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Introduction

In the course of 1900, the second year of the ABgler War, Potchefstroom
was occupied three times by British forces and twieacuated, all in the space of
five months. This article focuses on the circumstsnleading to these events, their
significance for the effective British occupationsmfuth-western Transvaal and on
the effects of the occupations on the civilian dapan of the town.

Possession of Potchefstroom, next to Pretoria aithnhesburg, the most
populous town in the Transvaal, was a pre-requfsitéBritish occupation of all of
the south-western quarter of the Transvaal. Thenmansideration being that the
Western Railway line ran through Potchefstroom teatiing in Klerksdorp. Its use
was indispensable as a supply route for all gaarteevns to be established south
and west of Krugersdorp. The expectations thawvailld be accomplished with ease
were dashed by the advent of the guerrilla phaskeofvar by mid-1900. Critical in
this regard was the activation of renewed Boer lithsti securely based in the
Gatsrand from where all rail and road communicabetween Potchefstroom and
its supply base in Krugersdorp was disrupted. Tes®ers and other considerations
resulted in six months of failed British attempisecure Potchefstroom.

Alternating Boer and British control of the town hiatieresting repercussions
for the civilian population with its considerableitish element leading to a division
of loyalty toward the combatants.

After the Sand River Convention of 1852 had nornegliselations between the
Transvaal and Britain large numbers of British tradgettled in Potchefstroom. By
1865 one in six inhabitants were foreigners, mo8titish! An incomplete and

! The Transvaal or South African Republic. The Traa$wrgus, 5/6/1865.
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unofficial census in 1880 indicated that the ratis closer to one in fodrBy 1880
the largest trading establishments in the town waetrolled by Britons and a
sprinkling of other nationalities, making Potchedsim the primary economic focal
point of the interior of Southern Africa outsidetbg British Colonies. The trading
pre-eminence of Potchefstroom was only lost afterrtse of Johannesburg.

In Potchefstroom the tolerant social and politiedhtions that were established
over four generations of inter-dependence wereaudistl by the Transvaal War of
1880-1881 and seriously disrupted by the spillimgroof the Uitlander tensions on
the Rand in the nineties, gathering pace as thecABger War loomed.On the eve
of the war many British residents, whose loyaltiesewith the British, left but a
sizable number of them were allowed to remain mleditheir behaviour was
orderly? British occupation of the town within eight monthisthe outbreak of the
war not only relieved them of that obligation, Ipléicing the boot on the other leg.
The speed, however, with which control over Potstinebm fluctuated between
British and republican forces from June to Novemb@®0 inevitably emphasised
the divergent patriotic tensions.

Mobilisation of the Potchefstroom Commando avoidellirgg up citizens who
were outspokenly pro-British. Seven of the Potchefsers taken prisoner at
Paardeberg, however, had British surnames.

The first occupation

The initial occupation of Potchefstroom was undetaby mounted troops of
General Bryan Mahon on 11 June 1900, ostensiblyaapthe routine pacification
of the Western-Transvaal after the occupation efd?ia®

The British expectation that the end of the war imaminent meant that only a
small force was left in Potchefstroom under commahtflajor Alan GougH. Any

2 F. Jeppe. 1991Transvaal Book Almanac and Directory 18@ietermaritzburg:
Davis & Sons), pp. 246-53.

% R. Scorgie. 197y Swan SongManuscript Potchefstroom Museum.

4 National Archives of South Africa. Pretoria. (hefter NASAPta). ZPO (Landdrost
Potchefstroom). 287a. Briewe kopieboek. Siviele Kassaris, Proklamasie,
28/10/99; ZPO 286. Commissie Rust en Orde. Notuleb$eknisgewing 10/09/99;
Regulasies, 27/10/99.

5> Returns of POW Staff Officer. War Museum of the BBepublics, Bloemfontein

® J.H. Breytenbach. 199&ie Geskiedenis van die Tweede Vryheidsoorlog Deel V
(Pretoria: Staatsdrukker), p. 253.

" NASAPta. Lord Roberts Papers (hereafter LRP) Vol. #8legram. General
Methuen — Lord Roberts, 01/08/1900, p.2; L.S. Amed). 1906.Times History of
the War in South Africa Vol. I{London: Samson Lowp. 362; M.H. Grant & F.M.
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expectation that Gough’s command would be unevemths soon disillusioned.
The District was yet to witness much military aitgiv

By that time, British control of the region betweé€rugersdorp and Klerksdorp
rested with General Geoffry Barton, commanding thiitdfly District West of
Johannesburgvith headquarters in KrugersddtOne of Barton's responsibilities
was to secure the railway line between KrugersdogpPotchefstroorh.

An unforeseen turn of events was the advent ofjthegrilla phase of the war to
which the republican leadership reverted after tiodlapse of conventional
resistance. For its conduct in Western Transvaahnsandos were placed under
command of Assistant-Commandant-General Koos de la Rae of his senior
commanders, General Petrus Liebenberg, was chavigledrganising and leading
guerrilla resistance in the Potchefstroom Disffidn the words of General Smuts,
Liebenberg was destined to create “a pandemoniurhifobewildered enemies?.
His first success was the reoccupation of Klerkgdmm 24 July 1900. Liebenberg
found Potchefstroom a tougher nut to crack anderdat! himself with the less risky
option of denying Gough supplies by disrupting exid road communication with
his supply depot at Krugersdorp. Liebenberg ensedrimself in the Gatsrand, a
sheltered, well-watered and fertile hilly regionrtheeast of Potchefstroofh.So
effective was his control of road and rail routesttGough soon complained that he
was in a state of sied@.

