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Below: Hon Col Frik Jankowitz and his wife, Sienie (right) receives a collage depicting his career 

from the School’s Acting Officer Commanding, Lt Col Raymond Hohls and his wife Rina. 

�

��������
�������	
���
��������������
��������������
����
������

�

�
��������

�������������������������
�

�
��������

 ���
!��
����"��������#����� �������

School of Armour -  Private Bag X40004 -  Tempe -  9318 -  Telephone:  (051) 402-1700/2054 -  armourschool@mweb.co.za 
Visit the SA Armour Museum website @ www.saarmourmuseum.co.za 
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A s the Officer Commanding I         
present these guidelines to all 

the members of School of Armour 
for 2010. I certainly see them as    
fundamental truths which apply to all 
soldiers placed in positions of com-
mand and leadership. 
 
“I believe that the leader or          
commander is, above all a teacher, 
and that teaching is perhaps the 
greatest responsibility that can be 
placed on a human being, but apart 
from giving formal instruction the 
leader is a teacher in a far wider field 
than is enclosed within the narrow 
confines of the classroom, for he is 
by his manner and example, by his 
habits and his outlook, by his        
professional and spiritual qualities, a 
teacher over the whole vast field of 
human life and experience. Like all 
teachers he is constantly under the 
very acute, and not always very 
charitable, observation of his pupils, 
and they will, perhaps instinctively, 
model themselves on him, because 
of this, the teacher and therefore 
even more so the leader, needs to be 
constantly aware of the influence of 
his own example. 
 
Indeed of all the weapons in his ar-
moury, the example that he sets, is 
in my view by far the most powerful .’ 
 

DISPLAY INTEGRITY AND EARN 
YOUR TRAINEES’ RESPECT 

 
Authority is bestowed on you by    
virtue of your rank. Hold yourself  

responsible and accountable for 
your decisions and actions. Antici-
pate and empathise with the needs 
of your trainees, and be measured in 
all of your dealings with them. Earn 
their trust, loyalty and respect. Do no 
fraternize with trainees; it breaks 
down trust and respect.  Act as a 
role model and as a mentor, not a 
gatekeeper, and trainees will strive 
to emulate your values, character 
and professional demeanour. 
 

LEAD AND MENTOR 
 
Know your trainees and care for 
their safety and welfare. Encourage 
and build your trainees’ individual 
and team identity, common sense of 
purpose, self confidence and team 
spirit. Draw on your experience to 
model, motivate and advise trainees 
on how to confront the challenges of 
training. Engage them in thinking ac-
tivities that broadens their views, 
and develop their judgement and 
ethical behaviour. Communicate     
effectively to provide constructive 
feedback, influence those trainees 
who easily meet the training        
challenges to understand and help 
those who struggle. 
 

TOLERATE DIFFERENCES 
 
Diversity adds strength and depth    
to your team. Know your own     
prejudices, strengths and weak-
nesses.  Be tolerant of differences in 
trainees’ knowledge, skills and      
levels of understanding. Think about 
the effect your words and actions 
will have on your trainees.  In your 
dealing with trainees from other   
Services and other Nations,            
acknowledge the values of the 
SANDF, SA Army, SAAC and School 
of Armour and respect the cultures 
of international trainees. Be cultu-
rally aware, and do what is right and 
fair. 
 

BE APPROACHABLE 
 
As a member of the School of         
Armour and especially if you are an            
instructor, use a sense of humour to 
sustain your enthusiasm and to     
reduce trainees’ frustration. Balance 
your frustration with empathy for 
trainees who need additional         
attention or assistance. Allow your 

trainees to see that you want to help 
and recognize that you want to help 
them and recognize that by doing 
the best you can for trainees, they 
will give their best. 

 
MAINTAIN A POSITIVE ATTITUDE 

TOWARDS LEARNING 
 
Look for opportunities to learn and 
master your profession. Build upon 
your competence by gaining expe-
rience and look for opportunities to 
practice. Never cheat, plagiarise or 
claim the work of others as your 
own. Defend your convictions intelli-
gently – with logic and evidence nor 
arrogance or prejudice. Understand 
things will not always go your way 
and you might become frustrated. 
Don’t take it out on others.  Use your 
sense of humour to offset frustra-
tion. 
 

BE CRITICAL AND EMPLOY        
SELF-DISCIPLINE 

 
Recognise your own strengths and 
weakness and be accountable to 
your peers and your superiors.        
As you learn, adjust your expecta-
tion realistic and avoid disappoint-
ment.  Practice punctuality and time-
lines on target dates. Complete     
assignments, tasks and fitness.  Do 
not succumb to drugs or the          
irresponsible use of alcohol. Frater-
nization between trainees, or instruc-
tors and trainees, break down team 
trust and mutual trust. 
 

SEEK AND ACCEPT ASSISTANCE 
 
Show personal courage and ask for 
help with training or with a personal 
problem that you are struggling with. 
Talk openly in the School of Armour, 
about problems with your peers, 
your instructors and your family. Get 
help from available support agencies 
when needed to. Accept constructive 
criticism from instructors, as they 
are there to help you succeed.       
Understand that instructors will 
guide, correct and motivate you to 
raise your performance to a high 
standard. Their goal is to make you 
the best soldier you can be. 
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2 009 were an excellent year for the School of    
Armour.  We excelled on different levels: 

 
  
· The Chief Army Table 2 Shooting  
          Competition; 
· The Warrant Officers and  
          Non-Commissioned Officers Competition; 
· The Inter-Unit Shooting Competition; 
· The Fittest soldier competition; 
· The Inter Unit Sport League – as  
          the Sport Unit of the Year 
 
We presented 120 courses attended by approxi-
mately 1,300 learners.   
 
I came across an inspiring tribute to the commit-
ment shown by a British soldier and am of the 
opinion that we at the School compare favourably 
with it.  I quote: 
 
 “ The average British soldier is 19 years old 
… he is a short haired, well-built lad who, under 
normal circumstances is considered by society as 
half man, half boy.  Not yet dry behind the ears 
and just old enough to buy a round of drinks but 
old enough to die for his country – and for you. 
 He is not particularly keen on hard work but he 
would rather be grafting in Afghanistan than      

unemployed in the UK.  He moves easily to rock 
and roll or hip-hop or to the rattle of a 7,62 mm 
machine gun. He is about a stone lighter than 
when he left home because he is working or    
fighting from dawn to dusk and well beyond.  He 
has trouble spelling, so letter writing is a pain f or 
him, but he can strip a rifle in 25 seconds and    
reassemble it in the dark.  He can recite every de-
tail of a machine gun or grenade launcher and use 
either effectively if he has to.  He digs trenches 
and latrines without the aid of machines and can 
apply first aid like a professional paramedic. He 
can march until he is told to stop, or stay dead st ill 
until he is told to move. He obeys orders    in-
stantly and without hesitation but he is not    wit h-
out a rebellious spirit or a sense of personal dig-
nity.  He is confidently self-sufficient.  He has t wo 
sets of uniform with him: he washes one and 
wears the other.  He keeps his water bottle full an d 
his feet dry.  He sometimes forgets to brush his 
teeth, but never forgets to clean his rifle.  He ca n 
cook his own meals, mend his own clothes and fix 
his own hurts.  If you are thirsty, he will share h is 
water with you; if you are hungry, his food is your  
food.  He will even share his life-saving ammu-
nition with you in the heat of a firefight if you r un 
low. He has learned to use his hands like weapons 
and regards his weapon as an extension of his 
own hands.  He can save your life or he can take 
it, because that is his job - it is what a soldier 
does.  He often works twice as long and hard as a 
civilian, draws half the pay and has nowhere to 
spend it, and can still find ironic humour in it al l.   
He has seen more suffering and death than he 
should have in his short lifetime. He has wept in 
public and in private, for friends who have fallen in 
combat and he is unashamed to show it or admit 
it. He feels every bugle note of the 'last post' or  
'sunset' vibrate through his body while standing 
rigidly to attention.  He's not afraid to 'bollock'  
anyone who shows disrespect when the regimen-
tal colours are on display or the national anthem 
is played; yet in an odd twist, he would defend 
anyone's right to be an individual.  Just as with 
generations of young people before him, he is 
paying the price for our freedom.  Clean-shaven 
and baby faced he may be, but be prepared to de-
fend yourself if you treat him like a kid.    
 
He asks for nothing from us except our respect, 
friendship and understanding.  We may not like 
what he does, but sometimes he does not like it 
either - he just has it to do. Remember him always,  
for he has earned our respect and admiration with 
his blood.  Now we even have brave young women 
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Hon Col Frik Jankowitz, JCD, JCM 
 

�� hen Frik Jankowitz first arrived in 
Bloemfontein more than forty years 

ago, few would   realise just how deep his impact 
would be on the local community as entrepre-
neur; on the City of Bloemfontein as Councillor 
and Mayor and on the military as the Honorary 
Colonel of the School of Armour and founding 
member of the SA Armour Museum.   
 
Frik Jankowitz was drafted in 1964 to undergo nine 
months of military training at the Tempe Military 
base situated on the outskirts of Bloemfontein at 
the time. On 28 March 1964, he reported at 
1 Special Service Battalion to start with basic     
military training where he was subsequently 
trained as a Vickers machine gunner.  As a result o f 
his outstanding leadership capabilities he was se-
lected to undergo officers’ training at the SA Army  
Gymnasium in Thaba Tshwane (then called Voor-
trekkerhoogte). On the completion of his      offi-
cers’ training, he became a second lieutenant at 
4 SA Infantry Battalion in Middelburg, Mpumalanga.  
For the ten years following his initial military tr ain-
ing, he was obliged to report for a biannual month-
long camp at his regiment, Regiment Johannes-

burg, to patrol the Limpopo border.  
 
In 1965, he began his studies in Quantity Surveying  
at the Free State University and obtained the B.Sc.  
(QS) degree at the end of 1969. He married Sienie 
the same year. They could, however, not celebrate 
their first wedding anniversary together since he 
was away for a month long camp on the Limpopo 
border!  
 
