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ABSTRACT 

 

The segregation of black Africans to access and participate in forestry was purely a 

development plan imposed by the apartheid government. Initially, this started as a conservation 

route, where special indigenous trees were marked as a no-go zone, and this was solely to feed 

international markets. As the demand increased, it was necessary to introduce the exotic tree 

species, and this is where forceful removals of indigenous people from their ancestral land 

began. To reverse the effects of the land dispossession and/or removals, the democratic 

government prioritised the restitution, redistribution, and tenure of land to the landless. A 

collapse of transferred land due to under utilisation by new beneficiaries has been reported 

widely. This study assessed the drivers of land abandonment in afforested land reform projects 

in Gert Sibande District in Mpumalanga Province in South Africa, in order to formulate 

mitigation measures or damage control measures on how to revive these farms and assist them 

to function again. The study further intended to investigate the effects of not functioning 

forestry farms in the lives of beneficiaries, on the aspect of economic, environment and social. 

This study was conducted in two communities that were purposively selected considering their 

land abandonment status. Data were collected using the semi-structured questionnaire to 

randomly selected heads of households. Additionally, the focus group discussions were 

conducted to gather in-depth information regarding the status of forestry in their locality. 

Descriptive and inferential statistical analysis tests were performed to process the primary data 

using the statistical package for social sciences (SPSS) software. 

The results showed a statistically significant relationship (p ≥ 0.001) between the respondent’s 

responses regarding the drivers contributing to land abandonment. The study showed that lack 

of benefit sharing; elitism; lack of transparency; infighting; lack of funding; lack of expertise 

(technical skills); lack of evaluation and monitoring and lack of mentorship were all 

contributing factors to land abandonment in restored forestry land. The results indicated that 

over 98% in both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities have neither benefited from business 

opportunities nor development skills. Over 98,7% of the community in Thuthukani never 

benefited from employment compared to 45.7% in Jabulani. The study results show that 

sufficiency in forest products (firewood, building material, grazing areas, commercial timber, 

water sources, medicinal plants, crafting materials, food sources) were highly impacted or 

affected (78.7%) in Thuthukani community compared to 48.6% in Jabulani. Additionally, 76% 

and 60% of the communities respectively, at Thuthukani and Jabulani indicated that ecosystem 
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services were affected, typified by sighting of wild animals. Over 88% in both communities 

observed an increase in fire occurrences. With respect to the preferred intervention forest 

management models, most preferred partnerships (> 90%), followed by participatory forest 

management received (88%) and agroforestry (82%). 

The study findings revealed that the potential economic benefits intended for accrual to the 

beneficiaries were compromised. The institutional arrangement resulted in beneficiaries 

disregarding the constitution in terms of CPA committee members' nomination, which 

delegitimised the CPA committee members who were elected outside the prescripts of the 

constitution. Furthermore, this study showed that beneficiaries from both communities have 

been failed by the government entities whose oversight and coordination role was non-existent. 

However, a positive note was observed in the Jabulani community where the partnership effort 

managed to establish an Agri-Village that immensely contributed to the lives of the 

beneficiaries. However, weaknesses were attributed to the neglect of the forestry business 

aspect of land management. In contrast, Thuthukani community never experienced 

transformation including basic service delivery and as a result, beneficiaries have lost hope in 

the function of their forestry farm. Lastly, to ensure that restored community forestry land use 

and/or farms are sustainable, it would be paramount that the private sector opens market 

opportunities for the community beneficiaries. Additionally, considering the sense of fatigue 

and helplessness of the forestry land beneficiaries, it would be critical that strong support is 

provided from government entities such as the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and 

Environment to negotiate and forge mutual partnerships with the private sector as well as 

ensuring clear benefit sharing mechanisms are defined. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Chapter one, gives the backbone of this research, starting from introducing the topic of the 

research, and its relevance to the forest industry. Thereafter, objectives and research questions 

are elucidated. Problem statement and justification for the study is discussed to present reasons 

for the importance of the study, and it then concludes with a brief overview of the dissertation 

structure. 

 

1.1 Background 

 

It is exactly 109 years since the Native Land Act No. 27 of 1913 became law on the 19th of 

June 1913 (Sibisi, 2015). This Act limited African land ownership to 7% of the total land area 

of South Africa (Nxezi, 2015; de Satgé, 2014; Vermeulen, 2009). The only intended 

consequence of this Act was to deny black people the opportunity to own the only asset which 

was central to their livelihoods (Nxezi, 2015). Furthermore, this Act allowed black people to 

live together in designated areas, resulting from white farmers issuing notices of eviction for 

blacks to leave their ancestral areas or to serve as labour tenants (Nxezi, 2015; Sibisi, 2015; 

Mamba, 2013). Moabelo (2007) recall and recites the act as follows: “we were comfortably 

settled until one bitter winter in 1967 when the community was transported by government 

vehicles to a rocky, treeless, flat, futureless, windy and dry unfamiliar place, what was left were 

ancestor’s graves and a visible mission house”.  

 

After the democratic government was elected in 1994, the Native Land Act No. 27 of 1913 was 

repealed, and land reform was introduced as a way of correcting historical imbalances created 

by the colonial government. The Land Reform Act No.3 of 1996 intended to give access and 

opportunity to those who were discriminated against, by giving them back productive land so 

that they can utilise it independently (Masoka, 2014; Sibisi, 2015; Vermeulen, 2009). Davis 

(2020) suggested that giving communities the control of land is the strongest force in sharing 

their economic, social, and political structures. In this context, the findings from a study by 

Nxezi (2015) revealed that provision of land to smallholder ordinary households could 

effectively be a way to reduce poverty. Vermeulen (2009) and Mathiba (2021) concur that apart 

from economic values, land is recognised for its historic and social significance.  
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South Africa’s land challenges are not any different from the case of Brazil, where land 

ownership is trusted in the hands of the few, and the majority of the population reside in rural 

area settings, which according to Robles and Veltmeyer (2015) skewed land ownership 

arrangements contributes significantly to social ills, resulting in depletion of natural resources. 

Over and above lack of economic opportunities, basic needs such as health care is compromised 

by such arrangements, and the need for natural resources dependence is of key importance. Up 

to sixty percent (60%) of the population in India depend on forests and forest ecosystems for 

subsistence and commercial living (Soman and Anitha., 2020). The findings from a study by 

Kamwi et al. (2020) in Namibia, suggested that the dependence on forests by rural dwellers 

can be diluted through the use on none-timber forest products (NTFP). 

 

Mahlangu (2015) cited that in 1873 it was realised in South Africa that indigenous forests were 

being exploited, therefore afforestation of exotic plantation was seen as a viable option by the 

government to meet timber needs in the future. The introduction of exotic species in South 

Africa contributed to the forceful removal of people for the establishment of forest plantations 

to supplement wood demand (Sibisi, 2015). These exotic species were recognised for their 

characteristics to be robust and adapt in low inherent nutrient sites; ability to withstand drought 

conditions; easy management requirements (limited use of fertilisers) and useful in none- 

timber forest products such as wind breaks, oil and honey production (FAO, 2002), hence 

(Richardson, 1997) describes eucalyptus as a “a tree for solving global problems”. However, 

it is important to note that in South Africa, black people were denied from participating in 

forestry or access in general (Tshidzumba et al., 2019), except when they were needed for 

labour services (Maluleke, 2018). In this case, the South African land reform must be able to 

cater for historic injustices, which deprived black people access to economic participation, 

which means securing land rights is not enough. However, land reform must be a vehicle to 

improve participation in economic activities so that poverty and livelihoods can also improve 

(Masoka, 2014). 

 

Noteworthy, a devastating scenario recently observed in restored commercial forestry 

plantation projects in South Africa is that since the transfer of land, production has been 

impossible under the management of new land beneficiaries (Lahiff, 2001; Manenzhe et al., 

2016; Kepe and Hall, 2016; Zerihun et al., 2020). It has been established that 74% of land 

reform projects have resulted into environmental degradation due to lack of use (Davis, 2020). 
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Therefore, the purpose of this study was to assess drivers of land abandonment in afforested 

land reform projects in Gert Sibande District. 

 

1.2 Problem statement and justification 

 

Historically, black people in South Africa were intentionally marginalised and excluded from 

the mainstream economy and as a result lack the capacity and skills to run farms efficiently 

(Manenzhe et al., 2016). It is, therefore, important that beneficiaries of restored land are 

capacitated and equipped to fully utilise the land (Tshidzumba et al., 2018); and post-settlement 

support is one of the tools for sustainable developments (Lahiff, 2001). Masoka (2014) advised 

that the effects of land reform can never be seen unless the livelihoods of beneficiaries are 

transformed. According to Sibisi (2015) without appropriate support for sustainable land 

production, the poor rural beneficiaries are likely to abandon the land all together or transfer it 

to a farmer with the funding and expertise to utilise it, and this happens in a form of lease back 

to cooperate companies who are mostly the previous landowners. Other factors include lack of 

experience, and the general understanding of forestry as a business is complicated for new land 

beneficiaries (Manenzhe et al., 2016). Forest-based land reform strategic partnerships have 

proven to be complicated approaches to understand and appreciate for rural land claimant 

beneficiaries (Karumbidza, 2005). 

 

Over a decade ago, Anseeuw and Mathebula (2008) placed a need to find a solution to revive 

land reform projects and avoid similar recurrence of collapse. To this day, studies indicate a 

decline in production, and the restitution model continues to receive criticism (Zerihun et al, 

2020). Plantation Forests are relevant to local communities as they solely depend on forest 

products for day-to-day survival (Maluleke, 2022), and to improve livelihoods (Tahulela, 2016; 

Ontusitse, 1997). Makhathini (2010) and Tshidzumba (2019) anticipated that claimants of 

forest land are most likely to do far better due to high profits obtained from commercial forestry 

and minimum input requirements for example, no irrigation required. Notably, if forests are 

not in production or managed in a sustainable manner, that often has a direct influence on 

environment degradation (deforestation and biodiversity loss) (Tahulela, 2016).  Therefore, the 

aim of the study was to assess drivers that have led to land abandonment, with the objective to 

investigate the long-term effects of abandoned forestry land focusing on three-pronged 

approach: economic, environment and social aspects of rural communities, with the intention 

to derive possible intention measures in order for these farms to be functional again. 
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1.3 Objectives and Research Questions 

 

The main objective of the study was to investigate the drivers of land abandonment in 

afforested land reform projects, in order to formulate mitigation measures or damage control 

measures on how to revive these farms and assist them to function again. The study aimed to 

identify specific challenges that led to unproductiveness or shattering of these farms. Specific 

objectives are as follows: 

a) To assess the drivers that led to land abandonment of afforested areas. 

Research questions 

- What exactly happened when the land was transferred? 

 

b) To determine how the abandonment of afforested areas affected forestry-land 

beneficiaries on the three-pronged approach: Economic, Environmental and Social 

aspect. 

Research questions 

- What is the extent of economic, environmental and social losses that the community 

has suffered due to the farm not being in use? 

 

c) To identify possible approaches suitable for the restoration of the collapsed forest-based 

farms to sustainably become operational again. 

Research questions 

- What are the perceptions of land beneficiaries of intervention measures that can work 

to revive the farm in your community?  

- What type of management strategies communities preferred models? 

 

1.4 Dissertation structure  

 

The study is divided into six chapters. The first chapter introduces the background of the 

research and context, outlines objectives, and formulates research questions, and finally gives 

justification of the study. 
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Chapter 2 presents a literature review, which deals with a brief history about the inception of 

commercial forestry in South Africa; the role of forestry in South Africa: three-pronged 

approach; the role of post-settlement support in forestry land reform and the conceptual 

framework of the study has been presented. 

Chapter 3 presents the research methodology, with a description of the study area, sampling 

design and size, data collection (primary and secondary data collection, household survey, and 

focus group discussion) and statistical analysis. 

Chapter 4 presents results, including the social background of the respondents, characteristics 

of the respondents. The results show that the respondents the eight predetermined drivers of 

land abandonment were all contributing factors. The results further highlighted the effects of 

dysfunctional restored forest plantations on economic, environment and social aspects. Finally, 

the results illustrated proposed intervention measures to have fully functioning restored forest 

plantations.  

Chapter 5 discusses the results from the main results of the research study. 

Chapter 6 provides the summary, conclusion, and recommendations of the research study. 
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CHAPTER 2 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

 

2.0 Introduction to the chapter 

 

This first phase of chapter 2 presents literature review which deals with a brief history about 

the inception of commercial forestry in South Africa; The role of forestry in South Africa: 

three-pronged approach, explaining how the impact of none-functioning farms has on 

economic, environment and social prospects of land beneficiaries; the role of post-settlement 

support in forestry land reform. Finally, the conceptual framework of the study provides a 

summarised picture of the effects of unproductive land reform projects. 

 

2.1 The inception of commercial forestry in South Africa 

 

Troop (2003) describes the segregation of black population to access and participate in forestry 

was purely a development plan imposed by the apartheid government, the events are cited as 

follows: initially it started as a conservation route, where special trees were marked as a no-go 

zone, and this was solely to feed international markets. As the demand increased, it was 

necessary to introduce the exotic tree species, and this is where forceful removals of indigenous 

people from their ancestral land began. Forest guards were placed in forest plantations, strict 

rules were imposed including fines or imprisonment if black people were found trespassing, 

collecting medicinal plants or poaching game. 

 

Additionally, Clarke (2006) and Mahlangu (2015) cited that in 1873, it was realised in South 

Africa that indigenous forests were being over exploited, therefore, the afforestation of exotic 

plantations was seen as a viable option by the government to meet timber needs in the future, 

while at the same time protecting the unsustainable depletion of indigenous timber resources. 

These plantations were established in the Cape (Western and Eastern Cape), Kwa-Zulu- Natal, 

Limpopo, and Mpumalanga provinces. Predictions of profits and the growing demand for 

timber attracted private companies to invest in forestry, which now owns approximately 78.2% 

of South Africa Forest plantations. After 1994, it became South Africa’s priority to restore land 

to those who were wrongfully dispossessed of their land (Masoka, 2014; Sibisi, 2015), while 

Chapter 4 of the National Forest Act encourages the participation of rural communities to 

forestry (Bester, 2005).  
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The Constitution of South Africa recognises that any development should cater for the rights 

and basic needs of those in rural areas and townships as they were unfairly discriminated 

against (Department of Water Affairs and Forestry, 2005; Mokwena et al., 2020). This means 

that people’s needs will always be at the forefront of environmental conservation (Maluleke, 

2018). The constitution has also accorded that due to the segregation of black people to 

unproductive and over-populated areas, this has caused greater damage to the environment, 

therefore, various legislations have been made available to re-address the latter (Van Wyk, 

1994; Mokwena et al., 2020). Hence, restructuring of resources such as land, with adequate 

post-settlement support in a form of capital, extension services and access to markets to the 

beneficiaries of the land is an effective tool to promote sustainability (Sibisi, 2015). South 

Africa’s Forest land covers over 40 million hectares inclusive of indigenous forests, woodland, 

and commercial forestry plantations. However, it is important to note that commercial 

plantation forestry in South Africa covers only 1.27 million ha of afforested land (Robertson, 

2018).  

2.2 The role of forestry in South Africa: three-pronged approach 

 

2.2.1 Economic 

 

Richardson (1997) recognised the importance of forestry plantations as a supplement for wood 

demand, instead of reliance on indigenous trees. Exotic species are preferred due to their 

characteristic in nature, such as the ability to grow faster, easy silvicultural management; data 

integrity of the species is always known as they are well studied before establishment; ability 

to adapt in marginal sites which in some areas has managed to prevent soil erosion and 

desertification (FAO, 2002). Commercial forestry being a rural area-based business, has always 

been associated with economic growth through creation of employment and small enterprise 

development (Clarke, 2006; FAO, 2015; Jele, 2012).  

 

However, Bester (2005) argues that the forest sector has not been good at bringing this 

information to a wider audience, to build a robust policy framework which demonstrates the 

linkages between forestry and poverty, and further suggested that focus should be on how 

forestry’s contribution could be quantified to the lives of poor people and to the wider economy, 

so that the role of forestry in poverty alleviation and economic development could be justified. 

Duraiappah (1998) and Mahlangu (2015) recited some of the challenges faced by new forest 

beneficiaries include access to markets, coping with risk such as forest fires, lack of skills, 
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theft, exploitation by the rich and greed, as a result leading to abandoned plantations. Therefore, 

this study aimed to quantify potential losses with regards to timber (volume) and employment 

opportunity lost due to unutilised farms.  

 

2.2.2 Environment 

 

There are legislations in South Africa that govern the management of forest plantations such 

as the National Water Act (Act No. 36 of 1998) which recognises that commercial forestry 

plantations have an impact on the environment and needs to be managed appropriately 

(Mahlangu, 2015). The National Water Act regard commercial plantations as a stream flow 

reduction activity, for this reason, a water-use licence from the Department of Water and 

Sanitation (DWS) is a prerequisite for a stream flow reduction activity, such as forestry 

plantation. The introduction of this Act has resulted into low afforestation uptake, which put 

emphasis on the sustainable management of forests (FAO, 2015). Bartz and Kowarik (2019) 

concur that “legislation is required to assess the significance of impact in order to action 

against a specific invader plant or to proceed with its introduction”. Padmanaba and Corlett 

(2014) asserted that commercial forestry plantations may also become invasive, this can also 

be perpetuated by deforestation or clear felling, which creates large gaps that favour invasion 

of other related weeds. Richardson (1997) mentioned that the (unavoidable) negative impacts 

of forestry with alien species are thus spilling over into areas set aside for conservation or water 

production (wetlands). Padmanaba and Corlett (2014) also share the same sentiments that alien 

invader plants have a negative impact on the ecosystem goods and services, particularly when 

they grow on conservation areas. Barnes et al. (2007) further argue that the effects of 

unmanaged invasive plants is increased fuel loads which enhances fire hazards in plantation 

operations.  

 

The manifestation of invasive plants consumes not less than 7% of the county’s water annually, 

obstructing irrigation systems, increase veldfires due to increased fuel loads, increased floods, 

and erosion, increasing siltation of dams and destroying rivers promoting poor water quality 

(Poona, 2008). Ecosystem goods and services such as carbon sequestration and storage, 

watershed protection, biodiversity protection, cultural services and landscape beauty are crucial 

to human being’s daily lives and hence crucial to conserve them (Tahulela, 2016). Therefore, 

this study aimed to identify affected ecosystem services due to land abandonment.  
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2.2.3 Social 

 

The management of forest resources through collective participation is an acceptable norm in 

the South African forest industry (Ojwang, 2000). According to Ontusitse (1997), Participatory 

Forest Management (PFM) promotes the quality of life of the rural community and assist 

community members to collectively produce their own crops, other than the reliance on free 

grants. Although, Ojwang (2000) emphasised that a community will not have the same interest 

because they share a common resource (land), and further cited that various groups exist within 

communities, which makes the management of forests challenging. The notion of community 

ownership is misleading as it is unable to identify who really owns the forest. If the true 

beneficiaries cannot be identified, it is difficult to hold anyone accountable for its management 

and protection (Tshidzumba et al., 2019). By the same token, the distribution of benefits 

becomes complicated. Community-owned projects could be characterised by lack of 

ownership, and uneven distribution of inputs and benefits (Mahlangu, 2015; Tshidzumba, 

2019). Therefore, this study sought to assess if collective management of forests is an effective 

strategy for sustainable forest management in communities. 

