Hansards on its website

• Includes Constituent Assembly debates that led to the 
adoption of the Namibian Constitution 

all in searchable format 
www.lac.org.na/index.php/laws/hansards/

4 December 1989 DR TJIRIANGE

The following are the fundamental issues 
contained in the constitution: 

1. The total and uncompromising rejection 
of apartheid, and I repeat, the total and 
uncompromising rejection of apartheid and 
colonialism from which the Namibian 
people have suffered for so long and so 
deeply. This principle finds expression 
through this constitution, asserting and 
reasserting· the recovery of lost dreams, 
and provision is made for rendering 
apartheid and the practice of racial 
discrimination a criminal offence, consistent 
with international proclamation which has 
declared apartheid to be a crime against 
humanity. 

http://www.lac.org.na/index.php/laws/hansards/


Part 2 will cover statutes on the 
three branches of government  

(in process).www.lac.org.na/index.php/laws/statute-summaries/

http://www.lac.org.na/index.php/laws/statute-summaries/


Namibia Superior Courts: https://ejustice.jud.na/SitePages/Home.aspx

Namibian Court Cases 

This database is 
not yet complete 
for all years  since 

independence.

https://ejustice.jud.na/SitePages/Home.aspx


SUMMARY OF USEFUL WEBSITES
Legal Assistance Centre www.lac.org.na
• Statutes & regulations in force in Namibia, regularly updated
• NAMLEX (Guide to laws in force) 
• NAMLEX APPENDIX (Guide to international treaties binding on Namibia)
• Educational materials on many law-related topics

Namibia Superior Courts https://ejustice.jud.na/SitePages/Home.aspx
• free access to recent High Court & Supreme Court cases

SAFLII www.saflii.org
• free access to recent South Africa court cases

http://www.lac.org.na/
https://ejustice.jud.na/SitePages/Home.aspx
http://www.saflii.org/


Parliament www.parliament.na
• Bills tabled in Parliament (sometimes)
• Members of Parliament & Parliamentary Committees
• Order papers & minutes (you can subscribe to receive these by email)

Government of Namibia www.gov.na
• Portal to all ministries and agencies (websites often out of date)

CIVIC +264 www.civic264.org.na
• Information relating to civil society

http://www.lac.org.na/
http://www.gov.na/
http://www.civic264.org.na/


Produced with the support of the Hanns Seidel Foundation
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