In 1975, he became a member of the Corps of 
Quantity Surveyors with the rank of a Captain and 
was later promoted to the rank of a Major.  In this  
capacity, he did a lot of work on the submarine   
basin in Simons Town. In the meantime, he also 
started his own quantity surveying practice and 
later partnered with Jean van Zyl to form Frik 
Jankowitz, Van Zyl en Vennote .  Together they    
established it as one of the biggest quantity-
surveying firms in the Free State. In 1978, he       
obtained a Masters Degree in City and Regional 
Planning from the University of the Free State. 
 
His involvement in community affairs resulted in 
his election as a member of the Bloemfontein City 
Council in 1983. For the next 18 years, he served 
Bloemfontein in this capacity, the last eight years  
also as a member of the Executive Committee.      
In 1987 he became the Deputy Mayor and in 1988 
the Mayor of Bloemfontein. He was instrumental in 
the establishment of the Loch Logan Waterfront 
and the proclamation of President Brand Street 
with all its historical sandstone buildings as a co n-
servation area.  
 
On 19 September 1992, he became the Honorary 
Colonel of the School of Armour, a position that he  
has held with distinction over the past 17 years. 
For his outstanding service, he was awarded with 
both the John Chard Medal and Decoration. The 
bond between Colonel Jankowitz and Tempe that 
started in 1964 when he arrived here as a recruit 
grew over the years when he later represented 
Tempe on the City Council as part of his municipal 
ward. All of this culminated in his appointment as 
the Honorary Colonel of the School of Armour. In 
this capacity, he became a founding member of the 
SA Armour Museum, established in 1995. He was    
further instrumental in the establishment of proper  
Club Facilities at the School,  enjoyed by so many 
as well as the restoration of the Garrison Hall, th e 
main building of the SA Armour Museum and the  
erection of LESAKENG. 

Hon Col Frik Jankowitz, JDC, JCM 
Leaving Lasting Tracks Behind 

 by Chaplain (Rev) Marius van Rooyen, Unit Chaplain 
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LESAKENG 
 
LESAKENG is the hanger that accommo-
dates all the historical vehicles associated 
with our South African armour heritage, 
still kept in running order. The name      LE-
SAKENG was derived from the Sotho lan-
guage meaning a coral for old horses, 
since horses played such an important part 
in our armour heritage. Horses first ap-
peared on battlefields more than three mil-
lennia ago. They have served in various 
capacities like drawing the chariots of old, 
serving as the fearsome mounts of the 
knights of the middle Ages and in giving 
mobility to both the Boer and British forces 
during the Anglo Boer Wars that form part 
of our own heritage. Although the machine 
replaced the horse during the First World 
War, the legacy of the horse in the armour 
tradition remains.  
 
This legacy is captured in the many         
displays at the Museum where the old 
metal horses also find a fitting resting 
place. Some of the vehicles date back from 
the Second World War where the roots of 
our own Armour heritage lie. One of these 
is a Russian T34/85 regarded as the best 
tank of its time. LESAKENG was entirely 
erected from private funds raised through 
the initiative of Colonel Jankowitz.  One of 
his dreams is still to fit a concrete floor   
inside LESAKENG and to solicit govern-
ment support with which more could be 
done to preserve this important part of our 
National Heritage. 
 
Frik Jankowitz retires as the Honorary 
Colonel of the School of Armour at the end 
of 2009. During his tenure, he initiated    
several benchmarking visits abroad to     
Armour museums in the United States of 
America, Australia and the United Kingdom 
to create a wider awareness of what could 
be done to preserve our heritage.  As a    
result, the SA Armour Museum was estab-
lished and has developed into a fine institu-
tion drawing many visitors even from 
abroad.  It has been honoured as the 
Bloemfontein institution of the year.  It also 
boasts a fine museum shop frequented by 
many visitors and collectors of military 
memorabilia and has its own website 
(www.saarmourmuseum.co.za ).�  
 

WE SALUTE YOU! 
 
Col Jankowitz and his wife leave lasting 
tracks behind both at the School and        
the Museum. We salute them for their      
enthusiasm, friendship and dedication over 
the years. �  

Top:  Frik Jankowitz, standing second from left, shortly after 
joining the SA Defence Force in 1964. 

 
Below:  Four Officers Commanding had the privilege to 

serve with Col Jankowitz during his appointment as 
Honorary Colonel of the School of Armour.   

They were fltr:  Col André Retief; Brig Gen B.C. Gildenhuys; 
Col William Nondala and Brig Gen H.T. Heinze.  

Hon Col Jankowitz and his wife Sienie, with their children 
and grandchildren.   
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Fitting farewell to Honorary Colonel 
Frik and Mrs Sienie Jankowitz 

 
 By Cpln (Rev) Marius van Rooyen 

 

�� n 20 November 2009, the School of Armour 
properly bade its Honorary Colonel farewell 

after seventeen years of outstanding service. The 
20th was preceded by a full-page special tribute to 
him that appeared in one of the local newspapers. 
This was followed by a walk down memory lane 
when he was invited to a lunch specially prepared 
for him in the bungalow at 1 Special Service Bat-
talion where his military career started as a recru it 
forty-five years ago.  The lunch was arranged and 
attended by Col André Retief (Former OC of the 
School of Armour); Col George Ingram (Chief of 
Staff SA Army Armour Formation); Hon Col Colin 
Steyn (1 SSB); Lt Col Raymond Hohls (Acting OC); 
Lt Col Johan Veldman (Acting 2IC); Lt Col Shaun 
Carroll (School of Armour); Capt Sydney Jacobs 
(Adjutant) MWO Abel Mabote (RSM). 
 
About a hundred guests attended the evening’s 
festivities that started with cocktails in               
LESAKENG, the brainchild of our Honorary      
Colonel. No stone was left unturned to make this           
a special occasion. LESAKENG was stylishly 
decorated and busses shuttled the guests from 
the parking lot to LESAKENG to avoid the light 
drizzle that was falling. In the meantime, the     

Acting Officer Commanding and his wife, Lt Col 
Raymond and Rina Hohls, met Col and Mrs    
Jankowitz at their home. From there they were 
transported to the School in an old Saracen      
Armoured Car escorted by two military policemen 
on motorcycles where they entered LESAKENG 
under the applause of the guests.  
 
The highlight of the evening’s events in             
LESAKENG was the unveiling of the newest acqui-
sition of the SA Armour Museum, the ‘Springbok’ 
that is appropriately named ‘Oom Frik’. The 
Springbok is a prototype armoured car that was 
developed in the ‘70’s on the Unimog chassis. It 
was restored and donated to the Museum by the 
industry in honour of our Honorary Colonel. 
 
The guests then retired to the Garrison Hall, but 
were first treated to a drive past of restored       
museum vehicles led by the Springbok, while      
Col Jankowitz took the salute. On arrival at the 
Garrison Hall, the guests were greeted with        
elegantly laid tables and later enjoyed a delectabl e 
dinner. Generals Gildenhuys and Heinze paid      
tribute to Col Jankowitz and the legacy he leaves 
behind. He served during both their terms as     
officers commanding at the School. The Acting 
OC and RSM of the School then presented a     
photographic collage of the highlights of his     
seventeen year long relationship with the School 
to Col Jankowitz after which he took the stand and 
thanked everybody involved for the wonderful 
farewell in his customary jovial style that was 
markedly emotional due to the many close friends 
and colleagues that shared the evening with him 
and his wife. After the formalities were concluded,  
the evening was declared a party and enjoyed by 
many well beyond midnight. �  
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The lunch at 
1 Special  
Service  
Battalion: 
Fltr:  Lt Col 
Johan 
Veldman; 
Lt Col Shaun 
Carroll; 
Lt Col Raymond 
Hohls; 
Hon Col Frik 
Jankowitz; 
Col André  
Retief;  
MWO Abel  
Mabote. 
Sitting:  Col 
George Ingram. 

‘Tpr Jankowitz’ 
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Top:  Being escorted to the School of Armour in a Saracen Armoured Car, one of the museum vehicles. 
Middle:  Hon Col Frik and Tannie Sienie with the Acting Officer Commanding, Lt Col Raymond Hohls,       
after the unveiling of the Springbok, dubbed “Oom Frik.” 
Bottom Left:  Last toast and salute during the drive-past.                                                       
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Photo 1:  Handing over of Gifts by the 
General Officer Commanding SA 
Army Armour Formation, Brig Gen 
Chris Gildenhuys and his wife,        
Ruanda. 
Photo 2:  A toast to the unit. 
Photo 3:  Hon Col Frik and Tannie 
Sienie sharing a yoke. 
Photo 4:  Some of the guests—Mr and 
Mrs Job Pretorius with Mrs Gilden-
huys with Brig Gen Gildenhuys. 
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Photo 5:  The Armour Training Wing Commander at the School of Armour,  
Lt Col Piet Mangana with his wife, Margaret. 

Photo 6:  Brig Gen Hans Heinze, former Officer Commanding and Mr Jean Van Zyl, Colonel Jankowitz’s 
partner at Frik Jankowitz, Van Zyl and Partners. 

 

Photo 7:  Mr Neels Neuhoff; Mrs Margaret Retief; WO 1 Paulus Peschel; Mrs Pretorius; Mr Job Pretorius; 
Mrs Bernadine Wilke. 

 

Photo 8: Mrs Oosthuizen; Mrs Oosie Oosthuizen; Dr and Mrs Louis Wessels; Mr Kobus van Wyk;   
Mrs Sandra Neuhoff; Mrs Van Wyk; Mr Alwyn Bierman; Mr Neels Neuhoff and Maj Soekie Bierman. 
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Benchmarking visit to the UK 
Delegation of the SA Armour Museum visits some of t he finest military    

museums in the world 
 

 Chaplain (Rev) Marius van Rooyen 

D uring his tenure as Honorary Colonel of the 
School of Armour, Col Frik Jankowitz led four 

visits abroad to Armour Museums elsewhere in 
the world.  The first visit, more than ten years ag o, 
was to military and armour museums in Australia. 
The excitement it created led to the establishment 
of the SA Armour Museum at the School of          
Armour with the purpose of preserving our own 
armour heritage. To further develop the Armour 
Museum benchmarking visits to armour museums 
at Fort Knox in the United States, Puchapunyal in 
Australia and Bovington in the United Kingdom 
followed.  The last being perhaps the finest         
armour museum in the world today due to the 
dedication of those involved over the years and a 
sizeable contribution of the British Government 
totalling sixteen million pounds. As in the past 
Hon Col Jankowitz initiated this visit to military 
museums in England. The aim was to expose the 

members of the group to what could be done in 
the preservation of a country’s national heritage i f 
experts, enthusiasts, the government and the   
general public became involved. The cost for the 
visit was covered by contributions from the indus-
try and further supplemented by contributions by 
the individual members of the group themselves. 
The vision of our Hon Col was that the visit would 
stimulate an ever widening involvement in the 
preservation of our country’s heritage and proud 
military history. 
 