Under British occupation, administrative controlRitchefstroom was initially
of a military nature. Major Gough was in control @¥ilian affairs while Captain
D.G. Williams was appointetProvost Marshall. Within a month, administrative
control became a separate office and passed iatbahds of a more senior District

Maurice. 1910 History of the War in South Africa, 1899-1902 Mdl (London:
Hurts and Blackett), pp. 232, 235.

8 Grant & MauriceHistory of the War Vol. lllp. 232.

° L. Creswicke. 1900South Africa and the Transvaal War Vol. (bndon: Caxton

& Coy), p. 68; AmeryTimes History Vol. [Vp. 488.

1© NASAPta. A 313. Generaal J.H. de la Rey Versamellderinneringe van
generaal J.H. de la Rep,49; Band 9. Briewehoek. De la Rey-Kruger, 21/7/00.

11 5B. Spies & G. Nattras (eds). 199%an Smuts. Memoirs of the Boer War
(Johannesburg: Jonathan Ball), p. 96.

12 The Gatsrand is demarcated by the N17 from Pattioeim to Johannesburg and
the R501 to Carletonville and the road linking Carettle and Fochville.

13 J.H. Meyer. 1971Kommando-jare. ‘n Oudstryder se persoonlike relaas die
Tweede VryheidsoorlogKaapstad: Human & Rousseau), pp. 126-31; Grant &
Maurice.History of the War Vol.lllp. 247.



98

Commissionéf, Lieutenant-Colonel A.H.M. Edwards, whose task veapurely
civic one. His priorities included the pacificatiarfi the district by accepting the
surrender of all men of military age still undemar demanding from them an oath
of neutrality and replacing republican officials pyo-British residents. Edwards’
main problem was the lack of food for the townsfdlko days after his arrival he
reported to the Director of Civil Supplies in Johesiurg that the town was
“pordering on starvation'® but his appeal for supplies was left unanswered,
probably due to the prevailing expectation thatvtlae was close to its end.

Although a conscientious official, Edwards’ antpublican sentiments tended
toward extremes. His attitude and actions towardsnen and children whose
menfolk were still on commando were harsh. Theiopprty was declared
confiscated and they were sometimes brutalisedraedtened with expulsiofi.

The first evacuation — the first De Wet drive

The first evacuation of Potchefstroom revolved atbwhat is known as the first
De Wet drive in which the Free State Chief Commandzanting escaped from the
British entrapment of the bulk of the Free Statedgrat the Brandwater Basin, was
pursued by a large British force in the directiorthef Transvaal. Largely due to its
embarrassing failure from a British perspective,dhiee itself has been thoroughly
researched’ while the incidental role of Potchefstroom therefms been
overlooked.

The brief focus on Potchefstroom in the month-ldnge centres on the role of
General Paul Lord Methuen in the Battle of Tygeréimt The emphasis here is on
the events leading up to and the subsequent bhtth, for the civilian population
and for the burghers still under arms.

Relevant to this article is the fact that strategimsiderations of the drive
dictated that De Wet first move northward acrogs @atsrand to the Magaliesberg
and thence eastward to affect a meeting betweetwiveepublican Presidents, and
for De Wet to meet with General Louis Botha.

14 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 9. Telegrams Methuen — Rober®0&/00, 30/06/00, p. 5.

15 NASAPta. GG2 (Military Governor, Johannesburgkcdming Correspondence.
Edwards-Director of Military Supplies, 15/06/00.

% p. Pienaar & A.J.J. Ebeling. 190det Steyn en De WéMiddelburg: Den Boer),
pp. 171-2.

Y The most authoritative study is that of Pretorias1976.Die eerste dryfijag op
hoofkammandant C.R. de Wéthristiaan de Wet Annale Deel (Bloemfontein:
S.A. Akademie vir Wetenskap en Kuns).
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By 25 July, De Wet was in the Vredefort Dome clts¢he Vaal River, where
he called an eleven-day stay. By then Liebenbedydegen in communication with
him from the Gatsrand, his instructions from DeRe&y having included supporting
De Wet's missiort®

Among the many reasons for the disappointing psxgyreade by the British in
the drive up to that point was the persistencehef €ommander-in-Chief, Lord
Roberts, to control the operation from his headguaiin Pretoria and his indecision
as to where De Wet was to be givendbap de graceWas it to be south or north of
the Vaal River?

To accomplish the final defeat of the Free Staterstrong force had to be
mustered on the Transvaal side. This task was gteeMethuen, at that time
combating De la Rey in the Magaliesberg. On 23 1@80, he was ordered to move
the greater part of his division to PotchefstrdSnMethuen’s instructions were
twofold. He was to safeguard the railway from ta@ages of Liebenbetf§and,
based on Roberts’ conviction that De Wet intendeactupy Potchefstroom, he was
to prevent him from crossing into the Trans¥hahd thereby assist in forcing the
Free Staters' capitulatiéh. Harassed by skirmishes with Liebenberg from
Welverdiend onward Methuen arrived in PotchefstrapnB0 July.