 

2.3 The role of post-settlement support in forestry land reform 

 

Maluleke (2018) commented that the unfortunate consequence of skewed land ownership 

emanated from forceful removals to establish game reserves and timber plantations. As a result, 

rural poor people lack skills and adequate resources to manage forest land for sustainable 

economic benefit, neither do they understand ecological effects if plantation forests are 

neglected (Sibisi, 2015). Hence, Masoka (2014) emphasised the need for post-settlement 

support for new forestry land beneficiaries, and further cited that this support is not only limited 

to funding, but also extends to technical service; governance; capacity development and 

training; business marketing and technology development. Forestry is a long-term timber 

producing business, which if destroyed, the efforts to restore the farm to be sustainable again 

could be as similar as re-establishing a virgin land (Clarke, 2006). At the same time, unmanaged 

commercial forestry plantation affects the ecological structure of the environment from 

unmanaged weeds, increased fuel loads and uncontrollable fires (Poona, 2008). Socially, the 

lack of post-settlement support creates unnecessary conflicts within community members, as 

the anticipated results (improved livelihoods) is never achieved (Ranchod, 2004).  
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2.4 CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK  

  

2.4.1 Theoretical framework of the study 

Land looting and dispossession of black people was common practice during the apartheid era 

(Hart, 2012; Mkhize, 2020). Jarstad (2020) thus asserted that the Native Land Act of 1913 

exacerbated this act, as it apportioned 8% of the land area of South Africa as reserves for the 

Africans and excluded them from the rest of the country, which was made available only to the 

white minority population. The majority of black South Africans have a dislocated social life, 

as few could be offered employment by the white farmers and the majority of males migrated 

to cities for economic opportunities (Sibisi, 2015; Rugege, 2004). 

 

According to Hull et al. (2019), the South African land reform policy uses a Democratic 

Adaptation Theory, which encompasses Distribution, Restitution and Tenure. This theory 

entails that historical injustices of the apartheid era are corrected pertaining to land holdings 

and land rights. This study focused on restitution land reform, which entails giving the land to 

the rightful owners. Thus, where the rightful owners can prove that they were wrongfully 

disposed or descendants of those that were forcefully removed (Ranchod, 2004), beneficiaries 

are offered alternative land or monetary compensation.   

 

The restitution model further intended to address productive land distribution, where 

beneficiaries are encouraged for collective farming, which will improve distribution of services 

such as water, roads, and electricity supply amongst other things, thus promoting 

democratisation of traditional and community leadership (Rugege, 2004). However, Hull et al. 

(2019) regard this theory as a mismatch, citing “democratic theory represents a square peg 

trying to fit into the round hole of living custom”. This is due to the reoccurring complaints 

from beneficiaries that timeous post settlement support is not rendered, while the new 

beneficiaries are inexperienced, lack skills and resources for farm management, as a result the 

state has been accused of not meeting their statutory obligations.  

 

Consequently, in the forestry concept, unmanaged farms have negative impact on the 

environment, economic and social aspect of the lives of beneficiaries. Exotic commercial 

plantations are associated with invasive species, which also themselves can easily become an 

invasive if they grow in undesignated or conservation areas (FAO, 200; Trethowan, 2011; 

Richardson, 1998). The Democratic Adaptation Theory further incorporate improving 
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production through collective farming (Hull et al., 2019) which assumes that people want to 

live together and farm together. As alluded to by several authors (Clarke, 2006; Maluleke, 

2018; Sibisi, 2015) land reform-based collective farming projects are discredited by poor post 

settlement support which is not timeously provided. The latter has been witnessed in other parts 

of Africa namely Ethiopia, Tanzania, and Mozambique, where the ideology of collective 

farming has been abandoned (Hull et al., 2019). As indicated by (Tshidzumba et al, 2022; 

Makhubele et al, 2022; Chirwa et al, 2022), economic benefits have been adversely affected 

by deviations and or inconsistences. These include the lack of benefit sharing, transparency, 

funding, technical expertise (evaluation, and monitoring skills), mentorship, and infighting. 

 

2.4.2 Conceptual framework of the study  

The failed forestry land reforms projects emanate from a number of problems and contributing 

factors. These have social, economic, and environmental impacts as highlighted in Figure 1. 

All these factors are integrated and serve as conceptual framework for this study.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.1: Link between land reform and rural development (own creation) 
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The collapse of several high productive agricultural farms under land claim became a lesson 

on finding business models to facilitate production in forestry land claim farms (Tshidzumba 

and Chirwa, 2022). However, Mkhize, 2020 elaborates that most of these partnership models 

have not yielded tangible results due to intra conflicts among beneficiaries. For example, the 

Department of Rural Development and Land Reform is absent to deal with challenges after 

post claim settlement, such as non-beneficiaries who want to be part of the beneficiaries’ list 

while they do not meet the criteria. The land reform policy was further discredited for not 

linking beneficiaries with viable economic strategies (Nxezi, 2015). For this reason, (Davis, 

2020; Tshidzumba and Chirwa, 2022) established that the majority of land reform projects in 

South Africa failed due to structural design of the partnerships. Furthermore, access to timber 

markets remains a measure constraint in these communities (Jagger et al, 2022; Tshidzumba 

and Chirwa, 2022). 

 

The words “land in itself cannot generate wealth, alleviate poverty, improve food production 

and bring sustainable development in rural communities” (FAO, 2015). Unimproved 

livelihood of community beneficiaries is persistence (Tshidzumba and Chirwa, 2022). Jagger 

et al, (2022) asserted that the preservation of forest plantation in return provides benefits from 

ecosystem services, such food sources, firewood, honey production. However, if unmanaged, 

a loss of biodiversity is observed (Armstrong, 1998).  The latter defeats the purpose of land 

transfer, as the majority of people in rural areas rely on these services for day-to-day survival, 

over and above employment opportunities (Jagger et al, 2022). 

 

2.5 Chapter summary 

This chapter has presented a brief history on the subject of commercial forest plantations in 

South Africa, and its significant in changing people’s lives. The breakdown of the triple bottom 

line was alluded to, providing the impact of unutilised land on the economic, environment and 

social aspects of the communities in question. This chapter has highlighted the role of post 

settlement support in land reform projects, and how its lack of implementation has contributed 

to the failure of forestry-based land reform projects. The conceptual framework of the study 

provided a summarised picture of the effects of unproductive land reform projects. 

 

 



13 

 

CHAPTER 3 

METHODOLOGY 

 

Chapter 3 presents the study area with regards to location, respondents’ characteristics, and 

socio-economic characteristics. It further outlines the methods used for sample selection and 

size, household surveys, and focus group discussions. The chapter also describes the statistical 

analyses methods used for the different tests that were done. Before the study was conducted, 

the communities committee members were engaged to introduce the study and request for 

permission to conduct the study on the respective communities. Upon consensus reached, the 

consent forms were signed, as per the requirement of Ethics Committee at the University of 

Pretoria. 

 

Manti and Licari (2018) explained that an informed consent is a pre-requisite for every research 

study conducted on human beings as participants. This is done to ensure that participants are 

voluntarily giving the information. The study areas are Jabulani and Thuthukani communities, 

these communities are governed by the local municipalities namely Mkhondo and Msukaligwa, 

both within Gert Sibande District in Mpumalanga province. Both communities, have registered 

the transferred land to a Communal Property Association (CPA). Pretesting of the 

questionnaire was conducted in Thuthukani community to have a feel of how respondents may 

respond, in order to identify willingness of participants to give information, and identify 

weakness that may hinder honesty, and identify unforeseen traits that could lead to project 

failure. Arain et al. (2010) further suggested that for a study to be cost effective and efficient, 

it is important to note the time it takes to collect data, as time is associate with costs.  

 

3.1 Description of the study area 

 

Mpumalanga Province is divided into three municipal Districts, which are further subdivided 

into 17 local municipalities (Statistics South Africa 2016). The district municipalities are Gert 

Sibande, Nkangala and Ehlanzeni (Nxezi, 2015). Gert Sibande District is not any different to 

most rural communities in the country, it is characterised by high levels of poverty, limited 

economic opportunities, as a result basic service delivery is inadequate. The Gert Sibande Rural 

Development report confirmed that current development plans on land use do not have post-

settlement support in place, as a result land use practices are done in an unsustainable manner 

resulting to land degradation. Alternatively, rural dwellers have no choice but to relocate to big 
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cities for economic opportunities. The report also alluded that “Agriculture and forestry, both 

of which are labour intensive, continue to under-perform due to lack of investment in critical 

infrastructure, market development and lack of beneficiation, farmers also need support 

services, mentorship and investment towards ensuring sustainability and effective utilisation 

of farms attained through Land Reform Programme” (Gert Sibande District Municipality 

Report, 2016).  

 

3.1.1 Jabulani Community 

 

According to Mkhize (2015), Mondi Group owns about 80 000 hectares (ha) of forestry 

plantations in Mkhondo municipality. Mondi group, one of the forestry giants in South Africa, 

embarked on a journey to capitalise on multi-dimensional partnerships looking into the security 

of tenure for rural dwellers around their plantations. The pilot exercise included the 

Mpumalanga Department of Rural Development, Mpumalanga Department of Human 

Settlement and Mkhondo local municipality. Mondi Group identified sixty-two (62) 

impoverished villages around their plantations, the idea was to consolidate these households 

into a larger living space called an Agri-village. This revised settlement area will make 

provision for permanent accommodation with secured tenure and offer access to municipal and 

social services. Agri village approach was introduced in South Africa in 1992, the pilot project 

was conducted in Kwa Zulu Natal (Van Leynseele and Hebinck, 2011), the initiative was aimed 

at bringing sustainable development. The objective was to increase land holdings and promote 

tenure for farm workers, by providing land with titles which will be enough for each household 

to practice agricultural farming (Ntuli, 2012). Agri-villages are settlements that provide 

dwellers with sufficient pieces of land, to allow for subsistence farming (Azevedo, 2019). 

 

The engagements and discussions between stakeholders about the private-public partnership, 

commenced in 2009, and in 2015, the dream was realised, where one hundred and ten (110) 

Reconstruction and Development Programme (RDP) houses (Figure 2) were built benefiting 

five hundred (500) beneficiaries through the Mpumalanga Department Settlement (Makhathini, 

2017;  Mondi Group,  2021). Over and above the improved living conditions, the beneficiaries 

were awarded with access to 325 ha of forestry land with commercial trees, which in total 

599.28 ha was awarded including residential areas as highlighted in Annexure 3.1 (Makhathini, 

2017). The memorandum of understanding established that this area will be managed through 

the Communal Property Association (CPA) in the community. At this stage, 184 ha was on a 

http://www.mondigroup.com,mondi/
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lease agreement between the community and Mondi Group, and the remaining 141ha was 

assigned to the community to manage by themselves. Figure 2 and Annexure 5.11 to 5.13 

illustrates the new settlement called Jabulani Agri-village, the name Jabulani is a Zulu verb 

which loosely translate “Be happy”. During the data collection period, the community did not 

have any form of partnership, and had indicated that the leased portion has lapsed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3. 1: Jabulani Agri-Village (Makhathini, 2017) 

 

3.1.2 Thuthukani Community 

 

Thuthukani community also known as Sunnyside Boerdery - Riversdale community is in 

Msukaligwa municipality within a small settlement called Lothair. Sunnyside Boerdery-

Riversdale, these are the names of the previous owners of this property. According to the 

Constitution of the CPA, Thuthukani community was restituted in 2003 with a total of 230.6 

ha of forestry land indicated in Annexure 3.2, comprising of 86 households. This community 

is a representation of many communities in rural areas, with depleted housing, lack of proper 

infrastructure (roads) and or limited to social and municipal services in general as indicated in 

Figure 3 and Annexure 5.7 to 5.12. Records indicate a joint venture that existed in 2012, 

between Thuthukani community and Mr J.P.S Van Aardt indicated in Annexure 3.2, who is a 

neighbour to Thuthukani community, but never lasted very long. At the time of data collection, 

the community had no partnership. 
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Figure 3. 2: Thuthukani Community  

 

3.2 Research design 

 

The study employed mixed method approach including both qualitative and quantitative 

approach (Bhattacherjee, 2012; Martin, 2011). This approach was used to ensure the 

representativeness of the responses from the respondents, as cited by (Creswell, 2014) the 

research problem is better understood if both methods are used. Quantitative method has been 

used for many decades in social studies (Hameed, 2020) for testing objective theories by 

examining the relationship between variables. These variables can be measured, typically on 

instruments, so that numbered data can be analyzed using statistical procedures (Creswell, 

2014). In the early 1980s Qualitative method was introduced to construct a detailed description 

of social reality using methodological techniques that represent social reality in numeric 

categories (Marvasti, 2004; Ritchie et al., 2013; Younus, 2014).  

 

3.3 Sampling frame 

 

To address the research objectives, the characteristics that were needed include: forestry farm 

beneficiaries who obtained their farms through land reform programme, these farms should be 

non-productive with little or no on-going activity. The land must have been handed back not 

less than six years ago.  The farm must have been handed to a group of individuals or 

beneficiaries in a community. Consequently, this study employed purposive sampling 

technique where farm beneficiaries that meet the criteria specified above were considered. 
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According to Etikan et al. (2016), if an individual or a group of people possess special qualities 

(experience), information-rich and are willing to provide that information, they become the 

deliberate choice for participation and that is known as purposive sampling. Table 1.1 below 

indicates the farms selected for the study, that meets the criteria indicated above. 

 

Table 1.1: Farms selected for the study (DRDLR, 2017/18) 

Name of 

Community 

Number of 

Households 

Type of Land 

Reform 

Afforested 

Restored land (ha) 

Jabulani 

community 

110 Restitution 325 

Thuthukani 

community 

86 Restitution 230.6 

 

3.3.1 Selection of study area 

 

Gert Sibande District Municipality comprises of seven local municipalities, namely Chief 

Albert Luthuli, Dipaleseng, Govan Mbeki, Lekwa, Mkhondo, Msukaligwa, and Dr Pixley ka 

Isaka Seme. Therefore, the study area was selected on basis that the band of commercial 

forestry in Gert Sibande District is running on Chief Albert Luthuli; Mkhondo and Msukaligwa 

on the North – Southern part, stretching all the way from Carolina and Warburton in the north, 

to Amsterdam and Mkhondo in the south as seen in Figure 3.3 (Gert Sibande District 

Municipality Report, 2016).  

Figure 3.3: Mpumalanga province town map: (Google maps, 2018) 
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3.3.2 Sample size 

 

There is a growing trend of researchers confirming the effectiveness and efficiency in 

employing purposive sampling method to acquire the desired sampling size (Vasileiou et al., 

2018). This is because purposive sampling focuses on individuals who are information rich and 

are interested in giving the information freely (Etikan et al., 2016). In both Jabulani and 

Thuthukani communities, a list of 110 and 86 total household population sizes were used to 

determine a sample size of 105 and 75 households, respectively. Using the sample size formula 

below prevents the risk of drawing false conclusions, which Noordzij et al. (2011) recommends 

to rather have a bigger sample size. All households in the study communities had an equal 

chance of being interviewed as a random selection was employed (Gao, 2013; World Bank, 

2016).  

𝑆 =
X2𝑁𝑃(1 − 𝑃)

d2(𝑁 − 1) + 𝑋2𝑃(1 − 𝑃)
  

s = required sample size  

𝑋 2 = the table value of chi-square for 1 degree of freedom at the desired confidence 

level (3.841), 1.96 x 1.96 = 3.8416  

N = the population size  

P = the population proportion (assumed to be 0.50 since this would provide the 

maximum sample size).  

d = the degree of accuracy expressed as a proportion (0.05). 

 

3.4 Data collection 

 

3.4.1 Household survey 

 

Household survey comprise of predetermined lists of questions (Gill et al., 2014), which were 

administered verbally to the heads of households. Household survey was conducted using semi-

structured questionnaires, which according to Gill et al. (2014) allows both the interviewer and 

participants with a more flexible approach, to go into deeper details when compared to 

structured questionnaire. Busetto et al. (2020) describes semi-structured survey as an interview 

with a goal, comprising of predetermined questions as a guideline to remain within the 
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parameters of the research objectives. Furthermore, Likert scale was used to test the negative 

strength or positive strength of participants regarding a particular statement or question. The 

scale allows respondents to describe how much they agree or disagree with a particular 

statement (Mcleod, 2023). In Jabulani community, the chairperson of the committee made 

available the secretary to assist the researcher navigate the community, while in Thuthukani 

community, the chairperson made himself available throughout the data collection period. The 

households’ surveys were conducted first, which was further followed by FGDs. Data 

collection took place between April and November 2021. The household questionnaire 

comprised of four sections: the biographic information; predetermined drivers of land 

abandonment; economic, environmental, and social questions, and lastly intervention measures 

section. 

3.4.2 Focus Group Discussion 

 

Focus group discussion is the cheapest method of data collection, as participant occupy one 

space, it gives the researcher an opportunity to interact, interrogate and compare the 

information provided during household data collection. During Focus group discussion, the 

researcher is able to analyse character’s participants on how and why people behave in a 

particular way (Busetto et al., 2020; Sutton and Austin, 2015). Biographic information of all 

participants was captured, and attendance register was filed. Focus Group Discussion provided 

a platform to get an in-depth understanding of conditions on the farms when the transfer took 

place, and what happened in the interim before the farms collapsed, the devastating incidences 

of wildfires became a highlight of the group discussions and most importantly to interrogate 

the understanding on intervention measures as suggested on data collection scripts. Similar 

semi-structured questionnaire was employed on committee members, elders, and youth Group 

participants. Gill et al. 2014 and Busetto et al. 2020 recommend FGD of not less than six 

members, in fact, the bigger the group, the better the accuracy of discussion. Due to the large 

amount of data collection required, group discussions were audio recorded (with consent from 

the participants) to maintain integrity in order for the researcher to focus and pay attention on 

the group. In addition to the variety of study methodologies available, there are also different 

ways of making a record of what is said and done during an interview or focus group 

discussions, such as taking handwritten notes or audio or videorecording (Sutton and Austin, 

2015). 
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The group discussions were necessary to receive in-depth understanding about particular 

aspects (Lune and Berg 2017), such as how was the status of the farm when the farm was 

handed over, and what transpired thereafter; deliberations on fire matters, as this came through 

as a major destroyer of the forest plantations and finally the interrogation of intervention 

measures was of great importance. The first group of entrance were the committee members 

which comprised of the chairperson, treasury, secretary, and additional members as they hold 

more information than the rest of the group, some of them could attest to incidences during the 

land transfer process. Beneficiaries (senior community members) were engaged at large, the 

invitation to participate was open for all beneficiaries, members depending on availability. In 

Jabulani community senior members were represented by thirty-nine (39) participants the 

group constituted of about 85% female and 15% males, as highlighted in Annexure 3.3 to 

Annexure 3.5. While Thuthukani community was represented by thirty-six (36) participants 

senior members which constituted of 75% female and 35% as per meeting register attached in 

Annexure 3.6 to Annexure 3.8. Youth Discussion were further held with Thuthukani 

community only represented by seventeen youth members as per the register in Annexure 3.9 

comprising of 90% females and 10% males. These discussions became critical in Thuthukani 

community as during household survey about 98% of the respondents have never benefited 

from employment, as opposed to Jabulani community where most of the youth were employed 

by the farm. 

