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PREFACE

Sources which have been consulted for this research, are part
of the magisterial reports in the State Archives, Pietermaritz-
burg. But unfortunately part of the report by G A Mills is no
longer available. His report was titled: A Report on the
causes which led to the ill-feeling between the Boers and the
Zulus under Sikobobo at Hclkrantz on the 6th May, 1902, Ac-

cording to information received at the Archives, a researcher

from England had been reading it and it has subsequently dis-
appeared. The research has however, been gsupplementedby valu-
able information on the Holkrantz murder in the Preller collec-

tion in'the State Archives, Pretoria.

In a few instances where the coufse of the Anglo-Boer War is
discussed in my work, use has been made of secondary sources
written by scholars who had the opportunity of thoroughly

examining the primary sources about the war.

Lastly the authenticity and meaning of some Zulu words mentio-
ned in this study are sometimes doubtful. This ié because of
the difficulty most of the whites had in wiiting and speaking
the Zulu language. Very often the surnames of Zulu chiefs

or others were ignored, eg. Sibiva, Chief Sikobobo's surname
was not mentioned in the documents. We know that surnames
among our people are very important. Sikobobotshould be
Sikhobobo but because the old form of Zulu does not use an

h, it has been written Sikobobo without an h although it must
be proncunced with an h.

I wish to thank my study leader, Professor D J P Haasbroek,
Head of the Department of History at the University of Zulu-
land for his guidance throughout my period of study. I
further wish to thank Dr W van der Merwe, whose knowledge of
the Zulu History has helped me to solve some of the intri-
cate problems during my research.
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My thanks are also due to the following officials for their
help during my research: the Chief Archivist and staff of
the State Archives in Pretoria: the archivist and staff of
the State Archives in Pietermaritzburg, and the Librarian
and staff of the University of Zululand.

I have also received assistance from the following scholars:
Professor Dr A C Nkabinde, Prof Dr W A Venter, Mr DM
Masikela, Mr A Mtshali, Mr O D Dhlomo and Miss P Rossing-
ton. i'greatly appreciate their help.

To my dear wife, Nomagugu Qondokuhle I wish to express my
‘sincere gratitude for her constant encouragement and willing=
ness to loock after the house when I was away in search of

sources in the archives.

S J MAPHALALA

KWA-DLANGEZWA 1978
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INTRODUCTION

In order to understand the Zulu participation in the Anglo-
Boer War and the Holkrantz murder in May 1902, it is essen-—
tial to trace in broad outline the attitude of the Zulus
towards the white settlers in Natal, the Government of Natal,
tHe British Government and the Government of the S.A. Re-
public or those subjects of the Transvaal and Natal who be-
came involved in the internal faction struggles in Zululand.
 The matter will only become intelligible by explaining the com-
plexity of those policies which evolved from such contacts
from the time of the arrival of the first white settlers in

1824 to the outbreak of the War in 1899.

The first Zulu king, i.e. Shaka, came into contact with the

- whites for the first time in 1824. It was he who used the
insignificant Zulu tribe to build a formidable Zulu nation
during the'béginning of the 19th Century. That happened at

a time when considerable destruction was caused by the Im-
fecane movement during 1815 and 1850. These Imgpcane or
Deflqane as the Basutos called the gangs of SOlhlerS, moved
about with their belongings causing destruction on their

way.l It was an upheaval which was accompanied by carnage

and destruction on an apalling scale. hWhole tribes in some
cases were massacred and even more died in the famine and
anarchy which followed in the wake of descolating hordes. Still
greater numbers abandoned their ancestral lands and sought '
refuge in the difficult mountain country or elsewhere, where
geographical features held hope of asylum. In this way the
pattern of population distribution in Southern Africa radically
rchénged;>:Greater agglomeraticns of peoples emerged, often

centred on relatively inhospitable terrain and separated from

1. .. Yan Zsarsveld: Yan -iaohbesck tot VYerwoerd
5
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one another by considerable tracts of virtually empty lands.2

It is against this background that Shaka gained control over
some of the two hundred independent Nguni tribes who lived
between the Drakensberg and the sea. Shaka became the ruler
over an area stretching from the Pongola and the Thukela
Rivers. The result was the emergence of a large Zulu king-
dom, with subjects drawn from many different tribes, rigidly
organizedibp.militéry lines and with a tremendous concen-— .

tration of power in the hands of the monarch.3f

To the south of Zululand the once dense population of Natai
-was devastated by the passage of hordes of refugees fleeing
from Shakals armies. Natal was almost deserted and its po-
pulation piled up in a confused jumble of tribes on the
borders of Pondoland. Many of these refugees penetrated into

the Tréﬁskeigand hoped for mercy from the Thembus and Xhosas.

It was at that stage i.e.1824 that contacts were made with
whites. The latter were English traders under the leadership
of Lieutenant Farewell and his party of thirty persons.4

"~ They settled at a place known by the Zulus. as Slbubulungu.

_'whlch later became Port Natal. They soon came to know where
‘Shaka's kraal was. 'Aftér their meeting with him, they were
given Sibubulungu and the unoccupied_surroundihg area.

In spite of the hearty welcome the relatians be;weenfShaké
and the traders. were strained. The latter lived in fear of
what might happen to them. Their ships were élways ieady_in
‘case Shaka decided to attack them.’

As the years passed Shaka's rule over the Zulus became more
and more?capricious.6 The Zulu people beéame tired of wars
and needed peace. The end of Shaka therefore came in 1828
when his half-brothers Dingane and Mhlangana assassinated

him at Kwa-Dukuza (Stanger). This ended the first phase of

2. J.D. Lmar - Cocper: The 7uly Afterimath, po. 5.
3. §fF.A, VYan Jaarsveld, op. cit., p. 113.

H.F. Fvnn: A Diary of Henry francis Fynn, p. 68.
5 Ibid

;2lby:  Shake's Heirs, p. 58.
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. the Zulu relations with whites.

Shaka's death in 1828 took place shortly after the return -
of Farewell, Fynn and Isaacs from their successful visit

to his royal kraal at Kwa-Bulawayo. When news of his death
reached the whites, they were very upset because Shaka had
granted them permission to settle in Natal. A deputation
led by Nathaniel Isaacs was sent to Dingane to find out what
his attitudé'would be towards the White‘éettlement. It ap-
peared to Isaacs that Dingane was seekihg peace and was ea-
ger to trade. He was very énxious to get hold of guns.

Thus the second phase of Zulu relations with whites was most-
ly concerned with arms and trade. On the whole the relation
between Dingane and the traders at Port Natal was friendly.
When lieutenant Farewell was killed by Qwabe tribe which

was then starting a rebellion against Dingane, the latter

punished them severely.

Towards the end of 1837 the Voortrekkers under Piet Retief
_arrived in Port Naﬁal. Tﬁe ﬁajority of the group of whites
at Port Natal welcomed,the arrival of the Voc:rtrekkers.-7
The féw_English settlers that were opposed to the Trekkers,
were under the leadership of Gardiner. He tried to prevent
‘Dingane from giving land to the Voortrekkers. In this man-
ner future'relations with whites were complicated by Gar-
diner's attitude.8 |

' Before Retief's visit to Dingane news reached him that count-
less trekkers were at the top of the pass leading through
the Khahlamba {(Drakensberg) into Natal. It was also repor-
ted that the grandson of Jobe, the chief of the Sithole,
had been killed by the Trekkers and that hundreds of royal
cattle were driven off by them. These “marauderé" were

dressed like Europeans.9

This unhappy attack was made by Sigonyela and the Wild Cat
people from what is now Basuto Qwagwa. When Retief heard

7. A.Jj.H. van der Walt, J.A. 4iid en A.L. Ceyer: Geskiedenis van
g.h., Deel 1, p. 274,
8. Ibid.

9. J. Selby, gp. cit., p. 79.
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of the accusation against his column, he decided to make his
peace with Dingane. He and some of his party set off for
Mgungundlovu, Dingane's royal kraal at Emakhosini in the
Valley of the kings. They reached Dingane’s kraal during
November 1837 and explained their case. Dingane then re-
plied that if it was Sigonyela, Retief should go back and pu-
nish the thieves. Thereafter they could come and ask for
land to settle-loA The mission was accomplished speedily
but‘Dihgane was furious because Sigonyela was set free.
Retiéf'and his 67 followers delivered the stolen cattle to
Dingane, but after negotiations for land was completed,
Dingane murdered Retief and his followers. The Zulu sol-
aiers'ﬁcunced'on the Trekkers and executed them on Kwa-Mati-

wane outside the kraal.

The :elétions between the Zulus and Trekkers were as a result
of Retief‘s murder strained and a state of war was declared
thereafter. Dingane immediately sent his impies to overwhelm
the Trekker laagers alohg the Uppgr Thukela. These events

caused bitterness and a spirit of animosity.

After the attacks on the Voortrekker laagers at Bloukrans
and Buéhman's Rivers, Gert Maritz started preparing a strong
commando against Dingane. The British followers from Port
Natal also planned an attack on the Zulus. Both expeditions
failed lamentably. This severe defeat caused Potgieter and
his followers to move westwards to seek fulfilment of his
old ideals on the Highveld. Six days after the disaster at
Thaleni thirteen British settlers, and about a thousand of
their Bantu followers were killed by the Zulus on the Lower
Thukela.ll Thus the first contacts with the Zulus ended in
bloody battle. The battle of Blood River, still called Ncome
by the Zulus, decided the issue when Dingane was defeated.

The war marked the turn of the tide in the Zulu-Voortrekker

conflict and it also marked the foundation of the short-lived

10. 1Ihid.

il CoF.]. Mmiiltlar [ed Y- B8R0 Vaar~ @ Ui cb-o_. -2 2o 0 ‘e
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Republic of Natal, and the commemoration of the Trekker vic-
tory at Ncome on the Day of the Covenant created a new and
enduring Afrikaner tradition which was to continue long beyond

the earlier nineteenth century.

At the time of the defeat, there was a number of Zulus who
resented Dingane's rule and its growing intolerance. The
Qwabe héafalready defected and then Mpande, Dingane’é bro-. .
ther followed. Mpande joined the Voortrekkers in a joint
attack on Dingane. The Zulu army was defeated and chief |
induﬁa Ndlela of the royal army returned fo report his fai-
lure to Dingane. He was violently berated by the king and
accused of ccwardiée_and negligence. Dingéne ordered his |
arrest and had him bound. Later, in full view of his fellow
indunaé, he was strangled with an oxhide thong.12 This
savage end to a popular leader shocked even those almost
inured to Dingane's cruelties, and there were more desertions
and more plots to assassinzte the king. His murder was
later carried out by Silevane, Chief of Nyawo, into whose ter-
'ritory‘Dingane'ahd his remaining followers had'Strafed when
fleeing north from the Trekkers. :

We can safely say. the relation between Dingane and the
:Trekkers was charactefisedrby a series of fightings which
resulted in loss of liﬁesbut the Zulu people themselves were
tired of Dingane's bloody wars and craved for peace and as
the Trekkers were offering peace they were welcomed by most

of the Zulus without any suspicion.

Mpande, who followed Dingane as king of the Zulus was recog-
nized by Andries Pretorius. He was made a vassal of the
Natal Republiic and his jurisdiction was over the land north
of the Thukela and east of the Mzinyathi rivers. He lived
in peace with the Trekkers. This was also a period which

was characterized by thousands of refugees who had fled from

12. 3. Selby, op. cit., p. B&.
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Shaka and Dingane's devastating wars flocking into the Natal
- Republic.

The Republic of Natal wasted no time in helping the refugees.
The hel? was aimed at combating 1lliteracy. The two misg-
sioneries, Reverend Lindley and Reverend Smit acted as tea-
chers. At times Rev. Smit had as many as fifty pupils in

his schooi and even children who were herding cattle were
giﬁen pages from school books to memorise; True to the ideals
of Reformation, the Trekkers granted permission to the mission-
aries of the American Board to establish schools for Zulu
children. In 1843, however, Sir George Napier announced in
Cape Town that the Natal district would be under the protec-
tion of the Queen. A year later Natal was formally annexed

as a separate district of the Colony of the Cape of Good

Hope. The territory east of the Mzinyathi and north of the
Thukela fivers was recognised'as the independent state of

Zululand under Mpande.

With regard to the Zulus living in Natal, that is,‘South of
ﬁhe‘Thﬁkela, the English embarked_upon.therimplementation
and_formuiation of the "location" policy. Sir Theophilus
Shepstone was behind this policy which was embodied in Or-
dinance nc 3 cof 1849, in terms of which the Zulus and other
tribes were placed in rﬁral reserves.13 . The reserve; were
estéblished_at Zwartzop, Umlazi, Umvoti and Inanda. In 1864
there were about 42 reserves. In the reserves Shepstone
appointed chiefs and the chiefs were assisted by the résident
agents of-the Government. During Shepstone's time there were
no disturbances, most of the Zulus in the reserves had confi-

dence in him.

There were some chiefs, however with whom Shepstcone never
did establish effective relationships. Such a chief was
Langalibalele of the Natal Section of the Hlubi.l4 He and
his followers had fled from Mpande's Zulu kingdom in 1840's

and been located by the Natal government close under the

13. J.R. Sullivan: The Native Palicy of Sir T. Shepstone, p. l&,

14. ®.D. Wilscn and L.M. Thompson: The Oxford Histary af S.A.
el TT r PRI
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Drakensberg, around ﬁhe head water of the Bushman's River.

In 1872, the year of Cetshwayo's coronation by Shepstone,
alarmed by the introduction of fire arms into Natal by men
returning from the diamond fields, the Government ordered the
chiefs to see to the registration of all arms held by their
people. This was intended as a measure of securlty.l5
Langallbalele 1gno*ed these instructions. When a messenger
was sent to tell him to appear in Pletermarltzburg, Langali-
balele abused him, recalling that in 1858 a fellow chief
Matshana, had been summoned to a "peaceful meeting” by John
Shepstone, brother of Theophilus, only to be confronted with

a gun and arrested.16

Langalibalele's defiance was an unwonted challenge to the
authority of the Govermment, which decided to make an example
of him and thus to intimidate other chiefs and reassure the
white population. Siy Benjamin Pine, the Governor, led a
force of two hundred British troops, three hundred white
?olunteers, about six thousand Zulus living in Natal to
Lahgabibalele's location. This number of six thousand Zulus

‘shows that the Zulus llVlng in Natal were on good terms with

the Engllsh otherwise they could not have responded to the
call. Langallbalele fled across the mountalns to Basutoland
with hls cattle, and most of his men of flghtlng age but on
the way his rearguard came to blows with a scouting party,
killing three volunteers and two Zulus. Pine then ordered
the destruction of Langalibalele's chiefdom and of the adja-
cent Putini-Ngwane chiefdom, which was believed to have been
concerting with Langalibalele. Their stock was seized, their
land confiscated, and their -people were distributed among
white farmers. Langalibalele and his men were captured by

Cape Mounted Police in Leribe district of Lesoto. Malapo,

15. Ibid.
lé. 1Ibid.
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son of Mashoeshoe, betrayed him for a share of his cattle.l”’
Pine set up a special court to try Langalibalele and his coun-
cilors. Pine himself the man who had led the expedition against
the main prisoner and ordered the destruction of his chief-

duﬁ presided over the court, which sentenced Langalibalele to
banishment. Pine then persuaded Sir John Moltenc, Prime
Minister of the Cape Colony, to have his parliament pass an-
A¢t.for the coﬁfinement'of Langalibalele on Robbken Island, A

and there Langalibalele was sent. As a result of this dis-

play of force Pine hoped that-Langalibalele would have no

imitatdrs.18

The proceedings-had the full support of Theophilus Shepstone
and the Natal Colonists, who displayed an indiscriminate
vengeance when they heard of the death of the three volun-
teers. Bishbp Colenso, however, courageously exposed the '
excesses which had been committed by the troops and the ille-
gality of the proceedings of the special court.19 Caught
between two fires, Lorxd Carnarvon, the SéCretary;of State,
made a compromise. Pine was recalled. Langalibalele was
'rembved ffom Robben Island to a farm in therCape-penisula.
Carnarvon also promised that reforms would be made in the
7ad@iﬁistration-of the Zulus in Natal, but no substantial chan-
ges took place. So that even during Shepstone's period some
chiefs wéfe dissaﬁisfied, Langalibalele being anzexample'of
the resentment but as a whole the relations between the Zulus
and the English during Shepstone's era were good.

In order to understand the participation of the Zulus in the
Anglo Boer War one should also refer to the methods used
before the annexation of the Transvaal in 1877 and the sub-
sequent Zulu war in 1879. In 1870 the Zulu kingdom was by

“ far the most powerful African state south of the Limpopo;
Cetshwayo who succeeded his father, Mpande, in 1872 was an
able ruler. He was nct given to the capriciocus behaviour

of his uncles, Dingane and Shaka and he was firmer and more

intelligent than his father. He consulted his councillors

17. 1Ibid, p. 2&l.
ig . Inid.
1. Ibid.
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before making a decision. He was popular and the kingdom

was more closely united than it had ever been.20 Neverthe-
less he had become heir to Mpande as a result of a great and
bloody victory over his half-brother, Mbuyazi and there were

other relatives who were potential rebels.zl

Cetshwayo revitalized the army, which had become soft under
Mpande. As in Shaka's day conscription was enforced on all
the young men, who lived in regimental barracks under strict

discipline.

Cetshwayo's relationship with the English led to the des-
truction of the Zulu kingdom because of the aggressive atti-
tude by the English. The Zulu kingdcocm had fewer white re-
sidents than any comparable area further South.22 There
‘were perhaps a dozen Norwegian missionaries and about as many
'traderé,but converts were few and the volume of trade was
small. The Zulus continued to look suspiciously at Christia-
nity which limited the number of their wives and compelled them
to wear European clothes. Consequently although both missio-
naries and traders regarded Cetshwayo's regime as inimical to
their interest they had few Zulu followers and were not a
‘threat to his authority; ' - ‘

There was also a renegade Scot, John Dunn, who had ingra-
tiated himself with Cetshwayoc and became a distriét chief in
the south of the kingdom, amply provided with Zulu wives,
followers, and cattle. Cetshwayo used him as intermediary
with the Natal Governmeﬁt and as a gun—runner.23 2s for
the relations with the government of the Transvaal, there
was soon tension bécause of the area east of the Mzinyathi
where there were no natural boundaries. But there was —om-
paratively litﬁle friction with Natal because the Thukela and

Mzinyathi rivers formed natural boundaries.

20. Ibigd.
21 . 1Ibid.
22 . Ibid., p. 262.
23 . Ibid.



It was during the 1870%'s that serious clashes occured between
the Zulus and Natal becausé of Carnarvon's federation scheme.
The Afrikaner Republics and the Cape Colony were against it
but Natal favoured it. Carnarvon thought of a confederation
without the Cape and therefore annexed the Transvaal in

1877. In that manner the dispute between the Transvaal and
the Zulus had to be dealt with by the English.

Before the annexation Shepstone of Natal had espoused the
Zulu cause in the boundary dispute. He even.encouraged the
Zulus to threaten the Transvaal Republic but after the annex-
ation of 1877 that was impossible. Shepstone then endorsed
the Transvaal claims and as it became evident that his Trans-
vaal regime dependéd'én the support of the Afrikaner popu—\
lation, he decided-to win that support by tackling Cetshwayo.
That was the main reason for the Anglo-Zulu War of 1879,
After_initial successes for the Zulus at'Isandlwana, where
800 British soldiers were killed, the Zulus were defeated
at Ulundi. Zululand was thern divided into thirteen dis-

24 Here then one'finds thé chief reason for des-

~ tricts.
'rtru¢tioh of the Zulu kingdom and a reversal to a tribal di-

vision which had existéd prior to the rise of Shaka.

Cétshwayo never sent an impi against the Afrikaners when
Shepstone went to annex the Transvaal, the chief Sihayo
hrcumﬁ a "word" which he had received fram a "messenger”

to the effect that Shepstone wasrgoing up among the Afrika;

- ners, and iE was feared that they might be stiff-necked, and
- that he'might be in difficulty. Cetshwayo must, therefore,
send a force to the bordef to be ready to help Shepstone if
necessary. Cetshwayo said he did not wish to fight but
wished to remain at peace-with his neighbours as he had been
advised to do. However, in respect of Shepstone's authority
he ordered Bagulusi (the Zulus in Northern border of Vryheid)

to collect themselves armed at their kraals to be ready in

24. F.,A. Van Jaarsveld, cp. cit., pp. 142 - 3.
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case they were wanted. And when the Afrikaners did not give
Shepstone a tough time, a message came from Shepstone to say
that the force must disperse, so'it'dispersed without having
done anythihg. But Shepstone's intentions were to fight the
Afrikaners with the aid of the Zulus, had they proved stubborn
againstéfhe annexation,

' Frere exploited these unfounded accusations. He also delayed
sending the full report of the Boundary Commission to London
(which had tried to solve boundary disputes between the-
Transvaal and Zululand in June 1878) wuntil the senior mili-

- tary officer had worked out the invasion plan and until he

had softened up Carnarvon’s successor, Sir Michael Hicks
_Beach.with frequent reiterations of his anti-Zulu refrain.2>
Then, beforé London had had time to digest the Commission's
report, Frere presented Cetshwayo with an ultimatum, which
included the demand that the Zulu army should be disbanded

26 No self respecting ruler could comply

within thirty days.
with such a demand. After "doctoring” for the war, Cetshwayo
sided with those‘officeré who were for mass attacks upon
the énémy”fatherrthan guerilla warfare, but he gave strict
orders that the impis'were on no account to invade Natal.27
The British forces under Chelmsford, about 7 000 regulars
"and as many Natal Zulu levies with perhaps a thousand colo-
nial volunteers, invaded the kingdom from three points, ex-
pecting a comfortable sweep to Ulundi. The Zulu army concen-
trated against the central column and on 22nd January, 1879,
took most of it unawares at Isandlwana where the British
army sufféredrits greatést disasﬁer since the Crimean W’ar.28
After thé arriyal_éf British reinforcements the war drew to

its inexorable conclusion.

25, M.D. Wilson and L.M. Thompsan, 0p. cit., p. 268.
26. Ibid. '

27. Ibid.

28. lbid.
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bDuring that time there was no nationalism among the Zulus,
and they accepted defeat after Ulundi was destroyed. ' Against
this background we can see that Cetshwayo's relations with the
English were very strained because of British aggression and

the destruction of the Zulu kingdom.

By July 4, Sir Garnet Wolseley had taken office as Governor
of Natal and the Transvaal, and as High Comm1551oner in South
East Africa. Since Isandlwana had temporarlly put a stop

to the ﬁritish Government's w1111ngness to increase its

South African fesponsibilities. Wolseley's instructions were
that Zululand was not to be annexed. His problem was, there-
fore, to make a peace settlement that would prevent a revi-
val of the Zulu kingdom and do so without costs.to Britain.
He, therefore, banished Cetshwayo to Cape Town. This he
did to create confusion among the Zulus because a nation w1th—
cat a symbol of unity in this case the king, was bound to be
leaderless. He divided Zululand into thirteen separate ter-
ritories under thirteen different chiefs. The aim was to di-
vide the Zulus into tribes as existed prior to Shaka's con-
quests. These chirfs included descendants of Zwide and Din-
giswayo, Hamu, Cetéhwayc's half-brdther who had deserted ta
the British in the war, Zibhebhu, who was a descéndant of a
brother of Shaka's father, Senzangakhona and who had quarrel-
léd-with Cetshwayo, and the inimical John Dunn.29 Cetsh-
wayo's loval councillors were placed uhder Zibhebhu. Ham's
brothers Maduna'and Ziwedu and Cetshwayo's young son, Dinu-
zulu, were left under the authority of Zibhebhu, who used

it in the most galling manner with apparéntly the full appro-
val of the Natal authorities.30 Each of the thirteen chiefs
was made to undertake not to create an érmy and to accept

the arbitration of the British resident.

29. F.E. Colenso and E. Durnford: The Ruin of Zululand, Vol.

1,

30. 1Ibid.

p.
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This settlement was devised for setting Zulu against Zulu
and thus consumating military victory without further cost
or responsibility. Wolseley on the advice of Shepstone had
improved upon the classic imperial formula: "Divide and
refrain from ruling” was a shrewd technique in an area where
imperial interests were merely negative. The military defeat
and Wolseley's settlement initiated a process of national '
disintegration.3l Scarcely any of the chiefs appointed bytj
Wolseley were men of standing in their territories. In some
~cases they were challenged by their rivals such as a preten-
der who claimed to be genealcgically senior to the appointed

chief of Dingiswayo-‘s‘lineage.32

In 1882, Cetshwayo was allowed to visit Ehgland where he was
givén presents by Queen Victoria, but although he was allo-
wed to return homein 1883, Zibhebhu's territory in the north
was excluded from his control and so were the territories
aiong the Natal border in the South. These latter became
known as the Zulu reserve and they were brought under closer
British surveillance though still not annexed. Within his
~ attenuated kingdom Cetshwayo was made to undertake not to

raise an army.

Civil war followed between Cetshwayo and Zibhebhu. Cetsh-
wayo was at a disadvantage because his authority had lapsed
during his exile. Zibhebhu socn got the upper hand and
Ulundi was destroyedifor the second time. Cetshwayo died

in 1884. His surviwing councillors treated his eldest son,
Dinuzulu — who was & boy of 15 - as his heir and they turned
for support to the Afrikaner farmers. In March 1884, the
farmers came to his rescue and defeated Zibhebhu. The Afri-

kaners for their help rendered to Dinuzulu proclaimed a "New

31. Ibi
32. 1Ib



14 L
Republic” over a large area of North-western Zululand and
claimed that the rest of the country except of the Zulu

reserve adjacent to Natal was subject to their protection.

On the 15th July, 1885, the Natal legislative council ex-
pressed the wish in a number of resolutions that Britain
should immediately annex Zululand., solve the Zulu problems

and then incorporate the Bantu territory north of Natal up

to the Portuguese border into the colony. These resclutions
were made because the coﬁncil feared that the Afrikaners would

33

acquire Zululand. In 1887 the British government annexed

Zulﬁland,r (excluding the New Republid) as a British colony

34 In Natal the hope then arose

quite separate from Natal.
that the New Republic would unite with Natal, but that hope
died when in 1888 the New Republic united with the South
African Republic to become the Vryheid district. The Usuthu
resisted annexation of Zululand and under the leadership of
Dinuzulu and his two uncles, Ndabuko and Shingane, revolted
in 1888. That uprising was suppressed and the three leaders

35 . .
When Dinuzulu was

were tried and sent to St. Helena.
‘allowed to come back it was only as a local headman (govern-
ment induna) in the Uéuthu,district. From the foregoing it
can be seen that Dinuzulu's relations with the English were

as in €etshwayo's lifetime characterized by enmit§ and ag-
gression on the part of the British who were against the revi-
val aof the Zulu kingdom which they had destroyed. Dinuzulu:
returned in 1897 and by that time, Zululand and also Tonga-
land had been incorporated in Natal, which had been granted
responsible govermment in L393.‘ It was just two years before
the outbreak of the Angio-Boer war in 1899. Most of the
Z2ulus were resenting the British who had banished binuzulu
and they. disliked the English.

33. C.F.3, Muller {ed.), op. cit., p. 199,
34 . Ibid.

35 . 1Ibid.



15
It is therefore against this background that we can objec-
tively understand the participation of the Zulus in the Anglo-
Boer war. Zululand was no longer a united kingdom but con-
sisted of divisions ruled by the chiefs under the supervi- _
sion of the English magistrates. In Natal the Zulus were also
under the chiefs who were appointed during the time of Sir
Theophilus Shepstone. The Zplus were still as loyal to their

chiefs as they were befoge_Shaké united them.



CHAPTER ONE

THE ATTITUDE OF THE ZULUS TOWARDS THE HOSTILITIES BETWEEN
THE TRANSVAAL REPUBLIC AND THE BRITISH GOVERNMENT DURING
1899

When thqfénéigléééf War broke out on the llth October, 1899 -

President’S J P Kruger proclaimed martial law in the Trans-
vaal, éﬁd'Presideﬁt M.T'Steyn mobilized his burgers to sup¥.
port the Transvaal;_in accordance with the treaty between
the two republics. The Uitlanders left Johannesburg. Bantu
miners ﬁeré escorfed 6ut of the Transvaal and the gold mines

were glosed down for an unspecified period.

Since considerablé'fighting_wag_to take place in areas ad-
joining Zululand, it is oftfﬁpbrtancé to explain what ef-
fect the fighting hadfon'Zu}uspeakihg people. But no black
‘men were called up by the Rébublics for military service.
The militéry strength of the white burgers of the Republics
at -‘the outbreak of the war was as follows: _ .
"Altesaﬁé.hét_die-Republiekegby die uitbreek van die.éorlog-
nie meer as 35 000 man gemobiliseer nie, behalwe nog m paar
duisende vreemdelinge wét,-iq‘verskillendé korpse georgani-
seer; vrywillig hul lot met die Boere ingewerp het. ' Groot
‘deel van die Republikeinsexleérmag het egter nie aan'ﬁie

stryd déelgeneem nie want daar moes gesorg word vir die ver- -

bindingslinies, die vervoer, die kommissarisse en nog veel
meer. Daarby-was dit ' burgermag waarby 'm aantal vreesag-
tiges en onwilliges was, wat tydens gevegte meestal by die
perde of in die laer te vinde was, so ver moontlik van die

*

.. 1
vuurlinie."®

Britain on the other hand was supported by thousand of Aus-
tralians, Canadians, and New Zealanders. Even India sent

 non-combatants for the medical services and Ceylon sent a

.H. van der Walt, J.A, Wiid en A.L. Geyer: Geskiedenis

van

A.3
S.A., Deel I, p. 551.




unit of European planters. Many were of a type suitable for
warfare on the veld. For example the North-West territories
of Canada raised 1 000 expert horsemen and marksmen. Anocother
useful force was the Imperial light Horse recruited from the

Uitlanders.’2 Colonel Bottomley of whom we will hear more

i later on belonged to that group. Finally.there were British

Colonial units recruited locally such as:the Natal Mounted
Volunteers, Kimberley Light Horse, Cape Police, Remington's

Guides, and many others.'3

The Afrikaner artillery was in fire-power equal to the Bri-
tish. The Afrikaners bought wvast numbers of rifles in Eu-
rope, including ehough Meuserzrapid firers to equip most of
the Pransvaalers and some Free Staters. The Afrikaners®
most’noteﬁnrthy cannon were ninety-four—poundercreusot for—o-oa o
tress guns or "Long Toms". At the other extreme in size

was the Lirtle Vickers - Maxim.pomrpom firing a string of one
'pdund shells. On the other hand the British's main weapon
was the flfteen pounder fleld gun

The Afrlkaner strategy‘was based primarily on defending_the
twoiRepublics; bﬁfeit was held that this could best be done
from British'territory, primarily in Natel where the British
were expected to launch their main offen51ve. In this manner
Zululand was directly connected with the frontier in Natal.
‘The war would also be waged defensively in the west across the
borders from the Mblopo to the Orange Rlver, iﬁ'thersduth'the
drifts of the Orange would also be guarded '

Durlng the first months the war was fought in British teffi—‘
tory and the Afrikaner forces were gaining the upper hand in
the struggle. There were few indications that the Afrikaner
leaders realised the vital importance of gaining decieive

2. 3. Selby: A Short History of S.A., p. 188.

3. Inhid.
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victories in the first four or five weeks of the war before
the flood of inexhaustible British reinforcements and supplies
would begin to-flow to South Africa. Soon five sixth of all
British troops were trapped at Ladysmith, a town very near
Zululand. The Afrikaners were also at the Thukela River
and the road was cpen..possibly as far as Durban if they de-
cided to advancg_ggﬁﬁaguinﬁo Natal.? V;But they hesitated.

