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INTRODUCTION

The post-1994 system of back-to-back local government changed the realities of municipal governance everywhere – but more so in rural areas than anywhere else, where urban and rural municipalities were amalgamated. The fact that there was no uniform tradition of local governance outside of the old white municipalities and the huge range of on the ground challenges presented by rural conditions in South Africa makes rural areas a litmus test of successful developmental local government. Critical issues include not just the depth of poverty, but also the lack of municipal resources and the anticipated and unimagined difficulties of operating across spheres of government. This chapter seeks to analyse the particular challenges facing rural local government in South Africa. It begins with a discussion of the definition and demography of rural areas, the characteristics of rural areas and the challenges posed for rural development. Local government is a key actor in addressing rural development and we look at the interaction between local government and other levels of government as well as the relationship with key stakeholders. Issues in delivery of rural services and efforts to promote local economic development are highlighted. The strengths and weaknesses of rural local government and challenges for the future are identified.

WHAT IS RURAL – AND WHAT ARE THE IMPLICATIONS?

What is rural?

Currently there is no formally agreed and accepted definition of ‘rural’ within South Africa. The Rural Development Framework (RDF) of 1997 defines rural areas as “sparsely populated areas in which people farm or depend on natural resources, including the villages and small towns that are dispersed through these areas. In addition they include the large settlements in former homelands, created by the apartheid removals, which depend for their survival on migratory labour and remittances” (RDF 1997). Unpacking the diverse meanings of these non-urban places is a critical step in coming to terms with the developmental and local governance challenges of South Africa today.

The main types of rural areas can be categorised as commercial farming or communal areas. Commercial farming areas cover much of the country, characterised by large farms interspersed with small towns. Poor (black) people in these areas are predominantly current or ex-farmworkers and their families. There has been an explosion of the population of the small towns due to inward migration of ex-farmworkers, reinforced by provision of services such as RDP housing, but often without prospects of employment. Communal areas are predominantly former homelands or Bantustans. They are often displaced semi-urban settlements with no economic base and people scratching out a livelihood from their micro-holdings. People are surviving on remittances, pensions, and home gardens, with land often the basis for livelihood survival. Despite the economic challenges, these former homelands are often seen as safe places, with lower costs, and a different and more caring social system. 

This means that areas defined as rural are a heterogenous group. Annex 1 from the State of the Cities Report (2006) shows a typology of settlements akin to that of the RDF. According to Statistics South Africa in 2001, 43% of the population of South Africa were living in a rural area.
 The provinces with the highest rural populations were Limpopo (87%), Eastern Cape (61%), North-West and Mpumalanga (58%) and KwaZulu-Natal (54%). However, the absence of a definition of urban and rural in South Africa remains problematic.
. The reality is that most municipalities including some of the large metros such as eThewkini, or secondary cities such as Mangaung (based in Bloemfontein) contain significant rural areas, even if the share of the population may be small. 

Rural areas are poor areas

When the new system of local government was introduced in 1994 poverty was undoubtedly concentrated in the old homeland areas, which were all classified rural. Since then there has been significant urbanisation and the poverty spread between urban are rural areas has shifted, while  the depth of poverty remains deepest in rural areas. Table 1 indicates the poverty share as shown in the RDF. Although somewhat outdated (prepared using data before the 1996 census) and uses only income data that notoriously overestimates rural over urban poverty, this data nevertheless suggests that the bulk of the poor (74.6%) and ultra-poor
 (80.7%) lived in rural areas, while 70.3% of rural people were poor. The pressures for out migration are obvious and the challenges of what local government could do to mitigate the poverty experienced by residents were huge.

Table 1: Distribution of Poverty between Rural and Urban Areas, 1993

	
	Poverty Share (%)

(Where are poor people)
	Poverty Rates (%)

(What proportion of the population is poor)

	
	Poor
	Ultra-poor
	Poor
	Ultra-poor

	Rural 
	74.6
	80.7
	70.3
	43.5

	Urban 
	15.7
	14.1
	40.5
	19.8

	Metropolitan
	9.8
	5.3
	19.7
	5.8


Source: RDF 1997

The Department of Social Development commissioned research in 2006 into the 21 Presidential priority nodes, 13 rural and 8 urban, which were participating in the Integrated Sustainable Rural Development Programme (ISRDP) and the Urban Renewal Programme (URP). These nodes are some of the poorest and most poorly served parts of the country. The survey covered 8 387 interviews in 21 nodes and this data is used extensively in this chapter.
 The data suggests that poverty is much higher in rural areas, but also that it is dropping, albeit at a lower rate than in urban nodes, namely by 5.9% in the rural nodes (from 53.7% in 2001 to 47.8% in 2006) and by 8.9% in the urban nodes (from 27.1% in 2001 to 18.2% in 2006) (Strategy and Tactics 2006).
 