 

3.3.3 Pre-testing 

 

For a study to be cost effective and efficient, it is important to note the time it takes to collect 

data, as time is associate with costs (Arain et al., 2010). Therefore, pretesting of the 

questionnaire was conducted in Thuthukani community to have a feel of what respondents may 

respond, in order to identify willingness of participants to give information, and identify 

weakness that may hinder honesty, and identify unforeseen traits that could lead to project 

failure (Simon, 2011).  

 

3.4 Data analysis 

 

Primary data were captured from the transcripts to an excel worksheet, which subsequently 

was transferred to Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS). SPSS is a friendly user 

application widely used in social studies, it has a capacity to handle huge amount of data, the 
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program can analyse data in to descriptive and inferential statistics, and able to present it in a 

form of tables and graphs (Morgan et al., 2011). Descriptive statistics in a form of cross – 

tabulations and frequencies were produced. Chi-square goodness of fit test was done to 

determine whether the observed results were statistically different from expected results. 

Friedman’s test was used to rank the respondent's perception on drivers of land abandonment 

and to scores preference for households on intervention measures (Salkind, 2011). 

 

The study followed the guidelines for Focus Group Discussions as cited by (Rabiee, 2014), in 

which the discussions were audio recorded, while also memos being taken. The participants 

were catagorised according to committees, senior beneficiaries, and the youth. Focus Group 

Discussion analysis followed the patterns described by (Tümen-Akyıldız and Ahmed, 2021), 

which includes coding theme context from the transcript, reading patterns for repetitive 

comments, and lastly the participants to listen to the summary of conclusion from the FGDs.  

 

3.5 Ethical consideration 

 

It is a requirement by the University of Pretoria that studies conducted with humans as 

participants, an ethical approval is a prerequisite, to ensure student follow the guideline 

stipulated by the institution. In this regard, the student made the application, which complied 

with supporting documents such as consent forms from community leaders, then, the ethics 

committee granted the approval in writing with reference number: NAS321/2020.  

 

3.6 Chapter Summary  

This chapter has presented the methodology of the study focusing on the description of the 

study area and socio-economic profiles of the study areas. In addition, the description of how 

the sampling sizes were determined including the process and approaches used for data 

collection. At the same time, description of the statistical data analysis performed to process 

the data was presented. 
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CHAPTER 4 

RESULTS 

 

4.0 INTRODUCTION 

 

Chapter 4 presents detailed results with regards to biographic and socio-economic information; 

perception of respondents on drivers influencing land abandonment; household ranking of land 

abandonment drivers; engagement with government departments; frequency of community 

beneficiaries engaging with government departments; household perceptions on impact of 

ecosystem services as a result of forestry projects not being functional; time spent collecting 

forest products; distance travelled to collecting forest products; frequency of fire occurrence in 

the communities’ plantations; economic benefits from the forest; accrued economic benefits to 

household beneficiaries from the forest; perception of the respondents on collective land 

ownership, PFM and distribution of benefits; perception on group v/s individual farm 

management and lastly preferred management model. 

 

4.1 Biographic and socio-economic information 

 

Table 4.1 presents biographic and socioeconomic information of the respondents in both study 

communities. In both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities, female respondents accounted for 

over 50% of the communities. The households in both communities were headed by youth (18-

35) accounting 32.4% in Jabulani and 41.3% in Thuthukani. In Jabulani community, both the 

middle age (36-55) and older generation (56-65) accounted for 25.7% compared to the 25.3% 

of middle age (36-55) and 18.7% of older generation (56-65) from Thuthukani community, 

respectively. Most importantly, the respondents from Jabulani (16.2%) and Thuthukani 

(14.7%) were over 65 years of age. The lower percentage age-group were those greater than 

75 years who accounted for 3.8% in Jabulani and 2.7% in Thuthukani, respectively.  About 

80% of the respondents from Thuthukani community revealed that they were not married 

compared to 68.6% from Jabulani. In contrast, Jabulani community had more married 

respondents (24.8%) compared to those from Thuthukani (18.7%). Fewer respondents revealed 

that they are widowed, 5.7% from Jabulani and 1.3% from Thuthukani. Respondents with 

tertiary education in both communities were low, accounting for 1% in Jabulani and 2.7% in 

Thuthukani. The respondents from Jabulani (43.8%) and Thuthukani (46.7%) possessed 

secondary education. However, less than 40% in Thuthukani and 30% in Jabulani had primary 
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school education. Additionally, were the highest illiteracy levels observed at Jabulani (33.3%) 

compared to Thuthukani (14.7%). Jabulani community had 38.1% of respondents who are 

pensioners compared to about 25.3% from Thuthukani.  Unemployed (40%) respondents were 

from Thuthukani while Jabulani community had a share of 25.7% unemployed respondents. 

Overall, Jabulani and Thuthukani respondents have enjoyed full and seasonal employment 

accounting 36.2% and 34.7%, respectively. Less than 20% of the households from both 

Jabulani and Thuthukani community received R3000 to R5000.  Furthermore, respondents 

from Jabulani community (63.8%) generated R1000 to R2000 monthly income compared to 

30% from Thuthukani community. About 51.4% of the Thuthukani respondents generated 

R1000 monthly compared to only 22.3% of respondents from Jabulani community. 

 

Table 4.1: Respondents biographic and socio-economic status in the study communities 

Variable 

  

Proportion (%) of respondents’ responses  

Jabulani (N = 110) Thuthukani (N = 75) 

Gender     

Male 44.8 36.0 

Female 55.2 64.0 

Age Distribution   

18-35 32.4 41.3 

36-55 25.7 25.3 

56-65 25.7 18.7 

66-75 12.4 12.0 

>75 3.8 2.7 

Marital Status   

Single 68.6 80.0 

Married 24.8 18.7 

Divorced 0.9 0.0 

Widowed 5.7 1.3 

Education level   

Tertiary  1.0 2.7 

Secondary School 43.8 46.7 

Primary School 21.9 36.0 

Illiterate 33.3 14.7 

Employment Status   

Employed-Full time 27.6 16.0 

Seasonal 8.6 18.7 

Unemployed 25.7 40 

Pensioner 38.1 25.3 

Households Income Levels   

<1000 22.3 51.4 

R1000 - R2000 63.8 30 

R3000 - R5000 13.8 18.6 
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4.2 Perception of respondents on drivers influencing land abandonment 

 

Table 4.2 indicates the ranking on the perception of respondents on drivers influencing land 

abandonment in forest-based plantations. In Jabulani community, 96.2% of respondents 

indicated that lack of expertise contributed to the unproductive forestry land compared to 

94.6% from Thuthukani community. Lack of funding was ranked high, as 87.6% respondents 

in Jabulani strongly agreed and 73.3% in Thuthukani strongly agreed that lack of funding is a 

contributing factor in land abandonment. Similarly, 97.1% of respondents in Jabulani and 88% 

in Thuthukani revealed that lack of monitoring and evaluation resulted to land abandonment. 

Over 90% of respondents from both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities have strongly 

agreed that lack of mentorship is one of the factors leading to land abandonment. In Thuthukani 

community, all respondents have revealed that lack of transparency is one of the keys 

contributing factors to land abandonment compared to 84.8% of those from Jabulani 

community. In Jabulani community, majority of the respondents (96.2%) highlighted that lack 

of benefit sharing was not a contributing factor for them to abandon the land compared to all 

those from Thuthukani community who regarded lack of benefit sharing as a contributory 

factor to their land abandonment. About 97.3% of the respondents in Thuthukani community 

revealed that infighting is the biggest contributing factor in forestry land abandonment 

compared to 31.5% of respondents in Jabulani community. In Thuthukani community, 97.4% 

of the respondents indicated that elitism is one the drivers for their land abandonment, while 

those from Jabulani community (83.8%) indicated that elitism did not have an impact in their 

case. 

 

Table 4.2: Perception of respondents on drivers influencing land abandonment 

Drivers Proportions (%) of respondent’s responses 

Jabulani Community (N = 110) Thuthukani Community (N = 75) 

Strongly 

Agree 

Agree Disagree Strongly 

Disagree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Agree Disagree Strongly 

Disagree 

Lack of expertise 95.2 1.0 3.8 0.0 77.3 17.3 2.7 2.7 

Lack of funding 87.6 5.7 0.0 6.7 73.3 24 0.0 2.7 

Lack of evaluation and 

monitoring 97.1 2.9 0.0 0.0 88 12 0.0 0.0 

Lack of mentorship 98.1 0.0 1.0 0.0 90.7 8 1.3 0.0 

Lack of transparency  2.9 3.8 84.8 8.6 77.3 22.7 0.0 0.0 

Lack of benefit sharing 1.9 1.9 64.8 31.4 81.3 18.7 0.0 0.0 

Infighting  2.9 28.6 62.9 5.7 76 21.3 1.3 1.3 

Elitism  5.7 6.7 72.4 11.4 58.7 38.7 1.3 0.0 
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The results also went on to show a statistically significant relationship (p ≥ 0.001) between the 

respondent’s responses regarding the drivers contributing to land abandonment (Table 4.3). 

The drivers of land abandonment were ranked, to discuss them in sequence of high to low rated 

perception according to respondents, lack of benefit sharing was highly ranked, indicating to 

be the leading factor, followed by elitism; lack of transparency; infighting; lack of funding; 

lack of expertise (technical skills); lack of evaluation and monitoring and lack of mentorship.  

 

Table 4.3: Household ranking of land abandonment drivers 

 

4.3 Engagement with government departments 

 

Table 4.4 illustrate the results on intervals of engagement by respondents with government 

entities. Both communities, Jabulani and Thuthukani over 90% have alluded that they did not 

have engagement with the following structures of government:  Department of Rural 

Development and Land Reform (DRDLR); Regional Land Claim Commission (RLCC); Local 

Municipality and Department of Environment, Forestry and Fisheries (DEFF). Only a smaller 

portion of respondents (less than 3%) indicated to have engaged in with the Department of 

Rural Development and Land Reform, on which during focus discussion, it came out that only 

the members of the committee were in contact at some stage with the officials.  

 

  

Land abandonment drivers Thuthukani 

community (N=75) 

Jabulani community 

(N=105) 

Overall Ranking 

(N=180) 

Mean Rank Mean Rank Mean Rank 

Lack of expertise (technical skills) 4.53 2.63 3.42 

Lack of funding 4.69 2.97 3.68 

Lack of evaluation and monitoring 4.08 2.55 3.19 

Elitism (Exclusivity) 5.25 6.21 5.81 

Lack of Transparency 4.51 6.36 5.59 

Lack of benefit sharing 4.35 6.86 5.82 

Infighting 4.59 5.88 5.34 

Lack of mentorship 3.99 2.54 3.15 
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Table 4.4: Frequency of community beneficiaries engaging with government 

departments 

Name of 

Community 

 Proportions (%) of respondent’s responses 

Annually Never 

Jabulani 

community 

(N=105) 

DRDLR 1.0 99 

RLCC 0.0 100 

Local Municipality 1.0 99 

DEFF 1.9 98.1 

Thuthukani 

community 

(N=75) 

 

DRDLR 2.7 97.3 

RLCC 0.0 100 

Local Municipality 0.0 100 

DEFF 0.0 100 

 

4.4 Access to ecosystem services 

 

Table 4.5 shows the results of respondents on access and the availability of ecosystem services 

that can be obtained from forest plantations. The results indicate that less than 50% of 

respondents in Jabulani were unable to access firewood, contrary to Thuthukani where over 

90% of the respondents have access to firewood. Moreover, Jabulani community indicated less 

access to building materials (43.8%), while Thuthukani had access to building materials 

(65.3%). Jabulani community had the majority of respondents (97.1%) who have access to 

grazing areas, contrary to 32% from Thuthukani community. Furthermore, Jabulani 

respondents (100%) indicated that they have been able obtain commercial timber, while 100% 

of respondents in Thuthukani indicated that they had no timber qualifying sales commercially. 

In both these communities, more than 80% of respondents indicated that they did not have 

access to medicinal plants. About 99% of the respondents in Jabulani revealed that access to 

water was certainly not a constrain compared to 52% of the respondents in Thuthukani 

community. Furthermore, over 50% of the respondents in Jabulani community indicated that 

they have access to crafting materials, while in Thuthukani community a higher percentage of 

98.7% of the respondents had no access to crafting materials. However, over 50% of the 

respondents in Jabulani community indicated that they are getting food sources from the forests 

compared to only 2.7% in Thuthukani community. 
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Table 4.5: Access and availability of ecosystem system services 

  

Ecosystem Services 

Proportions (%) of respondents’ responses 

Jabulani community 

(N=105) 

Thuthukani community 

(N=75) 

Yes No Yes No 

Firewood 45.7 54.3 97.3 2.7 

Building Material 43.8 56.2 65.3 34.7 

Grazing Areas 97.1 2.9 32 68 

Commercial Timber 100 0 0 100 

Medicinal plants 7.6 92.4 16 84 

Water sources 99 1.0 52 48 

Crafting material 58.1 41.9 1.3 98.7 

Food sources 55.2 44.8 2.7 97.3 

 

Table 4.6 presents how the interaction of lack of function of a forest has an impact on the 

functioning of the ecosystem. About 76% of respondents from Thuthukani and 60% from 

Jabulani community indicated the availability of wild animals to have been highly impacted. 

While a fraction of respondents in Thuthukani (21.3%) and Jabulani community (12.4%) cited 

that the availability of wild animals to have been impacted. In addition, less than 20% of 

respondents in Jabulani community were uncertain of the impact concerning availability of 

wild animals compared to only 2.7% in Thuthukani community. Noteworthy, Jabulani 

community respondents (9.5%, 36.2% and 2.9%) indicated that availability of the animals, 

sufficiency in forest products and frequency of fire occurrences were least impacted, 

respectively. Additionally, sufficiency in forest products was indicated to have been highly 

impacted (78.7%) in Thuthukani community and only 15.2% in Jabulani community. The 

majority of respondents in Jabulani community (48.6%) cited sufficiency in forest products to 

have been impacted, and only 15.2% in Thuthukani community. Both communities indicated 

to have noticed an increase in fire occurrences in their plantations and as a result, 88% of the 

respondents in Thuthukani community and an overwhelming 94.3% in Jabulani community 

cited the latter to have been highly impacted. 
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Table 4.6: Household perceptions on impact of ecosystem services as a result of forestry 

projects not being functional 

Name of 

Community 

 Highly 

impacted 

Impacted Uncertain Least 

impacted 

Jabulani 

community 

(N=105) 

Availability of wild animals 12.4 61 17.1 9.5 

Sufficiency in forests products 15.2 48.6 0.0 36.2 

Frequency of fire occurrences 94.3 2.9 0.0 2.9 

Thuthukani 

community 

(N=75) 

Availability of wild animals 76 21.3 2.7 0.0 

Sufficiency in forests products 78.7 21.3 0.0 0.0 

Frequency of fire occurrences 88 10.7 1.3 0.0 

 

Figure 4.1 indicates the amount of time taken to collect forest products by the two communities. 

The study showed that over 50% of the respondents in both Jabulani and Thuthukani 

communities are travelling the longest that is: one to two hours, followed by those travelling 

about 30 minutes 43.8% in Jabulani community and 42.8% in Thuthukani community 

respectively.   The lowest percentage were respondents travelling between two to three hours 

and four to five hours, Jabulani community 3.8% and Thuthukani community 5.6% 

respectively. 

 

Figure 4.1: Time spent collecting forest products 

 

On the same accord, it was necessary to test the distance respondents travel to collect forest 

products, the results in Figure 4.2 indicate that the large proportion of respondents travel 

between 0 – 5 Kilometres, in Jabulani community (84.8%) and Thuthukani community 

(65.3%). The following category of respondents indicated to travel between 6-10 Kilometres 
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was 13.8% in Jabulani community and 33.4% in Thuthukani community. The least category 

being those travelling between 11-15 Kilometres 1.9% in Jabulani community and 1.3% in 

Thuthukani community, with none travelling 15-20 Kilometres, neither 25-30 Kilometres.  

 

Figure 4.2: Distance travelled to collecting forest products 

 

Figure 4.3 shows the frequency of fire occurrence in the communities’ plantations. Majority of 

the respondents indicated that they have experienced fires during the fire season (between May 

and October) accounting for 97.1% in Jabulani community and 89.4% in Thuthukani 

community. About 2.9% of the respondents from both communities revealed their uncertainty 

about the frequency of fire occurrences. Furthermore, the results revealed that fewer 

respondents (7.7%) in Thuthukani community have experienced fires 3-4 times a year. 
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Figure 4.3: The frequency of fire occurrence in the communities’ plantations 

 

Figure 4.4 illustrates responses regarding the availability of firefighting equipment in case of a 

fire incident. Both communities cited the difficulty in obtaining resources to combat fires, in 

Jabulani 46.7% indicated that it is fairly difficult compared to 40% of those from Thuthukani. 

Additionally, 18.7% of the respondents in Thuthukani community indicated that it is fairly 

difficult to obtain resource for firefighting. A fair share of respondents cited the contrary, where 

41% of respondents in Jabulani community and 33.3% in Thuthukani community cited that it 

was fairly easy to obtain resources to fight fires. A fraction of respondents in Jabulani 

community (11.4%) cited that it is very easy to obtain firefighting resources compared to only 

6.7% of those from Thuthukani community. 
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Figure 4.4: Availability of firefighting resources 

 

4.5 Economic benefits from the forest 

Table 4.7 presents the benefits that accrued to beneficiaries since obtaining the land. In Jabulani 

community, 54.3% of respondents indicated that they never benefited from employment in the 

forests compared to 98.7% of those from Thuthukani community. In contrast, 45.7% of the 

respondents in Jabulani community indicated that they have benefited from job opportunities 

compared to only 1.3% of those from Thuthukani community. Over 98% of the respondents 

from both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities indicated that they never obtained a business 

opportunity, and neither of them have received skills development (training). During FGDs, in 

both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities, the participants indicated that they believe their 

livelihoods would have improved if the forestry farms were fully functional. 

