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ABSTRACT

The present land dism“bution in South Africa emanated-from a history of land dispossession
and racially'rooted land legislation. The present state of agriculture is to a large extent

influenced by present and past lapd policies of the Region.

Colonial dispossession of land in Mpangisa began in the 19th century and was still going on
undisturbed until recently. The .ignorance and poverty of the residents subjected them to this
simation. Their mistake was the .friendliness and hospitality they had for the strangers that

arrived in their land. Their generations are now reaping the fruits of this kindness.

The hlstoncal account of Mpangisa, which was collected from oral information, portrays the
salient featares Of this community. Not only does it show how land dispossession was
‘carried out with the backing of official structures such as the courts and the department of
suﬁeying,' buf it also.shows how severe the dispossession have been on the deprived
comrmmi_ty'. The historical account gives the subtle facts on how communities were

marginalised and impoverished by colonial and Apartheid land and agricuitural land policies.

~ Asa result of the history of land disﬁossession and evictions, Mpangisa reserve is completely
 surrounded by the commercial farmers with big picces of land. The.situation of Mpangisa
in Mid-Tllovo makes it an island of misery in the midst of plenty. Its simation was
- gompﬁc”amd by the raial laws of apartheid which declared separate facilities for the different

racial groups.  Although Mpangisa is serviced by the Unnbumbuly magisterial district, and

is administered by the chief of Emfume, the neighbouring farmers and farm tenants were
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administered and serviced by the Camperdown Magisterial District. This is part of the

problem' experienced by the residence in dealing with their problems.

The popﬁlatibn of the area has been growing by natural increase as well as by immigration
of labour tenants who have been evicted from neighbouring farms. This growth of

population has resulted in overpopulation and overstocking processes which are the major

cause soil erosion. Lack of land and other resources are associated with faction fighting.

There are 1o developmént- prf)grammés in Mpangisa. A few socio-economic facilities such
as schools, a clinic, and .shops cater for the bare peeds of the people. Lack of health
facilities is related to the high incidence of infant mortality and other poverty related diseases
suchasmberculosxs As a small community that is marginal in as far as the terms and
‘conditions of the Iand reform programme are concerned, the residents of Mpangisa are left

to fight their own struggle for the reparation of their land.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS
1.1 INTRODUCTION

This dissertation is about a community that was subjected to much suffering throughout the

colonial and apartheid period. It became displaced in the process.  When the government
of national unity (GNU) *iook over power in 1994 and introduced the Reconstruction and
Development Programme (RDP) as a means of redressing the plight of all the oppressed
people of South Africa, it was hoped that disadvantaged communities such as Mpangisa
would be obvious bencﬁcié:ies of the Iand reform aspect of the RDP. There has to-date been
no mention of the prospect of them benefitting. Before discussing the pﬁgﬁ of the residents
:of Mpangxsa it is mecessary to give background information on the RDP and its intended

benefits and beneficiaries.
1.2 BRIEF OVERVIEW OF THE RDP

The RDP was adopted by the Government of National Unity (GNU) as a means for
| redressmg past injustices and initiating development in South Africa (Affican National
- 'Congress 1994) | |

'Ihﬂ RDP is an xmagrated coherent socio-economic policy framework. It was supposed to
be achzevable and sustamable and was expected to meet the objectives of freedom and an

7impmvedstandardofiivingandqnalityofﬁfeforaﬂSouthAfricanswithinapeaceﬁﬂand
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stable society (African National Congress, 1994). It was focused on the people’s most

immediate needs, and it relies on their energies to drive the process of meeting these needs.
There are five major programmes that are linked together in the RDP, namely :-
1.2.1 Meeting Basic Needs

The priorities of the RDP are jobs, land, housing, water, electricity, telecommunications,

transport, a clean and healthy environment, nutrition, health care and social welfare.
1.2.2 Developing our human resources.

This chapter of the RDP deals with education and training, not only in formal schools, but
also informally at pomé, in the workplace, at the public works, through youth programmes

- and in rural areas. It also deals with training in sports and recreation. -
1.2.3 Bliilding the economy.

The RDP is concerned with empowering the disadvantaged to take their place in building the
economy ‘It does not ponsider developing the economy of South Africa in isofation, but with
due regard o developing our neighbouring countries. In building the economy the
'.mpliogmmme is aimed at Imkmg reconstruction and development, industry, trade and
éox;imerée, upgrading infrastructure, labour and worker rights in Southern Africa (African

National Congress, 1994).
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1.2.4 Democratising the State and Society.

This chapter of the RDP sets out the role of the Constitution and Bill of Rights, of national,
provincial, local governments and Non-government Organisations (NGOs), and a democratic

information system in facilitating socio-economic development.
_1.2.5 Implementing the RDP.

The RDP raises many éhallenges in its implementation because it involves processes and
forms of _partii:ipation by organisations outside government that are very different from the
'Ip'revicus sﬂucunm - The RDP can be implemented only if it is people-centred, and if the
planning and co-ordinating process allows the active involvement of democratic structures
(African National :Congréss, 1994).

The finance of fof the RDP is supposed to come from revenues, issuing debt and grants.
The largest portion of all. RDP funding is expected to come from better use of existing
‘resources (African National Congress, 1994). It is, however, clear that government policy

 and mechanisms of raising finance are crucial to the success of the RDP.
13 LAND REFORM - - ' - | .
Section 2.4 of the RDP deals with land reform which is described as the most basic need for

rural dwellers (African National Congress, 1994). It is necessary to briefly explain Iand

reform as a means of redress and how it was viewed globally as well as locally.
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1.3.1 The General Purpose of Lahd Reform

Land plays a significant role in huma lives. It is a finite resource upon which we are all
“dependent for food, shelter, clothing and the spiritual well-being of family, community and
nation. Ideally, all lmman.beings should have access to land in order to satisfy their basic
needs of food, shelter and clothing. The realisation of the importance of land as a means
of production is as qld as mankind. In 'early. Israelite society the land played a very
significant role. The society was almost entirely dependent on agriculture for their well-
being, When the monarchy system was introduced the kings and landlords confiscated the
land of the common Ciﬁzen§ to enrich themselves (Kings 21 :1-29). This resulted in marked

gaps in level of living between the landed landlords and the landless commoners.

When"su'ch'hnbalances occur in any society as a result of the inequitable distribution of land,
there is a need for redress Land reform is a means by which this redress can be achieved.
Iﬁ a mﬁow senseland reform means the distribution of surplus land accrued as a result of
the implementation of ceilings on agricultural holdings. In a broad sense it implies not only
distribution of surplus land but also the improvement of the conditions of tenancy,
| agnculmral credlt cooperanve organisation, agricultural education, marketing and advisory
services (Pask & Wﬂhams 1993; Yugandhar, 1996). Basically, land reform means a change
. of iand ownershxp -whcreby the Iandlcss are ngcn the opportunity 1c own land. Kt may also
mvolve land redlsm"bunon or land reparanon. These processes have been carried out in

many countries tbmughout thc world.
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The Land refom carried out in China under Mao Tse-Tung in the 1950°s was intended to
redistribute Jand (owned by large landowners and rich p&san;s) among the rural population,
and to get the land farmed communally by setting up producer’s co-operatives (Dumont,
1957). Agrarian reforms were also carried out in Spain and Italy during the 1940’s where
very large landholdings (larifundia) existed si&e by side the very small landholdings
- (nﬁmWa). In Spain this involved the purchase of 2 number of latifundia by the state and
redistributing them Among the landless peasants (Dumont, 1957). The process of
redistributing latifundia among the peasants was also carried out irn Brazil, Venezuela and
Pérmgal. The methods of doihg this varied from expropriation in Portugal to compensation
of thc landowners in Spain. Land reforms are usually related to change of government, as
in the case 6f the taking over of power by Mao Tse-tung in China or the overthrow of the

Salazar Govérmnént m Portugal.

Afnqm _ coﬁnu'ies ksx;ch as Tanzania, Kenya, Mozambique, Zambia, and Zimbabwe also
introduced land reforms when they became independent. In Kenya the *White Highlands’
were redistributed among the Black Kenyans, in Tanzania land reform was part of a social
revolution involving the process of villagization of rural land. The land reform in Zimbabwe
was xmna]ly carried out ona principle of w1l]mg buyer and willing seller, wherebjr the large
farm owners (mamly white) were induced 10 sell their Jand or portions of it to willing Black
 Zimbabwens. The latter principle was adopted initially in South Africa*with a slight
vanauon, namely, that the government offered to financially assist the willing buyers.
'Somehow the South Afncan govemmgnt had learnt from the Zimbabwe expenence that the
system of wﬂlmg buyer and wﬂhng seller did not produce results, because of the general lack

of finance among the Black people.
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When countries implement land reform, there are usually commﬁnities that are not fully
co\.rered by the prinbiples and laws regarﬁg the reform measures. These communities may
remain victims of past and present injustices unless special provisions were made to benefit
them. In the case of Kenya the main thrust of the land reform was targeted at people who
were dispossessed of their land during the colonial period. The Majaoni community had
*settled in the Mombasa area around 1910, In 1923 the British colonial office gave the land
belonging .to the Majaoni community to a former British Army soldier as a gift for his part
in the First World War. This made about 50 Majoani families squatters on their own land,
now owned by the former British soldier. At independence (1960) the new Kenyan
govémmem msnmtcd Jand reform throughout the country. Unknowingly, The new
govermﬁent acquired the Majaoini land from the British soldier. Since 1963 the Majaoni put
up 2 struggle to ha\;e the land trénsferred_to them. This was in vain, simply because they
did not fall within certain categories of land beneficiaries.

®

1.3.2 The Need for Land Reform in South Africa

The presét and distrbution in South Africa emanated from a history of land dispossession
- and racially rooted land legislaﬁoﬁ (Makhanya, 1994). The present state of agﬁcﬁlmre isto
a large extent influenced by present and past Jand policies of the Region. During the colonial
period the Natal Nguni were contimually dispossessed of their land (Welsh, 1971, Bundy,
1979).  Subsequent to this act of dispossession, and beginming with the Locations
.. ~‘C6:inn1iséion of 1846,' thcre. was a series of colonial land policies that resulted in the spatial
c\;nfinf:mem;of the Nguni, After the formation of the Union of South Africa in 1910 the

" territorial segregation of the rural areas of KwaZulu/Natal along racial lines was given a
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legal stamp by the 1913 and 1936 Land Acts. It is inevitable to refer to this racial territorial

segregation as it still has a marked effect on agricultural land use in the region.

It is noted, for instance, that whereas the White farmers in KwaZulu/Natal are engaged in
a varie;y of agricultural activities at a commercial level, and that whereas the historically
* Natal and KwaZuiu territories have one and the same ecological conditions, agriculture in
historical KwaZul térri_tdry is at a subsistence Ievel and is characterized by overpopulation,
soil erosion, low productivity, and general poverty. ‘This disparity is largely associated with
‘the differences in the size of the landholdings on which farming takes place (Makhanya,
1994).  In the rural sctor there s a conspicuous dichotomy between land rich
comxﬁe_rcialised farmers and landless subsistence peasants. The lands inhabited by the latter
‘are characterised .by overpopulation, overgrazing and soil erosion. There is widespread
unemployment and poirerty among the peasants.

w

'1.3.4 The Land Reform Programnie of South Africa

~ 'With the establishment of fne new Government of National Unity in 1994, the remaining
. racxa] laws were repealed. A Iand reform programme was established as part of the
R@mﬁon and Developmém Programmc (African National Congress, 1994). The land

-refoxmprqgramme inSoﬁthAfrica was inspired by the need to redress past injustices in the

- distribution and use of the land resources.

. The Land Reform Research Programme was started in 1994 (African National Congress,

' 1994). Since then there is ongoing debate on the strategies for land reform. The approved
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land reform programme is based on restitution, redistribution and tenure reform. The

declared objective of the land reform programme is to redress the inequities in land
diStﬁbution in order to promote sustainable rural development. Land restitution is aimed at
restoring land to people who wére dispossessed by discriminatory legislation since 1913. The
purpose of land redistribution is to empower the poor and landless to gain access to land,

- while tenure reform intends to ensure security of temure for all.

