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Authors Note

Throughout the primary sources used for the thesis there are many differantes and
placespellings that contrast greatlydm modern spellingNormally the use of [sic] would
be used, but due to thgariationsof nineteenth century spellirgyl have renoved|sic] from

the majority of the thesis as nobthamper the flow of the work.
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Chapter One: Introduction

O4 EARuludBrAvilbe abriefb A EO x1 01 A AA EAUAOA

lllustrated London News1 March, 1879

On the eleventh of January, 1879, British forces under ¢benmand of Lord
Chelmsford, invadedululandone of the last indepedent nations in AfricaThe Zulu people
united together under the power of Shaka sindé$ My Hn Qa4 KIR AYONEBI a:
fighting for their place within their country againsatives and white settlers. Ovesixty
years of autonomy was going to be severely threatened by the invasion of the greatest
power in the nineteenth century. The Zulu Kidgtshwayaalled up all abkoodied men to
RSTSYR GUKSANI gl & 2F fAFTS YR WglaK (GKSANI aLIS
The British colonial policy in South Africa was under the guidance of Sir Bartle Frere,
the British High Commissioner for South Africa, who conveyed to the British government
and the people that war, was inevitable between the Zulu, for the protectiothefwhite
settlers in Natal and surrounding aredsdowever, he true reason was to extend British
power across the east coasf South Africa, and to obtain manual labour from the Zulu, a
highly valuablehumanresource in their expansionist policythe Zul military system was
feared by all the colonists ithe regions surrounding Zululanaith numbers comprising of
thirty thousand strong warriorsFrere issued anltimatum to Cetshwaydo demobilisehis
army and desist in his barbaric oppression of higgle Cetshwayo attempted to negotiate
with the British, but Frere was set on war and military preparations began. On the eleventh
of December, 1878, Zulu representativassembledto hear thatif they did not comply
within thirty days to the British demais a state ofwar would exist between thefn Of
course these demands totally disregarded Zulu culture leading inevitably toWitvout

sanctionfrom parliament, the British invasiofeganwith eight months of intens, hard

! There were nine demands made to the Zulu King. The main components were contradictory to Zulu custom

and would never have been agreed upon. Like point four which demanded that the Zulu armigeshould

disbanded and only brought together with the consent of the British. Point 5 would give the right to marry
without the kingbds permi ssion. Point Six wanted an ad
on a British Resident at the Zutapital. Taken fronNarrative of the field operations connected with the Zulu

War of 1879London, 1880) p 16.



FAIKGAY T (2 oONRISHeMD dideSinctted hRavytatfesiin men and material
causing universambarrassmentor the British, and the collapse of the young Zulu nation
before the might of Empire

The main focus of this thesssto research what the Irish and Britishigic knew and
understood about the AnglkZulu War througtthree famous and popular newspaperfe
London Timeghe Irish Timesand the lllustrated London Newd his is a topit¢hat needs
research, and the purpose of the thegs to help add to th@abundant literature covering
other features ofthe war. Tostudy the whole war in this thesis would henpossible, so
three incidents will be researchedhe battles of Isandlwana anitombe Riverand the
death of Louis Bonaparte, the Prince Imperial. Té@sons forthis selectionare arguably
the most controversial of the war and it will be of greatpiontance to see how these
incidentswere handled in contemporary newspapers. The mainsgoe that will ariseis
how these events were reported arftbw they were perceived by the pub#cThe method
of attempting this is to give short summaries of the incidents along with contemporary and
modern critique, and see how they relatdo the themes and questions raised in the
newspapers.To understand what was beg written on the Zulu War in the papers may
illustrate an important aspect of British and Irish society and their perceptions of war during
the age of Imperialism. It will be great importance to note contrasts that emerge from the
British and Irish paperdo really give a sense of how some social classes in Ireland viewed
themselves within the empire and did the early British defeats reignite passion for their
parent nation? All of these points are of importance to the success of the thesis to coincide
with the public perceptions that were created by newspapers that may have been also been
altered for the benefit of political, cultural and social idealism within the British Empire?

Thisthesis will break down into five chapters, whigftlude the introdudion, the
conclusion and chapters dhe three incidents mentionedbove. The research will follow in
chronologica order to illustrate the growth in public iterest over the monthsit is
important to detail what information the papers were receiving, ledr from war
correspondents, letters from soldiers, battle accounts from officers, andwetreess
accounts.