In 2006 the level of unemployment in the rural ISRDP nodes averaged 79.1%, compared to 62.6% in urban nodes. Between 2001 and 2006 the rate of unemployment increased in all rural nodes and 79% of respondents report that it has become harder to find work in the last five years. Three quarters of the unemployed have been unemployed for four years or more. In ISRDP households the importance of social grants is enormous.  As unemployment has increased, the research suggests that poverty reduction has been achieved by on-going provision of infrastructure and improved access to social grants provided by the Department of Social Development (Strategy and Tactics 2007:14). This confirms figures from Development Indicators 2007 (Presidency 2007), which suggest that since 2002 strong overall income growth, including the expansion of social grants, has resulted in the rise of the income of the poorest 10 and 20 per cent of the population. While income poverty is declining, inequality has not been reduced and the poorest 10% have the same share of income as in 1993, and the Gini coefficient is not reducing. This could be seen in a case study of Senqu in Ukhahlamba District which shows increasing inequality in incomes and educational levels, with an increasing number of adults with no schooling, while there are also increases in those with secondary and higher education (Nel, Goldman and Rogerson 2006).

THE CHALLENGE FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT

There is no clear direction for rural development in South Africa. The RDF of 1997 was never formally adopted and there has never been a coherent strategy for development of rural areas. The primary economic motor of rural areas is still agriculture, commercial agriculture and potentially the development of a cadre of small farmers. It was hoped that land reform would stimulate the small farmer sector but there is little evidence to suggest that the transfer of land is having a significant impact in terms of the creation of a cadre of small-scale commercial farmers and generation of wealth in rural areas. Worldwide there is evidence that GDP growth from agriculture benefits the poorest four times more than GDP growth from non-agricultural sectors, and this opportunity is not being realised in South Africa.

The National Spatial Development Framework focuses on the major urban centres, arguing that the Government’s key social objective of poverty alleviation would best be achieved by focusing economic growth in economically sustainable areas with proven development potential (Office of the President, 2003). This links with the dominant paradigm of a belief in the formal economy as the driver for growth, and suggests inadequate analysis of how livelihoods-based approaches could lay the basis for a solid base to the pyramid on which a broader growth agenda can be built, as happened in South-East Asia. For example, in research Khanya-aicdd conducted with Rhodes and Wits Universities on Pro-Poor Local Economic Development in South Africa, 44 ways were identified that pro-poor LED could be supported, which suggests that the potential exists for these approaches (Khanya-aicdd 2006).

CURRENT SYSTEM OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT
With the amalgamation of local governments in 2000, 843 separate urban and rural transitional local governments were amalgamated into 6 Category A (metros), 231 Category B (local municipalities) and 47 Category C (district municipalities), with all local municipalities falling within district municipalities.
 One of the key features was to amalgamate the town with the rural area served by the town and thus all types of local government combine urban and rural areas. 

Municipalities vary greatly in size and resources from very rural district municipalities such as Naledi Local Municipality in the Free State which has a population of 29 000 and 29% of gross value added comes from agriculture, to the adjacent Mangaung Local Municipality, which has a population of over 650 000 and encompasses the city of Bloemfontein and some large and small towns with only 3.4% of its gross value added coming from agriculture. 

Many local governments have inherited complex and fragmented structures from the apartheid dispensation. For example Mangaung Local Municipality was created from the amalgamation of Bloemfontein Transitional Local Council (TLC), Thaba Nchu Transitional Rural Council (TRC) in the former Bophutatswana, Botshabelo TLC and parts of Bloem Area District Council. These were themselves a result of the amalgamation of former white, coloured and black administrations. Service delivery has benefited from consistent management by the former Bloemfontein TLC core administration. Nonetheless, significant problems still have had to be overcome in amalgamating the various administrations and to establish consistent policies and work practices. These historically different places have factions derived from the different components, which complicates the political dynamics of the overall municipality.