If Zulus héd felttinélihed to throw éfffﬁritish control, the
war would have given them an exc¢ellent opportunity.

Thé Natal situation was nevertheless so serious that General
Buller wasprompted to take the important decision to split

his force and to go to Natal personally to attempt to reﬁrieve
the position. Buller's force had_driginally been earmarked

‘solely for the advance along the Cape railway.5

On all fronts the Afrikaners were fighting on British terri-
tory and they were to continue for almost four more months.
 Yet the chances of the Republics winnihg_the war were not as-
favourable as they seemed.'Their_chanée:pf gaining a decisi-
 ve military and political advantage by means of a rapid ad-
-Vance1W§§.alréady'irrevocably lost. -Joubert in Natal was
too cautious and lacking in initiative. Around Ladysmith
 rwere 6 000 Afrikaners doing virtually nothing except guardlng
Sir George. Whlte, and Joubert would not consider a llghtnlng
advance on Pietermaritzburg and the Natal coast which a youn—
ger genefal such as Louis Botha would have beéh eéger to
attempt. The Afrikaner attack on Weenen, Estzourt and Mooi-
- River petered out after the Battle of Willow Grange on the 23rd
November 1899. The Zulus did not assist either side and
remained peaceful. When Buller arrived in Pietermaritzburg,
the Afrikaners were withdrawing to await the En%lish north
of the Thukela, and Louis Botha had temporarily taken over
| the command from Joubert, who had left for Pretoria bécause

4. C.F.l1. Muller: 500 Years a History of S.A., p. 295.

5. 1bid.



of'poor health.6

The sieges of #lafeking and Kimberley_tied down thousands of
burghers on Cronjé's western front, while the Afrikaner for-
ces on the Southern front (Orange River) advanced into the

Cape, not as a vanguard of an extensive invasion but as a

defenSivéfm953ure against British troop movements about which : -

“President Steyn was uneasy. The invasion of the Cape by
Afrikaner Commandos, who annexed territory along their roﬁte;
caused many Afrikaners, including a few members of the Cape
Pafliament, to join the Republican forces. Martial law was
proclaimed in Colesberyg and the neighbouring districts. 1In
this area as well as in G:iqualand.WESt and the Prieska dis- |
trict, there were widespread rebellions, which had to be syé
stematically quelled by the Brltlsh command during the fol-
lowing months.7

After the Afrlkaher commandos had occupied Colesberg and 7
Aliwal North and had passed through Burgersdorp on the way -
to Stormberg, General French arrived at Noupoort to assume
_command on the COlesberg front. At the same time Methuen
began to advance towards Klmberley on 21 Nbvember and Buller
in Natal prepared to attack the Afrikaner lines on elther
side of' CQlenso from,hls base at Frere. Methuen followed

_ the raiiway line northwérdé'aﬁd engaged'thé Afrikaners who
attempted td_block his passage on three séparate occa-

sions.8

In the second week of December 1899, thekso+called "Black
Week”, the British army suffered three defeats in quick

succession on,the,central. western and Thukela fronts.>

-

6. A.J.H., ven der Walt, J.A. Wiid en A.L. Ceyer, np. cit., p.
- C.F.J. Muller, op. cit., p. 296.

7. Ibid.

8.. Ibid.

9. Ibid.

557.
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But even these defeats did not affect the attitude of the
Zulu population. |

The first phase of the war in 1899 was characterized by
Afrikaner offensive. What then was the position among the
Zulus during the same 1:>erlocil'f1 Looking at the Zulu popula-

tion as a whole we notice that the Zulus did not participate = -

actively in the war during 1899. .They were however, 1ndlrectff9"

'ly-invclved in the war as scouts, runners, spies and waggon
drivers: "In 1899 toe die stryd tussen die twee Suid-Afri- -
kaanse Republicke en die magtige Engeland uitbreek, is van
Engelse kant goed ggorgahiseerde inligtingsdiens geskep
waarvoor net kaffers eh‘kleurlinge dan bedoel ek nie daarby
die hele dlens nie, maar ek behandel net die deel wat die
'kaffer en'kleurllng bygedra ‘het om.Engeland met sy rooftog

te help.“lo

Durlng 1899 there were about thirty four maglsterlal dls—

tricts ln Natal excludlng the Vryheid districts which were

':part of the South African Republlc.- (See map) In all the .
‘dlstrlcts there were maglstrates representlng the Brltlsh '
'government. The Zulu chlefs in the dlstrlcts were, there-

. fore, . sub]ect to English maglstrates and thelr support for

: the Brltlsh War effort ‘or lack of support must be understood

in that llght ‘

On August 29, 1899 the Pr1nc1pal Under Secretary, c Blrd,
wrote c1rcular no 5 in which he instructed the magistrates
to forward a confidential report to the government at least
once a week and as often as they would consider it desirable
'regardlng the condition of affalrs in thelr districts w1th
spec1al reference to the—Zulus and white populatlon.ll

‘He pointed out that the goverrment relied upon the magistrates

'10. G.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a).

11.  C.5/0. 2642: Circulars 1899 - 1900, CR. 25/99.
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for co-operation in that matter. At that Jjuncture it was
very necessary that the government should be fully informed

with regard to everything that was going on in the Colony.12

As regard the Zulu population the magistrates' reports were
to be made to the Secretary for Native Affalrs. But to
. completeithe general report a copy was to be sent to.the . ii

“EAOfflce of the Principal Under secretary.l3 ,;E:EE

The Civil (mmissioner and Chief Magistrate of Zululand,

Sir Charles Saunders, wrote a similar instruction in a con-
fidential circular to all the magistrates in Zululand and

- pointed out that the condition of the white population and
the condition of the Zulus, were on each occasion to form the
subject of separate reports and a copy of the latter was to

" be attached to the former. The report-on the Zulus was sent
by the chief magistrate to the Secretary for Native Affairs,
and the report on the white population together with the copy
of the report on the Zulus were sent to the Colon1al Secre-
.Vtary.lé, - It was tc be the duty of the magistrates to keep

: themselves 1nformed about the attltude of all classes.15

Before the war hroke out, the Pr1n01pal Under Secretary sent

a telegram.on September 10 . 1899 to the Chlef Magistrate and
Civil Commissioner of Zululand requesting him to issue instruc—
tions to each magistrate of Zululand. Those magistrates were
to inform the Zulu Chiefs and headmen in their districts

that in the event of the outbreak of war between the English
and Afrikaners, the Queen wished the Zulus to remain within
their own borders as the war would be a white man's war.

But they would have the right to protect themselves and their

‘property against attacks or seizure by the Afrikaners.rt®

12 . Ibid.

13 . Ibid.

14 . Z.A. 32: C.M. & C.C. No. 4C.
(5 . TIbid. |

6 . Ibid., CR. 44/1899.
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Professor Breytenbach explained that the Republicsalso had

no intention of drawing the blacks into the war. In fact
military conscription for blacks was prohibited by law:

"Die wette van die twee Republiecke het naamlik die besit

van vuurwapens deur die gekleurdes binne hul grense verbied en
die diensplig van die Bantoes en ander gekleurde groepe het
dus ' ander terrein gedek as aktiéweﬁdeg;g?me aan die gevegs-—

operasies aan-die front.".;?af_

Professor Breytenbach also explaiedthe role the Blacks in

the republics played durinthhe war: "Afgesien van die gee
van bydraes in die vorm van goedere om met'die_uitrusting

van die kommandos te help, is hulle dan ook uitsluitlik
opgerocep om die gewapende krygsmag in die veld en die burgers'
wat ‘daaraan behoort het, as diensbodes te dien. Waar hulle
kommandos vergesel het, het hulle dit gedoen as wadrywers,
touleiers, agterryers en wat dies meer sy, en het hulle nie
gewapende krygsdlens in enige vorm,verrlg nie. VOOIhs moes
hulle op die plase van die gekommandeerde blanke burgers as
‘arbeiders ‘werk. Sulke nie-blanke diensbodes op die plase van
burgers kon dan ooklnie gekommandeer word'nie en .is ook nie.
rtoegélaat om hul diens te verlaat nie: en waar gekommandeer—
de burgers meer diensvolk op hul persele nodig gehad het,

moet dle veldkornette van die. loslopende nie-blanke 1ngese-'
tenes v1r ‘die doel teen vasgestelde loon kommandeer. Hulle
het dus nie deel van die gewapende krygsmag van die Republleke
gevorm nie, en daarom is hul getalle dan ook nie indesluit

by die opgawes van die sterkte van die burge:mag van die
Republiek nie.l® |

This then explains the.policies of the British government
and the Republics with regard to the black pupulation at the
beginning of the war. Although the Zulus in the ﬁryheid
district had been peaceful since the days of the formation

17 - J.H. Breytenbach: Geskiedenis van die Tweede Vryheidsoorlog

1899 - 1982 Deel I: Die Boere-offensief, pp. 36 - 7.
18" 1Ibid. = '



23
of the New Republic, the Chief Magistrate of Zululand, Char-
les Saunders, wrote to the Prime Minister, Mr Hime, that the
Zulus in that district of the Transvaal would seize any fa-.
vourable opportunity against the Afrikaners.l9 He stated
that on account of the ill-treatment they were subjected
to, their sympaties were entirely with the English. The
Chief Magistrate. did. not explain why he thought the sympa-
thies of the«Zulus were with the English but' instead he weq;
on to state that the Afrikaners were fully aware of the fact
that they were hated by every Zulu in those parts and were

consequently in fear of belng attacked by the Zulus-zo

In splte of Britain's pronounced pollcy in this regard. there
were clear indications~that the British were employing Blacks
as spies and'soidiers right from the béginniﬁg of the war.

An eyewitness states: "Vandat die Engelse magte op Pie-
termaritzburg en Ladysmith voor die uitbreek van die oorlog
hulle manoeuvers in die noorde var Natal gehou het, het

hulle gebruik gemaak van kaffer-spioene. Met die uitbreek van
die CO;log_het elke afdeling van die Engelse magte sy getal
kafférspioene gehad wat alle inligting moes insamel. _Kaffef—.
spioéne-het tussen die Boeremagte ingedringven sodoende alles
van belang ingesamel. Die Boere het maar in daardie tyd baie
min ag geslaan op wat hu;le maar gemeen het rondloper kaffers
was. 'By'die Engelse magte was ook honderde berede kaffers
(Native Scouts) wat saam met die voorhoede en patrollies op
die trek was, hulle was almal met Engelse uniforms en gewere
uitgerus'en het in al hulle gevegte_deélgeneém. Later is

ook gebruik gemaak van die “joiners“ of "National Scouts". 21

The year 1899 was nevertheless characterized by peacé among
the Zulus in spite of the rumours of war. As early as Oc-
tober 9, the magistrate of,Estéouﬂ:districtrrepogted that
the Zulus appeared to view the situation-with indifference
except perhaps those chiefs living close to the Free State

bqrdérvﬂx:seemed to be afraid of stock thieves.Z22

19. 7.A.32: C.R.49/19, C.M,and C.C.- P.¥.,
20, 1Ibid.
21. G.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a).

22. S.N.A. L/4/7: R.M. Estcourt - Secretary fo: Native Affaiis..
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But on 0ctobef723, when the war had already broken out, the
Zulus living in the villlage of Estcourt and those in service
during tha£ week showed signs of unrest and anxiety especial-
1y when they saw columns of troops arriﬁing in the village
en route to Pietermaritzburg.23' This feeling was to a
_Certain extent relieved when a part of the column went to
Ladysmith. 24

from the immediate nelghbourhood of any mllltary display or.

. The Zulus llVlng in the locations and away

operatlons seemed to be leadlng their ordlnaxy lives.

When the rains started falllng, those Zulus who had oxen
commenced ploughing. On November 6, when the troops sta-
tioned at Colenso retired to Estcourt, a number of Zulus left
the village, fearing that the village would be shelled by
the Afrikaneré.?s Those Zulus living near Colensc had al-
ready moved for the same reasons. Others, however, had left
for the safety of thelrrstock, but that was not a general
exodus. The Zulus living in the locations were still in their
kraals. The chiefs Johanneerhumalo and Mkhakhanyeki were
refugees in the village.  Both those chiefs informed the
.'_maglstrate of Estcourtthat thelr people were Stlll at. thelr
'-kraals.-ﬁ ' .

O'n_ November 13, the Magistrate of Estcourtdirected the in-
_duna Gadabana to enlist special runners to eetablish_commu—,
nication between Estcourt and Ladysmith but until then he
had not been successful. The Zulus appeared to _have been

afraid running the risk. As muchras R40 were offered as an

incentive but no one would undertake thejou&:ney.27

At Impendle district just south of the Estcourt district the

L 2

23. 1Ibid., W 1895/99.

24, Ibid.

25. 1Ibid.
26. lupidz

27. 1Ibid.
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Zulus showed no feeling of excitement or unrest in connection
with the Transvaal'situation;. In September, several belonging
to that district who were working in Johannesburg left that
place sooner owing to the unsettled state of affaifs and the
war rumours. On their return those Zulus stated that the
Afrikaners were preparlng for cor were going to war with the '
English, but their statements_were discredited among the Zu-

"lus at Impendle because similar ones had been made for the

last two or three years w1thgut the prediction coming true.28

On October 23, when the war had broken out, the.Zulus at
Impendle were still-quief but- there was some unrest amohgst
those Iiving in that paﬁt bordering on Lesotho as also
amonést'the white residents up there. The unrest was due
to a rumour that the Basutos intended raiding stock in the
Colony and that some Basutos had been seen on the Berg with--
in the Célony.gg \ '
district -i.e. the Hlaﬁhimba Pass and another a little to
'the.south,of it. _Both-wererpassable by cattle.30 The
magistrate of that division decided that it was necessary
for those pagsés;to be watched. Towards the end of October
the Zuius'at Impend1e-wéfe eager to hear about the fighting

There were two passes in the Impendle

but otherwise they were undisturbed and were then more
or less fully engaged in cultlvatlng their gardens. As
late as November the Zulus appeared undisturbed but that
was due to their not having been informed of the serious-

ness of the pOSltlon.Sl

- In the Ipholela district; the attitude of all classes of

the commﬁnity was peaceful duringvSeptember.32 On October
3, the district was still quiet but there were rumours.that
the Basutos intended joining the Afrikaners in case of the

commencement of hostilities. The magistrate of that district

28 . S.N.A. 1/4/7: R.M. Impendle Report,7.9.99.:

29 . Ibid.’
30 . Ibid.
31 . Ibid.

32 . Ibid., R.M. Ipholela Ffeport,8.9.99
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thought it was probable that the Basutos would devote their
~attention to stealing.33 On October 30, the magistrate '

infofmed the Zulus of the defeat of the Afrikaners at Dun-

dee and Elandslaagte and reported that the tidings had given

"considerable'satiSfaction to the natives.“34

" In the Ixopo district there was danger of unrest on October
14 when Zalus arrlved from Johannesburg. They came with . .

exaggarated stories about the war, but as late as Decemoer
30, the maglstrate ‘of that district reported that he had

every confidence in the loyalty of the Zulus whom he was

confldentrwould not be easily shaken.35

During September 1859 one or two Zulus at Alexander division
expressed some regret that the government had decided not

to inform them of what was taking place. As late as Octo-
ber 7, the chiefs and headmen still complained that they had
not been taken into the confidence'of the ggvernment. For
that reasoﬁ the_magistraté saw a good many of the chiefs

. personally on October 27, informed them of the success of
'.:the.Btitish_arms. - That was not true, because at that time
the Afrikaner forces ﬁere on the offensive. Nevertﬁelesé
the'infOrmatiqn:was?received "with token of the5greate8£
satisfaction"by all classes of the native population.” 36
Thefeafter the Zulus became engaged in their usual spring
planting operations. The same attitude prevailed during
October at the . Lowe:'UmZimkulu division where the Zulus
were guiet ‘and busy cultivating their field and“graéing
their herds. ' ?

On October 23, after receiving a telegram from the Prime
Minister of the ficﬁofy of the British arms at Dundee, the

- Magistrate at New Hanover immediately sent messages in all
directions to inform the Zulus. The magistrate stated that
‘he had no doubt that all the Zulus in Natal had received the

33. Tbid._

-34. Ibid.
35. Ibid., R.M. Ixope Report 14.10.99.

3. 1bid., R.M. Alexander Report 27.10.99.
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news by that time. The magistrate mentioned that he had no-
ticed by the expression on their faces that many of them felt
ill at ease. But all that disappeared after the news had
been conveyed and matters were well again.:%-7 On November
6, however, the magistrate of the nearby district of Lion's

River, reported that the Zulus there were gettlng anxious

 'for fear the Afrikaners would come and take the few cattle

~litel

they had left. Furthermore many Zulus were comlng into the
division from the north of the Thukela Rlver to stay with
relatives. The magistrate then pointed out: "The natives
'are loyal'but somé'are'beginning to doubt the power of the
government to drive the Boers out of the Colony and that the

latter had come south of Ladysmlth.“38

Mr T N Boshoff_of Weenen 1nfqrmed_thelClerk of the Court at-
Umvoti on October 14, that the Zulus of Weenen division were
making hunéreds of assegais but mainly for the purpose of
figﬁting amongst themselves than attacking the whites. But
dn_october,ZL, the magistrate-held a branch court amongst
thejAmachunﬁ tribe at Muden, and the chief Silwane sent a
‘message by an induna expressing regret at the rumours that

. both the Amachunu and Amabomvu tribes were .armihg for a
flght.39

At Dundee in September,Athe magistrate of that district con-
veyed the message of the Prime Minister, Mr Hime, to the
Chiefs and headmen.’®  After he had done so the following
remarks were made by some of the chiefs. Chief Sotiki
wanted to know how they could protect themselves: "We look
to the queen to do so . in the event of war as she is our only
ruler."” Chief Duﬁisa said: "We have not the proper weapons
to defend ourselves with. Our weapons are short." Chief

‘Sandanezwe stated: "We have not the power to protect oursel-

37. 1bid., R.M. New Hanover Report, 23.10.99.

'38. Ibid., R.M. Lian's Hiver Report, 6£.11.99.
39. Ibid., R.M. Weenen Heport, 21.10.99.

- 40. Ibid., R.M. Dundee Report, 30.10.95.
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ves. We are like cattle that are herded'!  Those chiefs

were reacting to the statement in the Prime Minister's letter
which, as we have seen, had been sent to all the magistefial
districts in Natal and Zululand-saying that the Zulus were to
be neutral in the war. At the same time he confused the
chiefs by saying that they were to defend themselves if

their property was a*tacked.42 But the chlefs had no pewer
and authority to defend themselves as they were British sub-

jects

There was also ccnfu51on at the Newcastle division among the
Zulus. On August 30, the Zulus were leav1ng their homes,
conseqﬁently the maglstrate of that district spoke to the
chlefs and also to 1nd1v1dual Zulus, telling them that there
. was no cause for leaving their kraails, or for remov1ng stodk.
The Zulus were then qulet for some time but during September
4, Nenkosana, a Zulu sergeant who was xnvestlgatlng a ru-
mour ahout Embabane and M21nyath1 whose people were leaV1ng
. thelr kraals, or sleeplng away from them, ‘found at Micah

_ Kunene s reS1dence that the latter had.removed his chlldren
':to near Hlathlkhulu Dundee division. Others near him had
done the same. Nenkosana then saw Micah's. wife, who told
him that Mbakambaka s people had- been throwing stones at

the house built by the-people for teachlng purposes. They_
shouted that an Afrlkaner "impi® was comlng to kill the
‘Zulus. The people got frightened and went away.” Then a
certain Timothy Gule got angry about the people leaving and
said the people must come back from Hlathikhulu. VThey did

so.43.

During 1899 the position in the magisterial divisions "of

Zululand was different from that of the magisterisl divisions
in Natal, ie south of the Thukela. The cause may be attribu-
ted to the fact'thet Vryheid formed part of the South Eastern

41. Inid.
42, 7.A. 32: CR. 44/1899.

43, - S.N.A. 1/8/7: C. 49/99.



Transvaal. The English were afraid that they might be at-
tacked from that district through Zululand. This fear is
apparent from the fact thatfas eerly as September 9, the Pri-
me Minister wrote to Sir Charles Saunders informing him that
it had been decided to increase the Zululand Native Police
Force to 400 men, and to send a detachment of that force as

soon as -possible to protect outlylng border magistracies in
44 ER

the pro#'nce of Zululand.

The Prlme Mlnlster stated that the Commissioner of Pollce
repcrted_that there was no proper defensible post at Nkandla
"and that the Zulus in thet district would upon the first
appearance of danger in all probablllty retire into the -
Nkandla Forest.45 The Commissioner of Police, therefore,
suggested that in the event of an attack or raid upon that
ﬁlace,'the Zululand Poliee_there, should be withdrawn and sent
to Nguthﬁ to assist in the defence of that magistracy-to.which
a strong re-infercement ofhgﬁluland Police would be sent.
He.added thatrthe European Police might retire to Nquthu
',or'Dundee via Rorke's Drift, while'the magistrate and the

few Europeans who remalned would ‘be in no danger of perso-

nal v1olence as long as no re51stance was offered.46

With regard to Melmoth. the Chief Comm1551oner of Police con-
sidered that as there was no defensible post there, and only
half a dozen police, no attempt should be made to defend that
place, but that the Natal Police should in the event of a raid
by the Afrikaners, reﬁire to Eshowe.47 , Theesame'femark
applied to the magistracy of Mahlabathini. Colonel-Dartﬁell
was of opinion that the few police there should withdraw to

Nongoma to strengthen the garrison of that place. They were

-

44 . Z.A. 32: Confl. 129/99.
45 . Ibid., CR. 49/1859.
46 . Ibid.

47 . Ibid-




also to be joined by the few men at Hlabisa if considered
neCeSsary.48 All these-precautions were suggested because
of fear of the Afrikaner forces which could have invaded the
British through Vryheid via Nquthu, Nkandla, Emthonjaneni

._and Mahlabathlnl which were on the borders of the Vryheld

dlstrlct.

_ on the_eastern part of the Vryheid dfegzict, strict precau-
tions were taken. With regard to Nohgéma, for-example. the.
force of 40 Natal police with an attachment of Zululand
police and the reeidents of that place, were to be prepared
to go into laager at the new magisterial buildings which were
being erected. BAs soon as hostilities commenced, that place
could be made a strong defensible post, and could be rein-
forced by another detachment of the Zﬁluland Native Police.49
To complete the circle of precautions‘eround the Vryheid
dlstrlct Fherefore, attentlon was glven to the north-easteen
corner which consisted of the WO ils tricts ofIngwavuma and
 Ubombo. The Chief Commissioner of Police recommended that

- Zululand police at Gwaliweni shouid be concentrated at Ing-
_wévuma.:—A detaChﬁent'in,that neighbourhood was at.that time
divided between the two places.So At Eehowe, the head-
quarters'df therchief_Magistrate and Civil Commissioner of
Zululand, there was a'faiily strong detachment of the Zulu-
land Native Police. They were kept there so as to be avai-
“lable for repelling an attack in any direction, -especially an
‘attack coming from the Vryheid district via Emthonjaneni.51
We notice here that the situation in Zululand was unique in
.that even before the outbreak of the war, a large number of
Zululand Native Police was traiﬁed to take an active part in

the war, should it become necessary.

48. 1Ibid.

49. 1Ibid.
50. Ibid.

51. 1Ihid.
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The Nquthu district was influenced by Zulus returning from
Johannesburg during September. They spread many reports which
tended to interest the Zulus in the district. They reported
that the English were being turned out of Johannesburg by the

Afrikaners.52

During the same month the Zulu population,
more especially those along the Vryheid district were in an
uneasy state of mind on account of the rumours about the
war. Disquiet increased daily and the resident magistrate
thought it was "due to the Dutch informing them that if they

33 In spite of

- do not remain neutral they will be shot".
some uneasiness among the Zulus in that district, nothing

strange occurred among them during 1899.

During September 1899, the Zulus of the Nkéndla district
continued watching the Transvaal political situation very
closely, and with much anxiety. They feared that the Impe-
rial Government was not in earnest, and would withdraw in
the end.54
without hostilities. it would be attrlbuted to the fear on the
part of the English, and not of the Afrlkaners.ss .

‘They also said that if a se*tlement was reached

In November,_large,numbers of Zulus arrived from.Johannesburg‘-_
and were spreading reports, which the magistrate found"very
unpleasant to hear". It concerned the mamner in which the
Afrikaners were commander ing horses and Qoods from the English
in Johannesburg who were too ffightened to oppose them in

any way.56 The magistrate labelled the reports FunpleaSant
té hear" because they were believed by many Zulus and in that
way discrediting the British government. The Zulus were
watching events with great keenness and hardly a day passed

- without a chief coming personally or sending messengers to

the magistracy to enquire about the latest news. Thg magistrate

'52°. S.N.A. 1/4/7: CR. 43/1899.
'53. Ibid., CR. 6B8/1899.

54 . Ibid., CR. 90/99.

55 . Ibid.

56 . Ibid., NK. 661/1899, CR. 1206/99.
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reported to the Chief'Magistrate,'Charles Saunders that.
he found "it rather difficult to get them to understand
why, if we have been victorious, the Boers have continuod

to gain ground“.57r

During the second week of November, a serious faction fight
occurréd -among the Zulus at Nkandla district. The faction"'
;aflght took place at a marriage dance between the Zulus of
:-Chlef Matshana kaNondisa and the Chief Faku of Nquthu dis-
tr1ct.58 The latter were reported to have been worsted
with many wounded, and one man was not expected to iive, |
but at thé same time the police were controlling the situa-

- tion.

Towards the end of_November. Santula a Zulu under Chief -
Nongamulana, was accused of having conducted himself in
such a manner as to cause suspicion. .  He was arrested and

was on remand pendlngluvestlgatlon.f’9

Another problem
in the Nkandla district was the scarcity of food in many parts.
of the district. It amounted to a serious faminé; ~and all
hopes of gettlng supplles vanished because of a report that
the government had engaged all available transport at Lower
'Thukela for the front 6o During December the Zulus in cer-
taln parts of Nkandla were reported to be literally without |
_food and crops were very backward because of a drought. On
December 20, one hundred muids of mealies supplied by the
government arrived and were sold in about an hour.%t Many
more could have been deposed of. A few Zulus along streams -
in the low country were getting green mielies, but not encugh

to assist less fortunate friends.

At Emthonjaneni district the ZulUS'were in the same plight
as their brothers in the Nkandla district. The magistrate
of that district reported that he forsaw.a great scarcity of

57.. lbid., RK. ?55/1899, CR. 18&/99}
58 Ibid., NK. 770/1899, C2. 201/99.
59. Ibid., NK. £06/1899.

60. 1bid.

61. Ibid., NK. B865/99, CR. 275/99.
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food among the natives there.62 The magistrate further poin-
ted out that the stock of mealies in Melmoth at that time
was a total of 240 bags.63 Even during the second week of

December food was still scarce at Emthonjaneni and the posi-
tion was deteriorating. The magistrate then wrote: "I for-
see a difficulty in maintaining supplies later on in as

much as local Boers have refused to ride transport for some
of the local stcrekeepers; and s thHe Boérs have carried the
bulk of the local transport in the past this refusal compli-
cates matters more seriously, more especially as regards to
the nativ_es.”64 '
At Mahlabathini district, the Zulus watcﬁed the political
situation with anxiety, but remained confident of protection

from the government in case of an attack.?)5

- The magistrate
stated that the Zulus had been duly informed in terms of
instructions through their chiefs in the confidential circu-
lar. According to the confidential circular to the magistrate
thefdhiefs'were'expected to'repdrt anything Strange taking
place among théir.peopie in their districts. The resident
magisttate said: "The general opinion expressed has been
one of'confidence, though they-clearly show that the presehce
of a government force in the midst would instil greater
easeramong them. I must say I agree with them about the
presence of a force of some description in the district,

and wogéd-urge Government to provide some means of this
kind."" -

The magistrate further pointed out thaﬁ if no detachment

of regqular poiice could be spared. a suppiy of arms should
“be kept at Mahlabathini with requisite ammunition, and that
authority be given "“to enlist the services of trpstwérthy

native men who could be armed therewith and employed should

occasion arise to resist any attempts made at raiding."67

62 . Ibid., CR. 188/99.
63 . Ibid. |
64 . 1lbid., CR. 272/1899.
65 . 1Ibid., CR. 73/1899.
66 . 1Ibid. |

67 . 1Ibid.




'This'statement therefore shows clearly that the magistrate
was in favour of arming the socalled“trustworthy natives®

under the pretext of resisting attempted raids.

On September 19;-there was a meeting of all the chiefs at
Mahlabathini. The meeting was summoned by the magistrate of
that district with the purpose of iﬁforming the chiefs of the
instructions contained in the Chief Magistrate and Civil

Commissionéiﬁéfﬁi?cular'of September, 1899. The circular .

expected chiefs to remain neutral while the war lasted againéfﬂ B

the Transvaal Republlc. The meeting was well attended. Of
the six Chiefs who\mme present there were Khehla and Ngingila
representing Tshanibezwe, Ngodi, 51gungu, Mblllka, Magojela

and Ngobozana.68

Affer the_instructiohs had been read the .chiefs thanked
the'Government and accepted  the fact that if war became in-
evitable, it would be a white man's war, They entertained the
fears that they would be unequal to any force of the Afrika-
ners on account of their prlmltlve arms. 63
ters the chlefs asked that the Government should provide

a force to deal with any attacks.70 ©  The instructions con-

In their let-

talned.zn the Chief Maglstrate s confidential circular were
_ conveyed to the Zulus because the Engllsh were optimistic
about the outcome of the war. They thought it would be easy
to overrun the Afrikaner forces. These instructions were
'to'be revoked, however, during the time of pessimism, when

there was no hope of defeating the Afrikaner forces.

As late as the eve of the war and after the meeting of the
chiefs, the Zulus at Mahlabathini district, were not returning
in large numbers from work in the Transvaal Republic. Instead

they continued going out and money was regularly remitted by

them through the native agency at Johannesburg.7l So that
. 68. Ibid.

69.  1bkid.

70. 1lbid.

71. Ibic., CR. 124/99.




we can conclude that during-the period 1899, the Zulus at
Mahlabathini did not take an active part in the war.

At Ndwandwe district, where the Paramount Chief Dinuzulu
was residing, it was reported that Dinuzulu could not ke
relied upon and Zibhebhu might be relied ypon as being lo-
yal. 72 The English suspected that Dinuzulu might sympathise
with the. Afrikaners. as they had helped him defeat Zibhebhu .:-
who was- sunported by the Engllsh Coenraad Meyer sent.a w;%ﬁ[
message td ‘Dinuzulu soon after the war had begun telling ;iﬁv'
" him that the Zulus were to take no part in the war and that
the Zulus were to leave the white people to fight their own
battle.’>
war, Coenraad Meyer came to Dinuzulu at his Osuthu kraal,
and told him that there would be war between the Afrikaners
and the English, and that the Zulus were to remain perfectly

passive and take no part in 1t.74

A short time before the commencement of the

In other parts of the Zululan&ndistricts; there was much
ighoraﬁce about the hostilitiecs between the Transvaal and the
British Government. On séptember 23, the magistrate of the
Krantzkop district reporting on the attitude of the Zulus

in the’district'wrote as follows: "It is Surnrisiﬂg hOw
llttle they appear to be concerned with the present political

_crlsls.“75

This ignorance among SOmeiZulus was also reportéd:by the
‘magistrate of the Lower Umfolozi district on October 10,

who reported that: "The crisis in the Transvaal is, appa-
rently'of little concern to the Natives in the district, as
they are entirely ignoraht aé to the present State affairs,

and one never hears any discussion on the subject. Few natives

in this district go in search of work on the Rand, a fact

'72.. Tbid.