The second chapter witloverthe battle of Isandlwana, witthe main focus on who
was to blame for the worse British defeat loydigenouswarriors in their history? The

chapter will discuss some of the major issuegregsed by modern historiansing several

2
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primary accounts of the battle to give an idea of how the battle was etkand understood
andto act as a background to the main elements expressed imtwepapers. From the
information provided ly the newspapers several issues will need to be examined to
determine if the readerhad a proper and accurate understanding of the battle. Several
guegions needed to be answered. Who was to blame for the defeat? Was the saving of the
Coloursviewed as an act of heroism or cowardicBil the public immediately demand
revenge for the defeat odid they decide that the British invasiomas wrong?And finaly

did the governmentttempt to shift the blame to the field commandens South Africa by
exclaimingthat the war wasnot sanctioned by ther It is important to state here, that due

to lack of space within the thesishe actions of Chelmsford who was sa&mt from the
battlefieldsare omitted.

The third chaptemill focuson the battle of NtombeRiver which though was a much
smaller conflictin comparisons to the deat at Isandlwana, portrayed many of the same
issues already notedid the public blame t commander for the destruction of the small
convoy? Did the apparent cowardice of an officer fleeing the field, affect the opinions of the
public, when contrastingthe two officers that tried to save the Queens Colours at
Isandiwana? Did the British publjuestion theeffectivenessof the British forces, and #ir
commanders following this defeat? &ié the Zulunow beginning tobe respeced for their
methods and bravery durinipe fighting?

The fourth chapter will be based on the deathPrince Loui8onaparte the heir to
the Imperial throne of Francd.ike the previous two chapters, this chapter will look at the
background to the death of the Prince and discoliew the heir of Napoleon Bonaparte
wasfighting fa the British in a private waiThis chater will differ somewhat as it is based
on the death of one marso focus will eritely be placed on who was to blame for the death
of the Prince™Newspaper coverage reportinon the death of Louis was immensewithin
the confinesof the thesis, the resarch will be based around the incident and not the
funeral and pttical aftermath. The newspapers will be researched to find how ythe
perceived the death and who did they consider was to blaitie Prince himself, Lieutenant
Carey, Captain Harrison, Chelard, or the governmant?

The fifth and final chapter will attempt to connedll the incidents togetherto
determine how much the public knew and understoatout the war? It will be usefub

illustrate any differences in the reporting betwedime three newspapers and to discover

4



which reader wadetter informed.To contrast between té Irish and British papers walso

be of importance. Was the Irish paper more outspoken then their English counterparts?

Literature ReviewPrimary Sources

The main focus of the thesis will be based on several newspapers that were in
circulation at the time of the war. The major papers that will be studied Tdre London
Times the lllustrated London News Britain, and The Timesn Ireland for the lIrish
perspective Both The LondonTimesin Britain and Irelandare provided by the Natioal
University of Maynooth. Imegardsto the lllustrated London NewsTIrinity College Dublin
Library was able to provide the primary material needdd order to enhance the
perspective of the thesis, filsand accounts on battles and incidents will be looked at. The
following selected primary sources are from the Isandlwana court of inquiry from
participants of the battle by Lieutenant W.F.B Cochrane of tHé R8giment, Capiin Essex
of the 758" Regiment, Captain Gardner of the™#ussars, Lieutenant Curling of the Royal
Artillery, Captain Nourse of the Natal Native Contingent which are all available in the
National Army Museum in London. Also availaloten the same sourcés an account by
Lieutenant Raw of the Mounted Native ContingeRbr the battle of Ntombe, primary
accounts will also come from the same museum, from Sergeant Booth Ré@iment,
Major Charles Tucker, Private Deacon,"8Regiment and Lieutenant Harwgr 80"
Regiment. For the death of the Prince Imperial, reports from Carey which are contained in
the War Office Archives will be studied, with also accounts from Surlyegor Scott who
examined the body of the Prince which is contained in the NatiomayAMuseum.