Land for redistribution 1s aéquired either from state owned land or from willing sellers. The
Government provides a subsidy of R15 000, through the Department of Land Affairs and
' Agnculmre to every eligible Iand beneficiary. The inclusion of the property clause in the
constitution, which- guarantees that no one may be deprived of his/her property, however,
mﬂztates agamst the objectives of the land reform programme (Republié of South Africa,
 1996). The rate of land redistribution is further slowed down by administrative hurdles and
' the small Amom of subsidy. The subsidy of R15 000 granted to land beneficiaries is
| msufﬁcxent to acquire land larger than two hectares. This implies that many of the land
beneficiaries can at best produce for subsistence, given the present state of agriculture in
Somh Africa (Makhanya, 1998); Consequently, there has to daie not béen a significant

change in the distribution characteristics of rural land in South Africa.

| Suf}sidies" per se do ﬁdt neccssan}y provide sustainable livelihoods. This has been
dcmonstmted in the case of the land reform pmgramme of South Africa where government
ﬁmnmal comtramts have hampered the implementation of the land reform programme.

: Instead of anmcrease in the amount of subsidy gwen to individual beneficiaries to enable

them to acquire viable land units, the 1997/98 budget allocated to the Department of Land



. 20
Affairs and agriculture was reduced (Samson, 1997). This further reduces the prospects of

fulfilling the objectives of alleviating rural poverty.
1.3 SUMMARY

- It has been pointed out in this chapter that the present land distribution in South Africa
emanated from a history of land dispossession and racially rooted land legislation. It was
also stated that the present state of agricnlture is to a large extent influenced by colonial and

apartheid land policies. -

When the 'govér'nn'.lent of national unity (GNU) took over power in 1994 and introduced the
Reéonstrucﬁon and Development Programme (RDP) as a means of redressing the plight of
all the oppressed people of South Africa, it was hoped that disadvantaged communities such

as Mpangisa would be obvious beneficiaries of the land reform aspect of the RDP.

_ Chapter two. gives the conceptual framework of the study; Chapter three the salient historical
and ecological features of Mpangisa; Chapter four is the analysis of the research data from

the questionnaire and Chapter five is the evaluation of the results.
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- . CHAPTER TWO

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK OF THE STUDY
2.1 INTRODUCTION

Since the land reform pmgfaime was adopted by the government of national unity (GNU)
of Souh Afiica in 1994, there has been a mumber of disputes arising from its
implementatioﬁ; The dlsputes arise from historical, political, socio-economic and ecological
considérations.' This dissertation examines the contentions of the land reform programme

* with regard to the community of Mpangisa in Mid-Tllovo.

2.2 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK OF THE STUDY

Colonial and Apartheid policies in South Africa pushed millions of indigenous rural dwellers
into overcrowded and impoverished reserves, homelands and townships. These policies were
legalised by the Natives Land Acts of 1913 and the Native Trust and Land Act of 1936. In
addition capital intepsive agricultural policies led to large scale eviction of farm dwellers
from their land and homes.

These. Colonial.and Apartheid policies also created a dual system of land tenure in South
Afnca ‘Whereas the commercial farmers have freehold land tenure, the tribal areas or

reserves have a frﬂaai or communal system of Iand temre. In the communal land-tenure

- system land is held by a group, and is controlled and allocated by a hierarchy of tribal
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leaders. In principle a married homestead head is entitled to a residential site, an arable field

for each wife, a right to common pastures, and rights to the use of various common
resources such as water, fuels, building material and so on. Rights to use land, under the
communal system, cannot legally be bought and sold nor leased or hired ( Cross and Harries

1992).

In 1991 the Natives Land Acts of 1913 and 1936 were scrapped (Republic of South Africa,
1991), thus paving a way of the restructuring of rural land use in South Africa. With the
establishment of the new Government of National Unity in 1994, the remaining racial laws
were repealed “The Iaﬁd'refc'_)rm programme was established as part of the Reconstruction
~ and Development Progremme (ANC, 1994). It was inspired by the need to redress past
. injustices in. thc. dlStl‘iblIthIl and use of ‘fhe land resources. The approved land reform
: prograinme is based on restitution, redistribution and temmre reform.
People in tribal areas have different mterests in land, and make different claims to rights in
land. They often want land_foi' a plurality of reasons. A piece of land can be needed for the
eultivation of crops, Iivestoek grazing or as a source of security or a stake in'the community
(Francis and Williams, | 1992). The demand for residential Iandls intimately tied up with
tenure security (Marcus et al, 1996). A special prbvision of the Land Reform Programmes
is to target women. Land temure and matrimonial laws are being revised appropriately to
accommodate those who had been disadvantaged.
The land reform policy emphasises local participation in decision making, gender equality

and environmental sustamabﬂ.tty (Hanekom, 1997).
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2.3 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

Mpangisa is a subsistence rural reserve that is completely surrounded by commercial farmers
in Mid-Movo. Tt is sitmated in the Natal Midlands partly in the magisterial districts of
Umbumbulu and partly in Richmond. Mpangisa is one of the rural settlements that was
= affected by the Land Act of 1913. Many of its inhabitants were settled In it after being
dispossessed of their land by government action prior to the Land Act. Their land was given

to the adjacent comxﬁercial farmers.

Mpangisa falls under the jurisdiction of a chief whose regional tribal court is at
" Esimamahleni in Emfume. He seldom comes to this area, but is in indirect control through

a headman. :

Many people .in thek community are !andléss, unemployed, poor aml illiterate. They depend
largely on migrant labour remittances. Most of the land in Mpangisa is used for subsistence
farming. The common crop grown is maize. It is planted in summer and is rain fed. Other
crops commonly grown in Mpangisa are sweei potatoes, potatoes and sorghum, Almost

every home has cattle and goats.

'I'he population of the area has been growing by natural increase as well as by immigration
of labour tenants ﬁvho- have been evicted from neighbouring farms. This growth of
popalation has resulted in 6verp0pﬁlaﬁon and overstocking processes which are the major
| cause éf soil-;;osion. Lack of land and other resources is associated with faction fighting.

In the 1980s more than 500 males of the arca were killed in faction fighting. A few women
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were also killed.

There are no development programmes in Mpangisa. A few socio-economic facilities such
as schools, a clinic, and shops cater for the bare needs of the people. Lack of health
facilities is related to the high incidence of infant mortality and other poverty related diseases

- such as tuberculosis.

Whereas the people of Mpangisa apparently qualify as beneficiaries of the land reform

programme, there is_no dmion of this possibility..
pp—
. This .dis_sertatioﬁ is based upon the following hypotheses:
o 1. The Peogle of Mpangisa are Iapdless and poor.

2. They qualify as beneficiaries under the land reform programme.

3. Land reform can help alleviate landlessness and poverty, and enable the

community to achieve a sustainable livelihood.
2.5 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

" The aim of this dissertation was to examine the origin of this reserve in order to determine

~ the eligibility of its residents as beneficiaries of land reform. The study further aims at
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analysing the nature of livelihoods currently sustaining the community. The objective is to
advise government officials about the plight of the community with the hope that appropriate

measures will be taken to assist them.

2.6 RESEARCH METHODS

Research for ttns study was carried 611{ by. a variety of methods, including the following :
2.6.1 Airphoto Interpretation and Fieldwork

: Airphoto iﬁterpretation using a mimrror stereoscope was used to draw maps of Mpangisa.
Sequential aerial photographs of 1960 and 1976 were used to study the spatial changes in
land use and settlements in the study area. Both sets of photographs were at the scale
1:30600. Field W(:l’k was undertaken to get ground truth of the features on maps and aerial

‘photographs. The maps Fig. 2 to Fig. 5 were produced in this way,
2.6.2 Questionnaire Survey

A ques'tiohnaim survey was used to collect socio-economic data. For this purpose a random
selection “of about 60 res_pondents was made. The questionnaire was complemented by
informal interviews with community leaders, church leaders, women’s groups, youth groups,

" teachers and government officials.
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2.6.3 Participatory Research and Unstructured Interviews

A period of about three weeks was spent in the area for participatofy action research in order
to get an indepth understanding of the problems and aspirations of the community. |

Random selection of Mpangisa homes were visited and most of the respondent were very
. willing to discuss the plight of their suffering in the area. Having been born and bred in this
area made it easier fo obtain genuine response. The residents who had never seen the
researcher before had only to be referred to the name of my father after whom the only High

school in the area whs named.

* During participatory résearch interviews were held with the key figures on the land issue of
‘ Mpangisé inan att:mpt to give a balanced view of what has brought Mpangisa area into its
'present state of the landless, unemployment and poverty.

Although pgfﬁcip@ry research was QOne in the area itself, some of the respondents had to
be traced away from the area. The son of the chief had to be found in Saiko at Umkhomazi
where he has offi ces. His Uncle Julms has a house at KwaMakhutha  Township where he
was interviewed.. A daughter of Mbanjwa was followed to Gulube where they have moved
to for fear of the faction fights. Mrs Lembede and Mr Lembede who are self appointed
representatives of thls area were found in the Department of Agriculture offices. Mr
Ntombela a goverﬁment official in the department of Land Affairs at Umbumbulu and Mr
_H DM]@ze from the Dejmnnent of Agriculiure were interviewed at the Umbumbulu
Governmem ofﬁces

Kweyama Who was bom and bred in Mpangisa, and who is an oldest living member in the
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Mpangisa area and a survivor of the agony of evictions and dispossession that took place in
thé beginning of this century provided vaiuable information about events of the 19th century

which had. became folklbre among the indigenous community throughout the ages. Though
| not written down, the historj is well known by all the rural people of Mpangisa. He knows
the history and got some from his parents. Some of this history came from Michael Mchunu
“ of Ismont as told by (my bﬁnd brother) and it coincides with that of Kweyama. A lot of
| _informatioﬁ had also been provided by a retired teacher Julius Mkhize (a grandson of Chief

Tilongo). o

Fulius Mkhize had some vsfritten information and bits and pieces of topographical maps. He
had been part of some legal proceedings where the government surveyors were called to the
area to witness a claim that the piece of Iand in question belonged to the white farmers who
had put pegs by might as proof of ownership.

&

2.7 LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

Unfortunately the owners of the neighbouring farms could not be interviewed for fear of the
killings of the farm_crs that were going on. They feared that the‘researcher might be part of
the people who spied on them and then later attacked them. This study had been conducted
at a wrong era when farmers viewed any strangers with suspicion, they associated such

| people with the killers of the farmers.

What was ﬁ-xghtemng with this research was that it was raising hopes of the people. A

" mumber of rescarchers from both the government offices and NGO’s coming had promised
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| to improve their living conditions. =

' 2.8 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY

The pative reserves .throughout South Africa were not coﬁsidered as far as development
. pla:ming was conccmed (Nattrass, 1981).. This neglect contributed to poor land management
in the subsistence agriculalra_l areas. As a result of the growth of the mural population which
was prevcﬁted from msgraung to the urban areas by the influx control legislation, the land
in the nativé reserves. has .become degraded and overpopulated by poverty stricken rural
residents (Lund and Wakehn, 1993). At thc:r present state these areas cannot be sustained
~ much longer On thc other hand the commercial farms have been inefficiently managed,
' dependmg largely on government subsidies (Nattrass, 1981; Corbett, et al, 1994), without

which production levels in them are inclined to fall.

The land reform programmc is intended to redress the skewed rural land distribution. Since
its implementation in 1994 2 mumber of communities and individual housebolds have
benefitted from the programme.. Land for redjsmbuﬁon is acquired either from state owned
land or_ﬁ'om willing sellers. The Government provides a subsidy of R15000 to every eligible
land beﬁeﬁciary. _ chorts by the beparnnent of Land Affairs indicate that "vast tracts” of
| fqrmer_ly white-owned Iand have to date been transferred .to some 1500 fofmérly Iandless

families in KwaZulu/Natal.

There has, however to date pot been a significant change in the distribution characteristics

of mral lanf.i in KwaZuiu-Natal (Makhanya, 1994). The rate of land redistribution is slow due
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to administrative hurdles and the small amount of subsidy. There are still many landless

rural households.