The group consisted of the Hon Col of the School 
of Armour, Col Frik Jancowitz; Col André Retief, 
the Senior Staff Officer Research and Develop-
ment at the SA Armour Formation; Lt Col           
Raymond Hohls, the acting chairperson of the SA 
Armour Museum; WO 2 Willem Wilke, the curator 
of the SA Armour Museum and Mr Jorrie Jordaan 

Fltr:  Col AndréRetief; Lt Col Raymond Hohls; Lt Col (Rtd) Hobo Hobson; Mr Sam Kapuka;  
Mr Jorrie Jordaan; Mr Jorrie Jordaan Jnr; WO 2 Willem Wilke and Hon Col Frik Jankowtiz in front of a 

WWII Tiger tank at the Bovington Tank Museum. 
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and Mr Sam Kapuka, both of JORSIN the Group. 
They landed at Gatwick Airport, South of London 
on Sunday morning 11 October, and spent the rest 
of the day visiting the Changing of the Guard, Big 
Ben, Westminster Abbey and St Paul’s Cathedral 
in and around London, before retiring to the        
Victory Services Club with its exquisite accommo-
dation. 
 
The following morning the group visited the        
National Army Museum. This museum was          
designed to tell the overall story of the British 
Army as a whole. It explores the lives of those 
who served with the British Army from both      
Britain and elsewhere, and explains the impact the 
British Army has had on shaping the history of 
Great Britain, Europe and the rest of the world. It  
also examines the history of the British Army 
through the ages, from the time of the Norman 
Conquest to the early 21st century, and the       
conflicts of today. 
 
Tuesday took them to the Duxford Museum near 
the village of Duxford in Cambridgeshire north of 
London. Duxford renowned for its aircraft exhibi-
tion is a branch of the Imperial War Museum.  It is  
Britain's largest aviation museum, housing nearly 
200 aircraft, military vehicles, artillery and mino r 
naval vessels in seven main exhibition buildings. 
The site also provides storage space for the      
museum's other collections of material such as 
film, photographs, documents, books and             
artefacts. 
 

On Wednesday and Thursday they took a four 
hour drive to the Tank Museum at Bovington 
South West of London in Dorset close to the major 
port of Poole. With almost 300 vehicles from 
26 countries on exhibition, it is the most wide-
ranging collection of tanks and armoured vehicles 
in the world. It includes the only working example 
of a German Tiger I tank and a British World War I 
Mark I, the world's oldest surviving combat tank 
dubbed Big Willie. The two days that the group 
spent there were not enough to cover all the      e x-
hibitions so they extended their visit to the     F ri-
day morning before returning to London via 
Stonehenge. What impressed at the Tank Mu-
seum, was the support of the British Government 
in preserving their country’s national heritage.  
 
On Saturday their itinerary included Greenwich. 
Greenwich is best known for its maritime history 
and gave its name to the Greenwich Meridian     (0°  
longitude) and Greenwich Mean Time. Centuries 
ago the town became the site of a Royal      Palace  
and was the birthplace of many in the     British 
kings from the House of Tudor, including Henry 
VIII and Elizabeth I. The palace fell into     disr epair 
during the English Civil War in the 17 th century, 
but was rebuilt as the Royal Naval Hospital for 
Sailors by Sir Christopher Wren. These buildings 
became the Royal Naval College in 1873, and they 
remained an establishment for military education 
until 1998 when they passed into the hands of the 
Greenwich Foundation . The historic rooms within 
these buildings remain open to the public. 
 

Little Willie (front left), Big Willie (behind Little Willie) and a South African Marmon-Herrington armoured 
car (top middle) on display at Bovington.   
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On Sunday the group went to the Imperial War     
Museum. The mission of this museum is 'to        
enable people to have an informed understanding 
of modern war and its impact on individuals and 
society'. To achieve this the visitor can perso-
nally experience the rigours of trench warfare for         
instance through multi media presentations. This 
and other exhibitions left the group awestruck at 
what could be achieved through museums.  The 
museum's collections include archives of            
personal and official documents, photographs, 
film and video material, and oral history              
recordings; an extensive library, a large art         
collection, and examples of military vehicles and 
aircraft, equipment and other artefacts.  The       
museum is funded by government grants, chari-
table donations and revenue generation through 
commercial activity such as retailing, licensing, 
and publishing. 
 
Overall the visit made the group aware of the      
importance of a wider involvement in preserving 
our own armour heritage. This would enable the 
SA Armour Museum not only to be an institution 
already nominated as the Bloemfontein institu-
tion of the year, but also grow in stature as a     
national asset. �   

Members of the group on the Greenwich Meridian. 
Fltr: Jorrie Jordaan; Lt Col Raymond Hohls;  

Sam Kapuka; Jorrie Jordaan Jnr and  
WO 2 Willem Wilke (front).  
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Top:  WWI Big Willie on display at the Bovington Tank Museum. 
 

Below:  The group at Stonehenge.  Fltr:  Mr Jorrie Jordaan Snr and Jnr; Hon Col Frik Jankowitz;  
WO 2 Willem Wilke; MR Sam Kapuka; Col André Retief; Lt Col (Rtd) Hobo Hobson. 

 
Bottom Left Page:  The trench experience at the Royal Military Museum. 



�� fter an illustrious career of 40 years in the      
military, WO 1 S.J. (Faan) Fourie is retiring on  3 1 

December 2009!  He served outstandingly in the 
School of Armour for 32 years.  He is well respected  
by his military colleagues as well as the civilians  in 
the Weapon Industry.  His knowledge and expertise 
as a subject specialist on Armour Systems made him 
one of the most respected members in the Armour  
Community!  
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The passionate way in which he conveyed know-
ledge to youngsters is worth mentioning. Here is 
some background and career highlights of WO 1 
Fourie: 
 
WO 1 Fourie was born in Graaff-Reinett on 
20 February 1951 and passed matric in 1968.  On       
5 February 1969, at the age of 17, he reported to         
1 Special Service Battalion (1 SSB) for his national 
service.  Three months later, on 22 April, he joine d 
the permanent force as a South African Armoured 
Corps  member. During 1969, he completed a          
B Vehicle driving and maintenance course and      
obtained licences for both the Land Rover and      
Bedford series. He also successfully completed a 
Panhard (Eland) driving and maintenance course    
and went to the Eastern Caprivi (the Border) as a 
Panhard driver.   
 
During 1970, he successfully completed the All Arms 

of Service Instructor’s (PF) course as well as a Ph ysi-
cal Training Assistant Instructor’s course at the S A 
Army Gymnasium in Heidelberg.  From 1971 to the 
end of 1976, he served as an instructor/troop   ser -
geant/troop commander at 1 SSB.  During this pe-
riod, he married Anne (in 1974) and they were 
blessed with two children, Mariska and Johan.  
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On 1 January 1977, he was promoted to the rank of 
Staff Sergeant and transferred to the School of      
Armour as an instructor at the Permanent Force    
Instructors’ Training Wing, which also included the  
Research and Development (R&D) section. 
 
In January 1980, he was promoted to the rank of War -
rant Officer Class 2. In this capacity, he served as  the 
Miniature Shooting Range Warrant Officer and as the 
Tank Squadron Warrant Officer at the Junior Leader 
Training Wing. Almost 25 years ago, on 1 January 
1985, he was promoted to the rank of WO 1 and was 
staffed at the R&D section.  As R&D member, he was 
part of the development and  evaluation of the foll ow-
ing equipment:   Rooikat   Armoured Car system; ZT3 
Missile system; Olifant Mk 1 B system; Olifant Mk 2 
system; T72 tank;      Ammunition qualifications; S ig-
nal equipment; AFV; Clothing; Tank Transporters; 
Optical equipment;     Air conditioner system for 
Rooikat Armoured Car; Documentation; Armour pro-
tection; Armour        simulators. 
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WO 1 Faan Fourie and his wife, Anne. 



PAGE 15 CORBADUS ISSUE XXV VOL I I  

 
�������
�������
���������
�������
���������
�������
���������
�������
��� ���
�����
��
�	���������
��
�	���������
��
�	���������
��
�	����� ���

 
On several occasions WO 1 Fourie was tasked to 
assist the Weapon Industry to demonstrate various 
fire control systems on the T72 tank, the ZT3 
missile system and the Rooikat Armoured 
Car to various countries abroad such as Po-
land, Algeria and Jordan. He was also ap-
pointed as Tank Transporter Troop Com-
mander     several times, and transported 
tanks from the RSA and within the opera-
tional area.  He was also part of a group to do 
self-training on T55s in the operational area 
after Operation ASKARI, and trained troops 
on the T55 tank during Operations MODULAR 
and HOOPER.  
 
WO 1 Fourie completed many courses in his 
career, which included a Tank Troop        
Commander Course in Israel and the Project        
Officer’s Course. 
 

��������
�������
�����
���������
�������
�����
���������
�������
�����
���������
�������
�����
�� ���
 
During his 40 years of service, he received 
the following medals: General Service Medal, 
Medal for Good Service Bronze for 10 years   
loyal service, Medal for Good Service Silver 
for 20 years loyal service, Medal for Good 
Service Gold - for 30 years loyal service, 
Southern Africa Medal, Pro-Patria Medal with 
Cunene Clasp, Pro Merit Medal (PMM) and 
Military Merit Medal (MMM).  He is still     

awaiting his Medal for good Service Gold—for 40 
years loyal service. 
We, as the members of the South African Armoured 
Corps, salute WO 1 S.J. Fourie!  It was a privilege to 
work with him. 
 