A contemporary book witen by C.L Norriflewman,In Zululand with the British
throughout the war of 1879gives an insight to the only journalist that was attached to the
central column during the Isandlwana defeat. It gives 4v@hd accounton many of the
issues of the war, and in regards to the death of the Pringeerial, the book includes some
of the investigations into his death, which will prouesaluable to the thesis. Another book
by FE. Colenso and E. Durnford namEBde history othe Zulu War and its origimyith its
main focus on blaming the defeat of Isandlwana on Commaird@hief Lord Chelmsford.

To understandhe opinion of the Home Governmemtquiresthe published account by the
War Office the,Narrative of the field opetéons connected with the Zulu War of 1879,

providing many facts, opinions and figures on the wire published memas of Evelyn

5



Wood From Midshipman to Field Marshalfocuses on his personal experienon key
aspects of the wannentioning other eventsuch as the death of the Prince Imperial and

the battles he was involved with in great detail.

Secondary Sources

The main text in regards the Angfulu War is théVashing of the Speatsy Donald
R. Morris which was first published in 1966. The baokounts for the rise of the Zulu
yEidA2yS FAGAYy3I |y SEGSyaadsS KAaltz2NER 2F GKS
economic growth under King Shaka who revolutiodiiee Zulu system, to the king who
had to witness his kingdom fall under Britiahgression. The book covers most aspects of
the war, but due to the age of the work sonag®ubts emerged aftearchaedogical digs
RdzNR y 3  { &nSthe Mapdimatea battlefield that cast misgivingsver his earlier
assumptions. There is little emphagistihe book on the deployment of troops as a cause of
the defeat andamming of rifles. The author based the defeat the lack of ammunibn to
the front line troops, but onljolds true to Durnford troops when holding back the left horn
of the Zulu attactt { | dzf Zulf folldWsRH Zame line as Morris, with a history of the
war. However the great asset of the work is the portrayal of the aftermath of Isandlwana
FYR w2NJ] Sa S5NATFGS ¢A 0K initkt&d by thelObnidanydén-CHief 2 S NJ d
[ 2NR / KStYaF2NR FyR KAa adlr¥F 6KAOK A& az2ys
very useful for further reading and research, with the inclusion of a very extensive
bibliography, having primary sources covering a wide spectrum of the war amteaavige
of secondary reading.

LY YYNHRBG QY Sig&dgenemifwdrk éh the war with mailjustrations
and photographs, which help tconveya contemporary view of what the public may have
beenreadingin the newspapers during and after the wdahe text is not asomprehensive
as other works but the main issues are covered in the war which establishes itself as a useful
secondary source. The author offers a critique on sahthe main worls that havebeen
published since the war and also dmetimportant primary/contemporary sources which is
of great benefit to the reader. Also from the same author is MNetional Army Museum

book of the Zulu Wamwith the main focu®n the use of primary sources that are available
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from the museum. The text is heauvily filled with primary sources throughout, which gives an
excellent view point from the regular British soldier to the officers and commanders on the
field. The source that have been used are offeredth the directreference number to the
archives within the museum, which is extremely Helgo anyone carrying out studiesn
the subject.

Another usefulwork isThe lllustrated Guide to the Angfulu Warby John Laband
and Paul Thompson whictot onlyprovides a namative on events, but gives an excellent list
on the battle combatants and list of causalities and thsabn both sides. The maps included
in the text are very useful to the reader as it provides detailed disposition on the main
aspects of the battles. Theook also focuses on sometimes neglected aspects of the war,
such as colonial defences of the areas surrounding Zululand, detailed diagrams of all the
fortifications built in and around the Zulu countryside and a short chapter on war
correspondentsThe tesis will benefit from thisvork as it provides a very modern critique
on the war aml tries to cover most aspects tiie war, if not in great detailGreat Zulu
Battles, 18361906 by lan Knighthat has a useful exploration of the battle of Isandlwana
and gives insight into the British and Zulu mindset throughout that fateful day.

