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1. INTRODUCTION

The Department of Land Affairs (DLA) is in the process of formulating a National Land
Reform Implementation Strategy. Such a strategy is nceded in order to accelerate and
decentralize delivery systems, better integrate and harmonize the existing land reform
programmes with other government and private sector initiatives and progressively empower
communities with a goal of redistributing 30 percent of the agricultural land by 2015, creating
a more equitable and sustainable land dispensation.

The South African land reform policy rests on three pillars, i.e. restitution, tenure reform and
redistribution. These pillars are implemented through various systems and grants, and cater
for different projects and products. However, until now DLA’s land reform database was
captured in such way that it has been difficult to derive either aggregate or provincially
comparable summary statistics, and this for two principal reasons: first, because each
province had classified projects in more or less its own way; and second, because of a high
incidence of missing data,

The objective of this study is to assist DLA’s Directorate Land Reform Systems and Support
Services in establishing a database containing basic time series statistics on delivery and unit
costs of land reform programmes. Therefore, it is a necessity to unpack the land reform
database and homogenise the classification of land reform activities.

This report summarises the main delivery trends, unit costs, etc. calculated through the study.
The report largely consists of tables, which alternatively can be accessed though the
accompanying electronic database in MS Access.

The organisation of this report is as follows. Part 2 of the report sets out the methodology of
the exercise, and includes definitions of useful abbreviations. Part 3 contains summary
statistics regarding land reform delivery in general and by types of programmes, grants,
project, and product. Part 4 reports calculated unit costs. And finally Annexures A through H

_ provide much of the same information as presented in Parts 3 and 4, but disaggregated by

provinces,



2. METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY
2.1 Data collection and cleaning

The data captured into the database arrived in different formats from various sources across
the country. Some data were in MS Excel and had to be imported into MS Access. Some of
the data were in M3 Word, which was exported to MS Excel first and then imported into MS
Access. MS Access was thereafter used to consolidate the data at project level into a single
database. Variables captured in this database are as follows: Project ID, Province Name,
Project Name, Land Reform Programme Type, Project Type, Grant Type, Product Type,
Approval Year, Number of Hectares, Number of Household Beneficiaries and Number of
Individual Beneficiaries.

Much of the work in assembling the database consisted of homogenising from across the
varied ways in which land reform activities have been categorised in different provinces and
at different times. For example, in some provinces ESTA, LTA, SLDA and Willing-
Seller/Willing-Buyer projects are all funded using SLAG and as a result were all categorised
as ‘SLAG’ projects, while in other provinces a distinction was drawn between the funding
mechanism and the project type as such. (Refer to definitions of codes and acronyms at
beginning of document.) It should also be noted that some of the SLDA projects belong to
restitution programme, but due to the fact that the DLA data on restitution do not classify the
history of claim projects, they are elsewhere categorized as RLRA project types,

Due to the fact that DLA data on land reform was inaccurately recorded and/or captured in
terms of categories, MS Access tools were used to fill in the missing categories using key
words. In the case of the redistribution and tenure programmes, most of the project names
ended with ‘commonage,’ ‘state land,’ etc., and these terms were used to categorise such
projects. In the case of the restitution programme, the data contain the information on land
cost, financial compensation, settlement planning grant (SPG), etc. per project, forming the
basis for classifying such projects as restitution projects. For example, if the financial
compensation variable for a project is greater than zero, whereas land cost and SPG are zero,
the project was classified as a financial compensation project. On the other hand, if the land
cost and SPG are both greater than zero while financial compensation is zero, then the project
was classified as a settlement project. Financial compensation and settlement projects are
those with which their financial compensation, land cost and SPG were greater than zero,
Those that were impossible to be classified using the above procedures were categorized as
“UNKNOWN™,

2.2 Data analysis

Detlivery is measured in terms of how many land reform projects have been approved and
implemented on an annual basis per programme type, per grant type, per project type and per
product type. In addition to the number of projects delivered annually, the analysis indicates
how many hectares of land have been delivered as well as how many people (households
and/or individuals) have benefited from such projects. Most of the restitution programme data
provided both the households and individuals beneficiaries per project, which was used to
estimate the weighted average number individuals per household and the ratio of 1 househoid
to 5 persons or individuals was found. This ratio was then applied when estimating the
nmumber of beneficiary houscholds per project where only data on individual beneficiaries had



been provided, and vice versa for estimating the number of individual beneficiaries where
only the number of beneficiary households had been provided. However, for projects using an
LRAD grant this was not the case, because typically the number of people indicated is not all
household members, but adults who had accessed grants. The ratio of three grants to one
household was therefore used, based on research conducted in different parts of the country

encompassing LRAD.

2.3 Missing data

The DLA and the service provider made every attempt to acquire data that were missing. At
the end of the data, the extent of missing data was successfully minimised to the extent that at
aggregate level, the share of missings is moderate. Tables 2-1 through 2-4 below show for
example that for key indicators such as product type, hectares, land costs and beneficiaries,
the extent of missings was not greater than 18%. However, these same tables also reveal that
for particular provinces the extent of missing information is serious to severe. For example,
for 40% or more of projects in Limpopo and Mpumalanga, product type could not be
discerned. Similarly, for 46% of projects in the Free State, the land cost is missing. Thus
while aggregate calculations must be regarded as reasonable robust, certain province-specific
results must be interpreted with caution depending on the particular parameter in question.

‘Fable 2-1: Number of projects with missing product types

EC

FS 23%
GP 3%
KZN 20%
LP 43%
M 118 40%
NC 1 1%
NW 24 15%
wC 5 2%
TOTAL 382 16%

Table 2-2: Number of projects with missing hectares
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Table 2-3: Number of projects with missing land cost

:}%{r'ﬁ.\ﬂ‘ i ff‘n £ :* »?ﬂfm, f:‘t.@
EC 3%
FS 46%
GP 27%
KZN 6%
LP 21%
MP 14%
NC 3%
NwW 19%
wC 64 20%
TOTAL 438 18%

Table 2-4: Number of projects with missing beneficiaries
EC 21 5%
F5 111 27%
GP 4 2%
KZN 52 15%
LP 4 3%
MP 18 6%
NC 54 32%
NW 18 10%
WC 11 3%
TOTAL 2N 12%
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3. LAND REFORM DELIVERY

This section provides the delivery information of land reform at various levels, i.e, aggregate
land reform level, programme-type level, grant-type level, project-type level and product-type
level. Analysis focuses on delivery in terms of the number of projects, hectares and
beneficiaries at each level as well as their percentage shares to the total national land reform
delivery.

3.1 Aggregate land reform delivery

Nationally from 1994 to 2004, land reform delivered a total of 2 433 projects covering about
2.2 million hectares. About 225 000 households, which translates to about 1,1 million people,
have benefited from this process during the same period. Table 3-1 and Figure 3-1 show the
provincial break-down delivery and shares at the aggregate level. Annexure A provides
detailed information on aggregate annual delivery at both national and provincial levels,

Table 3-1; National and provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level

EC 421 17.3] 226,696 10.2 48934| N7 204,200 189
F5 413 17.J0| 188,508| 85 7,213 3.2 37,710 3.5
GP ' 166 6.8 12,986) 06 22,040 9.8 71,559 6.6
KZN 358 14.7] 384,088 17.3 34,292] 15.2 183,648 17.0
LF 135 55| 173032 78 20,504 9.1 121,290 11.2
MP 293 12.0] 248,060| 11.2 38,792 17.2 202,549, 1838
NC 170 7.0f 785492| 353 12,651 5.6 58,385 5.4
NW 162 6.7) 149287, 6.7 23,281] 10.3 119.718] 114
WcC 315 12.9 56,410) 26 17,592 7.8 81,167 7.5
Total 2433] 100.0] 2,224541| 100.0) 225310| 100.0| 1,080,226 100.0

| E 25% 4

Figure 3-1: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total national land reform
delivery at the aggregate level: 1990 - 2004
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3.2 Programme-type level delivery

There are three programmes of land reform in South Africa, as shown in Table 3-2. From this
table, one can see that the land redistribution programme has delivered more projects (about
70%) and hectares (about 58%) during the period 1994 to 2004 than the other programmes,
However, land restitution programme has benefited more household (about 66%) and people
(about 72%) than the land redistribution and the land tenure programmes. Figure 3-2 shows
the shares of provincial land reform delivery to the national land reform delivery at the
programme level. Figure 3-3 shows the shares of provincial land reform delivery to the total
provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level. Annexure B provides detailed
information on annual delivery per programme at both national and provincial levels,

‘Table 3-2: Programme-type delivery as shares of total national land reform delivery

LRP 1705|  701) 1.281.667| 57.6] 66417] 20.5| 255485| 237

LRTP 523 21.5| 855483 38.5| 148,200 65.8] 777944]) 720
LTP 205 2.4 87,391 39 10,694 4.7 48,797 4.3
TOTAL 2433 100.0) 2224541 1000| 225310 100.0] 1,080,226 100.0

Figure 3-2: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total national land reform
delivery at the programme-type level: 1990 — 2004

60%




Figure 3-3: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total provincial land reform
delivery at the programme-type level: 1990 — 2004
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3.3 Grant-type level delivery

Land reform in South Africa is implemented using four types of grants, as shown in Table 3-
3. From 1994 to 2004, about 39% of land transferred was financed by the restitution
discretionary grant, which benefited about 67% of houscholds or about 72% of people
nationally. However, LRAD delivered more projects than the other grants, about 44%. Figurc
3-4 shows the shares of provincial land reform delivery to the national land reform delivery at
the grant-type level, Figure 5 shows the shares of provincial land reform delivery to the total
provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level. Annexure C provides detailed
information on annual delivery per grant-type at both national and provincial levels,

Tabie 3-3: Grant-type delivery as shares of total national land reform delivery

COMG 124 | 51| 487318 21.9 3075| 141 15374| 1.4

LRAD 1,063 | 437 407245 183 10,412 4.7 39,660 3.6
RDG 523 | 21.5| 855483 | 385 148200 | 665 | 777944 716
SLAG 723 287 | 474485 | 213 61312 | 275 | 254150 | 234

TOTAL 2,433 1100.0 | 2,224,541 | 100.0 222,999 [ 100.0 | 1,087,128 { 100.0




- Figure 3-4: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total national land reform
delivery at the grant-type level; 1990 — 2004
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i Figure 3-5: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of totsl provincial land reform
delivery at the grant-type level: 1990 — 2004
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3.4 Project-type level delivery

There are five types of land reform projects in South Africa, as shown in Table 3-4. The
highest share of land and projects were delivered through the willing-seller/willing-buyer
approach, about 57% and 70% respectively of the national total. However, the RLRA projects
_have benefited the highest share of households and people, about 66% and 72% respectively,
Figure 3-6 shows the shares of provincial land reform delivery to the national land reform
delivery at the project-type level. Figure 3-7 shows the shares of provincial land reform
delivery to the total provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level. Annexure D
provides detailed information on annual delivery per project-type at both national and

provincial levels.

Table 3-4: Project-type delivery as shares of total national land reform delivery

16

o e

2,410

0.1%

0.1%

0.1%

 [ESTA 0.7 319 1,506
L TA 168 6.9% 83,001 3.7% 5,997 2.5% 23,675 2.2%
RLRA 523 21.5% 855,483 38.5% 148,200 65.8% 777,944 72.0%
SLDA 16 0.7% 21,879 1.0% 2117 0.8% 8,323 0.8%
WS-WB 17101 70.3%| 1,261,768 56.7% 69,117 30.7% 268,788 24.9%
TOTAL 2,433 100.0%;  2,224,541{100.0%  225,310{100.0%| 1,080,226(100.0%,

Figure 3-6: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total national land reform

delivery at the project-type level: 1990 — 2004
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Figure 3-7: Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total provincial land reform
delivery at the project-type level: 1990 — 2004
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3.5 Product-type level delivery

There are nine types of land reform products in South Africa, as shown in Table 3-5
Although production products account for the largest share of projects (47%), settlement
accounts for the largest share of land delivered (42%), beneficiary households (54%), and
beneficiary individuals (58%). About 16% of the projects were not classified, which covers
12% of hectares, 13% of households and 12% of peopie. Figures 3-8(a) and 3-8(b) show the
shares of provincial land reform delivery to the national land reform delivery at the product-
type level. Figures 3-9(a) and 3-9(b) shows the shares of provincial land reform delivery to
the total provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level. Annexure E provides
detailed information on annual delivery per product-type at both national and provincial
levels.

Table 3-5: Product-type delivery as shares of total national land reform delivery

- |COMM 120] 4.9| 482,400| 21.7 3,115| 1.4] 15414| 1.4
EQS 28| 1.2 B288| 04 3,218 14| 13629) 1.3
FINCOMP 278 114 - 0.0 40,024| 17.8) 182,485 16.9
FINCOMPSETL 9] 04 2,020) 01 2612 12| 15023| 14
FSN 71 29| 12193| 0.5 1,919 09 6,333 08
PROD 1,140] 46.91 483,126 22.2 20462 91| 73,3681 68
SETL 382 15.7| 042,849) 424 121,027| 53.7) 625912 57.9
SETLPROD 22 09| 16250 07 3248 14| 155608 14
UNKNOWN 382| 15.7] 266,715| 12.0 22,6871 13.2] 132,483| 12.3
TOTAL 2.4331100.012,224 5411000 225,310(100.0]1,080,226[100.0




Figure 3-8(a): Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total national land reform

delivery at the product-type level: 1990 — 2004
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Figure 3-8(b):; Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total national land reform

delivery at the product-type level: 1990 — 2004
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e Figure 3-9(a): Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total provincial land reform
' delivery at the product-type level: 1990 - 2004
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| - Figure 3-9%(b): Provincial land reform delivery as shares of total provincial land reform
delivery at the product-type level: 1990 — 2004
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4, UNIT COSTS OF LAND REFORM

This section provides the land reform prices per hectare using the land costs, which are then
compared to the land market prices per hectare. Furthermore, it provides the direct (grant
costs) and indirect unit costs of land reform per project, per hectare and per beneficiary using
the land reform expenditures. Annexure F provides detailed information on annval direct and
indirect costs of land reform at both national and provincial levels.

4.1 Land reform and land market prices per hectare

Figure 3-10 shows the annual averages of land prices per hectares of land reform and land
market at the national level. Before 1997, the average prices per hectare of land reform were
volatile and were above the land market prices per hectare, From 1997 to 2000, the land
reform prices per hectare gained stability and were below the land market prices, with the
exception of the land tenure programme prices before 1999. From 2000 onwards, the average
prices per hectare for the land redistribution and land tenure programmes were below the land

‘market prices. However, it appears that the aggregate land reform prices were higher than

those of the land redistribution, land tenure and land market. This might be attributed to the
fact the land restitution prices were significantly higher compared to those of the other
programmes and therefore pushed the aggregate average 1o be higher than the disaggregated
averages for certain programmes. Annexure G provides detailed information on annual land
market and land reform prices per hectare at both national and provincial levels.

Figure 4-1: National averages of land prices per hectare in rands
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F-9

Costs (Rands)

4.2 Direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

The annual national direct and indirect costs of land reform per project, per hectare, per

" household and per person are respectively shown in Figures 4-1, 4-2, 4-3 and 4-4, In all cases,

as expected, the direct unit costs of the land reform were above the indirect unit costs.
However, the restitution programne direct costs per hectare and per project were significantly
higher that those of the redistribution programme. But the redistribution programme direct
costs per household and per person were significantly higher than those of the restitution
programme. Annexure H provides detailed information on annual direct and indirect costs of
land reform per project, per hectare and per beneficiary at both national and provincial levels.

Figure 4-2: Annual land reform costs per project at the national level
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Figure 4-3: Annual land reform costs per hectare at the national level
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Figure 4-4: Annual land reform costs per household at the national level
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Figure 4-5: Annual land reform costs per person at the national level
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5. CONCLUSION

The objective of the study was to provide a descriptive analysis of delivery and unit costs of
land reform in South Africa from 1994 to 2004, The study used the secondary data compiled
by the Directorate: Monitoring and Evaluation of the Department of Land Affairs. The
database was developed using Microsoft Access software. The original data had missing
information and was classified in a variety of different ways, Therefore projects were re-
classified, e.g. into programme types, project types, grant types and product types. The land
reform delivery analysis was based on these categories by looking at the numbers and shares
of projects, hectares, households and people per category.

Given the missing information of grants and land costs at project level, the unit costs analysis
was only performed at the programme level. In the light of this problem, the DLA’s annual
land reform expenditures were used to calculate the direct and indirect unit costs of land
reform programmes. In addition, the land costs were used to estimate the average land reform
prices per hectare by excluding those projects with missing information on land costs and
hectares and were then compared to the land market prices per hectare obtained from the Land
Price Database developed by the Human Sciences Research Council on behalf of the
Directorate; Monitoring and Evaluation of the Department of Land Affairs.

The results indicate that, nationally from 1994 to 2004, land reform delivered a total of 2 433
projects covering about 2.2 million hectares with about 225 000 households bcncfitmg, which
translates to almost 1.1 million people. The results also indicate that from the late 1990s, the
average prices per hectare for the land redistribution and land tenure programmes were below
land market prices. But the aggregate land reform prices were higher than those of the land
redistribution, land tenure and land market. The land restitution prices were significantly
higher compared to those of the other programmes and the land market from 2000, which is
why the aggregate averages were higher then the disaggregated averages for certain
programmes and relative to the land market. The results also indicate that the direct unit costs
of land reform are above the indirect unit costs. The restitution programme direct costs per
hectare and per project are significantly higher than those of the redistribution programme,
whereas the redistribution programme direct costs per household and per person are
significantly higher than those of the restitution programme

Given the problem of missing data, it is difficult to conclude and generalize about the land
reform delivery and costs. However, these results provide a picture as to how the delivery and
unit costs of land reform might look like. Therefore, it is recommended that the DLA should
invest more resources in ensuring that the gaps on the database are filled and also to ensure
the correctness of the data.
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ANNEXURE A: LAND REFORM DELIVERY AT THE AGGREGATE LEVEL

A.]l National land reform delivery at the aggregate level

E  iotaan PRases
0.1 . 111 0.0 565 0.1
0.2 83,738 3.8 915 0.4 4,739 0.4
1.1 38,087 1.7 5123 2.3 23,095 2.1
1987 571 2.3| 136,158 6.1 9197 4.1 43,353 4.0
1968 130 531 163,954| 7.4 8584 3.8 43,7161 4.0
1959 209 86| 223,751 101 10,646 4.7 54,701 5.1
2000 161 6.6| 183,437| 8.2 23,1130 103 127.904| 11.8
2001 242 9.9( 242,036| 109 41,031 18.2| 201,330| 18.6
2002 539) 22.2| 431,920( 194 31,423 13.8| 147,899 13.7
12003 6554| 22.8] 367,325| 165 29,726| 17.6] 174,714| 16.2
2004 508 20.9| 347,978 15.6 55,443 24.8| 258,220] 23.9
TOTAL| 2.433(100.0{2,224,541]100.0 225,310{100.0!1,080,226]100.0

A2 Eastern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level

EC

5

451

09|

1,718

: 5210 2.3 ]

EC 5 1.2 4709 2.1 2057 42) 10,315] 5.1
EC 1998 121 29 9,443 4.2 332 0.7 1662 048
EC 1999 19 45| 13,840 6.1 2288 4.7 11,498 5.6
EC 2000 221 52| 21479] 95 5409] 11.1] 28.841| 141
EC 2001 241 57| 14727] 6.5 11,836 242 56417| 276
EC 2002 9); 2.4 50,2100 221 6,038 12.3) 30,280 14.8
EC 2003 114} 2711 44,266| 19.5 5,388 11.0] 22425 11.0
EC 2004 130] 30.8] 628121 277 15,126| 30.9] 41,036 201
TOTAL 4211100.0| 226,6961100.0 48,934 1100.0(204,200!100.0
A.3 Free State provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level

|F§ 1996 6 15 6672] 35 60| 0.8 300 08
FS 1997 16| 3.8] 17.198] 91 1,063 14.7 5,315| 141
FS 1998 57 12.8] 34,0991 181 1,033 14.3 4,627 12.3
Fs 1999 42] 10.2| 22588[ 120 816 1.3 4,080 10.8
FS 2000 21 05 1,628 09 7821 10.8 3,910 104
F& 2001 6] 156 1,076 06 381 53 2,451 6.5
FS5 2002 149 36.1| 43,944| 23.3 715 9.9 3663 9.7
FS 2003 77| 18.6| 47.593| 25.2 1,224 17.0 6,853 18.2
F5 2004 58| 14.0 13,708 7.3 1,139 15.8 6,511 17.3
TOTAL 413 (100.0| 188,508|100.0 7.2131100.0| 37,710/100.0
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A.4 Gauteng provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level

YRR B SR T

0.6 B4| 06 75| 03 375) 05

3.0 211 1.6 269 1.2 748| 1.0

GP 1999 21 127 2,031 156 o568 2.6 2540, 4.0

GP 2000 21 127 1,233] 9.5 4,227 19.2| 24,083| 33.7|
GP 2001 10| 6.0 1,003 8.1 3.029| 137 6,255| 8.7
GP 2002 22| 13.3 4,158| 32.0 4,866| 221 16549] 231
GP 2003 38| 229 1.767] 13.6 3,741 17.0 8268 115
GP 2004 48| 289 2,450| 189 5,265 23.9| 12450] 174
TOTAL 166)100.0| 12,986]100.0 22,0401100.0j_ 71,559]100.0