The subsidy of R15000 granted to land beneficiaries is insufficient to acquire land larger than
two hectares. This implies that many of the land beneficiaries can at best produce for
. subsistence, given the present state of agriculture in South Africa. In other words the land
reform is encouraging smallholder production. The idea that smallholder agriculture is
efficient is widely accepted (Van Rooyen er al, 1987; Weiner & Levin, 1991; Brand er al,
1992; Bromberger & Ahionie, 1993; Lipton 1993). Other findings were more wary about

this assertion (Weiner, et al,. 1985; Lenta & Maasdorp, 1988; Levin & Weiner, 1994).

Smallholder agricultural systems are often linked to part-time farming (de Klerk & van der
Brink, 1993; ‘World Bank, 1993; Makhanya, 1997). Earlier literature on Black agriculture
in South Afnca was inclined to criticize the system of migrant labour as unproductive in that
it robbed the m:ral areas of able-bodied agricultural labour (Makhanya, 1979). Recemt
researchers, however, argue that the system of part-time farming is efficient (de Klerk & van
der Brink, 1993; World Bank, 1993). Part-time farming implies that the farmer engages in
some form of off-farm mcomc generating activities. Many of tﬁe researchers found this to
be a widespread phenomenon in South Africa (May, 1987; Lyne, 1989; Levin & Weiner,

1994). - - , o

There were a few writers who believed that, for any viable or sustainable development to
take place, there was need for a drastic restructuring of Black agriculture in South Africa

(Nattrass, 1981; Davenport, 1990; Nattrass & Nattrass, 1990).
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A few case studies have been done on both land reform and community development
(Greyling, 1969; Homby: 1997). Horﬁby recently examined the implementation of land
refonn in Escourt, where she did an intensive study of the preparation of the community for
land restitution and land redistribution (Hornby, 1997). No such study has been undertaken
at Mpangisa. This stady will fill this gap and thereby contribute to the understanding of the
plight of this rural community. The results from this study may inform the government of

the possible defects in the processing of the land reform programme.
2.9 SUMMARY

Finally it may be stated that Mpangisa is one of the rural settlements that was affected by the
Land Act of 1913. Whereas the people of Mpangisa apparently qualify as beneficiaries of
the land réform programime, the;‘e is no discussion of this possibility. Many of its inhabitants
were settled in it after being dispossessed of their land by government action prior to the
- Land Act. Their land was given to the adjacent commercial farmers. What is complicating
the eligibility of Mpangisa resident for restitution is that Mpangisa falls under the jurisdiction
lof a chief whose regional tribal court is at Esimamahleni in Emfume who seldom comes to

this area, but is in indirect control through a headman.

As many people in the community are landless, unemployed, poor and illiterate and were
depending largely on migrant labour remittances, they deserve to have their plight addressed

by the land reform programme.
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CHAPTER THREE

THE HISTORICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL ASPECTS OF MPANGISA
3.1 INTRODUCTION

The Native ‘reserve’ known as Mpangisa was originally surveyed in 1895 with an area of
1442 acres. In the old map it appears as Tilonko (the correct word is Tilongo) where it

looks like one farm thatlbelonged to some farmer.

 In Chapter Three the history and geography of Mpangisa is given In order to portray the
salient features of this community. The historical account was collected from a few elders
in the comnmmity. It is oral history which was obtained by participatory method, in which

the researcher spent time living with the community.
3.2 THE SUBTLE WAYS OF LAND DISPOSSESSION BY WHITES IN MPANGISA

Colonzal dispossession of land in Mpangisa began in the 19th century and was still going on
undisturbed until recently. The ignorance and poverty of the residents subjected them to this
situation. -Their mistake was the friendliness and hospitality they had for the gu'angers that

arrived in their land. Their generations are now reaping the fruits of this kindness.

The chief of Mpangisa during the colonial period was Chief Tilongo. He suffered much

| during the early dispossession of his land by the colonists who were backed by the newly
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formed colonial government based in Pietermaritzburg (Mkhize, 1998). The family of the

researcher has been part of this ongoing dispossession.
3.2.1 White Settlers make friends with the Zuluos in the 1840°s

Round about the 1840°s a few British colonists based at Malvern and Bellair in the South
Coast of Natal made friends with indigenous Zulus who were ruled by Singele Mkhize whose
area comprised of Bluff, Queensburg, Hillcrest, Pinetown, Camperdown, Helahela in

Richmond, Nhlazuka, Umkhomazi down to the Sea (Mkhize, J., 1998).

'Among the colonists that made friends with Zulus was Steinbank who lived in Malvern with
the people that were ruled by Ngunezi, the son of Singele. At the time the colonists were

under the British Empire. Later Steinbank joined Aukley who had already arrived in Mid-

~ Ilovo.

3.2.2 The Arrival of the Smiths in the 1850’s

‘Round about 1850°s V.T. Smith made his appearance. The people who lived in this area
wemusingalotofwoodforenergyandopepinguplandfor farming. Like all the other
colonists,‘Snﬁth moved about among the Zulu Kraals in this area, he spoke to them noting
down all that they said. He slept in their kraals. When his clothes became really dirty the
| anus wasﬁed them and he wore ibheshu {traditional Zulu wear) while waiting for his clothes

todryup.
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3.2.3 The Smiths’ Expand their lands by Cultivating Wattle trees and Sugar cane

V.T. Smith had initially asked for a small plot of land to build his house from the chief. He
later requested permission to grow wattle trees to replace the shrinking indigenous forest.
The chief allowed him to do this. He started off in Ntimbankuli coming down to Egcebeni
using Gayimbila (a gorge with a very steep ravine) as his border. While V.T. Smith was
busy growing the wattle forest C.G. Smith, who had also asked for a smali plot of land to
‘build his house, started grov}ing sugarcane in the lower Hlovo. This way the Smiths
managed to fraudulently acquire land which they used for growing large forests and sugar

plantations (Mkhize, 1998)7 :
3.2.4 How Steinbank expanded his Land Boundaries.

Steinbank had further aSked‘ for a land to keep his cattle which he was selling to the Zulus.
In his conversatiéns with the Zulus Steinbank gave the impression that he was more
interested in the names of the rivers and the mountains and yet he was deceitfully using these
tbinarktheborders of the land that he was going to claim and submit to the land surveyors
as his own (Mkb:ze, 1998). To acquire more land Steinbank maﬁied four Zulu women, this
qualified him to get more land as Umkhwenyana (Son-in-law). Later Queen Victoria passed
alaw Which forced white men to marry white girls even though they had already married the
black girls. The law stated that any white man that was married to a black woman would
beconsﬁered by the law as single (Mkhize, 1998). - At this time Steinbank had two sons by
| two of Ins Black wives. He married a white woman who gave birth to a daughter. This

daughter became heir to Steinbank’s estate on the ground that his sons were not entitled to
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his property because they were born out of marriages that were not recognised by English

Laws (Mkhize, 1998).
3.2.5 The White Settlers Continued to Claim More Land

Janie 1gava's one of the few white settlers who also made himself a permanent resident in the
area of Stembank Janié étayed at Mpangisa where he continued with his inquiring visits,
and became a close friend of one of the Zulus by the name of Pitane Mkhize. Janie used his
newfound friend to get more land from the chief. Janie had acquired his own land, and he
' needed more land for his sons, Joe and Mathikane. He acquired land for Joe, and that land,
which is now acquired by Hampson his sons and grandsons (Mkhize, 1998). Over and above
Joe himself cxtenﬂéd his fences steadily gradually taking much of the land that belonged to
 the people pf Mpangisa. Even at the present moment under the new political dispensation |
| mthe Néw .South‘Africa, these white farmers contimue to increase their farms at the expense

of the poor residents of Mpangisa.

A few years ago Runnymede farm was more or less four kilometres away from the hill
' k:ﬁown as Enkwalml, but now the boundaries of Runnymede ‘Fann have been extensively
extended. The ownership of this farm is shared by Ernest, Ingrid and a grandson of Joe
© McCulough (Mihize, 1998). "

3:2.6_ Chlef Tilongo and the Bhanibata Rebellion of 1906

While the white people were busy acquiring land in the manner described above, there was
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disruption between the sons of chief Ngunezi, Skhukhukhu and Tilongo. Fighting erupted

when Ngunem married Mamswam from Swaziland who would mother the future chief.
Mamgnshwa the mother of Skimkhukhu could not accept this. She managed to persuade the
community into looking to Skhukhukhu as the future chief (Mkhize, 1998). To sought out
the problem bétween the sons of the chief,: Tilongo was moved to settle at Mpangisa while
+  Skhmkhukhu remamed in the area around Ngilanyoni. During this time, news had reached
all comeré of Nata] that Bhambatha KaManciza had killed all the whites that had settled in

bis land in the Natal Midlands.

At this time Ehambatha was leading the war against the introduction of Poll Tax (the 1906
Bhambatha Rebellion). Warriors arrived at Mpangisa from Umbumbulu to get instructions
from the éﬁief about participation in this war. On their arrival they found that chief Tilongo
with his headmen had gdne to thc Government offices in Pietermaritzburg where he attended
2 meeting. On their way back they passed a tobacco field 2t Mgwahumbe which belonged
to a. white fanner The farmer was not at home. Only his wife and her helper were left
behind (Mkhize, 1998).

In their anger the viarziors used sticks to destroy the tobacco crop. The maid alerted the
~farmer’s vﬁfé, and they ran towards a nearby farm. - When chief Tilongo came back from
" the meeting he was told that Mounted police had come looking for him, so fie had to run
away from his kraal and spent the night with his half brother Mqolombeni (Mkhize, 1998).
- Thé%ol_lowin,g day he and his headmen weﬁt to Pietermaritzburg and reported to the court.

A case had been opened against him concerning the incident.

P
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In court it was alleged that the chief’s warriors intended to kill the farmer. Chief Tilongo

was charged with malicious damage to property (tobacco), and with the intention to kill the
white farmer. The chief was represented by Mandiza who lived in Rosebank. The chief
tried to convince authorities that his warriors did not try to kill anybody, and that though

they saw the women running away, they did not do any harm to them.

The chief was also charged with sending his men to Chief DiniZulu. According to the court
authoritiés,- tlus was prodf that Tilongé was communicating with the rest of the Zulu chiefs,
which thing the 'Br_iﬁsh'Govermneﬁt had declared unlawful. Chief Tilongo was found guilty
and sentenced to tényears in prison. His headfnen refused to go without him, and they were
also sentenced along with him.. The chief was eventually exiled to Swayimane with his
famjly. His land was divided by the white farmers among his three brothers Bubuia,
Bhibhinanda and Bamakhali. Bubula was left in charge of the area from Ntimbankulu down

to Mpangisa. "
'3.2.7 Smith Cunningly Claims More Land

~ At that time V.T. Smith (owner of the wattle forest) persuaded Bubula to move from his
kraal in Ntimbamkulu to Billiya. The reason for this being that he needed to be closer to his
' ﬁeople. “As soon as Bubula moved, V.T. Smith claimed ownership of the vacated land and
evicted all the remammg tribesmen. . He replaced them immediately by planting a Wattle

for&st at Nnmbanlmiu (Mkhize, 1998)
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©'3.2.8 In 1948 Zanda Claimed ‘Land he acquired in 1910

In 1948 durmg the ruie of Nkasa the gra.ndson of chief Txlongo, there was a peacock farm
belongmg to one whlte farmer. Another Whlte man called Zanda worked in this peacock
. farm. ‘When his master returned to Durban, Zanda acqmred the peacock farm. Zanda later
claimed land at Ngqokamisa, which is a part of Mpangisa. The community, lead by Luseni,
Mbanjwa and Sifikili Muthwa reported the incident to the Government Officers, and laid a

- charge. Zanda claimed that he had acquired the land from Chief Tilongo in 1910.