?3. C.A. Mills: A Report on the causes which led to the Ill-feeling
- between the Boers and the Zulus, p. 70.
74. Ibid.

75. S.N.A. 1/4/7.




which may account for their ignorance of the present condition

of the Z.A.R."76

On October 14, the police patrols were said to have been sent
to all parts of the Lower Umfolozi district but gathered no

news of the disquieting nature among the Zulus of that dis-
77

_trict. On the return to that district of- certaln Zulus,

7'who returned with Mr Warwick from.Johannesburg towards the

end of October, the people in certain parts appeared to be
alarmed by the reports. But the information sent to the chiefs
and the people about the Afrikaners' defeat at Glencoe, ap-
peafed to reassure them and the magistrate could not hide his
satisfaction: ."I am pleased everything is most peaceful and
now that heavy rains have fallen they are all busy plantlng

their crops w78

At Hlablsa dlstrlct the Zulus remained peaceful as late as
November 1i. They were, however, somewhat alarmed by rumour.
of a threatened invasion of the province by Afrikaners, 2
whereas in tﬁe Eshowe district, there was some ignorance
ébout'ihe.approadhing hostilities of the Anglo-Boer war.

_'Oh September 4 the magistrate reported thét there had been
almost total absence of faction fighting or rlotlng of any
kind for about eighteen months.a0 He pointed out that
because the chiefs had not sought any information on the
Transvaal issue, the situation was not much discussed amongst
the Zulus and that they had no cause for alarm.- During Sep-
tember the Zulus in that district were leaving as usual for
work,in the Transvaal and elsewhere, and were not returning

in great numbers from the Republlc.81

on October 3, the magistrate of Maphumulo district reported
- that scme of the tribes might take advantage of the disturbed

76 Ibid.; L.U. 543/1899, CR. 117/99.
?7. Iﬁid., L.u. 584/99, CR. 167/99.
78, 1bid?

79. 1bid., H. 469/99, CR. 190/99.

' 80. Ibid., CR. 29/1899.

81. 1ibid., L.U. 584/99, CR. 167/99.



State of affairs in the Colbny and attack each other. Most
of the chiefs were dissatisfied with the boundaries defined
in 1897, each one complaining of not having sufficient land
allotted to him.%? |

the Zulus were still quiet as late as October 21, and they

In spite of the magistrate's fears,

were taking advantage of the rains which had just fallen and

were cultivating their fiélds.83

On November 10, there were;ﬁaﬁYVdisquieting TUmMours regar-
ding the war among the Zulus at Maphumulo district, which
created anxiety. The Zulus, however, remained loyél and
were quietly cultivating their fields. ' The young men who had
been worklng in Johannesburg returned. These men stated that
they were ordered to proceed to the seat of war, where some

84
These rumours caused some

would be required to flght.
uneasiness more especially because they came during the month

of November when the war had already broken out. -

. There were also numerous rumours brought by the Zulus returning
from work from the Gold fields in the Ingwavuma district on
the northern cofner of Zululand. Those rumours, however

‘were generally of vague confllctlng nature and appeared to be
picked up by the Zulus in the Z.A.R. en route to their ho-

mes, and which did not.appear, up to that date, to have dis-
turbed the Zulu minds in the district.8?  After the war

had errupted, numercus batches of Zulus in twos and threes
arrived in the district returning to their homes, having

fled from the mines in the Z.A. R.86

The Zulus throughout the district having received intimation
- through the Government that the British were actually at war

with the Afrlkaners, dld not appear to show much anxiety.
87

~ They continued to work on their fields.

82. Ibid.
83. Ibid.
84. 1Ibid.

85. Ibid., CR. 77/1899.

86 . Ibid.

87 - Ibid.




At the Ubombo magistracy south of the Ingwavuma district,
the magistrate ﬁeported'that chief Mkakwa from Ingwavuma
district had reported at the Ubombo magistracy on his way to
visit chief Zibhebhu. He was asked to report again on his
return and "talk over matters". But instead of doing so
passed back without reporting and without even calling upon
his uncle chief Ntozakhe, who had been prepared for him.
‘The latter stated that he was offended and greatly astonished
at his nephew's conduct. The magistrate of Ubombo . thensoun-—
ded a warning: "Such procedure on the back of chief Sambane's
calling éut his people under arms in July last is notewdrthy
- a communication has been addressed to the magistrate Ing-
wavuma on the subject of Chief Mkakwa's behaviour seeing he

£8 This statement shows clearly

is of the opposite faction.”
that the Zulu chiefs' activities were strictly watched during
the war in order to prevent them joining what the magistrate

termed, "opposite faction".

The magistrate of the Ubombo further stated in his report:

"I would presume to suggest that Government should through
magistrates, informally notify natives that relations with. the
Tfansvaal are strained, but that they will be duly informed
should hostilities be anticipated. By giving this amount of
confidence, I am of opinion it will encourage them to impart
what they may hear, that -it will be a means of suppressing
extfavagant rumours of an Osutu - Boer, or Mandlakazi - Boer,
alliance — as in July last, and that should other absurd
rumours be circulated, they will be sure to geek accurate
official information regarding such. Moreover being British
subjects their welfare will be closely bound with ours in

the event of hostilitiés.“ag

88. Ibid., C.R. 45/1899.

89. 1Ibid.




On October 19, Zulu headmen throughout Ubombo district were

99 Six Zulu scouts

informed that hostilities had commenced.
were placed along the border, one between the Phongolo and
Joli's kraal, another between the latter place and Matanase's
kraal, and between Matanase and Gwaza's kraal, a fourth be-
tween Gwaza's and the junction of the Sekani stream with the
Nkunzi river, a fifth Dbetween the Sekani and Mvubu's kraal,
and the sixth between Mvubu's and the 3unct10n of the Ubani

Stream and Nkun21.91 _ :,@;;Lﬂ

At the beglnnlng'of NCvember, the Zulus at Ubombo dlstrlct
'appeared much concerned about their own safety., their crops
“and posse351ons. This concern remained in spite of all
‘assurances that they would not be interfered with or the
.success of the British 92 because on October 29, the Afri-
kaner forces had overthrown the Ingwavuma'magistracy.?3
-"The overthrow of that magistracy did not improve matters.
The Zulus consequently took their goods and chattels from
‘their kraals to mealie-pits and caves where they could hide
them.' They were well aware of the fact that not a single
1 kraal or-Zulu had been interfered with by ‘the Afrlkaner

-forces in the Ingwavuma dlstrlct 94

- On N0vember 9, the maglstrate of Ubombo dlStrICt reported.that
_Zlbhebhu S messengers had been instructed by Zibhebhu to

) clear,the_approach to and clean out the cave in the Mandlakazi
'stronghcld.in the Nkunzi Poort in 6rder that it might be rea&y

for his women and children in case of an emergeqcy.gs

Zibhebhu was staying in the Ubombo district with his Maﬁdlakazi
trikbe and was trusted'by the English as they had used him

against Cetshwayo's Usuthu followers. The Mandlakazi was just

9a Ibid., U.B. 494/1899, CR. 154/99.
91. 1ibid. ,

92.” Ibid.; U.B. 518/1899, CR. 196/99
-éaﬁ ‘Ibid.

94. Ibid.”

95. - Ibid., U.B. 519/1899, CR. 198/99.




north of Dinuzulu's Usuthu at Ndwandwe magisterial division.
A report that Ngwanezi had called his people together was
doing the rounds but for what purpose nobody knew. The head
messenger of the Ubombo court was sent to him to caution him
against creating any unrest. A Zulu spy was also sent at the

same time into Maputaland to investigate matters there.96

Looking at the Zulu population as a whole in all magisterial
districts both in Zululand and in Natal, and against what we .
have already discussed we can safely say that the Zulus did
not participate aétively.in'the war during the period Octo-
ber to December 1899, They were, however, already indirectly
involved in the war, in that there were many scouts, runners,
spies and waggon drivers already employed by the British for-
ces, who were at a disadﬁantage in that they were in a strange
land and therefore not well acquainted with the geography of
the country. On the war front as we have seen in the begin-
ning of this chapter the Afrikaner forces were on the offen-
sive on all fronts and the British were suffering defeats
‘there.. - o C :

96. Ibid., U.B. 534/1899, CL. 239/99.
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CHAPTER TwO

THE PERIOD OF ALARM AMONG THE ZULUS IN CERTAIN
- DISTRICTS

Duting?§899 the Zulus did not participate actively in the

“war. They did not even take part during 1900 in 'spite of alarm

among the Zulus in certain districts. They remained peace-
ful alfhnugh the Afrikaner forces were on the offensive on
all fronts during 1899. But the year 1900 was the turning
point, then the Afrikaner forces suffered reverses on all.

frDﬂtSy

The jubilatinn in'Eupqhe and éVen among certain Afrikaner

sympathisers in Britain at the Afrikaner victories during

1899 was immediately-dampehed'by the British command's new

line of action. Tuwo British divisions were already at sea
an their way to South Africa, and a third was nearly ready
to sail.  Buller who retalned his Natal Command, was repla-

ced as commander- ~-in- -chief in South Afrlca by the 31xty sauen year -
_old ueteran, Fleld—Marshall tord Roberts, v.c., the hero of

Kabul and Kandahar. The new chief-of-staff, Lord Kltchener
of Khartoum, was an equally dlStlﬂQUlShed soldier, former the
Sirdar of the Egyptian army and the victor of Omdurman he was

a military u;gan;ser of note who would admirably complement the

‘strategist Roberts, -whasse prestige in itself was an encourg-

gement'tu the British in their hour of aduéfsity. Upon his
arrival in Cape Town on January 10, 1900, Roberts immediately

. began planning his main campaign, which would be launched from

the Modder River. ) .

In the meantime, throughout January, rebellions which had

.become more freguent in the Northern Cape and Griqualand

West were further stimulated by an expedition led by General

P.J. Liebenberg of Potchefstroom. British troops suppressed




uprisings at Upington, Douglas, Prieska, Hopetown, Philips-
town and Kurumaﬁ, while aon the otheruwise quiet Thukela front,
4 000 Afrikaners. launched an heroic anslaught on Ladysmith:
an January &, 1960 from the Scuth at Platrand. The attack

mas'repulsed with heavy losses on both sides.l

On the Eolesberg front, in December Ganeral fFrench advanced
‘ta confrant the h631tant General Hendrlk Schaeman, who,
after Magersfunt91n, had to" ba helped by De la Rey. French
faced stronger uppusitlon until Roberts recalled him to
Cape Town to belihitiated into the next phase of the cam-
paign. Ma jor- General R.A.P. Clements aééumed the southern
command at a time when the Afrikaner forces were withdrawing
to counter the threat tu Kimberley from the south.2
AFtér'Bﬂllér had received reinforcements which raised the
strength of his force to 30 000 men supported by 60 guns,
he made a second attack on the Thukela. When Bulier began
moving his Forﬁes on about January 14, the Afrikaner lines
”mere'stre§Chéd Uut‘fér west. Instead of attemptiﬁg to out-
flank the Afrikanérs from the east at Hlangwana Hill, which
eventually praved to be the only way to réach Ladysmith,
Buller chose to order Warren to outflank them fram the West
i. e._mest of Spioen. Kup (Ntabamnyama) and over Trlchardt'
_Drlft. The capture of Sploen Kop and its subsequent eva-
cuation un-January 24, 1900 was a tragedy of misunderstanding
- on the part of the British. The desperate battle of Spioen
Kop ended in victory for Louis Botha. Of the 1 653 British
casualties, there were more than 300 dead, as against 50 dead

and 120 wounded on the Afrikaner side.

1. C.F.3. Muller: 500 Years a History of 5.A., p. 298.

2. Ibid.

3. Ibid.



On ‘February 11, 1900, however, Roberts hegan to advance with
.-clearly defined gbjectives. He was to use his force of

30 000 men, comprising four infantry divisiuns and French's
cavalry divisiaon, which was to play such an important part

for the remainder of the war?

Cronjé'élcahi;ulatiqn on the 27th February, 1900, Majuba
Day, masia SSQBre blow to the Afrikaners and was to proﬁef-ﬁ
to be the turning point in:-the war. 0On the same day,
-February-Z?,.lQﬂD, the Afrikaners were also badly defeated
an the Natal front. After Buller had made a fourth attempt
on Februery 21 and 22, to gain a foothold on the other side
of the Thukéla, he on February 23 again launched a fierce
attack against Botha's 5 8000 Afrikaners at Pieter's Hill,
and with an overwhelming force of 40 000 supported by 72
guns captured the key pbsition of the Thukela line an

February 27, despite the Afrikaners’ heroic.uppDSition.

‘The road tG:Ladysmith aﬁa ité famished inhabitants was
open.: While White's force was being relieved, the Afrika-
ners, their morale shattered, retreated in confusion until
they réachéd the scene of the October bét#les, despite the
‘entreaties of ﬂresident.KrUQErlhiﬁself, who had arrived at
Glencoe. There in the Biggarsberg Botha finally succeeded
in reforming such lines as he could from those of his forces
who had not returned homs. Buller made no atﬁémpf to pur-
sue the Afrikaner quce. He remained in Ladysmith fram
Mérch'to ng,'l908.5 ' o

President Kruger juurnéyed froﬁ the chaos in Natal.tp Bloem-
‘fontein, and with President Steyn drafted a dramatic appeal,
capies of which were sent to all European governments, to

the British Premier, Lord Salisbury, to stop the bloodshed

4. Ibid., p. 399.

o

£.1.H. Yan der Walt, 3.A. Wiid en A.L. Meyer: Geskiedenis van,
S.A., Deel I, pp. 570 _,l’




and restore peace an a‘hasis acceptable to both parties in-

volved in the war.?”

On March 12, Kruger and Steyn's plea for peace was curtly
rejected by Lord Salisbury. Great Britain was determined to
--sub jugate the republics and did not fear the interference
afléurbpean powers. British supremacy at sea was unquestio-

ned and she was at peace with-all her contirental neighbours.

] Wifh the fall of Bloemfontein, the conflict in the Free -
State almost automatically became a mobile war, as was also
later to be the case in the Transuéal. At Kroanstad, on
‘Merch 17, with both Krugér and:Steyn present a council of
war decided to cnnfiﬁue the war. General Joubert, too,

was pfesent at this meeting, .but died on March 28, in Preto-
ria and was sudceeded as Commandant-General of the Trans-
vaal forces by *he 38 year, old Lau1s Botha. The couneil of
war subscrlbed tu the policy of smaller commandos unencdm--
bered by magan tralns, the use GF mare mublle unlfs, and raids
an the British llnes af. communlcatlons. De wet had already_.
demonstrated how effectlue such tactlcs cauld be and mlthln
two weeks he was to do go agaln,T De Wet struck at Sannas-
pos on March 31, at Mostertshoek on April 4, and at Nepéner on
Aﬁril ?- -rn thaose darkfdays far the Afrikaner cause'he'kiﬁﬁ—
led the flame of Afrikaner resistance, persuaded many burg-
hers to return to their commandos and began to.perform remark-
~able feats which earned him the reputation of being the most
brillient guerilla leader on the Af‘rikaner-side.8

Ih the ﬁéantime Rbbefts planned a broad-swéep northwards

on a line fromKmberley to Ladysmith. With this northward
sweep Buller would march across the Orakensberq to the Trans-
veal Highveld with a force of 45 000 men. In addition Roberts
-iéFt a considerable force under Generals Chermside, Rundle,

8rabant, Pole-Carew and Kelly-Kenny in the Free State.9

6. Ibid.
7. C.F.J. Muller, op. cit., p. 302.

g. Ibid.

3. Ibid.



Louis Botha, who had assumed command of Afrikaners, had
scarcely 12 000 men and 28 gquns of which 8 800 men op-
posed the centre of Roberts's phalanx of Khaki which began
the long march to Pretoria on May 3, 1900. So he adopted
the form of battle which was to become characteristic of the
Afrikaners. that of constantly %ighting, disengaging and
Falling back to fight egaim. - | :

Botha fought a rearguard gation againéf Roberts at SixAMile
Spruit and then withdrew to the east. To the Afrikaners
‘this was a darker moment even than the occupation of Bloem-
.fontein, even the steadfast Kruger wavered momentarily and
his faith in the cause had to be bolstered by Steyn. Botha
~and the military leaders were discouraged and irresolute.lg'
It seemed therefore as if the war was over, with the defeat

- af Pretoria. As early as September 1, lQﬁﬂ Robsrts issued

a prﬁclaﬁation annexing. the Transvaal, while French, Pole-
Carem and Euller trled in ualn to subjugate the dispersed
lrﬂfrlkaner fnrces in the Eastern Transuaal.- ‘From the Brltlsh
' p01nt of view all that remalnad ‘to be done was to clear the
cnuntry of some 1sqlated Afrlkaner armed bands.. Even Roberts
was of this apinibﬁ,'but_Euents wére-tb::eueal-that this was

a serious error of judgement.

- What was the position then in Zululand and among the Zulus
in Natal when the war was in full swing between the tug

white groups? O0On the Zululand border thalmilitary force of
the Afrikaners was under General Lucas Meyer who shartly be-
fore the outbreak of the war was in the area betweenﬁZuluiénd
and the South AFfican'Républic'to protect the Afrikaner érmyr

from being attacked at the back .1t

10.- Ibid., p. 303.

11. J.H. Breytenbach: Geskiedenis van die Tweede Vryheidsoorlog
1899 -~ 1902, Desel 111, Die Stryd in Natal, p. 375.
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To prevent invasion from.Zululand, the Afrikaners had alrea-
dy before the outbreak of the war placed a few guards along
Zululand border who were Supposed to patrel it and to watch
the area between the Mzinyathi and the Bloukrans Rivers

(See map). General Lucas Meyer, after the capture of Dundes,
stationed two of his commandos,- namely that of Piet Retief
under Commandant C L Engelbrecht and - that of  Bethal under

. Commandant ‘B J Greyling, near Halpnmakaar.12 These commandos
~were to watch the Umvoti Mounted Pnllce as well as perhaps
other British furces which cauld have come between Greytoun
and Hélbmekaar or Weenen to Lédysmith to attack the Afri-.
_kaner forces from the rear. Further these forces were to
keep an eye on the M21nyath1 river - the border between '
Zululand and that part of Natal which ‘was occcupied by the

Afrlkaners.l3

The burghers who watched the Vryheid district, that is,

the district bordering on the Anglo-Zulu reserve and up to
-Pcnguluiﬂiﬁer‘masvplach-undér'aSsistant General Coenraad
‘Meyer. He had his headquarters in Vryheid and had in Janua-
ry 1900 about 150 bﬁrghers of whom about 50 formed the re-
serve 1""::51‘0@.]'[i Eeneral Me}er had alsc on January 15, 1900
received éutharizétion from the Commandant-general to comman-
deer if necessary all the burghers of Vryheid and Piet Re-
tief who were hnf yet commandeered or who had gone home on
leave. According to the commandant-general there was on
January 15, about two thirds of the burghers in the Vryheid
district, who were- liable for military service but who wers
not serving. They mere, sub ject to Counraad Meyer s authorl—

zation, liable to be commandeered.l5

12 . 1Ibid.

13 . 1Ibid.
14 . Ibid.

15 . Ipid., pp. 377 - 8.



The ather part of the burgher force which was to protect the
Afrikanersagainst attacksfrom the rear, was placed under

the command of assistant-general Joachim Ferreira and had his
headduarters at Helpmekaar.l6 He Qas responsible for the
watching of the western .border of the Anglo-Zulu reserve,
(the Ncome River and the Mzinyathi) and the Thukela between
the Mzinyathi and the Bibukrans'ﬂiuers. On December 2,

1899 he héd about &£00 burgﬁers with him, i.e. the commandos

of Piet Retief and Bethal and a small group of Natal ‘“re-

- bels™. Ferr91ra placed a strong outpust at Rurke s Drift and

a reserue guard of 50 men, which could be strangthenad to

: lGd at the: foat path of the drift north of Weenen close

to Lucas Meyer s commando west of the Bloukrans River.

_Geﬁerél Qiet'Jdﬁbertrmés convinced that the Zulus would naot
molest the Afrikaners as long as the latter did not steal
their stock or enter their territory. The cammendant general

signaled the same conviction to the landdrost of Vryheid and
17

'~ tha ﬁfrlkaner commandar at Helpmekaar: It was thus empha-

sised that the Zulus were not to be molestad as lang as thay

remained peaceful..

-GeheralsﬁLucas Meyer-ahd Louis Botha who both knew the Zulus

and their language very well, were conviced that thé Zulus

would not attack the Afrikaners. The Paramount Chief,

‘Dinuzulu, did nut'dére send his armies to the §epUblic and
weaken his military force as lung as his opponent Zibheb-

hu, was looking at him like a tlger waiting for the f;rst

opportunity to become the chief induna. The two generals,
therefore, suggested that the people who were spreaaing the

‘ repprtsvthét the Zulus would attack the Afrikaners were those

16. Ibids, p. 378

17.. Ibid., p. 379.



ih'tha Uryheid district who were ‘afraid to come to the front
~and were using the Zulu threat as an excuse to stay at home

and pfutect their Families.la

By Januafy'ié -1960 Ferreira and Coenraad Meyer exchanged
some ldEaS as to how they should invade Zululand, because cn'
-January 20, a report had been made that there was a muunted
ﬁarty of 6DD to 700 men visible from Eshowe on their way to
Nquthu district. Two hundred infantrymen were on their way
from Melmoth to Nongoma, and 500 to 600 troops would meet
ihem ét James Evans' house just npposite the border in the

' Aﬁglc-Zﬁiu reserve. They were ready to raid the Vryheid
dlstrlct.l9 when-on January 24 and 25, it became evident that
the reports of the Brltlsh forces aduanc1ng vere False, the
two Afrlkaner generals went -on wi th th91r plan. They invaded
thé reserve with their comb1ned forces of 700 men and conqua-
réa Nquthu on January 31, 1900.20 After half an hour s
deFenca and after they had wounded or killed ten burgher
',horses,'a-ngUp ~af English soldiers.and some Zulus who
manned the fart ralsed the white flag.: Twenty British _amdng.
-mham were the maglstrate, his wife and a child, were taken
prisoners. There were also Fifty Zulu soldiers among the pri-
soners and about 295-guns, 20 horses and 65 boxes of ammu-
nition. 1In spite of this swift victory President Kruger was
_hnt happy: -"Uir President Krﬁger'mas dit h ontstellende '
gedagte dat h groot deel van die Zoelﬂéuulk feen die Boere in
die harnas gejaag kon'mofd ten gevolge van roofsug onder die
burgers. Hy het derhalwe voorgestel dat van die nie-blankes
wat by NQuthu_geuange geneem is, deur die kommandant¢éeneraal
persbanlik losgelaat en die Zoeloereserwe binnegestuur moes

wé;d met hiﬁaudskap'aan alle Zoeloes in die gebiasd dat as die

18 . 1Ibid.
19 . 1bid.

20 . Ibid., pp. 283 - 4.



Boere van die eiendom van die inboorlinge gevat het, dit

teruggegee suu woid."2l

On receiving this message from the President, fFerreira pro-
"tested. He showed that the reserve was just a nominal Zulu
area, and it was actually gouerned by the angllsh and there-
fore, the core ‘af unrest. - Ferreira further pointed out
that the Zulus caught atquuthu were not permanent residents
af ﬁhe'feserue; but tramps who were used by the British in
Atheir'serviée to Flght against thse- Afrlkaners.gz Ferrel-
ra's prntest was in vain because the cummandant—general
.suppurted the pr351dant's suggestlun and psrsonally came to
Dundee to meet the Zylu prlsoners who had been sent back
 from Pretoria, and sent - them to Nquthu mlth the message of

the Pr831uent.23

Ferreira and Counraad Meyar ‘s Cammandos' Counc11 aof Nar assu—f
“red the cammandant-general that the cccupatlon af Nquthu

'i;was advantageous to tha Afrlkaner Farcas and added: "Nie

';allean het die Zualnas mear tevrede gevnel as wat hulle uaor-r

heen was nie maar ook die uerblndlngsllnle tussen Meyer en.

'_Farralra se,knmmandn ¢ is daardeur aansienlik verkort ...

Die kommandant-generaal het nukkerig gebly en het op die 9de
selfs aan Ccenraad Meyer instruksie gegee om die Britse fart

by Nquthu-te uernlatlg. Mayer het die beual verontagsaam. "2a‘

_.After'the Commandant-general had personally visited Helpme-
kaar on February 13, 1900 and had investigated everything -
himself, he was convinced that the occupation of Nqutﬂh
dlstrlct was in the lnterest of the Afrlkaner forces. He
then 31gnalled to the President that a guard at Nquthu was

2L Ibid., p. 384.
22 Tbid.s -
3. Ibid., p. 385.

24. 1Ihid.



more useful in protecting the Uryheld border than a guard on
the border 1tself.25 "Daarom en omdat die verbindings-
"linie tussen Bohinéb en Helpmekaar nou korter was, kon daar
groot getalle van Ferreira en Coenraad Meyer se burgers
veggeneem word em elders te gaan veg. Die enigste burgers
wat sedertdien dan ook in die gebied gelaat is om die rug
Qan die-Boerekommahdo?s téen h ihﬁal-uié Zoeloeland te beskerm
was die Natalse ﬂrehellé“i'uit‘Newcastle en dié van een uyk
van die dist:ik Vryheid. Die res van die burgeré - te wete
die van Piet Retief en Uryheid wat nog op die Zosloegrens
was - is weswaarts uersku1f na Ladysmith en na die nmgewlng

uan Culensu.zs('

In the meantime the magistrate of the Ndwaﬁdwe district

heard the news of the conquest of Nquthu. He at once com-
'municated it to the chiefs in his district:27 The chiefs
also heard the news frnm the Zulu scouts. '%he Ndmandmé’dis-
trict was the centre of DanZUlU, the paramcunt chief of the
Zulus, mhose pauple had shamn some signs of exCLtemant at

.the beglﬂnlng of January._ The. excxtement was, homeuer, rapn;—“

-ted tu have sub31ded later on.

Dh.February ia, it was repbrted-by the magistraté of Eﬁthonf
janeni that “the natives have known of the fall of thg magi-

- stracies at Nqﬂthu and Nkandla, this togather with the per-
sistent manner;_in which the Boers, hauelinfurmed natiues'

of their successes against the English most af which have been .
tm1sted to suit Boer 1deas, and warnings that any natives, :
whe are loyal to the English shall be punished when the war,_f; i
‘is aver, and the cuuntry taken over, has caused them tc lose )

their hearts."28 : -

25. Ibid., p 386.
26 . Ibid.
27 . S.N.A. 1/4/7: CR. 115/1900,  ° 7.2.1900.

28 . 1Ipid., CR. 126/1900.



At theecummencement of the war the Zulus in the Nkandla dis-
trict became very much excited but the excitement later
died_domn.z9 Wwhen, however, the Afrikaner movement across
the border had somewhat increased and with the stories they
spread aof suaceeses to their arms in Natal, there was a

danger of the Zulus being disturbed. "

}Oh:FeSruary 19, 1900 matters changed very much far,thef;
worse with the Zulus at Emthenjaneni. That was caused by
~ the capture of the Nkandlaldistriet. " The Afrikaners had
been most careful,talimpreSs-epoh ﬁhe Zulus that they must
sit still, and that no harm would come to them, as it would
-nut be long befere ﬁhey; the Afrikaners, would be in posses-
sion of the whole of Zululand.Bl' The Afrikaners did not
- end with thesa words of assurances to the Zulus but presents
were gluen to the. Zulus from. the stock of the stnrekeepers
- at Nkandla, and evary effort was made to conciliate the Zulus
sa as to preuent them r131ng.32 A man named Kr1t21nger,
-"iwas repor ted tn be most active in. suppartlng the AFrlkaner
__propaganda., The maglstrate pclnted out - thet it was
__“abselutely neeessary that these people should be arrested
_and remaved from the district. The effect would restnre
eehfidenee to the natives generally his,(Kritzinger) being
- at larée ie looked uponras weakness on the part of the
Government, therefore, I most respectfully, yet urgently

rsuggest that the arrest be made wlthuut further delay. n33

On March 5, 1900 the magistrate of Emthunjaneni circulated

the news of General Crnnjé's surrender as well as the relief '
34 '

of Klmberley and Ladysmith amqngst. the Zulus.

29.  Ibid., CR. 89/1900.

30

. 1Ibid.
31. .Ibhid., CR. l46/1900.
32, Ibid.
33. 1bid., CR. 146/1900, 19.2.1900.

34 . Ibid., CR. 176/1900.




The magistrate pointed out that the news was received by saome
with great satisfaction, whilst others gave him the impression
that they doubted the announcement. The magistrate ...
suspected that it was "caused by local Beer reports spread
amongst the natives deputed for this purpose. I regret

ta say that there are several natives in-this district who
are used by Boers in'this way, yet I haGe'not been able to

w32 The magistrate

get any ‘direct evidence against them.
expected all the Zulus ta be delighted at Cronjé's surrender
‘and at -the relief of Kimberley and Ladysmith, but his dilemma
was that the Zulus in his district had already heard about the
fall of Ngquthu and Nkandla distficts, and it was very difficult
for them'tu aseept British successes when they had heard

about the successes af Afrlksner arms nnt far from.their own

dlstrlct.

At Uhombc dlstrlct rumours - ef factlun flghts were reported.
It was repurted among Sambane s peopla that Mblklza called -
- up hls old men and -asked them if. they wculd attack Mtshalek-

wana on accaunt of a dlfference betwsen ‘them regardlng certain . .-

land used ds a ‘mission site since 1896 to which both lay

36

claim. The old men refused saying the ecountry belanged to

the Government. Mblklza ‘then mustered the young men - -whao said
they would abey his arders.37 It was stated that two messen-
gers had been sent ta maks enquiry about the ‘tribes cencerned

and” that.censtables had been sent to watch Mblklza.38

On March 8, it was found that both parties concerned absolu-
tely'denisd that friction existed between them. Zulu scouts

.stated that friendly_relatiens existed betwesn the young men

35. Ibid. |
36 .  1Ibid., CR. 154/1900.
37. 1bid.

38.° Ihid.



and maidens of both Factions?

In the meantime a certain report had appeared in The Natal
Mercury of January 17, 1900, which stated that the Swazis
1n conjunction with Zulus were to help the Boers in comple-
. ting the desﬁructian'af the-English 40 That report was
false, but it mas dlsturblng “the English who expected Full

ca- operatlun from all the Zulus as well” as the Sw321s.

That wés also a péridd of confusion among some Zulus. It
vas a period of hope and dismay. There was in Natal a news-
- Paper called Ipepa lo Hlanga. It was a national weekly news-

- Paper which had five hundred and fifty subscribers, and which
distributed fifty-three copies. The paper tried to create
ill—Feelihg'énd resentment against the Government, and

- Europeans generally. Ipepa lo Hlanga had -subscribers in the

Cape Cdlany, Rhodesia, Beira and Delagoa Bay, in addition to .
Natai éhd.the quu1and.a¥ - The danger lay in the fact that.l
'althnﬁgh about ﬁinety'paf cent of the Zulu papulatibn'was
still 1111terate, each subscriber to the paper c1rculated

. his cupy amongst his friends, and the Zulus who werse able to
:read ‘read copies to those who were 1111terate. There were
many statements in the paper which were of a vicious nature,
and 1ncnrrect but the Zulus who read the paper, ar to whom.
it was read, took the contents as truthful and there .was no

one to cantradlct.42

Some of the étatements in the Ipepa lo0 Hlanga of December

24, 1900 were that as a Crown Colony things were better in

Natal than they were under Responsible Guuernment.” The '
Paper discussad the. conflict between the Baers and the Engllsh 43
33. Ibid.

