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Then follows a description of the military bi‐
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the purely military side of the history of the war.

postscript deals with the remarkable career of Jan

The title makes clear that it concentrates even on

Smuts.

certain limited aspects of the war, namely mili‐
tary leadership at the very apex of the military hi‐
erarchy on both sides: the commanders-in-chief.
There is no discussion of theoretical or method‐
ological questions; the book is a narrative account
of the war in nine chapters, containing the biogra‐
phies of seven generals.

The main focus of these biographies is on the
generals' activities during the South African War,
so that we find a detailed account of military en‐
gagements and of the role the generals played in
them. However, Trew manages to avoid the dan‐
ger of personalistic reductionism when he de‐
scribes the different battles, emphasizing the con‐
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chapters for each of them, the first one on the ear‐
ly carreers, the second one on their contributions
to the South African War.

The form of presentation Trew decided to use
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luctance to recommend this book as an introduc‐
tion to the history of the South African War. Not‐
withstanding all the merits of this book, the read‐
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contest. But the narrative is so well written, that
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above". Neither does the author contextualise the

nevertheless downplays. So why he wrote this
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chapter at all did not become clear to me. He gives
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(xi), but this would have been true as well for
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It is regrettable that he did not realise his
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original plan to include some of the Generals who
had subordinate commands. Most of them still re‐
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main a bit shadowy figures, even if there is the oc‐
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have been most welcome. This is also true of a
prominent Boer commander like Piet de Wet, who
disappears from the historical record after the
war. The limitations of this book make it clear
that we still have to wait for a social history of the
military commanders, especially on the Boer side.
Back in 1972 Donald Denoon directed the atten‐
tion to the intricate relationship of political and
military leadership, the importance of patronclient-relationships within the social fabric of the
Boer republics; this still remains a challenge.
But in order not to do him injustice: Trew
never proclaims any ambition to go beyond a
purely military history. In contrast, therefore, to
Thomas Pakenham, who announces a lot and de‐
livers little, the reader will not drop Trew's book
disappointed. If one keeps in mind the self-im‐
posed limitation of this book, one can appreciate
the advantages of this account, which are un‐
doubtedly to be found. The foremost one is the
very sober and matter-of-fact way of the narra‐
tive. In contrast to many other military histories,
Trew's is devoid of any hero-worshipping, warglorification or fetishization of military detail. If
one contrasts his narrative of one of the great bat‐
tles of the War, like Spioen Kop, with the one in
Thomas Pakenham's much acclaimed bestseller, I
certainly would perfer Trew's book. Moreover, he
does not -- like Pakenham -- start a literary cru‐
sade to rehabilitate certain generals by heaping
derogatory remarks on others. Instead, he tries to
give an account as balanced as possible without
being partisan in one way or the other.
Given the restricted range of a purely military
history of the War, this biographical approach is
certainly interesting and enjoyable as a well-writ‐
ten book, but it is not a significant contribution to
innovative research.
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