- The case was brought to the courts. Maps issued by. the land surveying officers favoured
Zanda Nkasa had just takeﬁ over from his father and according to the law he was not yet

_an accepted Clnef The court ruled in favour of Zanda claiming that it was, after all, only

| 2 small _pieéé of land. |

1t was, however, obvious that Zanda could not have acquired the land because in 1910 the

: _fami belohged to his master, At thﬁt nme he was merely an employee of the peacock farmer.

| Secondly, the chief ri:3pohsible .for the allocation of land was not there. ~
3.2.9 The Return of Chief Tilongo and Redistribution of Land

_,OnTilongosremmthelandthathadbeenunderBubulaanchibhmandawasretumedto

» hnn. They gladly remmed it, but m:ﬂama Who was in possession of Mophela,

o Camperdown, N_}obokazx and Hﬂlcrest areas kept his land whlch has since passed down to

- msgeneranonuptothlsdate
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The government created a buffer zone between Mqolombeni and Tilongo by using a piece
of land at Mbuthweni that did not havé kraals. The government then placed a single soldier
called Tommy Hackland in charge of this land. The land has since been refurned to the

community of Mbuthweni under chief Moyeni Mkhize. -

Another buffer zone was created at Ismont where another single soldier was placed by the
Government to prevent fighting between the sons of Ngunezi. The Community there

continues in vain to negotiate for the return of this land.
3.2.10 Continued Land Claims in Mpangisa

Some white farmers continue to claim land in Mpangisa. In 1970 one such farmer suddenly
claimed land that belonged to the community of Mpangisa and laid a foundation for his
house. The community resisted this claim. They took up picks and shovels and tore down

his homestead foundation each time he tried to lay it.

The govemem’s land surveyors were brought in and, as usual, they were referred to certain
spots where it was claimed thére were trigonometrical beaconﬁ marking the white farmer’s
land bomﬁariés. Some cement marks were found. When these land marks were joined, his
fence ran over the black people’s lands dividing them into two parts. . Those falling into his
fatmheclaimedashis own land _Latcrit was discovered that the white farmer had used one
cfh1s labourers known as Mhlengwa Shange to mark off these boundaries. He had been seen

6:1 severél occasions coming down from these areas (Mkhize, 1998).
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Other white farmers issued out maps that they claimed had been drawn when the chief gave

- them thé land. When their case was tried in Pietermaritzburg land court, headman Sifikile
- Mutwa explained that the period in which the farmers claimed to have acquired the land from
the chief commded with the penod when the chief was in exile. Furthermore, at that time
there was no communication between himself and the chief. The court ruled out that Nkasa,
the son of Tilongo, who had just taken over after his father’s death could not be a witness
In this case because he was not yet sworn in as the chief. The court ruled out in favour of
Zanda and ofher white farmers contending that all the disputed land was only a small piece

of land (Mkhize, 1998).

The people that Zanda had fenced in, automatically became tenants in his farm, he did not

- evict them When Zanda dled his sons vanished without a trace. Instead of the land being

.retumed to the dispossessed community or to the cluef’s trust, V.T. Smith, the Wattle forest
 planer, grabhed the land and planted more Watdle. He then evicted the tenants and told
them to leaire his land. In aIl these activitie§ the chief was néver consulted. These people
had to move to the a!ready crowded eastern banks of Mpang1sa River which is mugged,
barren, stony (Mkhize, 1998) |

The western part of Mpangigafo'rms,a border with Mbuthweni. A certain Campbell requested
Cluef Tilongo to gram him temporary use of this land for grazing his cattle. When Campbell

 left the landwas givento C H Evans who used it for mixed farming (Mkhize, 1998). At
present this land is under the Ingbnyama Land Trust and is hired out to some able black

fa.rmers who are not from the area. It is known as Drommore farm.
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The farm Shiol (Fig. 3) next to Drommore had been acquired in the same way (Mkhize, J.
Oct. 1998). The farmer owning it spec:ahsed in keeping Afrikaner cattle. Unlike Campbell
who pracﬁéed intensive cattle farming, he practised exteﬁsive farming, he also had a
compound for a his workforce. He did not have his farmstead on this farm and seldom came
to check them. T]:us farm has also been handed over to the Ngonyama I_and Trust, with

Zwelonke Chonco as caretaker (Khumalo, 1998).

Mkhize, a headman from Mpangisa, has sincé asked Chonco to allow him to use the
* compound site to house one of his wives. Chonco seemed to have contravened some clauses
on the Ingonyama Land Trust because there are aiready few homes that have been built in

. this farm (Lembede, 1998).

3.3 RECENT LAND INVASIONS AND DISPOSSESSION
It was established from this study that further land dlspossessmn is going on. Runnymcde
'farm (Flg 3) which belongs to a magistrate contimzes to expand every year. The people of

Mpangma are fmstrated, angry and very worried about this.

Another farm that has recently been extended belongs to the farmer known as Peter. He
' recentiy fenoed in the field belonging to the family of Ndlovu. Ndlovu has had to leave his
home and jOlIl his relatxves at Ixopo, because apart from this dispossession, Peter had

o mstmcted him to get rid of his goats or else he was going to shoot them (Kweyama, 1998).

The questionmaire interviews showed that there were many incidence of recent land
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: diSpossession and evictions. About 13.3 percent of the respondents have been victims of

- evictions (Table 3.1). About 25.0 percent_v}ere the off-spring of parents who were evicted.
| The majority, i.e. 61.7 percent, were those who were forced into labour teﬁancy. These
indigenous Zulu people were forcefully evicted from the land that truly belonged to them.
They were born and bred there and, according to Kweyama (1998) the people that deserved

evictions were the white farmers, who invaded the poor people’s land.

Table 3.1 People evicted from their Farms

Eviction ,_ _' | ” Occurrence | Percentage
Parents victims of evicion 8 B3
Off-spring | 115 25.0
| Forced into Labour tenants 37 61.7
) Total | 60 100.0

3.4 THE ROLE OF SURVEYORS IN THE PLIGHT OF THE RESIDENTS

Mpangisa was originally surveyed in 1895 with the area of 1442 acres which is smaller than
 some of the farms in the area e.g. Java Heights (Fig. 3), surveyed in March 1857, had an
area of 3000 acres and Fairveld, surveyed in 1860, had an area of 2111 acres (Mkhize,

- 1998).

The mrvé_{rs are recent, yet they were done long before the 1913 Land Act. According to
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AH -Hugo (1998) the conn'o]]jng- officer at the Land Surveying Department, the only

.mformanon that is avaxlable concermng land ownershxp is the ownership at the original
' survey and nothing beyond that. As a result of thlS xt becom difficult to put up a case of

 restitution with the Department of Land Affau-s.

Some respondent who had been evicted from the neighbouring farms from their land of birth
found themsclves occupying rugged and barren land. The Kweyama couple were in tears
when they told how a young fanner ca]led Hampson had evicted them claiming that they

were pomomng his catﬁe (Kweyama 1998)
'35 ECOLOGICAL FEATURES OF MPANGISA

) '3.5.1_-'5imo§ g

Mpanglsa is situated in the Mid-Tllovo in the Natal Midlands. As a result of the history of

land dmpossesslon and ev1ct10ns Mpanglsa reserve is completely surrounded by the

- commsrc:al farmers thh blg pleces of Iand (Fig. 3). Itis semced by the magxstenal district

" of Umbumbulu. Once part ofalargc tribal unit called Embo, Mpangisa has been reduced
i size: by the continued- acts of land dmpossesswn by the neighbouring farmers.
"Admm;sttatlvely the coxmnumty falls under a _chlef whose regxonal tribal court is at
 Esimahleni in Emﬁme This chief seldom comes to- Mpangxsa but administers the area

mthrcugh a beadman. The nelghbom'mg fanners and farm tenants fall under Richmond

o Magxstenal District.
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© 3.5.2 Land Use in the Mid-Tllovo Area

There are basically three categories of landuse in Mid-Illovo as a whole, pamely,

@ Culnvated land
(b) Grazmg land and

) Forests

Table 3.2 shdws that only 34.5'pe'rcent of the land is used for the cultivation of crops in the
Mld—I!lom area. Most of the commcrcs.al farmers in the area cultivate sugarcane, which is

- .an extensxve type of field crop The fact that only 34.5 percent of the land is used for

o cultlvanox_i is nxhcanve of the ruggedness that some of_the areas are characterised with.

| .'Henc;-: the 39-‘? percem land classified as grazing is actua]iy veld (i.e. unusable Iand). This
also explains why 25.8'pe£cem of the land s forest. The forests are composed of either the
in;iigendus Wﬂd trees of wattle trees that can grow in very rugged terrain.
. In the 19603 theamwasmore covered inl forestry (Fig ) which is gradually being replaced
| .by the cnltivation'.of. sugarcane and maize. The 1960 map, though nbt complete, also
o lndlcates that this area was largely occupied by the Black h’omes,: at present there are very
few ofthese and are all squeezed in 2 narrow area ofMpang:sa whlchxsmfermdto on the
' farm boundanes as Tilonko after chief Tﬂongo who was incharge of Mpang1.sa in the early

part ofﬁns ce:m:ury_. .
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Table 3.2 Land Use Categories in Hectares

a4

[Name OfFarm | Cultivated | Grazing | Forests | Total
Antiford ﬂ 62 32 Il:cw |L534
Drommore | 1276 230 I X
Fairveld | s30- 330 | 300 1 ue0
Dalston | H 170 l] 160 330
Shiol ][ 590 ]L48 638
Mpangiss Tlonko | 250 30 o 670
fairview iL 10 110 ]110,064 130,164
Werringford ﬂ 150 70 H - . 220
Java H61ghts _ ][ 730 170 ]l 170,034 1070,084
| Clifton }L 301,2 20 j[ 156,48 447,68
Eden | 1% 40 ‘l{30 260
][23508 2062,316 111816,628 6199,528
}’abié 3.3 Land Use Categories in Percentages
| Nameof * | Coltivated | Grazing | Forests | percentage |
Farm Land land -
Antiford 11.4 5.9 82.9 100.0
Drommore | 17.24 31.17 51.63 100.0
Fairveld 45.7 28.4 25.9 1100.0
Dalston - 5150 455 | 100.0
Shiof - 2.5 7.5 100.0
Tilonko 455 54.5 6.61 100.0
| Fairview ~ [7.7 84.6 7.7 “100.0
[Weumgford 68.2 31.8 - 100.0
| Java Heights | 68.2 15.9 9.36 100.0 |
{ Ciifion 76.9 5.1 17.9 100.0 I
~ IBden |39 312 26.8 100.0 I
ol Tota |5 3.7 25.8 100.0 I
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Mpangisa is mainly composed of communal free grazing land, a few hectares of cultivated

land and small forests. The grazing land is actually veld that is not in reality suitable for
grazing. The landscape is " steep that it is not possible for the cattle to browse or graze
without them getting burt. As mentioned in the previous chapters the community had been
“squeezed out from the arable land into barren land with very poor soil. Considering the fact
that the neighbouring farms were individually owned as compared to the communally owned
Mpangisa, Table 3.2 show that these farms had very vast lands per cagpita. On these lands

they cultivate mainly sugar-cane and maize.
3.5.3 Agricultural Land Use

The present pattern of rural land use among the peasants in Mpangisa resulted partly from
the Iahd and agriceltural pglicies of the colonial and post-colonial goverﬁments. The two
major farming systems identified among the peasants are crop raising and livestock grazing.
Due to a:élogicml and socio—econo;nic constréints production in both these farming systems

is at subsistence level.

The white farmers helped themselves to all the agricultmally productive parts of this land
leaving this community with the small barl;en, unproductive and non-arable pieces of land.
Most of its slopes have gradients of about 1:12, that s about 40 percent. Some places worse
: "than this, foi' example, Kweyama house is sitnated onra slope of about 1:8, which is very

close to 50 percent.

Mpangisa is characterised by a rugged terrain with soils that are not suitable for cultivation.
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It has sufficient and good rainfall. The runoff is, However, high because of the depletion

of the natural vegetation by ”over-grazing and because of ruggedness. For agriculture to

thrive under such conditions there should be some extensive irrigation.

Because of the ruggedness it is not easy to use oxen for ploughing. The use of tractors is
even more difficult except where the slopes are gentle. Many people cannot afford to hire
either oxen or tractors. They end up having to use traditional tools such as hoes and forks.

This means that only small pieces of land could be tilled to produce food for subsistence.

Most of the land is used for the growing of maize and beans . A few other people grow crops

~ such as sweet potatoes, amadurmbe, vegetables (see Table 4.6). The crops that are grown

here produce a very low yield as a result of poor type of seeds that are shared between the
members of the co:ﬁmuuity and because of poverty that makes it impossible to buy good
breed of seeds. ’I'he land is imanen requiring the use of fertilizer which costs R80 a bag.
Those who have cattie and goats sometimes tether them on the fallow land to graze on the

stubble or grass.