 

Table 4.7: Accrued economic benefits to household beneficiaries from the forest 

 Economic benefits from the forest Proportions (%) of respondent’s responses 

Jabulani (N=105) Thuthukani (N=75) 

Yes No Yes No 

None 53.3 46.7 94.7 5.3 

Job opportunity 45.7 54.3 1.3 98.7 

Business opportunity 1.9 98.1 1.3 98.7 

Skills development 0 100 0 100 
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4.5 Intervention measures 

Figure 4.5 presents results on respondents’ perception on collective land ownership 

contribution towards failure of land reform project. In Jabulani community, majority of the 

respondents (84.4%) disagreed that collective land ownership contributed to the failure of land 

reform project, while in Thuthukani community a mixed reaction was observed, where by 20% 

of respondents strongly agreed, 28% agreed, 21.3% disagreed, and 30% strongly disagreed. 

Majority of the respondents in both communities concurred that Participatory Forest 

Management (PFM) contributed meaningfully to forestry farms accounting for 94.2% in 

Jabulani community and 76.0% in Thuthukani community Furthermore, respondents in 

Jabulani community (75.3%) disagreed that collective of land ownership makes the distribution 

of benefits difficult compared to 12% of those from Thuthukani community. In contrary, 

Thuthukani community respondents (37.3%) agreed, while 30.7% strongly agreed that 

collective land ownership makes the distribution of benefits difficult. However, 20% of the 

respondents strongly disagreed that collective land ownership makes the distribution of 

benefits.  It was a smaller percentage (15.2%) in Jabulani community that had agreed that 

collective land ownership makes the distribution of benefits difficult. 

 

 

Figure 4.5: Perception of the respondents on Collective land ownership, PFM and 

distribution of benefits 
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Figure 4.6 presents respondents’ perception on the management approach restored forestry 

farms. Over 80% of respondents in both communities preferred farm management as a group. 

In addition, majority of respondents in Jabulani (92.4%) and Thuthukani (94.7%) communities 

least preferred the individual land management model. 

 

Figure 4.6: Perception on group v/s individual farm management 

 

Figure 4.7 shows respondents’ preference on the following intervention measures to assist in 

revamping their farms including plot allocation to individual households; Partnerships (Joint 

venture, PPP, strategic); Participatory Forest Management; Agroforestry and Lease back to 

previous owner. In both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities, over 90% of the respondents 

regarded plot allocation as a least preferred intervention land management model. However, 

the majority of the respondents from Jabulani community (91.4%) and Thuthukani community 

(96%) revealed that partnership is the most preferred model. Participatory Forest Management 

and agroforestry were revealed as the mostly preferred land management model by respondents 

in Jabulani and Thuthukani communities accounting for 91.4% and 88.6% and 82.7% and 92%, 

respectively. Leasing the land back to previous landowner was viewed not to be an option by 

most of the respondents in both Jabulani community (85.7%) and Thuthukani community 

(70.7%). 
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Figure 4.7: Preferred Management Model 

 

4.6 Chapter Summary 
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managed farm, in terms of habitat for animals and the occurrence of wildfires. Economic 

benefits in a form of employment, business opportunities and skills development were also 
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evaluated. In this regard, Jabulani community benefited the most from employment 

opportunities. Lastly intervention measures to revive the management of the farms have been 

presented, and in this regard, both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities indicated that 

partnerships, participatory forest management and agroforestry are the most preferred 

management models, while the least popular was plot allocation to individuals. Chapter 5 will 

present the possible explanations to these results and relate these findings to similar studies. 
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CHAPTER 5 

DISCUSSION 

 

 

This chapter discusses the results presented in the previous chapter and provides further 

supporting literature on the findings of the study. The chapter commences with the discussion 

of household’s characteristics with regards to their socio-economic, further the study discusses 

the eight predetermined drivers of land abandonment. The availability of ecosystem services 

and the impacts of poorly managed farm, in terms of habitat for animals and the occurrence of 

wildfires will be further discussed. Economic benefits in a form of employment, business 

opportunities and skills development will be thoroughly perused. Lastly intervention measures 

to revive the management of the farms will be deliberated. 

 

5.1 Households characteristics in the study communities 

 

The majority of the households’ respondents comprised of female headed household and have 

cited their marital status to have never been married in both Jabulani and Thuthukani 

communities. According to (Sibisi, 2015; Rugege, 2004) a number of males in rural areas 

migrate to cities for employment opportunities which explains the female headed homes, 

similarly Tshidzumba et al. (2019) attest that at least 44.3% of respondents in Amabomvini 

community have never been married. Furthermore, statistics are not rare in rural communities, 

similar findings were observed by (Nxezi, 2015; Pokwana, 2019). Kollamparambil et al. (2019) 

underlined the significance of old age pension (OAP) citing that beneficiaries of this grant are 

vulnerable, and without this provision may not survive. Jabulani community comprised on a 

substantial number of pensioners, receiving not more than R2000 per month. To the contrary, 

Thuthukani community resembled many rural areas in South Africa, where the majority of 

respondents are youth and unemployed, and a high percentage of households are hugely reliant 

on children support grant which is lower than one thousand (R1000) per person per month. In 

line with Mokwena et al. (2020), it is clear that livelihoods in rural areas have not improved 

since apartheid was dismantled. Education level in both communities were dominated by lack 

of tertiary education. In Jabulani community senior citizens contributed to the illiterate group, 

while a fair share had secondary education. On the other hand, Thuthukani community had a 

majority of responds with a combination of primary and secondary education. Several studies 

have drawn a conclusion about the link between education level of land beneficiaries and the 
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failure of restored land, as management decisions will have to be made by them (Nxezi, 2015; 

Pokwana, 2019; Mokwena et al., 2020; Moeng, 2011). 

 

5.2 Drivers of land abandonment 

 

There were eight predetermined drivers of land abandonment that the study referred the 

respondents to rank presented from highly to lower ranked in the following order: lack of 

benefit sharing; elitism; lack of transparency; infighting; lack of funding; lack of expertise; 

lack of evaluation and monitoring and lack of mentoring. 

 

5.2.1 Lack of benefit sharing 

 

Amongst the eight predetermined drivers of land abandonment in forestry land reform projects, 

the study found that lack of benefit sharing is the main contributor of abandonment, which 

collaborates with the findings from (Tshidzumba, 2019; Tshidzumba et al., 2022) who cited 

that land reform forest-based projects have not been effective in bringing forth anticipated 

benefits to household beneficiaries. The purpose of land restitution is to redress the historical 

injustices (Mamba, 2013; Sibisi, 2015), which in turn provide the land beneficiaries an 

opportunity to improve their livelihoods through sustainable production, and environment 

protection (Steenkamp, 2000; Vermeulen, 2009). However, Cernea (2008) argues that in most 

national policies benefit sharing principle is absent, particularly in developing countries. A 

study by Maluleke (2018) revealed that beneficiation failure is caused by the imbalance of 

projected income versus actual income, and forecasted profits that are never realised. This 

further gives rise to the need to re-evaluate the benefit sharing mechanism or model, to 

incorporate both financial and non-financial benefits entitled to household beneficiaries 

(Makhubele et al., 2022). This study found that, even in cases where beneficiaries have felled 

a compartment, and are willing to share the proceeds among themselves, limited financial 

resources in the CPA banking account made the possibility of sharing proceeds difficult. 

 

In focus group discussions (FGDs) with the CPA committee in Jabulani community, it was 

confirmed that payment of R5000 dividends per household was affected. The chairperson, in 

great disappointment acknowledged stating that “This sharing of proceeds was not executed 

from a business point of view, but it had to be done because the members of the community are 

becoming so impatient, as we speak, provision for re-establishment has not been made for”. 
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Others commented on the fact that the dividends were paid directly to the household’s heads, 

which made it difficult for the rest of family members to benefit. This was also confirmed in a 

study by Anseeuw and Mathebula (2008) where it was stated that many restituted farms 

become not feasible because of misleading financial projections.  

 

The study by Makhubele et al. (2022) concluded that forestry restored land beneficiaries 

resonated better with financial benefits than any other form of benefit. This finding was 

prominent in Thuthukani community where since inception of the project, the farm was fully 

stocked with matured timber. Consequently, harvesting proceeds were kept in a bank account, 

and every household had opportunity to access funds through a loan arrangement from the CPA 

committee. This form of arrangement backfired, because the criteria for borrowing money from 

the CPA’s account was neither clear nor was the penalty for defaulting borrowers documented.  

Mokwena et al. (2020) disputed the blanket approach, arguing that every project requires a pre-

determined tailor-made beneficiation model before the commencement of the project, and all 

beneficiaries should be presented with an opportunity to participate in its formation. Makhubele 

et al. (2022) furthers warns that if an appropriate benefit-sharing model is not in place, elitism 

is bound to dominate, and this warning was eminent as this study found that elitism was ranked 

the second highest driver of land abandonment.  

 

5.2.2 Elitism (Exclusivity) 

 

The Britannica and Cambridge (2023) dictionaries describe elitism as an entitlement of 

powerful people given special treatment and advantages as opposed to the poor people, and 

such suggests that certain things belong to individuals with special abilities and qualities.  

Tshidzumba et al. (2022) classified the few individuals that represents the community during 

the settlement negotiations as a those holding some form of power. The approach used to 

administer land in South Africa, by default causes division amongst the most vulnerable, and 

those with political connections (Mathiba, 2021). The latter promote elements of favouritism 

and corruption, which creates further injustice to those who are unable to have access to those 

officials.  

 

Manenzhe et al. (2016) overemphasised that the success and sustainability of land reform 

projects is directly linked to the level of education of beneficiaries, as this plays a huge role in 

decision making for farm management. As echoed by Mamba (2013) who observed that the 
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choice of management (management model) in forestry projects was linked to the level of 

education of land beneficiaries. It is possible to conclude that elitism was further perpetuated 

by poor levels of education as observed in both communities, where less than 3% possesses 

tertiary education. Similar findings were obtained by Mamba (2013) in neighbouring forestry 

plantations in Gert Sibande District (Roburnia and Jessivale), where only 1.6% of respondents 

had tertiary education. Mathiba (2021) suggested that elitism promotes exclusivity where 

women’s roles are ring-fenced to domestic tasks such as firewood collection. This perpetuated 

their marginalization on decision making structures since land ownership has been traditionally 

associated with male figures. The latter was observed in these two communities as in serving 

committees, where women were assigned roles of being an additional member, but none 

serving as a chairperson. It is impossible to refer to elitism in land reform without the subject 

of corruption in land administration (Mathiba, 2021). Du toit (2017) cited that “An important 

role is also played by the collapse of structures of local government, a creeping process of 

dysfunctionality and ungovernability within the state that has allowed processes of elite 

capture. But that is another story”.  

 

According to DuToit (2017), challenges to secure tenure continues to persist in land reform 

projects. In this regard, Jabulani community beneficiaries had not been able to receive a title 

deed for their land, except for documents authorising them to use the land, and stating their 

names as beneficiaries. This has been a source of many challenges, including being unable to 

apply for financial assistance due to incomplete paperwork.  Similarly, Thuthukani community 

experienced restrictions during submission of financial applications due to deceased 

signatories, and the current committee not being legally recognised as they were not elected in 

a general meeting as per the requirements of the Communal Property Association (CPA). This 

further affects the flow of information and co-ordination from management committees to the 

general community. Therefore, the level of trust among the land beneficiaries is compromised 

(Maluleke, 2018), and community members are most likely to accuse committee members as 

being dishonest, which leads to the next driver “lack of transparency”. 

 

5.2.3 Lack of Transparency 

 

Hanna and Wigmore (2022) differentiate the transparency according to various business aspect, 

the important for this study being corporate governance which requires being open, disclosure 

of relevant information in order to assist those at the disposal of this information to make 
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informed decisions, thus enhancing trust. Lack of transparency is as a result of unmanaged 

perceptions (Aliber and Maluleke, 2010), poor communication and lack of understanding to 

some extend due to low education levels (Mamba, 2013). This was echoed from a study by 

Aliber and Maluleke, (2010) citing that “One of the remaining active members ascribes the 

collapse of the project to poor management, and specifically alleges that the project leaders 

paid themselves big salaries and forgot about the operational costs. However, even if this were 

untrue, the farm could probably not sustain anything close to R1 000 per month for 88 members 

when previously the number of employees was only nine”. Unmanaged perception has an 

influence on creating division and mistrust among beneficiaries (Mkhize, 2020). Focus group 

discussions on both study communities revealed the latter, where the larger population could 

not comprehend the needs of the farm (operational costs), and monetary benefits accrued to 

them. This led to the conclusion or assumption that CPA committee members were 

compensating themselves with large sum of money, leaving the community behind.  

 

An article by Birkinshaw and Cable (2017) strongly warns against the pitfalls of transparency, 

and further calls it the “dark side” of transparency. The article alluded that information 

displayed or made available prematurely, could backfire leading to endless debates or 

eventually second guessing the role that committee members are supposed to play. This is 

exactly what the CPA committee in Jabulani community referred to, emphasizing that when 

they are elected to lead operations on the farm, they should be trusted to execute that role, and 

be able to engage in negotiations with the buyer or customer for timber without the 

community’s interference. In this regard, the study found an alarming gap and a disconnection 

between the government entities, who are supposed to provide oversight. This is with regards 

to conducting annual general meetings, to ensure that CPAs can rotate representation within its 

leadership structures. The absence of compliance in this regard causes speculations and 

increases mistrust amongst community members, as the current leadership structures occupy 

positions beyond their appointed window. Therefore, infighting is inevitable amongst 

community members because beneficiaries may accuse the leadership of being dishonest. The 

study further observed that in both these two communities, the functions of leadership were not 

clearly defined, the committee members was expected to lead both the affairs of the CPA, and 

also make decisions for operations, and this indirectly leads to conflicts, as accountability 

becomes skewed (Nxezi, 2015). 
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5.2.4 Infighting 

 

South Africa embarked on land reform as a mechanism to forge peace, between the haves and 

have not which emanated from historical injustices (Vermeulen, 2009). However, the slow 

progress of transformation in land reform, bring about a lot of uncertainties in communities 

(Nxezi, 2015). Failed structures of government and corruption at its peak are major reasons for 

unstable communities in South Africa. Inequalities exist even in rural settlements, and such is 

exacerbated by poor service delivery, which in turn creates uneasiness and jealous among 

community members (Mubecua et al., 2022).  

 

This study found that even smaller issues such as fight about firewood collection for domestic 

use versus reserving trees for commercial use, are all instigators of conflicts in a forestry farm. 

In Jabulani community, the chairperson of the CPA, who also plays a role as an adhoc 

contractor for harvesting, pointed out that community members steal commercial timber while 

it is being processed infield and cited such as act of theft as being inconsiderate since each log 

stolen counts financially. Notwithstanding, the community members needed the firewood and 

could not wait until the harvesting operation is completed. In Thuthukani community, the 

respondents complained about elites giving permission for access to the farm without anyone’s 

consent, in this case illegal harvesting of compartments will be taking place, and with financial 

exchanges being done without anyone’s involvement. “We become observers in our own farm, 

and one cannot even go to the police for the fear of our lives been taken” one respondent cited 

during a focus group discussion. 

 

Furthermore, Jarstad, (2020) summarised consequences of unresolved land ownership as a 

major instigator for conflicts in South African land reform communities, referring to the recent 

increasing levels of violence seen in protests around the country. This is a battle for all races 

(white and black), as food security knows no colour, the ongoing debates about appropriation 

of land without compensation propels the white farmers not to invest in the farms, on the same 

accord the unsettled restless communities with restored land struggled to fully utilise the land 

(Young, 2017). Anseeuw and Mathebula (2008) disputed the current land reform policy, 

pointing out that the policy requires restructuring, which will include sustainable measures to 

deal with monitoring, institutional control, and conflict resolutions. Kepe and Hall (2016) 
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confirmed the group tension and lack of support from government officials as a serious threat 

for progress on land reform.  

 

5.2.5 Lack of funding 

 

As many authors have pointed out, post settlement support is a major cause to failure of land 

reform projects in South Africa (Kepe and Hall, 2016; Khapayi and Celliers, 2016). This is as 

a result of pro-longed application processes, which is not simultaneously aligned with post 

settlement support, this entails that once the land is restored, only then financial application 

could begin, which is usually delayed by months if not years (de Satgé, 2014; Mkhize, 2014).  

Land reform policy in South Africa has made provision through different structures to ensure 

necessary support is offered to land beneficiaries (Sibisi, 2015). The introduction of the 

Recapitalisation and Development Programme (RADP) was established primarily to focus on 

human capacity development; strategic support, infrastructure development, and incentives for 

day-to-day operation of the farm (Manenzhe et al., 2016; Sibisi, 2015). It is this form of support 

that would yield sustainable communities, that are able to produce and have their products 

reaching the market while protecting natural resources from depletion and degradation to the 

detriment of future generation (Manenzhe et al., 2016).  

 

This study revealed that sustainable management practices were not in place. The case of 

Thuthukani community is evidence, where the farm is completely unable to produce 

commercial timber (economic benefit). The farm could only produce firewood for domestic 

use and this is contrary to the objective of land reform claim settlement. The community 

members alluded that when the farm was handed over, it was fully stocked with matured 

timber, and they could sell products to markets through a third party, however, the lack of 

sufficient resources to combat fires resulted in the farm being destroyed, as they could not 

protect it. These are all-detrimental effects of not having sufficient support necessary for 

production (Manenzhe et al., 2016). Common denominators in both Jabulani and Thuthukani 

communities were the lack of resources to fight fires, and lack of primary material to re-plant 

after harvesting, which tempers with the sustainability and availability of the forestry business 

for the future. Notably, this has been a source of many challenges, including inability to apply 

for financial assistance due to incomplete paperwork (Kepe and Hall, 2016). Furthermore, in 

FGD both communities confessed uncertainties of the future, as they did not have management 

structures in place. This resonates with argument from Rick de Satgé (2014) who stated, “The 
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present conjuncture is characterised by a great deal of uncertainty and rising political 

contestation over the future direction of the land reform programme”.  

 

5.2.6 Lack of expertise (technical skills) 

 

Evidently, land reform has failed to provide post settlement support to new land beneficiaries 

(Sibisi, 2015), particularly human capacity development, training and social services. Similar 

findings were observed from Tshidzumba (2019) who concluded that lack of post settlement 

support from government never materialised as promised. This is what Anseeuw and 

Mathebula (2008) described restitution as a programme that is dealing with land administration 

(land transfer only) and anything after that, the community will sort themselves out. 