The Battle of Tygerfontein

By the beginning of July, Roberts had resolved tfeateDe Wet on the Free
State side of the Vaal. An infuriating delay inusgy and disseminating orders to
this effect was caused by the discovery that thésBrheliograph code had fallen
into Boer hands. Methuen’s orders were issued oduB7, but due to Liebenberg’s
disruption of communications with Potchefstroome tinstructions did not reach
Methuen until 5 August.

Methuen’s task was now formulated as preventingViiet from crossing into
the Transvaal. He set out from Potchefstroom onu@ust, almost at exactly the
same moment that De Wet began leading his own $oaceoss Schoeman'’s Drift
into the Transvaal.

18 pienaar. 190Met Steynp. 102.

19 NASAPta. South African Telegrams 1Roberts-Methuen 23/07/00, p. 92.

20 Grant & Maurice.History of the War Vol.lllp.342; CreswickeTransvaal War
Vol. VI, p. 69.

2L NASAPta. A2044. South African Despatches Vol. B, B. Roberts-Secterary for
War. Para. 28, p. 54.

22 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 9. Telegram Methuen — Roberts-29/07/00, pp. 3-5.
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The Battle of Tygerfonteif® which took place the next day, did not succeed in
either defeating the Free Staters, or preventing from continuing his trek
northwards.

On the day after the battle, Methuen sent a corsfo8 wagons with his
wounded back to Potchefstroom. The main purposehizf was to re-supply
Methuen from the large quantity of stores, whickd baen stockpiled at the railway
station®* Further orders reached the convoy commander dthimgight. He was to
destroy all supplies, which could not be transphrievacuate the town and rejoin
Methuen?®

Understandably, the arrival of Methuen had causedhmexcitement amongst
the town’s population. For the loyalists it was tteuse of jubilation. Not only was
it seen as relieving the embattled Gough, savirg ttwn from occupation by
Liebenberg, securing the railway and ensuring alleggfood supply, but also as
intended to establish a secure garrison base iohefstroom. The departure of
Methuen after a stay of only six days dashed tlegeectations. The shock was
aggravated by the departure, a day later, of thie dfuGough’s troops, followed on
the morning of 9 August by the remainder of therigan and even of Edwards and
his staff themselves.

Edwards refuted rumours of the intended evacuatiothe last, but on the
evening of the 8 Williams summoned the men among the loyal poputiatd the
landdrost’s office and informed them that, withiouhs, the last vestige of British
occupation was to be terminated. Panic ensued arttavge whose Union Jack
waving a week earlier now seemed over enthusiastic.

A somewhat comical scene was enacted the next ngrttiis time not at the
northern entrance to the town but at the southgitn & group of some 80 British
men, mostly traders, their sons and clerks, formedppendix to the last British
troops marching out. They travelled on horsebagkcdrts and on foot, carrying
only the barest necessities. Some 200 black servantd other “refugees”
accompanied them. The procession was bade farewédlering republicans on the
one hand and by cheers from the remaining loyaliststhe other. Edwards
described the refugees as townsmen who had thmowheir lot with the British and
whose position “was anything but a pleasant onbé dortege wound its way to the

Z For a description of the Battle see Pretoridis. eerste dryfiagChap. 7.

24 NASAPta, LRP Vol. 40. Telegram. Methuen — Rober&p8/00, p. 8; Vol. 44.
Telegrams Smith-Dorien-Roberts, 07/08/00, p. 4; 8&0, p. 5.

%5 H.W. Wilson 1902 The South African War. After Pretoria: The GueaiWar
Vol. 1(London:Amalgamated Presy), 44
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appointed rendezvous with Methuen and remained gdected appendix to his

troops until the evening of 12-13 August when thegched Frederikstad. There,
still under the care of Edwards, and leaving theinsport behind, they, together
with wounded troops, were entrained for Johannesbdwards appealed to the
Imperial Relief Officer in Pretoria to grant theneé rations. His argument was that
by that time their shops and homes in Potchefstra@me surely plundered by the
republicans — an unfounded presumption. He alsmisad that hunger and fear
prompted their abandoning Potchefstroom. This didatcount for the fact that no

wives or daughters accompanied them, as no onedi¢hat they might be molested
by pro-republicans’®

The first Boer re-occupation of Potchefstroom

On 9 August, on the day the last vestiges of Britisbupation ended, a group of
Liebenberg’'s burghers entered Potchefstroom, strthek Union Jack at the
landdrost's office and hoisted the Vierkleur. Sorob Edwards’ fears were
confirmed when loyalist's stores and homes werecbea and a quantity of hidden
foodstuffs confiscate®. The Boers were to be left in undisturbed possessidhe
town for a month. Their re-occupation was nomiriisl, reality depending on the
absence of a British garrison rather than a Boerepes This was emphasised by
the bulk of Liebenberg’s commando joining De Weétek to the Magaliesberg. Still
Liebenberg left enough burgers to continue disauptof the railway as far as
Welverdiend to slow down supplies needed for thetinoation of the drive. He
allowed others to have their horses re-shod in tamahthose who had families there
to visit them?®

En routeback to the Free State after the drive had bekedcaff, De Wet, with

a small group of his burghers and his staff, didkgd stop at Potchefstroom, which
Roberts initially thought he intended to do. Thisdithere was no British presence
to prevent De Wet from doing so. He arrived arouhe 25" of August. The
reputation of invincibility, which the drive had sired him, had preceded him. As
in Klerksdorp, he held one or more well-attendedlipumeetings on Church
Square, encouraging the republicans to keep uttiggle. As a consequence of
his own success as much as his rousing speecheyg,bmeghers who had lain down
their arms were induced to take them up again @indjebenberg’s commando.