Photo:  A last tree planted in the unit by Oom Faan.   
The Acting Second in Command, Lt Col Johan Veldman, assisted with the watering of the tree, 

while the RSM, MWO Abel Mabote, ensures that the job is carried out well. 

Above:  Attending their last unit functionWO 1 Faan Fourie and his spouse Anne,  
attenting their last year-end function on 4 December 2009. 
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The South African Air Force Junior Command and Staff Course which was hosted 

by the Acting Second in Command of the unit, Lt Col Johan Veldman (first member standing from left). 
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It has become customary for various senior courses within the SANDF to visit the School of Armour and ma ke 
them aware of the Army’s capabilities and facilitie s. Here are a few of the courses that visited the un it.�
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SATRENO works with the restructuring of the SA Army.  The purpose of visiting Army units,   
was to acquire awareness of the capabilities of the  SA Army. 

The Acting Officer Commanding, Lt Col Raymond Hohls, hosted the group. 



PAGE 18 CORBADUS ISSUE XXV VOL I I  

.�
���2������.��������������������'����������
����-�� ���������� ������-����
�������������
"���'�$������3������4�)�	����2���)**+�

�
Below fltr:  Col K.M. Langdorf (US Military Attaché); Lt Col Johan Veldman (Acting Second in Command); 

Brig Gen Chris Gildenhuys (General Officer Commanding SA Army Armour Formation);  
Gen J.E. Cartwright; WO 1 Dennis Green; Brig Gen Rikus Jansen van Rensburg (Accompanying Officer). 

The group was hosted by Lt Col Veldman.�
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The Group was hosted by Lt Col Raymond Hohls, Acting Officer Commanding. 
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The SA Legion’s Delville Wood Commemoration Service  is annually presented at the School of Armour 
in honour of those who paid the highest price durin g the First World War at the Battle for Delville Wo od 
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The annual Armistice Day parade of the School of Ar mour was once again held on 11 November 2009.  
The Acting Officer Commanding, Lt Col Raymond Hohls , laid a wreath on behalf of the   

School of Armour.  

Fltr:  Col Bazil Kriel (Rtd); Mr Stuart Third, Capt Chandler, Cpln M. van Rooyen;  
Lt Col J. van der Merwe (Rtd); Col At Vorster (Rtd), WO 1 Dennis Green. 
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After the end of the cold war and the signing 
of the Conventional Forces in Europe (CFE) 
Treaty the countries, forming the Warsaw 
Pact and North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO) reduced their armour arsenals by      
30 percent.  The end of the confrontation    
between the major powers has nullified the 
motivation to develop new and more powerful 
equipment. As a result, the development of 
new tanks is slowing down.  However, the 
tank remains the essential component of any 
country’s deterrent to any major aggression 
on land. 
Because of the recent changes in the global        
political and military situation, which now calls f or 
the quick deployment of armoured forces to     
critical areas, rather than large advances by tank 
columns to decisive battles, light armoured        
vehicles in all their different forms, are attracti ng 
more attention. This has lead to the armoured 
forces of most countries incorporating or creating 
light armoured units in order to perform a wider 
range of roles and thereby make them, overall, an 
even more effective component of the armoured 
forces. 
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The aim of this staff paper is to determine what 
the value is of light armoured vehicles in conven-
tional operations. 
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The current topic in every armour conversation 
and magazine is Light Armoured Vehicles (LAV) in 
conventional operations. What is a LAV and what 
does a conventional operation entails? I will      
answer this question by looking at the definition 
by the world leader on LAV’s and conventional 
operations: the Unites States of America. Out of 
ignorance the LAV has inherited two unfounded 
stigmas that degrades its reputation, namely that 
it can only be used for reconnaissance and that it 
delivers inadequate protection to its crew. History  

teaches us that there is one main factor that     
governs any mobile force’s success in a high    
mobility operation namely Combat Service      Sup-
port (CSS). I will use some classic examples of 
neglected or poor CSS to prove this reality.         I 
will also make use of some of the last major land 
battles like WWII, Vietnam, the Falklands and     
Operation Iraq Freedom to argue against the     
stigmas and to deduce the value that LAV’s have 
had in conventional operations.  The LAV is not so 
unfamiliar to the South African military but the ap -
plication of LAV’s has become somewhat      dis-
torted and lost over the years.  The South      Afr i-
can Armour Corps (SAAC) will have to revise its 
LAV doctrine and its application of these vehicles 
in order to conform to the international trends and  
South Africa’s future security situation. 
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According to the SA Defence Force Military       
Dictionary: “conventional war: Non-revolutionary 
armed conflict in which nuclear weapons are not 
employed.” 1  To understand this definition let us 
look at the other side of the coin then, what is 
revolutionary warfare? According to the same 
source it’s a “Process, which includes the use of 
political, economic and military measures that    
dissidents, working mainly within the country,   
employ to weaken and overthrow a government“ 2 
To sum it up; a conventional operation is an     op -
eration where the use of guerrilla techniques is 
not employed and nuclear weapons are not       
deployed. 
 
Conventional operations consist of two actions, 
either offensive or defensive actions. These two 
actions are then subdivided into certain mission 
specific operations. These offensive mission     
specific operations include the following: the     
advance, the attack (mounted/or on foot, executed 
during the day or the night) and raids. 3 
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The scope of Defensive operations includes area 
and mobile defence, conventional ambushes and 
retrograde operations. 4 

 
For the purpose of this staff paper the focus will 
be on the value of LAV’s during the attack 
mounted/or on foot, raids and the mobile defence. 
 

	����������������������(��.�������8��.9�
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A LAV cannot be defined as only hardware          
operated by a trained crew but must be seen as a 
complete system that has the ability to work as an 
independent balanced force with its own support 
systems. This support system consists out of an 
armour platform supported by its own infantry, 
long-range anti-tank destruction, air defence,     
medium indirect fire ability and Combat Service 
Support. 
 
In NATO terms such as system or unit as           
described, will be classified as Cavalry. For the 
purpose of this staff paper LAV’s will be asso-
ciated and discussed in the light of Cavalry units 
mainly based on United States of America (USA) 
and Australian employments and experiences.  
 

/���-���������������.�
�

According to Lieutenant Colonel Roger Noble, 
Commanding Officer of the 2 nd Cavalry Regiment 
Australian Defence Force, LAV’s has ‘two key 
myths’ namely; that they are only suitable for    
specialised reconnaissance and are vulnerable to 
enemy fire. 5 
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The Australian Army’s capabilities document in 
the 1990’s tends to refer mistakenly to Australian 
LAV as ‘armoured reconnaissance’ or ‘reconnais-
sance’ rather than as cavalry. 6 To the contrary, 
studies conducted by the United States (US) Army 
in retrospect to the roll of cavalry during World 
War II, revealed that ‘reconnaissance tasks        
accounted for only 3 percent of cavalry tasks.     
Defence and security missions accounted for 58 
percent of cavalry operations, with offensive tasks  
and special operations taking up a further 10     
percent and 29 percent respectively. These facts 
led the US Army to the conclusion that cavalry 
must be specifically designed as a robust organi-
sation capable of independent combat’. 7 

 
During the 1982 Falklands War, the British Army 
deployed light-armoured cavalry in the form of 

FV107 Scimitar and FV101 Scorpion armoured   
vehicles to the Falkland Islands, where it was used  
with decisive effect. It must be mentioned that in 
the Wire Ridge infantry assault, where the British 
Light Armour played a decisive roll, the Argentine-
ans did not make use of their own      armour cars 
(Panhard 90) 8 nor their Anti-tank weapons in order 
to counter the British Scimitars and Scorpions, 
which acted as a direct fire        support base. 
 
According to Captain D. T. Head during the      
Falklands war ‘even against a relatively untrained 
force, light infantry needed the direct support of 
armoured forces as part of a combined arms team, 
in order to effectively accomplish their missions 
with minimal casualties’. 9  This brings us to the 
second stigma: vulnerability to enemy fire. 
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Military vehicle’s have an inherited fatal design 
vulnerability to many sorts of enemy offensive ac-
tions. To eliminate these systems vulnerability, 
most armies have adopted a balanced force      
concept for executing conventional operations. 
 
The opposite is also equally important; armour 
assaults without the support of infantry will resul t 
in unnecessary losses to armour elements by    
enemy infantry operating anti-tank weapons as 
demonstrated during the initial assault by the 
Egyptian anti-tank teams against Israeli tank 
forces during the Yom Kippur war of 1973. 10 

 
During the Battle of Nafakh the Israelis realised, 
after the initial wave of AT-2 “Sagger” anti-tank 
missiles attacks by the Egyptian infanteers which 
resulted in the loss of a considerable amount of 
Israeli tanks, that debussed infantry with tank 
forces can eliminate the AT-2 anti-tank threat     
effectively and can thus create an anti-tank free 
environment, which created more freedom of     
action for the tank forces. 11 

 

The Red Army also learned this valuable lesson  
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late during the Second World War, which turned 
the tide for Soviet tank forces against the           
notorious German anti-tank gun teams. 
 
The German Army demonstrated and executed the 
concept of a well-balanced mobile force almost to 
perfection, with tank forces supported by flexible 
mechanised infantry, mobile anti-tank guns,       
mobile mortars, mobile artillery and the air 
weapon in close support. The only element that 
the Germans neglected to “mechanised” where 
their logistics support system to these units. 
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This brings us to the most crucial component of 
any mobile force, more specifically the LAV: CSS. 
CSS can make or break a multi-rolled rapid      
moving force! 
 
This crucial, sometimes neglected, element of 
high mobile operations has come back and 
haunted many a great Field Marshal, General or 
Conqueror, just as they stood on the brink of     
victory and in most cases resulted in their total 
disaster or defeat. 
 
One of the classic examples of logistics governing 
the mobile force was the titanic struggle between 
Field Marshal Rommel’s Deutche Afrika Korps and 
the British Eight Army during the so-called ‘gallop  
for the wire’ in the North African Campaign,      
Second World War1. 12 Field Marshall’s Von 
Rundstedt, Leeb and Guderian, during the October 
1941 Russian Offensive, also all fell victim to thi s 
one crucial element of mobile operations. 13 

 
In order to create a rapid deployable multirole 
force one must provided it with an equally rapid 
deployable CCS. When the logistic system lacks 
mobility, the result is that the highly mobile forc e 
outruns its own log lines, which results in the    
deterioration of the sustainability, momentum and 
the initiative of the force. 
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The studies conducted by the US Army after 
World War II into the role of cavalry, revealed tha t 
the mechanised US Army cavalry had to be      
maintained as a multipurpose combat unit. 
 