3.5.4 Population

There about 300 homesteads in Mpangisa, with a population of about 2 400. The area has
Jost most of its productive men and women as a resuli of the 1980’s violence that left a lot
of the population either orphaned or widowed. Those who were able to build houses away
from this area left in greater numbers. With the advice of the agricultural officer they have

all built their homes on the southern side of the river and left the barren side for the
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suggested growing of forest trees.

Many households in Mpangisa are Iandless, poor and illiterate. Due to lack of employment

opportunities, many people depend on migrant labour remittances.
3.6 SUMMARY

The historical account of Mpangisa, which was collected from oral information, portrays the
salient features of this community. Not only does it show how land dispossession was
* carried ouf with the baéking of official structures such as the courts and the department of
_ surveying, but it also shows how severe the dispossession have been on the deprived
community. The historical account gives the subtle facts on how communities were
marginalised and impoverished by colonial and Apartheid land and agricultural land policies.
As a result of the history of land dispossession and evictions, Mpangisa reserve is completely

surrounded by the commercial farmers with big pieces of land. The situation of Mpangisa
in Mid-Tllovo makes it an island of misery in the midst of plems'. I;s sitnation was
complicated by the racial laws of apartheid which declared separate facilities for the different
racial groups. Hence élmough Mpangisa is serviced by the Umbumbulu magisterial district,
and is administered by the chief of Emfume, the neighbouring farmers and farm tenants were
administered and serviced by the Camperdown Magisterial District. This is part of the

problem experienced by the residence in dealing with their problems.
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CHAPTER FOUR

' ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF LIVELIHOODS DATA
4.1 INTRODUCTION

Chapter four deals with the interpretation and analysis of the research data. As indicated in
Chapter two, the data was gathered by the combipation of a questionmaire survey,

unstructured interviews and field observation.
4.2 CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESPONDENTS

4.2.1 Age and sex structure of the respondents

Of the sample of 60 r&épondents 60.'0 percent were fémales while males constituted 40.0
_Percent Most women headed their famlhes and most household work fe]l on t.heu' shoulders.
This ratio is represcmatwe of the reahty of the sitzation in Mpangxsa whcre the mumber of
females is gencraﬂy higher than that of the males. This is partly associated with male
m1grat10n into towns and cities for Wage Iabour, and the fact that most of the males were
lnlled during thc faction ﬁghls of 1984»-1990 Somc male heads come home during the
weekend only while some stx]l stay for long periods in thelr places of employment leaving

 the responsibilities with their wives.
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Table 4.1 Sex Structure of the Respondents -

Gender -] Occurrence Percentage —"
Females 36 | 60.0 |
Males o 24 40.0
Total 60 | 100.0
Table 4.2 Age of Respondents
Age ' Male Female Total - | Percentage
20-30 2 | 5 7 11.7
31-40 o 13 23 38.3
41-50 4 7 11 18.3
51-60 1 4 5 8.3
61-70 5 5 10 16.7
ﬁ 71 + 2 | 2 4 6.7
l{ Total 24 3 - 60 | 100.0

Table 4.2 shows that 38.3 percent of the respondents were between the ages of 31 - 40 and
18.3 peréent betwaén the ages 41-50. About 11.7 percent of the respondents were young
people (20—30 years old) which is abnormal, compared with the norm at Mpangisa. The
percentage of respondents above the age of 60 is 23.4 percent. In most percentages of the
homes..tbat were visited the heads of the .family were older.t‘han 40 years. They wefe people
that had to look after.their grand-children while their daughtefs were gone to work. In a
mlmbér of cases they were not even their grandchildren, but were orphans that"had Iost their

parents during the faction fights.
4.2.2 Employment Status of the Respondents

Only 30.0 percent of the respondents were employed as wage labourers in neighbouring
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farms. About 48.0 percent lived on pension and grants, and 23.3 percent were unemployed.

The unemployed were mainly the unskilled workers.

Table 4.3 Employment of Respondents at Mpangisa

[Descnpnon : _ Occurrence ' Percentage
‘LEmployed - - 18 1 30.0
|| Unemptoyed . .13 23.3
| Pensioners R 386
|LGem'ngGranIs | R Y | 10.0
[L Total | 60 | 100.0

43 RURAL LAND USE IN MPANGISA

The poor farmers of Mpangisa are marginal farmers,'. share croppers and agricultural
labourers. ~ They form an inert, inarticulate and unorganised mass, characterised by
powerlessness vulnérability, 1solat10n and physmal weakness. They connmlally fall prey to

a vicious cu'cle of poverty.

The total land area of Mpangisa is 670 hectares. Considering that there are about 300
homesteads in the area, the per cqylta d.tstribut:lon of land is about 2.2 hectares. Table 4.4
mdacalesthatgrazmglandepangxsaconsnmth8percen10fthetota11andarea As
already mcnnoncd, this Iand 1s so steep, stony and mgged that it can only be regarded as
rough grazing land rather pasture land. There are very few cattle that graze in that land,
neither is there any cultivation. The cultivated land is 35.8 percent of the tofal land area.
It is about 240 hectares in size. This gives a per capita hectarage of less than one hectare

per homestead.
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Table 4.4 Rural Land Use in Mpangisa

Land Use Category Hectares Percentage
Cultivated land 240 35.8 |
Grazing land 300 44.8 J
Settlement 10 1.4
Forestry 120 18.0 |
Total 670 100 J

4.3.1 Size of land _hoidings .

Table 4.5 shows that the amoum of land allocated per household in Mpangisa s small, with

about 46.7 percent of the respondents havmg landholdmgs of 1-2 ha. Of the 60 respondents

onlytwohadbetween4and5ha

Table 4.5 Size of Agricultural Land

Size in Hectares * | Occurrence Percentage |
12 ) 28 46.7
23 ' 22 36.7 I
34 8 13.3
45 o 2 3.3

ﬂ Total 60 - 100.0

4.3.2 Types of Crops Grown

Tabie 4 6 shows that all thc respondenrs cultwate the combination of maize and beans.

Vegetahles were grown by 16.6 percent of the respondents while sweet potatoes and

ma.dumbe were thﬂ_' least grown (with 6.6 percent and 8.3 percent respectfully).



Table 4.6 Types of Crops
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ITDescription ) Occurrence Percentage
Maize 60 100.0
Beans - 60 100.0 |
Vegetables 10 16.6

|| Sweet potatoes 4 6.6 |
Madumbe (corms) . 5 8.3

433 Agricultural Inputs

Table 4.7 shows that 100.0 percent of all the respondents said that they used

fertilisers and use that especially in the growing of maize. Some said that they

used both c;ommercial fertilizers and kraal manure for the root crops. They

further stated that they bought the commercial fertilisers from the white farmers

at the price of R80 for a bag of 50 kg.

e

e o,

Table 4.7 _'Agﬁculttlral” Inputs_t

u Dcscripti-c;n O:c-:urrence 1 Pe_r_centage H
Commercial Fertilizers/Manure 60 | 100.0 E
| Oxen Hire | 40 66.6
Tractors Hire 19 316
K_raal Manure 40 66.6
Pesticides _ none -
Maize Seeds From own Fields 60 100.0
| Buying of Seeds 60 100.0
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Though they were pestered by WOrHS and blight in maize and beans, none of

the respondents used any pesticides. All the respondents -said that they bought

bean seeds from 151pmgo, but used maize seed from the previous harvest.
4.3.4 Cultivation Methods

Some 66 percent of the respondents hired oxen to cultivate the land while 19
perce_ht had for the first time hired tractors from their white neighbour. They

thought it was cheaper to hire tractors than to hire oxen.

435 Livestock keeping

Because. of the shortage of land, 60 percent of the respondents can only afford
to -keep chicken. About 20 percent of respoﬁdents keep goats and chicken and
: only 16.6 percem can afford to keep cattle in addition to goats and chicken. Of
those who own goaIs about 20.0 percent stated that they were often forced to
sell theif goats'to buy food and other household commodities. All respondents
_keét chiekene, r.nal.ly-of them owning less than 10 chicken at a time, which they

szud they used mainly for domestic consumption.
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Table 4.8 People who own Livestock

n Déscription : N | Occurrence Percentage ﬂ
| Cartte, Goats, Chickens | 10 16.6 |
| Goats, Chickens 12 20.0

| Chickens B 6  |1000 |

4.4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC CONSTRAINTS

Mpangisa-has 10 economic infrastructures whatsoever, such as government
services, transport systems, communiﬁations e.g. telephones, no shops, clinics
| and developmental trammg centres etc. Such infrastructures play an important

role in the ‘development of any country. It makes it possible for the
: deyeiopment and a.ccess‘ to the world of technology of communities even such

&

as Mpangisa areas.
4.4.1 Source of Water Supply

Table ._4,._9_ indicates thax ﬁmer is a sefiéus problem in Mpangisa. About 60
percent of the fespondems fetchgd their water from streams: spfings, rivulets,
wells and rivers. Much effort and ﬁme is used in this task. In most cases these
| types of water supply were polluted and not fit for human consumption. Only

40 percent of the respondents had access to clean tap water.
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Most of the people who use river water complained that government officials

had some water pipes measured into the ground but no pipes were connected.

_Table 4.9 Source of Water

H Source . ~ | Occurrence Percentage
{ Tap Water |24 | 40.0 B
Streams 7 28.3 |
Rivers R N L 31.7
- Total .. .1 60 : | 100.0

4.4.2 Energy sources

Table 4.10 shows that the demand for firewood has overtaken the natural
growth of trees.. The respondents who used wood constituted 36.7 percent of
the total. Time and human energy is channelled into the unproductive work of
gathering wood. Trees have been depleted by the use of fuel-wood and by the
construction of kraals, thorn fences, grain stores, wood carfing, ﬁedicines, etc.
| Aboﬁt 25'.0" percent of the respondents used parafﬁn and wood. While the rest
3.3 perceﬁt) of thf; respondents used a;' combination of woogi, paraffin and/or
gas There is no électricity in Mpangiéa though the farmers are all supplied with
'e;_e_‘zcttic'ity. These electﬁcal wires pass over and above the Mpangisa areas with

no provision for electricity what-so-ever for the poor indigenous people.
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Table 4.10 The source of fuel in Mpangisa

I[ Source of Fuel | Occurrence Percentage

| Wood 22 36.7

| Paratfin 15 25.0 |
Gs |4 7.6 ]}

i[Wood and Paraffin |15 25.0 F
| Wood and Gas 2 33

| Wood, Gas, Paraffin |2 33

L Toml {6 100.0

4.4.3 Road Transport

Tﬁe roads in_Mpangisa are poor, and caﬁnqt be used at all on rainy days.
Th_eré are hardiy any bridges. There is some public transport in Mpangisa, but
during raj_ny. seasons the roads cannot always be used as a result people have
. to wélk long distances. The terrain is rugged and erosion of roads is rapid and
severe.