lan KnightsWith is Face to the Foeecollects the life and death of the Louis
Napoleon, the Prince Imperial of F@e. Aspects of the work that are most useful fhet
study, is the circumstances that led the Prinoebe inZululand and the controversies over
his death. The book uses a wide range of primary sources, from letters, memoirs to
newspaper articles. Theformation and reactiordescribedby the author at the time of the
Prince® death, gives an excellén 2 S NIA S g 2 F opinighdand2he publis & | NI &
regardsto the courtmartial of Lieutenant Carey whmisbehaved in face of the enemy. A
book of geat resource for the study iFhe Colonial Wars Source Bpdly Philip J.
Haythornthwaite. The work gives an overview of British imperial politics and policies,
warfare rhetoric, tactics, weaponry, and the malkp of the British army of regiments,
cavalry,artillery and commanders. This is essential in understanding the war of 1879, from
the battles to the overall political structure behind the scenes. Over the course of
researching for the thesis, one work by Rupert Furnedbe Zulu Watsandlwana and
Rokes Drift,was avaded as the work is outdated wittbo many inaccuracies appeag

throughout.



JournalArticles

The following articles can be seen as essential to the thesis; firstly due to the fact
that they are all modern work dated in this centuryydasecondly they each take aspects
that are not wholly covered in other secondary readings. The key articléhds
Reconstructing the past using the British Parliamentary Papdrieh helped givehe idea
for the thesis now been undertaken. The prominerafethe work is based on the Irish
University Press of the British Parliament papers, and how certain aspects of the war were
seen through the eyes of the parliament. The author gives information on the parliamentary
papers and gives the references to eadurce that was used within the archives; making
further study more accessible. While that information is invaluable, the work also gives a
short critique on some of the main secondary sources that include some mention to the
parliamentary papers. It alsgives insight and advice on how one should carry out work on
the parliamentary papers, and how they can be used for full efficiency to benefit their work.
Another article that is essential to the thesssHeroism, Heroics and the making of Heroes:
The Aglo-Zulu War of 1879¢ KA & GKSYS 2F GKS ¢2N] Aa (GKS
instilled into the mindset of the public and army during the nineteenth century. The aspects
that directly influence the thesis are the propaganda and censorship that waktasmve
up the disaster of Isandlwana with the author illustratisgme issues throughout the work
on how some aspects of the battles were changed for the benefit of the public, so as not to
lose faith in the ability of the British soldier. The artiel¢! be used to run in conjunction
with the thesis work, as it follows the same line of what reality of the war was changed to
suit the government, army and the public.

The last two articles are of less significance to the thesis, but are still useful in
providing a different outlook. The first i$he subjugation of the Zulus and Sioux: a
comparative studywhich offers an interesting look of the Zulu Empire and the tgaifiin a
broader context and contrasted to another native power. The text looks at many aspects of
the white encroachment on both the Sioux and the Zulu, and how it led to their demise. The
article is useful in the sense that it further enhances the idesnperialism by the west and
provides a useful background to the rhetoric and means by which the white population
would use to conquer new indigenous lands. The remaining arfitie reign of King
Cetshwayo Ka Mpande 1882 with the basis of the textrothe ruling of the king osocial

and political mattersHowever, the text is useful in regards the misconceptions that were

9



created about the Zulu King by the whites and the British, seeing him as savage and

barbaric, to give more of a reason in which to bring the sovereign under British rule.
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Chapter Twa Battle of Isandlwana

W1 g | N3élhwlel Statesmen not to allow themselves to be carried away by ambitious
LIN22SO0Ga ¢oKAOK INB Y2NB RA&dGAYy3d
lllustrated London News§: March, 1879

On the 28" of Januarythe Commandeiin-Chief2 ¥ KSNJ al 2 S %oite Qa T2 |
AfricaLord Chelmsfordmoved up the centre column from Rorkes Drift, some eight miles, to
the plains shadowed by Isandiwana Hilthe column would set up camp in front of the hill
for the next few days until a new site was chosen further along dael towards the Zulu
capital, Ulundi. The camp was left to its own devices with some reconnaissancespatrol
ordered and some movement of transport coming from Rorkes [Difiring the time of
their stay in the campmo order was giving to make any makeshdéfences or laagerindue
to Chelmsfor@ & NJX ithat & yak gnly a temporary camp and the land was too poor
entrenchment. That decisiowas in direct violation of army regulations that were in place
that ordered that laagering should always ocacur at least some defensives measures
capable of deterring an attack. For the time bei@elmsford was planniripeir next camp
some twelve miles away, he sent out parties of men for reconnaissance to see if any of the
enemy was present. Chelmsford wasger to hear news of Zulus for Iveshed to give
battle and defeat them cleanly in a single encounter. The first main sighting of large
amounts of Zulus came from Major Dartnell while on patrol on th& idlnear darkness. A
request was received bghelmsord at around 2 a.m. for reinforcements to support the
major who believed he had stumbled on the location of the main Zulu Arhwas agreed
upon to strike half the camp and set out to encounter the Zulu in force and move to the
next camp.