 

Anseeuw and Mathebula (2008) and Sibisi (2014) argued that it is openly not surprising that 

land reform farms are failing due to lack of human capacity development. Mabuza (2016) 

shared the same sentiments that lack of skills for beneficiaries to manage sustainable farms 

remains a major problem for land reform in South Africa. Although, some beneficiary members 

have worked in the farm during the previous landowner era, the community find forestry 

business management as requiring a special skill. In their capacity as people who could plant 

or harvest a tree, is not only a requirement to run a successful and sustainable forestry business. 

It requires greater understanding of different markets available, including pricing structures in 

order to forecast profit margins. Mokwena et al. (2020) summarised the scope as follows 

“Additional services, including infrastructure, markets and social services have to be provided 

as part of a comprehensive reconstruction and development programme”. 

 

Over and above, in Jabulani community, the lack of having own timber trucks to deliver the 

timber to markets has been a challenge, pointed out during a focus group discussion with CPA 

committee members. Issues of timber pricing and access to markets were highlighted as a major 

constrain in Jabulani community, as it was indicated that they are able to sell the high valued 

product to the market (pulp). However, this is done through a middleman, whom they cannot 

prove if the selling price is adequate, or they are being taken advantage of. The chairperson of 

the CPA indicated that they do not have many options to choose from, and hence, the reliance 

on middlemen arrangement. One could not help but to wonder, how does the middlemen 

compensate himself for his services, and who sets the criteria. Mkhize (2014) alluded similar 
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trends in emerging farmers, citing that lack of marketing skills and information and poor market 

infrastructure are major constrains for land reform beneficiaries. 

 

Thuthukani community shared similar circumstances during focus group discussions that, in 

the inception of the project (immediately the land was transferred), a close neighbour who is a 

farm owner offered to partner with them, providing mentorship and transferring skills. Part of 

the agreement, the farmer would source markets, sell the timber, use his farm resources to re-

establish a felled compartment, and provide firefighting resources. However, this form of 

agreement never lasted because terms of the contract were never stipulated. The community 

emphasized that incidences of wildfires, of which in one instance the fire jumped from the 

community property to the farmer’s property resulting to the end of the partnership. In this 

case, the moment the farmer withdrew his resources, “we were left stranded, and we did not 

know how we move forward, as we appreciated the support from the neighbour”. Furthermore, 

the farmer threatened to claim for damages, the CPA committee members mentioned that since 

he had access to markets, monies for sold timber was paid directly to him, and he would then 

later transfer profits to the CPA’s bank account. The absence of government officials to oversee 

the progress on the farms, over and above ensuring that structures are in place to make sure 

that beneficiaries do not enter into raw deals could be liable for this failure. 

 

5.2.7 Lack of evaluation and monitoring 

 

The White Paper on Land Policy (1997) clearly states the responsibility of the National 

government in relation with other levels of provincial government to implement guidelines as 

well as monitoring, evaluation and review specific aspects of the land reform. Other studies 

revealed that government has confessed failure in providing evaluation and monitoring due to 

shortage of staff with relevant skills to do so (Kepe and Hall, 2016). Mathiba (2021) argued 

that the lack of control poses a significant threat to the country’s transitional justice project and 

transformation imperatives as after the land is given to the beneficiaries, in some cases, the 

claimants would have last seen a government official on the day of the land hand-over. In this 

regard, there seems to be broken institutional frameworks, for instance, beneficiaries are of the 

opinion that if there is an infighting, they rely on the same office that has administered the land 

(Anseeuw and Mathebula, 2008).  
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This was confirmed by the findings of this study as both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities 

complained about poor visibility and availability of government officials. The FGDs in 

Jabulani community cited the change of personnel in local government, citing that “all the time 

we follow up on our case (about the title deed) we will be told that official x is no longer 

working in this department.” Similar experience was observed in Thuthukani community 

where beneficiaries in FGDs indicated that they have lost hope in government structures citing 

“we have wasted the little that we have to try and reach out to the officials, and the distance 

we needed to travel is no longer viable for us.” 

 

Karumbidza (2005) stated that beneficiaries have no bargaining counsels or structures 

accessible to address conflicts amongst themselves. The role of different government structures 

should be clearly identified, not just on paper, but in practice. Beneficiaries explained the 

absence of co-ordination from these entities, as some offices may only be available in 

metropolitan cities, far from their projects, and access to them becomes difficult (Mkhize, 

2014). In this contest, the role of municipalities is fruitless, on paper their obligations are so 

clear, as every municipality would like to lead and manage a community where there are 

economic activities going on. However, officials seem not to care at all, these were some of 

the comments alluded by beneficiaries from the study communities, and this is further 

perpetuated by lack of capacity (Mkhize, 2014). 

 

5.2.8 Lack of Mentorship 

 

Terblanché (2011) defined mentorship as “a structure and series of processes designed to 

create effective mentoring relationships, guide the desired behaviour change of those involved, 

and evaluate the results for other people, the mentors and the organisation with the primary 

purpose of systematically developing the skills and leadership abilities of the less experienced 

members of the organisation”. Currently land reform structures focus on deracialising, without 

taking cognisance of land use planning before land transfer is concluded (Hall, 2007). 

Terblanché, (2011) pronounced mentorship in land reform projects in South Africa as an outcry 

and fundamental need for beneficiaries. Mabuza, (2016) affirmed that mentorship has to be 

provided by government entities, as the extension services provided by the private sector is 

limited. Although this study encouraged formal education, citing that sustainable land use 

management requires skills for financial management, marketing, and human resources 
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management as these are key fundamentals in land management. One could therefore argue 

that given the levels of education of land beneficiaries, as observed in this study, how would it 

be possible for beneficiaries to learn such skills in a rapidly and consistently manner. Hall, 

(2007) advised that land use planning should integrate beneficiary needs, skills, and assets 

assessment prior the hand over. 

 

During focus group discussions, Jabulani community indicated that community engagements 

were conducted, and the land beneficiaries were informed of possible development 

opportunities. This was confirmed by Makhathini, (2017) who indicated that piloted Agri-

villages will ensure shelter and secure tenure, provide sustainable and affordable utility 

services, deal with infrastructure and service access, build community institutions and capacity, 

ensure income enhancement and improved food security. These results are eminent in Jabulani 

community as there is access to domestic services such as water and roads. Furthermore, the 

study observed that at least over 40% of beneficiaries have enjoyed employment in the farm. 

However, the chairperson of Jabulani CPA discouraged the lease agreement terms, citing that 

it gives access to the previous owner to operate the land without any skills transfer taking place. 

Additionally, the none-concluded land ownership and recently expired lease agreement 

between Mondi and Jabulani community, is an opening for many challenges, and what other 

farms has witnessed will soon come to them if no intervention is imposed.  

 

The results in Thuthukani community indicated that land use planning exercise was none-

existent leading to skewed partnership with the neighbouring farmer, which did not yield any 

anticipated results and at the end, the farm is neglected altogether. Thuthukani community 

believes that if the relationship with the neighbouring farmer was strengthened, documented, 

and government played the oversight role, the farm could have strived as they will be learning 

from an experienced tree farmer.  

 

5.3 The availability of ecosystem services 

 

Commercial forest plantations in South Africa, has for many years integrated the principles of 

sustainable forest management, incorporating economic, environmental, and social benefits 

(Environmental Guidelines for Commercial Forestry Plantations in South Africa, 2019).  

Conservation areas in the South African forestry areas context such as grasslands, watercourse 

-wetlands, dams, rivers, Areas of Special Interest (ASI) and indigenous forests falls within 
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environmental management. These areas provide habitat for flora and fauna species 

(particularly declared as endangered), therefore, management prescriptions are well established 

in company policies to ensure forest practises do not temper with these areas, while ensuring 

that the primary product (timber) is obtained for economic benefits (Environmental Guidelines 

for Commercial Forestry Plantations in South Africa, 2019; Makhubele et al., 2022). In the 

same accord, there are Non-Timber Forests Products which communities can freely benefit 

from the forests include crafting materials, medicinal plants, food sources such as mushrooms 

and honey amongst others. This study aimed to understand the extent of availability to these 

services. An acceptable norm is that, after harvesting, community members will collect 

harvesting residues for domestic purposes (firewood, building materials etc.), while the 

grassland areas, referred to as conservation areas, community members are permitted to graze 

livestock (following company regulations to ensure grazing capacity is maintained). 

 

It was established that forest plantations in South Africa is associated and accused of loss of 

biodiversity (Armstrong et al., 1998; DEFF, 2015), major concerns have shifted to water 

scarcity in the country, and predicted droughts which could last for longer periods (Scott et al., 

1998; Pawson et al., 2013). A study done by the South African hydrological research 

programme (SAHRP) confirmed that afforested areas have an impact on water reduction in 

catchments, and a possibility exist for a catchment becoming completely dry. According to 

Richardson (1998), water extinction in catchments could be as a result of planted forest species 

and weeds migrating to conservation areas (undesignated areas) as these have large impacts on 

a wide range of ecosystem properties and functions. The research programme (SAHRP) further 

indicated that the reduction in low runoff in dry season is somewhat greater than the total annual 

runoff. Based on the findings from Scott et al. (1998), one could argue this has been the case 

with Thuthukani community where the community experience dry water tanks during winter 

months. Pawson et al. (2013) commented on the spread of invasive into conservation areas, 

citing that climate change will exacerbate the manifestation of these invasive species, and affect 

biodiversity in the following manner:  

▪ It may facilitate the expansion of existing invasive plants infestation beyond their 

current limits. 

▪  Increasing fuel loads, which will influence wildfire occurrences, and the intensity 

thereof. 

▪ The probability of invasion success will be prominent due to climate change impact. 
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Given the above citation, it is deeply concerning if restored forest plantations are left idling 

without prescribed environmental management being implemented.  

 

5.3.1 Sufficiency in forests products 

 

Zhang et al. (2022) indicated that forest resource management plans are necessary tools to 

create sustainable livelihoods through the provision of goods and services. Similarly, FAO 

(2016) emphasized the need to maintain forest monitoring, citing that monitoring is one of the 

indicators that determines the decline or increase in both planted and indigenous forests around 

the world. The article further articulates that a decline in natural forests and an increase in 

planted forests has been observed around the world. There is a direct link between forest 

depletion, deforestation, and population growth, particularly in rural areas (Fraser, 2017). This 

study proved that South Africa is experiencing a decline in both natural and planted forests as 

further articulated by (Makhubele et al., 2022). 

 

Comparing the two study communities, the results shown that Jabulani community maintained 

the primary product (commercial timber) with respondent having access to ecosystem services 

(i.e., firewood, building material, grazing areas, crafting material, food sources and water). As 

indicated on the example in Annexure 5.1, a group of women meet at the community centre 

every day to construct grass mats to generate extra income. On the other hand, Thuthukani 

community has fully depleted commercial timber, and the only available wood product was 

firewood (selling to local markets) as shown in Annexure 5.2, and building material, which are 

secondary in the forest plantation context. In Thuthukani community, damaged roads hindering 

access were clear signs of poor farm management as highlighted in Annexure 5.2. The results 

further indicated a decline in the NTFP as fewer respondents reported having limited access to 

grazing areas, crafting materials, food sources and water. In FGD, they expressed the water 

rationing (on and off times), citing that, since they have JoJo water tanks, and the water is 

extracted underground using a pump, the scarcity is mostly experienced during winter season. 

Notably, the availability of water in the JoJo tanks was observed during data collection as 

indicated in Annexure 5.3.  

 

The biggest contributor in the reduction of forest products obtained was the issue of wildfires 

in both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities as illustrated in photographs of fire incidences 

in Annexure 5.4 and Annexure 5.5 respectively. Over and above the devastating fire incidences, 
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Jabulani community highlighted the challenge of having no plan in place for re-establishment, 

citing that after harvesting, the Temporarily Unplanted Areas known as TUP (Annexure 5.6) 

remain idling for some time, which potentially will lead to the reduction of raw materials. 

 

5.3.2 Frequency of fire occurrences 

 

Forest fires has been recorded as the most destructive factor of forest plantations in South 

Africa. Makhado and Saidi (2013) referred to the 2007/2008 fires highlighting that in this 

period alone, approximately 77 150 ha of forest plantations was lost to fires, and these fires 

were attributed to harsh change in climatic conditions, pest, and diseases. Xulu et al. (2021) 

further explained that forest fires in South Africa account for 87% of losses in forest 

plantations, and such losses are experienced during the drier season of the year as there is 

sufficient conducive flammable fuels. Similarly, findings of this study clearly revealed that 

fires in both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities’ fires poses a problem during the prescribed 

fire season in the district, which is during the months of May to November. In FGDs, 

participants indicated that they receive frost from May, and thereafter the conditions become 

more favourable for fires. It can therefore be concluded that forest plantations are prone to 

experience fire disasters at some point, and this is not linked to change of land ownership. 

Under good forest management practices, a fire management plan would exist, which 

highlights prescribed (pre-planned) fires that will be conducted to reduce fire risk, every fire 

that occurs in a plantation is recorded and mapped, which Xulu et al. (2021) described as an 

expensive exercise. Most importantly, these communities did not have systems in place to 

record fire occurrences due to lack of available resources. The two study communities over 

emphasized the challenges with fires. During FGDs, both communities confirmed that they did 

not have any firefighting equipment, and that they have to fully depend on neighbours for 

assistance to extinguish fires. 

 

In Jabulani community, clarity was given in group discussions where participants mentioned 

that their neighbour is Mondi group and would often dispatch firefighting resources to them. 

However, they have recently observed that Mondi is willing to assist them to combat fires only 

if the fire is burning adjacent to their property. The chairperson indicated that this could be 

because most of their fires could be linked to arsonist around the community, and it is very 

discouraging if community members cause harm to their own farm. On the same note, 

Thuthukani community is situated between two tree farmers namely Somhlolo Trust and a 
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private farmer Mr van Aardt, which makes access to firefighting assistance difficult. Somhlolo 

Trust is a community Trust, and their resources are often stretched, and the private farmer often 

perceive Thuthukani community as negligent due to past experiences. These dynamics in turn, 

affects the number of products obtainable from the forests, and the distance travelled on obtain 

those products. 

 

5.3.3 Time spent collecting and distance travelled to collect forest products 

 

Semenya and Machete (2019) highlighted that although South Africa has extended electricity 

in rural areas, the majority of households in rural settings heavily rely on firewood for source 

of energy, particularly for cooking. The study further highlighted that in these areas the rate of 

unemployment makes affordability to rely on electricity a challenge. The FAO (2016) has 

established a methodology to estimate the availability of forest products, the study depicts that 

distance travelled to collect forest products is an indicator for availability of that product. In 

this study both Jabulani and Thuthukani communities, respondents travel between zero to five 

(0-5) kilometres. According to Concentric-circles model for distances designed by (Makhubele 

et al, 2022) for forest products collection, a distance between 0 and 5 kilometres is classified 

as an immediate distance, and anything above 5 to 10 Kilometres as a far distance. In reference 

to the assumption by FAO (2016), one can concur that the travelling distance within reach to 

where the beneficiaries live is critical for easy access of resources, particularly with regards to 

the collection of firewood and building materials.  

 

Makhado and Saidi (2013) conducted a study in Gert Sibande Region, in two forest plantations 

namely Roburnia and Jessievale of the South African Forest Companies Limited (SAFCOL), 

the findings indicated that fires in the region occurs throughout the year due to bee-honey 

harvesters, heavy machinery and lightning. Most importantly, the study revealed that high 

percentage of the fires are related to arson activities. This is in line with the findings from both 

Jabulani and Thuthukani communities as they pointed out that fires on their plantations are as 

a result of arsonist. The study from Roburnia plantation further revealed that South African 

forest plantations are prone to uncontrolled wildfires due to available flammable fuels. This 

was echoed Xulu et al. (2021), who indicated that due to change in climatic conditions, pest 

and diseases in the forest sector, wildfires are bound to be prominent. The destruction of forest 

plantations by fires, affect the entire ecosystem to those depending on it including both humans 

and animals. 
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5.3.4 Availability of wild animals 

 

Nolte and Dykzeul (2000) explained that wildlife is a desirable and an integral part of the 

ecosystem. However, these fires should be controlled and monitored so that they do not become 

destructive and become a threat to other fauna species. Bauer (2016) depicts wildlife extinction 

as a worldwide crisis, and further explained that forest plantations in South Africa are not 

helping as they continue to endure uncontrolled wildfires, putting pressure on the ecosystem 

functions. It has been concluded that it is difficult to assess the impact and to quantify wildlife 

extinction without proper management of the species by the landowner (Nolte and Dykzeul, 

2000). This has been the case in the study communities. Both Jabulani and Thuthukani 

communities, although could not quantify the amounts of species seen, but they could detect 

lack of availability of wild animals, that in some way they have been impacted. The function 

and structure of ecosystem is bound to change, exacerbating extinction of wildlife as a result 

of changes caused by climatic change (Bauer, 2016). 

 

As predicted by Swart (2016), the major cause of extinction is a result of poor management of 

natural landscapes. The Environmental Guidelines for Commercial Forestry Plantations in 

South Africa (2019) alluded that everybody who resides or works in plantation forests should 

sight and record animal species observed on a daily basis. This is a necessary excise to retain 

available species for future generations. In Thuthukani community, the beneficiaries quantified 

the sighting of fauna species as highly impacted, indicating that they have not been seeing 

forest animals such as (porcupine or Impala) as in the past. In Jabulani community, the results 

showed that even though the sighting of animals was not highly impacted, it has been somehow 

impacted. There are various debates about keeping animals and the forestry industry alive, this 

context is broad, and further research required. Existing literature has recorded animals within 

forests plantations as damaging agents such as baboons, and top of the list inserts, further down 

to interlopes which are associated with small seedlings damage (Swart, 2016; Phillips, 2012). 

 

5.4 Economic benefits 

 

A study by Makhubele et al. (2022) confirmed the hope of land claimants who had received 

forestry farms, that it would give employment opportunities to youth of the community. The 

same assumptions were echoed by Cousins (2016) and Masoka (2014) suggesting that land 

reform must be a vehicle to improve participation in economic activities so that poverty and 
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livelihoods can also improve. However, de Satgé (2014) and du Toit (2017) alluded that the 

ideology of expecting community farms to function successfully, using an individually owned 

entity strategy for large-scale industrial farming tactics as the root cause collapsing land reform 

programme. A common denominator in Jabulani and Thuthukani communities were low 

educational level of education, where over 40% of the population possess at least a secondary 

school certificate without additional tertiary knowledge. According to Idris et al. (2012) a 

society’s development is directly linked to the level of education of its citizens, education can 

play a role in supporting youths’ development toward a positive sense of ethnic identity. 