A.5 KwaZulu-Natal provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level

KZN 1984 2] 06 6,157 1.6 111 0.3 5556| 0.3
KZN 1995 3] 08 9,198 24 678 2.0 3,388 18
KZN 1996 6] 1.7 10362| 2.7 1,264 37 4,308| 23
KZN 1997 10 2.8 3279 049 354, 1.0 1,064 06
KZN 18998 12| 34| 16339 4.3 986 2.9 4678] 2.5
KZN 1989 25| 7.0 8548 2.2 1,144 3.3 6,198; 34
KZIN 2000 16) 4.5 11,643 3.0 1,726| 5.0 8848 48
KZN 2001 38| 106| 70.701| 184 10,003 29.2| 57,992 316
KZN 2002 73] 204| 60.714]| 158 5,151 15.0{ 27141 148
KZN 2003 B8] 24.6) 106,109) 27.6 B394| 245} 47,031] 2546
KZN 2004 85] 237] 81,009 2141 44831 131 22,445| 12.2
TOTAL 358(100.0] 384,059(100.0 34,2921 100.0| 183,648 |100.0
A.6 Limpopo provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level

LP 1997 1] 0.7 2734; 18 81 0.4 408 0.3
LP 1998 11 81 32,037 18.5 2851 139 17,341] 14.3
LP 1995 10| 74 4159 24 247 1.2 1,356] 1.1
LP 2000 15) 1141 3.793| 22 490 2.4 2616| 22
LP 2001 30| 222 13816] 80 4,129| 2041 21,003 173
LP 2002 171 126 24,081 139 4557 222 21137] 174
LP 2003 13| 96 9,845| 5.7 820) 40 3,903 32
LP 2004 38( 28.1) 82,567 47.7 7,320 356.7] 53,528) 441
TOTAL 135(100.0| 173,032|100.0 20,504 100.0| 121,290(100.0
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A.7 Mpumalanga provincial land reform delivery at the apgregate level

‘: B A Projectss it 90 HiHeckaredd) SOIE
MP 1996 7] 24| 12417 50 28200 75| 14280 7.0
MP 1997 8| 27 6,666| 2.7 2088! 54| 10440| 5.2
MP 1998 8 27 4895 2.0 711 1.8 3,865 1.8
MP 1999 5 1.7 3,803 15 525 14| - 2,060 1.0
MP 2000 24| 82| 18428| 74 2.971 7.7 150101 74
MP 2001 50| 171 51,616] 20.8 5406 13.9] 24,266 12.0
MP 2002 67| 229| 63,688] 257 4566 11.8) 21,366| 105
MP 2003 70| 239 41,527| 16.7 10.254| 264| 47249 233
MP 2004 54| 18.4] 45020 181 8,351 241] 64,343 318
TOTAL 293{100.0] 248,060]100.0 38,792 100.0| 202,549(100.0
A.8 Northern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level
DHSCH i o L el
NC 1995 1 06| 74500 95 166 1.3 Q88| 1.7
NC 1997 10| 59| 97973] 125 2,305| 18.2] 10.490| 18.0
NC 1998 13| 7.6] 57,765| 74 814| 64 4,070 7.0
NC 1998 17| 10.01 143.803] 183 829 66 5303 94
NC 2000 14| 82] 113,140] 144 2,261 179 8,705| 148
NC 2001 22] 129| B3.799] 841 3200 25 1,576 2.7
NC 2002 33| 19.4] 134,324 171 1,145 9.1 6,592 11.3
NC. 2003 33| 19.4] 71082] 90 2086 16.5 8.678| 149
NC 2004 27| 1591 28,097 3.7 2,724 21.5] 11,975 205
TOTAL 170]100.0{ 785,492[100.0 12,651|100.0| 58,385|100.0
A.9 North-West provincial land reform delivery at the aggregate level
[NW 1996 1] 0.6 338 0.2 120 0.5 B00| 0.5
NW 1987 3| 19 3,367 23 B40| 3.6 4322 36
NW 1988 3 19 7,385] 4.9 000 43 5729, 48
NW 1999 10| 6.2 12607| 84 3432| 147] 18874| 158
'NW 2000 7] 43| 108589 7.3 2431 1.0 1.329( 14
NW 2001 19| 11.7] 23,776| 15.9 4450 191 26,068 21.8
NW 2002 44| 27.2| 421067 28.3 2978 12.8] 15698 13.1
NW 2003 42| 25.9{ 28,588! 19.1 3070 13.2] 11,207] 9.4
NW 2004 33! 204] 20,081] 135 7,168| 30.7) 35891 30.0
TOTAL 1621100.07 146,297 1100.0 23,201 1000/ 119,718]100.0
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WC 1995 . 0.1 7] 04 355| 04
WC 1996 1 03 3,088| 55 38| 1.8 1,900 24
wWC 1997 3 10 148 0.3 334 19 626| 0.8
wC 1998 9 28 17801 3.2 589 33 1,306 1.6
wWC 1988 60| 19.0] 12371] 219 786| 4.5 2494, 341
wC 2000 40| 12.7 1,126 2.0 5005| 28.5] 34,562| 426
WC 2001 43| 137 1473 26 1477 84 5,302| 65
WC 2002 44| 14.0 8,605 15.3 1406| 80 5463 6.7
WC 2003 79| 25.1) 16,547| 29.3 4,750 27.0) 19,108] 235
WC 2004 35 111 11,234] 199 2,866] 163 10041]| 124
TOTAL 315)100.0| 56,410]100.0 17,502]100.0] 81,167{100.0
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ANNEXURE B: LAND REFORM DELIVERY AT THE PROGRAMME-TYPE

LEVEL

B.1 National land reform delivery at the programmestype level

dpctareg ikt i SR

1,281,667 57.6 66,417| 295 255,485 23.7

855483 38.5[ 148,200, 65.8 777.944 72.0

. 87,391 3.9 10,694 4.7 46,797 4.3

TOTAL 2433] 100.0] 2,224541| 100.0| 225,310] 100.0 1,080,226 100.0

LR 1994 2] 04 6157 0.5 111 0.2 555 0.2
LRP 1995 4] 0.2 9238] 0.7 7481 1.1 3,743 1.5
LRP 1996 24| 14| 33132] 286 4415 6.6/ 18,706 7.3
LRP 1997 52| 3.0| 108,538{ 8.5 7,665 11.5| 36,307| 14.2
LRP 1998 122 72| 129,428] 101 5298 8.0 23366] 9.1
LRP 1999 134 79| 159,014 124 7.169| 10.8] 33,574] 131
LRP 2000 89) 52| 108,536] 8.5 6,133| 9.2 27,655| 10.8
LRP 2001 150| 8.8 130,974 10.2 8,081 122 27,307| 10.7
LRP 2002 403| 23.6| 277997 1.7 8,877| 13.4| 27,276 10.7
LRP 2003 386| 22.6/ 165,570 12.9 9,605 14.5| 34.817| 13.6
LRP 2004 339| 190.9| 153,083 11.8 8,313| 12.5| 22179 87
TOTAL 1,705(100.01,281,667{100.0 66,417 [100.0{ 255,485/100.0
|LRTP 1995 11 0.2 74500 87| 166] 0.1 996 0.1
|LRTP 1996 | 2| 04 4955 0.6] 708 0.5 4389 0.6
LRTP 1997 5| 1.0] 27622 3.2 1,532 1.0 7.046| 09
LRTP 1998 6] 1.1] 34382 4.0 3.268] 22| 20,260 2.8
LRTP 1099 62| 11.9] 58846| 6.9 3.163] 21| 19,640 25
LRTP 2000 53| 10.1| 67.516| 7.9 16,4441 11.1| 97,471 125
LRTP 2001 60| 11.5| 92,074 108 31,026] 20.9| 167.379] 215
LRTP 2002 76| 14.5| 130,473| 15.3 20,710] 14.0| 111,671] 144
LRTP 2003 120| 22.9| 184,288] 215 28,900] 19.6| 135.150| 174
LRTP 2004 138| 26.4| 180,8271 21.1 421841 285| 213.942| 275
TOTAL 523(100.0| 855,483{100.0 148,2001100.0( 777.944]100.0

LTF 1898 2] 1.0 144 . .

LTP 1999 13| 63 5881 67 313] 29 1,487

LTP 2000 18| 93 7,385 86 536| 50 2,778 .
LTP 2001 32| 1661 18988 217 1,823] 18.0 6,644 14.2
LTP 2002 60| 29.3] 23450 2638 1,836] 17.2 8,952| 19.1
LTP 2003 48| 234| 174667 200 1,1221 10.8 4,747| 10.1
LTP 2004 31| 151| 14,068| 16.1 4,945} 46.2| 22089| 47.2
@TAL 2051100.0| 87,391[100.0 10,6041100.0) 46,787(100.0
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B.2 Eastern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level

74.4

- [EC

168,629
LRTP 61] 14.5| 58,067| 25.6 36,968| 75.5| 147.046| 720
TOTALS 421[100.0] 226,696(100.0 48,934| 100.0 | 204,200| 100.0
Sar); s i s

LRP 1996 5| 14 5210 341 451) 3.8] 1718 A0
LRP 1897 4 141 4037 24 2,032| 17.0| 10,160| 17.8
LRP 1998 10] 28 9,443| 56 328] 27| 1638] 29
LRP 1999 18] 5.0 13,840 8.2 2,298| 19.2] 11,490 20.1
LRP 2000 15| 42 13,440 8.0 1,698| 13.4| 7,979] 140
LRP 2001 16) 4.4 8,077 438 330/ 28| 1617 28
LRP 2002 75| 208 33,387 19.8 713 60| 3080 54
LRP 2003 108( 30.0| 43,278] 25.7 3,389| 28.3] 16,233 284
LRP 2004 109 303 37917 225 820 68| 3239 &7
360/100.0] 168,629(100.0 11,9661 100.0| 57,154]100.0

EC LRTP 1997 1 1.6 672 1.2 256) 0.1 155 0.1
EC LRTP 1998 2] 33 -1 0.0 4 040 24 0.0
EC LRTP 1998 11 1.6 -| 0.0 11 0.0 6 0.0
EC LRTP 2000 7] 11.5 8,038 13.8 3811 10.3| 20.862| 14.2
EC LRTF 2001 8| 131 8.650) 11.5 11,506| 31.1| 54800 373
EC LRTP 2002 15| 24.6| 16,823[ 29.0 5325| 144 27,210 185
EC LRTP 2003 6] 9.8 BB8| 1.7 1,999 54 6.192 4.2
EC LRTP 2004 21| 344! 24895 429 14,207 38.7| 37,797 257
| TOTALS 61]100.0{ 58,0671100.0 36,8681100.0] 147.046]| 100.0
B.3 Free State provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level
FS LRP 394! 954| 142760 75.7 4201] 58.2|] 19384| 514
FS LRTP 19| 4.6] 45748| 243 3,012] 418| 182326| 486
TOTALS 4131100.01 188,508100.0 7.213{100.01 37,710/ 100.0
FS . . 60 14 300 15
AFS LRFP 1997 16) 4.4 17,198( 12.0 1,063| 25.3 5315 274
FS LRP 1998 56| 14.2| 28760] 20.1 952| 227| 4125 21.3
F5 LRP 1999 42| 10.7| 22588 15.8 816| 184 4,080 21.0
FS LRP 2000 2| _os] 1629] 1. 782| 186] 3.910] 202
F5S LRP 201 5 1.3 1076| 08 9] 0.2 27| 04
\F8 LRP 2002 144] 36.5| 41,864 29.3 232 55 765 39
FS LRP . 2003 73] 185 11663 8.2 184 39 493| 25
Fs LRP 2004 50 12.7] 11,309] 7.9 123] 29]  369] 19
TOTALS 3941 100.0| 142,760/100.0 4,201]100.0] 19,384/100.0
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nee] Y eer:

53

1.7

1998 1 5339 8] 27 502, 2.7

2001 1] 63 - 00 372( 124 2424| 132

2002 5] 263 2,080 4.5 483| 16.0| 2898( 158

2003 4| 211 35930| 78.5 -1,060] 352 6,360 34.7

2004 8| 421 2399 52 1,16 33.7| 6,142 335

TOTALS 191100.0 45,748] 100.0 3,0121100.0( 18,326{100.0

B.4 Gauteng provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level
) i b e

117| 70.5 £991| 69.2 10,899 49.5| 17.438| 244
GP LRTP 41| 247 3,546| 27.3 10,9861 49.8] 53,346) 74.5
| GP LTP 8l 48 449 35 166[ 0.7 776 14
TOTALS 166]100.0]  12,986] 100.0 22,040(100.0 71,659]|100.0

GP LRP 1998 4] 34 203 . 259 24 698| 4.0
GP LRP 1999 18] 154 1,716] 19.1 501 46| 2505) 144
GP LRP 2000 11 84 1,199 13.3 819 75| 4,095 2385
GP LRP 2001 6] 5.1 1,053 11.7 2438 224| 2715| 156
GP LRP 2002 171 145 714 79 2,541 233| 2581] 147
GP LRP 2003 32| 274 1.676] 18.6 1606 147 1699 9.7
GP LRP 2004 28] 239 2,348| 26.1 2669 244| 2790] 160
TOTALS 117]100.0 8,991 (100,0 10,899] 100.0] 17,438/100.0

GP

7 . .
GP LRTP 2001 4/ 98 -] 00 580 54] 3540| 66
GP LRTP 2002 5| 122 3444| 971 2326 21.2] 13988 26.2
GP LRTP 2003 5| 12.2 - 00 2123] 193] 6,500] 122
GP LRTP | 2004 20| 48.8 102] 29 2606) 237 9660 181
TOTALS 41[100.0{ 3,546]|100.0 10,986| 100.0{ 53.346|100.0

1
]

GP LTP 2000 3| 375 35| 7.7 66| 426 330) 4246

GP LTP 2003 1 12,5 91 203 12 7.7 60| 7.7

TOTALS 8[100.0 449|100.0 166 100.0 775[100.0
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 B.5 KwaZulu-Natal provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level

S e e AR R
KZN LRP 189 52.8) 158,771 41.3 8464 24.7| 29681] 16.2
KZN __|LRTP 66 18.4] 189.456] 49.3]  24,113] 70.3] 146,002] 79.5
KZN LTP 103| 28.8) 35833 93 1,716 5.0 7,965 4.3
TOTALS 358 100.0[ 384,059{100.0 34,292 11100.0| 183,648| 100.0
KZN __|LRP 19 2] 11| 6157] 39 111] 13| 555 1.9
KZN LRP 1995 3 1.6 9199 58 678 8.0 3388 11.4
KIN __|LRP 1996 5| 26] 8495 5.4 864] 102] 1.828] 62
KZN LRP 1997 9 4.8 2655 1.7 269 3.2 3701 1.2
KZN LRFP 1998 11 5.8| 16,203| 10.2 978| 116 4,638 15.6
KZN LRP 1999 8 4.2 5488| 3.5 238 2.8 1,018] 34
KZN LRP 2000 9 48 10,207 6.4 487 5.5 1,375 46
KZN LRP 2001 17 9.0 16,188] 10.2 1,049| 124 44721 15.1
KZN LRP 2002 29| 153 29.611] 187 1,376 16.3 5,058| 17.0
KZN LRP 2003 42 2221 18,181 11.5 1,208 143 4,225| 14.2
KZN LRP 2004 64| 286 36,406| 229 1,228 145 2754 93
TOTALS 189 100.0( 158,771]100.0 8,464 100.0| 29,681[100.0
KZN _|LRTP 1996 1] 15| 1.867] 1.0 400] 1.7] 2480] 1.7
KZN __|LRTP 1997 1] 15|  624] 0.3 85] 04| 694 05
KZIN LRTF 1999 8 121 -1 0.0 819 34 4818| 33
KZN LLRTP 2000 4| 6.1 411 0.2 1,199 5.0 7176 4.9
KZN LRTP 2001 11| 18.7] 49,535 26.1 8,733 368.2| 52,398| 3549
| KZN LRTP 2002 8 121 193187 10.2 3179 13.2] 19014 13.0
KZN _|LRTP 2003 18| 27.3] 76,964] 40.6 6611] 27.4] 40,450] 27.7
KZN LRTF 2004 15| 22.7| 40,737 2156 3,087 1281 18,972 13.0
TOTALS 66)100.0{ 189,456|100.0 24,1131 100.0| 146,0021100.0
KZN LTP 1998 1 1.0 136 0.4 8 05 40/ 05
KZN LTP 1999 9 8.7 3,061 8.5 38 3.1 362 456
KZN LTP 2000 3 2.9 1025 2.9 59 35 207 3.7
KZN LTP 2001 10 8.7 4,807| 139 2211 129 1,122 141
KZN LTP 2002 36| 35.0| 11,785] 329 S86| 34.7 3,069| 385
KZN LTP 2003 28| 27.2| 108964 306 575 335 2,356 296
KZN LTP 2004 16| 155 3,866| 10.8 168 9.8 718 9.0
TOTALS 103 100.0| 35,833|100.0 1,718 100.0 7,965{100.0
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B.6 Limpopo provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level

39,182

22.6

LP 1,782 B7| 8645] 7.1
LP LRTP 407 296 133,850 774 18,722 9.3] 112,645] 92.9
TOTALS 135[100.0 173,032] 100.0 20,504 1100.0] 121,280]100.0
LP LRP 1.1 2,734 7.0 &1 4.6 406 4.7
LP LRP 10.5 7.037; 18.0 281| 158 1.407( 16.3
LP LRP 84 26816| 6.7 1261 71 630 7.3
LP LRP 13.7 3,793 9.7 323 181 1,614 187
LF LRP 28.4 11,4991 29.3 706 39.6 3.531] 40.8
LP LRP 7.4 4,339 111 53| 3.0 260 3.0
LP LRP 11.6 1872 99 173, 9.7 668 7.7
Lp LRP 18.9 3,202] 84 39) 22 128] 1.5
TOTALS 100.0 39,1821100.0 1.782]1100.0/  8,645{100.0
YRk R |
|LP LRTP 1998 1 25 25,000 18.7 2,570| 13.7] 15934] 14.1
LP LRTP 1999 2| 50 1,543 1.2 1211 0.6 726 0.6
LP LRTP 2000 2 50 - 0.0 167| 08 1,002] 0.9
LP LRTP 2001 3 75 2317 1.7 3423 18.3| 17472 155
LP LRTP 2002 10] 25.0 19,742( 14.7 4.504| 241 20,877| 18,5
LP LRTP 2003 2 5.0 5973 45 647 3.5 3,236 2.9
LP LRTP 2004 20| 50.0 79.275| 59.2 7,280| 38.9| 53,399| 474
TOTALS 401100.01 133,850 100.0 18,7221 100.0) 112,645/100.0
B.7 Mpumalanga provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level
MP LRP 179| 61.1] 129,699 &2.2 13,752] 3551 59639] 29.4
MP LRTP 40| 13.7| 68960 278 21.041| 54.21 126,509| 62.5
MP LTP 74} 253 49501| 26.0 3,999] 103 16,40t 81
TOTALS 2931 100.0] 248,060] 100.0 38.792(100.0] 202,5459]100.0
RO L oG amRe [ Sar T B rolacts || - o HBC s ‘
MP LRP 1996 7 39 12417 96 2920] 21.2( 14260| 23.9
MP LRP 1997 8] 45 6,666 5.1 2,088| 15.2]10,440] 175
. MP LRP 1998 B 45 4,895 3.8 711] 52| 3,555| 6.0
MP LRP 1999 4| 2.2 1,288 1.0 367 27 1,270 21
MP LRP 2000 12| 8.7 7,022 5.4 1,408| 10.2] 7.014] 118
MP LRP 2001 271 191 22992 177 1,854| 13.5| 8837 148
MP LRP 2002 421 23.5] 44.765] 345 1.5587 11.31 5384, 9.0
MP LRP 2003 40] 22.3|. 16,316 126 1,289 94| 4.208] 7.1
MP LRP 2004 Ml 17.3] 13,238 102 1,667 11.3] 4671 7.8
TOTALS 179100.0{ 129,599 100.0 13,752| 100.0| 59,639 100.0
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MP 7.5 1,183 56| 6000 4.7
MP 21.7 2,271| 10.8] 12,012 95
MP 10.5 1,847 88| 10482] 83
MP 27.3 8,464| 40.2] 40,872| 32.3
MP 33.0 7.276| 34.8| 57,143] 452
TOTALS 40]100.0] 68,960, 100.0 21,041100.0] 126,509 [100.0
Province | Programme: | Year. |-Projects' ) %% Hebtatas 39 2 ; ‘ 7

MP LTP 1999 11 14 2515 5.1 158] 4.0 790| 4.8
MP LTP 2000 10| 13.5] 6,240] 128 380 9.5 1,996] 12.2
MP LTP 2001 18| 24.3| 13.656| 276 1,281] 320 3.417] 208
MP LTP 2002 19] 257 11,665] 236 1,161] 29.0| 5500] 33.5
MP LTP 2003 16| 216{ 6,403] 129 501] 125 2,169] 13.2
MP LTP 2004 10| 13.5] 9.023| 18.2 518] 13.0| 2,529| 154
TOTALS 74/100.0] 49,501 100.0 3.999| 100.0] 16,401[100.0

B.8 Northern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level

:fj'}y-'

