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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
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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.
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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.















137

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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