26 Memories of Yesteryear. Evacuation of Potchefstraturing the Anglo Boer
War, Potchefstroom Herald20/08/1976 ; Scorgi&Swan Songp 108

27 Scorgie Swan Songp. 115.

28 pienaarSteyn en De Wgh.171.
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An interesting sidelight was the recollection afien at the convent school that
she was visited by a group of burghers for the psgpf commandeering flour. She
took them to inspect her bare larder. Appalledhat distress of the convent, they
later brought her a bag of flotit.

De Wet left Potchefstroom for the Free State oreikéog news of General
Hart's approach.

Considerations for the second British occupation

After the first evacuation Edwards, retaining thke tof District Commissioner
and still attached to Barton’s command, moved togiéradorp. To add some vestige
of reality to his office monthly administrative tgets for Potchefstroom were still
submitted. In fact whereas £800 had been allotmd August, £1 285 was
appropriated for September and all of it spentpiieghe entire administration then
being in Krugersdorp. The budget provided salafiess lesser civil officials
including police, guides and postal service. Thighthappear trivial, even irrational,
but should be seen against the lingering convictiit the end of the war was at
hand and that it would inevitably result in theoasupation of Potchefstroom.

Broad strategic considerations however, dictatedosenurgent reoccupation.
Control of the town with its rail connection to thé&/itwatersrand was an
indispensable first step in securing control ofddllsouth-western and far-western
Transvaal where no firm hold had yet been estadadish

Any planning for a successful reoccupation of theirt had to start with a
reappraisal of the role of Potchefstroom and itsasundings in the embarrassing
failure of the De Wet drive.

After Methuen’s failure to defeat De Wet at Tygetiin he had hoped to
blockade the Free State General in the Gatsrandthieupursuing forces “kept
spinning a spider's web in disord8rvhich allowed De Wet to escape over the
Gatsrand, the railway line and the Mooi River. Barcessessment of Methuen’s
inability to exploit the strategic advantages henowmnded at was now brought to
focus on Liebenberg’s control of the Gatsrand.

It was noted that even before reaching Potchefstrbtethuen was obliged to
leave General Horace Smith-Dorien with about adtluf his force to protect the
railway line and signal communications between phiesent Carletonville and

2 J.E. Brady. S.ACentenary of the Catholic Church in Potchefstrogm 75.
Manuscript. Catholic History Bureau. Johannesburg.

30 A.C. Doyle. 1902The Great Boer Waflondon: Smith, Elder & Co), p.195.
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Frederikstad from the regular incursions by LielmgbEven with such a force and
further reinforcements, Smith-Dorien could not code described the region as “a
hotbed of Boers” moving about in plain sight, consiiacrossing and re-crossing
the railway line, shelling his positions, ambushihg patrols and disrupting
communications. “The whole country”, he complainetlyas very much
disturbed™! Trains bringing indispensable supplies for Methuequired strong
escorts to move from one railway station to thetrzex one such convoy had even
been forced to turn back. Their ultimately reachiRgichefstroom depended more
on Liebenberg’s whims than on Smith-Dorien’s cohifaSo demanding was this
task that the General was obliged to inform Robiras he was unable to keep an
eye on De Wet should he come to the Gatsrand, resshto prevent him from
crossing it® His prophetic conclusion was that “only when aeduhte force was
available could clearing the Gatsrand and closmgrdon De Wet be affected®.

Worrying was Liebenberg’s return to his lair in Batsrand by the beginning of
September after conclusion of the drive and higirégg control over the extensive
region stretching from Klerksdorp to Potchefstroamd northwards to include
Ventersdorp and the present Fochville and CarlélenThis was exasperated by
the well-founded suspicion that Liebenberg had begpe Wet with food from the
Gatsrand and Mooi River farms during his eleven-si@y in the Vredefort dome
before crossing into the Transvaal.

The second occupation

The above considerations indicated that there weree prerequisites for a
successful reoccupation of Potchefstroom, namely:

. securing control of the railway line between Wetliend and
Potchefstroom;

. ending Liebenberg’s control of the Gatsrand; and
. maintaining a large garrison in Potchefstroom.

The accomplishment of all these tasks was givebeweral Arthur Hart. He was
given command of the Potchefstroom Coluname of four mobile formations

31 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 44. Smith-Dorien-Roberts, 06/08/p02.

32 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 44. Telegram Smith-Dorien — Robefi6/08/00, p.2; Vol.
10. Telegram. Smith-Dorien — Roberts, 31/09/00,08. 1

%3 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 44. Telegrams Smith-Dorien — Ruke08/08/00, p. 4;
08/08/00, p. 5; 09/08/00, p.6.

34 Ibid. 06/08/00, p. 2.
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designed to combat the new decentralised Boer gjrateHart was to use no half-
measures. His instructions were manifold. Militatile was to clear the Gatsrand of
Liebenberg, reoccupy Potchefstroom and establgdr@son there.