4.4.4 Schools

Thg_ people of Mpangisa aré poor and lack social facilities. -Til& total population
| of2400 have only one pnmary school and a high school. There are no adult
é&maﬁonﬁcen&es and né creches fqr 'young children, thus leaving many

members of the éommﬁnity llhterate and cut off from the informative world.
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4.4.5 Entertainment

In almost all households the only form of information and entertainment is the

-radio.
4.5 ALTERNATIVE LIVELIHOODS
4.5.1 Migrant labour

| Many unemployed young people iez{ve .thjs area to w()rl.(' in cities like
' 'Pietermaritzbug, Durban and even johannesbﬁrg._ Sdme of these youths come
home oﬁce é Year, some come homé' every weekeﬁd. There is a high rate of
‘school dropout because of the eagerness amohg thé youth to leave for better

jobs and accommodation in the cities. |
4.5.2 Sourcés of Cash for Local Residents m Mpangisa .
The residents of Mpangisa had diverse sources of cash income. Although this

1s not substantial, it does help alleviate hunger. About 41.7 percent of the

respondents were unemployed, 20 percent were pensioners, 10 percent lived on
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welfare grants and only 28.3 pércent were paid workers (Table 4.11). Of the

paid workers 11.7 percent were domestic workers, 13.3 farmworkers and 3.3
percent were self-employed. This shows that even the workers were of the low

income group.

rrTa.ble 4.11 Cash Sources of the Respondents

" Category Number Percentage

ll Pensioners 12 _ - 20.0
Grantees 6 10.0

“ Domestic Workers i 11.7 u
Farm Workers 8 13.3

P Self-employed 2 3.3
Unemployed 25 . 41.7

| Total 60 100

4.5.3 Development Projects

There are few development projects that were established for ﬁe benefit of the
local community. These projects were supposed to be‘ carried out in the schools
in the afternoons as part of community development. They were meant to uplift
the quality of life of the Mpangisa community. In actual fact, there could have
been ‘many projects that should have been introduced in Mpangisa. Many of
these projects have, however, failed because of ignorance and uncontrolled

greediness of some members of the commumnity.
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4.5.3.1 Community Vegetable Gardens

One of the useful projects initiated by the extension officers in Mpangisa is
community gardens. The participants in these projects were mainly women
*who club togethef to produce vegetables jointly and then share the produce. As
these gardens are dépendent on irrigation, they are mainly situated along the
valley of streams. They are thus limited in number and plot size, and since
water is a serious problem at Mpangisa many of them have not been very
successful.  The in.ore successful ones were those irrigated from tap water
which, accc_)rding to Table 4. is used by only forty percent of the respondents.
At the time of this research there was no water at all from these taps. The
community had t:een out of water for some time because the two water taps

‘they used had broken down.
4.5.3.2 Sewing Project

A sewing machine was donated by the 7KwaZulu Technical :I'raining KTT)
centre for the benefit of the community. The objective was to get the
com;.nunity trained in sewing. The machine was handed over to one lady who
cIaj;ned to represent the community. Corruption crept in, and this machine was

kept and used for financial gain of only members of this lady’s family.
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' 4.53.3 Poultry Training Project .

The KTT _élso invited the community to send some people for training in
poultry farming. The very same family, pretending that they were representing
--:-t]ie community, went there to learn poultry farming. They never imparted this
knowledge to any merﬁber of the community. The people were once more

helpless, and they do not seem to know where to go whenever things go wrong.
4.5.3.4 Other Projects

There are a few other government projects intended to train the Mpangisa
cdmmunity in skxlls Instead of delegating some of these training activities to
other members of the community, the community leaders tend to attend the
training sessions themseives without imparting the acquired knowledge to the
community. This includes a candle manufacturiné training, ‘;rood“‘carving, etc.
Many of thése projects also failed because of the mdnopolising of the projects

by some leaders of the community. 7 e

A few members of the community who manage to acquire handicraft skills such
as wood carging, mat and basket making become discouraged to prf)duce more

items because of a lack of markets.
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4.5.4 Estimated Household Income

Asked to state the estimated family income from diverse sources, only 1.7

percent of the respondents indicated that they received income above R1000 per

-month. About 6 percent received income of R501 to R1000 per month. The

rest received income below R500 per month. There were about 18.2 percent

who stated that they received income below R100 per month (Table 4.12). This

is in accordance with the statement made under section 4.5.2 that the income

earned by the population of Mpangisa was low.

~ Table 4.12 Household Income of the Respondents

Income Group Number Percentage
0 -100 11 18.2
101-200 0 0
~201-300 18 30.0 |
301-400 4 6.7
| 401-500 22 36.7
501-1000 4 6.7
1001 and above 1.7-
| H Total B 60 100

4.5.5 Household Expendifure

A number of studies have been carried out on rural household expenditure in
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| Soutﬁ Africa.  The results of a socio-economic survey carried out at
Umbumbulu - (about 15 Km from Mpangisa), ‘which was sponsored by
MacArthur Foundation of Chicago in 1992-1994 (Levin & Weiner, 1994),
revealed the average anmual eipenditure (on food, clothing, agricultural inputs,
= edﬁcaﬁon,- fuel, health and transportation) to be R7 997. After five years (i.e.
‘in 1998) this figure should be in the region of R10 000. This means that only
those residents of Mpangisa earning R1000 are capable of making a comfortable
living. As indicated in Table 4.8 only 1.7 of the respondents claimed to be in
- . this -income bracke_f.- That means about 80 percent of the households in

Mpangisa live below the breadline.
4.6 SUMMARY

Mpangisa was one of thé ‘native reserves’ that were subjected to the colonial
and post-colonial laild and agricultural policies. Land dispossessi(;m has left the
residents of Mpangisa landlgss and poor. Agricultﬁral land in the reserve has
‘become degraded and overpopulated by tile povérty stricken rt{ral residents and
. their livestock. The land cannot be used intensively because of the ruggedness,

poor soils and drought which make the area unsuitable for crop cultivation.

The amount of land allocated per household in Mpangisa is small, living the
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residents with no choice but to produce for subsistence only. Only 30.0 percent

of the respondents were employed as wage labourers in neighbouring farms.
The rest being dependent on pension and grants. Only about 1.7 percent of the

households Hve above the breadline.



CHAPTER FIVE

EVALUATION, SUMMARY, RECOMMENDATIONS AND

CONCLUSION
5.1 INTRODUCTION

The aim of this study was to examine the origin of Mpangisa reserve, its
. agricultural land use and the eligibility of its community as beneficiaries of the
land reform programme. It was also intended to examine the different

lLivelihoods that were sustaining the residents of this poverty stricken area.
This dissertation was based upon the following hypotheses:
1. The People of Mpangisa are landless and poor.

2. They qualify as beneficiaries under the land reform progremme.

= * 3. Land reform can help alleviate landlessness and poverty, and enable

- the community to achieve a sustainable livelihood.
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Chapter five seeks to evaluate the validity of these hypotheses against the

findings of this research.
5.2 EVALUATION
5.2.1 Hypothesis one. The people of Mpangisa are landless and poor.

Chapter three of this study has demonstrated how the people of Mpangisa were
_subjected to co’ntiﬁued land d.ispossess-ion and oppression by the neighbouring
ébmmerciai farmers. What tﬁe sttidy further found was that these people were

| victims of forced removals, which sﬁbjected them to a very unstable life.
Completely surrounded by white farmers in a country that was racially divided,

| they.cbnﬁnued to be the vic.:t.ims“ of plunder by greeciy farmers backed by the
_.magist'raies and the land sufvey department at Pietermaritzburg. With increase
in tﬁei_r population, ﬂlEII' per capita land holdings shrunk to ﬁ‘men; one hectare

per household. In section 4.3 it was further shows that the hectarage of

cultivated Jand was not equitably distributed among the residents. About 53 per
cent of the respondents claimed to have more than 2 hectares of cultivated land.
- Fromﬁns it can be deduced that many of the homesteads in Mpangisa were
| I:mdless - Ttcan thus be stated that the hypothesis that the residents of Mpangisa

' are landless is valid.
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From the range of crops in Table 4.6 it is obvious that most of the Crops
cultivated were for subsistence only. This is associated with the poor methods
used for cuitivation and the meagre amount of agricultural inputs used by the
 residents. The fact that only 16.6 percenf of the residents kept cattle in a
society that takes pride m keeping this type of livestock bears testimony to the
shortage of land fdr, grazing. Whereas it was found in section 4.3.5 that all
-fesidents kept chitken,' almost all the survey respondents stated that they kept
chicken for domestic _consﬁmption only. In short, there is no surplus production

in any. of the agricultural activities.

Without land for cultivation in a rural setting where there is no alternative
._intensive agricultural production, the alternative means of livelihood is either
paid.emplpymeut or self-employmént. But it has been shown in chapter four
that there is very little paid employment available from the neighbouring farms,
and only about 3 percent of the respondents indicated that the!y were self-
employed. The diverse sources of cash among these residents include pensions,

welfare grants, petty commodity production and migrant remittances.

1t has been shown under section 4.4 that Mpangisa did not have socio-economic
mfrastmcmre such as health services, water supply, electricity supply, education

institutions, transport systems, communications system, etc. There were also
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few development projects that were established for the benefit of the local

comxminity._ The few that were introduced failed because of ignorance and

uncontrolled greediness of some members of the community.

= The findings of this research show that only about 8 percent of the homesteads
received income above R500 per month. On the other hand it was stated that
the average household expénditure was about R10 000 per annum. This makes
it clear that many homesteads in ‘Mpangisa were living below the breadline.
. This confirms the hypothesis that statés that the residents of Mpangisa were

poor, and thereforé_;the entire hypothesis one is true.

| 5.2.2_.- Hypothesis two : They qualify as beneficiaries under the land reform

programme.

It was stated in Chapter one that land reform was part of__ theHRDP:, and that the
B RDP was adopted by the Government of National Uﬁity (GNU) as a means for

redressing past injustices and initiating development in South Africa. It has
- been shown in Chapter three that the people of Mpangisa have been subjected
to com:mued injustices by both the colonial and the apartheid government. In
| | sécﬁoﬁ 5 21 it was demonstrated that Mpangisa is an underdeveioped area

occupied by poverty-stricken people. Therefore the community in Mpangisa
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does, basica]ly, qualify under the broad aims of the RDP.

It was stated in Chapter on_e- that the c_leﬁlaxed objective of the land reform
programme is to redress the inequities in land disﬁibution in order to promote
- sustainable rural development. The approved land reform programme is based
on restitution, redistribution and tenure reform. It is necessary to examine .each
of these sections of the land reform programme in order to relate it to the

problem of the community of Mpangisa.

Land restitution is éimed at restoring land to people who were dispossessed by
| djscﬁminétorj Iegis_lation since 1913. The purpose of land redistribution is to
_ emPéWéf the= poor and Iandlesé to gain access to land lost due to apartheid Laws
since 1913, Ténure reform intends to ensure security of land tenure that is
community controlled and democratically allocated by community committees

for all. - The hypothesis is thus valid.
5.2.2.1 People of Mpangisa qualify under Land Restitution .
Frbxﬁ the account given in Chapter three of this dissertation it is morally correct

" that the residents df Mpangisa should qualify under land restitution. Much of

the Iand dispossession occurred recently during the post-colonial period. Some
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dispossession were even taking place in the 1990’s. “There are, however,
technical problems with the deﬁnitiqn of land re.st'itlition.. Land restitution is
aimed at restoring land to people who were dispossessed by discriminatory
legislation since 1913. This implies people who were actually moved or evicted
- from their Iand by the Act. In essence the people of Mpangisa were
dispossessed of their léiid by discriminatory practices, before and after the 1913
Lahd Act. They were, however, not directly moved or evicted by the Act itself

or as a result of it.

: The fanﬁs appearing in exhibits 1 to 4 were surveyed between the years 1924
and 1968..-_ This was long after the 1913 Land Act. There was no movement
on the_ basis of the Act which would have made the victims qualify for
restitution. The dispossession were cunningly made during the surveys. On
survey_ing the individual farms, the surveyor encroached upon land belonging
to the people of Mpangisa. This was done with the full-kﬁéﬂeélge, consent,
and soinetimes instructions of the farmer as in the‘case of Zanda (discussed
under section 3.2 of this dissertation). As explained in Chapter- three the

process was fully backed by the magistrate courts. Examples of cases that were

: unjti;ﬂy backed by the courts are the V.T. Smith’s claim of Bubula’s land in
' which he planted the wattle forest, and Zanda’s claim of Nggokamisa. Both

these cases were discussed under section 3.2 of this dissertation.
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It was estéblished from this study that Jand dispossession process was continuing
up to recently. It was mentioned in Chapter three that Runnymede farm, which
belongs to a magistrate, | cbntinues to expand every year at the expense of
Mpangisa. Aﬁother farm that has récently been extended belongs to the farmer
= known. as Peter, who encroached upon fields belonging to the family of Ndlowvu.
The questionné.ire interviews also showed that there were many incidence of

recent Jand dispossession and evictions.

Being supported 5y the courts, ther-e was very little legal evidence that the
: ﬁ_omxﬁunity of Mpangisa could have against the invaders of their land. As Hugo
(1998) explained, the only information that is available concerning land
owneréhip 1s thf: ownership at the original survey and nothing beyond that.
Thls mékes it difficult to put up a case of restitution with the Department of

Land Affairs. For these reasons, they do not qualify under restitution.