 

A distinction was clear from these two communities, where in Jabulani community, at least 

some of respondents indicated having enjoyed access to employment opportunities from the 

project. While an alarming majority of respondents from Thuthukani community have never 

benefited in any economic participation. During the youth focus group discussions, the youth 

in Thuthukani community indicated several issues of concern regarding the farm collapse, 

including lack of mentorship being the major contributing factor. In addition, they indicated 

that the lack of understanding the value of a planted tree and the importance of sustainable 

forestry farming as well as why the rotational harvesting is done. The participants further 

questioned the science behind exotic trees, emphasising on the lack of proper handover and 

constitution terms and conditions which were never followed. As a result, the infighting 

remains a major cause of arson fires, coupled with lawlessness due to government absence to 

oversee the project. 

 

5.5 Social aspect 

 

A re-curing cycle pointed out a decade ago in a seminar funded by the Konrad-Adenauer-

Stiftung (KAS) held at the University of Pretoria to debate ‘Land reform in South Africa: 

Constructive aims and positive outcomes – reflecting on experiences on the way to 2014’ 

concluded that: 

“The tragedy with the story of land reform in South Africa is that the country does not have 

officials in the Department of Land Affairs (DLA) who are capable of turning the legal 

framework, structures, plans and dreams into reality. Rather, their involvement had been 

destructive and has become an important source of conflict, polarisation, frustration, and 

mistrust. I am afraid that the damage done to sensitive rural economies in KwaZulu-Natal, 

Limpopo, Mpumalanga and some areas in Northwest Province is already irreparable.” (de 
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Jager, 2014). These findings above are a true reflection of what the study witnessed in both 

Jabulani and Thuthukani communities, which remains a gap that has not be rectified. The study 

findings showed that both communities have never engaged with the government departments, 

which are very key to the function of forestry land, and the few that engaged with these 

departments are usually the committee structures that are elected as representatives that is, 

Department of Rural Development and Land Reform (DRDLR); Regional Land Claim 

Commission (RLCC); Local Municipality; Department of Environment, Forestry and Fisheries 

(DEFF). 

 

The idea of securing ‘quick wins’ without proper research on the type of land to be restored, 

requirements of post-settlement support and implementation thereof contributes to failure of 

land reform. The Department of Rural Development and Land Reform (DRDLR) in particular, 

do not have Terms of Reference, they casually deal with cases, with no cognisance of forecast 

of potential challenges that may lead to collapse. In cases where research has been conducted, 

the findings will be well documented in policies, but never implemented. Due to the lack of 

capacity to administer specific functions in the public sector, many of these functions are 

outsourced such as land valuation. However, the relevant government departments fail to 

provide oversight, which in turn contributes to the challenges land claimants face (de Satgé, 

2014). Comparing both study communities, it has been observed that Thuthukani community 

never experienced transformation in their lifetime. On the other hand, Jabulani community 

enjoyed improved housing with bigger living and gardens spaces, access to infrastructure, 

water and electricity (Annexure 5.8 to 5.10 and Annexure 5.11 to 5.13) displays photographs 

taken during household’s data collection). The difference is clearly visible that Thuthukani 

community is far left behind, where beneficiaries live in mud houses with limited access to 

municipal services. Let alone, the forestry business aspect in their community has been 

completely abandoned. 

 

5.6 Intervention measures 

 

By identifying the drivers of land abandonment in forestry land reform project, the study 

needed to understand from land claimants their perception on intervention measures required 

to revive the farms. Land reform has exacerbated the need to investigate forestry business 

models which will benefit both the forestry sector and surrounding communities. Hence, in the 

early two thousand, a few scholars were attracted to further investigate forestry models that 
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would create sustainable livelihoods in rural areas. This study anticipated that preferred models 

of partnerships will mimic those cited by (Chirwa et al 2015; Ojwang, 2000; Mamba, 2013; 

Mkhize, 2020) namely: Joint venture; Lease agreement; Resumption lease; Plantation 

management plan; Total package; Funded purchase of trees; Conventional lease; Sale and lease 

back; Business model; Outgrowers scheme; Project grow; Management assistant plan and 

Timber supply agreement. These are tried and tested and are used by the forestry companies 

such as Sappi, Mondi and Safcol. The studies further cited that even though the state (DFFE) 

has slowly moved away from land ownership to regulatory and advisory role, it still has the 

role to create an enabling environment that attracts private investment through establishing 

legal frameworks for development such as clarity in property rights, economic, political, and 

social rights (Mkhize, 2020). The predetermined forest-based management approaches 

presented to beneficiaries to choose from include households plot allocation; partnerships 

(Joint venture, PPP, strategic); participatory forest management; agroforestry and lease back to 

previous owner. 

 

5.6.1 Households plot allocation versus collective land ownership 

 

Both study communities, Jabulani and Thuthukani communities preferred group ownership as 

opposed to household’s plot allocation. Mkhize (2014) identified group farm ownership and 

management as one of the drivers that led to the collapse of land reform in South Africa. This 

has mainly been due to mis-matched approach, where poor communities are expected to strive 

using individual owned farm’ strategies. However, a number of studies (Mahlangu, 2015; 

Robles and Veltmeyer, 2015; Kamwi et al., 2020) made emphasis that group ownership model 

has proven to be successful around the world, therefore cannot be dismissed, as confirmed by 

this study, that group ownership remains the preferred model. In the words of Islam et al. (2019) 

“In response, the concept of co-management has evolved as one of the most viable options for 

both poverty reduction, local level economic development and biodiversity conservation, and 

also recognizes the importance of the inclusion of local communities along with government”. 

 

5.6.2 Participatory Forest Management (PFM) 

 

Participatory Forest Management (PFM) refers to full participation of community members for 

forestry farm management, for them to experience commercial timber production, while also 

enjoying the rights to diversify land uses, and obtain ecosystem services obtainable within a 
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forest space (Ameha et al., 2013). Schreckenberg (2006) adds that PFM enhance community 

led-sustainable forest management, shared value with state departments, and forest agencies 

concerning access of land and the use of forest resources (Holmes, 2007). This is exactly what 

land reform for forestry farms aims to achieve in South Africa, to give land claimants full forest 

property rights for decision making, and the capacity of communities to establish viable 

working terms through their constitution. It is therefore not a surprise that the study discovered 

that both Jabulani and Thuthukani supported Participatory Forest Management as a tool to 

achieve sustainable results. One of the most successful stories captured by South Africa 

Forestry Magazine is that of Mabandla Community Trust in uMzimkhulu-South of Kwa-Zulu 

Natal. In an article published in June 2008, the author recites the story as follows: 

“This plantation is like our own goldmine," he told me with obvious pride. "There was nothing 

here before but now we have work for our people. The Mabandla forestry operation provides 

jobs for around 70 people involved in harvesting and another 30 in silviculture and fire 

protection. These jobs are seasonal, and last for about eight months in the year. A core of eight 

to 10 people is employed full-time. 

The first thing that one notices on entering the estate is that the compartments and access roads 

have been well planned, and the riparian zones are clear of alien vegetation. The 

infrastructure, legal structures and human resources capacity that has been built up for the 

forestry projects will be used as a platform for developing a range of diverse business 

enterprises for the benefit of the community. Projects that are being considered include 

commercial farming ventures, poultry, honey production, eco-tourism and the collection and 

sale of thatching grass. The communities involved in these projects have a long-term vision 

that hinges on the success of the forestry enterprises”. Noteworthy, the understanding of land 

claimants is that forest plantations are relevant to communities, if they can extract resources 

and benefit from them leading from the poverty to wealth (Holmes, 2007). 

  

5.6.3 Strategic Partnerships (Joint venture, PPP, strategic) 

 

Any form of partnerships requires a high set of skills particularly financial and entrepreneurial 

skills (Tshidzumba et al., 2018), which is the most missing puzzle in these two communities. 

Hence, Mokwena et al. (2020) suggested that the eminent failure of land reform presents an 

opportunity for all South Africans to collaborate and become a solution, partnership is expected 

from the private sectors, individuals (experts), academics and the public sector to collaborate 
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and contribute meaningful to the land reform imperative. A clear challenge that has to be 

addressed is enhancing property rights to land beneficiaries and sustaining productivity with 

secure marketing and improving beneficiation models (Mokwena et al., 2020). 

 

The results of this study corresponded with findings from Mamba (2013) where respondents 

highly preferred partnerships (e.g.,) for effective forestry farm management as opposed to lease 

back model. During Focus Group Discussions, what came out strongly was the fear of losing 

the very own asset (land), which the communities have struggled to secure in the first place. 

Participants described the fear of lease back to previous owners as a set up for failure, this is 

highlighted in a study by Tshidzumba et al. (2018) as lease arrangements comes with contracts, 

predetermined terms, and conditions without prior participation of community members, and 

Karumbidza (2005) described such as skewed deals. Mokwena et al. (2020) cited this fear as 

“The affected communities understand the issue of land because they are the ones who bear 

the brunt of poverty and inequality as a result of landlessness, but they have less understanding 

of the real causes of their fate”. 

 

5.6.4 Agroforestry 

 

Zerihun (2020) described Agroforestry as an innovation to promote rural livelihoods through 

incorporating both trees and agricultural activities in one landscape, without having to 

compromise trees for food. It is, therefore, not a surprise that both Jabulani and Thuthukani 

communities preferred Agroforestry as a mechanism to sustainable land management. In 

Jabulani community, they indicated that when the new settlement (Agri-village) was 

established, every household was allocated enough extra land for vegetable gardens. 

Furthermore, they maintain their firebreaks well, and their livestock benefit freely from grazing 

areas. In a nutshell, land beneficiaries see value in multiple land use systems. On the same 

breath, Thuthukani cited similar opinions about Agroforestry, indicating that combining 

agriculture and forestry reduces the pressure from the need to clear trees to make room for 

agricultural crops. However, even with such enthusiasm about agroforestry, Thuthukani 

community over emphasised the lack of sufficient resources to control livestock as a 

disadvantage. They indicated to never understand the grazing capacities of available pastures, 

and they have close by communities roaming livestock grazing on their property, and this is an 

area of concern. Over and above these findings, a gap still exists between available data and 
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the benefits from agroforestry strategies, as (Zerihun, 2020) suggest that stable farmers regard 

agroforestry as an obstruction. 

  

5.7 Chapter Summary 

 

This chapter discussed the results presented in chapter 4 and further provided supporting 

literature on the findings of the study. Household’s characteristics with regards to their socio-

economic were discussed including the eight predetermined drivers of land abandonment. The 

availability of ecosystem services and the impacts of poorly managed farm, in terms of habitat 

for animals and the occurrence of wildfires were discussed. Economic benefits in a form of 

employment, business opportunities and skills development were thoroughly perused. Lastly 

intervention measures to revive the management of the farms were deliberated. 
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CHAPTER 6 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

6.1 Introduction  

 

This study was conducted to assess drivers of land abandonment in forestry land reform 

projects in Gert Sibande District, with an objective to investigate the long-term effects of 

abandonment of forestry land focusing on three-pronged approach: economic, environment and 

social aspects of rural communities, with the intention to derive possible intervention measures 

in order for these farms to be functional again. Household survey and focus group discussions 

were used methods for data collection, as the study was both investigative and descriptive in 

nature. This last chapter summarises the deliberations of findings and thereafter 

recommendations are stipulated. 

 

6.2 Drivers influencing land abandonment 

 

The study evaluated eight possible drivers of land abandonment including lack of benefit 

sharing; elitism; lack of transparency; Infighting; lack of funding; lack of expertise; lack of 

evaluation and monitoring and lack of mentoring. The findings of this study confirmed that all 

these drivers were possible factors contributing to land management failure with lack of benefit 

sharing being the most leading factor. It is important to note that these factors are interlinked 

and addressing one driver could result in the alignment of the other factors. For example, the 

lack of evaluation and monitoring, which entails oversight by government, could eliminate all 

the other factors. Most importantly, timeous provision of post settlement support from 

government could improvement the land management situation.   

 

6.3 The role of forestry in South Africa: three-pronged approach 

 

The triple bottom line that is: economic, environmental, and social aspect were thoroughly 

evaluated. The South African Land reform policy states clearly that improving livelihoods is 

at the forefront, through land restitution, redistribution, and tenure. As such, it was anticipated 

that employment opportunities for beneficiaries who have claimed land will improve, and by 

making land available to the landless will enhance environmental conservation, and social life 

of society will improve. This study has discovered that employment and business opportunities 

has not materialised, and this has been due to poor land administration techniques, institutional 
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capacity and land reform policies that have not been implemented appropriately. Beneficiaries 

in the study communities had no choice but to abandon the land or either resolve to secondary 

benefits such a firewood, charcoal and building material. This has a great influence on 

environmental degradation, as the study findings recorded the depletion of ecosystem services 

due to non-functional forest plantations. 

 

The study findings revealed the significance of partnerships, as demonstrated by Jabulani 

community, where Mondi group (previous landowner) and government worked together to 

establish an Agri-village which in turn improved the lives of beneficiaries through adequate 

land stands and access to basic services such as water and roads. To avoid eminent collapse or 

abandonment of forestry business component in Jabulani community, interventions including 

partnership with previous landowner and post-settlement support efforts from government 

should be prioritized. Notably, Thuthukani community encountered complete forestry land use 

abandonment of which directly had an impact on business (income generation) and 

employment opportunities for the beneficiaries. Furthermore, Thuthukani community suffered 

unavailability of ecosystem service due to significant loss of forest products (timber, food 

source, crafting materials), wild animals and shortage of water supply.  

 

6.4 Intervention measures 

 

The study established that participatory forest managements, strategic partnerships and 

Agroforestry are preferred management tools for forest plantations restore land. The study 

could further confirm that part of failure on these farms is caused by the lack of management 

tools as listed. Strategic partnerships will unlock opportunities for fair and stable markets, 

capacity development, and mentorship, which could solve the business aspect of the farm. 

Community cohesion can be strengthened through participatory forest management, which 

may deal with a number of social ills such as unemployment and the rate of crime. Furthermore, 

the study confirmed that communities resonate better with food, and/or short rotation crops, 

especially because rural communities have been reliant on subsistence farming for decades, 

therefore incorporating agriculture with forestry will be crucial.  

 

6.5 Recommendations 

 

It is important that these land abandonment drivers should be considered by government before 

or when returning the land back to the land claimants. Furthermore, mutual approach to 
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empower land claimants through timely provisioning of the post-settlement support should be 

prioritized. Most importantly, it would be critical to incorporate the post-settlement support 

mechanisms as compulsory requirement for settling the claims before returning the land back 

to the community. Poor integration between key role players in government entities is a 

contributor to failing forestry projects, and such should be addressed. Land transfer process 

should be intertwined with an appointment of a strategic partner to fulfil the mentorship role, 

thereafter financial grant can be released. The government has to make provision of officers 

who will overlook the project and ensure that the constitution designed for the CPA is being 

followed. To ensure restored community forestry land use and business strive, it would be 

paramount that the private sector opens up market opportunities to the community 

beneficiaries. Additionally, considering the sense of fatigue and helplessness observed from 

forestry land beneficiaries, it would be critical that beneficiaries are provided with the support 

from government entities such as the Department of Forestry, Fisheries and Environment to 

negotiate and forge mutual partnerships with the private sector with clear benefit sharing 

mechanisms. 

  



61 

 

REFFERENCES 

 

. 

Aliber, M. and Maluleka. 2010. The role of “black capital” in revitalising land reform in 

Limpopo, South Africa. Institute for Poverty, Land and Agrarian Studies (PLAAS), 

University of the Western Cape, 14:1-22. 

 

Alvi, M. 2016. A Manual for Selecting Sampling Techniques in Research: University of 

Karachi, Karachi, Pakistan. 

 

Ameha, A. Nielsen, O.J and Larsen, H.O. 2013. Impacts of access and benefit sharing on 

livelihoods and forest: Case of participatory forest management in Ethiopia. Ecological 

Economics, 97: 162–171. 

 

Andrews, L., Higgins, A., Andrews, M.W & Lalor, J.G. 2012. Classic grounded theory to 

analyse secondary data: Reality and reflections. Current issue, 11 (1), pp.1-6. 

 

Anseeuw, W. and Mathebula, N. 2008. Land Reform and Development: Evaluating South 

Africa’s Restitution and Redistribution Programmes. University of Pretoria. 

 

Arain, M., Campbell, M. J., Cooper, C.L & Lancaster, G.A. 2010. What is a pilot or feasibility 

study? A review of current practice and editorial policy. BMC Medical Research 

Methodology, 10:67. 

 

Armstrong, A.J. Benn, G. Bowland, A.E. Goodman, P.S. Johnson, D.N. Maddock, A.H. Scott-

shaw, C.R. 1998. Plantation Forestry in South Africa and its Impact on Biodiversity 

Article in Southern African Forestry Journal. September 2010 DOI: 

10.1080/10295925.1998.9631191. 

 

Azevedo, D. 2019. "Precision Agriculture and the Smart Village Concept", Visvizi, A., Lytras, 

M.D. and Mudri, G. (Ed.) Smart Villages in the EU and Beyond (Emerald Studies in 

Politics and Technology), Emerald Publishing Limited, Bingley, pp. 83-97. DOI: 

10.1108/978-1-78769-845-120191007.   

 



62 

 

Barnes, A., Bright, M., Gaskin, E and Strain, W., 2007. Addressing social and environmental 

problems with payments for ecosystem services in South Africa. Working for Water. 

Columbia University. 

 

Bartz, R. and Kowarik, I. 2019. Assessing the environmental impacts of invasive alien plants: 

A review of assessment approaches, Technishe, Universität Berlin, 43: 69-99. 

   

Bauer, J. (2016). How Environmental and Societal Changes Affect Wildlife in the Tropics. In: 

Pancel, L., Köhl, M. (eds) Tropical Forestry Handbook. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-54601-3_173. 

 

Bester, J.J. 2005.  Moving forward with woodlands – the progress and Process of giving effect 

to the mandate of the Department of water affairs & forestry. Forestry policy & strategy, 

department of water affairs & forestry, Pretoria. 

Bhandari, P. K. C. Bhusal, P. Chhetri, B.B.K. and Upadhyaya, C.P. 2019. Looking women 

seriously: what makes differences for women participation in community forestry? 

Banko Janakari, 28: 13-22.  

 

Bhattacherjee, A. 2012. Social Science Research: Principles, Methods, and Practices. 

Textbooks Collection. 3. University of South Florida. 

 

Binswanger-Mkhize, H.P. 2014. From failure to success in South African land reform. African 

Journal of Agricultural and Resource Economics. Department of Agricultural 

Economics, Extension and Rural Development, University of Pretoria, Pretoria, South 

Africa. Vol 9, No 4. 253-269. 

 

Birkinshaw, J. and Cable, D. 2017. The dark side of transparency. [Online].  Available at: 

http://www.mckinsey.com/capabilities/people-and-organizational-performance/our-

insight/the-dark-side-of-transparancy. [2022, December 01]. 

 

Britannica Dictionary, 2023. Elitism. Available at: 

https://www.britannica.com/dictionary/elitist.  