Hart left Krugersdorp on 28 August moving along tlaélway line to Bank
station. From there he commenced his clearing tipesaby zigzagging across the
Gatsrand® He first swept eastwards towards the Losberg whHege troops
witnessed the destruction of the waterworks at Eekom by the resourceful Danie
Theron®” Hart then returned to the Mooi River and beganstesgatic plundering of
farms, “clearing this hostile region of its abundaupplies®, harassed, as was
foreseen by Liebenberg. On 5 September Hart's mctiostensibly against
Liebenberg, resulted in the death of Theron.

Two days later, having given up expectations ofwilig Liebenberg into a
decisive battle, Hart recrossed the Gatsrand wedsyaut instead of continuing to
Potchefstroom, he moved along the Mooi River in dpposite direction to burn
down the settlement at De Beers Kraal.

With Liebenberg shaken off, Hart retraced his stepgard Potchefstroom in a
forced march during the night of 9 September aibled full moon. His mounted
infantry and foot soldiers, transported by wagarniyad at the northern outskirts of
the town by sunrise on the iGurprising the handful of Boers visiting their féiers
there®

The second British occupation had commenced. It twabe brief. Having
achieved this part of his instructions, Hart sedwatsecuring communications with
Krugersdorp. Two bridges, one just north of thertamd the other at Frederikstad,
some 25 kilometres farther north, had been damag#t mean time and required
repair. Until this was effected, trains could neach Potchefstroom and fatigue
parties had continually to be sent as far as Wdiead, 40 kilometres distant, to
bring essential supplies into town. Like Gough avidthuen, Hart's failure to
dislodge Liebenberg, was to haunt him. Once motmolsaleaving the security of
the town were involved in skirmishes. Although Hasds obliged to acknowledge
that Liebenberg was in complete control of the ems8 of Potchefstroom, he

3 For the composition of his column see Grant & MarirHistory of the War
Vol.lll, p. 375.

3 NASAPta. A2044. S.A/ Despatches, Vol. 2, No.6. Rtsbe Secretary for War,
10/10/00, p. 62.

3" NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46. Telegram. Hart—Roberts, 01009p. 3.

%8 |bid. 03/09/00, p. 2.

%9 Ibid. 13/09/00, pp. 25-8.
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endeavoured to draw the enemy into a decisiveebbitla series of sorties in all
directions.

Rumours that Boer forces were assembled at Frethtiker Ventersdorp, or,
perhaps Klerksdorp or the mines at Eleazer, haddeispatch forces on half a dozen
searche&’ Whatever truth there may have been in those repdebenberg’s scouts
gave adequate early warning to avoid contact. Etamipensated for his inability to
find and dislodge Boer forces by visiting “ruinatiam all the farms he crossét.

As for the civilian population of Potchefstroom,vitas now the turn of the
British to search the town systematically for merowtere suspected of violating
their oath of neutrality. Indeed Hanad been instructed by Roberts to regard all
males he might encounter, whether armed or nobrigands and to treat them as
prisoners of war. Based on information received fiano+British Potchefstromers,
some 70 men and boys of the town were arréétdddging from payrolls this
information came from two of the town’s prominengénthants, Owens and Scorgie.
They were listed as intelligence officers, agentsl guides. In contrast to the
shadow officials who resided in Krugersdorp, thiege at least earned their keep. In
his report on the operatithHart also referred to 25 local black “police” iargice
of the army and for whom provision was made onSkptember budget. Many of
them were spies, but chiefly they were guides amelligence sources whose main
task was to point out sites where arms were bubdedalaried, their payment was in
proportion to the yield of their information.

Edwards was by this time promoted to district coswiginerfor the entire
region west of Johannesburg. He was succeed€dmamissioner for Potchefstroom
by Captain H.B. Sykes, until then his assistant amd promoted to major. Sykes
inherited all the commissariat problems of his pebsors. For a start he forbade
the provision of any foodstuff to pro-republicansthe town, pointing out that any
such provisions would find their way to the commaned a poor surmise as the
burghers in the Gatsrand were far better provitied their families in town. None-
the-less the loyalists in town shared whateveruaist Sykes could provide with

40 bid. 13/09/00, pp. 25-8; 13/09/00, 14/09/00, B4-6; 19/09/00, p. 35.

4 J.P. Brits. (ed). 1974Diary of a National Scou(Pretoria: Human Sciences
Council) p. 8.

42 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46, Telegram. Hart —Roberts, 18J09p. 28.

“3 NASAPta. A2044. South African Despatches, Vol 2, B. Roberts-Secretary for
war, 10/10/00; LRP. Vol. 54. Telegrams, Hart. RemortOperations, 02/10/00. pp.
92-6.
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their pro-republican neighbours. The opposite was tase when, under Boer
occupation, butcher Lombard, refused to sell mea&irglish resident.

The second evacuation

Hart's position in Potchefstroom was precarious. Bura and reports of Boer
movements and strengths were unreliable, and hepvessed to contain even the
limited torments of Liebenberg. Hart pointed owdtthe did not have a large enough
force both to garrison the town and to conduct afens in the vicinity effectively
despite mounted reinforcements having been semn fikwugersdorg® He was
therefore forced to choose between sweeping theatliand effectively occupying
the town. In an effort to pursue the first optibie, undertook what amounted to an
evacuation of Potchefstroom on thé"1Hiis only concession was to leave a small
force in town while he devoted all his efforts teasing phantom Boer forces as and
where rumours indicated their camps or movementisetoln no instance did he
achieve more than spotting their distant dfist.