:40; * The Natal Mercury, =~ ~ 17.1.1900.
41 . Ipepa Lo Hlanga, 24.2.1900.
42 . Ibid.~

43 . Tbid.



and stated that the English wanted a voice in the Govern-
‘ment of the Transvsal - "the very thing they refused tc give

us here and which we have not got."[’Lq

With regard to exemption of the Zulus from native laws, the -
paper séia that there were those who said they were exempted
“Prom native law, but théir status was neither that of a white
-~ man nor that of a Zulu. The paper then added: "I challenge
;any Colonist to pulnt out to me one single thlng the Govern- _
ment of Natal. had ever done far the ﬂatlues. Not a single

thlng'"“5

Wlth reference tu the war the paper pointed aut that when
the war was over it mould ‘be fortunate for the Zulus if they
‘obtalned the same wages from the Engllsh as they had got in
the past at thannasbulgrunder Afrikaner Gavernment. The
- paper concluded by saying- that the Afrikaners treated the
i’Zulus hetter and had neuer made women wear straps llke 5

 The Engllsh felt bltter about these statements. Cansequénﬁly
the Minister .af Agrlculture and the Secretary for Native Af-

Fa;rs wasted no time in acting agalnst the paper. He wrote

£0 the Colonial Secretary =about Ipepa lo Hlanga and s;afed
that if it could be legally'ddne, then samething should be
done to prevent the dissemination of such publlcatlan amungst

_"the natlues b7

-In spite of sll the arguments of Ipepa lo Hlanga, and the

excitement in same district of Zululand, the Zulus dit not
take an active part in the war, although the year 1500 was

chargcterized by British successes on all fronts.

44. -Ibid.
45. 1Ibid.
46. Ibid.

47. S.N.A. 1/4/7: CR. 9/1901.



"CHAPTER THREE

THE ARMING OF THE ZULUS DURING 1901

By 1901, the two Republics had aiieady been annexed by .
itain and the ettitude and role of the Zulus will now be
aced in the llght af the new SLtuatlon in South Africa.
am a British point of view all that remained to be done was

clear the'cuﬁntry of some isolated Afrikaner armed bands,

t evénts were ta reveal that this was a serious error of |
dgement. It'waé soon rEalized that the wer was qoing on
abated éﬁd'that the Afrikaners were not defeated. The events
at made the arming of the Zulus almost inevitable were es
llows:  As early as the spring of 1900 the war was wages on a
allaf_scale by the-Afrikanér-fnrces. It became a war of
trition waged against the British, planned by the Afrikaner
varnménts_in_the Field'and_fpught uﬁde% ﬁhé.cdmmand of the
ief- republiéan'cffitérs such as De Wet, De la Rey and Botha.
the meantlme many dispirited Afrikaners surrendered to the
itish. However, that tended to weed out. the weak from the
ghting ranks so that those mhn remained were the dedlcated
irits. The remaining fwo-thirds of the war was fought with
aller commandos operating in territory which was familier to
em. Officers were no langer élacted'and generally commando
SCiplihe became more strihgent. In future, all supplies,
fles and ammunltlan were .to be captured from the British.
e Afrlkaner command also largely dlspensed with the use UF
tillery to ensure greater moblllty.l- A renewed recruiting
mpaign among the laggards and. waverers among the burghers
s started. Many of those who had given up, dug up their
fles and, b:aéking their cath of neutrality, rejoined ths

mmandos.

neral De Wet, set a stimulating example, and harassed one
itish garrison after another. Untiringly he moved backuwards

d faorwards across the Vaal River.

C.F.J. Muller: 500 Years a History of S.A., p. 307.




In the meaptime, it was well known that at the end of

November 1900 Lord Roberts was ta be succeeded as Commander-
in-Chief of tﬁs British forces in South Africa by his

"military foreman", Kitchener. When the latter assumsd

command af the British forees in South Africa he adopted new
methods in an attempt -to end the war. 1In 1901 Kitchener put thew_
new metheds intd §?Fa§t-by simultaneau319 infroducing lines of . |
bloakhouses; establishing cgnceptration camps for non-cambatants,
principally momén and childfen,)and organizing military "drives"
by forces which were mnstly.hqunfed and deployed in columns -

" instead of the traditional divisians and brigade.

The large scale remdval of ‘women and children from the farms

was merely one aspect of the pitiless British scorched earth
policy which was put into effect during.19ﬂl. The evacuation

af the ferms: was. accumpanled by the burning of farm houses and
the destruction of all means of ex1sten§ﬁ.The main issue, .
hﬂweuer, ‘still remalned eFFECtlue subjugatlﬂn of the Afrlkanars '
in the fleld. : ' '

As a result of these battles and skirmishes, the need for armlng
the Zulus became more lmpurtant. During the next month, i.e.
Merch 1901 the-British began arming the Zulus because it was
Obvious thet the small Afrikaner bands were not easiix congquered.
The Zulus were armed by_thé_English'in spite of the assurances
madé to the chiefs in 1899, that they and theip Subje¢ts were to

temain neutral as the war was to be "a white man's war."

Since that palicy was abolished on eccount of Afrikanen;résfstance
lieutenant General French, Cnmmander of the British forces iﬁ the
50uth_Eastérn Transveaal instructed lisutenant colonel Bottomley

Cn the 25th March, 1901 to proceed to Zululand. He wes sccom-
Panied by Struben, Loxton and Major Clarke.3 French stated thet
he was authorised by the Commander-in-Chief and that Bottomley

would be practically in command of the whole party.
2. 1bid.

3. S.N.A. 1/6/25: Copy of Bottomley's letter, d.d. 23.3.1901.
Y“ 1nbid. ' ’



Colonel Bottomley's mission wes tao assist the movement of the
British faorces under General French's command. He told the Zulus
that they were to oppose the entry of any Afrikaner into Zulu
territory. Bottomley was to encourage the Zulus, by every means
in his power to resist any such invesion by force. French also
made it_cleaiﬂin his ihstructinns that the Zulus might be allowed
ﬁu qéé any arms in their pdésesion'For the purﬁnse of Colonel -

Bottomley's missiun.5

The powersruffthe magiéﬁratES'Frnm whom the chiefs had taken
instructians beéfore were susneﬁded For some time. The instruc-
tions td HBottomley clearly étatéd that he maé to inform any
maglstrate or other. nfflclal in Zululand that he was acting under
Leneral French's orders, and in conjunctlon wlth the force under
the latter! & cammand which was carrying out the military plans.
of the Commander- 1n-Chler (Lard'Kitchenef) iniSouth Africa.ﬁ
Rgainst this. backgreund,. it is interestihg to note that nobody
cauld haue greater authnrlty or pumer to r951st Calanel Eottumley;A
He was nct actlng as a culprlt or Fanatlc but was. carnylng out

Orders gluen ta hlm. h

The last part of the instructions given to Bottamley gave him
greater independence in his dealings with his task. It steted:
"In any circumstances of = doubtful nature you will act according

to yaur ‘best discretian.™

Jn March 26, 1901 Geherél_HildYard sent a telegram ta Mr. Hime
:he Prime ministef of Natal, statlng that after consultatian

iith Cereral French at VYryheid, a special party had been sents
Nder Buttomley, Struben and Laxton to assist General French's
Perations. They instructed the Zulus to oppose the entry of the

FI‘lkaners into Zululand and resist any invasion by Force.a

Ibid.

Ibid.

Thid. |

Ibid., Telegram no. 4, d.d. 28.3.1901.



General Hildyard also informed the Prime Minister that Bottomley
nad been instructed to tell the magistrates gr other afficials in
7ululand that he was acting in ;anjunctinn with the forces under

Ceneral French.9

On March 27, 1901 Colonel Bottamley arrived &t Nguthu district
and stated that he had come from-columns uperatlng under General
french.  He also informed the maglstrate of that district that
the Zulus uwere given pe;missionfta defend their borders and also
tb loot all Afrikaher cattle, and that Magistrates were to assist
in the carrylng out of these orders.lD Colonel Bottcmley then
leftNguthu district that day for Nkandla district en route to

Nonguma to interview Dlnuzulu.ll

On Merch 28, 1901 cColonel Buttomley arrived at Nkendla district
accompanled by Struben and Loxton. There Colonel Bottcmley

_placed a certaln man, named Cnaper in charge of the Zulus in the
,dlstrlnt._ The Zulus mere ‘then called under arms in order to guard
the barder and ‘to rald stuck 1n the Transvaal dlstrlcts of Vryheid,
:Utrecht and Wakkerstraﬂm but’ they vere not ‘ardered to enter the.
Transuaal nnrth of the Phongslu river. After giving 1nstructlnns

Cnlonal Bottomley sparh{ went . further north. 12

Dn'March 29 1981 Cnlonel Bottomley and party arrived at
'Emthﬁnjanenl where Bottamley showed the magistrate his 1nstruc~
tions from General French which gave him discretionary pnwer.

Bottomley wanted the magistrate to render assistance to thase
agents-wham Bottomley might appoint to cerry out his orders.

The magistrate had to ;nfqrm.the Zulus that they were to népel
any invasion inteo ZulUlénd by Afrikaners, and that théy were

autharized to cross the border and capture Afrikaner stock._l3
9. Ibid. _

10. Ibid., Telegram d.d. 27.3.1901.

11, Thid. |

12, Ipid., Telegram no. 4, d.d. 29.5.1901.
13, Tbid., Telegram na 11, d.d. 29.3.1901.



Bottomley tald the magistrate that the Zulus might use any arms

they possessed far those purposes. In accordance with the Zulu syst
of fighting, children, women and old men were usually killed

in the war. But the Zulus were warned by Bottomley's agents

that surrenders were to be respected and wamen and children

were not to be mélested;_ Calanel Bottemley then appaintedra";

" man, named ﬁreééy;iat Melmoth, as his agent for that district.t®

Besides Cressy there were also'Fiua other agents who were expec-
ted to reach Melmoth-cj the same day. Befare leaving Melmoth
that afternoon Colonel Bottomley sent messengers to all the
chlefs in that district, directing them to appear before Cressy

on. the FnllOmlng day to receive 1nstruct10ns.15

On the morning of March 30, léﬂl Colonel Buttnﬁlay arrived at
Mahlabathini:diétrict and affer giuing his instructions he left

for Dinuzulu! s Usuthu kraal.i He would probably haue reached’it _
that’ day,_but Battnmley only reached Usuthu kraal on March 31, 1901."
At first Dlnuzulu was reluctant to take Bottomley s orders but -

after flve days Cnlnnel Buttumley threatened that he mauld be

taken prlsoner and sent away" From his peuple if he did not ubey

" the orders.;§5

On -April 2, Colonel Buftomley sent an order to Chief Zibhebhu
thruugh the magistrate of Nongoma. The latter sent the message

to the Banganome kraal in the Ubombo district. Bottomley stated
that in accordance with instructions from General French,

ZibhebhU was aordared to érm“his followers and protect the Zulu-
lang bdrdgr within his district against the Afrikaners. Bo%témlay'
further aﬁdeﬁ: "You may use whatever arms you may have in your

Possession for the purpose including rifles.” 17

From the foregoing instructions it is clear that the fire hed
been -1it"in the Nguthu, Nkandla, Emthonjaneni, Mahlabathini,
Nduangduwe, Ubombg and Ingwavuma areas.

4. Ihid.

15, Ibid. .

l&.  thid., Copy of C.J. van Rooyen's letter, d.d. 28.5.1901.
7, 1bid., Telegram no. 2, d.d. 3.4.1901.



What was left therefore, was the action to coﬁply with the
instruections given to the chiefs. As thase districts formed

a cordon around the VUryheid district they were going to change

the course and the outcome of the war. The instructions given

to the chler also marked the end of neutrallty on the part of the
§. Zulus in the districts which fcrmed the cordﬂn arcund Vryheid

districts. (see map)

Gn April 1, 1901 Chief Maweni’ of Nguthu district sent a message
to the resident maglstrate to the effect that he had received
1 instructions that day to arm his trlbe and go and loot Afrlkaner

stuck.la

Maweni Further_stated that he had‘nn desire to do so
hau1ng received instructions'?ram his government to take no part
in the war. This shows that chief Meweni was being confused by
the abrugétinn of the former assurance that the Zulus were to
rémgih'neutralﬁahd leave the whites to fight their own war.
Consequéﬁfly bn -April 7, méjor'Chapman vha was in comrand of the

 zquthu trunps, dlso lssued Lnstructlens to certaln chlefs at

_Nquthu w1thout any reference tu the. maglstratél 13

On April 10, the Chlef ﬂaglstrate and Civil Eommlsloner, Sir
Eharles Saunders, 1nf0rmed Prime Mlnlster, Mr. Hime, by tele-
gram that ‘the Zulus had brought tuelve cattle and sixteen
goats looted fram Vryheid diStrict ta the acting magistrate of
Nguthu, and that the stock was accepted by the maglstrate.

The magistrate's actlun, however, resulted in a clash with the
officer commanding Nguthu district. The cattle and goats were
forcibly taken from the magistrete and he warned that he would
frustrate 21l orders clashing with his cwn. The officer )
commandlng Nquthu alsoc emphasised that ell stock brought into

Nguthy dlstrlct was brought in by his orders.20

Un April 1, the Zulus at Nkandla district also crossed the
barder inté the Transvaal and iooted a considerable number of
Afrikaner stock-zl
18. Tbid., Telegram no. 5, d.d.2.4.1901.
19. 1pid., Telegram na. 1, d.d. 7.4.190C1.
20. 1bid. _

2. Ibid., Telegram no. 7, d.d. 1.4.1901.



;That period marked the time of confusion among the Zulus,

1z nd looting having once started was difficult to check.

{ Therefore the Chief Magistrate and Civil Commissioner, tele-
graphically informed the Prime Minister that fieldUornet
Danhauser whose stock was looted by the Zulus from Nkandla
district in terms of-Colunel'Bdtiﬁmley's instructions, was
going to Nkandla district-with seventy men tq punish the Zulus._z2
The Chief Magistrate of Zululand also-fepgrted that Afrikaners

at Bahanango led by'Ernbbeiaar and Danhauser weré-threatening

to raid Nkandle district to recépturs stock taken from them.z3

It was éléo stated that Grobbelaar and Danhauser had summoned all.
the Zulus ih'the_neighbcufhnad'df Babanango to assemble at Piet
Meyer's farm. - On April ll,.therapﬁarent'idea was Zulu assistance

for the contemplated raid on Nkandla. The Zulus ih tHat part .of

Yryheid complained that a quantity of their stock had been
loatad:byrmeh'underytaptaih Wickham. ”Therfyheid-Zulusrmere
lvery incensed about it; and.therefure it was quite.pnssible that
they might assist the Afrikaners against-Nkandla district.”? =
These'euents-tnck place after Sir—Charles,Saunders, had received

a letter from an Englishman whose sympathies were certainly not
with the'ﬂf‘rikaners.25 He pointed out that the. state of af?airs
on the other side of the border was such that the Chief Mégistrate
ought to be informed of the facts. There were apparently tuwo
Uan-Raoyens and one Blanchie wha had been brougﬁt in on April 7,
by. Captain Wickham's Zulu scouts. They stated that their wives
and Fahiiies had been looted on their farms and had been lef+d with
Tractically no food whatever. .Other womén and children whose
Tusbands and fathers had surrendered toc Captain Wickham were.

1lsa in a.deplorable plight. The condition of those people was
ar worse than those whose hushands and fathers had surrendered

‘0 the troops. In the latter case they had been looked after

Ind provided forj but those poor wretches were defenceless and

-eft to starve.

2. 1bid., Telegram no. &4, d.d. 3.4.1901.
. 1bid., Telegram no. &, d.d. 12.3.1901.
4. 1Ibid-. :

5. 1bid., Telegram no. 1, d.d. 9.4.1901."



Their cattle had been looted and they had no means of getting
away into British territory where they could at any rate be

26 In the meantlma

supplied with the neces=951tles of life.
a Mrs Doyer whose husband was then on his way to Eshowe, had
also written 1etters to say that she was in fear of her life
through hef“éﬁn Zulus They were of Sishishile men_llu1ng q;j‘f
Doyer's farm. One of them had struck her. There was not a

man in the Nkandla district whe 'did not feel deeply concerned about
those thlngs and not a man who would not do his utmost to alle-
viate the unnecessary sufferings and mental anxiety of those

defenceless and helpless women and children.27

The Englishman stated ih his lettgr that the nfhar English

whites did not know how far they might move in the matter with-
out nuersfepping.military regulaﬁiuné wi th regard to the wives
and famliles of surrendered burghers. The writer concluded his-
letter by saylng "If anythlng can be done and if the'military
will sanctlon our crossing over tu find out mhat is necessary

‘we shall be glad to offer our- serulces in any way that may be
requ1red". 28 The report of the Engllshman was no exaggeration.
In fact it agreed with what uwas rébﬂrted'by A.L. Pretorius:

"Drie ou mense, Oom Jurie Blaﬁche,‘Gert'uan Roayen en Michasl van
Rooyen is ook dieselfde nag deur kaffers gevange geneem en voor
die perde uitgejaag na Kept. Wickham toe." 23 So that, it is
cbvious that these peaple's families were left in the veld to
starve. Pretorius alsc stated that Hendrik Coetzeé was murdered
by the Zulus at his cattle at Ngotshe. "

It is impnrﬁant to note that the Englishman's goad intenti;ns
Failed. Instead General French who was then at Vryheid replied
to the allegations with regard to those women,and families who
were left on the veld on April 9.

26 . 1Ibid.

27 . Ibid.
28, 1Ibid.

29. G.S. Preller Eollectlon. £ eaa(a)
30. 1bid.



le told the Prime Minister that when women were left alone an
farms, they were seldom molested by the Zulus.’! The General
said the English troops quarded them and rejecﬁedstatementsthat

they were left alone as false. The Zulu statements thai their

actions. mere owing to 1nstructlan;from British military authori-

32 General French hlamed

33

fties, were re;ected by him as false.
jtrobbelaar for mlsunderstandlng the terms of surrender.
Colonel Bottomley s orders were based on written instructions
from the Eommander-in- Chlef and 1t was unlikely that Bottumley

had gone heyend them.34

At that time the chiefs were expected not to be obstacles in

the way of the British forces. They were in fact expected to

report Afrikaner mquements.end theirifull co-aperation because
Zﬁluland was under martial lauw. Eansequently, Ehief.Gayethe in

the Krantzkap dlstrlct was arrested by lisutenant Calnnel G. R Millz
of the 1st Royal. Dublln Fusilliers. Colonel Mllls wrote:

"Thare lseboa.kafflr chief named Gayete, the chief of-the

largest and strnngest trlba aheut here, who also’ lsvers dlsloyal"
Mills pointed out that _ Chlef Gayethe's tribe extended ,

well into Zululand. He and other chiefs had been warned te send

35

lnformatlnn regarding. Afrlkaner movements at ence, but Gayethe
Never sent any»lnfo;matlon whlch Colonel Mills had not received
three or four days earlier from other sources. Colonel Mills
thought that ﬁhere mes'Mery little doubt that much infermation

is sent-to the eremy from this district, as in thefabsence of
Toops, fhere is no resérictinn as to cemmunicatinn, taking this
into con51derat10n, 1 do net think it would be advisable to with-

wb .

draw all troops from the ‘district for scme time.

Colongl Mills stated that Geyethe had promised to help the

Hfrikanefe if they came into Krantzkop district.

31, S.N.A. 1/6/25- Telegram d.d. 9.4.1901.

32, 1bid.
33. Inbid.
34, 1nid.

35. Ibid., P.M.C., 321/1901.
6. Ibid.



iHe also pointed out that when interviewed Cayethe's manner was

falmost insubordinate. Conseguently Colanel Mills banned

JQayethe to Greytown and separated him from his tribe.37

In the meantime the,magistrate~nf émthnnjaneni received information
that Afrikaner families consisting of wamen and children were

quite destltute because their stock had been looted by the Zulus.
They-were trying to- make their way across Melmoth border on feot |
for protect10n.38 Even in that district the Zulus were

carryihg aut'ihstructlons. Those 1nstrgct10ns, substituted the
ones preulausely given, namaly, thét the Zulus were to be

ngutral 1Q,the war._39

'n the meantime Colonel Bnttomley*s'agentS‘at Mahiabathihi
listrict ﬂere'instrUcting the Zulus,to_aSSemble any go across
‘he border to loot Afrikanér stuck; ‘As combensation they
wuld be. given-ten per cent af: euerythlng looted by them.t-;D

n Aprll 1, 1901 the Zulus at Mahlabathlnl were. reported to
jeve gone into the Transvaal. and looted a: conSLderable number:
sf Afrikaner stock,%} By . that. time the Zulus wers imbued with
na-spifit of’ hastility;. A number of armed Zulus under Chief
shanlbezwe who had gone -into the Uryheld district on April 1
0 loot had not yet returned. 42 On the 2nd April the Zulus
rom Mahlabathini looted nsarly 500 head of cattle and 600
heep from the Vryheid district.®> The Zulus who lcoted that

%Gck belenged to Chief Ngodi. The armed Zulus went in by night and
'ame into callision with some. Afrlkaners with wham they ex-

hanged shnts.q'{l Although the Zulus-mere supposed to be given

BN percent af the stock they had looted, the remainder i.e. 90%

®S always taken by Loxtan &hq was then at Mahlabathini.®’

-

Thid. | -
S.N.A. 1/6/25: Telegram no. 13, d.d. 29.3.1901.
5. Ibid. N |
. Ibid., Telegram ng. 7, d.d. 1.4.1901.
L. Ibid.

Ihid., Telegram no. 16, d.d. 2.4.1901.
Ibid., Telegraem na. 3; d.d. 2.4.1981.
Ibid. |

- Ibid.



It was also reported to the Chief Magistrata by the Magistrate

of Mahlabathini that Carl F. Butz and Schanders had come

over into Mahlabathini district from Vryheid unarmed following

up their cattle which had been seized by tqodi's people.46 Butz
§ denied being .a Transuaai burgher and declared that he had been |
% non- combatant “mll through the wer. Butz then requested that

l re might be handed back his cattle, if not all at least = fem

milking cows to feed his wife and Famlly who were then depen-

dent entirely an them Far food.

In the matter of his being a non-cambatant; fhe'magistrate of
Mahlabathini thought Butz was correct for he had not heard of
his doing any fightingQ The magistrate however added:"His
sympathies were against us." 47 As for Schanders the magistrate

of Mahlabathini stated: “Schdnﬁersrhas fought throughout and up

to quite recently actually a351sted in preuentlng Boers surrender
to thls maglstracy.' He was cnncernad in the capture of B. Shutze® s
cettle on March 4, in this dlstrlct. I should like to ses
Schanders: dlfferently treated to those Boers who have hitherto
Surrendered_here as an example to cthars of his demeanour." 48
C.F. Butz who claimed to be a-Germén,.handed‘tu the magistfate'
af Mahlabathini a letter addressed to the German consul at
Pretaris protésting against his cattle-being looted and accusing

the magistrate GFAorganizihg the raiding expeditiun.qg

Hottomley's agents made it generally knouwn that the arrangemenfs
regarding looting uwere that Bottomley and his party retained
sixty five percent of all the loot, ten percent was to be given

to the Zulus ar whoever looted the stuck and twenty five

percent was to go to the Gouernmant.50

Un the eﬁening of April 2, Cornelius Muller who was living in
Uryheid district arrived at Mahlabathini magistracy.El
Cornelius Muller had three fresh wounds which appaared to have

been inflicted -by assegais.

46. Ibid.
47. 1Ibid.
48 .Ibid.-
89. 1pid.

0. 1hid.



He said that he was wounded by three armed Zulus of Chief
Nqodi who had induced him to come cut of his house. They
attacked him withput any provocation. Then a_companibn af
Muller fired at the Zulus but did not appear to have hit any-
one.52 Muller was not certain of the real number of the
Zulus. Pretorius however, states the following: "Corneels
Huller.is by sy huis aangeval deur Dnggﬁéer SUG kaffers van
 Mahlahathini,distrik, éi_sy vee is'ée;é"gernuf en toe is hy
vyf steekwonde toegedien nadat hy hulle deur die nag terug
geskiet het en die uulgsndé dag met sy vidu en kinders na die

53 It seems to

Engelse moes vliug om hulle lewens te behou."
us, therefore, that the Zulus at Mahlabathini were actively
used.- The whole'drganisation theré, was under Captain
Wickham and Struben, and under th81r ccmmand there were also
a mixture of "Joiners” and other robbers. Even Sir Charles
" Saunders called the group: '“The.dregs of humanity.“5&

A.L. Pregnrius wrote: "Die rawers het'uitgetrek en oor diE

'_'grense met gruut bendes kaffers burgers gevange geneem, vroue

en klnders en hulse geplunder en honderde du1sende beeste,
perde en skape gernaf w33 , These events: thsrafure, show
'clearly that the 31tuat10n was gettlng aut af hand. Chlef
Tshanlbezwe S men, For example had already 681zad over a bhun-
dred head of cattle belanglng to Cornelids Muller whllst the
latter was on his way to surrender to the magistrate at Ma-
hlabathini.”®
nibezwé to restore those cattle as the Afrikaners who were

The Magistrate ordered the Zulus undgr Tsha-

surrendering at Mahlabathini were very hlttar about the Zulus

being sent to loot their cattle and blamad the civil authori-

ties for the wholejprocegdlng.57_

-

In the meantime Cblénel Bottomley was still actiueiy inuolued

52. Ibid. _

53 . G.5. Preller Collection: A 648(a).

54 . Ibid. |

55 . 1Ibid.

56 . S.N.A. 1/6/25: Telegram no. 18, d.d. 2.4.1901.

57 . 1Ibid., Telegram no. 16, d.d. 2.4.1901.



in carrying out orders given- to him. On April 2, he wrote

a letter from the Usuthu Kraal te the magistrate of Mahla-
bathini, requested the magistrate to order Tshanibezwe

to send cver all his men who-were living between the Black
Umfolozi and Skhwebezi to assist Dinuzulu who did net have
sufficient men with him.ﬁiTéhanibezwe's men were to be led
by'Mankuiumana, the veteran of Isandimahg and later chief
advisor to Dinuzulu. Tshanibezwe's men were 4ll to came armed

- and were to be employed to'guard the Bo:dér,sa

; The Chief Hagistrate; Sir Charles Sauriders instead of direc-
i ting.his accusations at Colonel Bottdmley, stated that it
i was'a deliberate attempt GF'DinUZulu's to assume control
over a portlon of Chief Tshanibezwe's pecple and that Tsha-
nibezwe and Dinuzulu were not on frlendly terms.sg' -The
chief magistrate stated that Tshanibezws gave mcst important

euzdence at Dinuzulu's trial before his exlle. The chief

_4-maglstrate, therefore, warned that it wuuld be a‘very fatal - -
‘mistake to allom those two—trlhes ‘to cnme inte armed confllct.sa
- In splte of Saunders s apprehen31nns, therg gere no serious-

“'glashesrbatmaen Tshanibezua® s people’ and thdSe uf;Dihhzulu.

| On np;ii 8, the magistrate of Mahlabathini received a letter
from Commandant F. Grobbelaar of the Uryheid commando. Grob-
belaar natified the"mégistréte that the Zulus from British
Zululand were busy plundering families during the past three
“or four days.sl The letter referred to a statement of the
wife of Van der Westhuizen, who had been plundered by the
Zulus. She said the Zulus had stated that‘they had_gat,ﬁhe
orders fraom the magistrate of Mahlabathini.i_Grabbela;r-

58. 1bid., Telegram no. 9, d.d. 3.4.1901.
59. 1Ibid.
60. Tbid.

61. Ibid., Telegram no. 14, d.d. 8.4.1901.



angrily enquired whether that was the case: "Is this so?

We are fighting against the British Gﬂuernmént, a civilized
nation and not with natiues-"62 Grobbelaar pointed out that
he would be greatly obliged if the magistrate would inform
him why such things were allowed. 63 In a letter to thé??riﬁé
__Mlnlster, General French said that Grobbelaar's statement
rﬁés_quite false. He repeated his accusations againét Grob-
beldar and pointed out that it was uncammon occurrence that
when women mere-left alone on farms, they and their property
were molested by Zulus, because the English tionps never

left them without supervision. French concluded that Grobbe-
laar, haulng mlsreasonsd facts as regards to surrender, was

quite capable of doing so an qther,polnts.64

Gn April 14, the situatiﬁn was-éggrauated at Mahlabathini,
when captainIWickham put two Zulu wamen in jail.65 They

. werehjaiied after being arrested in the VUryheid districf on
the_éuépicion of them being Afrikaner spies. But the magi-
_strate af Mahléhathihi stated'that he had nq'evidenca agaihst_
'those women and 1ntended dlscharglng them. The magistrate
~asked that the Of ficer Ccmmandlng Truups in Zululand give
Wickham permission to take away three head of cattle from
those wameh. But the maglstrate could not say what' had be-
"come of the cattle and  asked Wickham to give him- 1nformat10n
as to who had got them. The magistrate thaught an injustice
had been done and ‘recommended te the chief: maglstrate that
'the1r cattle be returned to them or others in their stead.u6
The Zulu women wha were galled had come from the Transvaal.
The Chief Magistrate consegquently asked the officer comménding
Zululand whether he approved of the propesal and to tell him

62. 1Ibid.

63, Ibid.

64 . Tbid., Telegram no. 1, d.d. 9.4.1901.
6% . 1bid., Telegram ne. 14, d.d. B8.4.1901.

66 . 1ibid., Telegram no. &4, d.d. 20.4.1901.



under whose orders Captain Wickham was acting because Stru-
hen,'one of Colenel Bottomley's agents, who had been to the
Chief Magistrate on April 20, told him that Wickham had

nothing to do with them.%7

This was clearly a time of turmoil. The Zulu women remained
in jail. Bsttumiey's agents_meré very active in the dis-
trisﬁ,and Loxtan, ane qf Bdttumiey's agents, had already made
an appeal ta the magistrate of Mahlébathini to send Zulus in
his dlstrlct to accompany him into the Uryheld district to
loot Afrikaner stock.68 The magistrate was ahsolutely
certain that if any Zulus from his district accompanied
Loxton, they would 96 fully armed and mentioned that two Zu-
lus had been shot dead whilst lnotlng Afrikaner stock 1n

the Vryheid dlstrlct.59. - - : <.

It must, hqméuer, be hcrne-in*minﬁ that'thé orders Qiuen to -
Colonel Bdttamleyﬂmere'td:d Kitehener's q:deis. He was the
Comniander-in-Chief of the British forces in South Africa,
and nobody could have interfered easily with the executicn.of
- such orders. 'Thé.cése of Captain Wickham jailing the tuwo
‘women Dn'charées of spyingumaé a good example of his autho-
rity. When for example, the. EhieF'Magistrate asked about
Wickham's autharlty, he was simply told the Commandlng oOffi-

cer in Zululand had instructed Captaln Wickham to do so.?u

That officer was then ordered by tha Deputy Adjutant General .
(D.A.G.) ta arrange in con;unctlan with the Chief Maglstrate,
for Capta;n_WLCkham to be broughtto him at Eshowe at once and

67.  lbid. |
68. 1bid., Telegram no. 10, d.d. 10.4.1901.
69,-‘1h1d., Telegram no. 3, d.d. 11.4,1901.