NC LRP 141] 82.9] 510,700| 65.0 3,980| 31.5] 19,560] 335
NC LRTP 28] 16.5| 274.787] 35.0 8.653| 68.4| 38735] 66.3
NC LTP 1] 06 5| 00 18] 0.1 90| 0.2
TOTALS 170[100.0|_785,492[100.0 12,651[100.0] 58,385/100.0

- INC

- |Nc

NC LR 1997 8| 57| 72795| 14.3 1,005{ 25.3| 5025] 257
NC LRP 1998 13| 92| s7.765] 11.3 814| 20.5]  4.070] 208
NC LRP 1999 15] 10.8] 90,831 17.7 147 3.7 735] 3.8
NC LRP 2000 11] _7.8] 69.765| 13.7 21] 05 105] 05
NC LRP 2001 22| 156] 63,799] 125 320 80| 1,576] 8.1
NC LRP 2002 311 220[ 87.215] 17.1 145 3.7 552 2.8
NC LRP 2003 25 17.7] 43616] 85 1,083] 27.2] 5364] 274
NC LRP 2004 16] 11.3] 25114] 4.9 444| 11.2] 2133 109
TOTALS 141] 100.0] 510,700/ 100.0 3,080 [100.0|  19,560/100.0
oV PRRarTa e P e Feetoas.
NC 1995 36| 74,500 . .
NC 1997 74| 25178] 9.2 1,300 15.0] 5465 14.1]
1999 741 53,172 194 682| 7.9 4568] 11.8
2000 10.7] _43,384| 15.8 2,240| 250  8,600] 222
-|NC 2002 74| 7109} 171 1,000 11.6] 6,040] 158
NC 2003 250 27461 100 085] 11.4] 3224] 83
NC 2004 39.3| 3983 14 2.280] 26.3]  9.842] 254
TOTALS 100.0] 274,787[100.0 8,653/ 100.0] 38,735]100.0
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NC

LTP

2003

pary

100.0

100.0|

18

100.0

100.0

TOTALS

pary

100.0

100.0

18

100.0

8|8

100.0

B.9 North-West provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level

NW LTP 7] 43 1,487 1.0 3,719| 16.0| 18,595 155

TOTALS 1621100.0 149,297| 100.0 23,291100.01 119,713]100.0

NW LRF 1996 1] 08 338 05 120 1.7 600 1.8
NW LRP 1897 2] 17 2219 32 718 10.3| 3,590| 108
NW LRP 1998 20 17 3,342 4.8 387) 55| 1935 57
NW LRP 1999 8| 78 8476 121 2003 28.7| 10,015 29.5
NW LRF 2000 4] 34 430 086 78] 11 34| 1.0
NW LRP 2001 11] 9.3 4893| 7.0 642 92| 3207 94
NW LRP 2002 A1| 347 27503 393 1,779| 255| 8.488| 25.0
NW LRP 2003 29| 246| 10424| 149 94| 1.3 82| 08
NW LRP 2004 19| 16.1| 12,394 17.7 1,186 16.6| 5.,5635) 16.3
TOTALS 118/100.0] 76,019| 100.0 6,976} 100.0| 33,996|100.0

732

NW 11 2 . . .
NW _|LRTP 1998 1] 27| ap43] 52 612] 49| 3794 57
NW ___[LRTP 1999 1| 27| 4131] 53 1420 11.3] 8@8se| 13.2
NW LRTP 2000 2| 54| 10507 135 144 11 880! 1.3
[NW___[LRTP 2001 6| 162| 18548 23.8 3,758| 20.8] 22611] 337
NW ___|LRTP 2002 3| 81| 14693] 189 1,200] 95] 7,210] 107
NW___ |LRTP 2003] 13| 35.1] 18,164 234 2,076 236 10925] 163
NW__ |LRIP 2004] 10| 270] 6547| 84 2,355| 18.7| 12,116] 18.0
TOTALS 37{100.0] 77.781] 1000] 12,5061 100.0] 67,127]100.0

1 . 1. X .
NW LTP 2001 2] 28.6 335] 224 50 1.3 250 1.3
NW LTP 2004 4| 571 1,140] 76.2 3,648] 98.1| 18,240 98,
TOTALS 71100.0 1,4871 100.0 3,718] 100.0| 18,595|100.0
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B.10 Western Cape provincial land reform delivery at the programme-type level

"~ |WC LRP \ 112| 35.6{ 53,015/ 94.0 4,398} 25.0 9,988{ 12.3
. lwe LRTP 191] 60.6 3,288| 5.8 12,109] 68.8| 68,208 84.0
|we LTP 12] 3.8 107 0.2 1,087| 6.2 2971 37
TOTALS 315/100.0| 56,410/ 100.0 17,5921100.0( 81,167]100.0
0.9 39| 0.1 710 1.6 355] 3.6
wC LRP 1997 3 27 148] 0.3 334| 76 626| 6.3
WC LRP 1998 8l 71 1,780 34 588| 13.4| 1,300] 13.0
WC LRP 1999 121 10.7| 12,371] 23.3 675 15.4] 1,831) 18.3
WG LRP 2000 12| 10.7] 1,052 2.0 637 145 1.219] 122
e LRP 2001 19| 17.0 1417 27 733) 16.7] 1.,325| 13.3
wWe LRP 2002 171 152 8599] 16.2 480| 10.9| 1,128 11.3
WC LRP 2003 26| 23.2| 16543 #1.2 600| 13.6] 1,645 165
WC LRP 2004 14| 125 11,065| 20.9 278 6.3 558| 56
TOTALS 112[100.0] 53.015[100.0 4,396(100.0] 9,988(100.0
WG LRTP 1996 1] 0.5 3088] 93.9 308| 25] 1,909 2.8
we LRTP 1998 1| 05 - 0.0 1] 00 8| 00
wC LRTP 1999 48] 25.1 -{ 0.0 111] 0.9 663 1.0
WC LRTP 2000 26! 13.6 9]l 0.3 4358 368.0| 33,203| 488
wC LRTP 2001 22] 11.5 55| 1.7 373] 3.0 2122 34
wcC LRTP 2002 22| 115 6] 02 847 7.0| 3952] 58
WC LRTP 2003 51| 26.7 -l 0.0 4,134] 34.1| 17,392| 255
WGC LRTP 2004 20| 105 130 4.0 1,977 16.3] 8871 130
TOTALS 191[100.0|  3,288[100.0 12,109} 100.0{ 68,208|100.0
- (we LTP 2000 2| 18.7 64| 594 10/ 0.9 50| 1.7
WC LTP 2001 2| 16.7 1] 0.5 371 34.1] 1.855) 624
WG LTP 2002 5| 41.7 0| 03 79! 7.3 383] 12.9
WeC LTP 2003 2| 16.7 4{ 33 16| 1.5 72| 2.4
WC LTP 2004 1] 8.3 39| 36.5 611 56.2 611] 206
TOTALS 121100.0 107|100.0 1,087]100.0] 2971[100.0
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ANNEXURE C: LAND REFORM DELIVERY AT THE GRANT-TYPE LEVEL

(.1 National land reform delivery at the grant-type level

i 8%l HeGtare®:

3.2 5162 1.1 -l 00 -l 0.0

81| 60461 124 217] 71| 1085 74
COMG 1988 17{ 13.7| 51.463| 106 48| 1.5 238| 1.5
COMG 1999 26| 21.0] 110,725 227 812| 26.4| 4,058 26.4
COMG 2000 10| 81| 70941 1486 782| 254| 3910! 254
COMG 2001 14| 11.3| 64,315] 13.2 634 206 3170 20.6
COMG 2002 21] 16.9| 71.870| 147 236 77| 1,180 7.7
COMG 2003 10{ 81! 25887 5.3 74| 24 370 2.4
COMG 2004 12| 97| 26493| 54 273] 89| 1.363] 89
TOTALS 124 100.0| 487,318] 100.0 3,075| 100.0| 15,374[100.0

) 3555| 0.9 629] 49| 1,308 4.0
LRAD 2001 54 51| 15373} 38 1,468| 11.5] 3,534 10.8
LRAD 2002 338| 31.9| 161,236 39.6 3,015 23.7| 8671 265
LRAD 2003 46| 326| 115437 284 4616| 36.3] 10,504 32.1
LRAD 2004 310| 292| 111,327| 27.4 2994| 235| 8741] 267
TOTALS 1,060| 100.0| 406,927| 100.0 12,723 100.0| 32,758[100.0

886

1 . 74,500 . 166 . .
1996 2 0.4 4955 0.6 708| 05| 4389, 08
1997 5 10 27622 3.2 1,632 10| 7.046] 09
1998 6 11 34382 4.0 3,268 22| 202600 26
1999 62| 119| 58846 69 3163 21| 19840 25
2000 53| 10| 67516 7.9 16,444| 11.1| 987471] 125
2001 60} 11.5] 92074| 108 31,026 20.9| 167,379 21.5
2002 76| 145] 130,473 153 20,710 14.0] 111,671 144
2003 120] 229( 184288 215 28,999 19.6) 135150 174
RDG 2004 138| 26.4| 180,827| 2141 42184 28.5| 213942 275
TOTALS 523| 100.0| 855.483] 100.0 148,200] 100.0| 777,944 (100.0
29



6,187

SLAG 1994 2 0.3 1.3 111] 0.2 555| 0.2
SLAG 1895 4 0.6 9,238 1.9 749 1.2 3,743 15
| BLAG 1896 20 28| 27970 59 4415 7.2] 18706 74
SLAG 1997 42 58| 48074| 101 7,448) 121| 35222 13.9
SLAG 1998 107| 147 78/100| 16.5 5268 86| 23218| 9.1
5LAG 1999 121{ 167 54180] 114 6,671 109| 31,003| 12.2
SLAG 2000 86] 11.8| 41425 87 5258| 8.6 25215| 899
SLAG 2001 114| 15.7| 70274| 148 7,802| 129 27,247 10.7
SLAG 2002 104 143| 683241 144 7461 122 268377 104
SLAG 2003 78| 10.7| 41713| 88 6037 9.8 28690 11.3
SLAG 2004 48 66| 28331 6.2 9,982) 16.3) 34174| 134
TOTALS 726| 100.0] 474,813] 100.0 61,312] 100.0| 254,150/100.0

C.2 Eastern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level

238

| TOTALS

COMG__| 1998 3 12.0 4,423 142 48| 5.0 5.0

1EC COMG_ | 1999 3| 120 5174| 16.6 167 17.4 833| 174
EC COMG [ 2001 4| 16.0 6,603| 20.9 181, 189 g905| 1849
|EC COMG [ 2002 6| 240| - 7297| 235 7] 228 1,085| 226
EC COMG [ 2003 4| 16.0 5303| 17.1 74| 7.7 370 7.7

T |EC |COMG | 2004| 5| 200 2400 7.7 273|284 1,363) 284
- [TOTALS 250 100.0 _31,101] 100.0 959]100.0 4,794 100.0
EC LRAD 2000 1 04 358 04 5| 05 15] 05
EC LRAD 2001 4. 135 583 0.6 16| 1.5 47 1.6
EC LRAD 2002 81| 231| 23861 262 242| 228 725| 226
EC LRAD 2003 98] 371| 35834| 38.0 355 33.2 1,086 33.3

- |EC LRAD 2004 1001 37.9] 33,7758| 36.7 4521 422 1,363| 422
‘ 264 | 100.0{ 94,511] 100.0 1,069)100.0 3,206| 100.0

EC 1 ) . 0.1 1565 0.1
EC RDG 1998 2 33 - 0.0 4| 0.0 24 0.0
EC RDG 1988 1 1.8 - 0.0 1 0.0 6 0.0
EC RDG 2000 7| 115 8,039 13.8 3811 103 20862 14.2
EC RDG 2001 8 131 6650 118 11,606 31| 54,800 37.3
EC RDG 2002 15f 24.6| 16823| 280 5325| 144 27,.210| 185
EC RDG 2003 6] 9.8 988 1.7 1.999| 54 6,192 4.2
EC RODG 2004 21| 344| 24895 429 14,297 | 38.7| 37,797 247
TOTALS 61| 100.0] 58,067 | 100.0 36,968 | 100.0| 147,046 100.0
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EC SLAG 1996 5 7.0 5210] 1241 451 4.5 1,718 3.5
EC SLAG 1997 4 5.6 4037 94 2.032]| 204| 10160 20.7
EC SLAG 1998 7 9.9 5020 11.7 280 28 1,400 2.8
EC SLAG 1994 15 211 8,665 201 2131 21.4) 10857 21.7
EC SLAG 2000 141 19.7] 13,082 304 1,583] 16.0 7,964| 16.2
EC SLAG 2001 8 113 991 2.3 133 1.3 665 1.4
EC SLAG 2002 8 11.3 2,229) 52 254) 26 1,270 2.6
EC SLAG 2003 6 85 2,041 4.7 29859 298 14797 301
EC SLAG 2004 4 5.6 1,741 40 105 141 523 1.1
TOTALS . 71] 100.0(  43.018] 100.0 9,938 100.0| 49.154| 100.0

C.3 Free State provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level

4| 1241 5162| 13.8 - 00 - 0.0

FS COMG 1997 7] 212 6,186| 16.5 217| 15.5 1,085 155
FS COMG 1898 9| 273 9,738 250 -l 0.0 -f 00
F3 COMG 1999 10 30.3] 14,328| 38.2 400| 28.6| 2,000| 28.6
] COMG 2000 1 3.0 1,182) 3.1 782| 559| 3.910| 559
FS COMG 2002 1 3.0 428 1.4 -1 0.0 -| 00
FS COMG 2004 1 3.0 505 13 - 0.0 -1 00
TOTALS 33| 1006 37,530)100.0 1,3589(100.0] 6,995} 100.0
|F8 LRAD 2001 4 1.5 1,050 1.6 9/ 18 27| 1.8
FS LRAD 2002 142] 6532) 41224 63.7 197| 399 580| 39.9
FS LRAD 2003 721 270 11,661[ 180 164 | 33.2 491 | 332
F8 LRAD 2004 491 184) 10,804 167 123| 25.0 369| 25.0
TOTALS 267| 100.0] 64,739]|100.0 4921100.0 14771 100.0

FS

RDG

5,339

1 . . . .
FS RDG 2001 1 53 -._0.0 372! 124 2424 13.2
FS RDG 2002| 5| 263 2080| 45 483 16.0 2,898 158
FS RDG 2003 4| 211| 358930| 785 1,060 352 6,360| 34.7
FS RDG 2004 8| 421 2399 K2 1,016 33.7| 6142] 335
TOTALS 19| 100.0] 45,748[100.0 3,012[100.01 18,326]100.0
N
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C.4 Gauteng provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level

FS SLAG 1996 2 2.1 1,510] 3.7 . .
\FS SLAG 1997 9 96| 11,012 2772 B4B| 36.6 4,230| 388
|F8 SLAG 1998 47| 50.0{ 19,022| 47.0 . 952 1.2 4,125/ 37.8
“{F8 SLAG 1999 32| 340 8,260 20.4 - 416]| 18.0 2.080| 19.1
“FS SLAG 2000 1 1.1 447! 1.1 - -/ 00 - 0.0
1FS SLAG 2001 1 1.1 26| 0.1 - 00 -l 0.0
: SLAG 2002 1 1.1 212 05 35 156 1751 1.6
|FS - |SLAG 2003 1 1.1 21 0.0 0| 0.0 2; 0.0
TOTALS 94| 100.0] 40,491)100.0 2,3091100.0] 10,912]100.0

- |GP

GP 2001 1[100.0 3611100.0 - -
TOTALS 1]100.0 361(100.0 . - -
&GP LRAD 2002 16 21.6 588| 14.9 41 2.4 81 3.1
|GP LRAD |. 2003 31| 419] 1,208| 32.7 1,608| " 94.1 1,699/ : 87.1
LRAD | 2004 27| 365 2078 52.4 50| 35 190 9.7
- | TOTALS - 741100.0 3,965 100.0 1,7061100.0 1,950 100.0
lGP RDG 2000 7] 174 -l 00 3342| 304] 19658 368
GP RDG 2001 4] 98 -l 00 590 54| 3540 68
|GP RDG 2002 5| 122] 3.444] 971 2,325 21.2] 13988| 262
GP RDG 2003 5{ 12.2 -l 00 2,123| 19.3]  &,500] 122
GP RDG 2004 20| 488 102| 29 2606 2371  9660[ 1841
TOTALS 411000  3,546]100.0 10,986[100.0] 53.348] 100.0

|epP_

SLAG 1897 . 375 .
GP SLAG 1998 5 100 211 441 269 29 748 486
GF SLAG 1999 21| 420 2,031 39.7 568 6.1 2,840 175
€l SLAG 2000 14| 28.0 1,233 244 Bas| 9.5 4,425 272
GP SLAG 2001 5 10.0 692 13.5 2439 261 2715 16.7
GP SLAG 2002 11 2.0 125| 2.4 2,500 26.7 2500 154
GP SLAG 2003 2] 40 469| 9.2 12] 01 60| 04
GP SLAG 2004 11 2.0 2701 53 2,600] 27.8 2,6001 186.0
TOTALS 50{100.0 5115|100.0 9348[100.0] 16.263] 100.0
32
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C.5 KwaZulu-Natal provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level

-7 |KaN

it - vedr HProjlects: | sk ik : i :
2000 1l 10| 1,722] 36 23] 1.2 70, 1.3
2001 4] 40| 3858 80 200! 15.1 86a| 15.7
2002 15] 14.9] 5934] 12.4 s560] 203!  1,679] 30.3
2003 33] 327] 12,852 26.7 s88| 30.8| 1,627 29.4
B! 2004 48| 475| 23680  49.3 452| 236| 1,288 233
- |TOTALS 101] 100.0| 48,047/100.0 1.913[ 100.0]  5,533[100.0
Brovi it | Year [:Projecte % | Hectarea S Sallj fiida0: [pes
KZN 1996 1] 15| 1867 1.0 . 400| 1.7] 2480| 1.7
KZN 1997 1] 15|  624] 0.3 85| 04 694| 0.5
KZN 1999 8| 12.1 -l 00 819] 34| 4818] 33
KZN 2000 4] 6.1 411 0.2 1,199 50| 7.176] 4.9
KZN 2001 11| 16.7| 49,535 26.1 8,733| 36.2| 52,398| 359
KZN 2002 8| 124 19318 10.2 3,179 132 19,014] 13.0
KZN . 2003 18] 27.3] 76.964| 40.8 6,611 27.4] 40450] 27.7
KZN RDG 2004 15| 227| 40,737 21.5 3087 12.8] 18,972] 13.0
TOTALS \ 66| 100.0| 189,456]100.0 24.113] 100.0] 146,002]100.0
KZN SLAG 1904 21 10| 6157] 4.2 11| 1.3 555] 1.7
1KZN SLAG 1995 3l 16| 9199] 63 678 8.2 3,388] 106
- |KZN SLAG 1996 5] 26| 8495) 58 -864] 105| 1828 5.7
|KZN__ [SLAG | 1897 9] 47| 28655 18 260| 33| 370| 1.2
KZN SLAG 1998 12{ 6.3] 16,339 11.1 “986| 11.9] 4678 14.6
V|K2ZN SLAG . | 1999 17{ 89| 8548 58 426 3.9 1,380 4.3
KZN SLAG 2000 11| 58| 9508 65 503] 61! 1602 50
SLAG 2001 23| 120| 17,307 11.8 080 119 4725| 14.7
kzN SLAG 2002 50| 26.2] 35462| 24.2 1,412] 171] 6.448] 201
Kz SLAG | 2003 37| 194 16,203| ‘111 1194 14.4| 4954] 154
- |KZN SLAG 2004 22] 11.5] 18,501 11.3 945! 114| 2185 6.8
- [TOTALS "191] 100.0{ 148,556]100.0 8.267| 100.0] 32,113]100.0

C.6 Limpopo provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level

Piovines [ ear| -Projeicts:{¥t Hectande

2002 4/ 13.3] 2785| 326 3| 22 9| 22

2003 o 30.0] 2799 328 o8| 73.1 293]_73.1

2004 17| 56.7| 2,958| 34.6 33| 247 99| 24.7

| TOTALS | —__30[100.0] 8542/100.0 _134] 1000 401]100.0
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od  edd

b

. |MP

1998 1 . \ . 15,834
19882 5.0/1,543 1.2)121 0.6/726 0.6
2000)2 50|- ‘ ~ D.01167 0.9]1,002 09
20013 7.5/2,317 1.713423 18.3117.472 15.5
2002110 25.0)19,742 14.7 14,504 24.1(20.877 18.5]
20032 5.0(5,973 45647 3.5(3,235 2.8
2004120 50.0 79,275 59.2(7.290 38.9|53,399 474
40 100.0[133,850 [100.0(18,722 100.0 (112,645 [100.0
aots | v %5 o
1.5 . . .
LP SLAG 1998 10] 154 7,037 23.0 281 174 1407 17.1
LP SLAG 1999 8| 123 2616 85 126 7.6 630 7.6
LP SLAG 2000 13 20.0 3,793] 124 323] 196 1,614] 19.6
LP SLAG 2001 27| 41.5] 11,499 375 706 42.8 3,631| 42.8
LP SLAG 2002 3| 46 1,554 6.1 50 3.0 251 3.0
LP SLAG 2003 2 31 1,073 3.5 75 4.5 375 45
LP SLAG 2004 1 1.5 335 11 6 0.4 0! 04
TOTALS 651000 30.641]100.0 1,649 100.0 8,2441100.0
C.7 Mpumalanga provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level
MP COMG | 1999 1| 250 387 15.8 103| 20.8 515] 20.8
MP COMG | 2004 1 250| 1,500 61.4 381| 76.8] 1,905| 76.8
COMG 2002 1] 25.0 223 9.1 12| 24 60 24
MP COMG. | 2003 1] 25.0 332| 136 -__0.0 - 0.0
TOTALS 4| 100.0 2,442|100.0 496(100.0 2,480] 100.0
- [MP LRAD | 2000 1] 09 79| 01 13| 03 38 03
[MP LRAD 2001 4] 12.3 6,834 104 408) 95| 1,223 9.5
| MP LRAD | 2002 32| _28.1| 31,556| 48.2 1,203) 28.0] 3.609; 28.0
- [MP LRAD 2003 36| 316 13,705 21.0 1.119] 26.0/| - 3,358) 26.0
MP LRAD 2004 3| 27.2] 13,238| 202 1,957] 36.2] 4671 362
TOTALS 114| 100.0| 6€5,410/100.0 4,300/ 100.0{ 12,900| 100.0
50 5166) 7.5 1,183 58| 6.000) 4.7
MP RDG 2001 5| 12.5] 14,969 217 2271 10.8] 12,012 9.5
MF RDG 2002 6] 150 7,258] 10.5 1,847| 88| 10482 8.3
MP RDG 2003 14| 35.0| 18,808| 27.3 8,464| 40.2| 40872| 323
MP RDG 2004 13| 32.5| 22,769| 33.0 7,276| 34.6) 57,143 452
TOTALS 40| 100.0| 68,960]100.0 21,041 100.01 126,509] 100.0
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(MP