This concept was put to the test during the       
Vietnam conflict. The US Army employed           
armoured cavalry extensively and effectively in 
Vietnam. US Cavalry units comprised rifle       

companies transported by M113 Armoured       
Personnel Carriers, strengthened by M551       
Sheridan light tanks and supported by 4,2 inch 
Mortar Trucks and M577 armoured administrative         
vehicles. 14  For example, during the Tet Offensive 
in January 1968, the United States employed five   
armoured cavalry battalions against the Viet Cong.  
One officer wrote that their use was ‘an exercise i n  
mobility that is the heart of cavalry operations’.  
As five cavalry squadrons converged on the fight-
ing in the Saigon area, ‘the outcome was never in 
doubt. We knew that our enemy could never 
match our mobility, flexibility, and firepower’. 15 

 
Since Vietnam, US cavalry has evolved and are 
now viewed as a versatile ground–air combat   or-
ganisation. The US Marine Corps Light           Ar-
moured Regiment using the LAV formed the 
spearhead for operations in both the 1991 and 
2003 Gulf Wars. During Operation Iraqi Freedom in 
2003, Task Force Tripoli comprised of units from 
the 1 st, 2nd & 3rd Light Armoured Reconnaissance 
Battalions, 16 which mainly consisted of LAV C2 
Stryker’s, 17 the 1st Marine Division  Jump Head-
quarters and the Forward Direct Air Support     
Centre. This force executed a 150-mile attack     
beyond Baghdad to Tikrit and Bayji. Throughout 
the campaign, Marine light armour conducted a 
full range of traditional cavalry tasks, including 
close combat when operating as part of a com-
bined arms team. For example, before securing 
Tikrit, the Task Force destroyed five Iraqi tanks 
and killed at least 15 Iraqi soldiers on the outski rts 
of the town. 18 
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During the IOT&E of the Striker LAV company by 
Fort Knox in March 2003, the focus was on       
executing four tasks: raids, perimeter defence, 
security operations in stabilised environment and 
re-supply operations. 19 I will only focus on the 
raids and perimeter defence for the purpose of 
this staff paper. 
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For the IOT&E the OPFOR 20 was comprised of      
soldiers and vehicles from the U.S. Army.  
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Two types of raids were conducted which           
included military operations in urban terrain and a  
quick attack against tanks.  For the purpose of 
this staff paper, I will only focus on the quick     
attack against the tanks. 
 
A Stryker company, consisted of three Stryker    
rifle platoons strengthened by Stryker LAV’s and 
Anti Tank Guide Missiles (ATGM), a sniper team 
and dismounted 60 mm mortars supported by 
120 mm and 81 mm mortars, was task to conduct 
a quick attack against OPFOR tanks. 
 
The OPFOR consisted of a tank troop and two  
infantry sections defending a bridge. After contact  
had been made, one OPFOR tank attacked the two 
infantry platoons, assaulting in line abreast, with  
co-axle fire supported by 81mm mortar fire while 
the second tank engaged the Stryker LAV’s      
supporting the assault with its main gun.  
 
The outcome was that the Javelins and ATGMs 
delivered redundant anti-tank fire and this, in its  
turn, freed the Infantry Fighting Vehicles (IFV), 
who was then able to deliver effective fire support  
for the two dismounted infantry platoons launch-
ing their assault on the OPFOR infantry. 21 

 
In conclusion, the mobility and firepower of the 
LAV with its multi weapons stations controlled by 
the section leader on the ground fixed and      
eliminate the enemy before it could redeploy. 22 
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One of the perimeter defence tasks that were to be 
executed was a hasty defence of a flight landing 
strip within three hours. 23 

 
Small engagement areas, ambushes and local 
counter attacks marked the landing strips          
defence. Throughout the defence, the vehicles ca-
pability to pick up and move forces to the       de ci-
sive point at every level, heavy weapons’     letha l-
ity, antitank systems and mortars, along with the 
command and control (C2) and situational aware-
ness provided by the FBCB2, 24 allowing     deci-
sions to be made that enabled them to        operat e 
in large battle spaces and retain the initiative. T he 
enemy’s situation was transparent, as long as 
they retained the flexibility to move within the 
depth of the battle space. 
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The robust 170-man company with all the           
elements of combined arms would be the answer 
to every tactical problem faced by a company 
commander.  The inherent flexibility and manoeu-
vrebility of the Stryker enabled the Stryker       
Company to cover three to four times the battle 
space than a normal rifle company. 25 

 
The commander of a Stryker company is required 
to make more tactical decisive decisions            
independently in a shorter space of time than his 
peers in a standard company. 26 This calls for 
“independent tactically mature” company leaders 
that have the ability to work faster through the 
OODA cycle 27 and who can then execute their      
decisions. 
 
The dismounted 60 mm mortar teams provide   
flexible indirect fire. 28  The 60 mm mortar teams    
according to Captain R. Thornton; ‘can provide 
more of their own security as the mortar combat 
vehicle (MCV)’. 
 
Sniper Teams provided reconnaissance, surveil-
lance and target acquisition. 
 
ATGM were teamed up with sniper and javelin 
teams to conduct anti-tank ambushes and paired 
up with a rifle platoons to form hunter-killer team s. 
Engineers were employed in the role of assault 
pioneers and increased the Stryker Company’s 
mobility and flexibility. In one scenario, during a  
defence, the Engineers was also applied as       
normal infantry, the team was able to execute its 
task but against a loss of almost the whole team. 29 
The FBCB2 reduced radio traffic, increase         
situational awareness on higher and lower levels 
and ensure that FRAGO’s 30 was relayed without 
minimum loss in interpretation. 
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Logistic lines are required to be escorted by at 
least an infantry section and as the line increased , 
the escort force strength increased.  All logistic 
missions were considered as combat missions. 
The mobility and armour protection of logistic   
vehicles must match the Stryker Company’s - pref-
erably on a Stryker platform.   
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The 1960’s saw the rise of the liberation          
movements in Africa and their struggle, backed by 
Russia and Cuba, for independence from their     
colonial masters. During this period, liberation 
movements in South West Africa and later in     
Angola, after the withdrawal of the Portuguese in 
1975, resulted in instability and conflict in the    
region. South Africa was sucked into this conflict 
and the South African Defence Force (SADF) saw 
extensive actions in numerous security and 
counter-insurgency operations. 31 The SADF,        
 
however, urgently needed to replace its post-
Second World War garrison, in order to be able to 
face the modern threat developing across her 
northern borders. 32 
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One of the first projects was to acquire a new    
armoured vehicle. In 1964, South Africa's first Pan -
hard AML-60 and AML-90 armoured cars were pro-
duced on license from France. 33 The Panhard was 
renamed in 1971 to the Eland Armour car with two 
variants namely a 60mm back loading mortar used 
as a command vehicle and a 90 mm low pressure 
gun. 34 The South African Army took over responsi-
bility for counterinsurgency operations in north-
ern South West Africa (SWA) when a revolution in 
Portugal, liberated that country's former colonies 
and brought civil war to Angola and a hostile gov-
ernment to Mozambique. As the      conflict on the 
SWA-Angola border escalated, the South African 
government decided to support the pro-Western 
UNITA. With the launch of Operation Savannah in 
1975, (the invasion of Angola by the SADF), the 
tasks of South African Armoured forces, operating 
the Eland, evolved to become more multi-rolled 
and moved away from traditional security opera-
tions to conventional operations and even cross 
border anti-tank operations. On troop level, the 
Eland troop was also utilized for reconnaissance 
operations in particular in Sector 10, which cov-
ered the Ovamboland Tribal Area. 35 

 
Therefore, the MPLA, backed by the Russians and 
Cubans, deployed modern anti-tank weapons into 
the theatre, which posed a great danger to the 
poorly protected Eland Armoured Car crews. 36 The 
Eland’s employment doctrine was thus revised 

and support infantry was incorporated into the 
generic organisation. 
 
Due to the lack of space in the Eland to accommo-
date an infantry section, an alternative vehicle ha d 
to be introduced. The arms embargo imposed 
upon the country left the South Africans with a 
limited choice as to what vehicle could be used. 
The Panhard M-3 Armoured Personnel carrier was 
an obvious choice, due to the manufacturing     
license. The vehicle was however not mine        
protected, and with a battlefield already infested 
with landmines, 37 this was to cause much concern 
among the South African politicians, who tried to 
keep fatalities to the minimum, in order to ensure 
public support back home for the operations in 
Angola. During the first quarter of 1976, the use o f 
the British build Saracen was also phased out due 
to high maintenance and mobility limitations in the  
African bush. 38 

 
By 1978 South Africans arms industry was up and 
coming 39 and a few projects were in the pipeline, 
which aimed to eliminate the huge landmine     
problem on the battlefield. The result after many 
trials and upgrades was the Buffel APC MPV 
(Armour Personnel Carrier Mine Protected         
Vehicle).   The Buffel APC MPV was incorporated 
into the Eland Squadrons as the choice of APC for 
its support infantry. 
 