At dawn Chelmsford moved out of the camp, with six companies of the™2/@ur

sevenpounder guns, some mounted infantry and Natal Native Pioneers. The camp was left

“Frederic Augustus Thesiger was born in 1827. He saw action in the Crimea and the Sepoy Rebellion in India

before commanding British troops dwithe Cape Frontier War in South Africa, which led to his eventual
promotion to command the Queenbés army into Zulul and.
Il sandl wana was named so by the Zulu meaning 6somethi
cowds st oma'trdgimentitoemindeti ttemdfthe sphinx which was the symbol on their regimental

badge.
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under the command of Lieutenai@olonel Pulleine, commander of the 1/24ith orders b
defend the camp and a further order for Colonel Durnford to move up with his second
column to reinforce the canfp Chelmsford left behind a camp of some 67 officers and
1,707 men consisting of five companies of the 1/24one company of the 2/2% four
companies of the 8 NNC, over a hundred mounted men made up from detachtsi@nd
two sevenpounders.! Y RSNJ 5dzZNy F2NRQa O2f dzyy GKSNB gl a
three 9nine pounder rockets with 250 men. The CommaniteChief had the confidence
GKFG GKS YSy KS STl 0SKAYR g2dZ R 6S FtoftS {;
KIade SYiGNByOKYSylGooddQ |G KI y°RAsiaKnighepoings SiG S
out, Chelmsford confidence in his men that he left behind, coirtidéh the decision to
appoint Pulleine as camp commander. Pulleine had some experience in the Cape Frontier
OF YLI A3y o6dzi KS 61a | Yy WgK24aS SELISNIAAS ¢
front-f Ay S 02 % GHelyigho&iNbuld have his mine @ther issues so he wanted to
leave the camp in capableandskeepngthe camp welbrovisioned with constant supply of
transport wagons. Chelmsford main message to Pulleine was to indwesafety of the
camp by remaining in defensiveposture As Chehsford marched off in the direction of
Dartnell, themen that were left behind in the camyere left highly disappointed in the
belief that they were missing out in the first encounter with the Zulu. Between reveille and
GKS | NNR Gt 27 at30d20I4.m.20MR Sightingd ff ZidWsywere reported
throughout the morning, in different directions some miles from the camp but no
precautions were taking other than to draw back in the troops to the camp

By orders from Chelmsford, Durnford and his meopved up to the camp from
Rorkes Drift with perhaps the expedcian of fresh orders to be giveopon his arrival.
Further orders were never issued to Déord, thus beginning the series of events that
would lead to the most controversial part tife battle. With his arrival inthe camp who was
in charge, Durnford or Pulleine? The question of command is a complicated issue. When
Durnford rode into the camp he was under the order to simply reinforce the camp with no

further mention of any other necessities. #Wino more conclusive orders by Chelmsford

“The 24" Regiment also had served under Lord Chelmsford during the Cape Frontier War of 1878. The

regiment acquitted themselves well and became a hardened fighiting liarsh African conditions.

*Irish Times 3 March, 1879.

€ lan Knight, The National Army Museum book of the Zulu \@ndon, 2004) p, 89.

"Pulleine sent a message to Chelmsford of these movem
left front of the campé6. Due to |l ack of details and ul
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who may have believed that due to the fact that Durnford was senior to Pulleine that he
should take upon Pulleirssoriginal order to defend the camp. However Durnford did not
feel bound tothe orders given to Pulleinas it was not addressed to him personally, but he
was senior to in the camp and still regarded all the troops under his disposal. On hearing
reports framn sentries of the Zulu movements, and of one report of the Zulus marching in the
direction of Chelmsford, he took initiativef taking his men out of the camp to intercept the
Zulus for perhaps the reason of showing how useful he was to Chelmsford apelrséonal
reasons.