- [MP

. [mP

- IMP

MR

T

MP SLAG 1996 7] 62| 12417] 112 2.920| 225 14,260] 235
SLAG 1997 8] 59| ese8] 60| 2088| 16.1| 10440] 17.2
SLAG 1998 gl 59{ 4895| 44 711| 55| 3555 59
SLAG 1999 4] 30| 3418 31 42| 33| 1545| 25
SLAG 2000 21| 156 13183] 11.8 1,775 13.7; 8971 14.8
MP SLAG 2001 30| 22.2| 28314| 255 2,346 181 9,126] 15.0
SLAG 2002 28| 20.7| 24852] 222 1.504| 118| 7.215] 11.9
U IMP SLAG 2003 19{ 141 8682| 78 871 52| 309 50
SLAG 2004 10 74! 9023 81 518 4.0 2529] 4.2
TOTALS 135] 100.0] 111,247[100.0 12,955 100.0) 60,660] 100.0
C.8 Northern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level
NC COMG 1997 3| 58| 54,275 134 - -
NC COMG 1998 5| 96| 37,302 9.2 - R
NC COMG 1999 11| 21.2| 87,750 21.7 - -
INC COMG 2000 8| 154| 69,699 17.2 - -
NC COMG 2001 5| 06| 653478| 13.2 - -
NC COMG 2002 9| 17.3] 57.908| 14.3 - -
- INC COMG 2003 5| 0.8 20251 50 - -
CINC COMG 2004 6| 11.5] 23588 58 - -
(TOTALS 52| 100.0] 404,249| 100.0 - - -
NC LRAD 2001 7] 135 1,354] 3.2 12 7.1 38 741
- [NC LRAD 2002 20| 385 20246| 69.2 87| 514 262| 514
- INC LRAD 2003 16] 30.8] 10,222] 242 -~ 26| 155 78| 155
VINe LRAD 2004 9{ 17.3] 1459F 3.5 44| 261 133] 26.1
TOTALS. 52] 100.0] 42,281]100.0 170| 100.0] 510 100.0

RDG

166

26

INC 1995 1| 36| 74500| 271 ‘ 19{ 996

NC RDG . 1997 2| 74| 25178! 9.2 1,300| 15.0] 5465| 141
NC RDG 1999 2| 71| 53172 194 682 7.0 4568] 11.8
NC RDG 2000 3| 10.7| 43,384| 15.8 2,240| 259| 8,600| 222
NC RDG 2002 2l 74] 47,109 17.9 1,000] 11.6] 6040 15.6
NC RDG 2003 7| 250] 27461 10.0 985; 11.4| 3224 813
NC RDG 2004 11| 3031 3983 14 2280 26.3| 9.842| 254
TOTALS 28| 100.01 274,787(100.0 8,653| 100.0| 38,735| 100.0
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INC SLAG 1997 5 13| 18520/ 29 1,005 26| 5025/ 26
NC ~  [SLAG 1998 8| 21.1] 20463] 31.9 814| 2131 4070 21.3
NC SLAG 1999 4] 105] 2881] 45 147| 38| 735] 38
NC SLAG 2000 3 79 66 0.1 21 0.5 1056 Q.5
NC SLAG 2001 10| 263 8,967 14.0 308 8.0 1,540 8.0
NG SLAG 2002 2| 53 63 0.1 58] 1.5] 290 1.5
NC SLAG 2003 5 13.2 13,148 2056 1,075 281 5375 28.1
NC SLAG 2004 1 26 67 0.1 400 104( 2,000 104
TOTALS 381 100.0 64,1751 100.0 3,8281 100.0! 19,140 100.0

C.9 North-West provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level

T M

RN

|ll

[Nw 1
NW____[come 1 1. : .
NW___[COMG | 2001 3| 33.3]  2473| 21.3 72| 326 360|326
{NW COMG 2002 4| 44,4 6,016| §1.7 -7l 32 35 3.2
TOTALS 9/100,0] 11,635)| 100.0 2211100.0 1,105] 100.0

5.3

60

5.4

2]

- INW 1] 1.2 0.9

- INW LRAD  [2001 2| 25 2171 07 2] 0.5 7 05
INW LRAD | 2002 31| 38.3] 17.444| 42.8 203| 46.8 808] 47.5
U [Nw LRAD | 2003 20| asg8| 10424| 256 04| 21.7{  282] 20
- [NW LRAD | 2004 18| 22.2| 12,300] 30.1 - 11| 257 315| 24.6
[ToTALS | 81| 100.0] 40,798/ 100.0 - 433[100.0] 1,281]100.0

1RDG

1997

1,148]

15

122

1.1

e

NW 1

Nw |RDG 1998 1 2.7 4043 52 612 3,794 &7
NW RDG 1999 1] 27 4131 53 1,429 8,859] 13.2
NwW RDG 2000 2] 54| 10507 135 144 Bao| 13
NW RDG 2001 6| 16.2| 18,548] 23.8 2,758 22,611 337
NwW RDG 2002 3] 81| 14603 189 1,200 7.210| 10.7
NW RDG 2003 13| 351 18,184 234 2,976 10,925! 16.3
NW RDG 2004 10 27.0 6,547 8.4 2,355 12,116) 18.0
TOTALS 371100.0]  77.7811100.0 12,596 - 67,127[100.0
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[NW SLAG 1996 1 . . . )
NW SLAG 1987 2] 57 2218 1.6 718/ 7.2 3.680( 7.2
| NW SLAG 1598 2| 57 3.342] 175 387 39 1,836 3.9
" INW SLAG 1999 8| 229 5380 28.2 1.861| 185 9,305! 185
T NW SLAG 2000 3] 86 39] 0.2 76, C8 380 D8
INW SLAG 2001 8l 229 2,478 13.0 _618] 6.2 3.090| 6.2
T ITNW SLAG 2002 6] 171 4043 21.2 1.569| 156 7845 15.6
LNW. SLAG 2004 5| 14.3 1,234 85 4,692 467| 23460| 46.7
| TOTALS 35)100.0] 19,084, 100.0 10,0411 100.0] 50,2051 100.0
C.10 Western Cape provincial land reform delivery at the grant-type level
T Cin |k I en R T \
wWOC 10.4 1,043 2.7 565| 22,5 11151 20.3
WC LRAD 2001 19| 24.7 1417 37 733 20.2 1,326 241
WC LRAD 2002 17| 221 8,699 223 480| 19.2 1,128| 20.5
WC LRAD 2003 22| 28.6| 16,542 42.8 66| 226 1,609 28.3
WC LRAD 2004 11 14.31 11,034 28.6 162| 656 323 59
TOTALS 77100.0] 38,6835[100.0 . 2,508 |100.0 5,500] 100.0

WC RDG 1998 1 0.5 -l 0.0 1| 0.0 6| 0.0
WG RDG 1999 48| 251 -l 0.0 11| 0.8 663 1.0
WC RDG 2000 26| 136 9] 0.3 4,358| 36.0| 33,293 48.8
WC RDG 2001 22] 11.5 55 1.7 373 3.1 2,122 31
WC RDG 2002 220 115 8| 0.2 847| 70| 3952| 58
WC RDG 2003 51| 26.7 -l 00 4134 341| 17,392 255
WC RDG 2004 20| 105 130 4.0 1,977| 163 8871] 13.0
TOTALS 191[100.0|  3,288(100.0 12,109/100.0| 68,208| 100.0f
WwC SLAG 1995 1 241 39| 0.3 71] 2.4 355 4.8
WC SLAG 1997 3| 6.4 148 1.0 334| 1.2 626 8.4
WC SLAG 1998 gl 17.0] 1,780] 12.3 588| 19.8| 1300/ 17.4
WeC SLAG 1999 12! 255 12,371] 854 675| 227] 1.831| 245
WC SLAG 2000 6] 12.8 730 0.5 82{ 28 154{ 2.1
WC SLAG 2001 2| 4.3 1| 0.0 371| 125 1,855 249
WG SLAG 2002 5| 108 0| 0.0 79| 27 383 5.1
WC SLAG 2003 6| 12.8 5 0.0 50 1.7 108 1.4
WC SLAG 2004 4/ 85 70{ 0.5 727| 244 847 114
TOTALS 47(100.0] 14,4871100.0 2,977/100.01 7,459} 100.0
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ANNEXURE D: LAND REFORM DELIVERY AT THE PROJECT-TYPE LEVEL

D.1 National land reform delivery at the project-type level

,.";"-*":‘-x.w‘ A 7 m?‘ ;-‘,7’ L

IESTA 199 1| B6.3 8] 0.3 10{ 3.1 50] 3.4
ESTA 1999 2] 125 30 1.2 67| 21.0 335| 21.0
ESTA 2000 3} 18.8 35| 1.4 68| 20.7 330| 20.7
ESTA 2002 6| 37.5 1,470 61.0]. 152| 476 759| 47.6
ESTA 2003 3| 18.8 611| 25.4 20 6.2 99| 6.2
ESTA 2004 1| 6.3 257 10.7 5] 1.4 23] 1.4
TOTALS 16[100.0 2,4101100.0 319/100.0 1,596 |100.0

LTA 1999 10| 6.0 55676] 6.7 246| 4.4 1,152 4.9
LTA 2000 13| 7.7 7,265| 88 439 79 2,293 87
LTA 2001 28| 16.7| 18,653 225 1,502) 27.0 4,539, 19.3
LTA 2002 49| 292 21979| 265 1,605| 289 7,810 331
LTA 2003 42] 250| 16,761| 20.2 1,074] 19.3 4,516 19.2
LTA 2004 25| 149| 12,832| 15.2 682) 12.3 3.225) 13.7
TOTALS 168|100.0] 83,001/100.0 5667[100.0] 23,575(100.0
1RLRA 1995 1| 0.2] 74500 8.7| - 166 0.1 996| 041
RLRA 1996 2 04 4955| 0.8 708| 05/ 4389 06
RLRA 1997 5 1.0 27622 32 1,832 1.0 7046 09
RLRA 1998 6 11| 34382] 40 3,268| 22| 20260 26
RLRA 1999 62) 11.9| 58846| 6.9 3163 2.1) 19640 2.5
RLRA 2000 53| 101] 67516 7.9 16,444 111 97471 125
RLRA 2001 60| 11.5] 92074| 10.8 31,026| 209| 167,379 215
RILRA 2002 76] 14.5] 130,473| 15.3 20,710 14.01 111.671] 144
RLRA 2003 120 22,9 184,288) 21.5 28,999 19.61 135150| 174
RLRA 2004 138| 26.4| 180,827 211 42,184 28.5| 213.942| 275
TOTALS 523[100.0| 855,4831100.0 148,200|100.0| 777,9441100.0
{SLDA 1996 1 6.3 3929| 18.0 560 26.4 2,800) 338
SLDA 1997 3| 188 858| 39 936 253 2,680 32.2
SLDA 1998 3| 18.8 3,102 14.2 106| 5.0 528| 6.3
SLDA 1999 1 63 285 1.3 -l 00 -1 00
SLDA 2000 1 6.3 657 3.0 9] 43 454 5.5
SLDA 2001 41 25.0 3.849| 1786 247 117 1,235]| 148
SLDA 2002 11 6.3 506| 2.3 321 15 32 04
SLDA 2003 11 63 91| 04 12| 06 60| 0.7
SLDA 2004 11 6.3 8,600 39.3 534| 25.2 534 64
TOTALS 1611000 21,879{100.0 2,1171100.0 8,323]100.0
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WS-WB 1994 0.1 0.5 i11] 0.2 556 0.2
. |WS-wWB 1985 4] 02 9238 0.7 749] 1.1 3,743 14
.. |ws-wB 1996 23] 13 20203] 23 3855| 56| 15906) 59
WS-WE 1997 49| 2.8 107677 85 7,129; 10.3| 33,627 12.5
WS-WB - 1998 119] 7.0| 126,326] 100 5192 76| 22838 8.5
WS-WB 1999 134 7.8 159,014 126 7,169] 104 33,574| 125
WS-WB 2000 91| 53| 107.964] 8.6 86,0731 88| 27356 102
WE-WB 2001 150 8.8 127,461 1041 82565 11.8] 28177| 106
W3-WB 2002 407 238| 277491 220 8.924| 129 27.627) 103
Ws-WB 2003 388 227 165574] 1341 9.621] 139 34889 13.0
WS-WB 2004 343| 201| 145662] 115 12,038 17.4] 40496] 151
TOTALS 1,710[100.0(1,261,768{100.0 69,117/100.0; 268,788100.0
D.2 Eastern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level
|EC RLRA 1997 1 1.6 672| 1.2 C 25| 04 156] 04
EC RLRA 1998 21 33 -l 0.0 4 0.0 24] 0.0
EC RLRA 14998 1 1.6 -l 0.0 11 00 6| 00
EC RLRA 2000 7] 1.5 8,039! 138 3811 103 20862 14.2
EC RLRA 2001 8| 131 6,650 11.6 11,506 31.1| 54,800 37.3
EC RLRA 2002 15| 24.6| 16,823| 28.0 5,325 14.4{ 27.210] 185
EC RLRA 2003 6] 9.8 988 17 1,999| 54 6192| 4.2
-LEC RLRA 2004 21) 34.4| 24,895 4289 14,297 | 38.7! 37.797] 257
TOTALS 61,1000 58,067]100.0 36,9681100.0| 147,046]100.0

- [EC

EC

SLDA

1 2000

- I

100.0

@57

91

100.0

454

100.0

TOTALS.

—

100.0

657

100.0

N

100.0

454

100.0

WS-WB

1906

.38

1,718

5/ 1. 5210| 3.1 451

wS-WB| 1897 4] 11] 4037] 24 20321 17.1]10.160{ 17.9

[EC WS-wB| 1098 10] 28] 9443] 5.8 328 28| 1.638] 29
1EC ws.wal 1999 18] 50| 13840 82 2208].19.4|11,.490| 20.3
EC WS-WB| 2000 14| 39| 12,783] 78 1,507 12.7] 7.525] 13.3
EC WS-WB| 2001 16| 45| 8,077] 4.8 330] 28] 1,617 29
[ec WS-WB| 2002 75| 20.0] 33,387] 199 713| 6.0] 3,080] 54
SlEC WS-WB| 2003 108] 30.1| 43.278| 25.8] 3,389| 28.5/16,233] 288
“1Ec |ws-wB[2004]  109] 304| 37.917| 226 a2al 7.0l 3239] 57
[ToTALS 350|100.0| 167,972[100.0] . 11,876[100:0] 56,700(100.0
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D.3 Free State provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level

R B T T B T e
33 A ::"Y H

S i e

RLRA 1998 1 53| 5330 11.7 81| 27 502 2.7

RLRA 2001 11 53 -l 00 372 124 2424| 13.2

RLRA 2002 5| 263 2080] 45 483| 160] 2898| 15.8

RLRA 2003 4 211| 35930 785 1,060| 352| 6,380 34.7

RLRA 2004 8| 421| 2309| 52 1,016] 337 6,142 335

TOTALS 19| 100.0| 45,748]100.0 3,012/ 100.0] 18,326]100.0
FS WS-WB| 1996 6| 15| 6672 4.7 60| 14| 300 1.5
|FS WS-WB| 1897 16] 4.1) 17.198| 12.0] 1,063| 25.3| 65,315 27.4] .
FS WS-WB| 1998 56| 14.2] 28,760| 20.1 952| 22.7| 4,125 21.3
WS-WB | 1839 42| 10.7| 22.588| 15.8| 816(.19.4| 4,080 21.0
WS-WB| 2000 2| 05| 1629 14 782] 18.6] 3,910| 20.2]
WE-WB | 2001 5 1.3  1,076] 048] 9] 0.2 27| 04
FS WS-WB| 2002 144| 36.5] 41,864 29.3 232| 55| 785] 3.9
WS-WB|2003| 73| 18.5] 11663 8.2 164| 39| 493| 25
| WS-WB | 2004 50| 12.7] 11,300| 7.9 123 29| 369 1.9
[TOTALS| ‘ 394[100.0| 142,760]100.0 4,201 [100.0| 19,384 100.0

I).4 Gauteng provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level

GF . . .
GP ESTA 1999 2| 333 30 #1.0 67| 46.9 335| 469
GP ESTA 2000 3| 500 33| 479 BG| 46.2 330 46.2
TOTALS 61100.0 721100.0 143) 100.0 715]100.0
6P RLRA 2000 7] 171 - 0.0 3342| 30.4] 19,658| 36.8
GP RLRA 2001 4] 948 -] 00 530 54 3.540] 66
GP RLRA 2002 5| 12.2 3.444} 97.1 2325] 21.2| 13988| 26.2
GP RLRA 2003 5| 122 -1 00 2123 193 6,500| 12.2
GP RLRA 2004 20| 48.8 102 29 2,606 23.7 9,660| 18.1
TOTALS 4111000 3.546)100.0 10,986 100.0] 53,346!100.0

24.2

100.0

100.0

TOTALS

100.0

100.0

100.0
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GFP WSE-WB| 1997 1 09 84| 0.9 75| 07] 378 22
GP WS-WB| 1998 4| 34 203; 23 250) 24| 698| 40
GP WE-WE (1999 18] 154 1,716]_19.1 501) 4.8 2505 144
{GP.. WS-WB | 2000 11; 84 1,199 13.3| 819 75| 4.095| 235
WS-WB| 2001 6] 5.1 1,0583| 11.7]. 2439|.224| 2,715| 15.6]

GP WS-WE| 2002 17| 14.5 714 79| 2,541 23.3] 2,561 14.7

: WS-WE | 2003 32| 27.4 1,676 186 1,606] 14.7| 1699 9.7
6P . |ws-WB| 2004 28| 239 2348} 26.1 2659|244 2790( 16.0
TOTALS| 1171100.0 8,891[100.0 10,8981100.0] 17,438 100.0

D.5 KwaZulu-Natal provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level

6 . . .
KZN ESTA 2| 222 606, 26.0 2| 141 9] 1.1
KZN ESTA 1] 141 257 11.0 5 29 23] 29
TOTALS 91100.0 2,333]100.0 1581 100.0 79111000

1 . . 8] 05 40| 0.8
KZiN LTA 1999 9 98 3061 941 88| 57 362| 5.0
KZN LTA 2000 3 32 1,025 3.1 58| 38 297 41
KZN LTA 2001 10| 10.6 4,687 14.9 2211 14.2 1,122] 156
KZIN LTA 2002 30| 3.9 10315 30.8 444| 285| 2310] 322
KZN LTA 2003 26| 27.7] 10,358| 30.9 573| 36.8| 2,347| 327
KZIN LTA 2004 15| 18.0 3,609 10.8 164| 10.5 696) 9.7
TOTALS 94[100.0] 33,500{100.0 1,568)100.0}  7.174(100.0

1,867

2,480

KZN __ |RLRA 1] 15 . . ,
[kzN__|RLRA 1997 1] 15 824 03 85] 0.4 694 05
KZN __|RLRA 1999 8] 121 - 00 819 34| 4818 33
KZN___|RLRA 2000 4] 6.1 411 0.2 1,198| 50| 7176] 49
KZN__ {RLRA 2001 11 16.7] 49,535] 26.1 8733] 36.2] 52,398 359
KZN___ |RLRA 2002 8l 121] 19,318} 10.2 3,179] 132] 19,014] 13.0
KZN __[RLRA 2003 18| 27.3| 76,964 40.6 8.611| 27.4| 40.450] 27.7
KZN __|RLRA 2004 15| 22.7| 40,737 215 3,087 128 18.972] 13.0
TOTALS 66]100.0] 189,456[100.0]  24,113[100.0] 146,002[100.0
KZN __ [SLDA 1998 1] 143 839| 6.1 -| 00 -1 0.0
KZN__ [SLDA 2001 4| 571 3s49] 279 247] 30.4] 1,235 €88
[KZN__[SLDA 2002 1] 14.3 506] 3.7 32| 39 32| 1.8
KZN__|5LDA 2004 1] 14.3]__ 8,600] 62.3 534| 65.7|  534| 297
TOTALS 71100.0]  13,794]100.0 813[100.0] 1,801]100.0
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e TOTALS