Disillusioned by Hart's lack of success, Roberts,owiow held him in low
esteent! recalled him to Krugersdorp on 22 September. Tuero delivered by a
black messenger as the telegraph line had beeagain, reached Hart some days
later at Eleazer Mine where he was contemplatiegaghes left smouldering at one
of Lienbenberg's campsité8.No doubt relieved by the order Hart started off
immediately and was back in Krugersdorp on th &ber an absence of 33 days.

In retrospect, Lord Roberts, still believing thaé tivar was over, intended the
task of the Flying Columni® be limited to policing?® but Amery, writing soon after
the war, attributes Hart's failure to the compasitof the columns. The troops, he
maintains, “were nothing but escorts to their sypmlumns... the British walked
where they liked, and the Boers rode where theysp¥ - the experience of
Smith-Dorien and Hart exactly.

4 Scorgie Swan Songp. 111.

4 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46. Telegram. Hart—Roberts, 03309p. 3.

48 |bid. 19/08/09/00, pp. 42-4.

47 NASAPta. A2044. Confidential Telegrams Vol. 1. FiB90, Roberts-State
Secretary of War, p. 190.

“8 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46. Telegram. Hart—Roberts, 27009 p. 48; 29/09/00, p.
63.

49 NASAPta. A2044. South African Despatches. Vol 2b&ts. Circular, 25/08/00.
0L.S. Amery. 1907. Th@imes History of the War in South Africa Vol(l\éndon:
Samson Low)p. 5.
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On returning to Krugersdorp Hart was again engadgd the gnawing
Liebenberg to such an extent at Frederikstad trathe 18th he ordered the small
garrison left in Potchefstroom to join him. Aftérat, the only remaining vestige of
his having been there was a “warning notice... tleintended to return... and will
exact penalties for disloyalty™.

By the time he reached Krugersdorp he claimed @ fteen engaged in no less
than 29 skirmishes, mostly with Liebenbétdhis figure seems vastly exaggerated
and must have included sightings of dust and ab@didivouacs. The only prizes
he could show were 96 prisoners, mostly boys addnoén few of whom were
militarily active. His other prisoners were nine men and their children, relatives
of Griqualand-West rebels who had been living itcRefstroom since the collapse
of the Boer offensive in the Northern Cape Colonynsomonths earlier. Hart
described them as “viragoes” and “furies”, the rerof the loyal families” in
Potchefstroom?

In all other respects his efforts to mop up, whab&ts had described as the
“remaining scattered forces” of the enemy in therdit, had miscarried.

The pro-British civilians still in Potchefstroom -ak estimated them at some
400 - were relatives of the men who had fled tlventafter Methuen had left. Those
remaining had hoped that their menfolk would beinrghg following Hart's re-
occupation. The opposite was to happen. On 13 Bdyete two days before his
evacuation, again following rumours of what wagéme, Hart was approached by
the loyalists pleading to be “themselves removerkbeved” for fear of hunger and
Boer reprisal. Sykes, in the spirit of his mentatdwards, little more than a month
earlier, passionately protested the second withalrade argued that British prestige
would suffer an incalculable setback if loyalists Potchefstroom were to be
delivered into Boer control for a second time. Megh's coming could be seen as
incidental and his departure as inevitable agathst background of a greater
strategic objective, but the present occupation deiberate, indeed exactly aimed
at undoing the first evacuation. Like Methuen, Hampathised with these views,
but placed military requirements above civilian ad&eeHe compromised, on the one
hand by permitting townsfolk who wished to do so,atccompany him, and by
granting Sykes and his staff permission to remaifPotchefstroom with a small
garrison as a sop to the lamentations of the simgnkumber of loyalist familie¥’
With all the towns in the district still in Boer hdsmand no improved prospects of

I NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46, Telegram. Hart—Roberts 19/09¢9 42.
%2 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 54. Report of Operations, 01/10/0.092.

%3 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46. Telegram Hart — Roberts, 18J09p. 44.
% NASAPta. LRP Vol. 46. Telegram Hart — Roberts, 18J09p. 30.
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keeping railway communication with Krugersdorp opienis to the credit of Sykes
that he accepted a charge fraught with risk.

Those choosing to leave with Hart were to use thwin transport. Hart justified
taking these, some 250 whites and 150 of theikddaecvants, along by conjuring up
the spectre of starvation facing them in Potchefstr and, less likely, of their being
molested by Liebenberg, who was certain to reocctlgy town. The group
accompanied the troops to Welverdiend station wttexg stayed overnight, hearing
the battle noise at Frederikstad some 20km awareviiHart was once more
clashing with Liebenberg. The next day each familis given a voucher fd@25 in
exchange for their wagons. They were then loadéd open train trucks and taken
to Johannesburg to join their menfolk. Hardship itadathem. The meagre rations
provided by the Imperial Relief Commissitiad to be supplemented out of their
own pockets™

Liebenberg again entered Potchefstroom unopposethwed Hart's threatening
notice and posted his own, proclaiming the contiomaof the struggle for
independencé

A third and more urgent effort at occupying Potslrefom was to come.
Considerations for the third British occupation

Their inability to secure control of Potchefstrocand the extensive region
around it was an embarrassment to the British Higimi@and. Barton and Roberts
tended to blame the failure of the second occupatio Hart whose marauding
actions in the Gatsrand region, they felt to belé@ruate, exposed his soft a nature,
which “in this district it is not deserved... the tdist is thoroughly disturbed...
severe penalties and reprisals should be exatted”.