Before Durnford set off, Lieutenant William Cochrane of th& 82giment was close
at hand to hear the conversation that was between Pulleine and Durnford:

...Colonel Pulleine gave over to Colonel Durnford a verbal state of troopmmip at

the time, and stated the orders had received...to defend the camp; these words
were repeated two or three times during the conversation...Before leaving, he asked
Colonel Pulleine to give him two companies of thd' ®egiment. Colonel Pulleine
said that his orders he had received he could not do it, but agreed with Colonel
Durnford to send him élp if he got into difficulties

Durnford@ actions and his apparent disobeying of orders was the scapegoat that would be

needed after the battle of Isandlwana for Chelmsford, to shoulder the blame on the senior

officer for not remaining in the camp. This line of argument is taking up by the author Saul

5/ ARY gK2 YSyilAizya GKFG [/ 2f 2y Sed thdt N&SHad 2 O =

ordered Durnford to take command of the camp, and in essence disobeying the order to

remain defensive. Despite the fact that he was lying about this to cover the reputation of

himself and his commander. It wéise answer that Chelmsford hddoked for to wash his

hands clean of responsibility of the disaster and blame the man who could no longer answer

for himself. While Crealock himself grasped the opportunity with both haoddad the

plague of responsibility on the command there is ligd@dence that Chelmsford was a part

2F GKS O2y&LIANI O 20GKSNJ 0K waAayvYLI & 3INI &LISK
Durnford@ main plan was to prevent Chelmsford column being attacked in the rear,

by cutting of the Zulu attack by encircling them in conjunctich vk { 4 SLJA G2y SQ4&

®There was a belief that Durnford wanted to wash away the stain that was already on his career, after the debacle
of Bus hman d s hilselsgst badlwihjered @and Begeral colonists killed for a mission against a tribe

in 1873. If he could succeed in having a successful campaign, the colonists and the Natal Press may have
forgiving his previous actions.

®The National Army Museurhieuterant William Cochrane, 32 Regiment (Isandlwana court of inquiry, BBP

C 2260)

1 saul David Zulu: the heroism and tragedy of the Zulu War of 1@%hdon, 2004) p 208.
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{GSLIAG2ySQa Y2dzy SR YSys LI GNREtfSR (GKS NAR3I!
cattle and galloped after them in a nordmst direction towards Ngwebeni. Just as the
soldiers appeared over the ridge they looked down irtte valley, and as Lieutenant Raw
NEOIffa WikKS Jgdicpitsed from Mahiad tekil i XrghBwhere they had
SOARSyYy (it e 'b6Babvyhadstunbled atr8s@ the main Zulu army numbering some
25,000 that had eluded Chelmsford for two d&ysThemoment the Zulus saw the mounted
men, theyrose up and gave chase, thus beginning the fateful battle of Isandlwana.

Pulleine received the message of the Zulu advance at ababh2s, and ordered
the camp to form up and began to deploy them acrtiss sphere of the camp, with the
artillery pushed forward under Major Smith to a rocky outlet giving a good advantage of
view. Before Durnford had left, Pulleine had promised him to send aid if he got into trouble,
and with this in mind while Durnford wdmlding back the left horn, it left Pulleine with less
mind to concentrate on the camp and more on supporting his senior commander. It resulted
in him pushing his men out few hundred yards from the camp, in long open skirmish
order, thus throwing away th advantage of concentrated figower delivered from a tight
all round formatior®. Coinciding with the men pushed so far out; there is a strong belief
that the reason for defeat was the difficulty to resupply ammunition to the frame troops,
with gapsappearing in the line of fire as their bullets began to run out. As lan Knight points
2dzi GKFG GKA&a YI@ K2fR G(GNMziK Ay 5d2NYyTF2NRQA
line. He goes on to say that due to recent archaeological work, and testamemt f
survivors, that they were indeed supported well by incoming ammunition, and the lack of it
was not an issué.

Despite the men of the ZARS IA YSy & o6SAy3a W2f R YR aiSl Rg
for the time being, the climax of the battle had been read on the right side of the camp
with Durnford. Durnford were holding back the Zulu left haand while beating them back
with some heavy losses to the Zulu, lack of ammunition adidnger of being outfinked

and cut off from the camphe order was givg to abandon their defensive position in the

" The National Army Museuyrhieutenant Charles Raw, Mounted Native Contingent, ( GB¥14).