D.6 Limpopoe provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level

.,_'K?_N ws-ws 1994 2l 11| 6,157 4.2 111 18] s85] 20
"TKZN WS-WB| 1995 3] 1.6/ 9,199 8.3 678(  B.9] 3,388 122
- [K2ZN WS-WE! 1096 5| 27| 8495 59 864 11.3] 18281 68|
WS-WB| 1997 9] 49| 2655] 1.8 269/ 35| 370 1.3
- KZN WS-WB| 1998 10} 55| 152365 10.6 978).12.8| 4,638| 16.6
|kZN - |WS-WB| 1999 8] 44| 5488 38 236{-:3.1] 1,018 37
- |KZN WS-WB | 2000 9] 49/ 10207| 7.0{ 467 6.1] 1,375] 4.9
- |KZN WS-WB| 2001 13| 710 12,320 85 802{ 10.5| 3,237| 11.8
|KZN WS-WB | 2002 28| 15.4| 29,105) 20.1 1,344| 17.6| 5026! 18.0
- |KZN WS-WB| 2003 42{ 231| 18.181| 125 1,208| 15.8| 4,225 152
CUIKZN [ WS-WB| 2004 531 291| 27.806| 19.2] . 94| 91| 2220| 80
o 182}1100.0{ 144,977!100.01 " 7,6511100.0| 27,880 | 100.0

LP RLRA 1998 1| 25! 25000 18.7 2,570

LP RLRA 1699 2| 50| 4543 1.2 121

LP RLRA 2000 2| 5.0 -1 00 167| 0. ) .
LP RLRA 2001 3 75| 2317] 1.7 3423 18.3| 17.472] 155
LP RLRA 2002 10| 25.0| 19,742| 14.7 4504| 2411 20877 185
LP RLRA 2003 2| 50| 5973 45 647| 35| 3235/ 29
LP RLRA 2004 20| 50.0| 79,275 59.2 7,290 38.9| 53399 47.4
TOTALS 40(100.0| 133,850| 100.0 18,722 (100.0| 112,645/ 100.0
|LP SLDA 1998 10100.0| 2,238 100.0 80100.0 398 100.0
TOTALS 1{100.0| 2,238] 100.0 801100.0 398 100.0

49

LP WS-WEB| 1997 11 14| 2734 7.4 81| 48| 406

{LP WS-WE [ 1998 9| 96| 4,799 13,0 202 11.9] 1,000| 12.2
1LP . WS-WB| 1999 8| 85 2616/ 71 126] 74| 630 76
LP WS-WB| 2000 13| 13.8] 3,793] 10.3 323] 19.0] 1,614] 19.6
LP WS-WB | 2001 27| 2871 11,499] 3141 706 41.5] 3531] 42.8
LR WS-WB | 2002 7| 74| 4339 11.7] 53! 31 260] 3.2
1LP WS-WB | 2003 11 11.7] 3,872] 105 173] 10.1| 668] 8.1
|LP WS-WB| 2004 18] 1911 3,292] 89 39| 23] 129 18
TOTALS 94|100.0! 36,845(100.0 1,703(100,0| 8,247(100.0
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D.7 Mpumalanga provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level

; . . 780 4.8
MP LTA 2000 62401 126 3830, 95 1.996! 122
MP LTA 2001 13.686| 27.6 1,281 320 3417] 208
MP LTA 2002 11,665| 23.6 1,161 28.0 5600| 335
MP LTA 2003 6,403 12.9 501| 125 2,169 13.2
MP LTA 2004 9,023; 18.2 518 13.0 2,329 154
TOTALS 49,501 100.0 3,999/100.0] 16,401| 100.0
; ‘ 'Y .,Hef g “,.f “.g?- it iy : E;*,,(‘ b A
2000 2] 5.0 5166( 7.5 1.183| 5.6 6,000 47
2001 5| 125 14.969| 217 22711 10.8] 12012 8.5
2002 6| 15.0 7,258| 105 1,847 8.8| 10,482 8.3
2003 14| 35.0| 18808 27.3 8464 | 40.2| 40,872 323
2004 | 13} 32.5| 22759| 33.0 7.276| 34.6] 57143| 452
TOTALS 40(100.0| &8,960]100.0 21,041 1100.0) 126,509 100.0
MP SLDA 1996 1 20.0 3929] 81.6 2680| 49.9 28001 499
MP [SLDA 1997 3| 60.0 858| 17.8 " 536| 478 2680] 47.8
MP SLDA 1998 1] 20.0 26] 05 26 23 1300 23
TOTALS 5{100.0 4,8131100.0 1,122[100.0 5,610( 100.0
MP WS-WB | 1996 6| 34 8488| 6.8 2,360| 18.7[11,46807 21.2
WS-WB! 1997 5| 29 5807 47 ~ 1,552| 12.3| 7.760| 14.4
MR WS-WB | 1998 7] 4.0 4,869| .39 685| 54| 3425| 6.3
WS-WB| 1999 4] 23 1,288| 1.0 367 29| 1,270 2.4
CMP WS-WEB!2000 12| 69 7,022 56| . 14085111 7,014] 13.0
- MP WS-WB (2001 27| 155 22092| 184 1,854 14.7| 8,837 164
| MP WS-WB| 2002 42| 241 44.765| 359 1,558| 12.3] 5384 10.0
- {MP WS-WB| 2003 40| 23.0 16,316] 13.1 1,289] 10.2| 4,208 7.8
WE-WER| 2004 3] 17.8] 13,238) 10.6] ~ 1.657| 12.3| 4671| BE
A TOTALS 174[100.0| 124,785(100.0)°  12630/100.0] 54,029/ 100.0
D.8 Northern Cape proviucial land reform delivery at the project-type level
PTOVDEBRTOject .| Year | -Projects: [\ Y| Heckres b N BT b
NC ESTA 2003 1]1100.0 181 100.0 201100.0
TOTALS 11100.0 18| 100.0 80(100.0
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NG

. [N

NG

L INC

INC | RLRA 1995 1 74,500 27.1 - 166 1.9 o6| 26
RLRA 1997 2| 74 25178{ . 9.2 ~1,300| 150 5465] 141
RLRA 1999 2| 74| 53172] 194 ~ 682| 79| 45688 11.8
1NC RLRA 2000 3] 107! 43384 158 2,240] 259| B,600[ 22.2
RLRA 2002 2| 74| 47.108] 171 1,000| 11.6| 6,040] 156
NC RLRA 2003 7| 26.0] 27,461 10.0 ©. 885 114 3224] 8.3
: RLRA 2004 111 39.3 3983 14 . 2280] 263 9842 254
. [TOTALS 281100.0| 274,787} 100.0 '8,653(100.0] 38,735]100.0
PtvinGe] Hrotdct sy bar 5] 519% Tt M ? R
~|INC WS-WB | 1897 8| 57| 72795| 14.3 1,006] 2631 5025| 257
C[NC WS-WB (1998 13| 9.2{ 57,765] 11.3 814| 20.5| 4,070| 20.8
WS-WB| 1999 15| 10.6] 90631] 17.7 147§ 37| 735 38
. INC WS-WB | 2000 11| 7.8| 69,765| 13.7 21| 05| 105] 05|
. LNC WS-WB | 2001 22| 15.6] 63.,799] 125 320| '8.0] 1,578| 8.1
Inc WS-WB| 2002 31| 22.0f 87,215] 17.1] 145 37| 552 28
WS-WB| 2003 25| 17.7| 43616 8.5 1,083| 27.2| 5364| 274
o |NG WS-WB| 2004 18] 11.3| 25.114] 4.9 4441 11.2] 2133| 109
[TOTALS ‘ 1411100.0| 510,700]100.0 3,9804100.0] 19,560 100.0
D.9 North-West provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level
NW RLRA 1997 11 27 1,148 1.5 122 1.0 7321 14
NW RLRA 1998 1 27 40431 52 812 4.9 3794 67
NW RLRA 1699 1 27 4,131 53 1429 11.3] B8B859| 13.2
NW RLRA 2000 21 54| 10507 135 144 1.1 880; 1.3
NW RLRA 2001 6] 16.2] 18,548| 238 37581 208, 22611| 337
NW RLRA 2002 3l 841 14,6931 189 1,200 9.5 7,210 10.7
NW RLRA 2003 13] 351 18,164| 234 2976| 23.6| 10925| 16.3
NW RLRA 2004 10| 27.0 6547 84 2,355| 18.7] 13116 180
TOTALS 371100.0] 77,781[100.0 12,696) 100.0) 67,127]100.0

SEEEEEE R

TALS

pur)
O

71,516
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D.10 Western Cape provincial land reform delivery at the project-type level

g

s

- |we,

- [we

- [WC

© | TOTALS

45

WG RLRA . . . )
IWC RLRA 1998 11 0.5 -l 0.0 1] 0.0 8/ 0.0
wC RLRA 1999 48| 251 -l 0.0 111 0.9 6631 1.0
wWC RLRA 2000 26; 13.6 9] 0.3 4,358| 36.0{ 33,293 488
wC RLRA 2001 220 115 55| 17 373] 31| 2122] 3.1
WG RLRA 2002 220 11,5 6] 02 847| 70| 13952 58
e RLRA 2003 51| 267 -l 0.0 4134| 341 17,392| 255
WC RLRA 2004 20/ 10.5 130] 4.0 1,977] 16.3] 8,871 13.0
TOTALS 191[100.0|  3,288(100.0 12,109(100.0| 68,208| 100.0
WG WS-WB/| 1995 1| 0.8 39! 0.1 71| 1.3| 355| 27
- |WC WS-WB| 1997 3| 24 148| 0.3 334! '61] 626 4.8
| WS-WB| 1908 g| 65| 17800 34| . 588] 10.7] 1.300] 10,0
- |WC - |WS-WB|[1999 12| 9.7| 12,371] 23.3|. 675).12.3] 1,831| 14,1|
| WS-WB| 2000 14| 11.3]  1,116] 2.1 847! 11.8] 1,269 9.8
- we WS-WE| 2001 21] 16.9| 1,418 27 1,104| 20.1| 3,180] 245}
Iwe WS-WEB| 2002 22| 17.7{ 8.599| 16.2 5501 10.2| 1.511] 11.7
3 WS-WB| 2003 28! 22.6] 16,547 31.1 616 11.2] 1,717] 13.2
CIWC  [WSWBJ2004| 0 15] 12.4] 11,104] 209 889 18.2] 1,170/ 9.0
- 124/100.0] 53,122{100.0 5.4831100.0| 12,959 100.0
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E.1 National land reform delivery at the product-type level

ANNEXURE E: LAND REFORM DELIVERY AT THE PROJECT-TYPE LEVEL

-------- Ww!ﬁw b 3 ‘ 1
9| 482400 21.7 3,115 . 15,414 .
EQS 20| 1.2 8,988 0.4 3.218 1.4 13,628 1.3
FINCOMP 278 114 o 0.0 40,024 17.8| 182,495| 169
FINCOMPSETL 9 04 2,020 0.1 2,612 1.2 15,023| 1.4
FSN 71 29 12,193 0.5 1,819 0.9 6,333, 06
PRCD 1,140 46.9| 493126 22.2 20,462 9.1 73,368 6.8
SETL A82| 1657| 942849 424 121,027 537| 625912| 57.9
SETLPROD 22| Q9 16,249 0.7 3,248 14 15569| 1.4
UNKNOWN 382) 16.7| 266,7156] 120 20687 13.2] 132483 12.3
TOTALS 24331100.0]2,224,541| 100.0 2253101 100.0(1,080,226[100.0
T
COMM 1996 4] 33! 5162 11 -l 00 - 0.0
COMM 1997 10| 83| 60461] 125 2171 - 7.0 1,085| 7.0
COMM 1898 17 142 51,4631 10.7 48 15 238| 1.5
COMM 1999 26 21.7| 110,725| 23.0 812) 261 4,058| 26.3
COMM 2000 9] 7.5] 70,881 14.7 782] 25.1 3,8107 254
COMM 2001 131 10.8| 64,243| 133 634| 20.4 3170 20.6
COMM 2002 18} 15.0| 66,898| 13.9 236| 7.6 1,180) 7.7
COMM 2003 11 9.2 26074] 54 14 37 410| 27
COMM 2004 12] 100} 26493 55 273 88 1,363| 8.8
TOTAL 120[100.0[ 482.400)100.0 31151 100.0]  15,414[100.0

42.0

EQS 2| 69 2,358| 26.2 1,144 356 5,720

EQS 1897 11 34 560 6.2 111 34 955| 441
EQS 1998 5| 7.2 493 56 308) 986 96| 7.2
EQS 1899 4] 138 2,363| 26.3 44| 76 1,220 9.0
EQGS 2000 10| 34.5 2451 27.3 950 29.5 3,740| 274
EQS 2001 1] 34 106 1.2 421 13 126 09|
EQS 2002 4} 13.8 5211 5.8 108 3.4 329)| 24
EQS 2003 1] 34 go| 09 300 9.3 932| 8.8
EQS 2004 1] 34 51| 06 10/ 0.3 M| 02
TOTAL 281100.0 8,988)100.0 3218)100.0f  13,629{100.0
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FINCOMP

1998 K - 5/ 0.0 30/ 00
FINCOMP 1999 58] 20.9 - 932] 23] 5493 30
FINCOMP 2000 32] 115 . 8,718 16.8| 30.945] 219
FINCOMP 2001 20| 10.4 . 8454 21.1| 50,782 278
[FINCOMP 2002 29! 10.4 - 2948 74! 16568 91
FINCOMP 2003 B4| 23.0 - 6,820] 17.0] 26,304] 14.4
FINCOMP 2004 63 22.7 - 14,147] 35.3] 43,373] 238
TOTAL 278[100.0 ol o 40,024] 100.0] 182,495]100.0
P
~ |FIN 743| 28.4| 4.302[ 202
" |FINCOMPSETL 200| 14.4 728] 27.8]. 4,356] 200
“ IFINCOMPSETL 12¢] 6.4 1143 438{ 6,275 41.8
" frorac | 2,020[100.0 2612[100.0]  15023[100.0

1

11 1. . . .
FSN 1999 4] 58] 1,957 1861 87| 4.5 435 69
FSN 2000 5/ 7.0 752| 6.2 76| 4.0 380] 6.0
FSN 2001 7] 99| 1911] 157 457| 23.8| 2258| 35.7
FSN 2002 18] 25.4] 2.825| 232 204]_10.6 907| 14.3
FSN 2003 23[ 3241 3,774] 309 254 13.2 731] 115
FSN 2004 12| 16.9 969 79 g30] 4371 1612 255
TOTAL 71(100.0] 12,193]100.0 1919] 100.0]  6,333[100.0
PROD 1995 1] 0.1 254| 0.1 18] 0.1 88| 0.1
PROD 1996 5/ 04] 5210] 1.1 451 22|  1,718] 2.3
PROD 1997 8| 07] 9602] 19 615 3.0{ 3,075 4.2
PROD 1998 19] 1.7] 24926 5.1 1,330] 65 6651 9.1
PROD 1999 45{ 39| 25340] 5.1 2,001] 142] 14,475 197
PROD 2000 27 24| 16251] 33 2154] 10.5]  9,942] 136
PROD 2001 76| 6.7] 26706 54 2303 11.7] 8265 11.3
PROD 2002]  332] 20.1] 160,784 326 3,189] 156 9853 134
PROD 2003] _ 330] 289] 115055 23.3 4,379] 21.4] 10,230{ 139
PROD 2004|  207| 26.1] 108,997 2241 3,032] 14.8]  9071] 124
TOTAL 1,140[100.0[ 493,126/100.0 20,462| 100.0]  73.368]100.0
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 [sETLPROD_| 1999
[SETLPROD_| 2000

SETL 1894 1] 03 32| 0.0 76| 0.1 380 041
SETL 1995 2| 05 74538 7.9 237 0.2 1381 0.2
SETL 1996 4] 1.0 9841 1.0 1260 10 4269 07
SETL 1997 16 3.9 42786| 45 5169] 4.3 23211| 37
SETL 1998 12| 31| 36634 38 3963 33| 22402| 386
SETL 19949 17| 45| 63727 68 4069 34| 21582 34
SETL 2000 38| 102 68602 7.3 10.108]| 84| 58.278| 93
SETL 2001 45| 11.8] 102,022| 10.8 22,449 18.5] 115093! 18.4
SETL 2002 76| 19.9| 145,282) 154 16.442] 136 91.836] 14.7
SETL 2003 B3| 21.7| 203,628] 21.6 25816 21.3; 127,739| 204
SETL 2004 88| 23.0] 1985,755] 20.8] - 31,438 26.0| 159,771| 255
TOTAL 382(100.0| 942,849(100.0 121,0271 100.0) 625912/100.0

B ke
SETLPROD 1996
SETLPROD 1997
SETLPROD [ 1998

4.5 w3 24 32| 1.0 68| 04
45 84| 05 B 23 376| 24
8.1 4525 27.8 179 5.5 298 19
4.5 1,408| B.7| 300] 9.2 1,500| 9.6
9.1 198 1.2 235 7.2 1,175] 7.5

= ;o M= r=]|=
h
N
L]

- [SETLPROD | 2001 3,064] 18.9 615 189] 3,005 19.9
. ISETLPROD | 2002 227] 3564 219 1,461/ 450]  7,305] 469
[SETLPROD __|_ 2003 136 2506] 16.0[ 268] 821 1338] 88
' [SETLPROD 2004 - 4.5 417{ 28 83| - 26] . 415] 27
ITOTAL ~22[100.0] 16,250(100.0 3,248[ 100.0]  15,569[100.0

ol

175

UNKNOWN 1994 1 0.3 6,125 . .

UNKNOWN 1995 2] 05 89451 34 660 2.2 3,300 25
UNKNOWN 1996 10| 26| 15123] 57 2236 75| 11320| 85
UNKNOWN 1997 21| 55| 22664] 85 3,008 101 15,047 114
UNKNOWN 1998 71| 18.6| 45903) 17.2 27500 93] 13116] 99
UNKNOWN 1999 54) 141 1820 68 1,301 44 5938; 45
UNKNOWN 2000 ar| 97| 24301 91 2080 70| 10534| 8.0
UNKNOWN 2001 63) 16.5) 42,384 15.9 5244| 17.7] 14149] 107
UNKNOWN 2002 56| 14.7| 51,755 194 6,109| 206| 155665) 11.7
UNKNOWN 2003 39| 1021 16,117| 6.0 1.776f 6.0 7,030 53
UNKNOWN 2004 28| 73| 15187] &7 4477| 181 36,309 274
TOTAL 3821100.0] 266,715!/100.0 20.687] 100.0;7 132,483/100.0
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E.2 Eastern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

2 45 et 1oy ear et ] orett ‘ ae 47 :

EC COMM 3 120 4,423! 14.2 48| 50 238| 5.0
EC COMM 3| 120 5174| 166 167 174 833) 174
EC COMM | 2001 4| 16.0 6,503| 209 181 189 905| 18.9
EC COMM | 2002 6] 24.0 7.297| 23.5 217 2286 1,085 22.6
EC COMM | 2003 4] 160 5303 171 74| 7.7 370) 7.7
EC COMM | 2004 5] 200 2,400 7.7 273| 284 1.363| 284
TOTAL 25| 100.0| _31,101[100.0 959 | 100.0 4,7941100.0
EC FINCOMP 2

EC FINCOMP 1 . . .
EC FINCOMP| 2000 3 103 - 546|_ 6.1 3,276| 16.5
EC FINCOMP| 2001 il 103 - 101 041 18| 0.6
EC FINCOMP| 2002 5| 17.2 - 206 29 1621 8.2
EC FINCOMP| 2003 2| 69 - 513| 6.7 3,078] 15.5
EC FINCOMP| 2004 13| 44.8 - 7,638| 852! 11,712| 59.0
TOTAL 29| 100.0 - - 8,968 100.0] 19,835/100.0
EC FSN 2001 3l 11 153] 44 14| 13.0 43} 13.0
EC FSN 2002 9| 333 1,738| 48.5 50| 449 149| 44.9
EC FSN 2003 10| 37.0 1,589 45.3 38| 39 116| 34.9
EC FSN 2004 5| 185 30 09 8 7.2 24 7.2
TOTAL 27| 100.0 3,510]100.0 111100.0 332[100.0

5,210

1,718

PROD | 1996 5 . ] \ _

EC PROD | 1997 3l 10| 3771 3.0 4321 72| 2160 7.8
EC PROD | 1998 7] 24| 5020 3.9 280 46| 1.400] 5.1
EC PROD | 1999 15| 51| 8865 6.8 2131 35.3] 10,657 384
EC PROD | 2000 14] 48| 11,969 9.4 1,448| 240| 7.229| 26.1
EC PROD | 2001 8| 27| 1421 1.4 134 2.2 669] 2.4
EC PROD | 2002 58] 191 22,632| 17.8 304 50 11380 44
EC PROD 2003 o0 307 34,0602 274 411 6.8 1,420 5.1
©IEG PROD | 2004 - 95| 32.4{ 33745 28.5 444] 74| 1320 48
| TOTAL 203! 100.0{ 127,335[100.0 6,035 1000 27.718[100.0
EC SETL 2 , . . 8,155 \
|eC SETL 2000 4 98| 6501 108 3,194/ 98] 17010] 115
EC SETL 2001 5 12.2 6,850 11.0 11,496 357 54,682 36.9
EC SETL 2002 13{ 31.7| 18544 308 5116| 15.9| 26,104] 17.6
EC SETL 2003 6] 146| 1,088 1.8 4,025) 125 15800 107
EC SETL 2004 11| 26.8 26,559 441 6,758 21.0 26,585 179
TOTAL 41| 100.0] 80,280{100.0 32,215 100.0] 148,345 100.0
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EC UNKNOWN | 2000 1] 167 3,008 67.3 221 34.2| 1326| 418
EC UNKNOWN | 2001 1] 16.7 -1 00 -| 0.0 - 00
EC UNKNOWN | 2002 1] 16.7 -| 00 95 147 195| 6.1
EC UNKNOWN | 2003 2] 33.3 1,384) 310 326] 504 1,632) 514
EC UNKNOWN | 2004 1] 16.7 78 1.7 5 0.7 23| 0.7
TOTAL 6] 100.0 4,4711100.0 6471100.0] 3,176 [100.0