 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-54601-3_173
https://www.britannica.com/dictionary/elitist


63 

 

Busetto, L. Wick, W. and Gumbinger, C, 2020. How to use and assess qualitative research 

methods. Neurological Research and Practice, 14:1-8. 

 

Cambridge Dictionary, 2023. Elitism. Available at: 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/elitism. 

 

Cernea, M.M. 2008. Compensation and benefit sharing: Why resettlement policies and 

practices must be reformed. Water Science and Engineering, 1: 89–120.  

 

Chirwa, P.W.  Mamba, S. Manda. S.O.M, Babalola F.D, 2015. Assessment of settlement 

models for engagement of communities in forest land under claim in Jessievale and 

Roburnia communities in Mpumalanga, South Africa. Land Use Policy 46 (2015) 65–

74. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.01.021. 

 

 

Clarke, J. 2006.  Trends in forest ownership, forest resources tenure and institutional 

arrangements are they contributing to better forest management and a case study from 

South Africa. Academia.edu. 

 

Cousins, 2016. Land reform in South Africa is sinking. Can it be saved? PLAAS Policy Brief 

34 (Cape Town, 2016). 

 

Creswell, J.W. 204. Research design: qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods approach. 

SAGE Publications. 4TH Edition. Available at: us.sagepub.com>nam>book237357. 

 

Darkoh, M.B.K., 2009. An overview of environmental issues in Southern Africa. Article in 

African Journal of Ecology. Afr. J. Ecol., 47 (Suppl. 1), 93–98. DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-

2028.2008. 01054.x. 

 

Davis, N. 2020. Personal communication. 11 February. Pretoria. 

 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/elitism
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.01.021


64 

 

de Jager, T. 2009. Land Reform in South Africa: Constructive Aims and Positive Outcomes: 

Reflecting on Experiences on the Way to 2014. Roode Vallei Country Lodge, Pretoria 

South Africa. Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung Seminar Report No. 20. Johannesburg. 

 

de Satgé, R. 2014. Dispossession and redress the challenges of land reform. A think piece 

reflecting on past, present and future trajectories in South Africa, 3: 3-33. 

 

Department of Land Affairs, 1997. The White Paper on South African Land Policy 1997. 

Pretoria, South Africa.  

Department of Rural Development and Land Reform. 2017. Communal Property Associations 

Annual Report. 2017/18. Pretoria: Government printer. 

 

Department of Water Affairs and Forestry. [Online]. 2005. Compliance and enforcement 

policy. Available at: 

http://www.daff.gov.za/doaDev/sideMenu/ForestryWeb/dwaf/cmsdocs/414. [2020. 

April 30]. 

 

DFFE, 2015. Biodiversity and ecosystem health. Chapter 7: 106-128. Available at: 

https://www.dffe.gov.za/sites/default/files/reports/environmentoutlook_chapter7.pdf. 

 

Dieden, S. 2004. Households Incomes, Income Sources and Geography in South Africa. 

University of Gothenburg. Development Policy Research Unit of Working Paper 04/90. 

ISBN 1-920055-07-X. 

 

du Toit, A. 2017. Explaining the Persistence of Rural Poverty in South Africa. Institute for 

Poverty, Land and Agrarian Studies. University of the Western Cape. South Africa. 

 

Dunn, D.S. 2010. The practical research. United Kingdom: Wiley-Blackwell. 

 

Duraiappah, A.K. 1998. Poverty and Environmental Degradation: A Review and Analysis of 

the Nexus. Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam, The Netherlands. 

 

Education at a Glance, 2019. OECD indicators, OECD Publishing, Paris. [Online]. 2019. 

Available at: https://doi.org/10.1787/19991487. [2022, November 23]. 

https://www.dffe.gov.za/sites/default/files/reports/environmentoutlook_chapter7.pdf


65 

 

 

Environmental Guidelines for Commercial Forestry Plantations in South Africa. 2019. The 

2019 edition (Revision 3) includes updates in information, guidelines, and legal 

requirements. 

 

Etikan, I. (2016). Comparison of Convenience Sampling and Purposive Sampling. American 

Journal of Theoretical and Applied Statistics, 5, 1-4. 

https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ajtas.20160501.11. 

 

FAO, 2002. Annotated bibliography on environmental, social, and economic impacts of 

Eucalypts (Spanish Version), Forest Plantations Working Papers, Working Paper 17 

(S). 

 

FAO, 2015. Southern Africa’s forests and people investing in a Sustainable future. Successes, 

challenges and ways forward. World Forest congress XIV. 

 

FAO, 2016. Global forest resources assessment 2015. How are the world’s forests changing? 

Second edition. Rome, 2016. 

 

Fraser, B. 2017. Why do forest products become less available? [Online]. 2017. Available at: 

https://forestsnews.cifor.org/48468/why-do-forest-products-become-less-

available?fnl=en. [2022, December 03]. 

 

Gao, R. 2013. Statistical Analysis of Correlated Ordinal Data: Application to Cluster 

Randomization Trials. Electronic Thesis and Dissertation Repository. Paper1696. 

Available at: https://ir.lib.uwo.ca/etd/1696. [2019, April 5]. 

 

Garcia-Chevesich, P. Valdes-Pineda, R. Neary, D. and Pizarro, R. 2015. Using rainwater 

harvesting techniques for firefighting in forest plantations. Journal of Tropical Forest 

Science, 27(1): 1–2. 

 

Gert Sibande District Municipality Report, 2016. Rural Development Plan. Available at: 

https://www.gsibande.gov.za. 

 

https://doi.org/10.11648/j.ajtas.20160501.11
https://ir.lib.uwo.ca/etd/1696
https://www.gsibande.gov.za/


66 

 

Gill, P. Stewart, K. Treasure, E. and Chadwick, B. 2014. Methods of data collection in 

qualitative research: interviews and focus groups. British dental journal official journal 

of the British Dental Association, 204: 291-295. 

 

Google maps, 2018. South Africa’s Provinces. Available at: 

https://www.southafrica.to/provinces/provinces.php. 

 

Grundy, I and Rachel Wynberg, R., 2001. Integration of Biodiversity into National Forest 

Planning Programmes: The case of South Africa. 

 

Hall, R. 2007. The Impact of Land Restitution and Land Reform on Livelihoods: School of 

Government. Published by the Programme for Land and Agrarian Studies Report No. 

32. University of the Western Cape. ISBN: 978-1-86808-677-1. 

 

Hameed, H. 2020. Quantitative and qualitative research methods: Considerations and issues in 

qualitative research. DOI: 10.13140/RG.2.2.36026.82883.  

 

Hanna, K.T and Wigmore, I., (2022). What is transparency? [Online]. 2022. Available at: 

https://www.techtarget.com/whatis/definition/transparency. [2022, December 01]. 

 

Hans, P. and Mkhize B, 2014. From failure to success in South African land reform. African 

Journal of Agricultural and Resource Economics, 9: 253-269. 

 

Hart, T.G. 2012. How rural land reform policy translates into benefits, Development Southern   

Africa, 29:4, 563-573, DOI: 10.1080/0376835X.2012.715442.  

 

Holmes, T.N.2007. Contribution of the Participatory Forest Management (PFM) intervention 

to the Socio-economic development in the Southern Cape Forests: A retrospective 

approach. University of Stellenbosch. 

 

Hosegood, V. Benzler, J. and Solarsh, G.C. 2005. Population mobility and household dynamics 

in rural South Africa: implications for demographic and health research. Southern 

African Journal of Demography, December 2005, 10: 43-68. 

 

https://www.southafrica.to/provinces/provinces.php


67 

 

Idris, F. Hassan, Z. Ya’acob, A. Gill, S.K. and Awal, N.A.M. 2012. The role of education in 

shaping youth’s national identity. Procedia - Social and Behavioural Sciences 59, 443 

– 450. 

 

Jagger, P. Cheek J. Z. Miller, D. Ryan, C. Shyamsundar, P. Sills, E. 2022. The Role of Forests 

and Trees in Poverty Dynamics. Forest Policy and Economics 140 (2022) 102750. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2022.102750. 

 

Jarstad, A. 2020. Peace, Development, and the Unresolved Land Issue in South Africa. Journal 

of Peacebuilding & Development 2021, 16(1): 107-111. 

 

Jele, Z. 2012. The contribution of small-scale timber farming in enhancing sustainable 

livelihood at Sokhulu. University of South Africa. 

 

Kamwi, J.M. Endjalaa, J. and Nguza, S. 2020. Dependency of rural communities on non-timber 

forest products in the dry lands of southern Africa: A case of Mukwe Constituency, 

Kavango East Region, Namibia. [Online]. 2020. Available at: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tfp.2020.100022. [2020 August 4]. 

 

Karumbidza, J.B. 2005. A study of Social and Economic Impacts of Industrial tree plantations 

in the KwaZulu-Natal Province of South Africa. University of KwaZulu Natal. 

ISBN:9974-7969-3-8. 

 

Kepe, T. and Hall, R. 2016. Land Redistribution in South Africa. Commissioned report for 

High Level Panel on the assessment of key legislation and the acceleration of 

fundamental change, an initiative of the Parliament of South Africa.  

 

Khapayi, M. and Celliers, P. R. 2016. Factors limiting and preventing emerging farmers to 

progress to commercial agricultural farming in the King William’s Town area of the 

Eastern Cape province, South Africa, 44: 25-41.  

 

Kollamparambil, U. & Etinzock, M.N. 2019. ‘Subjective well-being impact of old age pension 

in South Africa: A difference in difference analysis across the gender divide’, South 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2022.102750


68 

 

African Journal of Economic and Management Sciences 22(1), a2996. 

https://doi.org/10. 4102/sajems. v22i1.2996. 

 

Labaree, R. V. 2009. Organizing Your Social Sciences Research Paper: Qualitative Methods: 

University of Southern California. 

 

Lahiff, E. 2001. Land Reform in South Africa: Is it Meeting the Challenge? Policy Brief: 

Debating Land Reform and Rural Development, No. 1; Programme for Land and 

Agrarian Studies, University of the Western Cape. 

 

Landau, S. & Everitt, B.S. 2004. A handbook of statistical analyses using SPSS / Sabine, ISBN 

1-58488-369-3 [2019 June 03]. 

 

Ledger, T. 2017. Tips Report for the Department of Trade and Industry. Case study on the 

forestry regional value chain in Southern Africa: South Africa, Mozambique, and 

Tanzania. Trade & Industrial Policy Strategies. 

 

Leone, M.,2013. Women as Decision Makers in Community Forest Management: Evidence 

from Nepal. October 28, 2013. University of Sussex, Brighton, UK. 

 

Lune H, Berg BL. 2017. Qualitative research methods for the social sciences. UK: Pearson. 

 

Mabuza, N.N. 2016. Socio-economic impact of land reform projects benefiting from the 

Recapitalisation and Development Programme in South Africa. Department of 

Agricultural Economics, Extension and Rural Development Faculty of Natural and 

Agricultural Sciences University of Pretoria. 

 

Mahesh, C. 2012.  Social Research Methods. Department of Sociology Zamorians 

Gurvayurappan: College Calicut. 

 

Mahlangu, I.M. 2015. Small scale timber farming in Entembeni Community –exploring 

sustainability and possibilities for leisure and tourism. African Journal of Hospitality, 

Tourism and Leisure Vol. 4(1) - (2015). 

 



69 

 

Makhado, R.A. and Saidi, A.T. 2013. Disaster risk assessment at Roburnia Plantation, 

Mpumalanga, South Africa, Jàmbá: Journal of Disaster Risk Studies 5(1), Article, 

No.64, 6 pages. 

 

Makhathini, M. 2017. Partnering for Sustainable Change in Mkhondo Local Municipality: The 

Mondi /Mkhondo /GIZ partnership.  National Local Economic Development 

Conference. Pretoria. 

 

Makhubele, L. Chirwa, P.  and Araia, M. 2022 The influence of forest proximity to harvesting 

and use of provisioning ecosystem services from tree species in traditional agroforestry 

landscapes. International journal of sustainable development & world ecology 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2022.2107104. 

 

Makhubele, L. Tshidzumba, R. and Chirwa, P. 2022. What benefit-sharing mechanisms can 

help forestry-based land restitution beneficiaries in South Africa? The case of Limpopo 

province forestry projects, Forests, Trees and Livelihoods, DOI: 

10.1080/14728028.2022.208973. 

 

Maluleke. G.L., 2018. Rethinking protected area co-management in the Makuleke region, 

South Africa. Stellenbosch University. 

 

Mamba, S. 2013. Evaluation of forestry models for future settlement of forestry plantations 

under land claims: the case of Jessievale and Roburnia forest plantations in 

Mpumalanga, University of Pretoria. Pretoria. 

 

Manenzhe, T. D., Zwane E. M. & van Niekerk, J. A. 2016. Factors Affecting Sustainability of 

Land Reform Projects in Ehlanzeni District Mpumalanga Province, South Africa.  S. 

Afr. J. Agric. Ext.  Vol. 44, No. 2, 2016: 30 – 41.  

Manti, S., and Licari A, 2018. How to obtain informed consent for research. Breathe, 14: 145–

152. 

 

Marvasti, A. 2004. Qualitative Research in Sociology. SAGE Publications. Available at: 

uk.sagepub.com>eur>book224943. 

 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2022.2107104


70 

 

Masoka, N.S. 2014. Post-settlement land reform challenges: The case of the Department of 

Agriculture, Rural Development and Land Administration, Mpumalanga Province. 

North-West University. 

 

Mathiba, G. 2021. Corruption in land administration and governance: A hurdle to transitional 

justice in post-apartheid South Africa? Volume 42, Issue 3. 

 

Mcleod, S. 2023. Likert Scale Questionnaire: Examples & Analysis.  Educator, Researcher. 

BSc (Hons) Psychology, MRes, PhD, University of Manchester. 

 

Mkhize, N. 2015. Jabulani: A homely jungle with a view. [Online]. 2013. Available at:  

https://www.vukuzenzele.gov.za/jabulani-homely-jungle-view. [2015, August 20]. 

 

Mkhize, N. 2020. Opportunities and Challenges for stakeholders of land reform in forestry. 

DOI - 10.13140/RG.2.2.24068.48004. 

 

Moabelo, K.E. 2007. The Land Claims Process in Limpopo Province:  A Case Study of the 

Makotopong Community, South Africa. Faculty of Natural and Agricultural Sciences. 

University of Pretoria. 

 

Moeng, J.K. 2011. Land Reform Policies to Promote Women’s Sustainable Development in 

South Africa. University of Pretoria. 

 

Mokwena, RJ. Motsepe, LL. Maluleke, W. & Shandu, S.N. 2020. A study of land restitution 

to rural communities in South Africa: an analysis of traditional leaders perceptive. 

Gender & Behaviour, 18(3), December 2020, ISSN: 1596-9231. 

 

Mondi group, 2022. Creating Thriving communities in South Africa: [Online]. 2022. Available 

at: https://www.mondigroup.com/en/sustainability/action/2021/relationships-with-

communities/south-africa/creating-thriving-communities-in-south-africa/. [2022, 

March 16]. 

 

Morgan, D. W and Krejcie, R.V., 1970.Determining Sample Size for Research Activities. 

Educational and Psychological Measurement. 1970, 30, 607-610. 



71 

 

 

Mubecua, M.A. Mbatha, M.W. Mpanza, S.E. and Tembe, S.K. 2020. Conflict and Corruption: 

Land Expropriation without Compensation in South Africa. African Journal of Peace 

and Conflict Studies, 9: 61-76. 

 

Nolte, D. L. & Dykzeul, M. 2000. Wildlife impacts on forest resources. Human Conflicts with 

Wildlife: Economic Considerations, 20: 163-168. 

 

Noordzij, M. Dekker, F.W. Zoccali, C. Jager, K.J.,2011.  Sample Size Calculations. Nephron 

Clin Pract 2011;118:c319–c323. DOI: 10.1159/000322830. 

 

Ntuli, T. 2012. Research report on Agri-village projects: Case study of projects in KwaZulu-

Natal relating to human settlements. 2 April 2012. 

 

Nxezi, T. W. 2015.  Socio-Economic Impact of Land Restitution in the Ehlanzeni District, 

Mpumalanga. Department of Public and development management. Wits Graduate 

School of Business. 

 

Ojwang, A. 2000. Community-company Partnerships in Forestry in South Africa: An 

examination of trends. Instruments for sustainable private sector forestry, South Africa 

series. International Institute for Environment and Development and CSIR-

Environment, London and Pretoria. 

 

Othusitse, B., 1997. An evaluation of small-scale forestry in the Kwa Mbonambi region of 

KwaZulu-Natal. Pietermaritzburg. 

 

Padmanaba, M and Richard T. Corlett, R.T., 2014.  Minimizing Risks of Invasive Alien Plant 

Species in Tropical Production Forest Management. Forests 2014, 5, 1982-1998; 

doi:10.3390/f5081982. 

  

Pawson, S. M. Brin, Brockerhoff, E. G. Lamb, D. Payn, T. W. Paquette, A. and Parrotta, J.A. 

2013. Plantation forests, climate change and biodiversity. Article in Biodiversity and 

Conservation. DOI: 10.1007/s10531-013-0458-8. 

 



72 

 

Phillips, L. 2012. Keeping animals and the forestry industry alive. Farmer’s weekly. Available 

at: https://www.farmersweekly.co.za/bottomline/keeping-animals-and-the-forestry-

industry-alive/. 

 

Pokwana, S. 2019. Evaluating the potential of introducing multipurpose tree species in the rural 

landscapes of Weza, Ugu District Municipality, KwaZulu-Natal, South Africa. 

University of Pretoria. Pretoria, South Africa. 

 

Poona, N. 2008.  Invasive alien plant species in South Africa: impacts and management 

options. Published Online:1 Jan 2008. Volume 15, Issue 1 Jan 2008. 

 

Rabiee, F. 2014. Focus-group interview and data analysis. Proceedings of the Nutrition 

Society 63, 655–660. DOI:10.1079/PNS2004399.  

Ranchod, V., 2004. Land reform in South Africa: A general overview and critique. University 

of KwaZulu Natal. 

 

Richardson, D.M. 1998. Forestry trees as invasive aliens. Institute for Plant Conservation, 

Botany Department, University of Cape Town, Rondebosch 7701, South Africa. 

Conservation Biology, Vol.12, No. 1, pp 18–26. 

 

Ritchie, J., Lewis, J., Nicholls, C. M & Ormston, R. 2013. Qualitative research practice: a guide 

for social science students and researchers. SAGE Publications. Available at 

uk.sagepub.com>eur>book237434. 

 

Robertson, S.R., 2018.  The role of plantation forestry for promoting sustainability in South 

Africa, challenges and ways forward. Trade & industrial policy strategies. TIPS, 

Pretoria. 