2 The battle was the largest known gathering of the Zulu army in the history of their kingdom. The regiments
present were as follows: right heiiSangqu, iMbube, uDududu and uNokhenke; the centvieijo, and

uMxhapho; the left horn; uMbonambiNgobamakhosi, and uVe; reseruloko, uThulwana, iNdlondlo and
iNdluyengwe.

13 John Laband and Paul Thomps@he illustrated guide to the AngBulu War(Natal, 2000) p, 104.

4 Knight, The National Army Museum book of the Zulu Wai99.
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dongaand ride back to the camp. Just at that moment the Natal Native Contingent broke

and fled from their position exposing the flanks of Lieutenant Pope of G Company who was

sent out to cover Durnford, leaving him no chance to turn back towards th8. /il this

time Pulleine realising the danger the camp wakis 2 NRSNBR (KS 06dzAt S (2
he could form up a concentrated formation. But as the men retreated back steadily, with

some more than others, wide gaps began to emerge in the line andZthe pressed

forward this advantage. The British position and the chance of an organised defence
collapsed with the pace of the Zulu rush. As Captain Essex recalls

...Few of the men...had time to fix bayonets before the enemy was among them
using their asegais with fearful effect. | heard officers calling their men to be steady;

but the retreat became in a few seconds general...towards the direction of Rorkes
Drift. However...the enemy arrived and the large circle had closed in'8n us

Escape for the majay of the men was ended as the horns of theffalo closed in orthe
camp. The companies of the 2that remained withtheir officers in the last desperate act

of survival, while Durnford and some of his men tried to keep some escape route open by
holding back the left horn. Durnfordell while doing his dutywhile Pulleine who was
probably among the men at the wagon park died making a last stand. While comftany a
company fell to the Zulu hordesne group of the 24 managed to survive the longest by
deploying a firing retreat back to perhaps Rorkes Drift. However along the way more and
more men dropped to the Zulu throughout the broken ground, thus leaving a handful on the
banks looking down the Manzimnyama Valleyhene progress ceased. The party were
overrun and the last organised dafce collapsed.

While the battle was over within the camp, the men who managed to escape the
carnage were fleeing back towards Rorkes Drift. Many were cut down by the closing horns
and escape was almost impossible without the aid of a horse. Perhaps the most iconic
imagery of the battle and the war is the fans attempt to save the QueenlBurs by
Lieutenant Melville and aided by Lieutenant Coghill. The colours were the pride of any
reAAYSYld YyR AF (KSe KIR FIritftSy AyG2 GKS SySy

story goes that as the camp was falling Pulleine gave the colours to Melville in order to save

5 The reliance placed on the NNC to hold the flank was a disastrous decision. The men were made up of natives
that were only distinguished from the Zulu with a red rag tied to their head. One in ten were only given an
outdated firearm with only five rounds of amnition while the rest were armed with shields and spears. With

little training morale was evidently low and would never have been able to hold back the horn of the buffalo.

® The National Army Museur@aptain Edward Essex, 7Regiment (6808868, Isandlwana court of inquiry,

BBP C 2260).
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them and sent Coghill to aid him in his mission. Other views waaée Melville took the
colour in order to rally any surviving men to him, but at this stage defence was over and
then decided to leave the camp. However more cynical views, is that it gave him the excuse
to leave the camp, with no evidence to suggest he watered to take the colour but that
was not a popular opinion among officers of the"2Regiment after the battf. Coghill
himself did not even leave with Melville with the colour, as he may have left sometime
before and by chance they met up along tBaffalo River. They plunged their horses into
the river but only Coghill managed to get out with his horse as the current was too strong
for Melville to withstand. Despite the fact that Coghill may have fled the camp, he showed
true courage by going back faid Melville, even though he had a good chance of escape. He
managed to help Melville out of the river but the colours were lost in the current and both
horses were now dead. They climbed up a slope along the bank, and due to sheer
exhaustion then turnedaround with a large rock to their backs, and died making their last
stand.
The story of the two officerattempting to save the Queensofours reached heroic
levels which gave the public some comfort in realising that despite defeat, the regiment and
the empire never lost its honour and prestige due to the Lieuten&nidichael Lieven notes
the public needd these heroes for reassuring the greatn@&s§d G KS . NAGA A K | N
attempt to save the colour, the mystical soul of the batial that bore thelegend of it
KAaG2NESZ yR GKSANI WNARS (2 -atf onNkwiio®Dl YS |
media, the public and the officers of the regiment took solace in the sacrifice of Melville and
Coghill not all were as happy in the actions of the ,tWwot such opinions would have never
been able to surface in the papers. Sir Garnet Wolseley, future Comman@drief of the
British forces in Zululand, noted in his journal
| am very sorry that both these officers were not killed with their menvatdtdaama, X
AyauSIFIR 2F G6KSNB U0UKSé ¢gSNBP® L R2yQu fA1S
when their men on foot are killed...Heroes have been made of men like Mellville [sic]
and Coghill who taking advantage of their horses, bolted from the scene of the