E.3 Free State provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

Gk W ear [ Projeots 15 s ] IS
1996 4| 12.1] 5162 13.8 - 0.0 -l 00
1907 7| _21.2]  6.186] 165 217 155 _1,085] 155
1998 o| 27.3] 9738] 259 - 00 00
1999 10|_30.3| 14,328] 382 400] 286 2000] 28.6
2000 1] 30| 1.182] 31 782 559 3,910 55.9
2002 11 30 428] 1.1 1 00 00
2004 130 505| 1.3 [ 00 - 00

33| 100,0] 37,530 100.0 1,399100.0{ _ 6,995[100.0

TOTAL 2 - 269 100.0] 3,554 100.0
FS PROD | 1999 1 04 "5 00 - 00 - 0.0
FS PROD | 2001 4 15/ 1050 16 9] 18 27] 18
FS PROD | 2002 142| 53.0| 41,224| 637 197] 39.9 590| 399
FS PROD | 2003 72| 26.9] 11,661 18.0 164] 332 491| 33.2
FS PROD | 2004 49| 18.3] 10,804 167 123|_25.0 369| 25.0
TOTAL 268{ 100.0] 64,744 100.0 492 100.0|  1,477/100.0
[ Province |- Rrodiiot v]:Year:| Projgots |1 A

FS SETL 1998 1 . . .
FS SETL 2001 1 63 -l 00 372| 138 2424] 164
FS SETL 2002 4] 250| 2080 45 482| 176] 2892 198
FS SETL 2003 4| 250] 35930 785 1,060 38.7] 6,360] 43.1
FS SETL 2004 6| 375 2399 62 747| 27.2| 2,588] 17.5
TOTAL 16| 100.0]  45,748] 100.0 2,742[100.0] 14,766]100.0
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FS UNKNOWN | 1996 2 22| 1,510 37 80, 27 300, 298
1FES UNKNOWN | 1897 9 971 11012{ 273 846 384 4.230| 40.8
FS UNKNOWN | 1998 47| 50.5| 19,022| 47.2 - 852 43.2] 4125 398
FS UNKNOWN | 1999 30; 323 8,037| 20.0 307| 139 1,535| 14.8
FS UNKNOWN | 2000 1 1.1 447 141 -1 0.0 -1 0.0
FS UNKNOWN | 2001 1 1.1 26| 01 - 00 - 0.0
|Fs UNKNOWN | 2002 2] 22 212| 05 38 1.6 181 1.7
F8 UNKNOWN | 2003 1 1.1 2 0.0 o 0.0 2| 0.0
TOTAL 93| 100.0] 40,267] 100.0 2,201/100.0] 10,373]100.0
E.4 Gauteng provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level
£: i 6T
GP COMM 2001 1] 500 361| 65.9 -| 0.0 -] 00
GFP COMM 2003 1] 500 187 3441 40(100.0 40| 100.0
TOTAL 2] 100.0 5481 100.0 401100.0 40100.0

TOTAL

574

100.0

388

100.0

1,940

100.0

1FINCOMP__

FINCOMP

FINCOMP

FINCOMP

a.0

FINCOMP 2004 18| 54.5 -l 0 2125 25.8| 8,010] 202
FINCOMPSETL | 2002 3.0 290{100.0 726| 8.8] 4,356 11.0
TOTAL 33/100.0 2001100.0 8.239(100.0! 39,578] 100.0
|GP FSN' 2003 5/ 714 174| 87.7 27| 79.4 '51] 70.8
GP FSN 2004 2| 288 24| 12.3 7| 208 21| 29.2
TOTAL 71 100.0 198 100.0 34 (100.0 721100.0

GP PROD 1999 181 19.8 1,761 326 387! 164 1935! 354
GP PROD 2000 2 22 395 7.3 161| 638 B05| 147
GP PROD 2001 3| 33 571 10.6 45| 1.9 225| 44
GP PROD 2002 16] 17.8 584 10.9 41| 1.8 61 1.1
GP PROD 2003 25) 275 937) 17.3 1.539] 654 1.608] 294
GP PROD 2004 24 264 986| 18.2 42] 1.8 137 2%
TOTAL 91] 100.0 5,408 [100.0 2,353|100.0] 5,461]100.0
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iy e Y Bar P IOfoOTs. s ds v Hectares!| 4%

GP SETL 1998 1 5.0 Bl 02 10| 0.4 5| 04

GP SETL 1999 3 150 270 b7 181 7.0 9051 6.5

GP SETL 2000 8| 45.0 65 14 307 11.9) 1,741 126

GP SETL 2002 3 15.0 3,154 | 66.3 1,572 61.1 0,432) 68.0

GP SETL 2003 1 5.0 1 1.9 12 0.5 60| 0.4

GP SETL 2004 3l 15.0 1,169| 246 492 181 1,682 121

TOTAL 20| 100.0 4,758]100.0 2,574{100.0| 13,870]/100.0

Provis R IR, Frisa | R Hectares 1 4%

GP SETLPROD | 1997 11 20.0 84| 26.3 75| 16.5 I751 223

GP SETLPROD | 1998 1] 20.0 34| 106 121| 26.6 8 05

GP SETLPROD | 2000 2] 400 1981 62.4 235| 51.6| 1,175| 70.0

|GP SETLPROD | 2001 11 200 3 0.8 24| 53 120§ 7.2

TOTAL 5(100.0 3181100.0 455(100.0| 1,678]100.0

GP UNKNOWN | 2001 1 . .

GP UNKNOWN | 2002 1] 20.0 126| 14.0 25000 31.4] 2,500 28.0
LGP UNKNOWN [ 2003 2] 40.0 78| 424 488 6.1 1,450 16.3
- |GP UNKNOWN | 2004 1| 200 270] 30.3 26800 32.7| 2600[ 291

|TOTAL 5] 100.0 £8921100.0 . 7T.958(100.0] 8.920)100.0

FINCOMP

8 / .
FINCOMP | 2001 5| 313 - 6,040 72.2| 41694 724
[FINCOMP | 2002 2] 128[ - 1;560| 16.2 9,300 16.1
FINCOMP | 2004 1] 63 - 30| 34 1,800| 34
16| 100.0 - - 9,6261100.0| 57,612(100.0

4| 20.0 . .
|KZN FSN 2000 21 10.0 687 89 511 10.3 266| 12.7
KZN FSN 2001 2| 10.0 1,758| 22.6 72] 14.5 360| 18.0
KZN FSN 2002 4| 20.0 1,087| 14.0 75] 15.1 375| 18.7
KZN FSN 2003 6| 30.0| 2,007 25.9 172 | 34.7 492| 248
KZN FSN 2004 2| 10.0 266| 34 39| 7.9 86| 4.3
TOTAL 20| 100.0]  7.763[100.0 406(100.0| 2,003[100.0
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PROD

TR

k2N

1995 1] 1.0 254| 05 18| 09 88| 1.4

|KZN PROD 1998 1 1.0 58| 0.1] 0| 00 11 00
- |KZN PROD 2000 2] 19| 1740| 35 . 29) 14 100| 16
. PROD 2001 4| 38| 3858] 7.7 _290] 14.2 869, 14.1
‘|KkZN . _|PROD - | 2002 15| 14.3| 5934| 118 560] 27.4| 1,679] 27.2
- |K2N PROD 2003 33| 314 12,852] 256 . 588| 2B.8| 1,627 264
. |KZN - |PROD. 2004 49| 46.7| 25482| 50.8 _855| 27.2) 1,803 29.2
TOTAL - 105} 100.0{ 50,178]100.0 2,039/100.0f 6,167]100.0
KZN SETL 1994 11 07 2] 00 76| 04 380] 04
KZN SETL 1996 2] 15! 6415] 26 832| 46| 1.760| 1.8
KZN SETL 1997 7] 51| 2467 1.0 329/ 1.8 938| 0.9
KZN SETL 1998 4] 29| 1,332| 05 176| 1.0 628 0.6
KZN SETL 1999 3| 22| 1686 0.7 68| 04 97| 0.
KZN SETL 2000 8| 58 5908 24 1,442| 79| 7806 7.9
KZN SETL 2001 16| 11.7| 56,283| 22.6 2,207] 12.1] 12,620] 12.8
KZN SETL 2002 35| 265 39,389| 15.8 2,580| 14.2] 13,905] 141
KZN SETL 2003 35| 255, 83135] 334 7,012| 385 42,307 42.8
KZN SETL 2004 26| 19.0] 52,430] 211 3,500| 19.2] 18,309| 18.5
TOTAL 137] 100.0] 249,036{100.0 18,222(100.0| 98,750|100.0

SETLPROD

1096

o [KeN

kN

1 ) . . ]

KZN SETLPROD| 2001 2| 250/ 1.419! 26.1 114| 23.0 590| 245

- |KZN SETLPROD| 2002 2| 250/ 1019] 188 83| 18.7 415 17.2

TAKZN SETLPROD! 2003| 3| 375 2,506] 47.8 -.268| 53.9] 1.338] 555

ITOTAL | B{100.0] 5,427/100.0 4971100.0] 2,411[100.0

. |K2N UNKNOWN | 1894 1] 14| 6,125 85 35 1.0 175| 1.0

" IKZN UNKNOWN | 1995 21 28] 8945 125 660( 19.4| - 3,300{ 19.8

UNKNOWN | 1996 a| 4.2 3.554| 5.0 . 400 11.7] 2,480| 14.8

KZN = |UNKNOWN| 1997 3| 4.2 g12{. 1.1 - 250 0.7 126] 0.8

UNKNOWN | 1998 7! 97| 14,949( 209 80| 23.7] 4.049] 242

. |[KZN UNKNOWN | 1999 10| 13.9] 4925 69 . -170] 5.0 848 5.1

- |KkzN UNKNOWN | 2000 4] 56] 3308 48 03| 6.0 687| 4.1

|KzZN UNKNOWN | 2001 ol 125 7,382| 10.3 ~372| 108] 1,859 111

L {K2ZN UNKNOWN/| 2002 15| 20.8] 13,305| 18.6 293| 86| 1,467 88

1KZN UNKNOWN | 2003 11| 15.3] 5518| 7.7 353| 10.4] 1,267] 76

. [K2ZN UNKNOWN | 2004 7| 9.7 2831 4.0 . 89| 26 47| ' 2.7

{TOTAL | 72]100.0] 71,655[100.0 3,411[100,0] 16,705]100.0
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E.6 Limpopo provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

PROVINGR b, PrOGUC it Blects o

LP  |FINCOMP 1999 1) 14.3 - 0.0 1 0.1 8 0.1
LP FINCOMP 2000 1] 14.3 - 0.0 1861 11.1 9961 11.8
LP FINCOMP 2002 2| 286 100 271 18.1] 1.602] 18.9
LP FINCOMP 2003 1] 14.3 - 00 316| 21.1| 1,580] 18.6
LP FINCOMP 2004 1] 14.3 - 00 350| 234 2,000] 236
LP FINCOMPSETL | 2001 1] 14.3 60/ 100.0 293| 26.3| 2,202 27.0
TOTAL 7]100.0 60[100.0 1,497(100.0] 8.476/100.0
o T o S o f iy Ar - sl

Lp PROD 2000 1| 24| 1,02} 7.3 223

LP PROD 2001 71 171 4,001) 268 4531 497 2,265| 52.8
LP PROD 2002 5| 12.2] 3458] 20.8 29| 3.2 130] 3.2
LP PROD 2003 11| 28.8| 3,872 255 173 19.0 668| 15.6
LP PROD 2004 17| 41.5| 2958| 19.5 33] 36 o] 2.3
TOTAL 411100.0] 15,181]100.0 9111100.0] 4,286]100.0

25,000

1] 3.

-l _]SETL 1999 1| 34] _1543] 1.2 = 08| 720 1.0
LP SETL 2000 1| 3.4 00 - 1] 0.0 gl 00
Lp SETL 2001 2| so| 2257 1.8 3030]. 21.0] 157180] 21.8
LP SETL 2002 7| 241 12,842 1041 2733] 19.0] 15775 22.6
LP SETL 2003 1| 3.4 5973 47 331 23] 1655 2.4
LP SETL 2004 18| 55.2] 79,186| 62.4 5630 39.1] 20,399 29.3
TOTAL 29|100.0| 126,801 100.0 14,415/100.0| 69,689/100.0
- [P UNKNOWN | 1997 il 1.7] 2,734] 88 81| 22 408] 1.0

P [UNKNOWN | 1998 10] 17.2] 7,087 227 281| .7.6] 1407 36
P UNKNOWN | 1999 8! 138 2616| 84 Co126] 34 630! 16
P UNKNOWN| 2000 12| 207] 2801 87| 00| 27 499] 1.3
LP UNKNOWN | 2001 20| 34.5| 7,408| 239 253, 69| 1,286 33
LP UNKNQWN | 2002 3] 52| 8081] 26.1. 1,524| 41.4| 3,621 93

CTILP - JUNKNOWN| 2004 4] 69 424 14 1,316| 35.7| 31,030 79.9
|ToTA 5a[100.0( 30,980)100.0 - 3,682/100.0| 38,859)100.0

E.7 Mpumalanga provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

25.0 87| 15.8 03| 208| 515 20.8

TR

MP COMM 1999 1

MP COMM 2001 1] 256.0 1,500| 614 -381| 76.8| 1,905 76.8

MP COMM 2002 1] 26.0 223 91 12| 24 60| 2.4

MP COMM 2003 1t 250 332) 136 -l 60 -l 0.0

TOTAL 4[100.0 2,442]100.0 495( 100.01 2,480) 100.0
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MP EQs 2 . :

MP EQS 1997 1]_20.0 5601 13.1 111 7.5 6566| 7.6
MP EQS 1998 1] 20.0 -| 0o 4 03 200 0.3
MP EQS 2000 1] 200 1,364 31.9 214| 145) 1,070] 145
TOTAL 5[100.0 4,281}100.0 1,473 100.0] _7,365] 100.0
MP FINCOMP 2003 2| 400 -| 00 684| 58.4| 2,246| 468
MP FINCOMP 2004 2| 40.0 - 0O 138] 11.8 476| 8.9
MP FINCOMPSETL | 2001 1] 20.0 1,541/100.0 350| 29.9| 2,100| 43.6
TOTAL 51100.0 1,541(100.0 1,172(100.0| 4,821[100.0

TP

MP PROD 2001 14| 12.3] 6,834! 10.4 408 95| 1223 95
MP PROD 2002 32| 28.1| 31,555| 48.2 1,203] 28.0] 3,600 28.0
MP PROD 2003 36| 316 13,705! 21.0 11191 26.0| 3,358| 26.0
MP PROD 2004 31| 27.2] 13.238] 202 1,557] 236.2| 4671] 362

| TOTAL 1141100.0] 65,410{100.0 4,300 100.0} 12,900 100.0

- |MP SETL 1999 1| 22| 2515 3.4 158 0.8 790 0.6
C me SETL 2000 6] 130 6790] 9.1 1,287|. 64| 6,520 5.3
o MP SETL 2001 9l 19.6] 14,409] 19.3 2080 10.2/ 10,652| 8.6
MP SETL 2002 6| 13.0| 7.446{ 10.0 1697 84| 10,132 8.2
SETL 2003 13] 28.3| 20,546] 27:6 7,873 38.9| 39,0901 31.8

MP SETL 2004 11| 239| 22,758| 30.6 7,138| 353 56,868| 45.8
TOTAL | 46[100.0| 74,466)100.0 20:222| 100.0| 123,853] 100.0
MP SETLPROD| 2004 11100.0 417[100.0 83} 100.0 415 100.0
TOTAL ‘ 1]100.0 4171100.0 ©83[100.0 415/ 100.0
UNKNOWN 5| 4, . .
UNKNOWN | 1997 7] 58] 8,106 6.1 1.977| 179 9885/ 19.f!
UNKNOWN | 1898 7| 58 4885 4.9 707 64| 35351 7.0
UNKNOWN | 1999 3| 25 801] 0.9 2641 2.4 755 1.5

UNKNOWN | 2000 16| 13.6] 10,194] 10.2 1457| 132! 7.381] 14.6

UNKNOWN | 2001 25| 21.2| 27,333 275 2.108| 19.9| 8386! 165

UNKNOWN | 2002 28] 23.7| 24464 246 1654] 150| 7,565 14.9

UNKNOWN | 2003 18| 15.3] 6944] 70 578 52| 2554 50
UNKNOWN | 2004 o] 76| 8606] 86 435 39| 2114| 4.2

TOTAL 118]100.0{ 99,502(100.0 11,046 100.0] 50,715| 100.0
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E.8 Northern Cape provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

Yoars| Projectsi:u
1997 3| 58| 54275| 134 - -
1998 5| 96| 37302 9.2 - -
(NC COMM 1999 11| 21.2| 87,750, 21.7 - -
NC COMM 2000 8] 154| 69,699 17.2| . - -
NG COMM 2001 5] 9.6 53478[ 132 - -
NC COMM 2002 9| 17.3| 57906| 14.3 - -
NC CCMM 2003 5] 98| 20261] 5.0 - -
NC COMM 2004 6l 11.5| 23588] 5.8 - -
TOTAL 52]1100.0| 404,249/100.0 - - -
e Pk
1 13 149 321 706 160| 77.7
NC EQS 2002 1] 333 23| 264 3] 66 16| 7.3
NG EQS 2004 1] 333 51| 588 10| 228 31 _15.0
TOTAL 3]/100.0 871100.0 45)100.0 206] 100.0

iy

FINCOMP

2003

NC 4 1,356

NC FINCOMP 2004 7| 583 - 753| 44.0] 3.837] 451
NC FINCOMPSETL | 2004 1] 83 - 6881 40.2] 3440} 394
TOTAL 12]100.0 - - 1,7121100.0| 8,733 100.0
NC FSN 1997 1] 333 1; 167 1l 5.9 5| 59
NC FSN 1098 1] 33.3 4| €8.7 1159 5] 59
NC FSN 2000 1] 33.3 1] 167 15} 88.2 75| 882
TOTAL 31100.0 6]100.0 171100.0 85] 100.0

. 3 4 . . .
NC PROD 1998 6| 82| 15968] 216 755 53.4] 3.775| 55.9
NC PROD 1999 "3l 41| 2868] 39 115]__8.1] 575 85
NC PROD 2000 2| 27 85] 0.1 6] 04 30] 04
NG PROD 2001 14| 19.2] 6,508] 88 270] 1911 1,326] 196
NC PROD 2002 20| 27.4| 29,246] 395 87| 6.2] 262] 39
NC PROD 2003 17| 23.3] 12,126] 16.4 37| 26| 134 20
NC PROD 2004 8| 11.0] 1,408 1.9 34] 24| 102] 15
TOTAL 73100.0] 73,969[100.0 1,4151100.0] 6,754] 100.0
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INe

[NC SETL 199% A 4.0] 74500| 246 166] 1.8 996 24
NC SETL 1997 3! 12.0] 37915] 125 2194| 234 9935| 235
INC SETL 1999 2| 80| 53172] 176] . BB2] 7.3 4,568 108
SETL 2000 3| 120 43.384] 143 2:240| 23.9] 8,600] 20.4

‘INC SETL 2001 3l 120 38151 1.3 80} 05 250) 0.6
NC SETL 2002 3| 12.00 47149| 156 1,058) 11.2] 6315] 150
NC SETL 2003 6| 24.0| 38,7001 128 1,760| 18.8] 7.098| 16.8
NC SETL 2004 4i 18.0 4050 1.3 1,239] 13.2| 4.465| 106
TOTAL 25/100.0) 302,685| 100.0 9,386 100.0| 42,227] 100.0

- |NC SETLPROD| 1688 1]100.0 4,491 100.0 58| 100.0 290| 100.0
TOTAL 11100.0 4,491 100.0 581000 290 100.0

oy

~\‘ f
UNKNOWN

5/ 100.0

8]1000]

TOTAL

100.0

18

100.0

100.0

E.9 North-West provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

: ‘ 1 \ ] £
NW COMM 2001 2| s0.0] 2401 36.8 72| 326 360| 32.6 !
NW COMM 2002 1| 25.0] 1,044] 16.0 7] a2 35/ 3.2 '

| TOTAL - ' 4] 1000 6,531(100.0 2211000 1,105/100,0

[NW EQS 1999 1] 100.0]  1,846/100.0 74| 100.0 370(100.0 ‘;
| TOTAL 11 1000 1,846[100.0 74| 100.0 3701 100.0 :

3.942

33.1 |

TFINCOMP | 2001 1| 128| 657| 31.3
NW FINCOMP | 2003 1| 125 - 17| 0.8 102] 0.9 :
NW FINCOMP | 2004 8] 750 - 1423 67.9| 7,874 66.1 [
TOTAL 8] 100.0 N 2,007] 100.0] 11,918]100.0 |
yird o AP, Y dht ‘
NW FSN 2004 2] 1000  609/100.0 174] 100.0] 870 ;
TOTAL 2]100.0 809]100.0 174] 1000 870 - -
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6.1.