The Buffel APC MPV and Eland Squadron           
integrated perfectly due to their similarity in       
mobility and armour protection. Neither of the two 
vehicles was however designed for high intensity 
operations, therefore when the counter-
insurgency operation converted in 1984 into     
conventional operations the Eland Squadrons was 
mainly used for rear area protection tasks. 40 

 
Armour instructors trained the support infantry in 
basic infantry operations. The main function of 
this unit was to protect the armoured cars during 
contact where anti-tank weapons or heavy armed 
infantry in well-prepared positions was encoun-
tered.  A result that flowed from this combined 
forces was that the squadron was very suitable to 
lay quick ambushes. 41 
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Most of these squadrons operated on troop level 
in the operational area, particularly during the      
period, 1977 to 1984. The troop consisted of a 
60 mm Eland, referred to as the Bravo car, the 
90 mm Eland of the Troop Sergeant, referred to 
as the Alpha car while the Charlie 90 mm Eland 
was the troop commander’s vehicle. The Delta 
vehicle was always the support troop section in 
the Buffel. On troop level, the troop was utilized 
to execute night firing plans, the laying of quick     
ambushes and roadblocks. Other functions       
included stopper groups for main attack forces 
and the clearing up of lightly manned and armed 
trenches. In respect of the latter, the Eland were 
utilised for fire belt actions while the support 
troop section executed their attack on foot from 
either the nine o’clock position of the enemy or 
the three o’clock position. Coordination and 
communication between these two groups were      
always excellent, as fire had to be lifted as the 
support troops moved onto the target. 42 

 
Some support troop commanders were also 
trained to execute limited demolition work and 
particularly Plastic Explosives (PE) 4 and Cortex 
were used for light demolition work and             
ambushes. 43 

 
During the establishment of temporary bases, 
the support troops provide the all round defence 
for the night, assisted with permanent radio 
guards and assisted the troop commander in 
establishing the laager area. 44 

 
The reason way a 60 mm Eland was always part 
of this grouping was that during night attacks 
the 60 mm could deliver illumination and it is a 
fierce weapon in the cleaning up of trenches. 
Armour car support troops were also trained in 
the establishment of minefields, again on a      
limited scale. 45 

 
The armour car squadron was a fully indepen-
dent unit. Its own crews conducted repair and 
recovery. Limited medical support was available 
most of the time. Independent tasks were        
governed by the amount of fuel, ammunition, 
water and ration that could be carried per       ve -
hicle. CSS was a limited commodity for these 
armour car units. 46 

 
The era of the Eland Squadron and its support 
infantry, ended with the introduction of the Ratel 
IFV in 1980.  During training exercise Jakkelsdraf 
and Vastrap at Lohatla in June 1980, all armour 
car regiments were retrained to use mechanized 
infantry units in conventional operations. 47 

 
It was the first time that 20 mm Ratels were used 
in conjunction with Eland armour cars.  How-
ever, up to 1984, reconnaissance armour car 
units in particular Sector 10 in Ovamboland used 

its own support troops on Buffels. 48 

 
Employment of the Eland during Operation      
Savannah revealed that the vehicle had a few 
shortcomings that were essential for its survi-
vability. A vehicle was needed that was mine 
protected, that provided better crew protection 
and which would still be mobile after a landmine 
incident. 49 
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In 1988 the 8x8 Rooikat armour car saw the 
light. 50 This was South Africa’s answer to the 
highly  mobile aggressive reconnaissance       
vehicle. The restructuring of the South African 
armed forces, post 1994, resulted in the          a r-
moured car squadrons losing their internal infan-
try support and therefore having to rely on infan-
try attachments from the Infantry battalions. This 
in turn resulted that the Rooikat was applied as a 
Reconnaissance Vehicle and thus predominantly 
tasked to fulfil the role of Direct Fire          S up-
port Base during conventional attacks. 
 
During the 1998 Southern African Developing 
Community’s (SADC) operation in Lesotho, 
namely Operation BOLEAS, a single Rooikat 
Squadron was activated for operational service, 
but the squadron arrived too late in the theatre to  
make its presence felt – the bulk of all the        
armour operations being conducted by the Ratel 
90 Reconnaissance Squadron, from 1 Special 
Service Battalion, during the first 48 hours of 
physical fighting.  The reason for the Rooikat’s 
late arrival was solely due to its late activation by 
the Army high command, and not due to any    
vehicle characteristics; the Rooikat Squadron 
was only activated after physical fighting broke 
out between the forces from South Africa and 
members of the Royal Lesotho Defence Force. 51 
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Due to the current security situation and the      
battlefield  that  has drastically changed over the  
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last ten years - from large heavy armour forma-
tions advancing to light rapid deployable multi-
role forces, modern light armoured forces are now 
expected to be able to react to any immediate    
scenario presented on the battlefield until            
re-enforcements can arrived. 
 
Currently the world tendency is to convert or      
acquire light armour forces that can fulfil this ne w 
demand introduced to the modern battlefield. 
Counties such as the United Kingdom,    Germany, 
Australia, New Zeeland and the USA have all 
learned after the Kosovo conflict that quick       
deployable forces with good tactical and opera-
tional mobility were needed. 52 

 
This multi-rolled force was once part of the South 
African Defence Force in the form of 61 Mecha-
nised Battalion Group (61 Mech Bn Gp).  This 
force was a fully integrated well-balanced mecha-
nised force, consisted of Infantry, Armour, Air    
Defence Artillery, Engineer and Artillery (indirect  
weapon) support and CSS. 53 It was primarily 
tasked as the Army's Immediate Response Unit, 
due to its versatility. 54 This force was a battle-
hardened force with the ability to eliminate any 
possible enemy threat.  Due to the political     
situation that has changed in 1994 and possible 
internal instability, it was decided to disband 61 
Mech Bn Gp and amalgamated it into 8 South         
African Infantry Battalion. 55 
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Because of the resent changes in the world        
political and military situation which now calls fo r 
the quick deployment of armoured forces to any 
critical area on the conventional battlefield where  
the use of guerrilla techniques is not employed 
and nuclear weapons are not deployed;  a lighter, 
mobile, multi-role force is required. 
 
The LAV must be seen as a complete system that 
has the ability to work as an independent          bal-
anced force with its own support systems.  
 
This support system consists of a basic             
armoured platform supported by its own infantry, 
long-range anti-tank destruction, air defence,     
medium indirect fire ability and Combat Service 
Support on the same platform. This will ensure 
identical mobility and protection for all elements 
of the force, which will make it more tactically 
compatible. 
 
In NATO terms such as system or unit as           
described, will be classified as Cavalry.  The two 
key myths’ that LAV’s have inherited is that it is 
only suitable for specialised reconnaissance and 
that it is vulnerable to enemy fire. 
 

US Army have proved that the cavalry tasks       
performed during World War II accounted for only 
3 percent of all tasks. Defence and security       
missions accounted for 58 percent of cavalry     
operations, offensive tasks and special operations 
taking up a further 10 percent and 29 percent     
respectively. These facts concluded that cavalry is  
specifically designed as a robust organisation    
capable of independent multi-role combat tasks. 
 
The independent multi-role combat tasks concept 
was put to the test during the Vietnam conflict, th e 
outcome of which was that the enemy could never 
match the mobility, flexibility, and firepower of t his 
combined well-balanced force. 
 
Since Vietnam, US cavalry has evolved and are 
now viewed as a versatile ground–air combat    
organisation. Task Force Tripoli, which mainly 
consisted of light armour, conducted a full range 
of traditional cavalry tasks, including close       
combat against tanks as part of a combined arms 
team with great success. 
 
Military vehicle’s have an inherited fatal              
vul-nerability due to design characteristics to 
some sort of enemy hostilities. To eliminate      
systems vulnerability, most armies have adopted 
a balanced force concept for executing conven-
tional operations. One of armour’s greatest        
restrictions is it vulnerability to anti-tank syste ms 
operated by a single infanteer.  Armour assaults 
without the support of infantry will result in        
un-necessary losses to armour elements by       
infantry operated anti-tank weapons. 
 
A well balanced mobile force consist of armour 
forces supported by flexible mechanised infantry, 
mobile anti-tank guns, mobile mortars, mobile  
artillery, the air weapon in close support and 
equally rapid deployable combat service support. 
 
In order to create a rapid deployable multi-role 
force one must provided it with an equal rapid  
deployable combat service support.  When the 
logistic system lacks mobility, the result is that 
the highly mobile force outruns its own loglines, 
which results in a deterioration in the sustain-
ability of the force, momentum and the initiative. 
 
An American IOT&E of the Striker LAV company 
consisted of three Stryker rifle platoons     
strengthened by Stryker LAV’s and Anti Tank 
Guided Missiles (ATGM), a sniper team and        
dismounted 60mm mortars supported by 120 mm 
and  81  mm  mortars.  It revealed  that  the  robu st    
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170-man company with all the above-mentioned 
elements would be the answer to every tactical 
problem faced by a company commander on the 
modern battlefield.  The inherent flexibility and 
manoeuvrability of the Stryker enable the vehicle 
to cover three to four times the battle space than a 
standard company will. 
 
The commander of a Stryker company is required 
to make more tactical decisive decisions           
independently in a short space of time. This call 
for “independent tactical mature” company      
leaders that has the ability to work fast through 
the OODA cycle and can execute his decision with 
confidence. In the Southern Africa scenario, the 
modern anti-tank weapons introduced to the        
battlefield posed great danger to a LAV. Lessons 
learned from previous encounters confirmed that 
a LAV could not be deployed without infantry     
support. The support infantry’s primary task was 
to protect the Eland armoured cars during contact 
where anti-tank weapons or heavy armed infantry 
in well-prepared positions was encountered.    
Support infantry was trained in basic infantry and 
assault pioneer operations namely; lying of     
landmines, hasty obstacle crossing, with some 
support troop commanders trained to execute    
limited demolition work. Other functions included 
stopper groups for main attack forces, clearing up 
of lightly manned and armed trenches, establish-
ing temporary bases and provide all round        
defence during the night. 
 
The armour car troop as a well balanced force, 
trained as one, equipped with two anti-tank guns, 
one light mobile mortars and specialized support 
infantry was used as stopper groups for main    
attack forces, clearing up of lightly manned and 
armed trenches and laying quick ambushes. 
The Eland 90 was mainly used as a direct fire    
support base or as close fire support to the         
 
infantry with the light mobile mortar providing   
effective fire in trances and illumination during 
night operations. 
 
The Eland troop was a fully independent unit with 
repair and recovery conducted mainly by its own 
crews. Limited medical support was available 
most of the time. CSS was a limited commodity, 
independent tasks were therefore governed by the 
quantity of fuel, ammunition, water and rations 
that could be carried per vehicle.  
 
Operation SAVANNAH revealed that the Eland as a 
LAV had shortcomings that was essential for sur-
vivable. The Rooikat armour car was              in tro-
duced to satisfy the need for a mine           pro-
tected, that provides better crew protection and 
still is mobile after a landmine incident.     Rooi kat 
was activated for operational service but never 
partake in any conventional fire fight and therefor e 

is not yet battle proven as its counterpart; the 
Eland. 
 