 

Robles, W. and Veltmeyer, H. 2015.   The politics of agrarian reform in Brazil: The Landless 

Rural Workers Movement. New York, NY: Palgrave MacMillan. 

 

Rugege, S. 2004. Land reform in South Africa: An overview. 32 Int’l J. Legal Info. 283 (2004). 

 

https://www.farmersweekly.co.za/bottomline/keeping-animals-and-the-forestry-industry-alive/
https://www.farmersweekly.co.za/bottomline/keeping-animals-and-the-forestry-industry-alive/


73 

 

Rusenga, C. 2022. Rethinking land reform and its contribution to livelihoods in South 

Africa. Africa Review, 14(2): 125-150.  

 

Salkind, P.H. 2011. Exploring research Introducing Inferential Statistics. 

Schreckenberg, K. Luttrell, C. and Moss, C. 2006. Forest Policy and Environment Programme: 

Grey Literature. Participatory Forest Management: An overview.   

 

Scott, D.F. Le Maitre, D.C. and Fairbanks, D.H.K. 1998. Forestry and streamflow reductions 

in South Africa: A reference system for assessing extent and distribution. Water SA, 

July 199, Vol. 24, No.3, ISSN 0378-4738. 

 

Semenya, K. and Machete, F. 2019. Factors that influence firewood use among electrified 

Bapedi households of Senwabarwana Villages, South Africa. African Journal of 

Science, Technology, Innovation and Development, 11(6):719-729. 

 

Sibisi, N.B., 2015. Agricultural Extension and Post-Settlement Support of Land Reform 

Beneficiaries in South Africa: The Case of Ixopo in the Province of KwaZulu-Natal.  

University of KwaZulu-Natal. 

 

Simon C, Belyakov A.O and Feichtinger G, 2012. Minimizing the dependency ratio in a 

population with below replacement fertility through immigration. Theoretical 

population biology, 82 (3), pp.158–169. 

 

Simon, M.K. 2011. Dissertation and scholarly research: recipes for success. Seattle, WA: 

Dissertation success, LLC. 

 

Soman, D. and Anitha, V. 2020. Community dependence on the natural resources of 

Parambikulam Tiger Reserve, Kerala, India. [Online]. 2020. Available at: 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tfp.2020.100014 [2020, July 5]. 

 

South Africa. 1997. White Paper on South African Land Policy. Pretoria: Department of Land 

Affairs. 



74 

 

South African Government. 2012. [Online]. Forestry. http://www.gov.za/about-sa/forestry. 

[2019 June 03]. 

 

Statics South Africa 2016.  Community Survey 2016 in Brief. Report 03-01-06. Statistics South 

Africa. [accessed 2022 September 14]. http://cs2016.statssa.gov.za/wp-content 

/uploads/2016/07/NT-30-06-2016-RELEASE-for-CS-2016-_ Statistical-releas_1-

July-2016.pdf. 

 

Steenkamp, C. 2000. The Makuleke Land Claim: Power Relations and Community-Based 

Natural Resource Management. published by IIED June 2000. Evaluating Eden Series 

Discussion Paper No.18. 

 

Sutton, J. and Austin, Z. 2015. Qualitative Research: Data Collection, Analysis, and 

Management. CJHP, 68: 226-231. 

 

Swart, R.C. 2016. The effect of commercial forestry plantations and roads on southern 

Afrotemperate forest arthropod diversity. Department of Conservation Ecology and 

Entomology Faculty of Agrisciences. University of Stellenbosch. 

 

Swemmer, L., Grant, R., Annecke, W. and Freitag-Ronaldson, S. 2014: Toward More Effective 

Benefit Sharing in South African National Parks, Society & Natural Resources: An 

International Journal, DOI: 10.1080/08941920.2014.945055. 

 

Tahulela, P.T.M. The Relationship between Agroforestry and Ecosystem Services: Role of 

Agroforestry in Rural Communities. Stellenbosch University. 

 

Terblanché, S.E. 2011. Mentorship a key success factor in sustainable land reform projects in 

South Africa. [Electronic], vol. 39, no. 1, Available: 

https://hdl.handle.net/10520/EJC18607 [2011 January 01]. 

 

The Department of Statistics South Africa. Families and parents are key to well-being of 

children. [Online]. 2021. Available at: 

https://www.statssa.gov.za/?p=14388#:~:text=Ultimately%2C%20it%20is%20the%2

0family,%25)%20lived%20with%20both%20parents. [2022, November 20]. 

http://www.gov.za/about-sa/forestry
http://cs2016.statssa.gov.za/wp-content%20/uploads/2016/07/NT-30-06-2016-RELEASE-for-CS-2016-_%20Statistical-releas_1-July-2016.pdf
http://cs2016.statssa.gov.za/wp-content%20/uploads/2016/07/NT-30-06-2016-RELEASE-for-CS-2016-_%20Statistical-releas_1-July-2016.pdf
http://cs2016.statssa.gov.za/wp-content%20/uploads/2016/07/NT-30-06-2016-RELEASE-for-CS-2016-_%20Statistical-releas_1-July-2016.pdf


75 

 

 

Tropp, J. 2003. Displaced People, Replaced Narratives: Forest Conflicts and Historical 

Perspectives in the Tsolo District, Transkei. Journal of Southern African Studies, 29: 

207-23.  

 

 

Tshidzumba, R.P. 2019. Evaluation of benefits of land restitution forest-based public-private 

partnership models in South Africa: A case study of Amabomvini and Cata 

communities (Doctoral dissertation, University of Pretoria). 

 

Tshidzumba, R.P. and Chirwa, P.W.2022. Forest-based land reform partnerships in rural 

development and the sustenance of timber markets. Learning from two South African 

cases. Forest Policy and Economics 140 (2022) 102755  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2022.102755. 

 

Tshidzumba, R.P., Chirwa, P.W. and Babalola, F.D., 2018. Communities’ perceptions of 

benefit-sharing mechanisms for forest-based land reform models in South 

Africa. Southern Forests: A Journal of Forest Science, 80(4), pp.381-389. 

 

 

Tshidzumba, R.P., Clarke, J. and Chirwa, P.W. 2022. Commercial timber plantations as a 

means to land and economic restitution in South Africa. In Routledge Handbook of 

Community Forestry (pp. 103-119). Routledge. 

 

Tümen-Akyıldız, S and Ahmed, K.H. 2021.  An overview of qualitative research and focus 

group discussion. Journal of Academic Research in Education, 7(1), 1-15. DOI: 

10.17985/ijare.866762. 

Van Leynseele Y.P.B., and Hebinck P.G.M., 2011. Contested livelihoods at the interface? 

Ethnographic explorations of two land restitution cases in rural South Africa. In P. 

Hebinck, & C. Shackleton (Eds.), Reforming Land and Resource Use in South Africa: 

Impact on Livelihoods (pp. 137-162). Routledge. 

Van wyk, J.A. 1994. Environment Conservation Act 73 OF 1989.  Gazette No. 11927, Notice 

No. 1188. Pretoria: Government printer. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2022.102755


76 

 

 

Vasileiou, K. Barnett, J. Thorpe, S. and Young, T. 2018. Characterising and justifying sample 

size sufficiency in interview-based studies: systematic analysis of qualitative health 

research over a 15-year period. BMC Medical Research Methodology, 148:1-16. 

 

Vermeulen, S.E. 2009. A comparative assessment of the land reform programme in South 

Africa and Namibia. Stellenbosch University. 

 

World Bank. 2016. Second stage sampling for conflict areas. Poverty and Equity Global 

Practice Group. Policy Research Working paper, 7617. 

 

Xulu, S. Gebreslasie, M.T. and Peerbhay, K.Y. 2018. Remote sensing of forest health and 

vitality: A South African perspective, Southern Forests: A Journal of Forest Science. 

Southern Forests 2018: 1–12. 

 

Xulu, S. Mbatha, N. and Peerbhay, K. 2021. Burned Area Mapping over the Southern Cape 

Forestry Region, South Africa Using Sentinel Data within GEE Cloud Platform. ISPRS 

International journal of Geo-information, 511: 1-16. 

  

Young, G. 2017. South African land reform as peacebuilding: integrating perspectives from 

Social Identity Theory and Symbolic Politics in a peacebuilding conceptual framework. 

Dissertation presented for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy in the Faculty of Arts 

and Social Sciences at Stellenbosch University. 

 

Younus, M.A.F. 2014. Vulnerability and Adaptation to Climate Change in Bangladesh. 

Springer Theses, Springer Science+ Business Media Dordrecht, DOI: 10.1007/978-94-

007-5494-2_2. 

 

Zerihun, M.F. 2020. Institutional Analysis of Adoption of Agroforestry Practices in the Eastern 

Cape Province of South Africa. Tshwane University of Technology, South Africa. 

Southern African Journal of Environmental Education, Vol. 36. 

 



77 

 

Zhang, Q. Tang, D. Boamah, V. 2022. Exploring the Role of Forest Resources Abundance on 

Economic Development in the Yangtze River Delta Region: Application of Spatial 

Durbin SDM Model. Forests 2022, 13, 1605. https://doi.org/10.3390/f13101605. 

 

 

 

  

https://doi.org/10.3390/f13101605


78 

 

ANNEXURES 

 

Annexure 3.1: Jabulani Agri-Village Locality Map (Ha) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



79 

 

 

 

Annexure 3.2:  Thuthukani community forestry farm map-partnership 
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Annexure 3.3: Jabulani community senior meeting 
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Annexure 3.4: Jabulani community senior meeting continues 
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Annexure 3.5: Jabulani community senior meeting continues 
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Annexure 3.6: Thuthukani community senior meeting 
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Annexure 3.7: Thuthukani community senior meeting continues 
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Annexure 3.8: Thuthukani community senior meeting continues 
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Annexure 3.9: Thuthukani community youth focus group discussion 
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Annexure 3.10: Thuthukani community youth meeting continues 
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Annexure 5.1: Jabulani community crafting materials 
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Annexure 5.2: Thuthukani community timber ready to be transported to charcoal 

market and poor access roads 
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Annexure 5.3: Thuthukani community- JoJo tank for water access 
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Annexure 5.4: Jabulani community compartments affected with fires 
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Annexure 5.5: Thuthukani community compartments affected by fires 

 

 

 

 

 



93 

 

Annexure 5.6: Jabulani community temporary unplanted areas 
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Annexure 5.7: Thuthukani community households data collection 
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Annexure 5.8: Thuthukani community households data collection continues 
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Annexure 5.9: Thuthukani community households data collection continues 
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Annexure 5.10: Thuthukani community households data collection continues 
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Annexure 5.11: Jabulani community households data collection 
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Annexure 5.12: Jabulani community households data collection continues 
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Annexure 5.13: Jabulani community households data collection continues 
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Annexure 5.14: Households questionnaire  

ASSESSING THE DRIVERS OF LAND ABANDONMENT IN AFFORESTED LAND 

REFORM PROJECTS 

HOUSE HOLDS SURVEY 1: Respondents Biographic Information 

Survey No:  

…... 

……………………….  

Municipality: 

Farm Name: ……………………….. 

Name of Respondent: …................................... 

Household members  …………………………..  

   

Gender 1 2 

 Male Female 

   

 

Age 

category 

Category 

1 

Category 

2 

Category 

3 

Category 

4 

Category 

5 

 18-35 35-55 55-65 65-75 >75 

         

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Marital Status 1 2 3 4 

 Single Married Divorced Widowed 

         

Educational Level 1 2 3 4 

 Tertiary Secondary Primary Illiterate 

         

Employment 

status 

1 2 3 4 5 

 Full-

time 

Seasonal Unemployed Pensioner Student 

           



102 

 

Annexure 5.15: Households questionnaire continues 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Possible drivers of forestry land abandonment 

2.1 To what extent do you agree the 

following as possible drivers of 

forestry land abandonment 

Strongly 

agree  

Agree I 

don’t 

know 

Disagree Strongly 

Disagree 

Lack of  expertise (technical skills)         

Lack of funding         

Lack of evaluation and monitoring         

Elitism (Exclusivity)      

Lack of transparency       

Lack of benefit sharing      

Infighting          

Lack of mentorship      

 

 

2.2 How much impact do you 

think it would have made if 

you had access to the 

following: 

High– 

impact 

Medium 

impact 

Low impact 

 Access to markets     

Access to Strategic Partners 

(Private/ Public) 

    

Source of 

income 

1 2 3 4 5 

 Gov 

grants 

Business Labour Forestry Other…........... 

           

Levels of 

Income/month 

1 2 3 4 

 <R1000 R1000-

R2000 

R3000-

R5000 

>R5000 
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Annexure 5.16: Households questionnaire continues 

 

 

2.3.1 If ever there were meetings, explain which was the most discussed 

issues….....................................................................................................................................

…............. 

3. Environment: Ecosystem services and the environment 

3.1 Indicate all Ecosystem services that you are able to extract from your forest plantation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.3 How often were you able to engage with the 

following departments? 

Monthl

y  

Quarterl

y 

Annuall

y 

Neve

r 

Department of Rural Development and Land 

Reform (DRDLR) 

        

  Regional Land Claim Commission (RLCC)         

  Local Municipality         

  Department of Environment, Forestry and 

Fisheries (DEFF) 

        

Ecosystem Services  Tick all that 

apply 

Firewood   

Building Material   

Grazing areas   

Commercial Timber (Pulp, Structural 

poles) 

  

Medicinal plants   

Water sources   

Crafting materials   

Food sources (mushrooms, fruits)   
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Annexure 5.17: Households questionnaire continues 

3.2 Indicate all Ecosystem Services that you would expect to gain from forests but not 

available. 

 

Ecosystem Services  Tick all that 

apply 

Firewood   

Building Material   

Grazing areas   

Commercial Timber (pulp, banana 

poles) 

  

Medicinal plants   

Water sources   

Crafting materials   

Food sources (mushrooms, fruits, 

honey) 

  

 

3.3 Indicate how the following have been impacted as a result of forestry projects not being 

functional  

  Highly 

impacted 

Impacted Uncertain Least 

impacted 

Availability of wild/ forest 

animals (antelopes, porcupines) 

        

Sufficiency in forest products  

(Commercial timber, Firewood, 

building material, grazing 

areas, food sources) 

        

Frequency of fire occurrences         

 

 3.3.1 0-30min 1-2hrs 2-3 hrs 3-4hrs 4-5hrs 

How much time do you 

spend collecting forest 

products 
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Annexure 5.18: Households questionnaire continues 

 3.3.2 0-

5KM 

5-

10KM 

10-

15KM 

15-

20KM 

25-

30KM 

How long is the distance you travel 

to collect forest products? 

          

 

 3.3.3 Throughout 

the year  

Only During 

fire season 

(May - Oct) 

Uncertai

n 

About 3-4 

times a 

year 

Almos

t never 

How often do you 

experience forest/veld 

fires 

          

 

 3.3.4 Very easy Fairly easy Fairly 

difficult 

Very 

difficult 

I don’t 

know 

How easy it is to find 

resources to combat 

veld fires in your farm? 

          

 

4. Economic:  

4.1 Which benefits has your household obtained from Commercial Forest Plantation in your 

project? 

 

None   

Job opportunity   

Business opportunity   

Skills Development (technical, financial, 

entrepreneur) 

  

Other specify:   
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Annexure 5.19: Households questionnaire continues 

 

5. Intervention measures on forest plantation management  

5.1 How do you feel about the statement below: 

  Strongly 

agree 

Agree I don’t 

know 

Strongly 

Disagree 

Disagree 

Collective land ownership contributes 

to failure of land reform projects in 

forestry 

        

Participatory Forest Management 

(PFM) promotes the quality of life of 

the rural community  

        

Collective land ownership makes the 

distribution of benefits difficult 

        

 

5.2 Are you aware of the list of beneficiaries that is compiled for the purpose of recording the 

land claimant beneficiaries? 

Yes 

No 

5.3. Do you have an existing committee in place? 

Yes 

No 

5.4 Indicate which manner do you prefer to manage forestry farms? 

 Most preferred Preferred Neither Fairly 

Preferred 

Least 

preferred 

Individual           

Group            

 

 

  Strongly 

agree 

Agree I don’t 

know 

Strongly 

Disagree 

Disagree 

4.1 Do you believe that livelihoods 

would improve if forestry farms were 

operational? 
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Annexure 5.20: Households questionnaire continues 

5.6. How would you rate the present condition on the farm? 

100% destroyed 

70% destroyed 

50% destroyed 

5.7 What do you think has been the cause of the poor condition of the farm or to be at the 

state at which it is right now? 

……………………………………………………………………………………………… 

5.8 Rank the following, based on your perception as intervention measure that can work to 

revive the farm in your community?   

 

 

  

 Most 

preferred 

Preferred Neither Fairly 

Preferred 

Least 

preferred 

Households plot allocation          

Partnerships (Joint venture, 

PPP, strategic) 

          

Participatory Forest 

Management  

          

Agroforestry           

Lease back to previous 

owner 
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Annexure 5.21: Focus Group Discussion Questionnaire 

 

ASSESSING THE DRIVERS OF LAND ABANDONMENT IN AFFORESTED LAND 

REFORM PROJECTS 

FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION: COMMITTEE MEMBERS/ SENIOR GROUP/ 

YOUTH 

1: Respondents Biographic Information 

Gender 1 2 

 Male Female 

   

 

Age 

category 

Category 

1 

Category 

2 

Category 

3 

Category 

4 

Category 

5 

 18-35 35-55 55-65 65-75 >75 

         

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Marital Status 1 2 3 4 

 Single Married Divorced Widowed 

         

Educational Level 1 2 3 4 

 Tertiary Secondary Primary Illiterate 

         

Employment 

status 

1 2 3 4 5 

 Full-

time 

Seasonal Unemployed Pensioner Student 
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Annexure 5.22: Focus Group Discussion questionnaire continues 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.  Describe the condition (s) of the land (Farm) when it was transferred to you, and compare 

the status now? 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

3. What has led to the present condition of the farm (Possible drivers of forestry land 

abandonment) 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

4. The survey indicated that Partnership (Joint venture, PPP, Strategic); PFM, Agroforestry as 

the most preferred manner of forestry farm management. Therefore, explain how would you 

like to be assisted? 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

5. During the survey you indicated that FIRES has been a measure challenge in your farm, 

explain how you will control/ prevent fire occurrences in your farm? 

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

6. Based on your perception as INTERVENTION MEASURES, discuss what intervention 

measures are needed to revive the farm in your community?   

…………………………………………………………………………………………………

………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Source of 

income 

1 2 3 4 5 

 Gov 

grants 

Business Labour Forestry Other…........... 

           

Levels of 

Income/month 

1 2 3 4 

 <R1000 R1 000 - R 

2000 

R2 000 - R5 

000 

>R5 

000 
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Annexure 5.23: Attendance register- focus group discussion 

NAME & 

SURNAME 

NAME OF CPA POSITION IN CPA SIGNATURE 

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

 