157| 18.3 785| 22.5

0.9 49| 5.7 199 5,7

2.7 931 109 4621 13.2

45.7 394 459] 1,563 447

21.3 - 82| 9.6 247 7.4

233 . 82| 96| 238 68

100.0 . '858|100.0 3,494]100,0

NW SETL 1996 1| 26 338 04 120] 0.7 600| 0.7
NW SETL 1997 2| 5.1 1,367 1.8 7601 4.5 3,922| 45
NW SETL 1998 2| 5.1 49421 6.5 842 49! 4944| 586
NW SETL 1999 4| 10.3] 45161 6.0 2482 14.6| 14.124| 18.1
NW SETL 2000 2| 5.1 5937 7.8 85 05 489| 0.8
NW SETL 2001 6| 15.4| 18,553 245 3.113| 18.3] 18,729] 214
NW SETL 2002 3| 7.7] 14603 194 1,200f 7.1 7,210f 8.2
NW SETL 2003 12| 30.8] 18,164| 24.0 2,959 17.4| 10,823| 12.3
NW SETL 2004 7| 179 7172 95 5450| 32.0| 28,832 30.6
TOTAL 39| 100.0] 75,681|100.0 17,011] 100.0| 87,673/ 100.0

Mg . e
NW SETLPROD | 1999 1| 143} 1,408] 252 300] 13.9| 1,500] 139
NW SETLPROD | 2001 3f 429 1643 294 477| 22.1| 2385 22.1
NW SETLPROD | 2002 3| 429| 2545 455 1,378| 63.9] 6,890| 63.9
TOTAL 71100.0] 5,596(100.0 2,155 100.0] 10,775[100,0

UNKNOWN | 1997 1| 42 2000{ 10.6 80| 11.4 400] 11.4
UNKNOWN | 1999 3| 125] 1751 9.2 434| 81.9| 2170 61.8
UNKNOWN [ 2000 3| 12.5] 4,653 246 108 15.5 641| 18.2
{UNKNOWN | 2001 3| 125 118 0.6 - 38| 5.4 190| 5.4
LINKNOWN | 2002 5| 208| 5,568] 204 .- 0.0 -l 0.0
JIUNKNOWN | 2003 4| 16.7] 1,885| 10.0 12| 1.7 350 1.0
- UNKNOWN | 2004 -5 208| 2958| 156 29| 44 77| 22

24| 100.0] 18,931/100.0 702]100.0| 3,513]100.0
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E.10 Western Cape provincial land reform delivery at the product-type level

4 . .

WC EQS 1999 1 6.3 286]1 14.4 29 2.6 145 4.5
WC EQS 2000 6| 375 513| 2549 348 30.8 730| 22.8
WC EQS 2001 1 8.3 105 63 42 3.7 126] 3.9
WC EQS 2002 3| 18.8 408| 25.2 105 9.3 34| 98
WC EQS 2003 1 6.3 80 4.0 300 26.6 932 291
TOTAL 16| 100.0 1,8811100.0 1,1281 100.0) 3,203/100.0
PO | rhabroduct S At Froject

WG FINCOMP . . . .

WC FINCOMP 19949 48| 27.4 -l 00 111 1.2 663] 1.5
WG FINCOMP 2000 231 131 -l 00 2870 3.7117.251] 401
WC FINCOMP 2001 16] 9.1 -l 0.0 248| 2.7 1,488 35
WG FINCOMP 2002 18 109 -[ 00 8 D.2] 3,845] 89
WwQC FINCOMP 2003 50| 28.6 -1 0.0 3,384 37412892 30.0
WC FINCOMP 2004 13| 7.4 -l 0.0 1,151 1271 4,011 9.3
WC FINCOMPSETL | 2004 5 2.9 1291000 455 50| 2835] 66
TOTAL 175]100.0 1291100.0 9,064 | 100.0| 42,991 (100.0
WC FSN 2000 2| 16.7 841 59.4 10 0.9 500 1.7
wC FSN 200 2| 167 1 0.5 371 34.1) 1,855| 624
WC F&SN 2002 5 M7 0| 0.3 9 73 383 129
WC FEN 2003 20 167 4| 331 16 1.6 72| 2.4
WG FSN 2004 1 8.3 39| 365 G11| 56.2 611 20.8
TOTAL 12| 100.0 107 100.0 1,0871 100.07 2.871(100.0
WC PROD 1907 21 26 45| 0.1 73 3.5 3s5| 7.1
wWC PROD 1908 1 1.3 1,268| 25| - 0.0 - 0.0
WQC PROD 1999 87 103 12,040 23.7 268 13.0] 1,308| 258
WG PROD 2000 3 3.8 232 1.0 225| 109 425 8.3
WwC PROD 2001 181 2311 1,M2] 26 691| 335 1,199 235
WeC PROD 2002 144 17.9 8,101| 159 376 18.2 814 159
wWC PROD 2003 211 269 16,462 324 266 129 B77( 13.2
WC PROD 2004 117 141 11,034| 21.7 162 7.9 323| 6.3
TOTAL 787 100.0| 50,798(100.0 2,059 100.0| 51111000
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1995 1] 34 3] 12 71| 17| 3s55] 1.3

cwe SETL 1996 1] 34| - 3088| 91.0 aos| 7.3 1908f 7.1
wC SETL 1997 1| 3.4 - o] 29! - 261 62| 261 1.0
“Iwe SETL 1998 3| 10.3 13} 0.4 - 2841 6.7 344 1.3
WwC SETL 1999 3| 10.3 45| 1.3 378| 89| 378] 1.4
WC SETL 2000 6| 20.7 17] 08 1552 36.6| 16,106] 60.2
s SETL 2001 3l 103 55| 1.6 12| 26| 556] 21
wC SETL 2002 2 69 6§ 0.2 7] 0.2 71| 0.3
wC SETL 2003 5] 17.2 1] 0.0 784] 185| 4,536] 17.0
weC SETL 2004 4| 138 3M{ 0.9 484| 11.4] 2243] 84
TOTAL 20| 100.0]  3,394{100.0 4,241 100.0 26,759} 100.0

el e | PrOCTs s

WC UNKNOWN | 2001 3 . . . _
WG UNKNOWR | 2002 1| 20.0 -l 0.0 6l 27.3 27.3
WC UNKNOWN | 2004 1] 20.0 11100.0 3| 136 13.6
TOTAL 5] 100.0 11100.0 22/ 100.0]  132[100.0
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ANNEXURE F: ANNUAL DIRECT AND INDIRECT COSTS OF LAND REFORM

‘F.1 National direct and indirect costs of land reform

; A DIRECT (LREBETP):

- 1994 ‘ 0 0

K 1995 0 0

1996 0 0
1997 98,145,000 0 60,417,000
1998 469,151,000 0 93,253,000
1999 508,164,000 0 97 686,000
2000 252,600,000 265,138,000 127,174,000
2001 443,535,000 200,981,000 112,293,000
2002 415,983,000 394,265,000 126,699,000
2003 465,373,000 839,054,000 178,049,000
2004 473,760,000 933,225,000 187,439,000

F.2 Eastern Cape provincial direct and indirect costs of land reform

LR

142

..';-.-q :

360,201

N & 1994 9,979
EC LRPSLTP 1985 23,865 879,369
EC LRPELTP |[1996 5,144,001 1,461,240
EC LRP&LTP |1997 10,881,814 2,678,052
EC LRPSLTP_| 1998 57,549,665 4,961,709
EC LRPALTP (1999 25,457,062 5,772,715
EC LRPSLTP {2000 23,096,968 6,909,773
EC LRPSLTP |2001 54,523,186 7,946,459
EC LRPELTP | 2002 46,397,366 9,548,478
EC LRPELTP _[2003 64,378,483 10,744,424
EC LRP&LTP | 2004 66,659,118 14,599,094

EC LRTP 2000 54,052,461
| EC LRTP 2001 8,558,983
| EC LRTP 2002] 115,118,061
L EC LRTP 2003|  164,367.043
| EC LRTP 2004 33,545,365
[
l -l
(.
|
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F.3 Free State and NorthernCape provincial direct and indirect costs of land reform

375,692

LRP& 1994 5,963
F8 LRP&LTP _|1995 21,581 584,790
FS LRPELTP _|1996 7.878,180 1,472,642
FS LRPELTP 1997 9,310,518 9,010,395
FS LRPELTP |1998 82,533,903 3,787,098
FS LRPELTP 1999 10,840,612 5,196,703
FS LRP&LTP | 2000 4,431,133 5777241
F5 LRPELTP | 2001 6,500,509 6,594,051
FS LRPALTP |2002 34,152,513 7,741,345
FS LRP&LTP {2003 27,037,990 5,897,509
FS LRP&LTP _|2004 14,130,069 8,299,503

Sy

107,532

LRPALTP [1994 241

NC LRP&LTP 11995 1,210,063 808,309
NC LRPELTP |1996 12,282,787 1,471,922
NC LRPELTP |1997 5,638,521 3,056,638
NC LRPALTP | 1998 40,534,344 3,751,070
NC LRP&LTP | 1999 30,689,919 4 098,615
NC LRPELTP | 2000 11,885,323 4,438,222
NC LRP&LTP _| 2001 15,096,424 4,809,942
NC LRPELTP 2002 20,587,608 5 278,636
NC LRPALTP | 2003 27,657,583 8,195,607
NC LRPSLTP 12004 24,242 596 6,308,220
FSENC [LRTP 1994 0
FSENC |LRTP 1995 0

{FS&NC _[LRTP 1996 0
FS&NC |LRTP 1997 0
FSENC _|LRTP 1998 0
FSENC |LRTP 19399 0
FSENC |LRTP 2000 17,802,946
FSENC |[LRTF 2001 2,135,835
FSSNC [LRTP 2002 11,315,119
FSENC |LRTP 2003 46,942,434
FSENC |LRTP 2004 22,447,747
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F.4 Gauteng and North-West provincial direct and indirect ¢costs of land reform

1 Efotksmme Y aaciDIREGTECOST: BIRECTICOS T
LRPLLTF | 1954 2,420 274,504
GP LRP&LTP | 1995 40,073 614,386
GP LRP&LTP |1996 742,240 775,149
GP LRP&LTP 11897 21,795,602 2,031,390
GP LRP&LTE | 1858 31,174,848 4,018,272
GP LRP&LTF | 1989 32,331,915 4,698,916
GP LRP&LTP_ | 2000 17,781,080 4,612,309
GP LRP&LTP | 2001 13,558,000 4,481,069
GP LRPSLTP | 2002 13,622,726 5,304,395
GP LRPELTP {2003 23,507,261 8,330,623
GP LRPELTP |2004 20,428 218 8,828,370

GP&NW |LRTP 63,134,274
GPENW [LRTP 85,149,930
GP&ANW [LRTP 49723175
GPE&NW _|LRTP 2003 105,359,461
GPE&NW _|LRTP 2004 62,213,193

[NW LRPELTP [1994 2,586 99,909
NW LRPELTP |1995 59,852 218,014
NW LRPELTP [1996 426,332 1,332,187
NW LRPALTP 11997 4,986,763 2,426,295

[NW LRPELTP | 1998 _ 8,858,451 4,490,872
NW LRFELTF | 19898 18,048,664 5,856,972
NW LRPELTP | 2000 20,641,606 6,158,211
NWV LRFELTF {2001 19,651,614 6,717,693
NW LRPELTP |2002 32,313,415 7,695,563
NW LRPELTP [2003 27,830,650 7,266,369
NW LRP&LTP | 2004 42,940,089 10,532,411
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F.5 KwaZulu-Natal provincial direct and indirect costs of Jand reform

[ e ot g el 1
Provi

2

OO San 3nkt ph-tad Vi
KZN LRP&LTP | 1994 14,510 679,362
KZN LRPELTP | 1995 181,890 §37.642
KZN LRPELTP [1996 18,177,480 1,409,269
KZN LRPALTP 1897 17,262,133 4,464,337
KZN LRP&LTF |1998 39,245,745 6,884,930
KZN LRPSLTP [1999 38,190,317 11,454,474
KIN LRPELTP (2000 23,238,169 12,164,062
KZN LRP&LTP |2001 35,837,816 10,204,199
KZN LRP&LTP | 2002 23,777,260 9,909,423
KZN LRPELTP | 2003 42,623,539 11,589,429
KZN LRPSLTP | 2004 59,149,697 18,453,122

KZN LRTP 0
KZN LRTP 1995 0
KZN LRTP 1996 0
KZN LRTP 1997 0
KZN LRTP 1998 0
KZN LRTP 19499 Q
KZN LRTP 2000 15,924,725
KZN LRTP 2001 24,316,346
KZN LRTP 2002 58,395,301
KZN LRTP 2003 135,288,896
KZN LRTP 2004 139,499,287

F.6 Limpopo provincial direct and indirect costs of land reform

LP LRPELTP |1994 2,772 £9,938
LF LRP&LTP 1995 13,942 282,445
LP LRPELTP [1996 2,464,440 889,314
LP LRPE&LTP (1997 18,586,403 2,074,410
LP LRPELTP |1998 26,115,889 3,344,559
LP LRP&LTP [1999 22,088,673 4,984,586
LP LRPELTP | 2000 22,516,214 5837171
LP LRPELTP_|2001 22,343 212 5,587,348
LP LRP&LTP_ | 2002 18,331,839 6,520,423
LP LRP&LTP [2003 7,749,454 6,230,842
LP LRP&ALTP {2004 10,573,879 6,968,828

BT S



1994 0
1995 0
1996 0
1997 0
1998 0
1999 0
2000 24,058,520
2001 35,291,243
2002 47,317,451

2003 54,719,657
2004 47,031,873

F.7 Mpumalanga provincial direct and indirect costs of land referm

MP LRPELTP [1994 , 85,523
MP LRPELTP 1995 85,615 501,349
MP LRP&LTP _ | 1996 34,357,291 1,497,575
MP LRPELTP 1997 42,450,939 2,973,999
MP LRPELTP {1998 16,196,096 4,781,624
MP LRPELTP |1989 16,209,207 5811,354
MP LRPELTP |2000 25,733,095 6,713,692
MP LRPELTP | 2001 69,489,421 7,537,022
MP LRPELTP | 2002 73,872,106 8,437,249
MF LRPELTP |2003 91,238,205 12,546,224
MF LRPELTP |2004 52,598,208 9,152,941

0
MP LRTP 1895 0
MP LRTP 1996 0
MP LRTP 1997 0
MP LRTP 1998 0
MP LRTF 1999 0
MP LRTFP 2000 2,743,434
MP LRTP. 2001 12,837,600
MP LRTP 2002 20,541,826
MP LRTP 2003 153,573,499
MP LRTP 2004 81,880,000




F.8 WesternCape provincial direct and indirect costs of land reform

1994

LRTP
WC LRTP 1995
WC LRTP 1996
WC LRTP 1997
wC LRTP 1998
WC LRTP {1999
WC LRTP 2000 35,401,269
WC LRTP 2001 47,509,456
WC LRTP 2002 10,843,957
WC LRTP 2003 67,052,822
WC LRTP 2004 67,118,283

66

1994 6,248 520,819

wC LRPELTP {1995 124,320 873,960
WC LRPELTP 1596 841,634 1,427,129
wC LRPELTP 1997 1,393,864 4,138,454
WG LRPELTP | 1998 20,254,189 4,264,820
WC LRP&LTP | 1999 19,586,937 5,550,134
[we LRPELTP | 2000 21,814109) 5,472,161
wC LRPELTP | 2001 51,107,758 6,016,885
wC LRP&LTP | 2002 53,095,640 6,942,055
WC LRPELTP | 2003 46,573,191 7,669,024
WC LRPELTP |2004 36,729,708 11,353,765




ANNEXURE G: LAND MARKET AND LAND REFORM FPRICES PER HECTARE

G.1 National and provincial average land market prices per hectare

L 2004

WEAR | NAGOnAH VEC T RGPl KZN - P il ;
1994]  766| 520| 615/2,668/1.624| 916[1,.256[151] 779| 912
1995|  960| 641] 688|2561/3,031] 962|2270/159| 879(1,134
1996  793| 637] 759[4,711]1,687{1,111]1,178163| 915]1,045

- [[1e87] _ "914] 738[ 737)3,555)2,034]1,240|2,004/198| 963/1,262
[ 1988] _ 901| 501] 790/3.963|2,274]1,3681,032|210|1,068) 953
| 1999]  se8| 500| 856(3,482]2,107]1,524/1,705/208/1.076;1,339

[ 2000] 1,103| 638] 883]1,833|2,200)3,425[1,680|215/1,227[1,164
2001] 965| 719| 664)3,795/2,390(1,658 | 1,848|227|1,264|1,215

[ 2002 1,282 936(1,083)5,342|2,660 2,0382,039/208 | 1,4031,348

‘1.2003] 1,517[1,100[1,3884,532]2,473|2,320(2,784/335| 1,925(1,964

1,720]1,286(1,566(4.836]2,574]2,632(3,138|373{2,227(2,160

G.2 National and provincial average land reform prices per hectare

722

[LRP__ _ |1994| 6,157| 4.442,839
LRP 1905] 9.238| 10,456,685| 1,132
LRP 1996| 22,098| 49,440,471| 2,237
LRP 1997 94,682| 53,103,578 561
LRP 1998 109,208| 67,029,108 614
LRP 1999 | 132,127| 61,520,994 466
LRP 2000| 97.711| 47,423,626 485
LRP 2001/ 120,520| 93,509,580 776
LRP 2002} 240,655|259,148,037| 1,077
LRP 2003| 143,9031174,332,581| 1,211
LTP 1998 136] 2950000 2,174
LTP 1909 5.861/18,852,365| 3,216
LTP 2000{ 7.287| 6,708,150 921
LTP 2001 | 18,983(13,385,281 705|
LYP 2002| 23.016(24,714,453| 1,074
LTP 2003| 17,466/13,200,932 756
ILTP 2004| 13,914/18,705,061 1,344
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L.