The current employment of the Rooikat is to act as 
a Reconnaissance vehicle and thus predominantly 
tasked to fulfil the role of Direct Fire Support Ba se 
during conventional attacks. 
 
61 Merchandised Battalion Group was once part of 
the South African Defence Force and form a well 
balanced multi-rolled force capable of       over-
coming any challenge it can be faced with on the 
battlefield. Due to the threat that such a powerful  
force can pose under one person’s command to 
internal stability when misused, the precaution-
nary measure was taken to amalgamate the force. 
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History has shown that the LAV is an essential 
element and asset to any past, modern or future 
force on the past, modern or future battlefield 
abroad or in southern Africa during conventional 
operations. 
 
A LAV force trained and structured as one,        
employed with the principle of a well balanced 
force concept, mounted on a light armoured     
platform with a strategic lifting capability, good 
operational and tactical mobility, equipped with 
short to medium range engagement abilities, long 
range anti-tank abilities, medium to heavy mobile 
indirect fire support and specialized infantry    
support as part of the organic structure supported 
will be able to deploy rapidly, face and eliminate 
any threat that the modern battlefield can present.  
With the necessary combat service support, the 
LAV force will be able to sustain its self and the 
battle also maintaining mobility and the initiative . 
 
The value of light armour in conventional           
operations range from rear area protection to  
conventional tank hunting operations, dominating 
the battle space with its superior mobility,        
flexibility and firepower. 
 
South Africa has had practice in this ability but 
political situations have governed the existence of  
such a future force. The South African armed 
forces have identified the need for a small flexibl e 
multi-role force that will be able to deploy rapidl y 
and be able to conduct and sustain any operation, 
irrespective of distance and nature, independently 
until reinforcements can take over. Taking in   
consideration that such a force will be a power to 
be reckoned with, precautionary measures will be 
a requirement by the politicians to prevent this 
force of becoming a rouge army, which can        
endanger the internal stability in South Africa’s 
young democracy. 
 

September 2008 
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putting themselves in harm's way, doing their part 
in this tradition of going to war when our nation's  
politicians call on us to do so.”  
 
The School of Armour is the best unit in the 
SANDF and I challenge anybody to prove me 
wrong.   
 
Nothing of the above-mentioned successes would 
have been possible if everyone at the School did 
not do his or her bit and were not committed.  The 
School of Armour runs like an oiled engine and 
needs only minor adjustments now and then to  

 
 
ensure that we reach our goals.   
 
To our Honorary Colonel, Colonel Frik Jankowitz, 
once again thank you for more than 17 years as 
the Honorary Colonel of the School of Armour. It 
was an honour and a privilege to work with you.   
 
To Tannie Sienie, thank you for all the support   
towards both Colonel Frik and the unit.   
 
To all the unit members, thank you for your       
support during 2009.  This was for sure the high-
light of my military career up to now.   
 
To all the spouses, thank you for your support 
towards your spouses.   
 
I wish you all a Merry Christmas and a prosperous 
2010.�  

�

���������	�
�����������������

����������������� 


���������	
����
��
�
��




 
 DEVELOP YOUR MENTAL 

TOUGHNESS 
 
Learn to be the best you can be. 
Work hard and never quit.  Apply 
persistence, integrity and self-
discipline in all you do.  Avoid idle 
gossip and apply the need to know 
philosophy.  
 
The military court established by the 
SANDF ensures a fair and just      
hearing for those accused of         
offences. If found guilty of an of-
fence, accept your lot and learn from 
your mistake. The IBM founder T.J.       
Watson said, “ The proactive           
approach to a mistake is to            
acknowledge it instantly, correct and 
learn from it. This literally turns a 
failure into a success. But not to    
acknowledge a mistake, not to       
correct it   and learn from it, is a   
mistake of a different order.”   
 
I want all the members of School of 
Armour to maintain and secure our 
equipment at all cost. 
 

 BE A USEFUL MEMBER OF YOUR 
TEAM  

 
To the trainees in particular:  Your 

training will be tough. Expect to be 
taken out of your comfort zone.     
Accept the challenge and mentally 
focus. Your mental strength will 
keep you going even when things 
are getting physically tough. Work 
through adversity; in the long run 
you can achieve great things that 
you ordinarily would not expect to. 
Contribute to School of Armour   
consistently, and to the best of your 
ability. Work in a safe manner to 
avoid undue risk to yourself and 
other members of our Unit.  Maintain 
your personal preparedness at the 
highest level, so you are ready for 
operations at a moment’s notice. 
 

 STRIVE TO LEAD 
 

In time and with knowledge and     
experience, you will earn the oppor-
tunity to lead other people. Have     
respect for the rank system and     
embrace the chain of command.  
Prepare yourself well, your true    
quality are formed over time and     
reflect in your personality, personal 
value, integrity and commitment. 
Build your character, master your 
profession and be prepared to step 
up and lead. 
 

 BE FIRM, BE FAIR AND BE          
CONSISTENT 

 
Match your words with your deeds. 
When delivering rewards or correc-
ting faults, ensure your decision are 
ethical and well thought through. 
Treat your trainees with respect and 
dignity, and without prejudice.  

Know the difference between tough 
training and bullying. Do not tolerate 
bullying. If your leadership style is 
consistent, your trainees will know 
where they stand; will respect and 
anticipate your expectation of them, 
and will understand that you value 
them as individual and as team 
members.  
 

 CONCLUSION 
 
Know the difference between tough 
training and bullying. Tough training  
replicate physical, emotional and 
mental stresses of contemporary   
operating environment. Bullying is 
harmful, intimidating, humiliating or 
embarrassing behaviour aimed at 
making a person or persons mise-
rable, demoralized and lacking in 
self-confidence. 
 
The oath to serve our country of 
birth, the Republic of South Africa as 
a soldier did not include a contract 
for the normal luxuries and comfort 
enjoy within our society.  On the 
contrary it implied hardship; loyalty 
and devotion to duty, regardless of 
rank. 
 
As servicemen and women in School 
of Armour, we will continue to hold 
our reunions, we will remember and 
honour our fallen, and we will wel-
come new faces and succeeding 
new generations who will serve as 
many of you have served. 
 
Thank you, members of the School 
of Armour. �  
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 Lt W.Ntagara and P.Kanamugire from the Rwandese Defence Force (RDF) 
 

 

S outh Africa, the southernmost country in Africa, a land of high interior plateaus and fertile coastal 
plains separated by high mountain ranges. A country  ranging from arid deserts in the East, to grassy 

plains on the Central plateau and thick forests in the West blessed with amazing mineral wealth. 
 
Rwanda situated in Central Africa with a thousand e vergreen hills and sharp snow-covered volcanic 
peaks, home to half of the remaining population of about 650 mountain gorillas living in the Virunga 
Mountains of Northern Rwanda. 
 
Even though our two countries are situated in Afric a, we are geographically separated.  However, due t o 
good political and military cooperation between our  two countries members of the Rwandese Defence 
Force (RDF) can attend courses presented by the Sou th African Defence Force (SANDF) amongst others 
the Squadron Second in Command Course. 
 
The theoretical Module “A” of the squadron second i n command course of 2009 started on 23 rd June and 
ended on 24 th July 2009. The two international students from Rwa nda and six SANDF students attended 
it. This module covered the standard theory part co ntaining the required knowledge, skills and attitud e 
needed to professionally perform the roles, duties and responsibilities of a Squadron 2IC. Due to the 
many assignments, formatives, summatives and perfor mance assessments we have learned the lesson 
of proper time management as the key factor of succ ess. 
 
The practical module “B” started on 29 th Sept 2009 and finished on 13 th Nov 2009. Now it was the time to 
practice what we have learned during module “A”. It  also gave us the opportunity to exercise command 
over the personnel and equipment from the different  formations or units that took part in the military  
combat operations in the field.   
 
Briefly: the course contents presented to SQN 2IC w ere very informative and useful to us from the Rwan -
dese Defence Force, which is in a process of buildi ng military professionalism. We, as Rwandese office rs 
have greatly appreciated your endless efforts, hosp itality and good spirit always willing and availabl e to 
assist whenever needed. Keep it up. �  

S everal members of the School of Armour excelled 
at this year’s Warrant Officer of the Army         

Competition held at the SA Army Gymnasium in     
Heidelberg from 18—20 August 2009.  As in the past 
four years, the SA Army Armour Formation took again  
the coveted Grand Prix Trophy as the overall winner  
of the competition.  The backbone of the Armour 
team, existed of members of the School.  Three    
members won their respective competitions:  S Sgt 
Renier Els; Cpl Dirk de Bus and L Cpl Victor Fillis 
were announced as the best soldiers in the SA Army 
in their respective rank groups.  L Cpl Fillis was a lso 
the best overall shottist.   
 
The Warrant Officer of the Army Competition is held 
annually to ensure that the discipline of the Army re-
mains on a high standard.  The competition is divid ed 
into two categories:  An individual category consis t-
ing of Musketry; Drill; Fitness; Neatness; Theory and  
Map Reading and a Pace Stick competition for teams. 
 
Warrant Officer Class 1 Paulus Peschel, the team 
manager, together with Warrant Officer Class 1 Eben 
Helm, the other coach, were overjoyed. �  

Fltr:  Cpl Dirk de Bus; L Cpl Victor Fillis; Brig Gen 
Chris Gildenhuys, General Officer Commanding     

SA Army Armour Formation and S Sgt Renier Els. 

Non-Commissioned Officers shows the steel that they  are 
made of at Warrant Officer of the Army Competition 2009 
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The Support Wing  
 

by Lt T.H. Ndzala 
 

A t the Support Wing, we are a professional structure  with highly skilled personnel, commit-
ted to render effective and efficient internal and external client services with satisfaction 

through services of excellence. We continue to prov ide effective, efficient and economical    
support to School of Armour  maintaining high standards to total quality in serv ice delivery. 
 
We are more than half-way through to the end of the  year. Since the beginning of this year, School of     
Armour has been honoured to be visited by internati onal and national high ranked guests.  To be precis e, 
we had visitors from: Egypt; US Army; Argentinean C  Army; GOC SA Army; JCSD Learners; ‘Jongboer’ 
Association and various schools. 