76 . Ibld., Telagram Eshowe 332, d.d. 22.4.1901.



detained there until a further cbmmunicatiun was receiued.7l

But on April 25, Captain Wickham requested the Chief Magi-
strate and Civil Commissioner to give instructions to C.
Foxon the resident magistrate of Nkandla district, to hand
over horses to him which he, Wickham, had taken from the
Afﬁikaners in terms of Lord Kitchener?s_urders.72 Captain
Wickham cleared all the confusicn at once by declaring that

he was Bottamley's répresentatiue at Nkandla district.'~

Under the circumstances it was very difficult to arrest Cap-
tain Wickham. The General Officer Commanding Natal, re-
guested the Chief Magistrate telegraphically to explain to
magistrates that where martial law existed they had no powér
to arrest cf‘f‘i_t:ers.74 When7an officsfrdid,what they thought
was wrang, they should report the matter to the proper mili-
tary authorities, who would then take the necessary action.
No'action should be taken by ¢ivil authnrities'against Cap~
tain Wickhem wha would be dealt with in the first instance by
7> The chief

Magi strate of Zululand replied that the magistrates would be

the Officer Commanding Troops in Zululand.

informed accordingly, but added, that the magistrate of Mel-
moth had informed him that there was nothing to show that Cap-
tain Wickham was a military officer or that he was acting

- under any military instructions. The Chief Magistrate further
stated that'althuugh Captain Wickham had been in Melmoth a
short time previously, he had produced no méitten authorisa--
tion or instructions from anyone to show that he was acting
for or under military-authorities and that Wickham had told

the magistrate that he was not acting under Buttqmléy':?6

7L Ihid., Telegram 364; d.d. 25.64.1901.

72, Ibid. | |

73, Ibid.

74. Ibid.s, Telegram no. K1541, d.d. 15.4.1901.
75. Ibid.

76. Ibid., Telegram na. 8, d.d. 25.4.1901.



The Chief Magistrate's expianation was of no avail and on
April 29, the military authorities requested withdrawal of
the warrant for Captain Wickham's arrest and the warrant was
then withdramn.77 Captain Wickham was ordered to appear
hefore.the Officer Commanding Troops at Eshocwe. He did sa,
_but the outcome was not made known. As Zululand was undér
martial law, there were many mysteries which could not be

easily understood even by ‘the civil authorities themselves.

In the meantime the Zulus from Mahlabathini continued raiding

Afrikaner stock in the Vryheid district. Consequently a 4

party'of'abnut forty Afrikaners, entered Mahlabathini district

at.Manh's store. 9 Théy proceedEd-a short way into.the dis-.

trict and returnedAagain to the Transvaal after visiting Mahn‘s
- place, where they'carried aﬁay-mhat-they could and destroyed

much of what they did'nat_require;79 The party came from
the Nhlazatshe region-mhgre'their headquarters seemed to be
situated at that time.' The Afrikaners at Nhlazatshe,
as far as the maglstrate of Mahlabathlnl could estimate; num-
" bered about 100 to 150 meh.88 "It was feared they might
attack two of the Chiefs in.Mahlabathlnl district against
whom they were uéry bitter for having assisted in the looting
af thaif-stnck.al - The Afrikaners, however, never attacked

any Chief in Zululand.

In Ndwandwe district where Dinuzulu's Usuthu Kraal was
gituaﬁéd, Bottomley's agents wasted no time in instructing
the Zulus :that they"Jéfe to assembly, go acrass the Bnrder'

and loot Afrikaner . stock and that the Zulus were to be given

\ ~ten percant of all they had looted 8z - It was, however,

77 .. Ibid.

78. Ibid., Telegram d.d. 24.4.1901.

79. TIbid.~
80 . Ibid.
81. Ibid.

82. 1bid., Telegram no. 8, d.d. 30.3.1901.



feared that if Dinuzulu's and Zibhebhu's men should cross

the border and make cantact in the Transuéal, there would be
coenflict bhetween them and that there was no knowing yhere
that would end.®”  But such anticipated trouble gig not
occur owing to the discipline ma‘ntalnedi by Colonel Baottom-
ley's agents. The Chief Maglstrate, Sir Charles »aunders,
requested the Maglstrate at Nongcma to warn Dinuzyly and 21b~
hebhu that their people were to cross the border wjthout the
authority of the Natal'Gnuernment. Dinuzulu refungg tg take
orders fraom Buttomley‘himself, the latter threatened that he

would be taken prisoner and sent away from his panple_all

After assembling his men at his kraal, Dinuzulu went out per-
sonally to supervise hiéAperie. Then on March 31, 19p1,
'DinuzulU's'peoplé'armed with assegais and quns, log*aog 8g
head of cattle:and 6 horses helanging to C.J. van Rogyen.
‘The latter was the victim of unfortunate circumstancgs, He
had surrendered in terms of the guarantee given by EcmmlSSlD_
ner Smith. The latter said the barder of Zululand, ywould be.
open for BUrghers who desired tosurrender and all'their

stock would be respected by virtue of Lord Kitcheneprg pro-

clamatlan.as

C.J. van Rooyen was one of those whp surrendered
but had found it difficult to cross the horder. It surprised
him that 86 head of cattle and & horses were looted frgp
approximately 117 head of cattle by armed Zulus of Chief
Dinuzulu just.on the border of the Vryheid district, But when
he crossed the border the fallumlng marning into Nonggpa,
Ndwandwe district he was looted again of all the sty ek still

left in his p0359551un.86

" 85. Ibid.
8¢ . - Ibid., Copy C.3. van Rooyen's Letter, d.d. 28.%,1901.
85 .. Ibid.

86 . 1bid. ~



During that time.Qinuzulu wasrstanding on a hill neafby
supervising his armed Zulus. Mr van Rooyen knew Dinuzulu
very well and he, therefore, made representations to Dinuzu-
lu about the looting of his stock. But he was informed by
Dinuzulu that his stock. was looted in terms of Bottomley's

orders who was staying at Nongoma at that tlme.87

On his afriyal at the resident magistfate of Nongoma, he told
mr A.W. Leslie how all his stock had been looted by armed
Zulus, and:appealad to him for protection. Mr A.W. Leslie
touk_steps at once. He sént_a Zulu_messehger to Dinuzulu
'ardering'him te return all of £.J. van Rdoyen's stock, i.e.
those cattle fakén from him in the Tranéuaal and those taken

from him in Zululand.2® Mr A.W. Leslie gave Van Rooyen

a written_ndte: "Cnfnelius J. vain Rooyen of Ward 1, Vryheid,
surrehdered burgher'has'permissidn to proceed to kraal of
-Hlumuga near Nkuzana to bring in his stock ta Nongcma but 1n
no case to cross the barder."s9 Mr AW, LBSllB alsa sent

.ja nota tu Dlnuzulu. SRR

On :géeiuihg'mr_n.w. Leslie’s note Dinuzulu wanted to return

all Van Rooyen's stcck, but mr Struben one’ of Colonel Bottom-

ley'sAagents-preuented Dlnuzulu.gn

Mr C.J. van Houyen then made appealé to mr S. Struben tel-
ling him that it was the orders of the magistrate to return
all”his stock, but it was of no avail. Van Rooyen finally
saw his looted stock at Nongoma in the hands of Struhan.
After that Struben - went away with the stock. I

871_7Ibid..

88, Ibid.

- 89. Ibid., n.w; Leslie's Letter, d.d. 4.4.1901.

90. 1Ibid., Copy C.J. van Rooyen's Letter, d.d. 28.5.1901.
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1t was after that event that Colonel Bottomley decided to
make use of Dinuzulu's iﬁflﬁence on Zulus living in the
Vryheid district to rise against the Afrikaners. The Zulus
in the Uryheidvdistrict were urged to arm and lont.92
Battomley then went to Zibhebhu in the north to endeavour to
induce him to use his influence tc urge the Zulus in the Vry-
hei&'district to arm and luot.93 In that way the Zbius in
the Uryheiﬂ district were to join in the cémpaign against

the Afrikaners during L?UZ, They belonged mainly to the
-Baqulusi'tribe which regarded Dinuzulu as their paramount

chief.

On April 9, an armed party. of Dinuzulu's men, looting in the
Vryheid district, had an engagement with some Afrikaners and
in the cnnfllct gne of Dinuzulu's men was kllled. Dinuzulu's

men muunded cne Afrlkaner.ga

: Furthar north of Ndwande Zlbhebhu was. also actlue agalnst

the Afrlkaners. ‘He sent the Zulus into the Vryheid dlstrlct
'tu_qaptu:e whatever Afrlkaner stock .they could lay their
‘hands on. Any man who ‘might mlsh to assist him but llulng in
the Transvaal Republic it was said, might do so. It uwas
further stated that ten percent QF the stock so bapturéd
by‘Zibhebhu would be given to him and the remainder would be
handed over to Bottomley's agent to bé_held by him for the

Government under Bottomley's instructians.gsm

Zibhebhu operated only within his district in Zululend. . As
rggaids the Uryheid'district,fhé'mas instructed to be carse-
fulrnqt to interfere with Dinuzulu's men who were dperating

within Dinuzulu's boundaries and who acknowledged him as their

chlef.96

 ¢92; Ibid., Telegfam no. 13, d.d. 5.4.1901.
93 .  1Ibid.

94 . 'Ibid.,Te}agram no. 5, d.d. 8.4.1901.
95 . Ibid., Telegram no. 2, d.d. 3.4.1901.
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Bottomley aéting on the advice of the magistrate of Non-

goma instructed Zibhebhu.to keep within his boundaries and
Dinuzulu to operate within his sphere of jurisdiction which
extended some distance beyond the Dhongnlo.97 The magistrate
of Ndwandwe district was further requested by Colonel Bottom-
ley to read the instructions to the chiefs, and explain

them ta Mkhondo, Zibhebhu's chief induna.’ o

The chief magistrate, Sir Charles Saunders, was however,

still dissatisfied with Bottamley's arrangement. 1In his
‘telegram to the Prime Minister he clearly stated his fears
about those arrangements. He requested that the Government
should sériously attend to that portion of the instructions
‘which allowed Dinuzulu tu'assume control over portions of the
Transvaal. In terms of the conditions on which he waérreturhed
from exile, he was to have no authority there mhateuer.99
The'EhieF‘Magistrate alsu added that if Dinuzulu's sphere of
influence was extended in,thatgmaﬁnér by 2 representative of
the military authorities, Dinuzulu would lock upen that asv
'aﬂ:estobatioh qf-his.prBQ}dus;y owned land. 'Furthé:mcfa

' the same insfructions would be issﬁed to chiefs and headmen

~in Vryheid district to arm_and'lbnt Afrikaner stock. That
stock would then be broughtta-the chiafs to hand over to
Colonel Bottomley ar his agents. In that manner Zululand

would be the base of operations, and the chigfs would become
the agents thraugh wham instructions were to be carried -

Uut.lDO :

In conclusion the Chief Magistrate pointed cut that several

97 . Ibid.
9g. Ibid.
99 . Ibid.

100 . Ipid.




influential chiefs from the Vryheid district had been given
asylum in Zululand sccn after the war had broken out. If
those chiefs were allowed to remain with Dinuzulu, they would
doubtless be actiue.aQEﬂts in those proceedings. 1In spite

of what may appear as friction between the military autharltles
and tHe civil authorities, the English had only one aim,’

and that was to destroy the Afrikaners in the field. In the'
telegram of April 3, the Prime Minister stated that he was
satisfied _ﬁauttcmley may be trusted to carry out hisrinstfuc—
tions to the best of his power, interference with him now can

10l The hessage was sent at a

lead to no good results."”
time when children and women had been ahandoned in the veld
without a means of subsistence since their cattle, goats and

even horses had been looted by the Zulus.

" Dne can laok_ét Buttdmley'as an organizer of the Zulu army

- or one who- was invested*mith all the powers by Lord Kitche-

- ner himself. 0On April 23, Bottomley and'St:ubeh-stated.that it
_ was notfintgnded that they should defend the border of Zulu-
land but thét_they were to loot as far as possible; all the
Afrikaner ecattle in the Vryheid district. Cohsequently

‘they had been praised by Lord Kitchener on the excellent

work done in Zululand 102

It is against this background that.one must ask uwhy Bottom-
ley continued with his work although some regarded him as

a culprit or a Fanatlc acting on his ouwn. On May 6, 1901

for example, the fire he had 1it in Zululand was burnipg to
the northern corner of Zululand. The magistrate af Ingwauuma'
reported that three Europeans Ashby, Howe and Crossley were
looting all the cattle belonging to the Swazis residing in

Swaziland near the border of the Inguwavuma district.0?

101. 1bid,, Telegram d.d. 3.4.1901.

102 Ibid., Telegram d.d. 23.4.19C1.

in03. 1Ibid., Telegram no. 5, d.d. 6.5.1901.



Those three men said they were Bottomley's agents.' They

were taking the Swazi cattlé on the pretence that the lattér
were hiding Afrikaner stock. It was said a number of chief
Zibhebhu's people were assisting them to loot those cattle

and that Zibhebhu had been directed to arm the remainder of

his people to protect the cattle when they reached his di s-
trict.loa The chief magistrate hameﬁér,-snunded g8 war-

“ning: "The natives from whom the cattle have been looted

have behaved splendidly well throughout the war and they
'wili.mnst certainly laose confidence in the British Government
if they are to be treated in this manner. by a Few Européans who
are the only ocnes acﬁording to their own account who are to
_beneFit_és they have been authorized to keep all their luatJJGS
The Chief Magistrate ended his telegram by stating that he
hoped it would be possible for the British Troops in Zulu-
lénd, to put a sfop to the proceedings of Ashby, Howe and
Crossley and to order the immediate restoratian of all pro-
perty they had looted from the Swazis near the Bordér,cf.

| Zﬁlulandylﬂﬁ': B o o '

It was, huwéqér, found ocut later that the "natives" who had

had their cattle looted by Ashby, Howe and Crossley resided
in-that strip UF'UryHEid'diStricf immediately west of the Ubom-
bo range between Mkuzi and Phongolo rivers and not actually

in Smaziland.107 The Zulus in thét'regibn were later re-
ported to be slaughtering the few cattle they had left for

fear that they would also be loated. CP

‘At Hlabisa district the magistrate had alss received inétruc-

tions from Colonel Bottomley to order two of the tribés in

104. 1Ibid.
105. Ibid.
106 . 1ibid.
167 . Ibi;., Telegram 6.5.1901.

108. - Ibid.



the district to arm and join Dinuzulu but that'apparently
did not maferialise. The Chief Magistrate was against the
revival of 2 Zulu kingdom uhder Dinuzulu. He stated:
"Dinuzulu had ho authority whatever over these peocple and
this is ancther attempt on his part to assume control over

the people under other chiefs in this prov1nce."109

On June 2, 1901 Bottomley was reported to be at Emthonjaneni
again, but it was said that he was leaving there for Natal

on-the same day.llﬂ

Some of Colonel Bottomley's agents uwere
at Nongama whilst others were at Nkandla district and most
of the cattle they hed luated were in that district in the
Insuzi Yalley and they were estimated at more than 300. 111
Another lot of between 200 and 300 head were in Nongoma district
and it was said there might be small lots scattered about

in other parts.;ll2

The ahauementluned number of stock was
in additicn to the cattle the military had taken over from
Bnttamley The Zulus were supposed to get ten percent of all
the stock they had looted but Bottomley's agents who were
then at Nongoma were reported as “trylng to recover cattle
natlueshad helped themselues to over and above the 10 per

cent they were supposed to be entitled to. nll3

- It was also reported on the séme date, June 2, by therprime
Minister to the Chief Magistrate of Zululand, Charles Saun-
ders, that Bottomley's activities were over .14 Colaonel
Bottomley then disappeared fraom Zululand to be given knight- _
hood (C.M.G.) for the work he had done in Zululand_.lls

The Chief Magistrate was thereafter encouraged to rg—ésfablish

1$. 1Ibid., Telegram no. 1, 4.4.1901.

11G. . 'Ibid., Telegram nu.-l,' 6.5.1901.,
111.  Ibid. |

112-_ Ibid. =

1133 Ibid.

1i4." Ibid., Telegram no. 1, 2.6.1%01.

115. 1Ibid., Reper£ of Evidence given by Charles S5Saunders,
d.d. 15.11.1902, p. Z1.
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116 1¢ meant that

from then on the magistrates were to give instructions to the

the Status quo ante on the Zulu border.

chiefs and forbid them from crossing over toc the Transvaal.

What was then the situation among the Zulus in Natal whilst
Bottomley was busy arming the Zulus in Zululand? In Natal, .

the Lpega.lo Hlanga was publishing subversive Statements_i

directed at the English people. The main reason for this,

however,. was the Matal Native Congress under the chairman-

ship of Chief Isaac M. Mkhize and H.C.C. Matiwane who was
. the secretary, whilst Chief J.M. Majozi was the tréasurer.;l7
There wére complaints about education and franchise which dated
back to 1900. One of the statements was that: "We have no
voice in the Government, numérbus_as we are, neither have we
education. The Government has built large schoaols for the
Indians in Durban, where there are white teachers. What then
does the.natiue'ﬁhihk?"lla ‘ ' '

The Ehglish were alarmed by some of these statements-@hich
showed Clearly;that'the Zulus had no love for them. The
Drime'Ministef in his letter to the Govenor, stated: Tt
has,been-ascertainéd_that~twu of the native chiefs-ih the colo-
ny, Isaac Mkhize of .Riet Spruit, Lions River Division and

James Milwa:d Majozi of Indaleni are registered as publishers
of this newspaper, (Ipepa lo Hlanga) and ministers are of
opinion that the secretary for Native Affairs should be
directed by-Yuur Excellency to send for these two men and
enguire ‘of them whether they approve of the views expressed

in the enclosedarticles."-ll9 The Prime Minister further
stated that if the two men approved of the views axpressed in

the articles, ministers were considering that they should be

116 . 1Ibid., Telegram no. 1, .. 2.6.1901.
I17. 'Ipepa lLa Hlanga, ' 2.6.1901.
lis. TIbid.

119. S.N.A. 1/4/9: CR. 9/1901.



informed that such attitude was inconsistent with the posi-
tion of a "Nati&e'ﬂhief", and that they should be warned
not to associate themselves in the publication of such arti-
cles.lzﬂ_

In reply to the Prime Minister's legter, the Governor felt that
some of the grievances were well founded ‘and ministers should
consider whether a maetihg could not be held and added:

"There is no doubt that there will be trouble sooner or la-
ter."lQl :

The Under Secretary for Natiue_ﬂffairs, mr Samuelson, deci-
ded to meet the chairman of the Natal Native Congress and his
secretéry He told them that he had brought the articles

cF the Ipapa lo Hlanga to the notice of the Government and

that he had read the paper with disappointment and sorrow
for some time. Then he read socme of the articles for the
twa men's information and asked if they approved of them.
'Théatwd-chiefs replied that they disappqued.lzz
“son then ramihdedrthem‘that they were-Gavernment servants,

Mr Sanmuel-

ahd-that they as publishers were responsible for the utter-
ances of the Ipepa lo Hlanga, and asked them if they would

approve of their own servants speaking about them as the pa-

per had done about the Gouerhment.l23 The two chiefs replied:

"Certainly not" and both added that they would sever their

connection Mith the paper.lz& It was, therefore, guiet in

Natal for some time. due to the warning to the tuo 1mpnrtant

chlefs.
Looking at allthe events which were taking place during

120.- Ibid.
121. Ibid.
122. 1Ibid.
123. 1Ibid.

124 . 1Ibid.



1901, especially the arming of the Zulus by the English,

we must not think the Afrikaner leaders were passive. Even
before the arming of the Zulus by Bottomley De Volkstem

had suspected that the British would use the Blacks against
the Afrikaners. On Decemnber 21, 189% it had written thus:

"hbe Natal Mercury bevat in een der laaist hier =sangekomen

uitgaven het volgende: "Mtyetyi ... legde ons uit dat die
Engelse niet wisten hoe ze ocorlog moesten voeren. Zij waren
te veel "gentlemen” tegenover de Baeren. We voerden de oor-
log als een spél. De goede weg voor Engeland'waé om de-
- Zulus ... op te stoken de Transvaal en de 0.V.S. binnen te
~vallen en alievrouwen en kinderen te doden. Wanneer de Afri-
kaners hoorden van deze moorden, zouden se haastig terug
komen om hun huizen te uerdedlgen. Te dien einde zouden ze
.cp hun gemak kunnen volgen en ze naar welbehagen u1tmoorden.
Ieder die ontsnapte zouden de kaffers vaor hun_rekenlng
nemen. Géuulglik zoude het gehele ras worden uitgeroeid , 7
en zoude er geen Afrlkanerkwastl meer in Zuid- Afrlka ZlJﬂ."125.
- This predlctlon as we. have seen, did take place in l9Ul »

when the Zulus crcssed thelr borders 1nta the ‘VYryheid dis-

trlct.

In conclusion we can point out that despite the victories by
‘Lord Roberts im 1900, the small Afrikaner bands which were
conseqdently formed could not be defeated and that.as a re-
sult the year 1901 saw those Zulus in the districts around
the Uryheid district, participating actively in the war in

order to bring the Afrikaner forces to their knees. The

arming of the Zulus, however, was to have far~-reaching con-

L3

sequences.

- 125. 'De VYolkstem, 21.12.1899.




CHAPTER  FOUR

THE IMMEDIATE REPERCUSSIONSOF BOTTOMLEY'S ACTIONS
IN ZULULAND AND SOME OTHER EVENTS DURING 1901

The armiﬁg of the Zulus by Colonel Bottaomley had far-
~reaching ceonsequences. His activities as we have seen were
stopped on 3June 2, 1901 and after that date the Chief Magi-
strate of Zululand, Enanles'Saunders, was requested toc re-
establish the Statis quo ante on June 5, 1901. Although

some of Bottonley's actions had immediate consequences,

athar consequences dragged-on until 1902. We will, there-
fore, first look at.the immediate cbnsequencas;and laterrtb the
war itself because the stopping of Bottomley's armed Zulus

did not lead to the termination of the Anglo-Boer War. During
1901 there was alsc considerable confusion with regard ta the
,lnoting of Afrikaner cattle by the Zulus.

'-Considerablé luoting taok place between March 27th and April
3rd, 1981.1 - Some -5 000 cattle were captured and many diffi-~
‘culties weré caused by the mavement of the stock from district
ta district, by Bottomley's agents. The magistrates in
certain districts tried to claim the stock brnughf in by

the Zulus but a telegram which had been written by Lord Kit-'
chener on April 7 warned the magistrates égainst'ii:.2 Lord
Kitchener stated that before taking stock driven in by the
Zulus. enquiry was necessary regarding the ¢onditions in terms
of which the military-authdrities allowed stock to be taken;
He Felt that the Zulus should not be deprived of stock if
looted in terms of military instructions. If the Zulus were
informed by militery officers that they may retain all or

part af the stock taken from the Afrikaners if safely conveyed

by thém to their districts, then it may cause unrest if the:

{. S.N.A. 1/6/25: Report aef Evidence Given by Charles Saunders,
g. 32 ' .
2. Ibid.



stock was afterwards seized by magistrates becéuse-they dis-
approved of military arrangements. Such breach of faith

with Zulus would Iead to sericus problems and was in Kitche-
ner's opinion not advisable. Lord Kitchener ended by saying
that he would send 2 military commission to engquire into

the matter but until they had reported he did not think

stock should be attached.3 ‘ Lurd,Kitcﬁener emphasised that it
was necessary to clear the country of stock but if the troops
were to do so they would beconsiderably hampered in their
operations. Moreover the help of the Zulus was very valuahle,
and he requested all‘magistrétes to give their utmost assis-
tance and encouragement in'carrying this out in order to help
',:terminate the_war.q . The telegram was addressed to the ad-
minist:atof but was_iepeated_to Sir Charles Saunders who re-
plied on April 8, that the magistrates in Zululand had been

. instzucted abcordingly;5

On April 9, General Hildyard requested the Prime Minister
Atorinstruct_magistrates to move stock out of danger if Cola-
nel Bettomley--th‘oug’h‘lit'desirable.6 On the. same date the
Chief Magistrate requested the Prime Mlnlster to obtain defi-
nite instructions Fp: hlm as to what maglstrates were to do
with cattle which ths Zulus were collecting in the Transvaal.
He pointed out that in ﬁqme cases the cattle were being handed
te the magistrétes.7, 'He wanted to know whether the magi-
states were to fold such cattle for the military or tn whom

they were ta be handed.

The ChleF Maglstrate got the answer from General Hildyard
an April 9. He said that Colonel Bcttomley, who was at
Nongoma, had instructed magistrates in Zululand telégraphi-
cally to detain all stock captured since the 7th April,

because Afrikaneré threatened to cross the border in order to

3. Ibid., Telegram no.K. 3696, d.d. 7.4.1901.
4. Ibid. |

5, 1Ibid., Telegrem no.2, d.d. 8.4.1901.

6. Ibid., Telegram N.A. 2922, d.d. 9.4.1901.
7. Ibid., Telegram no.6., d.d. 9.4.1901.

8. Ibid.




recapture stock. BHottaomley thoughtthe cattle acted as a bait
and incentive to the Afrikaners.~ Ceneral Hildyard was
therefore reqguested by HBottomley to s2llow him to move all
stock out of danger wherever he though fit. Consequently
Hildyaid instructed magistrates to move the stock out of
danger.lD For that purpose the Officer Commanding Troaps
made arrancements regarding the taking over of captured-

stock, and the collections qf it at convenient centres.il

On April 22, cattle meré taken froam a farm in the district

of Melmoth which belonged to S. Ferreifé, a British subject.
They were taken on the feduest of H.B. Wickham, kndmn as

a captain of Scouts. Some cattle taken from H. Jémes were
left for safety sake with Ferreira and thirty head of cattle,
belonging to C,-Mullef, - a surrendered burgher who
had permission to reside in the diﬁision, were also placed
under ?erreira's care. James's cattle were later recovered
but C. Muller's were driven into-the Nkandla district.lz

The magistrate of Emthonjaneni then issued a warrant for
arrest of Wickham charging him of cattle theft, but Wickham
could not be arrested by—ciuil authorities. C. Muller's .
céttle jcined thousands of Bottomley's cattle in the Nkandla
distfict. To pacify the magistrate of Emthonjaneni, the Chief
Magistrate informed theuGeneral 0f ficer Commanding Troops

in Natal, that if there was any suspicion of diseasé, na cat-
tle were to be removed until a certificate was granted by the
stack inspector.lB' ' : '
In spite a? the warning about infected stock a large number
" of cattle locted by the Zulus For Colonel Bottomley and his
agents, were infected with lungsickness, although tﬁey had

been guarantined near Melmoth, they were driven through Eshowe

9. 1Ibid., Telegram N.A. 2972, d.d. 9.4.1901.
‘10. Ibid. |

11. Ibid, Telegram d.d. 23.4.1901.

1z. Ibid.; Telegram no. 4, d.d. 2.5.1901.

13. 1lbid.



14 The Chief Magistrate then asked the

district to Nkandla.
Officer Commandiﬂg Trcops in Zutuland whether he had heard any-
thing about the mavement of infected éattle and whetrer they
had been moved in terms of instructions from the Officer

commanding Zululand?

The Officer Commanding Troops in Zululand replied to the
Chief Magistrate telegraphically on May 7 and pointed
cut that cwing to the close proximity of the Afrikaners, Co-

15 but un-

lonel Bottomley had acted on his own initiative
der authority 6? telagraphic instructions from General Hild-
yard. In April 1901 Hildyerd requested the Prime Minister

of Natal to instruct magistrates to move stock out of dahéer
when Colonel Bottomley deemed it necessary. Thereafter
Botfpmley'shquld report his action ta the Officer Comman-

: ding Troops in Melmoth because it was feared that Melmoth would

be attacked that night, if the cattle were not sant'amay.l6

It was about that time, May 7 that the Magistrate of
Melmcth'cunfirméd-that action of the magistrate of Nongoma
“with regard to the moving of and herding of cattle captured
between Mkhuzi and Phangolo rivers.t’ Those cattle were
looted froem the Zulus and the same cattle were being moved
and herded. From Melmoth Colonel Bottomley sent corders to
his agents at anguma'that any cases of disobedience on their
paft were to be immedimtely reported to the Officer Cammanding
Troops at Melmgth. The latter then reguested the Chief Ma-
gistrate and Civil Commissioner, to issue instructions to
magistrate of Inguavuma to order all claimants (the Zulus
between Mkhuzi and Phongolo rivers) immediately to “Nongoma
"as all disputes were to be settled by the lStthay and cattle
;eleased.la
‘Whilst the claiments were expected by the officer commanding
' troops at Melmoth, he directed Colonel Bottomley to collect .

all his cattle as soan as passible at Nkandla district. They

l4. 1bid., Telegram no. 14, d.d. 6.5.1901.

15, 1ibid., Telegram M. 17, d.d. 7.5.1901.
16. Ibid. |

~17. Ibid., Telegram M.26, d.d. 7.5.1901.
1A Thid.




I

were to be inspected there by the stock .inspector pefore
being taken over by the ramount DfFicer.lg The problem was
that the magistrate of Nongoma had until then not been able
to do anything regarding the returning of cattle locted from
the Zulus near Mkhuzi. Those cattle were driven towards

the coast through Hlabisa district and ‘had not been recove-
red. 20 The officer commandlng truops at Melmoth informed the
Chief Magistrate that Colonel Bottomley's agents had denied
the charge of looting Zulu cattle.zl The officer further
pointed out that he did'nut consider it necessary to go into
detéils uf.fhe_military situation because the Chief Magi-
strate knew that it was frequently changing. He, the mili-
~tary afficer in charge of Zululand acted according to the
changing conditions. Therefore he trusted that the Chief
Magiéfrata and Civil Commissioner would give him every possi-

22 The officer also referred to the charge

ble-assistance.
made by the Magistrate of Ingwavuma that Bottomley's agents
_had looted Zuluy stock between Mkhuzi and Phongolo rivers.

Ha explalned that the looted stock near Melmoth was remnued

gSlnce they were. lnFectad with lun951ckness.23

. Whilst there was stili misunderstanding betwsen the Chief
‘Magistrate, Charles Saunders and the officer cammanding at
Melmoth, a telegram was received from the deputy adjutant
general at Newcastle by the Chief Magistrate on May 19,

He stated that any stock captured by Colonel Bottomley for
which conductors produced passes signed by officer commanding
troops in Zululand might be allowed to pass.24 Such pass
would merely remave military cbjectiaons and the stock would
19. Ibid.

20. Ibid., Telegram M. 47, d.d. 13.5.1901.

21, 1Ibid., Telegram no. 4, d.d. 13.5.1901.

22. Ibld-, Telegram M. 49, d.d. 13,5.1901.

23. Ibld., Telegram M.58, d.d. 16.5.1901.

24. Ibid., Telegrem no 43, d.d. 14.5.1901.




still be subject to any requlations ar restrictions which
civil authaorities might impio‘se.z5 As we can see, this was
just to sweeten the pill., Bottomley had all the powers and
this was confirmed by the telegram written on May 21, by

the general officer commanding trﬁops in Natal. He pointed
out that he had no sobjections to the magistrates claiming

any stock in the poséegsinn of the Zulus which was nat brought
in by'them on beéhalf of Eélanel Bottomley.  8ut any stock -7
trought in for Colonel Qottgmley was his property and should

26 0n the same day the Chief Magistrate, in

~ not be taken.
_his telegram to the Prime Minister dismissed the claiming of
stack brought in by the Zulus for themselves. He pointed out

that it was_impnssiblé to proﬁe whether stock was brought in
. ' 27

‘on Battomley's behalf or not.

" In that way Bottomley and his agents managed to get away
with 5 000 cattle. That number of cattle was their ouwn share
of the loot, not the total number of stack they had lootgd;za

'Dther'people_whu became wealthy bécapseiof iooting‘ih the
'U:yﬁeid district were the Engligh_tréderg, An eyemitnéss
wrote: "Baie van die Engelse winkeliers wat in Zeoeloseland
handel gedryf het was na die aorlog styue Oeebaeré,_waarskyn—
lik het hulle dis vee ontvang van dis kaffers wat snags vee

geroof hat-_“29 , S |

The looting of cattle did have an effect on the war because
the people wha suFFéred most in Bcttﬂmiey’s activities, how-
ever, were the Afrikaners and their families. Besides the
fact that thousands of their cattle, horses and sheep uwere
lboted.?ram them, they were also weakened by the fact that the

" 25. 1hid., Telegram S. 1143, d.d. 19.5.1901.
 26.  Ipid. |

27. 1Ibid., Telegram no. 3, d.d. 21.5.1901.
28. 1bid., Telegram no. 4, d.d. 21.5.1901.