B 286024

LRTP 1997| 27,251| 10,916,206

LRTP 1998| 9,382 2,405,000

LRTP 1990 54,715 13,632,049

LRTP 20001 48,988| 86,236,231

LRTP 2001| 37.291| 89,622,547

LRTP 2002| 116,142 |201,387,484

LRTP 2003| 179,2931379,194,228

LRTP 2004 | 112,187] 480,036,409

LRP LRTP&LTP 1094 . 442 839 722
[LRP,LRTPALTP. [1895] 83,738| 13742,709 164
., |LRP.LRTPALTP [1996| 22,098 49440.471| 2,237
"[LRP,LRTP&LTP [1997| 121,933| 64019,784 525

LRP LRTP&LTP [1998| 118,725| 69729,108 587
[LRP,LRTPELTP [1999| 192,704 94005,408 488

[LRP,LRTP&LTP [2000| 153,686 | 140368,007 912

TLRP,LRTPELTP [2001| 176,704 |196517,407| 1,112

LRP.LRTPELTP |2002] 379,812|485249,974| 1,278
- |LRP.LRTPSLTP |2003| 340,663 |566727,740| 1,664
[LRP,LRTPSLTP [2004| 270,888(729756,576| 2693

G.3 Eastern Cape provincial average land reform prices per hectare

EC LRP 1996| 5.210| 4,290,000 _ 823
EC LRP 1997| 4,037| 8.071,000] 1,999
EC LRP 1998 9,443| 8,539,698 904
EC LRP 1989| 13,840 20,642,821 1,482
EC LRP 2000 7.173| 5,728,400 799
EC LRP 2001 7.968| 6,223,049 781
EC LRP 2002 33,387)28,099,242 842
EC LRP 2003| 43,249|38,985.693 801
EC LRP 2004| 37,917|59,484.613| 1,568
EC LRTP 1

EC LRTP 2000 5,030[43.493,482| 8647
EC LRTP 2001 6,143 3,252,545 529
EC LRTP 2002] 16,823|65,287,071 3,881
EC LRTP 2003 088 (52,042,260 52,674
EC LRTF 2004|  1,485| 7,556,500| 5,055
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G.4 Free State provincial average land reform prices per hectare

. . E ! i .:; .’.‘.‘. il nw‘.;.. o HE' gs;-n‘.é’i , T :l;.
FS LRP 1996
FS LRP 1097 59211 4,609,706 779
& LRP 1998 11.434| 7,920,234 693
F$ LRP 1999| 2,745| 2,363,190 861
FS LRP 2001 5/ 105,000 21,000
F$ LRP 2002| 24,215|22,026,463 910
FS LRP 2003| 9,204/10,626,729| 1,143
FS LRP 2004! 8.155[10,485245] 1,286
».‘..-“‘ .«‘w Gr .-.g::,x LA TE ? ” “Wﬁﬁ?’ s H d . i ]
LRTP 1998]  5,339| 1,865,000 349
LRTP 2002 2,080| 407,367 196
LRTP 2003| 35,585| 2,016,570 57
LRTP 2004|  2,399] 48964401 2041

G.5 Gauteng provincial average land reform prices per hectare

o ap

1997 B4| 385,700

- |GP

LRP 4737
LRP 1996 204]1,742,000| 8,684
GP LRP 1999 1,529)2,807,100 1,901
GP LRP 2000 644 13,230,000 5,014
GP LRP 2001 120(1,012,755| 8472
GP LRP 2002 569 | 4,187,500 7,356
GP LRP 2003 $73(6,204,000 7,108
GF LRP 2004 990 | 4,785,000 4832
LTP - 1989|. . 2852625000 9,198
GP LTP 2003| . 91| 550,000| 6,037
r'n_ -“-\'I....‘.. P --‘u.,-.,:“ "éz"‘u;:-.w T
GP LRTP 19,
GF LRTP 2004 102]32,252,080 | 316,197
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G.6 KwaZulu-Natal provincial average jand reform prices per hectare

KZN LRP 1994| 6,157| 4442839 722
KZN LRP 1905 9,199| 9,922,023 1,079
KZN LRP 10968] 8,495| 4,455,000 524
KZN LRFP 1997 2,227| 2,287,420 1,027
KZN LRP 1008| 15,708111,116,805 708
KZN LRP 1999| 4,796 3,675,151 766
KZN LRP 2000] 10,207| 5,449,760 534
KZN LRP 2001| 13,508| 9,922,456 735

KZN LRP 2002| 29,480(28,313,411 960 |
KZN L.RP 2003 15,176]36,376.431 2,397
KZN LRP 2004] 36,406]56,332,356| 1.547
KZN LTP 1998 136| 295,000\ 2174
KZN LTF 19949 3.061|13,063,865| 4,562
KZN LTF 2000 1,025) 825650 806
KZN LTP 2001 4,997| 3,762,049 753
KZN LTF 2002| 11,585]10,238,316 884
| KZN LTP 2003| 10,964 | 6,641,425 606
| KZN LTP 2004 3,751] 3142912 838

KZN LRTP 1997 624 407,256| 653

- |KZN LRTP 2000] . 350) 2,408,950 g,883

KZN LRTP 2001] . 5,635| 15435979 2,739
KZN LRTP 2002 19,318( 44,702,096 2,314
KZN LRTP 2003| 75.002[146,219,587| 1926
KZN LRTF 2004| 35,781]190,802,139| 5,332

G.7 Limpopo provincial average land reform prices per hectare

LP LRP 1997 2 734| 4,267,998| 1,561

LP LRP 1998| 6,079111.457.000] 1 B85
LP LRP 1000| 2,198] 6,666,500 3,034
|LP LRF 2000 2,001 7,816,072 3,907
LP LRP 2001| 11,499]20,662,300] 1 J97
LP LRP 2002| 2,629] 2,908,000 1,106
LP LRP 2003 1,800| 2,317,000| _1 ,287
LP LRP o004| 2,958 6139,760| 20756
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e

LP

|LRTP 1,000,000
[Lp. LRTP 2001| 2,317| 39,355,352 16,985
LRTP 2002 8,687 26,747,238( 30794
LP LRTP 2003| 5,973| 16,100,000{ 2,695
LP LRTP 2004 | 43,880|116,489,082| 2,655

G.8 Mpumalanga provincial average land reform prices per hectare

(MP LRP 1908| 6,546[39,783,000| 6,078
|MP LRP 1997| 6.666]19,475,564; 2,922
MP LRP 19081 3.968| 5450000 1,374
MP LRP 1000| 1,288] 2,280,000| 1,770
MP LRP 2000] 7,022| 8,446,000 1,203
MP LRP 2001| 17,756]16,010,353 902
MP LRP 2002 | 40.344|63,401,417) 1,672
MP |LRP 2003 14,944[10,940675| 1.334
MP LRP 2004| 13,238(54,221436| 4,096
IMP LTP 1999 2515| 2,263,500 800
MP LTP 2000] 6.240| 5,611,500 899
MP LTP 2001| 13,656) 9,143,232 870
MP LTP 5002| 11,431/14,446137| 1,264
MP LTP 2003 6,403| 5,617,000 877
MP LTP 2004| 9.023| 9,648,200) 1,069
MP LRTP 2000 5,166] 3.484,834 675
MP LRTP 2001 13,428] 13,280,764 989
MP LRTP 2002| 6,385 8,700,000f 1,363
MP LRTP 2003| 18,424]127,819,138] 6,938
MP LRTP 2004| 20,778|121,880,568| 5,866
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. G.9 Northern Cape prbvincial average land reform prices per hectare

NC LRP 1997 72.795112,196,200 168
_N_C LRP 1908 57,765|17.008,753 294
NC LRP 1909 90,631]16,570,000 183
NC LRP 2000] 69,765(10,048,555 144
NC LRP 2001 | 63,796(17,799,897 279
NC LRP 2002| 87,215{22,687.41 260
NC LRFP 2003| 32,616[11,669,109 358
NC LRP 2004| 25.,114|13,456,280 536

L I AR A

e 7 gyl

NC LRTP 1995| 74,500| 3,286,024 44

NC LRTP 1997| 24,807| 8.624,950 348
NC LRTP 1999| 53.172[12,632.049 238
NC LRTP 2000 32,518121,160,120 651
NG LRTP 2002 | 47.109]12,181,136 259
{NC LRTP 2003| 27.461| 8,784,590 320
NC LRTP o004 | 2,326 3.007,000]  1.331

G..10 North-West provincial average land reform prices per hectare

[NW LRP 1998 338| 297,605 881
NW LRP 1997 219| 1,800,000] 8217
NW LRP 1998 3,342} 2,294,619 aa7
NW LRP 1999 6,467 | 5,030,250 778
NW LRP 2000 370| 1.265,0001 3416

TNW LRP 2001 4,821(10,315500] 2140
NW LRP 2002| 15614117,876,574 1,145
NW LRF 2003 9,430[14,935617| 1,584
|NW LRP 2004| 9,073{15.015,820( 1,655

INW__ ILTP 926,000
N ILTP 2001 330] 480,000
NW LTP 2004] 1.140] 5,913,949
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1,148

1,320,000

1.150

NW LRTP 1997

NW LRTP 1098] 4,043| 540,000 134
NW LRTP 2000|  5,915|15.248,870| 2,578
NW LRTP 2001|  9,768(18,207,907; 1,873
NW LRTP 2002|  14.69323,470,081| 1,597 '
NW LRTP 2003| 14.960]26,212,084] 1,752
NW LRTP o004] 5.426| 3,053,600 563

G.11 Western Cape provincial average land refo

iy 1 3

13,680

T |wWC

- we”

(WG LRP 11895 39| 534,662
WC LRP 1908| 1.268| 1,500,000 1.183
WC LRP 1999 8,633| 1,385,982 161
WC LRP 2000 530| 5439,840| 10.267)
WC LRP 5001|  1,048[11,458,270| 10,931
weC LRP 2002|  7,203|69,848,000| 9,669
WC LRP 2003| 16,522]33,277,327] 2014
|WC LRP 5004| 11,034)11,114,895| 1,007
- lwe LTP 2000 0| 45000]1,401,869
wc LTP 2002 0l  31.000| 96875
(WC LTP 2003 4| 87,507] 25002
. |LRTP 2000 9| 430,975| 48,886
- [LRTP 2002 3|  500,000] 166,667

7
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rm prices per hectare
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ANNEXURE H: DIRECT AND INDIRECT UNIT COSTS OF LAND REFORM

H.1 National direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

RED 1997| 1,887,404 904 12,804 2,703
RED 1998] 3,783,476 3,621 88,253 20,001
RED 1999 3,456,808 3,082 67,913 14,494
RED 2000 2,338,889 2,179 37,877 8,300
RED 2001] 2,437,005 2,958 44,333 13,064
RED 2002 898,451 1,380 38,831 11,482
RED 2003] 1,072,288 2,643 43,383 11,763
[RED 2004] 1,280,432 2,834 35,732 10,700
: .-‘ T —,.(7-1*‘;-&\;5‘ e A s e 2 ‘1-;"‘ Hi:.

REST 1995 - - - ;
REST 1996 - - - _
REST 1907 - - - ;
REST 1998 - - - )
REST 1999 - - - -
REST 2000] _ 5.002,604 3,927 16,124 2720
REST 2001| 4,849,683 3,160 9379 1,738
REST 2002] 5,187,697 3,022 19,037 3,531
REST 2003] 6,092,117 4,553 28,934 6,208
REST 2004| 6,762,500 5,161 22,123 4,362
LRP,LRTPALTP [1994 - - - -
LRP LRTP&LTP_| 1995 - - - -
LRP,LRTP&LTP | 1996 - - - -
LRP.LRTP&LTP [1997| 1,059,947 444 8,569 1,394
LRP.LRTPELTP 1998 717,331 569 10,864 2,133
LRP.LRTPELTP [1999 467,397 437 9,176 1,786
LRP.LRTPALTP _| 2000 789,901 693 5,502 904
LRP.LRTP&LTP_|2001 464,021 464 2,737 558
LRP.LRTPELTP_|2002 235,063 203 4,032 857
LRP.LRTPELTP |2003 321,388 485 4,482 1,019
[LRP,LRTP&LTP 2004 368,974 539 3,381 726
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H.2 Eastern Cape provincial direct an

d indirect unit costs of land reform

1996 ,028,818 987 ; ;

EC RED 1997] 2,720,454 2,683 5,355 1,071
EC RED 1998 | 5,754,967 6,094 175,671 35,134
EC RED 1999 1,414,281 1,839 11,078 2,216
EC RED 2000 1,538,799 1,719 14,455 2,895
EC RED 2001| 3,407,699 6,751 165,389 33.719
EC RED 2002 618,632 1,390 85,104 15,064

EC RED 2003 596,097 1,488 18,998 3,966

LEC RED 2004 611,552 1,758 80,422 20,580

1EC . RED 1996 292,248 280 3,240 851
EC RED 1997 669,763 664 1,318 264
EC RED 1998 496,171 625 15,146 3,029
EC RED 19499 320,706 417 2,512 502
EC RED 2000 460,652 514 4,325 868
EC RED 2001 496,654 984 24,105 4,914
EC RED 2002 127,313 286 13,398 3,100
EC RED 2003 29,485 248 317 662
\EC RED 2004 133,937 i-13) 17,613 4,507
EC REST 1997 - - - -
EC REST 1998 - - -
EC REST 1999 - - -
EC REST 2000) 7,721,780 6,724 14,183 2,591
EC REST 2001| 1,089,873 1,287 744 156

EC REST 2002] _7.674,537 6,843 21,618 4,231
EC REST 2003 | 27,394.507] 166,363 82,225 26,545

H.3 Free State provincial direct and indirect u

nit costs of land reform

15

FS RED 1906] 1,313,030 1181 131,303 26,261
FS RED 1907 _ 581,907 541 8,759 1,752
Fs RED 1998| 1,473,820 2,870 86,695 20,008
Fs RED 1999| 258,110 480 13,285 2,657
FS RED 2000] 2,215,567 2,720 5,666 1,133
FS RED 2001] 1,300,102] _ 6.040] 722,279 240,760
FS RED 2002 237,470 816] 147421 44,644
FS RED 2003 370,383 2.318] 164,799 54,844
[Fs RED 2004] 282,601 1,49] 114,879 38,293




6] ¥aar | INDWCoRYPro] {InDIrg
1996 245,440 ‘
1997 563,150 524 8,476 1,695
1808 67,627 132 3,978 918
1899 123,731 230 6,369 1,274
2000 2,888,621 3,947 7,388 1,478
2001 1,318,810 6,127 732,872 244,224
2002 53,759 185 33,416 10,119
2003 80,788 506 35,946 11,962
2004 165,990 734 67,476 22,492
FSANC. |REST 1999 - - - -
FSENC |REST 2000| 5967,649 413 7.992 2,082
FSGNC |REST 2001 2,135,835 8,741 881
FSENC _REST 2002| 1,816,446 230 7,630 1,266
FSENC |REST 2003| 4,267,494 741 22 895 4,808
FSANC |REST 2004, 1,181,460 3,817 6,811 1,404
H.4 Gauteng provincial direct and indirect unit costs of land reform
- |GP RED 1997| 21,795,602 260,899 290,608 58,122
'|GP RED 1998| 6,234,970 147,981| 115,892 41,678
GP RED 1999| 1.539,615| = 15919 56,922 11,384
GP RED 2000 1,270,077 14,420 20,092 4,018
GP RED 2001 | 2,259,667 12,877 5,559 4,994
GP RED 2002 795,454 18,946 5,321 5,280
GP RED 2003 712,341 13,301 14,632 13,364
GP RED 2004 729,579 8,701 7.682 7,322

GP 2,031,390 24,316 . .

GP RED 1998 803,654 19,074 14,038 . 5,372
GP RED 1999 223,738 2,314 8,273 1,655
GP RED 2000 329,451 3,740 5212 1,042
GP RED 2001 746,845 4,256 1,837 1,650
GP RED 2002 312,023 7,432 2.087 2,071
GP RED 2003 191,837 3,582 3,813 3,599
GP RED 2004 315,299 3,760 3,320 3,164
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i 1%
“IGPANW -
. '|GP&aNw |REST - - -
|GPANW [REST 1999 - . -l -
"|GPSNW |REST 2000 7.014,919 6000 18111 3,074
GPE&NW |REST 2001] 8,514,993 4,531 19,584 3,256
GPE&NW |REST 2002| 6,215,397 2,742 14,106 2,346
GPENW {REST 2003] 5,853,303 5,800 20,663 6,046
GPANW |REST 2004] 2,073,773 9 357 12,540 2,857

H.5 KwaZulu-Natal provincial direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

—— —— —
. .

17

KZN RED 1994 7,255 2 131 26
KZN RED 1995 60,630 20 268 b4
KZN RED 1096| 3,635,496 2,140 21,038 9,944
KZN RED 1997 1,918,015 6,602 64,124 46,654
KZN RED 1998 | 3,270,479 2,402 39,803 B.389
KZN RED 1999 | 2,246,489 4,468 117,653 27,674
KZN RED 2000| 1,936,597 2,069 44,153 13,899
|KZN RED 2001 1,327,327 1,693 28,217 6,406
KZN RED 2002 365,804 574 12,059 2,926
KZN RED 2003 608,908 1,462 23,912 6,477
KZN RED 2004 844 996 1,469 42,357 17.031
KZN RED 1994 339,681 110 6,120 1,224
KZN RED 1985 312,547 102 1,384 277
KZN RED 1996 281,854 166 1,631 771
KZN RED 1987 496,037 1,682 16,584 12,066
KZN RED 1998 574,578 422 6,993 1,474
KZN RED 1999 673,793 1,340 35,288 8.300
KZN RED 2000 1,013,672 1,083 23,111 7,275
KZN RED 2001 377,933 482 8,034 1,824
KZN RED 2002 152,453 239 5,026 1,218
KZN RED 2003 165,563 398 6,502 1,761
|KZN RED 2004 263,616 458 13,214 5313
1996 - - - -
1997 - - - -
1999 - - -
2000 3,081.181 38,746 13,282 2,219
2001 2,210,577 41 2,784 464
KZN REST 2002| 7,209.413 3,023 18,369 3,071
KZN REST 2003| 7,516,050 1,758 20,464 3,345
KZN REST 2004 9,289,952 3,424 45,189 7.353

e o e eI



H.6 Limpopo provincial direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

iR o,

- O R4 |k, v
o : LP RED 1997 | 18,586,403 6,797| 228897 45779
LP RED 1998| 2,611,588 3711 92,807 18,561
| LP RED 19991 2,873,584 8,786| 182,450 36,490
LP RED 2000| 1,755,101 6,016 70,683 14,137
LP RED 2001 827,530 1,943 31,639 6,328
LP RED 2002| 2,618,834 4225] 344,583 70,507
LP RED 2003 704,496 2,001 44 881 11,601
LP RED 2004 587,438 3,212 271,125 81,068
LP 1997 2,074,410
LP RED 1998 334,456
LP RED 1099 623,073
LP RED 2000 456,705
LP RED 2001 206,939 \
LP RED 2002 931,489 1,503 122,564 25,079
LP RED 2003 566,440 1,609 36,086 9,328
LP RED 2004 387,157 2,117 178,688 54,022
LP REST 1998 - - - -
LP REST 1999 - - - -
LP REST 2000) 12,029,760 144,060 24,011
LP REST 20011 11,763,748 15,231 10,310 2,020
LP REST 2002| 4,731,745 2,397 10,506 2,266
LP REST 2003 | 27,359,828 9,181 84,574 16,915
LP REST 2004| 2,351,594 593 6,452 881

| H.7 Mpumalanga provincial direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

i ' ;
) 1] 84 2.409

I MP RED 1907 5,306,367 6,369 4,066
MP RED 1998 2,024,512 3,309 4 556

l MP RED 1999 3,279,841 4,312 7,861

i MP RED 2000| 1,169,686 1,840 2,856
MPF RED 2001 1,544,209 1,806 5,671

; MP RED 2002 1211018 1,309 6,787
MP RED 2003 1,629,254 4016 14,307

[ MP__ |RED 2004] 1,282,883 2,363 7.305

.

{.

(.
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106

RED 1996 213,939 513

MP RED 1997 371,750 446 1,424 285
MP RED 1998 597,703 977 6,725 1,345
MP RED 1999 1,182,271 1,554 11,260 2,870
MP RED 2000 305,168 506 3,785 745
MP RED 2001 167,489 206 2,404 615
MP RED 2002 138,316 150 3,103 775
MP RED 2003 224,040 5562 7,008 1,967
MP RED 2004 223,242 411 4411 1,271

SWEP i
I’rr o 5‘1’«

shm Al r_;,&j"

U DTCaR DB

REST 2000 1,371,717 531 2,319
MP REST 2001 | 2,567,520 858 5,653 1,069
[MP REST 2002 3,423,604 2,830 11,122 1,960
MP REST 2003[ 10,969,536 8,165 18,144 3,757
MP REST 2004| 6,208,462 3,698 11,253 1,433

1997

77

M-luk;

1122

NC RED 704,815 5.61 0

NC RED 1998 | 3,118,028 702 49,796 8,850
NC RED 1999 | 2,045,995 339| 208,775 41,755
NC RED 2000| 1,080,484 170| 565,968 113,194
NC RED 2001 686,201 237 47,176 5,579
NC RED 2002 664,119 236 141,658 37,297
NC RED 2003| 1,059,907 632 25,022 5,053
NC RED 2004| 1.515,162 965 54,559 11,365

T1ge7t

42!

3,040]

g 3

{NC RED 381,955
NC RED 1998 288,544 65 4,608 922
NC RED 1999 273,241 45 27,882 5,576
NC RED 2000 403,475 64 211,344 42,269
NC RED 2001 218,634 75 15,031 3,052
NC RED 2002 170,279 61 36,321 9,563
NC RED 2003 315,212 188 7,441 1,503
NC RED 2004 309,880 255 14,400 3,000
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H.9 North-West provincial direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

BT CragRara| Year| DRGOR U ey FAT o
NW RED 1996 426,332 | 1,262 3,553 ™
NW RED 1997 | 2,493,382 2,247 6,945 1,389

[NW RED 1098 4,429,226 2,651 22,890 4,578
NW RED 1099 | 2,005,407 2,129 9,011 1,802
NW RED 2000 4,128,321 45668 208,501 45,972
NwW RED 2001 1,511,663 3.759 28,385 5,685
NW RED 2002 788,132 1,175 18,167 3,807
NW RED 2003 969,678 2,670 296,071 28,690
NW RED 2004| 1,866,960 3.173 8,940 1,806
NW RED ,
NW RED 1997 1,213,148 1,003 3,379 676
NW RED 1998 2,245,436 1,344 11,604 2,321
NW RED 1999 650,664 6491 2,924 585
NW RED 2000 1,231,642 13,625 62,204 13,712
NW RED 2001 516,738 1,285 8,703 1,943
NW RED 2002 187,697 280 4,327 907
NW RED 2003 250,564 697 77,302 25,767
NW RED 2004 457 81 778 2,193 443

H.10 Western Cape provincial direct and indirect unit costs of land reform

(we RED l19e5] 124,320 3,181 1,751 350
WC RED 1097] 464,621 9,410 4,173 2,227
WC RED 1908| 2.531,774] 11,378] 34,446 15,580
wWC RED 1009| 1,632,245 1,583 20,018 10,607
WC RED 2000] 1,558,151 19550] 33,716 17,190
WC RED 2001| 2.433.703]  36,043] 46307 16,072
WC RED 2002] 2,413,438 6174] 94,983 35,139
WC RED 2003] 1,663,328 2815 75647 27,125
wWC RED 2004| 2,448,647 3308] 41,300 31,393

i) .H JE R
WC RED 873,960 22,361
= RED 1997| 1,379,485 27,938 12,391 6,611
WeC RED 1998 533,103 2 396 7,253 3,281
WC RED 1999 462,511 449 8,222 3,031
WC RED 2000 390,869 4,904 8,458 4,312
e RED 2001 286,518 4,243 5,452 1,802
WG RED 2002 315,548 807 12,419 4,594
WC RED 2003 273,894 463 12,456 4467
WC RED 2004 756,918 1.022 12,767 9.704
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REST

il

2000

1,361,587

‘WG 3,933,474 8,123 1,063
WC REST 2001 2,163,612 865,445 127 612 22,431
WC REST 2002 492,907 1,807,326 12,803 2,744
WwC REST 2003 1,314,761 16,220 3,856
|\WC REST 2004 3,355,914 516,294 33,950 7,566
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