These opinions expressed by Barton were hardly rfigwe. identification of
Liebenberg as a military target and the destruabbthe fertile Gatsrand and Mooi
River region as objectives were still valid, now éragised by Hart’s failure to deal
them a telling blow. Ostensibly the third attemptésolve the problem had no new
purpose. The Liebenberg factor, however, seemeléryto have loomed larger and
merits closer scrutiny.

When first sent to the Potchefstroom region by ®d&Rey at the beginning of
June 1900 Liebenberg commanded some 300 burgherheofPotchefstroom

%5 Scorgie. Swan Songp. 112.

%8 Brits. Diary, p. 10.

5" NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52. Telegram. Barton — Military Setary, 01/10/00, p. 2.
CreswickeTransvaal War Vol. Vlp. 117.
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Commando who had escaped the massive surrenderaadeBarg four months
earlier. He was accompanied by Jan Smuts, whoisitcdpacity as State Attorney,
had the express task of re-commandeering thoséhérggf the District who had
lain down their arms under whatever circumstafit&muts’ success is reflected
there in that by the time he joined De Wet's fomre 11 August Liebenberg’'s
commando had swelled to an estimated 400 to°5@®. active was Smuts that by
the end of September Barton was convinced that thesenot a single male in the
Gatsrand who had not joined Liebenberg. The effefctit all was that no
communication, verbal or material, between the c@saniat and manpower depot
at Krugersdorp and Potchefstroom could be guaredfifea the words of General
Smuts, “suddenly and unexpectedly the British octtapaf the Western Transvaal
ended with more dramatic rapidity than it had bédtin

As for the farming infrastructure of the Gatsramil aMooi River, the formal
justification for its destruction was that the ‘@iiigence Department had well
described this locality as a depot of supply for Bostill under arms®? Hart,
Barton and Roberts were still in agreement that asstig occupation of
Potchefstroom could only be ensured once a sequeEneeents had occurred. The
railway, the “incessant attacks (on which had bexortoo numerous to be
recorded® was to be safeguarded. That, in turn, could omlyebhsured after the
Gatsrand had been pacified and that again depemated.iebenberg being
dislodged*

There was a further consideration for a speedyfinedtion of British control.
De Wet, having rested his burghers after the ertiefirive, was again active close
to the Vaal River. Mindful of the ease with which led eluded his pursuers during
the drive, Barton was also to “check” or “turn” awnexcursion of the Free State
General into the Gatsrafidl.

% S.B. Spies & G. Natrass (edsjan Smuts.Memoirs of the Boer War
(Johannesburg: Jonathan Ball) p. 85.

% NASAPta. LRP Vol. 39. Methuen — Roberts, 28/07/001.89; Leyds Argief. No.

759. Liebenberg —Gen. Botha, 17/08/00, p. 57.

%0 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52. Barton - Military Secretaryl/00/00, p. 2.

®1 Spies & NatrassMemoirs,pp. 96, 85.

52 NASAPta LRP Vol. 46. Telegram. Hart — Roberts, 08J09p.11.

83 CreswickeTransvaal War Vol. Vip. 118.

4 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52, Telegram. Barton — Roberts104J0, p. 6.

% NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52. Telegram. Barton — Roberts, Q/0Q, p. 26; See also
Grant & Maurice History of the War Vol .IlIp.509.
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The third occupation

Ten days after the return of Hart's column to Kmsgerp, Barton was ordered
by Roberts to undertake the third occupation ofcRefistroom himself. He left
Krugersdorp on 10 October with a considerable foecel, like all previous
undertakings in the direction of Potchefstroom, ewwalong the railway line to
facilitate supply.

By the 13 Barton, awaited supplies at Welverdiend. Equallytirely,
Liebenberg’s guns from the hills, some five kilonestdistant, shelled his carffp.
Once more skirmishes, telegraph disruption andléss drives were the order of the
day®’

It has been observed that the damage of the railwigige at Frederikstad had
made it unusable and necessitated supplies fdBritish troops in Potchefstroom to
be transported from Welverdiend by wagon past feednberg gauntlet. Due to the
tenuous British control over the region the bridgel mot been repairéd.When
Barton arrived at the bridge by the™Fe called a halt, having determined that the
bridge be repaired by sappers from Krugersdorprbefontinuing to Potchefstroom.
Favourable tactical terrain and strong perenniahfains in the nearby Mooi River
afforded a secure base from where operations dgaiebenberg could be
conducted and promised sufficient control over tRatsrand to counter any
movement by De Wet in that region. Everything cdeséd his decision to remain at
Frederikstad was a sound one. His position was rttaelenore comforting by the
arrival of an additional reinforcements and a fizn of supplies on the 2¢F°

Barton's appearance and extended stay at Fredetikatel his obvious
objectives held no surprise for Liebenberg. Bartaaimporary immobility seemed
to offer an ideal opportunity to exchange his owmdgding skirmishes for a
concerted attack. For this he would require thésasxe of De Wet, with whom he
had retained communication since the end of theadri

De Wet was still the main concern of British strégegy Two columns consisting
mostly of inexperienced troops were tasked to kaegye on him and denude the
farms in his vicinity of any means of sustainings Hhurghers. Their senior
commander was General Charles Knox of the Colonigisi@h. De Wet had no

® Brits. Diary, p. 15; NASAPta. LRP Vol. 51, Telegram. Barton-Roket5/10/00,
p. 34

5" NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52. Telegram. Barton-Roberts, 17000p. 38.