 
Have you ever wondered who is behind the whole succ ess?  SUPPORT PERSONNEL!  From transporting 
to catering for all these visitors, we ensure that first 
rate hospitality is provided with excellence and         
professionalism.  Support Wing had prepared and     
catered for our visitors from snacks, drinks, accom -
modation, and food to ‘A’ class hospitality.  Hence , 
we can proudly say all visitors were warmly             
welcomed to our environment.  We gladly accept all 
their warm compliments.  
 
We are looking forward to future visits and any        
functions and we would grab the opportunity with 
both hands. Now we can say “For every successful 
achievement”, there is a committed Support Wing     
behind it.  
 
The Support Wing Commander, Lt Col J.P. Yzelle, 
would like to use this opportunity to give hearty 
thanks to all Support Wing personnel and to encou-
rage each and every member to keep up this high 
standard of   performance and even to improve on it . 
In Support Wing we deserve a credit in all aspects;  
this wing can not exist without personnel of your c alibre. � ��

Oom Jerry has set a good example of one of  
Support Wing service delivery during  

the Military Security conference . 
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��� �� ���art and parcel of the 
Squadron Commanders 

and Squadron Sergeant Majors 
course is an exercise at Spring-
fontein in the southern Free 
State where learners can put 
into practise some of their hard 
won skills obtained during the 
theoretical phase of their 
respective courses - 
Module A.  
 
The week in Springfon-
tein was however not 
only work, work , work. 
Other aspects of the mili-
tary environment were 
also investigated such as 
the strategic    infrastruc-
ture of the area by visit-
ing the Gariep Dam. This 
educational visit also in-
cluded a guided tour into 
the dam wall. 
Instructors of the Offi-

cer’s Branch also indulged in 
their love of military history by 
spending a late afternoon       
visiting the Anglo Boer War 
Cemetery located on the       out-
skirts of Springfontein.  Unfortu-
nately many of the graves have 
been vandalised and the branch 

has thus decided to     incorpo-
rate a repair program into their 
proposed visit to Springfontein 
in 2010. 
 
Below are some of the learners 
busy with map-reading. �  
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by Major JP Scherman,  

Commander Officers Training Branch 
 
The annual Exercise DIBETSA held at the South      
African Army Combat Training Centre again took 
place this year over the period 30 October to 
06 November 2009. This exercise provides learners 
of the Advanced Training Wing the opportunity        
to practice first hand what they have learnt during  
their respective courses held during the year.         
The exercise involves learners from the following 
courses namely Squadron Commanders and     
Squadron Second in Commands of the Officers 
Training Branch and Squadron Sergeant Majors and 
Squadron Quarter-Master Sergeants of the Non-

Commissioned Officers Branch.  
 
This year’s exercise was brilliantly supported by 
A Squadron from 1 South African Tank Regiment 
(Olifant Mk 2 MBT), B Squadron from 1 Special      
Service Battalion (Rooikat Mk1D AFV), A Company 
Headquarters from 1 SA Infantry Battalion (Ratel 
12,7 mm and 60 mm IFV), along with three reserve 
force mechanised infantry platoons, 1 st Platoon from 
Northern Transvaal Battalion, 2 nd Platoon Regiment 
from Western Province and 3 rd Platoon from           
Witwatersrand Rifles (Ratel 20 mm and 60 mm).   In-
direct fire support for the exercise was provided b y 
Papa Battery (120 mm Mortar), Romeo Battery (G5 
155 mm) and Sierra Battery (G6 155 mm), all from 
4 Artillery Regiment and by a 81 mm Mortar Fire 
Group (Ratel 81mm) provided by 1 SA Infantry        
Battalion. 
 
Below  is a photo from the exercise. �  
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�� he annual Bloemfontein  
Military Sports Club (BMSC) 

Awards Ceremony took place 
on the evening of 15 October 
2009 at the School of Armour, 
and several sportsmen and 
women of the School of Armour 
were awarded for their Sport 
achievements!  
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Major Jan Wahl was awarded 
for his appointment by the 
South African Sport and Olym-
pic Committee (SASCO) as the 
National Coach and Team     
Manager for the SA Swimming 
Team for the Physical Disabled. 
He was also elected as the best 
sport convener in South Africa 
for the Sport of the Physical 
Disabled, the highest award    
received by any person ever in 
the Sport for the Physical     Dis-
abled.  
 
 

WO 1 André Cloete, was 
awarded for his achievements 
in angling.  He was also respon-
sible for all the conservation   
aspects of angling in the Free 
State and forwards all the Free 
State results to the National 
Conservat ion Off ic ial  of         

Angling.  He is a board member 
of the Free State Angling for the 
past 15 years and organises 
and controls all club activities 
for Angling in the Free State.  
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Lt Col Johan Veldman was 
awarded for his exceptional and 
very effective management of 
sport in the unit.  Under his 
competent management and 
leadership the sportsmen and 
women of the School of Armour 
excelled in sport during 2009. 
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WO 2 Chanel van Zyl was 
awarded for her achievements 
in tennis as she was selected 
for the Free State Veterans 
Team that participated in the   
Inter-Provincial Championships 
in Kimberley. They won the 
championships. She also       
participated in the city league 
for the Mundene Tennis Club.  
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WO 1 Andre Cloete was       
awarded for his achievements 
in Angling. He was selected for 
the Free State Masters Team 
who participated in the 2009    
Inter Provincial Championships 
and was won a silver medal. 
Furthermore he is also on the 
Free State Angling Committee 
as the Free State Conservation 
Official and has been a Official 
for the past 15 years.  
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The School of Armour was      
selected as the BMSC Sport 
Unit of the Year based on its 
achievements in the BMSC    
Athletic Championships, the 
BMSC Sport Day and the BMSC 
Inter Unit League Competition. 
 
What a achievement for the 
School to win this award taking 
into consideration the total 
amount of sportsmen and 
women versus the other partici-
pating units within the BMSC. 
This was only made possible 
due to the commitment and 
dedication of all the sportsmen 
and women of the School and 
with special reference to all Unit 
Sport Code Chairpersons!  
 
Well done! �   
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by Lt Col Johan Veldman,  

Acting Second-in-Command and Sports Officer 
 

The Bloemfontein Military Sports Club (BMSC) 
Annual Track & Field Championships took 
place on 11 March 2009 at the Free State        
Stadium. The committed athletes of the School 
of Armour took part in the event giving it their 
best and fought it out for honours.  Once again, 
the highlight of the School was the achieve-
ments of our Women’s team with the following 
top achievers: 
 

· Capt J.C. Bekker achieved two first 
places in the Javelin and Discus events 
respectively for Snr Women. 

· Capt H. Dalton achieved a first place in 
the Shot-put, a second place in the       
Discuss and a third place in the Javelin 
for Snr Women. 

· Capt C. Graaff achieved a first place in 
the Triple Jump for Snr Women. 

· Lt A. Forbes achieved a first place in the 
High Jump and a second place in the 
Long Jump events for Snr Women. 

· WO 2 C.C. van Zyl achieved a first place 
in the 200 m Master Women event. 

· S Sgt N. Geldenhuys achieved a third 
place in the 5 000 m for Snr Women. 

· S Sgt N. Jonck achieved a third place in 
the Discuss event for Snr Women. 

· S Sgt S. Pieters achieved a first in the 
5000 m and third in the 1500 m events for 
Snr Women.   

· Sgt E. Brand achieved two first places in 
the 200 m and 400 m events for Snr 
Women. 
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During the annual SANDF Sport Merit Awards 
held in Thaba Tshwane on 26 February 2009, 
the following members of the School of Armour 
received special awards: 
 

· Maj J. J. Wahl was awarded the Best     
Administrator Award for SANDF        
Swimming. 

· Capt G.S. Jacobs received the award for 
the SANDF Badminton player that 
showed the most progress. 

· Cpl I.M. Moeti was awarded with the Best 
Achiever Award for SANDF Volleyball. �  
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 Compiled by WO 1 J.H. de Bruin 

 

�� or the first time in many years, the SANDF held 
angling trails to select a SANDF team to compete 

against other teams such as the SA Police Services,  
the Correctional Services and SA Freshwater Bank 
Angling Federation (SAFBAF) National teams. 
 
The trails were held at the Rietspruit Dam near Ven -
tersdorp from 20 July - 24 July 2009. 39 members 
from the various Military Sports Clubs across the 
country competed in the SANDF angling trails for a 
place in the SANDF team, seven of them from the 
Bloemfontein Military Sports Club. 
 
WO 1 J.H. de Bruin obtained the 1 st position during 
the trails and was selected for the SANDF team.  Tw o 
members of Bloemfontein Military Sports Club were 
selected for the SANDF angling team.  They are Capt  
G. Boshoff from 1 Special Service Battalion and 
WO 1 J.H. de Bruin from the School of Armour. 
 
The members selected for the SANDF team com-
peted in the National Security Cluster Games also 
held at the Rietspruit Dam from 24 August until 
28 August.  The SANDF Angling team obtained the 
1st position during the Security Cluster Games. 
 
The South African Freshwater Bank Angling Federa-
tion (SAFBAF) invited the SA Forces consisting out 
of the SA National Defence Force, SA Police Service s 
and the Correctional Services to compete against 
two teams from the South African Freshwater Bank 
Angling Federation (SAFBAF) at Bloemhof dam over 
the period 7 – 12 September 2009.  Each team con-
sisted out of 12 anglers, a team captain, a team    
manager and a reserve. 
 
The teams that competed were: 
SAFBAF Seniors B, SAFBAF Mas-
ters B, SANDF and the SAPS 
teams.  The Competition was    
conducted and presented profes-
sionally by the Angling Officials of 
the tournament. Good sportsman-
ship was observed during the 
whole of the tournament.  The tournament was     
concluded with a prizegiving function at the WHY 
NOT Restaurant in Bloemhof. 
 
The results of the tournament were as follows: 

 
· 1st Position—SAFBAF Seniors B—Gold medal 
· 2nd Position—SAPS— Silver medal 
· 3rd Position—SANDF—Bronze medal 
· 4th Position—SAFBAF Masters B �   