29. G.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a).




majcrity of them had te run tagether wi th thelir wives,

children plus their stock. 20 This weakened the Afrikaner

force. Hundreds of Afrikaners, therefpre, surrende:ed.jl

'Althuugh the latter were called by some '"Handsuppers or
Hendsbﬁbers" they were brave men who were forced by circum-
stances to surrender: "Hy kon eenvoudig nie sy vrau on’
kinders aan die genade van barbaarse bendes laat nie.
_ Laat ons onsself in so h pds;sie plaas: hy het met al sy
.'besittings, vrou en kinders voor die Engelse magte uitgevlug
en in die measte gevalle die klowe en plekke waar hy, meen dat
die Engelse nie kan -kom nie, en dit is die plekke waar hy hom
teen die kaffers uasgeloup het. Kan so n man bestempel word
as h lands— en volksuerraaler?" 32 In most cases, thareFore,
the man ‘did not flee in order to free himseif from performing
the duty tomards h;s cuuntry and people but to prtect his
" stock and to save his wife and child from the ghastly sight
of cnncentratlnn camps. There was fur such a man no escape.‘i'
He was tn leave his wlfe and chlldren to barbaric anslaught
br glua hlS gun ‘to the .“enemy“ . He chnse the latte:._ But
. thers vere pecple, who surrendered at the first signs of -
Eﬁglish preSsure; Thnse of course can be called "hendsoppers" ;
but the case of men llke Cornelius Muller of Denny- Daltun,
the man who left his commanda and lmmedlately ran to see what
was happenlng to his wife and fuur young children because
the whole Vryheid dlstrlct was stormed by the English and
Zulus,ls unlque- A few hours after he had arrived at his
home, he uwas stormed by about two hundred Zulus. 33 He
fought them far the mhole_nlght and it was not pntii daybreak
when the Zulus withdrew. But Muller could no longer return
to his_éammando becauée he had suffered six assegai wounds

from the Zulu attack. One way was open for him, and that was

3. Ibid.

31 . Ibid.
32 . 1Ibid.

33 . 1ibid.




to go te the nearest magistracy and give himself up.34 Such

a man cannot be labelled a traitor because he could not have
left his two young girls to the mercy of the English soldiers

anﬂ armed 7Zulus.

The Afrikaners uwere really hit hard E&;Eattuﬁley‘s activities
and for the Afrikaner commandos in the VUryheid district
"things were not rasy at all as Pretorius writes: "In nat
wear was dit maar baie onaangenaam en swaar om juu'puntukkie
in die donker te varleat en in re&nt en pikdonker myle ver
te ry en dan so in die water of modder jou te gaan neertrek,
sams sonder jas of kamberse, en onder dit elles het héia min
van ons ooit siék geword. Klagte het Jy noocit gehoor nie,
en teen wie kan gekla word want ons was almal in diesslfde
iSkUltJle. Waarlikwaar geen nasie het kon daurmaak wat die
Afrlkaner deurgemaak ‘hHet nle';

What was the position of Lord Kitchener with regard to Bottﬁm-
ley's activities? Did’he really authorise Bottomley through
‘French to arm the Zulus against the Trensveel? These two
quastiuns afa'nbt-osry difficult to answer. On April 5,

1901 Lord Kitchener urote a telegram ta the edministrator in
‘which he stated: "I have sesn same telegrams from your Prime
Minister giving the reports of the C.M. in Zululend on Colo-
nel Bottomley's aperations.“36 Lord Kitchener then pointed
out what his apiniansuh the subject ware. "Though armed

Zulus were axﬁacted to protect their frontiers end force

any Afrikanser éntefihg Zululand to surrender to the nsarest
magistréta, that was to be daone under fha direction of the
-ras;dant maglstratas, and the chiefs were not tb be. encouraged

to take the metter inte their ouwn hand$.37 He further pointed
34. Ibid.
35. 1bid.

36. S.N.A. 1/6/25: Telegrem K. 3656, d.d. 5.4.1901.
- 37. 1bid.




gut that outside Zululand unarmed Zulus were toc be employed
directly under the control of Colonel Bottomiey or of his '
officers to collect and bring in éattle. It is on the
strength of this telegram that we can conclude that the arming
aof the Zulus was approved by Lord Kitchener himself because

on April 7, when the magistrates were claiming stock driven

in by the Zulus, Kitchener protested and said enquiry was
necéssary on what terms stock were allowed to be taken by

38

the maglstrates. He was-therefore, placing the whole

'I‘bfmng campaign on Battomley and his agents.

On June 27, long aftér,the looting héd ceased, Lord Kitche-
ner stated his standpoint with regard to Bottomley's actions
in. a telegram—td the governor: - ."I sent a military commission
to Zululand to enquire into certain allegations against Coloé.
nel Bottomley after r8091u1ng my crders of 5th April. I

‘hear now that Prime- Mlnlster mlshes commission to. extend its
 enqu1ry to action taken- preu1ous to my orders having been
given. As accounts of ~action. taken preu1cus to that order
,are nnt cnntested hy me, end as I am snlely responsxble for
" any -action taken by Colonel Bottomley prior to my ordar of the
5th April, I do not consider it necessary to direct any
“extensian cf the enquiry but subsequant to the order above
alluded to. I have grave doubts as to the accuracy of state-
ments made by officials in Zuluianq of Colaonel Bottomley's
actions. It is to elucidate this guestion and clear up what
amgunts to allegations against Colonel Bottomley the commis-

sion was sent. It is purely a miiitary>enquiry;“39

What was the military situation after Colonel Bottomley's
activities? It must be made clear to us that instead of
surrendering the Afrikaners fought with new determination.

On June 22, 1901, for example the two Afrikaner governments

38. Ibid.,-Telegram K. 3696, d.d. 7.4.1901.

39. Ibid., Telegram no. 2, d.d. 27.6.1901.




came to a decision at Waterval, near Standerton, that the

war would be actively cnntinued.40 Another attempt would

be made te invade the Cape Colony to relieve the pressure on
the Transvaal and the Free State, where British drives had been
increasing in intensity. Those drives were guided by "hands-

uppers". Attacking at night was the result. -

While Smuts entﬁuéiastiéally made prepaiations in the Gats-
rand far his_inuasiun;df the Cape and thereafter trekked
7 'solthwards, eluding theé British columns in the free States,
Kitchener, mith:the approval of Milner and Chamberlain, issued
a proclamation an’AdguSt 7, 1901, which the Afrikaners later
called the  "paper bomb"™. The burghers in the field were |
infarmed that ‘their resistance was so insignificant that
they could no longer be regarded as conducting regular war-
fare. They_WEre therefore given until Septemher 15,_1901
ta Surrender.and'it was ‘said those wha did not do so would

a; If thelr leaders and officers were captured

be punished.
by the Brltlsh thay would be banlshed permanently from the
cuuntry and- th31r property would be sald tu pay fnr the

Y gare GF thElr w1ves and chlldren.hz

The proclamatian, as has.the case with the sntire British

‘_military policy since the annexation of the two republics,
failed to take inte account the incalculable strength of
Afrikaner morale. This threatening proclamation was no where
regarded in a serious light. It had the-effect instead of
‘leading to a sudden increase in the activities of the comman-
daos at a tlme when British forces in all the Flghtlng areas
were carrying aout mercxless "drives" between -the growing line

of blockhouses agalnst Kemp at Zwartruggens; or against

40. C.F.J. Muller: 500 Years a2 History of 5.A., p. 312.

4} . Ibid.

42 . 1bid.



Chris Muller and Ben Vil joen in the eastern Transyaal; aqainst
Beyers in the Pietersburg district; against Botha at Ermelo
and everywhere in the devastated Eastern free State, where
there were'mbre blockhouses than in any other theatre of

s 43
war.

At the same time as Smﬁts's invasion of the Cape, Botha

evaded his pursuers at Ermelo and entered Natzl and central
Zululand. On Séptémhérfié; 1501 Louis Botha issued his

orders which were similar to those which had carried Joubert's
"Cummanﬁds'damn to. Glencoe at the dawn of the war, an occasion
to which the-commandant-general significantly ref"m:red.‘m

On the following da} Botha struck his blow which was ominously
heavy.. On September 15; 1901 Gough had taken his mounted
'inFantiy fagether with lieutenant colanel H.K. Stewarts
_JnﬁahnéSBurg mounted rifles out from Dundee, bent on recon-

' néissanCE'ta ascertain the true situation in the east.?’

Having crossed the Mzinyathi river by De Jagers Drift, the
pértiés pUShedveaStmards,'andrapproached the Ncnmé River on
1Septémber.l7, Gough;jmhﬁ was an hdur's ride in front of -
Stewarts espied a band of three hundred Afrikaners who cems
from Saheépers' Nék,_a height which_Frum a-distance,of seven _
miles overloaks the toun of Vryheid and apparently off-saddled

at a farm.>®

Gough was determined to attack them at once.
He had all available information of the strong gathering in
that quarter, but the longer campaign against an almost invi-

sible Afrikaner Farces.QT

Having made a detsur to isclate the unwary commando, Gough
sent a mgssenger back to inform Stewartsof his plans, and

gave the word to close. His men had scarcely got within

43. Ibid., p. 313.

44 . M.H. Crant: Histery of the War in S.A. 1899 - 1902, Vel IV,

. p. 217.
45 . 1Ibid.
46 . Ibid.

47 . lbid.



range of the Afrikaners when they were fallen upcon by two bo-
dies, each of five hundred Afrikaners, one of which swoaoped

down upon the right flank, overriding it completely and

sweeping round te the rear. where they galloped amongst the
guns, whilst the other bore down upon the front. After

a melieu of twenty minutes duration Gough and the whole ef his
force were surrounded and captured.ag There were heauyrlosseé
on thé'B}itish side, one officer and nineteen men moundéd,

six officers and two-hundred and thirty-five men taken priso-
nérs.sg 7
awéy by dint of luck. This victory clearly shouwed that in

Only -Gough himself and a few more contrived té:slip
spite of Colonel Bottomley's activities the Afrikaner comman-
dos were still far from being subdued.. The Zulus were not in-

volved in this battle.

Botha was an the borders of Matal with a muster powerful

.. enough to destroy Natal 'as a line of communication gyen if the

'cplony'itself'were in no danger of.beihg-recnnquered.f'Bﬁt the
betrayal of his presence was the signal for an answering
concentrﬁtian,. the celerity of which might well have made

25 He who by EXhortatinn,

the Rffikan?r commandar Enuinus,
by endless labour day and night and by the most difficult corre-
spandence with distant subord.nates had been barely able to
muster a few thousand fighting men, then saw afrayeﬁ against

him at a few days notice-nine columns of all'afms; standing

°2  pt Utrecht was F.W. Kitchener,

in command of his ouwn and of W.P. Campbell's and Garratt's

acrass the path to Natal.

columns; Clements lay at De Jager's Drift, with Stewarte,
Pulteney and G. Hamilton. At Vant's Drift was Bruce Hamil-
tan, in charge of the forces of Spens and Allenby. _}ha Dra-
kensberg mountains were full of Sir L. Rundle's men, . Sir J.

Dartnell was on the march from Harrismif.h.'53

48 . 1bid., p. 217 - 8.
49 . 1bid., p. 2l8.

. 50. Ibid.

51 . Ibid.
52 . Ibid.

53 . 1Ibid., p. 219.



The result was the battle of Ithala which included Zulus.
Iithala was well fortifiéd, but it possessed a weak spot in the
point of the mountain which stood up a mile's distance from
the entrenchments.-and could not be included in them.sa
On receipt of warning of Afrikaner advance on September 25,
Chapman manned this pinnacle uwith eighty maunted inFantry-
men under Lieutenant B.P. Lefroy (lst Dublin Fusiliers)
and H.R. Lane {lst South Lancashire %égihent). At midnight
the sound of an oufburts of firing from this advance post
_reached the main pusitiun, it ceased Tor a few maments, again
broke sut, and finally died auway altogethsr.55 Shortly
aFtei, Ehapman heard that the outposts héd Falien to uastly
superiaor numheré, and-he took care that his owun men were pre-
ﬁared'for a cnnflict., About two o'clock in the morning he
found himseif surrounded by abaut dne thousand five hundred
Afrikaners.”? Preceded by a whirluind of bulléts, the
Afrikaner forces stormed close to the stores of the sangérs,
‘only ta be beaten,back-ﬁy the troops who stood immovably and
 fenced théir'strqﬂgﬁuld with a ring of fire. At four o‘ciock
in thé morning‘éhe ﬂf:ikanei foftes, their first momentum
soent, fell silent, and Chapman, thinking they had given
hack senthdut his scouts to7rec0nnuitre, and also a medical
" officer to tend the wounded an [thala puint.57 But suddenly
a Fusiladé even fiercer théh the first broke upon every side
of the camp. It seemed as though the defemnce would be shortly
blown to pieces, so heavy was the storm of lead mhich'caming
. from all sides appeared'to reuoiue like a'tropical typhonn
around the restricted area uf'the_Fdrt; For twelve hours
the mausers poured out an almost unbroken velly, which was
answered by Chapman's men as repidly as the dimiﬁiéhing store

of ammunition alloméd. Their cover was good but nothing could

‘54 . Ibid.
-55. Ibid.
56 . I1Bid.

57 . 1bid., p. 220.




have withstood such battering and the British troops fell .
58 '
regularly.

It was at that stége that ﬁhe gunners who had at first sent
shell with great effect, were ordered by major Chapman to
leave their places and take shelter uwhen their officer and
four men had fallen. As the day wore on the position became
almost untenable, but to rétire fraom it was impossible.
Louis Botha, who directed the attack by signal from a neigh-
bouring height, had drawn an outer-ring af inues-tment.59

. One commando layracfuss'the sacuthern roads,.General‘D. ﬂpper-

méh'mifhifiué huhdred'bUfgh€rs stood betueen thaf-ﬁiééa:and‘
Fort Pqupect._.Fiffeeh miles to the east, Genaral L. Botha
with eight hundred burghers barred the west, and six hundred -
riflemen under commandant H;J;Potgieter held the northern

frcnt.ﬁg

There was, therefore, no way out but Chapman had
determined already torfight to'a finish where he stood, for

j _he-knem auery;mumentﬁs resistance was inﬁaiuable to Natal be-
'hind"hiﬁ. As the euening descended over the long day's com-
hat-his3firmhe33 brought its reward. The Afrikaner forces.
 began firing more feebly and at hélf}past seven in thé-avening
the musketry ha¢ di3d”amaY- Chapman, having waitéd én"hnu: in
silence 1earhad'thatfthé Afrikaner forces were retiring in
every'difa;tion;' His ouwn casualiies numbered over aighty
,killed,'nne-dfficer 6nd'tmentyQDne men, wounded five officers
and Fifty-four ﬁeh; the survivors wers exhausted, their ammu-
nition was well nigh expendsd.él Loading 8VETY ﬁagon with
stores Chapman marched away tao Nkandla. His weak and weary
62 The Zulus
took .part in this battle. Ihgide the fart there were Zulus

force had been unmolested by the Afrikéners.

whc'fought,brauely side by side with the British against the
Afrikaners.®’ One big Zulu army was already §tatiuned about
58. Ibid. | |

59. Tbid.

60. Ibid.
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'six miles from Ithala on the road to Nkandla district:
"maar hulle 1s deur ons burgers aangeval en verdryf en heeluwat
van hulle het deéindig op Engeland se "Roll aof Honeur."éa
It is not known. however, what could have happened withaout
‘the Zulu military assitance at Ithala because as we have seen
.the situation was critical.
It has alss gone hard with Fort Prospect, surrounded and
isglated “ifteen miles ta the east. For each soldier insida
77 the fort there were seven Afrikamers outside but there was
'direct'support of the standing Zulu afmy, Pretorius States:.
_“met-die geuegte by .:-. Prespect in September 1901 was daar
_grogtkaffer kommando?3pwatrklaar géstaaﬁ het~om.Geﬁ; Botha
- se kommanda{s_aan te ual.?é? Was it nat Fe:-the'ZULus the
“English could have béenrc:ushed by Botha. The Afrikaner
'riflemeﬁ cutside thelforﬁstroue.far mastery from half-past
four in the morning to four o'clock in the afternoun.§6
'qu separate assaults were repelled at the uery wires surroun-
ding the sengafs, and thereafter, the Afrikaner forces attempted
- to batter the place to pieces with lead alnne.67 It was |
at thlS Juncture that the Zululand Native Dollce under ser-
geent Gumbi came to the rescue of the Engllsh forces. It
‘was stationed at a dlstance of four miles from Fort Pros-
pect. Their arrival durlng the farenoan moved the garrison
to admiration. It was armed with rifles. Tbet Zulu force
was strong, because soon after their Erriﬁal; they broke through
the surrounding Afrikaners and rescued the weary English for-
ce. By eix'o‘cluck in the evening, the garrison of the fort
had galned the upper hand wlth the Iass af but nine men, and
on the Afrikaner sxde, there were nc losses and commandant

Grobbelaar led his forces off the field.
' 44. Ibid.
ﬁ_55.- Tbid.

66. M.H. Grant, op. cit., 221.
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About tﬁree miles frem Fort Prospect on the way to Melmoth,
a big Zulu army under the command of a "joiner" Terblanche
68

.was stationed. In a fierce encounter with the Afrikaner

force the Zulu commande was defeated and Terblanche fled

to the ualleys.69 At Emthon janeni there was also a big

Zulu army under the command. of a'wh;te "joiner” but this force
and its commander were almays an the Tun. It'did not face

the Afrlkaners.7

With the withdrawal of the Afrikaner commando from Fort Pro-
' spect to Melmoth, it managed to take a big convoy of waqons
from the Bri tish nnly to come eye to eye with the Zulu
‘Nonggayi regiment. But after a short and FierceAengagement
~the Zulus yere heavily crushed and their English commander.
a certain mr Marshall was taksn pfisdner'by the Afrikanérs.7l
The Engliéh; therefore, were making great use of armed Zu-

lus. The guestion which we must ask aurselves is why did
"théy make USS:GF the Zulusrin a'struggle which was purely
7theifs?_ The answer is perhaps.in the words of Davitt who
mrites:':"Bgth mr Ehaﬁbé&lain and mr Balfour had declared

in Parliament that no native ar colnured'allies would be sought
for, or accepted by the British in the war. The records of
Mafeking show how that promise had been redeemed. But there
was nothing new or startling in this uiclatinn'uf*an English
pledge. The entire history of England's dealing with S.A.

is réplete with a sterestyped British doubie dealing, persis-
tent and incurahle; and it was in a spirit of strict consis-
tency with this recard that the Colenial Secretary shnuld
rlghteously 1nsxst on the nutbreak of hDStllles, that President

'68. G.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a);
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70. 1bid.
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Kruger would be held responSihlé "for acts daone contrary to

the methods of civilized warfare." The letters of "pigsticking"
Lancérs From.the blnody field of Elandslaagte on official des-
patech of the "Mafeking Mail" of November 4th - within three
meéks of mr Chamberlain's virtuous demand - withbut usually
facts which invariably built a connecting link of loathesome
hypoérisy between B:itish prbfessians in matter relating to

the Dark Continent."’ 2 |

The Zulus were tHefchre,'hsed'hylﬁhé British because of the

latter's dauhlé-dealing. The Zulus; it is important to note
had no love for the English who had desfroyed their kingdam.
The resentment of the Zulus at the English rule can be mani-
fested by the resclutions which were ﬁassed-by the Natal Native
Congress in the Ipepa lo Hlanga of May 24, 190l. The editor

wrote: . "Isizwe esiMnyama saleli laseNatal sifana nesighin-
gi solwandle olumi ndawonye esesavinjwa ngendonguwa macala

‘onke kepa lesisiqhingi'asiku;umi luto situle nje site cwaka

kuloku kutula kwaso ahaningi SEbeuele,ngapa, hangapa bebika o 2

. ukuti.tiha siti kukona ukuti pakati kwalesi sizwe.“TB

The editor meant that the Zulu nation in Natal wes like an
island Surfeunded by dorigas on all sides but without com-
plaints from them in spife of many people who had spoken an
behgalf of the Zulué. Ihrother words, the editor was encoura-

ging the Zulus to voice their grievances.

Again in the meeting of the Natal Natiue‘Congress held a
Friendly Banéfit Snciefy Hall, at Piétermaritzburg, the fol-
lowing resolutions which are anti-Eng;ish uere passed:s

"Ukuba ngendaba yehfundu kutunyelwe abatunywa ba;e kuHulumeni
bayocela imfundo. Nokuba kungabi ngamaPrimary odwa, kodua
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kube khaona nezakwaHulumeni." In English it means that

72. M. Davitt: The Boer Fight For Freedam, p. 171.

73. lpepa Lo Hlanga, d.d. 24.5.1901.

74, Ibid.



pecple were to be sent to the Government to reguest the Go-

vernment for Government Schoals as well.

Another resolution talked about exemption from Native laws

and complained about the children of the exempted peaple.

"Ukuba ngaﬁi abatenge ubulungu izingane zabo kutiwe azin-

genile‘icna.“?

In.conclusion, therefore, we can alsc point out that Bottom- . -
ley's actians had serious cansequences, and that in spite

of the termination of Bottomley's actions the Zulus heiped
looting cattle were to come to the rescue of the English at
'Ithala'and Fort ﬁrnépect. That was the beéinning of 2 policy
which the English were tu_ahply.in 1902, when they made

greater use of the Zulus in their war effort.

75. 1bid.




CHAPTER FIVE

THE MURDER AT HOLKRANTZ MAY 6, 1502

Bottomley's activities were still fresh in the people's
minds, and the participation of the Zulus at Ithala and Fort
Droépect were over but the war between the Afrikaners and the
English'ment on unabated. That last ‘bitter struggle was to
result in. the murder of 56 Afrikaﬁers at Holkrantz by the
Zulus on May 6 1902._' It is not for us to describe houw
“painful this deed was to the Afrikaners but the words of
‘A.L. Dretorlus wlll always ring in the ears of those whn were
' cannected with the victims of the massacre. Pretorlus de-~
fines the murder as "... een van die gruwellkste moorde wat
in ons geskledenls plaasgeu1nd het. .Wat in ons harte omga-
gaan het, kan geen pen beskryf nle, ons was neergeslaan en
die grootste wanhnnp en uerdrlet het -deur die hele laer ge-
heers. Was dit die Fngelse se plan nnder dle dekman*al van
ﬁapenstllstand om ons deur_slulpmaord te vernietig en sodoen<
de van onslﬂfpikaners dntslae,té_iaak? Dit ié maar éan'vén dis
gédagtes.mat-déur ons gegaan'het. Noudat daar vooruitsigte
was_gir vrede, word daar nog éansiaé'aﬁ.ons'leméhs gehaak:
'wEer moes ons na donker myle ver ry in resént, koue en modder
voardat ons kan dink -om te slaap. Wégte moes weer uitgésit
word -en Souer dit ons betref het die stryd weer begin. "l

‘This was the result of the murder at Hclkrantz on May 6

1902.

But even before that gruésume event fhe struggle between
the Afrikaners and the English had been going on. Kitche-
ner's mllltary task had become ouerwhelmlngz The* accepted

principles of Eurapean warfare had long since proved futile

1. G.S5. Preller Collection: A 648(a).




in South Africanconditions. The tactics and strategy pre-
sented in the textbooks had already become meaningless early
in the.war.z All that remained was to crush the commandos b§
using ouerwhelﬁing military force comprised of all races
available, and‘tu use mounted troops who could outride the
Afrikaners and pin them down. Artillery only hampered the

mobility of the columns.

It was well kncwn”that Kitchener liked to handle everything
Himeelf on fhe higheét-leuel from Pretoria. At the begin-
wm¥4~—_—ﬂing=of December, 1901, hqwever, he accepted Lieutenant-
Ceneral Sir Ian Hamilton as his Chief-of-staff.”  Hamilton
was to play a decisive role in the last five months of the
‘war in the massive “drives" which were used against the

desperate'Afrikaﬁers making a last s@and.a

During that last stage of the war Ki%chenér'also endeauoured
using -a new measure which was to rouééﬁgteat ill—Feeling
~amang Afrikanérs, and-bitterhess which -continued long after
.the_wa;..'Qh DeCember-7 léDl,ravcorps of "National Scouts"
was-créated which incorporated ﬁfrikanérs who were prepared. to
act as paid spies and scouts, in order, as they claimed,
quickly to end a hopeless struggle. About a 1 000 of them
were active in the Transvaal by May, 1902, and 480 in the

Free State. Among the latter groﬁp there were also two for-

mer Afrikaner generalg;S

It is against this background that the murder at Holkrantz
or Mthashana, as we call it in Zulu, can be understood.
The Zulus were used ectively in the war during 1902. Zulu

2. C.F.J. HMuller: 500 Years a History of S.A., p. 315.
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- spies for the English had alsoc been increased tremendously.
The whole operation of the Zulus was concentrated an-the
Ufyheid district in a bid te destroy Botha. One morning in
Fehruary 1902, a Zulu spy came across: a Commando of Afrika-
ners, who because of the shortage of uniforms, had decided
to wéar the British uniforms. The Zulu did not know that.
He told the Afrikaners that there was a group of Afrikaners
Just .behind Hlebane and that he was to lead them to the sﬁot

6

where they could shoot them. The Zulu spy socon iealized

his mistakse ahd tried to Flée s but before he was a hundred

“yards auway, he was shot dead.’ ~ The work of spying was
a great'risk. When the Zulu spy's clothes were searched,
there was in one of his pocksets a pass signed by A.J. Shep-
stone certifying that the bhearer was a spy in the ssrvice

of the Imperial ?orce}a'

On March 7; 1902, a very important event took place. The
resident magistrate of Vryheid_sent Ehe Chief Magistrate

a telegram, iﬁfnfming'him that General Bruce Hamilton wanted
two. hundred and flfty Zulus of Dinuzulu to assist him in dri-
.blng the cattle out of a. bush. The telegram added: "Is there
any objection ta Dinuzulu supplying them? If not ‘please ask
- him  to do sao without delay the men to join Eolumn in the

vicinity of Ngctshe or Waterfall urgent. "9

In his telegram to the Prime Minister, the Chie?“Maéistrate,
Sir Charles Saunder, stated that he did not like the idea of
Dinuzulu sending his men into Vryheid District. Yet he felt

that if his doing so would assist the military authoritiss

6. G.5. preller Collection: A 648(a).

7. Ibid.

8. Ibid. |

9. S.N.A. 1/6/25: Telegram no. 103, d.d. 7.3.1902.



in clearing the "enemy" from Zululand Border it would be an
immense advantage. Under the circumstances he thought they
should let Dinuzulu hrouide the men if he could, on the dis-
tinct condition that they were to be kept under strict mili-
tary control. - Under no circumstances were Ehey allowed to
act on their own account. They were only to be used for the
purpose stated.lD The Chief Magiégrate wanted further in-
stiuétidns as gsoon as possible abouf the matter so &s to

ihfcrm the resident magistrate of Vryheid.

ThéfPrime.Minister:wés£ed ﬁémtime in reﬁlfing to the Chief
Magistrate's telegram. He agreed that Dinuzulu Might supply
the Zulus assistance on the lines suggested by the Chief -

' Magistrate;ll ‘The Chief Magistrate then told the Magistrate
, of Uryheid that the Natal Government appfoued of Dinuzulu
_supplying-the two hundfed and fifty men, but on condition

that they were keptruﬁder strict military control and under

- no Circumstances.allawéd to act an their own account. The
"Chiéf‘MagiStrate1seht éJtélegram to the Magistrate of Non-

- goma aufhufising him to instruct DinUZUIU-to'start of f the men
.aS'sodn as pOséible under trUsty_ithnas."Thej'were to jbin
British'dblumns at Ngutshe.l2 ' Dinuzulu-mas, theréfure,
~ordered to send two hundred and fi?ty'men since the English
chose to pick on him because they were aiming at causing a
revolt among the Zulus living in the VUryheid district. Most
of the Zulus in the Vryheid district regarded Dinuzulu as
their paramount chief . They could haue'éasily joined_the Zulu
a:my'sent by Dinuzulu under indunas Df high repute. General
“Bruce Hamiltpn'héd'already called upon the Baqulus} tribe of

" Chief Sikobobofs Zulus who looked wupon Dinuzulu as their

-7 10. 1bid.
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king to furnish scouts and to help him generally during the
latter stages of the mar.lv3 .The ground for ill-feeling

had therefore, already been prepared. What was left was s
stimulus and this was provided by Dinuzulu's two hundred and
fifty Zulus. The Zulus started a few days after the arrival
of the telegram to the Magistréte at Nengoma. It was about
a week or ten days because Charles Saunders instructed the
Magistrate of Nongoma to set the men off on the 19th March,
1902.14

The Zulu army was under a well known Zulu. induna, Madubeko,
mhen,itfmet the British column at Ngenetsheni, in the Vry-
heid distribt.15 Ndabuku; another of Dinuzﬁlu's trUétworthy
indﬂnas,' was next in command. Ndabuko and Madakavana were
indunas under Madubeko. When the two hundred and fifty men
reached Ngome they heard that there was an Afrikaner commando -
between them and the British columne, Madubeko then sent

_'MSiyana, oné of his,pecple to. ask the British to serid them
.an asbbrt_and they did so. The escart met the Zulus at
Ngome.lé But befure meetlng the Zulus, the British column
~went to Vasalbank and from there to General Botha s farm where
it camped. 17 The next day the column moved tn Inkun21 and
a few nlghts later managed to catch General Emmett and some
of his men. The column proceeded toc Ngome Bush where Vermaak
and his sons were caught. ‘It was after the capture of Ver-
maak and his sons that the Britiéh columns were directed to
Ngenetsheni and GCert Scheepers' farm. The: Zulus were met
and brought to the. camp by Charles Stephen JQrdaan.la

The British generals saw them and they were later shown

where to camp and gluen nine head of cattle to slaughter.

13. G.H. 1333: Letter Book, p. 447.
14 . S.N.A. 1/6/25: Evidence given by Charles Saunders, p. 6.

15. C.A. Mills: A Report on the Ill-feeling, p. 68

16 . Ibid.
17 . 1Ihid., p. 18.

18 . Ibid.



The Zulus must have arrived at Ngenetsheni about the 22nd
March, 1902. They were armed with guns of all sorts, but
some uwith assegaisulg Dinuzulﬁ's guards were all dressed

in Khaki and well armed with rifles. There were nine com-
panies DF.ZUlUS who came from Dinuzulu. The strength of com-
panies_varied from thirty up to one hundred.2U The increase
' of the humber -to 250 was inevitable, and the English might
'“have realized that, becéusé the other Zulus simply joined

the Zulu army on the way.

One Afrikaner, a mr Brecher, who had been captured by Ge-
nerai Bruce Hamilton's column asked the Provost Marshal
Captain Pel what all tﬁat meant. . The Provost said the Zﬁf;

" ‘lus.were from Dinuzulu. They had complaints and they wanted

to be armed because they complained that the Afrikaners had gqo-
le

Barnabas Brecher ansmared that it was not true and that the

'ne—uuer Zululand border and had taken their cattle.