‘But Wlth tﬁe state farms such as Shiol and Drommore, which were originally
 part of the land belonging to the people of Mpangisa, it should not be difficult
-. for the government to _t:ede them to the community under r;stitution. In this
case the people ca.n' be compensated under restitution. The hypothesis that

~ people at Mpanglsa qualify for restitution is, therefore, valid.
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' 5.2.2.2 Mpangisa Community qualifies under Land Redistribution

- Land redistribution applies mainly to land that is undisputed. It was stated in
Chapter one that Land for redistribution is acquired either from state owned
- land or from willing sellers. The Government provides a subsidy of R15 000

‘through the Department of Land Affairs and Agriculture to every eligible land

- beneficiary. |

It was pomted out 1n Chapter one that the rate of land redistribution in South
'Af_rica is slowed down by administrative hurdles and the small amount of
| subs_idj. The subsidy of R15 000 granted to land beneficiaries is insufficient to
écquire land larger than two hectares. This implies that many of the land

beneficiaries can at best produce for subsistence.

Mpangisa is su;rounded by commercial farms. Only two of the;se farms are
state—bwned, na:hely' Shibi to the south of Mpangisa and Drommeore in the
_wéstern part of Mpangisé. As stated above both are rugged and not suitable
crop raising.' It seems therefore that the only farms in the vicinity of Mpangisa
that contain suitable arable land are those owned individually by the white
.'far;ers. : As they are mainly sugarcane producing farms that were still very

. prodimtive, it is difficult to get willing sellers from these farmers. The farmers
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are further protected by the property clause from being coerced to seil. It was
also pointed out in .Chﬁ.pfﬂl' one that there has to date not been a significant
change in the distribution characteri#tics of rural land throughout South Afn'ca.
under the process of redistdbution. The chances of land redistribution benefiting

-~ the 'people of Mpangisa is thus remote.
5.2.2.3 Tenure Reform is feasible in Mpangisa

- The main purpose of tenure reform is’to ensure security of tenure for all. As

a result of the .continued Iand_- dispossession and evictions by the neighbouring
| white fariners’, the community of Mpangisé has become marginalized. Many
‘bave b&ome tepants to white farmers on their own land. This inse;:urity of

tenure can be redressed by tenure reform applicable to labour tenants.

7 5.2.3 Land reform can help alleviate landlessness and pdfferty, and enable

the community to achieve a sustainable livelihood.

It was stated in Chapter one that the RDP is an integrated, coherent socio-
| ecoﬁ_binic policy framework which was supposed to be achievable and
_ Sustéinable, and was expected to meet the objectives of freedom and an

improved standard of living and quality of life for all South Africans within a
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peaceful and stable society. It was also stated that the RDP can be implemented

only if it is people—centfed, and if thé planning and co-ordinating process allows

the active involvement of democratic structures.

It has been pointed out undér s_ecfmn 5.2.2 that there were many hurdles in the
appﬁf:aﬁ-()n of the land 'r..eform. programme in Mpangisa. Part of the problem
. résulis from the lack of organisation and action on the part of the community.
They form an inert, inarticulate and unorganised mass, characterised by
7 péwgrlgssness, ,VIﬂnerabiIity, .isolation-, poverty and physical weakness. As the
RDP relies o.n.people’s. energies to drive the process of meeting these needs, the
prmpects of élleviating rural poverty in Mpangisa are reduced. As poiméd out
iﬁ?secﬁon 5 .-2.2.2 above, subsidies per se do ndt necessarily provide sustainable

liveli_hoods. “
53 SUMMARY

 Ths present land distribution in South Africa emanated from a history of land
dispossession and racially rooted land legislation. The present state of
ag't_"'iﬁéulmre is to a large extent influenced by present and past land policies of

the Region.



Colonial dispossession of land in Mpangisa began in the 19th century and was

still going on undlsturbed until recently. The ignorance and poverty of the
residents subjected them to this situation. Their mistake was the friendliness
and hospitality they had for the strangers that arrived in their land. Their

- generations are now reaping the fruits of this kindness.

The his_torical account of Mpangisa, which was collected from oral information,
portrays the sahent features of this commumty Not only does it show how
land dlspossessmn was carned out Wlth the backmg of official structures such
as the courts and the department of surveying, but it also shows how severe the
dispossessidn havé been on the deprived community. The historical account
glves the subtle facts on how commumnes were margmahsed and impoverished

by colomal and Apanhexd land and agricultural land policies.

The preseﬁ pattern of mral land use among the peasants in‘Mpailgisa resulted
partly from the Iﬁnd and agricultural policies of the colonial and post-colonial
- governments. The two major-farming éystems identified among the peasants
are ér_op_ raising and livestock grazmg Due to ecological anti socio-economic

c’onSi:rajnts prodﬁcti_on in both these farming systems is at subsistence level.

'Mpangisa is situated in the Mid-Tllovo in the Natal Midlands. As a result of the
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history of land dispossession and evictions, Mpangisa reserve is completely
| s._m':rounded'by the commercial farmers with big pieces of land. It is serviced
by the magisterial district of Umbumbulu. Once part of a large tribal unit
called Embo, Mpangisa has been reduced in size by the continued acts of land
* dispossession by the neighbouring farmers. Administratively the community
falls under a chief whose regional tribal court is at Esimahleni in Emfume.
This chief seldom comes to Mpangisa, but administers the area through a
headman. The neighbouring farmers and farm tenants fall under Richmond

Magmtenal District. =~

The poéulation of .the aréa has been growing by natural increase as well as by
| itm_nigration of labour tenants who have been evicted from neighbouring farms.
| ThlS growth of population has resulted in overpopulation and overstocking

which are cauéing soil erosion. Lack of land and other resources is associated

with faction fighting.

‘There are no development programmeé in Mpangisa. A few socio-economic
. facilitit_as' such as schools, a clinic, and shops cater for the bare needs of the
~ -people. Lack of health facilities is related to the high incidence of infant

| 'morta]ity and other poverty related diseases such as tuberculosis.
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As a result of the history of land dispossessio.n and evictions, Mpangisa reserve
is completely surrounded by the commercial fanﬁefs with big pieces of land.
The situation of Mpangisa in Mid-lllovo makes it an island of misery in the
midst of pleﬁty. Its situation was comp]icated by the raciél laws of apartheid
- which declared Separafe facilities for the djffereﬁ racial groups. Hence
aithough Mpangisa is serviced by the Umbumbuln magisterial district, and is
a&ministered by. the chief of Emfume, the neighbouring farmers and farm
tenants were administered and serviced by the Camperdown Magisterial
_ District. This is pai'; of the .ﬁll'oblem‘experienced by the residence in dealing

with their problems.

The c_:ase' of Mpangisa is similar to that of the Majaoni of Kenya. As a small
community that was marginal in terms of the terms and conditions of the land
reform programme they are left to ﬁghf their own struggle for the restoration

of their land.
5.4 RECOMMENDATIONS | . PR
Land reform is a means by which this redress can be achieved. As explained

by"Pask & Williams (1993) and Yugandhar (1996) land reform throughout the

- world implies not only distribution of surplus land but also the improvement of
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thé c;onditions of tenancy, agricultural credit, cooperative organisation,
agnculmral edﬁcaﬁon, ‘marketing and advisory services. The RDP also conﬁrms
that one of the aims .of the land refofm pfogfamme is a tenure reform, whereby
the I@ess are given the opportunity to own land. These processes have been
. carried out In many countries throughout the world, and there is no reason why

the pedplé in Mpangisa should not benefit from the land reform programme.

Mpangisa #rea has deteﬁorated due to overgrazing, over-population and the
~ shortage of land, and therefore, needs‘ urgent remedy. The Reconstruction and
, Development Process with its Land reform policy seemed to have an answer for
.the masses of people whose land was forcefully taken away from them by the
prevxous govemments The solution for the political struggle over land
ownership, land access and land use hes in the Land Reform Policy. Land
_Reform Process of restitution and redistribution of land to the dispossessed

people in Mpangisa would redress the injustices of the past;-

CLtis 'reco__mménded in this dissertaﬁon that all state-owned land in the vicinity
of Mpangisa be transferred to the community of Mpangisa as a first step. This
wil'lire]iéve the aiready ‘existing pressure on agricultural land. Prior to the
release of the Ingonyama Land Trust land, the community should be given

 intensive training in land management. This would ensure that people could be
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able to cultivate the land profitably for food and still have surplus for income

- security. - They also need the community representation in the local government
through project managemeni. A coordinating committee of people chosen by
the community could be an added asset. Thé committee would be duty bound
. to inform people of the ﬁrogress of the government structures and would consult
with the people S0 that their real needs might be communicated to the
 authorities. The committee Would make sure that the types of development that
__aIe established in thls area are consistent with the needs of the community, are

‘ VIable and sustamable :

A-__coordinaﬁng Committee would be the eye of the justice working in close
pfoximity Wlth the headmen to solve conflicts that constantly drive this area into
faction fights. - “The committee in order for it to function well with neutral
mdependent people should include the two teachers of the pnmary and high
schools (the only two schools in Mpangisa area) The teachers are also stake
holders since they enjoy the progress of this commumty and they spend most
of théir time in this area. If‘possible' -volﬁntary work could be‘encouraged, for
the inapt community this would bring back their pride, that feeling of knowing
that ithey are contributing in the upliftment of their own area and are doing

SOﬁieﬂliﬂg for themselves.
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- This committee would be encouraged to join with the Farmers’ organisation so
that there would be some form of combined efforts to control the conflict that
exist betw_een the community and the farmers, this will break the mistrust and.
disrespect that exist here. This hopefully can moderate and negotiate the

.. exploitation of the farm workers without any conflict. Democracy would finally

be a reality in this area,:-_the ever extended boundaries would be monitored and

perhaps they would even consider inter farming procedures. This is a small
community that would be an ideal model of the programmes of restitution and

 redistribution and the ideal control of the land tenure.

Maps if 'any should be made available. As we have seen in the previous
chapters, Mpangisa has a high rate of the elderly people who know the area,
boundaries and its history well. These are the people who should be engaged

in the restructufing of the Mpangisa area.

With the mobilisation of the people of it would be possible to have these
| committees'_te'paxﬁcipate in other aspects of the RDP. The government needs
to be involved in assisting the people of Mpangisa with the financing of the

RDP projects. -

Infrastructure is needed for health services, educational institutions, water
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| supply, electricity supply, transportation, etc. all of which are either non-

existent or poorly dévéloped in Mpangisa.

- People wﬁh skills e.g. Mr.Magcaba, should be encouraged to developed these
. skills and. train other corhmunity mermbers, so as to create jobs and lift up the
quahty of life of tile residgnt_s. There is a lot of resources for wood carving and
other woodwork ﬁém the prevaﬂing forests. .At the present time many white
farmers sub-contréét black labour to produce many items of value from wood.
_ The major profits go to the white farr.ﬁers while the people actually doing the

jobs remain poor

It IS vital that the stability of this area is maintained through facilitation of
i comxﬁunity invob;ement in the goverhxﬁent strategies such as fair administration
of Justice that overlooks the racial differences. 'I‘hls would make it easier to
‘entertain and achieve a non—gender non-racm and non—class solutlons that will
effect long life peace and stability within the commumty and between the

farmers and black communities. o .
5.5 CONCLUSION

This résearch has demonstrated how the community of Mpangisa has been



81
dispossessed of theif land over the ‘years. It has shown that Mpangisa

commimity is poverty-stricken as a result of contimied land dispossession and
expléitaﬁop. i .The .ro.bvious Solution to theﬁ .p]ig.ht is thé application of the land
reform programme. Thé marginal nature of their problem vis-a-vis land reform
| .and their isolated situation m the midst of thriving cornmercial farms has,
hov&evef_, placed thexﬁ in t‘né .Iimbo of a forgotien people.. It is hoped that this

, d_issertaﬁon W]]l draw attention to the pﬁght of the people of Mpangisa.
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- APPENDIX A

'UNIVERSITY OF ZULULAND
 DEPARTMENT OF GEOGRAPHY

DURBAN - UMLAZI CAMPUS

Research Prolect Quesnonnaxre C.E. Bengu (1998)
for a PhD decrec )

Lo | _QUESTIONNAIRE FORMAT

1. 1 DECLARATION OF CONFIDENTIALITY

** The questionnaire is dwgned as an endéavour to obtain the viewpoint of the people on

_ the ground who have been affected directly by the dispossession of their land, their struggles,
current problems and how these can be addressed for the improvement of their quality of life

_in New Democratic South Africa. Their view on the allocation and expansion of their arable
land, the introduction of viable agriculture, government services, transport systems and
communications etc that can remedy their situation now and for the future generations.