®8 |bid. 17/10/00, p. 40; 19/10/00, p. 46; 27/10/0075.

%9 NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52, Telegram. Barton-Roberts, 1/0Q0p. 40; 19/10/00, p.
46; Amery.Times History Vol. \p. 10.
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difficulty in eluding these watchdogs, easily gsatithem onto false trails. He
crossed the Vaal and made his appearance at Festderion the afternoon of 20
October, overpowering patrols of the surprised @aglong the way.

Thus the surmise of a new De Wet incursion intoTttensvaal was justified, but
the expectation that Barton was to stop him wagnd. It was De Wet who
intended stopping Barton from proceeding to Pot¢heds.

The Battle of Frederikstad

Details of the Battle, which lasted intermittenttprh 20 to 25 October, are not
relevant heré® The lasting effects of the resounding Boer defeat a

After the battle De Wet once more disappearedtimtoair. For Liebenberg the
outcome was more immediate. The Potchefstroom cordmauffered the heaviest
losses since Paardeberg on the fateful final dayhefbattle. Liebenberg's success
thus far had rested on sound guerrilla tactics;ugitng enemy movements and
communications. His rash switch to offensive actmm a well-prepared enemy
position was catastrophic and resulted in making ¢ontrol of the Gatsrand
untenable. His defeat forced him to move the biilkis commando away from his
old stronghold to the Klerksdorp vicinity.

For Barton the way to Potchefstroom was ultimatédac not so much by his
own merits as by rare poor judgement on the palteoWet and Liebenberg. It was,
however, not Barton who occupied the town, but eletm of Knox’s Colonial
Division under Colonel Hare who arrived in Potchefsmm on 26 October, still
looking for De Wet. Barton’s main force remainedra¢derikstad to be rested and
await the arrival of sappers to repair the bridgite returning to Krugersdofp.

British civil administration, having lived in the atiows at Krugersdorp, once
more became a reality.

The reoccupation of the town, securing of the rajwand expulsion of
Liebenberg, did little to relieve the task of thedurned Williams and Sykes. As a
final show of defiance they were intercepted altimgway by a Boer patrol on 30
October and forced temporarily to return to Fredesid’

0 For details see Grant & Maurigdistory of the War Vol. Ilip. 509-12. For a brief
recent account which also utilises Boer documergsx:8l. van den Bergli994.24
Battles and Battlefields of the Northwest Proviiieetchefstroom: SATOURYCh.
13; Also Brits.Diary, pp. 17-20.

"I NASAPta. LRP Vol. 52. Telegram Barton-Roberts, 290029/10/00, p. 82.

"2 |bid. 30/10/00, pp. 90-1.
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A prime requirement now was to return the pro-Bhitissidents, who had been
evacuated to Johannesburg and whose upkeep was expense of the army. The
fear they entertained that their homes and shopddmoave been plundered was
moderately justified. They were themselves conunckowever, that the real
culprits were British soldiers.

The main concern of Sykes was still supplying psimris for the civilian
population. In December 38 ladies complained thatrtweekly ration of 2.25kg
flour was insufficient for their starving childreBecuring an adequate food supply
was countered by the opening of the concentraténpcwith up to 4000 inmates
within weeks after the occupation.

For the town’s republicans a lean time lay aheadili@m police, for whom the
provision had been made on the Civil Commissioneudget, were employed to
affect a number of arrests based on accusatiopsdsritish residenté Warrants
against people living outside the town still provede too risky to implement.

For Liebenberg the tide had turned. The Britishraptis to dislodge him had
eventually succeeded. Small groups of burghelshstitl refuge in the Gatsrand and
remained enough of a threat to necessitate thélisstment of permanent British
garrisons at Welverdiend and Frederikstadror the remainder of the war the
Potchefstroom Commando’s contribution to the remalli war effort was
concentrated in the equally hilly terrain north amest of Klerksdorp where, joined
by other commandos Liebenberg was under the doeotmand of De la Rey.
Liebenberg had established himself as a succegsfeirilla leader, but in the
company of more experienced and talented commaheéemgver again attaining the
recognition he had enjoyed in the Gatsrand.

The third British occupation of Potchefstroom lasfemim 30 October till the
end of the war. It served as a base for the reatimupof Klerksdorp, Ventersdorp
and towns farther to the west. The Western Tradssx@amandos, sometimes with
success, often disputed occupation of these lessgres but Potchefstroom was
never again to be wrested from British control.

3 Scorgie,Swan Songp. 115.

" bid. p. 117.

S G.F. Gibson. 1937The Story of the Imperial Light Horse in the Soafrican
War 1899-190ZLondon:G.D. & Co),p. 241.