Afrikaners had never gone over the Zululand border in the
dlrectlnn af Dlnuzulu.7 He added that there must be some
other reason.22 The Provost Marshal was also asked mhat _
was going to happen with women and children if the Zulus were
allowed to move about in hordes like that. Captain Pel
replied that women and children would be protected by the
Zulus but. Brecher said he pitied the women and children un~

- der Zulu pratection.-23 The Provost Marshal confirmed that
the English themselves did not trust the Zulus. ~ For that
reason they kept them with the British columi. If the Bri-
tish had so much control over the Zulus Brecher wanted to
knuw.mhy they did not order them back and tell them to stay

119. Ihid., p.-l9.-
20 . Tbid.
21 . Ibid., p. l2.
22 . Ibid.

23 . Ibid.



in Zululand until the Afrikaners crossed the border. Then,
if necessary they could protect themselves. The Provost ad-
mitted that he did not know what General Bruce Hamilton in-
tended r:ic'ling.:'ui On another occasion the Provost Marshal
asked Brecher what would the Afrikaners do if they met armed
Zulus. Brecher said that as the Zulus evidently were armed
against the Afrikaners, though the AFrlkaners had anly com-
mencedlfighting against the English, they would have to shoot

the Zulus.t On reply the Provost said he would do the same
25

_;ﬁ,he,mgre in the Afrlkaners' paositicon. That cnnuersatlun

toock place between the Provost Marshal Pel and Barnabas Bre-
cher during the arrival of Dinuzulu's men who were sent to

help General Bruce Hamilton's force. The discussion clearly

shows that the AFrlkaners were to face the Brltlsh plus the

Zulu axmed forces.

The Vryheid commando decided to fight the combined opposi-

tion whilst retreating with the stock up to Rooirand at the

26

' foot of the Ubombo Mounteins. . There, they were oppused by

about a thousand armed Zulus plus British forces behlnd

them. There was only one way out and that was to abandon
all the stock. 27 -
They hit back and did as much harm as possible to the combi-

The commando then divided into small groups.

ned forces of the British and Zulus. At last the British

forces returned to Ur’yheid.z8 The Zulu impl whiph accom-

panied General Bruce Hamiltaon to VYryheid, arrived there on

March 26  1902.%7  On the way to VUryheid the Zulus took

the windows and door frames from Thys Moolman's farm far fire-

woocd and for shelters. They alsoc cut.down trees on the

farm. When the British columns went out of Vryheid, the Zulus

24 . Tbid.
25 . 1Ibid.

26 . G.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a).
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joined th@:m._j8

Chief Sikobobo of the Buqulusi tribe with a large number

of his fallowers jocined the cembined fGIBES at the junction
of the Manzana and Pivaan (Bivane) rivers at the place
called Alibomuu.jl: Chief Sikobobo's two personal kraals
‘were situated on both sides of the Jjunction of the two rivers.
The anulusf<tribe were his peoﬁle. The pastern boundary of
their location extended fram Goedhoek, the junction of Bivane

32

and Phongolo Rivers, to Luneberg. The Western boundary-

ﬂrﬁ(;fﬁgg from Luneberg to Schurmebérg_Waterfall. From there
it ran South of Waterfall along Zunguin Hlobane ranges to
Guédhnek while the nurthern boundary extenaed heynnd the

Phongolo Rluer.33

‘Even before the arrival of Dinuzulu's men and Gensral Brucse
Hamilton's Furces,vSikohoho knew about thsir coming. As |
early as March 15' 1902 fhe cattle herds living on a farm
Rooikrantz told mr Johann Lamrencé Liebetray that they had
ﬁegn put under arms byVSikbbnbb in order to join him and his
men at the.juncfiah'pf the Manzana and Bivane, where Sikobobo
met the Dinuéulu British forces. The cattle herds also said
that they had to go and that they would be killed if they

did nut.34
Zululand with two regiments of Zulus, and that Sikobobo was

They stated that Madakavana was coming over from

going to join him near Uryheid against the Afrikaners.
lLiebetrau received the sad news with incnedulity and pein-~
‘ted out that if there was any danger he was sure Mbuzi, a
Zulu herbalist living on his Farm, would have told him. His

cattle~-herds however, said that it was no use "your wéiting

sp} Ibid.

31, Ibid., p. 69.'

32. S.N.A. 1/4/10: Telegram na. 1276, d.d. 4.5.1902.
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for Mbuzi; as he is dead long ago. S5ikobobo shot him nim-
self, as he was your scout."35 Yet Liebetrau never used
Mbuzi as a scout as it was unnecessary for him to have a
scout.”®  All Liebetrau's cattle-herds left him and Liebe-
trau went to Mbudlu of Khambi's tribe whe gave him Zulus to
look after his cattle. Mbudlu told him that a British co-

lumn-was coming fraom Mkhuzi, and that the Afrikaners might
_ 37

~at any time expect an attack on them by the Zulus. A

day or two later the Afrikaners saw the Zulu impi travelling
in the direction of Paul Pietersburg and that impi'mas'led
by a_whité'officer. SikObobo's people and Dinuzulu's forces
went no further than Paul Dietersburg; Same of Sikobcha's -
men went hack te their kraals, but the bulk of the combined
forces went on to Vryheid where Sikobobo also went. Ehie?
Dinuzulu's men taking their.orders from F.l. Symmonds went
to Vryheid and back to Zululand. The cattle captured by the

Zuly impi, who was_noﬁ rewarded, were handed over to the

military authqrities;BB_-'

"For the Afrikaners if_mas a great blow. All was lqst; - Wo-

men and children mere,being'transported to the camps, and
many houses were lying in ruins. Hundreds had surrendered,
and'sume had been faken prisoners, whilst others were scat-

tered under other comméndos.39 After that onslaught on the

_commandos, the officers of all the wards in the Vryheid

district began to reorganise. The burghéfs who were loyal to
the struggle were,organised again. Women and cﬁildren'who
had not been driven to the concentration camps were to be
transported from the border. Stock and provision in the

form of food were taken away.40 Within a very shecrt time

35, 1bid.
36, Ibid.
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everything was reorgahized and the Afrikaners were ready to
cantinue with.the struggle with even greater determination
than before. In WadI Fieldcornet Jan Potgieter and his assis-
tant fieldcornet quickly put -everything in Drder.ql Pot-
gieter's example was followed in other wards. In Ward II

by Fieldcnfnet Hans Skoltz and assistaht fieldcornet Luke
"Heynsj; in Ward IV by fieldcurnet-ﬁbraﬁém Dannhauser and
assiétant fieldcornet Jan van der Heeuer.az Thoss officers
led their people to the bitter end through boldness and sa-
~crifice. They held.their_ﬁwn_againﬁ;the Eritish forces:

"Dit sal vir die négeslag-en die wat nie die worstelstryd
meegemaak -het nie ongelooflik en onmoontlik wees 0m te besef
wat hiérdie'pu Boare leéus'deurgeuoer het en rEQQekry het:
hulie is manne en helde- ﬁat .ans ou strYders trots op is dat
aons die eer had om te volg en onder te d:z.en.“43 Thus wrote -

the man mha was in the same bnat

'Tﬁgre weré also AF:ikaﬁér women who threw themselves heart
 and éoulzinto thé‘struggle;' After'euerytﬁing was ppt'in

order huweuer, " the di??ereht commandgs joinéd their laagers
agaln and began patrolllng and matchlng the Brltlsh as well

as Sikeoboba's people who had already Jjoined the Brltlsh. In
spﬁm of all precautlons by the burghers some people were
captured nr kllled from time to time by the Zulu-British bands.
Durlng the night women and children were plundered and mishand-
led and a few cattle or sheep stolen. It was also duriné

that time that bands of armed and mounted Zulus in English
uniforms made frequent invasions over tha‘bnrderf "Dit

het ook in baie gevalle gebeur dat maar weinig van hulle

weer. teruggekeer het want van hulle het ons kleingeld ge-

maak . “44

41 Ibid.
42. 1bid.
43, Ibids

44, Tbid.



It was after Dinuzulu's men had returned to Nongoma that
another battle took pléce between the armed Zulus and the
Afrikaner commandc in the neighbourhood of a place called

~ Nondweni where Jurie Boshoff was severely wounded and died

a few days after the peace settlement. In the battle the
fulus suffered heavily and among the casualties was their af-
ficer a Zulu priest who was in full British uniform. The
latter was respected as a very brave man by the Zulus but

after receiving seven bullets,_he fell toc the ground.

"At’a certain occasien six Afrikaner soldiers had to face
four hundred armed Zulus, but after a fierce battle which
lasted for about two hours, the Afrikaners managed to free
themselves. They left behind them approximately sixty

Zulus dead. On the Afrikaner .side thesre were nco t:a.sualx‘:ie-:-s..4'5

At Ngome a Zulu army of about'Fqur-hundredjmen flocked into
'Niklaas van Rensburg's place. It so happened that during that
occasion mrs-Yan Rensburg was alone and there was also no
men or help in the neighbourhood. Mrs van Rensburg had a
mausér_ahd_bartridges in the house.  She decided to shoot to
the last cartfidge and.ﬁanaged to ward bFF Ehe Zulu attack.

- The Zulus thereafter stormed the cattle kraal in an attempt
to take the cattle out of the kraal but the daring Afrikaner
'mgman shot them even there and they ran away. The purpose
of the attack was to murder Van Rensburg and hig two sons
and then take his stock. Eleven Zulus lost their lives du-

ring the attack.46

It is against this backgrdund-that we can understand the

murder at Holkrantz. The returning of Dinuzulu's° men to

45, Ibid.

46 . Ibid.



Zululand did not mean an end.fu the arming of the Zulus by

the British. 1In fact it can be said that Dinuzulu's army
acted as a stimulus to the Zulus in the Vryheid district to
take up arms and the British knew that very well. Chief
Sikoboho for éxample, after joinipng Dinuzulu's men and the
British forces, was placed in a very difficult situation
because he was a Transvaal sub ject and not a British sub-
ject. For that reason and in order to protect himself, he

and most of his men could not go back to their kraals. They
felt guilty and were afraid that they would be punished by

the Afrikaners for their ﬂarticipation'in'the Dinuzulu-British
campaign. The lives of Sikobobo' s men who went to th81r
kraals were threatened by those who had gone to Uryh81d. 47
One Zulu, for example, was killed for not going to Vryheid
with them. It is important to bear in mind that in Vryheid,
Sikobobo and his men were protected by General Bruce Hamilton
and his troops, and in that way they were safe from punish-
ment by the Afrikaners. Sikohoho and his men were not in-
active whilst in VUryheid but kept on spying on the Afrika-
ners: "Uit die dorp het huile snags aanvalle gemaak en

waar een of twee of drie burgers hulle weg van die komman-
da's beﬁind‘het het hulle die burgers aangeval, gevang en
vermoor.' w8 The Slkabcbo Zulu Commando at the Station Buil-
dlngs in Uryheld was called "Mr Shepstone's Commande” by the
Zulus. Dlabantuy, Maghujana and Mnisi of Sikobobo's tribe
told mr Liebetrau that mr Shepstone and Sikobobo had called

the Zulus to arms'."&9

In the meantime several meetings were held betuween the Afri-
kaner generals and the burghers of the Vryheid district.

The last meeting was on "Agom" Ferreira's farm on April 23

47. G.A. Mills, op. cit., p. 50.
48. G.5. Preller Collection: Hlﬁﬁa(a).

49, GC.A. Mills, op. cit., p. 50.



1902, in Ward II. The subject of discussion on that occa-
sion was the sending of delegates to the conference at
Vereeniging and the delegates to the conference were selec-

ted that day-50
Ceneral Jordaan. After discussion, it was decided that the

They were mr Conraad Birkenstock and

burghers, having elected their delegates, must tfust them

and abide by any arrangements they made at the conference.s
The election of delegates to the conference, houwever, did not
mean terminating the struggle against the English: "0Ou’
kommandant Agom Fefreira.het besluit dat hy nie sy wapens

_ sou neerld. nie en h beroep op ons gemaak om saam met hom die
-stryd udort te sit, want, sé hy, ons het alles opgeoffer,

ons het nog net ons léméns en wapens oor en waarveor moet ons

dan Gorgee?"sz

The burgﬁers, therefore, were not in favour

of accepting peace at any pfice. The majority of them said
that unless their independence was éssured, they would not
agree to peace but would f‘ight.53 When the delegafes left
they understood that to be the feeling of the majority of the
burghers. Those present were Generals Louis Botha, Myburgh

and Jerdaan, ali the officers, burghers of the Vryheid

Commando and also the Edward Curps.sa There was a lot dis-
cussicn at that meeting._ General Botha's secretary, De Wet,
read cut Lord‘Kitcheher's condition of peace. It involved

the losing of independence. He warned that if those-cohditions
were not accepted, the fighting would be continued:and that
there would be no Further'negnﬁiatiuns. In talkihg about their
independence, General Botha said that the burghers would have
to think of other districts which were ruined more than the
Uryheid district. Some of the younger burghers said that

if they could get othef burghers‘from other district;td con-

tinue fighting they. would alsc do so, even if the “Transvaal

50. -Ibid., p- 47.
'El.jilbid.
©52. G.S. Preller Collection: A 648{a).
53. G.A. ﬁ;lls, op. cit., p. 47.

4. Ibid.



Government made peace.

Another question which faced the Afrikaners at that Lonfe-
rence was that of Chief Sikobobo, who being a Transuaai

sub ject had joined.the British foreces by order of General
Bruce Hamiltpn. After discussion the order to burn the kraals
of Chief Sikohbobo's tribe, were received from General Botha
peréonéliy;BS The guestion of burning the kraals had been .
discussed in General Botha's presence.. Only the officers

of - the Utrécht Wards and Jan Potgieter of the VUryheid Dis-
trict were pfesent.s6 :Genéral Botha told the burghers that
they would receive instructions from General Myburgh te burn

the kraals.57 Up to that time the burghers had understocd

that they were not to interfere with the Zulus.58 The bur-
ning of the kraals was not thought strénge by some of the
Afrikaners as at that time all Sikobobo's men had left and
gone to VYryheid. The burning of the kraals was also aimed

at giving the British responsibility for the wives and chil-
dren_of Sikobobo's men. The former had been left behind by
their men but it did not mean lack of contact between the men
and their wives. In fact the men gotall their reportsabout
Afrikaner activities from their families. It was also for this
reason that the Afrikaners thought it wise to confiscate the
stock as a punishment for Sikobobo's men. Though the English
were happy about the work done by Sikobobo's men, they uwere

‘not prepared to accommodate their wives and children as well.

During the night of May 1, 1902, Chief Sikobobo's kraals were
burned.59 The latter's kraals were nine or ten miles from

Vryheid near Zunguin {Zungwini). The Afrikaners weze first

55. ibid.
56. 1bid.
'57. 1Ibid.
58.  Ibid.

59. 5.1.1-400: Notice No.62.




to let the women take three or four days food before burning
the kraals.60 In fact in more than one inétance, huts were
left entirely alone on account of the illness or infirmity of
the owners.sl If the Afrikaners found any armed Zulus in
the kraals, they were captured and taken to the fieldecornet.
If the Zulus fired on them first ar ran away they were shot.62
‘The Afrikaners also asked the women whether there were any men
in the kraal. In most cases the women seid there were nane,
and the Afrikaners would then burn the huts. The Afrikaners
burnt many kraals belonging to Chief Sikobobo's tribe, and
“togk all the cattle they found. 0On one occasion one Zulu
man was seen running. Wwhen he was ordered to stop, he did
not and was shoi. But he did not die. The Afrikaner soldiers
called on some Zulu women in a hut closeby, to look after
him and left 8 hut standing for them. 0One Zulu was captured
in possession of assegais, and was taken to Fieldcornet
Potgieter, who personally gave him a flogging - fifteen
lashes with a gE}rrup leather. The Zulu was the;_released.
Later he was found hiding in long grass and was made a pri-
soner. The man was flogged hecause he had assegais with him
‘and it was not knouwn whether or not he was armed against "the
burghers.63 . The stock was always taken but at four kraals,
where. there were widows, four cows were left for them toge-
ther with their kraals. “It_was reported later that as far
as was known the Ba gulusi kraals North of Bivane (Pivaan)
River and those situated about Pemvana and Schurweberg had e
not been destroyed but thatall the other kraalshad been burnt

to the graund.éa' -

As for Sikobobo's kraals the Afrikaners said the burning of

the kraals, canfiscation of property, and the sending of the

60.. G.-A. Mills, op. cit., ‘p. 37.
61. .Ibid., p. 2.
62. Ibid., p. 37.
63. Ibid., p. 38.

64 . S.N.A. 1/4/10: Telegram no. 1276, 4.5.02,
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women and children to the British lines was simply carrying
aut the terms aof a proclemation. It meant that the families
of those wha surrendered voluntarily, or joined the Bri-

tish, would be sent to the British lines, and their property
confiscated.65 When Chief 5ikobobo’s women and children
éame'tU'Uryheid, they were not driven in. Fieldcornet Wigget
and a few men followed them to see that they came to the Offi-
cer Commanding Vryheid. But he could not deliver the report
as he was fired on before he reached the outposts. He deci-
ded to give the raport to one of the Zulu men, who was with
“the women, to brlng into Uryh81d- 66 There were about fifty
Zulu men among the.wumen and children. The £nglish were
waiting for this opportunity to make the Afrikaners appear

the aggressors. They knew that sconer or later the Afrikaners

were to take action agalnst Sikobobo and his men.

The confiscation of céttle by the Afrikaners was not the rea-
son for the murder at Holkrantz because Sikobobo's men knew
that sconer or later, their cattlewere to be seized since
‘they had joined the British.®’  The Zulus were also afraid
to raid Afrikaner stock during the night in case they encoun-
tered the Afrikéner Commandos in the process. A few days
before the muider, Chief Sikobobo told Hs men to be ready
and be under arms. Many Zulus suspected that they were

going to attack the Afrikaners. In the msantime guns were
given by Sikobobo to some of -his men, while other Zulus
sharpened their assegais. A.J. Shepstone, the son of Sir
Theophilus Shepstone was then stationed at Vryheid where

he acted as a magistrate and a2 Zulu instigatar.68 He visi-

65. G,H.1-400: Notice No.62.
66. G.A, Mills, op. cit., p. 53.

67 G.5. Preller Collection: A 648(a).

68. Ibid.
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ted Sikobabo's people at the Station Building from time to
time. . While Sikohbobo was preparing for enslaught at Holkrantz
(Mthashana), the Afrikaners were laying down their arms as

it was the time of armistice between the British and the
Afrikaners and the latter had received orders from their
aofficers that they were not to mnake any attacks. They uwere tu.
do th31r patrols and watch theilr 1aagers during the nlgbt -
whllst waltlng far the results of the negotiatiaons uhlcn were
then in progress at Uereen*glng between the Afrikaner generals
‘and delegates of the Engllsh. Many of the burghers were
optimistic that they would not lose their independence but
those who had learned the Englishman's language and his

history waited for the worst.

Arthur J. Shepstone had sent a certain Hermanus Dreyer to

"~ spy on the Mthashana (Holkrantz) area and Fleldcornet Jan.

- Potgieter's laager.sg "After the former had satisfactarily
done his duty, the whole Zulu army under the command of

'Cﬁief Sikobﬂbo, Hermanus Dreyer and Philip Fourie left Vry-
heid to make an ‘attack. When they came to thé neighbourhood
of the laager, spies were first sent and aFter their return,

a council of war was held in the prasence ‘of all the Zulu
indunas. The latter réceiued orders Ffah Sikobobao and fourie.
Iﬁ the meantima, the Zulu army divided into three sections

and approached the laager from three directions under the pro-
tection of the night. When the Zulu army, aduaﬁcinj from
three directions had moved close enough to the laager, they
waited for a sign to start the attack. A% last in the early
hours of the morning, the sxgn was gluen and the attack

commenced on May 6 1902.°7 _ ' .

Philip Fourie and Hermanus Dreyer, returned to Vryheid
after they had arranged everything for the attack. i.e. on
May 5 , 1902. '

69. Ibid.

70. Ibid,
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Philip fourie was an old Fieldcornet of Ward I at Uryheid
wha had defected to the Brifish. Hermanhus Preyer was a farrier
and blacksmith at Uryheid. He was a man of mixed blood, but
he en joyed all the rights of a‘citizen under the Transvaal
Republic._71 There is neo doubt that Arthur Shepstone and
Bruce Hamilton were the leaders of the murder. The former uwas
in tauch with Sikchdbb from time to time and Hahilton vas -
the officer commanding Vryheid and coﬁld.easily have seen
Sikobobo leave far Mthashana. An eyeuwitness, Mr. van Deven-
g_ﬁ_ﬁtar,“stated.that many Zulus told him that A.J. Shepstone had
ordered the Zulus -to arm and go to Holkrantz. But the Zulus
were afraid to giue-éuidenqe before Colonel Mills because aof

“the conseguences which might have Follbwed.72

The sketch provided here, shows the scéne_of the fight.
The sketch is from a point due east of the scene of the figh~
. which is in the south-east corner of the farm Holkrantz
(Mthashana) and near the hill of that hame.jB, The Zulus
uhder the leadership of Sikobobo commenced the attaﬁk at
MthaShana. Abraham Martinus Cranjé wvho was present at
Mthashana described the attack: "I was asleep at the time
~and was awskened by firing. There werelnnly two men on guard
‘over a caﬁtla kraal in which were the cattle we had taken
from Sikobobo's peaple."7a - He also mentioned that there
were about three hundred and forty of Chief Sikobgbo's caﬁtle

and added: "We did not expect an attack by the Zulus on us

at Holkrantz ... when we were attacked I thought we uwere
i being attacked by the British, as there was firing going an.
We fought till our ammunition was done, thég;everyone lqpked
after himself. I never heard any kaffir calling on-us to

71. Ibid.
72. G.A. Mills, op. cit., p. 3; G.N.1-400: Kotice No &R
73.- 'G.H. 1304: Copies of Annexures to Comfl. Despatches: Enclosure 1[d).

o

74. G,A. Mills, op. cit., p. 38.
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"hands-up". I would have done sg as there was naothing
else to be done, but I did not get the chance."75 This
statement proves that the Afrikaners-were completely taken

by surprise.

The skégghtshums that the Afrikaners appeared to have been -
in“twn kraals "A" and "B" at the foot of the_hill_ghgn;iEn
attacked.'® They went up to the top of the hill ta "C"

and "D". The Zulus followed, some from "A" to "C" and others

from "E" to "D". It was at those poinﬁs that most af the

- Zulus seemed to have been killed. The saddles and pthér

between

'signs af the-Afrikaner camps were-"A" and "B", i.e. a dis-

tance of about two hundred yards.- "F" 1is a donga in which
two Afrikaners hid during-the fight. As late as August 1902;
there were still many traces of the fight to be seen in the
form ofrskeletoﬁs; Zulu shields, broken saddles, assegais

and one ar two guns. The Zulus uwere over one thousand and the
Afrikaners were seventy two. Fifty six were killed, thirteen
escaped and.thfee were taken prisoners by the Zulus.77
The Fifty six_ﬂfrikaﬁers_killed-included Jan Pbtgiater'who
was in command of the Commando. Holkrantz was his farm

twenty miles from-Ufyheid, The names of the Afrikaners who

'managed tu-escape-were: Francis Pratt, Petrus Johannes

Fourie, Joe Schwaab, F. Bezuidenhout, Jan H#man, L.P. Hen-
derson senior, L.P. Henderson junior, Abraham Williahs, C.M.
Pctgieter,'Gbermeyer,AH. Cronje, D. Coetzee and M. Potgie-~
The names of the Afrikaners who were taken ﬁri-
soners by the Zulus were: L. Maritz and his son, Pieterse
and Jan Diederick. The latter was still alive in 1947,

Of the Zulus fifty two were killed and about forty eight

75.. ‘Ipid.

76 . G.H. 1304: Copies of Annexures to Confl. Despatches: Enclosure 1[d).

77. P.J. Fourie of 158 Landdrosstraat Vryheid's letter: d.d. 6.5.02
in accession no. 2057, The War Museum, Bloemfontein.
78.  J.C. Landman's letter: d.d. 6.5.47, in accession na. 2057, The War
- Museum, Bloemfontein.



~ dies of the Afrikaners were very mutilated.

wounded. ?  thief Sikobobo took about three hundred and

eighty head of cattle including some horses.ao the Zulu
war song which the Zulus had sung when going to Holkrantz
wés: "Sangena ngomnyama eMthashana" (We arrived at night
at Mthashana}. The song is still sung today. The Zulu uwar

saga at Holkrantz was: "Heshel":

Chief. Sikobobo and his cummandd;-afiér accomplishing their
duty, returned to VYryheid with three white prisoners.

Although strong young men were captured by the Zulus in the

~ 7 olden days, for the purpase of increasing the Zulu army,

everybody else was usually killed. It was very strange

far Sikobobo tc take white prisoners. He might have been

‘warned by Shepstone and the British authorities &% Vryheid

that surrenders were to be respected. If the Zulu attack

_at Holkrantz was spontanecus all the whites coculd have

heen massacred. Cben:aad Meyer who lived on the farm fNooit-
gedacht, Ward Three in the Utrecht Districf, was at Hol-
krantz on the morning of May 6, 1902, at half past four
after the murder had heen committed. He stated that—the
.Zuius wvent from Holk?antz:direct tn Vryheid and that the bo-
- Bl Coenraad
Meyer alsc found a tin water bottle similar to those worn by
the British troops, lying on a dead Zulu's bady.82 There
were only a few drops of ligquor left in the bottle. That
was proof of the fact thaf there was contact between the
_British troops and thé Zulus before the latter went to Hopl-

krantz.

On May £ 1902, the Zplu'army could be seen returning to

Vryheid towards Zuinuin's Nek.2? ‘ :

79. G.H. 1304: Copies of Annexures to Confl. Despatches: Enclosure 1(d).

" 80. G,N.1-400:Notice Fo.62.

Bl. G.A, Mills: A report on the ill-feeling, p. 6.
82. - 1Ibid.

B3. G.5. Preller Collection: A 648(a).



A group of British mounted troops could also be seen on the
hill between the town Vryheid and Besterspruit. The British
troops did not move from their positions, whilst S5ikobobo's
army moved straight.tomards them and eventually entered
Uryheid., There was another long line of the Zulus climbing
. douwn thé mountain sloﬁly and eventually entering the touwn
where Lucas Meyer Sté§£8H?iS”presently situated. Those
Zulus cunsisted’6?'£E§7moundedf Some cculd be seen crnssing

the bridge slouwly.

The British mounted troops who guarded the entrace to Vry-
heid.were probably placed there, to be readily despatched

in case the Zulu assault failed at Holkrantz. The Afrikaners
were wiped out because they thought the armistice would pre-
vent the British authorities from allowing the Zulus to attack
them. There was logic in this line of reasoning. Vryheid

was in the hands of the British as they had annexed it in
1900. The murder did not destroy the hope of the Afrikaners.
A.L. Pretorius writes: "Weer moes ons na donker myle ver.
ry in reént, koue en modder voordat pné'kan dink om te slaap.
Wagte moes weer cpgesit word en sdver dit ocns bhetref het . '
die stryd weer begin." B4 1n spife of the murder the Afri-

kaners were stillidetermined to fight.

Anqﬁher important aspect about the Afrikaners in those darkest
moments was that they remeined faithful to their God:
"Veldkornet Willem van Rodyen'het vir ons die aand by the

laer Godsdiens gehou en ans gewys op die sonde en ontrou-

heid van aons volk en dat ons ons moet onderwerp aan Gods wil
en dat ons voor die hele weéreld stasn as getroue regter tot

_ die'einde toe. Hy het ons bedank vir ons Zetrouheid deur al

die donker dae."85

B4. Ibid.

85. Ibid.



On may 30, 1502 @ the whole Vryheid Commandoc gathered at
Besterspruit and there, General lLouis Botha spoke. He
showed the hurghersghowhopeless it was to go further with the
struggle. He also pointed to the difficult conditions which
faced the commandos in the Northern and Western Transvaal and
_that?ﬁﬁe;pnly solution was to surrender. Butha-séid‘that;iﬁ:
;¥the puighérs continued with the struggle, it wauigrmégﬁrexfer-
minafion of the women and children in the concentration camps,
_ where hundreds were buried weekly. Botha thereaffer thanked
é_w—-a%%w%he-burghers for the faithfulness they had shown to their
: tand and said that they must wrestle again and wark to build
up the farms which were in ruined conditions. Botha said
the bdrghers were to forgive their enemies but that they must

never Fnrget.

Botha thereafter asked the burghers to read Lamentions,
Chapter 5. The first three verses read thus: "Remémbér,

0 Lord, what is come upon us.  Consider repréadh. Our inhe-
rifancé is turned to strangers, our houses to aliens. We

are nrﬁhans-and fatherleés, our mofhers, are as widows".

A.L. Dretorius also says General Botha continued his speech:
"Yerder sé& hy dat ans vandag hier staan, om af te gee wat vir
ons heilig was en dat ons ﬁandag die laaste steen op die graf
van ons unafhanklikheiddgaan lé".86 There was dead silence
as the General continued as if the burghers were not ‘around.
All that cne could hear was sobbing. Tears could also be
seen rolling down the cheecks of very bold  and daring Afrikaner
heroes like: "Gorilla Putgietef" (Corneels Potgieter) and

-

other brave men.

In the meantime the victorious General Bruce Hamilton was

86. Ibid.

87. Ibid.




climbing down the hill towards Besterspruit, with him uwas
his staff and a few minor officers. Seeing him come, the
Afrikaner officers told the burghers to put down their arms.
The latter were laid into a heap and the old Afrikaner sol-
diers cried aloud- 1like children. Bruce ‘Hamilton spoke

to the burghers and amongst other thlngs Sald. "You Bogers
need never fight again, England will Flght your batt;es for

88
you.

The murder at Holkrantz was the ultimate goal of Colonel
Bottumiey's actiuities'in Zululand. The only difference

was that General Hamilton and Arthur John Shepstone were

then the organizers of the Zulus. The murder had far-reaching
-cansequences en beth the Zulus and the Afrikaners. The goad
_relatinons between the latter and the Zulus were serlously

damaged by the murder.

88. Ibid



123

CHAPTER SIX

THE CONSEQUENCES OF THE MURDER AT HOLKRANTZ (MTHASHANA)

The murder of fifty-six Afrikaners took place on May 6, 1902
and was followed byiféi%réébﬁing consequences which were
mainly of two.ggiﬁééj those which included relations between
the Zulus and %Eéwﬁfrikaners, and secuhdly those regarding
compensation to be given to Zulus who had fought against
 the Afrikaners after receiving orders from the military au-
thorities. Attention will be facussed on the strained rela-
tions between Sikobobo's people and the Afrikaners.and on
the efforts that vere made to put the blame for the murder
on Afrikaners in general and General Louis Botha in particu-

lar.

It is important to note that after the murder was committed,
it was said that Afrikaners had been murdered because they
had been ill-treating the Zulus and thus bringing reprisals
upon theméelues.l But in contrast to this view of civil
and militaiy authorities a few individuals commented on the
good.relations that had existed between the Afrikaners and
the Zulus of the Uryheid District. Gerrit Martinus de Waal
gave evidence before the Caommission of Enquiry which was
called after the murder. He stated: "Previous to the attack
by natives on the Boers at Holkrantz the Boers used to go
about in twos and threes or alone. I used—to'go about alone
myself, we did not fear the natives. After the attack we
were more careful, and when only two or three were together,
we almajs slept in 8 house, never on the veldt, because ue

were afraid of the natives. It was a great relief when

1. G.K.1-400: Notice No.62.
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peace was proclaimed as we were then sure af m.xr)L‘wuas.'2
In his evidence De Waal drew attention to the sitwation

before and during the war.