#* This questionnaire is purely for Research purposes. It is by no means a test or an
examination, therefore, all answers are correct. The investigator appeals to you to give your
views on the proper use of the resources at your disposal and also their use for the coming
- generations as well as to how to maintain the environment. He needs your perception of the
situation. All information obtained will remain strictly confidential, and under no
circumstance will it be used for any other purpose other than the one specified.

- ** You may give answers in the order of importance

DATE : 3 o
' year month day Questionnaire no.
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1.2 DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

1.2.1 The status of respondent?

[y

. Status in the household

.
e

-----------

-----------

----------------------

-----------

fa N -
g,.
g.

.............

--------------

1.2.3 Residence of respondent? If not Mpangisa? where?

Where do you live?

Name of Place

--------------------

--------------------

How long have you been living
here? A

----------------------------------

----------------------------------

....................

....................

here?

Where did you live before you came

----------------------------------

----------------------------------

--------------------

--------------------

Why did you choose to live here?

(1) Parents forced to move
(1) Forced to move here
(iii) Joined relatives

(iv) Fenced in by whites

....................

--------------------

....................

....................
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l What is your status in Mpangisa

1. Inkosi
2. headman
3. Induna
5. citizen
6. visitor

--------------------

--------------------

--------------------

....................

--------------------

....................

How many people live with you? 1 -18years = | cerereiiennennenees
: 19-35years | ceeeiceeiineneees
36 - 55 years
56 - above
How many children do you have? 0-18years ] e “
' 19-35 years | e
36 - 53 years
56 - above
How many children are attending | ..ocociiiiiiiiiiiieiees creeraaiaes
schoo> . L.
How many children are at schoo! below 12 years | ciiiiiiieeneanee.
going age but are not attending above 12 years = | cecciiecne...
school?
How many persons in the household Male Female
are employed elsewhere?
‘How many persons in the household Male Female i
are employed locally?
What type of work is each person | 1.skilled = | .eriiviiiiiiinns
doing? 2. unskilled 0 J .l
3. semi-skilled | .
4. clerieal = | ......
5. technical
6. administrative .
How many persons are employed? 1. not applicable = | cceeiiiiinianees
2.2V -40years | ceeeiiiieeienenns
3. 41 - 59 years *
4. 60 - above




1.2.5 Employment?

n Are you employed?

1. don’t seek work | ceeciiiiiiiiiinnnnns
If No! 2. retrenched ™ | eeeeceeieinieennes
What is the cause of the 3. can’t find employment | ...cceininiiinnn,
unemployment? - 4.i1 e
| 5. pensioners '
6. other
1.2.6 Education?
What is the level of education of 1. never went to school
your family members? 2.uptostd 5
: : ; 3.uptostd 8
4. up to std 10
5. post matric
qualification.
How many members of your family | 1. under 18 years
live away from home? 2. above 18 years

2. AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION
2.1 Land Access and Use

2.1.1 Could you give the Information about the Land that your Household

has Access to:

Type of land use

—]

-
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2.1.2 Who allocated you land?

1. Father oo

2. Inherited ..ccoconeninmnimniniinianaeaee. “
3. Rented ..ovvnermeeiiiiiaeaitiieeenan “
4. Purchased ....c.cocevmviminciienennnen.

5. Who sold it (the Chief/headman)? .........

5. Other (Specify) ..ovvrerercnrniienannnnnns

T T

1. Less than 2 ha eeeeeeecreeeeeceeeceeennne. "
2. 2-3H2 ceiiieieeeeeeeeeeeeennn.
3. 3-4h2 it
4. 4-5H3 coveveereeeereeeeeereeeeeeenns
5.5 % B2 ceeeiiiiiieeeeiiieneeen |

| DR £ S
2. No ..iveennnnn. e
3. If No {Give Teasons) ..rvevveevernnnnnnnnn.

2.1.5 Did you manage to cultivate all your fields?

-------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------
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2.1.6 How is the Land Owned?

i
“ - 7. Other (specify) ..........coeeel.




93
2.1.10 Do you Sell Produce?

e
[am—y

Lol Bl

|

l ,

2.
—
—
.

6.

7.

8.

9.
“ 10. Peanuts

2.1.12 Tick Type of Fruit Grown
1. Sub-tropical fruit (Bananas, Mangoes, etc) 7 "
2. Tropical fruit (Peaches, Apples, etc) o “
. Citrus fruit (Oraxiges, Lemons, etc)

e e
(M)

2.1.13 What Type of Fertilisers do you use?

. Traditional Fertiliser e.g. Kraal manure
Commercial Fertiliser............ s

II - - OHher ceeeriiiciirie e | “




04
2.1.14 Are Herbicides(chemicals for ki]ling the weeds) Used?

1. Yes........... R rreereaneeaseenses “ “

A\ o S P PO “

3. SOMEHIMIES .evverrenrememccsasancaseennaes “ n

-----------------------------------------

-----------------------------------------

-----------------------------------------

2.1.16 Do you know of people who abondoned their fields because of soil
erosion in these areas?

2.1.17 Which of the following measures are effective for the contro! of soil
erosion? .

Grass StripS  .ovveovnieicicencnnnn.

TEeITACES wenneereeenecrnnscranenes B

Grazing control .........c.ccceveeee.

diversiton furrows .....oooeeeeen....

S
3
5

----------------------

Aol Sl B A A ol ol B B

-----------------------------------------
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2.1.18 List in Order of Priority Problems Affecting Productivity

1. Land is dry and barmren ..............eene-.
2. Shortage of water.....; ....................
3. Shortage of land/over crowding ............ | “ 1‘
4. Lack of modern skills...................... “
5. Lack of capital (money) evereenrmen—a—anas “ “
6. Lack of market ......... S I 1
7. Transportation ......c.ccceeeveevimccieienns “ “

Lo YES coeicereeeeeerere e reeeeeeseneas "
2. NO ceeecieriirteretne i “
3. DOon’t KnOW _cvveiceecciinrennnneneenes “

| TR (= S Il_- 1]
R f_ ||
3. DONtKnow .cociniieiiiiiieeeerenenss N _“7 =II
2.1.22 Estimated Avarage Income of Farm iabourers per/m .
1 1 RIOO-RI i - “ |
i 2. R200-R299 .o
3. R300-R399 o H
| 4 RAO-RA9O oo | I

E 5. RS5and ADOVE ...eeeeemcereeeienee |l
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2.1.23 Any Privileges Enjoyed by Farm Workers?

1. Medical Aid ....coovviiiiimacainnirnnnn..

2. BOMUS cirverecracnrncnimnrarmnaaacasssnnnes l |
“ 3. Sick 1€ave ..ot : “_—

4. OVErtime PAY coooirereienmanannesaeseannas

5. Permanant employment ....enveeemeacaaacnnee i

6. Other (SPECHY) «oovnnrrriemceraciieiiinns n n

2.1.24 Do ycﬁ-O\vm, Hire or Borrow these Items for Ploughing your Fields?
CAPITAL ASSETS 1  own HIRE | BORROW
T ke —

2. Shovel/Spade
3. Ox-drawn wooden plough

. Ox-drawn metal plough

4

5. Tractor
6. Water tank
7

8

. Hand h(E ’ . #
. Other (specify)

2.1.25 Do you Know your Extension Officers?

-

AR\ (o TP
3. 10Dt KNOW e eoeeoeeeeeemeneeaeins . “ _l'
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2.1.27 How Should Agricultural Land be Allocated?

2. By Provincia! Government ..........ccc..... . :
3. By ldcally elected Committes

4. By Purchase ........ccceeceioemmmennanenes -

5. Other (specify)...... e

" 1. Pay CASN et
2. Pay in labour
3. Payin kind :
| 4. Pay tOKEN veveeernrererrennnnrerennns
5. Other (specify)

I 1. R50- RIOO :
I _2. R110-R200 ............................... _ I
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2.1.30 Do you Consider Tribal Struggles in Rural Farming as Worsening in
the New South Africa? =

__——-————"—‘—-_-_—i
| R (= TP ' : “

2. If "Yes” Why? cciicriinninnnnnnan.

O |
If "No” Give YOUT TEASONS +rrerennenennnans “

3. Other (SPeCify) «eeeermiraciinvuinennnns J
2.1.31 Are the Values of Free Political Activities Possible in these Rural
Areas? :

| = TS

L (S O

|] 3. NOUSUIE .eeeeriineieeeeceeeeannnenns

3. FARMING SYSTEMS

3.1 Do you Own any Livestock?

H L YES cieiieiriiieniienranes e earaeenann I | H

3.2 What Type of Livestock do you Keep?

The Number You Own l Less 06-10 11-30 |} 40-50 51 and
o | than 5 ! above

1. Catle | |
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3.3 Do you Sell your Livestock?

P 2. If "Yes" how often | |
(a) frequently ....ocveeeneenemnenrancneniaens b)
SOMEMMES. .vvvvreeinrenncsacmccancseearen (c) not sure

----------------------------------

--------------

..........

3.4 To Whom do you Normally Sell your Livestock?

ﬂ 1. Stock farmers ........... SRR
" 2. Meat ProdUCETS ...vvreveeenersieresrennns
| 3. Friends/NeighbOurs «....o..ocveveeeen... I

3.6 How Often do Agricultural Extension Agents Visit the Community?

Please Tick one g

E 1. Everyday ....iveiiniciie e “
2. Oncea week ..oovivneniiiiiiionnncnnnans i “ |
3. Onceamonth coievvirneenicnnriennncninnn. - : Ii
4. ONCE A SEASON ~-evreeeeerorseeenvennns H
g 5. Notatall ..oocceeeeerersieeeeeeeennes
& 6. Other (SPECify «eeevrrereerrrmmmmeneeennins H “
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3.7 Tick the Box which Expresses the General Usefuhless of the Extension
Agent Visits to the Community

1. Very useful coueerminiiicinininicnaaaanes
2. .Somewhat use_ful eeemetmesseaianssesrnensan “
3. NOt USEFUL veueeenemricnencarennsnenenees

4. SOCIO—ECONOMIC INFRASTRUCTURE

“4.1 Are rural people are granted agricultural loans by the lending institutions?

t
g
g
B
2
-

| ————

5. SOCIO-ECONOMIC INFRASTRUCTURE

5.1 Does this Household have any of the Following?

ﬂ 1. Television ...cceviivvrsmnnccenenens

“ o 2. Electicity cocvvvnivinriianieaaens
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5.3 If no Private Tap, What is the Distance from home?

Less than 10 metres .......ccccoeeaeneenes

100 metres - 1 KilOMELTES «oveeeemenrennn.

1 -2 KOMEITES voeeernrnncmnncnercancacs :

AN

More than 3 KIOMEeS .vveveerevvenrennns :

5.4 What are your Primary Sources of Fuel for this Household?

Wood.

Fuel sources - “ Cooking “ Lighting ][ Heating
| |

Paraffin =

Coal

Gas

Electricity

B

Generator

— = ————

W [oe [N ]on s [w]e =

Cow dung
Candles
Other I]

5.5 What are Sources of your Income?
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5.6 If your Primary source is Wood, what is the Distance from the Points of
Collection (average)? o

T |

2. 100m - 1 KlOMEMTE «...oocoemremecsensenss |
3. 1-2 KIOMELTES ..ccoeeaneenrcemennernnns : '

4. More than 3 kilometres ......c.cceueeneens I

5.7 How much do you Spend per Month (in Rands)?

Household Expenditure f[zoo-z% H 300-399 ﬂ400499 “500 & > l
H

Food |
School fess |
Uniform | '

Transpon_ o “
Provision H

6. Other

TOTAL |

A E N EET S

5.8 How do you Pay for these Items?

Selling of

Itemn
livestock

..........

Sl iv e we
; £

=

g

!

&




103
5.9 List Major Problems of this Area according to priority

. UnemplOYment «....coeeeeeevreeeeereereecess

1

2

3. Lack of 2 Transport ..o..eeeveeeeeeeseenns
4. Lack of Health SETViCes ........ceeeveene
5
6
7

-----------------------------------------------

" Thank you very much for your assistance.
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