" David, Zulu: the heroism and tragedy of the Zulu War of 18§7943.
18 Queen Victoria was so moved by the honour Melville and Coghill she believed that was displayed for her
country and colour that she mentioribdt if both of the officers had lived they would have won the Victoria

Cross, called the Memorandum Procedure. Thankfully fo
granted posthumously by Edward VII, in 1907.
®Michael Lieven 6 Her oi s m, heroics and-Zuhe MWaki hldondB 7R&r ¢ es :

Quarterly Journal concerned with British studiggx, no. 3 (autumn, 1998) p 420.
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actions to save their lives...It is monstrous making heroes of those who saved or
attempted to save their lives by boltifiy

The battle of Isandlwana had smashed Lord Chelmsford invasion plan, which had only begun
two weeksearlier. The total dead of thdritisharmywas nearly 1800, with fiftywo officers

dead; 739 white troops; sixtgt S@SyYy b/ hQa 2F GKS Dbb/ IyR ntwm
five Europeans surviving. To show the true magnitude of the effect it would have on the
army and the public, th following excerpt from Sir M. HicBeach when addressing the
Parliament illustrates the were lesdatalitieslack of deaths even in higher profiled battles.

He says...

Our encounter with the Zulus are out of all proportion to the British forces ergjage
and to the average casualties in war. Our killed at Isandhlwana eclipsed the best
remembered figures of the Crimean Wawenty-six British officers and 327 men
killed at the Alma and 462 English and French, killed at Inkerman. The proportions at
Balaklaa, where 472 fell out of a total of 670 engaged, came nearest to those of the
early results of this war with the Zuftds

The Zulu losses numbersdme 2,000 deadyith many seriously wounded, dying later from
their injuries The death toll was very higbrfthe civilian army and it had great morale
effect on the arny, as it would takemonths tofully mobilise again. When King Cetshwayo
heard of the losses of so mamf hisYSy = KS SEOf I AYSR Wi &L NJ
0Stte 27 UGUKS ylIiA2ydPdiKSNE NS y2id Sy2dAakKk
British Government did not want a war with the Zulu King; revenge was on the agenda, with
reinforcemenst sentto Chelmsford to pursue this goas the author lan Knight plainly puts
Al WLAlIYREglyYyl g2ddZ R LINRPGS (G2 0S 020K (KS %o
G 6KAOK AdGa RS&aGENHOGA2Yy 0SO0FYS | aadz2NBRQ

So from reading the newspapetise Irish TimesLondon Timesand the lllustrated
London Newswhat did the public actually understand and know about the battle of
Isandlwana, and did any of the opinions displayed in the papers conflict reality? With
regards the secondary reading, there are many diffelgygothesis on why the British were
defeated. From the examples given above, we see many of the reasons that would coincide

with the defeat such as the shortagéammunition; the question of command between

“The National Army Museurseneral Sir Garnet Wolseley, Commanite€hief, Southar Africa (6807386-

21).

% D.C.F Moodie and the Leonaur Editors, Zulu 1878e Anglo Zulu of 1879 from contemporary sources: First
hand accounts, interviews, despatches, official documents and newspaper (lepmmtsur, 2006) pp, 4586.

% Knight, Grea Zulu Battles: 1838.906 p 125.
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