Barnahas Brecher also commented on the good relatiaons exis-
tingrbetween the Afrikaners and the Zulus prior to the¥mur~
 %ﬁer‘é£-ﬁb1krantz:7 "I cannot remember anyiiﬁStance”oF'aTt”

‘Boer woman or child being killed by the kaffirs.” The kaffirs
had many apportunities'of killing Afrikaner women and chil-

. dren if they had wished to do sa, as the women and children
remained on their farms, while the men were away fighting.
Kaffirs respect the owners of the farms on which fhay live
and treat them and their wives respectfully; bhut when kaffirs
accompany columns they go into the farms and take what they
want, and the farm kaffirs join them, and they gao through the
houses aﬁd do not respect anyone. Even on these occasians
I did not hear of any personal ill-treatment to women and chil-
dren by the kaffirs,"3 In the light of these statements,
we can conclude that the murder at Holkrantz was not committed
on account of strained relations between the Afrikaners and
‘the Zulus. |

This state of affairs was also éuident from a speech of _
Colonel G.A. Mills on June 30, 1902 he delivered a speech to

the Chiefs and their tribesmen at Waterval in the Vryheid
district. The Chiefs who were present were Sikobobo, Khambi,
Mlandu and Mswazi (representing Sidunge) with many of their
indunas and tribesmen.4 - Mills said amongst other things
that the Zulus living on those farms would have to work for
the Afrikaners as they had done before the war. ﬁThe.ﬁnly

difference, he said, was thatthey were now no langer under

. Mills: A Report on the Causes which led to the Ill-feeling
48.
d

-

bi

4. G.H. 1304: Enclosure i(b) in Confl. Despatch, d.d. 29.9.1902.




the Afrikaner Covernment but under British rule. Those
Zulus who worked by month were toc receive payment and those
whu were only occasionally called upon to render service,
would have to do so without payment as was the case under
the Transvaal law. Although he did not blame anyone in par- -
ticular he warned that: "No person will be allowed, be he
Boer ar Kaffir to take theqiam;into hiévhénds."s In cen~
nection with Sikobobo's people whose kraals had been burnt,
Colonel Mills said they werelfb be allowed reasanable time to
~rebuild their kraals before thei; services could be_damanded
by the cuwners of the farms on which they lived. He did not

refer to the causes of the fire and the subsequent murder.

Colonel Mills even asked general Cheere Emmett who was also
present at Waterval to tell fhe burghers: "tHat they were
not to illtreat the Zulus".®  Though he knew better, he
implied that Afrikaners behaved brutally towards Zulus.

"It was however made clear to the Chiefs that they would be

' held responsible for the good behaviour of their tribes.

The Chiefs promised ta cbey the orders of the Government.
Thén Mr Arthur J. Shepstone who was so deeply involved in

the murder and General Emmett expressed the ocpinion that most
af the Zulus would return to work. The latter was not satis-
fied with the findings of those two commissions which were
appointed to investigate the murder. If he had the confiden-
tial correspondence between the Natal Governcr“anﬁ the Se-
cretary of State for the Colonies he would have had little

trouble exposing the responsible parties.

Those peaple who expressed vieus on the murder tried to

divert attention from themselves, Arthur Shepstane was one of

5. Ibid.

6. Ibid.



them. He reported in a telegram to the Governor of Natal,
Henrty McCallum and fully concurred with the opinion expressed
by Colonel G.A. Mills with regard to the bad feeling that
existed between the Afrikaners and the Zulus in Vryheid
district.7 Shepstone explained the matter as follows: "I
know that sﬁch’expressian have been made use of by the Boers,
some have said that they would yet have it out with the na 
tives. 8”??§ﬁepstone thought the object of the Afrikaners was-
to involve the British Guuernment in a war with the Zulus,

and that would enable them to pay off old scores with the

Zulus and at the same time enable them to restock their farms
with Zulu cattle.9 Shepstone did not mention that prior to
the murder at Hulkrantz relations between the Afrikaners and

the Zulus had been good and that Zulus were influenced by
himself and Bottomley. '

A further cause of friction according to mr Shepstone, was the
'cnmpulsory return of Zulus to the services of the Afrikaners.
Consequently relations continued to be much strained between
them and the Afrikaners. He also pointed out that many Af-
rikaners had until then not returned to their farms and mast
of the Zulus who had teken part in the attack at Holkrantz
still lived on those farms. Shepétane suspected that when
farmers returned they would praobably order the Zulus to quit.
the farms. The guestion would then be what to dg with those
Zulus as there was no qovernment land available for them, and
other Afrikaners would probably not have them on their farms.

On account af the fears expressed- by Colonel Mills and Arthur
Shepstone, the Governor of Natal, suggested that am Imperial

Force should remain in the VUryheid district until the relations

7... G.H. 1302: Letter Book, pp. 469 - 70.
g. -"Ibid.

9. Ibid., Telegram d.d. 14.9.1902.



between the Afrikaners and the Zulus became less strained,lg
The Natal Cabinet ministers entirely concurred in that vieuw,

and the Governor informed the General Officer Commanding Natal
11

accordingly.

The suggestion of the Governor, however, was not immediately
carried out by the General Officer Commanding Natal. 0On
August l4th, 1902 the Governor was informed by him that he
was sending Colonel Mills:to confer with the Covernor on the
whele subject. ﬂieutenaht-tnlanel Mills had been appuinted
by the Military Authorities to hold an inquiry into the cir-

__ _cumstances which led to the attack by the Zulus on thé‘ﬁfri_
kaners at Mthashana (Holkrantz).

On August la 1902 Arthur Shepstone infdrmed the Coldnial
Secretary that General Bruce Hamilton was at Vryheid tﬂ.ac_
cept the final surrender of the Afrikaners of that district.
At that time General Hamiltom told Shepstone that an enquiry
was to be held by Colonel G.A. Mills inte the circumstances
that led to the Holkrantz murder. The General wanted General
Cheere Emmett to watch the case on behalf of the Afrikaneré
‘and Shepstone to do the same on behalf af the Zulus.lz-‘-Just
hefore or Just after that communication Colonel Mills shouwed
‘Shepstone a felégram which he had received from Pretoria di-
recting him to conduct the enquiry.__During the enquiry Arthuf
Shepstone acted as a Zulu interpreter. Consequently no Zulu
was brave enough to giué evidence to the effect that Shepstone
was personally involved in the murder. The confidential

correspondence between the respective governments and military

uofficers were not put at ths dispnsal of the commissiaon of
enquiry. - ’

-

The enquiry which commenced on June 30, 1902 and continued

10.  G.H. 1302: Letter Book, pp. 470 - 71.
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11. Ibid., p. &71.

12. Ibid. ~




until August 9, 1902, was very one sided. 0On August 9, 1902,
Colonel Mills informed General Cheere Emmett and Shepstone
that the General Officer Commanding Natal thought the enquiry
had lasted long enough and should be closed. General Cheere
Emmett however pointed cut that there were several witnesses
whom he wished to examine, and that if necesgsary he would apply
to the Commander-in-Chief at Pretaria far permissian to con-
tinue the enquiry.lé .Colonel Mills said he would send a
telegrem to the General Officer Commanding Natal and statéqr
that if the znquiry was continued it would be carried on

by €olonel Roch. O0On the following day the enquiry was closed
- and Emmett advised accordingly.lq = B

Arthur Shepstone realised that Eﬁmett was far from satisfied
with the proceedings and therefore told the Principal Under
Secretary that the cbject of Emmett was to prove that he,
Arthur Shepstone, was behind the Zulu attack on Afrikaners.
Shepstone guessed that Emmett wznted to remove the responsibi-
liﬁy from General Botha whom some of the Afrikaners were bla-
ming .for ordering the burning of the Zulu kraals and the rai-
ding-a?,the Zulu cattle just before the declaration of pea-
ce. Shepstane:did not explain why Emmett suspected him of
-having ordered the attack on Holkrantz. He regrettéd that he
“had not reported Emmett's suspicions to the Government. But
at that time he held up some "terrible family affliction",
for not reporting the matter.’” It is clear however, that
even before the verdict was known Shepstone tried to hald Ge-
neral Botha responsible for the murder. But Shepstone failed
to explain what had led to the kraals being burnt.

There was, however, another enquiry which was conducted in
&~

13. Ibid.
14) 1bid.

15<. Ibid.
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November, 1902,16 but it was also very ane Sided.l7 The

Governor of Natal showed great subjectivity befare the enquiry

. was over. He wrote: "On the 15th inst. I had a prolonged

interview with Lt.-Col. Mills in the presence of the Acting
Prime Minister and General Cheere Emmett, whom I invited to

be present. I listened to all that Cel. Mills and General
Cheere Emmett had to say on the subject, and arriugd-at the
conclusion that the Boers had in great measure brought repri-
sals upaon themselves in cunsequencenﬁf«thé.nrdets given by
General lLouis Botha for the complete-destruction of Sikobobha's
kraal and for the seizure of all cattle belonging ta his
tribefgg "Euan“in'tﬁat statement the.calling of Sikubobu's
peaple by Bruca_Hamiltqh fo'jnin Dihuéulu's men was not men-

tioned.

The Second Commissiqn,of Enquiry was of no value because all

, . . o, 19
the witnesses were not examined.

Instead of getting the truth ddring the second enquiry,

'exaggerations were the order of the day. The Zulus'pfepared

20

what they were going to say in ‘the enquiry. The exaggera-

tions led to the Afrikeners being finally labelled as the

;peoble who had brought reprisals upon themselves. Colonel

Mills stated; "It'must be admitted that the attack was ehti~_
rely spontaneous on the part of the Zulus, and entirely due

to ill-tfeatment they had received at the hands of the Baers .21

The statement of Mills is totally irrelevant because Chief Si-
kobobo had bhrouht the rifles which were in possession of his
fallowers by Oectober 16, 1902. Furthermore Arthur Shepstane

was in favour ofrallﬂwing some of the Zulus to retain fire-

lg.'.G.A. Mills: A Raport.on the I11-feeling.
17. G.S. Preller Collection: A 648{(a).

18. G.H. 1302: Letter Book, p. 471.

19. G.H. 1331: Letter Book, p. 3l4.

20. G.A. Mills, op. cit., p. 50.

21, .}.1-400: Notice No.62.
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arms.??  Furthermore Chief Sikobaoba was highly praised by

C.A. Mills as a chief who had great cortrol over his tribe:

"Sikobobo, ... was most loyal to the British Government,

R A N e R e

through a time which must have been one of unprecedented
strain and anxiety to him, and I think it would be difficult
to find any fault with his'actions durihg this period.“23
Colanel G.A. Mills ended Oy saying thalt he felt sure that Si-
kobobo's removal would cause the greatest resentment tnﬂards,
and distruct af the British Covernment amang the whole Zulu
nation wha, throughout the whole enquiry had taken the greatest
interest in the'prnceeding.za' It is true that the removal

of Chief Sikcbobn'might have caused great resentment among

the Zulus because Chief Sikobobq was carrying out the orders

of the British authorities in all his actions during the

war.

The second and tha_mastlimportant cansequence of the_Hol;
krantz murder was the question of compensation to the 2ulus
for losses during the struggle against the Afrikaners. Com-
pensation was aimed at consoling the Zulus who had joined the
British forces at the request of the military authorities.
This question caused heated discussions by the Invasion Los-
ses Enquiry Commission which was in favour of the Zulus

being compensated and the civil authorities who were against
campensation for the Zulus. In the end the standpoint of

the civil authorities preuailed.

The problem of'éumpensaticn mas‘started when CGovernor Henry
McCallum gave instructions to the Invasion Losses Enguiry
Cammission. The chairman of tHe commission was to assess and
inspect all claims which might be presented to hiﬁ for losses

Y. 25
sustained. The Governor was, however, aware of the

22. C.R.14/02: Nos.4-1C9, Confl,Papers, 16.10.19C2.
233 5.%,1-400: Notice Ko.62.

24 . Ibid.

25. G.H. 1304: Governaor to Sec. of S. d.d. 25.7.1902.
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difficulties to be faced hy_the commission, ahd stated that

it would be impossible to differentiate in Zululand between
losses sustained éarly in the war and at subsequent dates,

as the Zulus would be unable to distinguish such classifica-
tion. But he hoped that the Invasion Losses Enquiry Commission
would endeavour as far as possible to arrive at approximate
dates mﬁen the losses, for which compensation was claimed,

were incurred.

The Chief Magistrate and Civil Commissioner of Zuluiand,

Sir Charles Saunders, was strongly agéinst compensation for
the Zulus. He sincerely hoped that claims made by people who
themselves looted the Afrikaners would not be recognised.

In a letter to acting Prime Minister Frederick Moor, Charles
Saunders uwrcte: "It was the looting by our natives over the
border that brought about the most serious raids by Boers of
Native stock.. Our Natives who joined in the looting knew
perfectly well that they were doing so in direct opposition to
the wishes of their own Government."?’  Sir Charles Saunders
did'nut tell Moor that at the time of looting Zululand was
under martial law and that the Zulus through their chiefs

and with Saunders' knowledge were ordered tocross. into the

Afrikaner territory.

On August 20, 1902, the Deputy Chairman of the Invasion

Losses Enquiry Commission, wrote to the Governor Henry Mc-

Callum and gave facts which completely contradicted those given

by Charles Saunders. He pointed out that on arrival in Zulu-
land the Commiegsicon waited on the Civil Commissioner and

Chief Magistrate at Eshowe, and from him obtained the'informatian

~which did not disclese the full facts of the case and therefore

26 . 1Ibid., Seaunders - Moor d.d.'9.8.l902.

27 . Ibid.
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misled the commission. The deputy chairman stated six facts

. which were the reason for the Zulus to join the British in

their campaign against the Afrikaners: Instructions were
issued to Colonel Bottomley in March 1901, by CGeneral ftrench.

Those instructions authorised Bottomley to use Zulus for
looting Afrikaner stock.28 ,

Bottomley therefore informed the magisfrates and called upon

them to assist him.2> He also enlisted the help of men

" such as Cooper and Calverley for looting stock. The Zulus

“were promised ten percent of the stack looted by them. The

first expedition was led by Captain Wieckham on March 31,
1901.7° | '

After the raid had taken place the Chief Magistrate and Civil
Commissioner infaormed the Zulus on the 1lst April, 1901, to
stop raids across the border. Consequently no further raids

were undertaken by the Zulus.31

Fifthly, there was a telegfam from the Prihe Minister con-
veying Lord Kitchener's instructions, communicated by him direct
to the Natal Government, and which were wired on by the Chief
Magistrate and Civil Commissioner to Nkandla district. The
deputy chairman of the Invasicn Lasses Enquiry Commission the-
refore concluded that: "The Zulus were anly carrying out the
crders given them by the military authorities through the

magistrate, and when countermanding orders were issued they

were immediately abeyed."32

The deputy chairman of the Commission, mr James-King, ended

his letter to the governor by emphasizing that the Commission

| ﬁé. Ibid., Enclosures: Deputy Chairman - Governor d.d. 30.8.1902.

29 . Ibid.
3p . Ibid.
31. 1Ibid.
32. Ibid.
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was of opiniaon that compensation should not be denied to those

Zulus who had shown their lbyalty and cbedience to orders.

In spite of the deputy chairman's clearly stated facts,

the question of giving compensation to the Zulus remained a
therny issue. {n Auéust 25 1982, the Governor in a letter
to the Prime Minister mentioned that Colonel Bottomley's
proceedings were to hié-mind indefensible. He then added
that if any compensation was given to those Zulus it should
come from the military and not from the Transvaal Govern-

ment.33

Acting Prime Minister, F.R. Moor wrote to the Governar on
August 27 1902, and stated that he was strongly against
cbmpensation. He was against compensation for the Zulus who

had fought during 1901 although they received crders from

Colonel Bottomley and his agents. Moor Feared that if the

Zulus in the Province of Zululand were allowed compensation,

thé,Zulus-in the district of Vryheid would expect like treat-

‘ment. He requested that his views be brought to the attentlan

of Chamberlain the Secretary of State.3a

The Governar wrote to the Secretary of State on Rugust 30,
1902 and spake strongly egainst compensation for the Zulus:

"In the district of Vryheid General Bruce Hamilton called

upon Sikabobo's (Sic) tribe to furnish armed,scouts.énd to

help him generally dupng the latter stages.of the waruwhen

" his columns were sweeping that district. In consequence of

their complying with this reguest, General touis Botha
gave orders for the entire kraals to be wiped ocut eand éll
their stock to be seized. This was done; the kraals were
all burnt and the cattle taken possession of, ... many of
the-men were killed and the women and children were turned

ohtann the veldt, ... Théy took refuge under the walls of

33. lbid., Enclosure 6, Gavernor - Prime Minister d.d. 25.8.1902.

34. 1Ibid., Enclosure 7, Moor - Governor d.d. 27.8.1%902.
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Vryheid and have not returned to their district, trg e

of which have been devastated by fire.lf the Natives
Zululand obtain compensation foer injuries

J.e
of
Sustained tﬁraug,
having obeyed the orders of (olonel Bottamley without refg-

rence to their Civil Magistrates, the Natives of Vryheigd

who belang to the same tribal families, will Naturally exp

. . ) , L ect
to receive campengation for even greater injurigs sustainéd
through having obeyed the orders of General Brucgg Hamiigoh n3s

The Governor further pginte? aut that the Zulus hag behaygg
~tell towards the English throughout the war. 1¢ certain gof
the Zululand Zulus had committed the technical mistakg af
abeying Coclonel Bottomley and his subordinates without
waiting for instructions from the Civil Magistrates,

it uvas
only in consequence af the show of authority displayeq, 6
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The Governor explained that when orders uere 9iven to thg

Zulus by magistrates, they were immediately obeyed. Howey
er,

ct,

n by
proved raiders were not to be entertained by thg commissign

in arder to avoid complications in the Vryhseig distrji

he had given instructions that claims far compensatijg

until instructions had been received from the Secretary gf
State for the Culanles.3 The Governor felt that vherg
Zulus had suffered, either in Zululand or Vryheig in conseg
: BQuen-
nsti.
Bithar in

ce of Obedieﬁce toc orders given by apparently prgperly co

tuted authorities, they shauld receive compensatign,

whole ar in part.38

In spite of the hot discussion in connection with Compensg

tion, the Zulus became the losers because claimg for com

. pen-
sation by proved raiders were not considered by the. Cam

. mission.
was ambiguoys in thg

Zulus had never looted without orders given them g do s

The statement of “proved raiders®

t thg

a. B
Dinuzulu also endeavoured to obtain compensatian for hig

people. He presented a long list of the Zuylusg wha had begn - =
n

35. G.H. 1382: Letter Book, p.p. 877 - 8.

4  36. Ibid.

37. 1Ibid.

38. Ibid., pp. 478 - 9.




killed in action, including these who had been wcundad,39

but he failed to get compensation.

In conclusion we can say the-Zulus participated greatly in
the Anglo-Boer war and that they made a tremendous cantribu-
tion in fnrcingrthe Afrikaners to surrender in May, 1902:
"Was dit nie vir die hulp van die kaffeg%nie sou die Engelse
maar weinig vee in die hande gekry het en negentig persent
.van die Vryheidse burgers sou in die veld gebly het tot die
einde.toe."aa WBfe it not for the murder at Mthashana,

the Afrikaners could have continued to fight for their inde-
pendence and the outcome could have been otherwise. It is-
important, however, to note that during 1899 te 1900 the
Zulus were still not actively involved in the war. Lastly
we musﬁ remember that the Zulus did not participate in the
war because ¢ love for the English or hatred for the Afrika-
ners, but were carrying ocut orders given them by the Engllsh

in order to defeat the Afrlkaners._

The Eﬁglish had.na love for the Zulus. It is important to
note that in April 1903, for example, Chief Dinuzulu had in-
formed the resident magiStrate at Ndwandwe district that he
was suffering from a chest complaint. He was desirous of
mnsulting a Zulu woman who was skilled in such matters and
lived amongst the Bagqulusi near Hlobane, in Vryheid-district.
As the Zulu woman mas too old to travel, he asked permission
to visit her by cart and oxen in the Vryheid district. 41

The maglstrate GF Ndwandwe reported that he suspected that
the object of the application was "a desire to visit the
Vryheid district for other purposes than to get treatéent

for a chest t:ornplai_r‘at.“z‘2 That appeared tc have baen a

39, G.A. Mills, ap. cit., p. 72.

40., £.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a); E.H. Brookes and C. de
B. Webb: A History of Natal, p. 209.
41, S.N.A. 1/1/301: R 85371903 N.O. 182/1903.

42 . Ibid.
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general attitutde inspite of the services rendered by the Zu-
lus at Holkrantz. Arthur Shepstone who posed as the friend

of the Zulus during the war, alss insisted that Dinuzulu
should not be allowed to visit Vryheid district until after
the appointment of Zulu chiefs. Even the Secretary for

Native Affairs concurred with the views expressed by the
Magistrate of VUryheid. Dinuzulu was told that the Government
did not approve of his visiting the Vryheid district at that

time.43 Thus in less than a year since the Peace of Vereeni-

. ging of May 1902, and in spite of Dinuzulu's contribution to.

the war, he was distrusted by the English pecple.

Priar to the refusal of Dinuzulu's application to visit the .
Vryheid district, there were disquieting rumours about a
threatening Zulu unrest in Dinuzulu's territury.aa Those

rumcurs were further eggravated by "urgent messages" uwhich

"Zulus were receiving from Dinuzulu asking his men to "come

heme™ for an unknown purpose. Those rumours were coupled
with the cattle and arms acquired by Dinuzulu's people during
the war. The Natal Government had demanded that those arms

should be given up, but Dinuzulu refused. The reasan for

‘nat anforcing the demand was that at that particular junc-

ture a Zulu war, even on-a small scale would have baen most
unfortunate. Dinuzulu's pecple were allowed to keep their
arms.45 Dinuzulu was, therefore, kept under strict surveil-
lance in spite ofthe fact that the Chief Magistrate of Zulu-
land had reported that there was nbsolutgly'hc foundations

for rumours of disturbances amaong the Zulus.46

During the Bhambatha rebellion in 1906, the English chught

thousands of Zulus.a? In one of the wire camps built by the

43, 1Ibid.
44 . S,N.A. 1/4/10: C. 107/1902.
45 . Ibid.

46 , Ibid.

47 ., G.S. Preller Collection: A 648(a).
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English, there were almost three thousand Zulu prisoners.

One Zulu said to mr A. Pretdrius that he had made a great mis-
take for fighting on the side of the _English.48 When Pre-
torius asked why, the Zulu said: "Bheka ukuthi benzani

kithi namhlanje, asizange sibalwele nina, asizange sibabulele
amaBhunu eMthashana?" ("Kyk wat doen hulle aan ons vandag:
het ons nie teen julle geveg vir hulle nie, het ons nie vir
hulle die Boere by Mtashana (Holkrans) vermoar nie?")49
When Pretorius asked whether that Zulu was present at Hol-
kranﬁz, he said he. was a spy at Uryheid and was present
when Shepstone and Bruce Hamilton sent the,Zulus to go and
kill the Afrikaners at Holkrantz.’D
a clear indication of the fact that though the Zulus fought
wi th ﬁhe English during the Anglc-Boer war, they had no

Bhambatha rebellion is

lave for them. Thousands of guns they had got from the
English during the Anglo-Boer war, were used during the

Bhambatha rebellion against the English themselues.Sl

Dinuzulu was eventually hgnished ©to the Transvaal as a8 result
of the Bhambatha rebellicon. The British authorities thought

he was too dangerous a person to remain in Zululand. General
Louis Botha, ﬁho was thenthe Prime Minister of the Transvaal,
decided to plead for Dinuzulu's release and his return to
Zululand. In a letter which Botha wrote ta F.R. Moor, the

Prime Minister of Natal on December 6, 1907, Botha explained
that the release of Dinuzulu was going to help improve relations
between the Zulus and the English.52 Botha further denied

the statement which had appeared in The London Tribune sta-

ting: "I understand an the best autharity that Ceneral Botha

stfungly urged the Government of Natal to take the;preéent

48 .  Ibid.
49 . Ibid.
50 . Ibid.
51 . Ibid.

'52. B.M. Vol. 103 - Minute Conf. P.M.C. 170/07.




action to the evil influence erected by Dinuzulu in Swazi-
land.“53 Commenting on this, General Boctha tald Maoor that he
did nat wish to contradict it for fear of embarassing Moor
still further, but that Moor would understand how annoying
it was to be held responsible for things Botha utterly dis-
approued.sa General Botha concluded his letter by saying
that he haoped even at that late hour Moor would do what he
could to preuént a conflict with the'Zulus.55 Botha also
mentioned that feeling in Natal was no doubt running high,
{about Dinuzulu) but that in matters of such grave and far-
-reaching importance, it was not wise to give in teoo readily
to public opinion which was nften_inflda1ced by unworthy

motiues.56

General Louis Botha's letter shows clearly that in spite

of the murder at Holkrantz and raids of Afrikaner stock by
the Zulus, the Afrikaners were not enemies of the Zulus.
Louis Botha was determined to see Dinuzulu happily surrounded
by his subjects in Zululand but the Afrikaner leader's plea
was in vain as Dinuzuylu died in the Transvaal as the English

could not be persuaded freeing him.

In conclusion it can be stated that during the first phase
of the war the British did not want the Zﬁlus to become invol-
ved in the war. When the guerilla tactics aof the républican
generals prolonged the war, the British chanded their policgy
and brought the Zulus inteo the conflict. ‘Their assistance in
looting Afrikaner cattle was regarded as vitally important.
Lack of food and insecurity would force the fighting men and

gwomen to surrender.

53. . Ibid.
4. Ibid.

55. Ibid.

5¢. Ibid.
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ir.is last policy led to the murder at Holkrantz. In spite
of it, tne relations between Afrikaners and Zulus were nat
embittered permaneﬁtly. In that respect the attitude of
fguls Botha towards Dinuzulu is an excellent example. But
the English did not gain the friendship of the Zulus either
compensation for maf losses, recommendations of their Land
Cammission of 190& and the subsequent Bhambatha rebellion of

. 1906 proved the general distrust between those two groups.




S UMMARY

THE PARTICIPATION OF THZ ZULUS Tk Tie

- AFGIO-BOER_WAR, 189¢-1902

In order to understind the ¢ulu participation in the
Anglo-Boer War and the Holkrantz murder in ¥May 1902,

it is essential to trace in broad cutline the attitude
- of the Zulus towards those parties who becare involved
in the internal faction strug;-les in Zululard and the
war.

During the reign of Shakd.xhite settlers lived in fear
of their lives. After 11is assassination in 1828
Dirgane was friendly towards them, but the murder

of Retief apd many Voortrekkers astrained relatiorns and
led to the battle of Blecodriver and the defeat of
Dingane. His successor, Lipande, maintained peace
until 1572 when he died. The Anglo-Zulu War of 1879
led to the destruction of Cetshwayo's kingdom which
caused much -~ chaos in Zulu ranks. A few years

later the banishment of Dinuzulu (1888-18¢7} caused
further disruption. He returned only two years

before the outbreak of the Anglo-Boer War into which
he was forced much against his will during 1901-2 by
the Bri tish.

The Anglo-Boer ¥War was supposed to be"a white man's
war." So Zulus did not participate actively during
1829 to 1900, When Afrikaners started guerilla warfare,
the British armed the Zulus around the Vryheid district
in order tc end the w.r by destroying Afrikaner stock.
Colonel Bottomley armed the Zulus and he threatened
‘Dinuzulu with banishment if he refused to support the
_operation. Gencral Hamilton with the consent of
Shepatcne, the pmagistrate, instructed Dinuzulu in
March 1602 to send more than 250 men. These were
jeined during the raids by the ren of Chief Sikobobe.
In retaliatien Afrikaners on the orders of General
Batha, burnt all Sikobobet's kraals. Thereafter
Sikebobo, who received the surpert of Haimilton and
Shepstone. launched a surprise attack on 6th May, 1502
on Afrikaners whe were camped at Holkrantz. As the
armistice was in force ho attacks were expected, but
during the fthtinb Su Afrikaners and about 52 Zulus
were killed.

The rurder strained race relations ovut they gradually

~ipproved after General Botha had achieved the release

of Dinuzulu from banishment after the Bhambatha Rebellion
of 1806. But the compensation for w:ir losses,
recomr.endations 6f the Land Commission of 1204 and

- the subsequent Rebellion of 1906 proved the general
distrust Zulus felt for the British,
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UKULGERA KWAMALULU EVPINT YAMANGISI NAMABHUNU 1852-19C2

Ukuze ukungena kwamaZulu enpini yamaNgisi namaBhunu nenpi
yaseMthashana ngeNhlaba ka 12902 kuzwakale kahle, kusemqoka
ukucwaningisisa ubudlelwane phakathi kwamaZulu namaNgisi
ayesezifake e21nxushunxushw1n1 zelakwadulu nempi.

Ngesikhathi sokubusa kwenkesi uShaka abahwebil bamaNgisi
¥Natali babehlalele ovalweni., Ewmva kokubulawa kwenkesl
uShaka ngonyaka ka 1828, ubudlelwane benkosi uDingane
nabahwebi babubuhle, kodwa ukufa kuka Retief namaBhunu
amaningi kwabudunga ubudlelwane kwalandelwa irpi yase-
Kcome lapho uDingane ehlulwa khoma. Umlandeli kaDingane
ulpande wahlala ngokuthula waze wafa ngonyaka ka 1872,
Impi yamaNgisi namaZulu ngonyaka ka 1879 yaphetha
ngokubhidlika kombuso wenkosi uCetshwayo, okwalandelwa
inxushunxushu phakathi kwamaZulu. Emva kweminyaka
enibalwa ukudingiswa kwenkosi uDinuzulu kwa ‘dala esinye
isibhicongo ngo 1888-1897. Inkosi yzbuya ekudingisweni
kusele iminyaka enibili kubheduke irpi yamaBhunu nama-
Ngisi ngo 1901-%)yaphogelelwa ngamaNgisi ukuba iyingene.

Impi yamaNgisi namaBhunu kwakumele ibe "irpi yabamhlophe."
¥gakhoke amaZulu awathathanra zikhali kusuka nge 1899 kuya
ku 1600, EKwatti amaBhunu esegala eycbuphekula, amaNgisi
asehlomisa armaZulu ayehlala ezindaweni ezizungeze

elaseFilidi ukuze kuphele impi ngokuthumba imfuye yamaBhu»u.

UKhenela Bottomley wahlomisa amaZulu wase esabisa
ubDinuzulu ngokurndingisa uma wayala ukuhloma. UJenene
Harmilton ngenvume kaShepstone, imantshi waphogelela
uDinuzulu ngoNdasa ka 1902 ukuba athumele izinsizwa
ezevile kuna 250, Lezizinsizwa zahlangana nezenkosi
uSikcbobo ngesikh:thi sokuthuwba imfuyo. KJengesijeziseo
amaBhunu akhinrha isincumo ngezwi likaJenene Betha ukubpa
yonke imizi yenkosi uSikobebo ishiswe.

Emva kwalokho uilkobocbo esekelwe uHamilton noShepstone
wahlasela ngokuzumra amashunu ayevive eMthashana ngoNhlaba
6 ngo 1902. Njenroba kwakusabekwe thansi izikhali,
amabhunu ayenzazelele, kodwa yabambana ngezihluthu kwafa
amashunu angama 50 amaZulu angu 52,

Impi yaseMthashana yabudunga ubudlelwane kodwa baya
ngebungcone exmva kokuba uJenene Botha ekhiphe uDinuzulu
ekudinsisweni emva kwempi kaBhambatha ka 1906. Kodwa
umvuzo ngezindleko zempi, neziphakamiso zekhomishana yezwe
yangonyaka ka 1904 n¥upl kaBhambatha ka 1906 kwaknombisa
ukungetherbani ekukhulu phakathi kwamaNgisi namaZulu.
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