In both urban and rural local government the substructures are ward committees, except in district management areas (DMAs). The Municipal Structures Act No. 117 of 1998 provides for variants of local government including participation through ward committees. Some municipalities have chosen to have elected ward committees while in others ward committees are made up of stakeholder representatives. Rather than local municipalities and wards, some district municipalities covering national parks or areas of very low population density have DMAs, of which there are 25 in the country. 

RELATIONSHIPS WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND OTHER STAKEHOLDERS

The relationship between the district and local municipalities

The relationship between district municipalities (DMs) and local municipalities (LMs) is highly problematic, often being one of competition rather than cooperation (see Nel et al. 2006:xxiii). The Department of Provincial and Local Government (dplg) is currently funding a project looking at sectoral alignment and the following factors have emerged as working against cooperation (Rashnee Parhanse and Marc Feldman, personal communication):

· The division of roles and responsibilities between the two types of municipalities is inadequately defined;

· Generally DMs are supposed to provide support to the LMs. However, in some instances the LM has a higher capacity than the DM. In these circumstances strong LMs promote their own agendas without consultation with the DM, causing resentment and power struggles;

· The LM and DM in some circumstances compete for available funding; 

· Non-attendance at key meetings, or attendance by junior officials who do not have the necessary information or decision-making authority and inconsistent attendance by different officials;

· Unclear terms of reference for the intergovernmental relations (IGR) cluster forums;

· Municipalities struggle to get sector department planning and budgeting information and face to face discussion on the sectors’ proposals. They are basically given a list of projects to include in their IDPs;
· The roles of councillors are also blurred between these two levels.

For example, in Capricorn District this results in some duplication of hard infrastructure, inappropriate delivery of social facilities (e.g. with some schools built without water or sanitation, others where toilets have been duplicated, or inappropriate location of services out of the access range of those who need the service.

The relationship between municipalities and province

The relationship between municipalities and provinces is also often difficult. The decentralised system is emergent – and most devolution has actually been to provincial rather than local government. Municipalities are responsible essentially for water, roads, sanitation, electricity and environmental health, while significant functions, such as agriculture, primary health care, education and social development are managed by provincial departments. Yet, some confusion exists. A particular problem is that there is little incentive (neither carrots nor sticks) for provincial departments to participate in municipal integrated development planning (IDP) processes, which makes for a lack of alignment between planning processes at the different levels and there can be power struggles over which plans take priority. Another example of a problematic relationship in rural areas is between the (national) Department of Land Affairs and the (provincial) Departments of Agriculture who are responsible for agricultural extension. Support for land reform projects is not integrated between these two key actors, one of the main reasons for the poor performance of land reform projects as establishment and ongoing support for projects is not integrated.
Local governments, traditional authorities and rural land allocation 

One key difference between rural and urban local governments is that the former often have traditional authorities operating in their areas. The lack of a clear division of roles and responsibilities between local municipalities and tribal authorities has also led to tension and complications.

The Municipal Structures Act No 117 of 1998 (section 81) indicates that “(traditional leaders), may participate … in the proceedings of the council of that municipality, and those traditional leaders must be allowed to attend and participate in any meeting of the council…” The White Paper on Traditional Leadership and Local Governance of 2003 (RSA 2003) recognises that “traditional leadership, as an institution located in the rural areas, has a role to play in the fight against poverty, homelessness, illiteracy, and the promotion of good governance”. It recognises the role of national, provincial and district Houses of Traditional Leaders in advising government on rural issues. At local level “The institution of traditional leadership can also participate in the municipal Ward Committees established in terms of national legislation. Traditional leaders will also continue to participate in municipal councils in terms of section 81 of the Municipal Structures Act….. until legislation providing otherwise is introduced…… (Apart from customary roles) Traditional Councils shall:

(a) 
support municipalities in facilitating community involvement in development planning processes;

(b) 
communicate community needs to municipalities and other spheres of government;

(c) 
recommend appropriate interventions to government to bring about development and service delivery;

(d) 
promote indigenous knowledge systems for sustainable development;

(e) 
participate in the development programmes of municipalities and other spheres of government; and

(f) 
participate in the development of policy and legislation at local level.”
Despite the provisions in the two Acts, relationships between traditional authorities and local government structures are often problematic, representing rival centres of power. This emerged, for example, in Sekhukune in the ISRDP research.

Traditional authorities often have a key role in land allocation. A local chief may allocate land for residential, business, industrial, grazing or arable land, as well as access to forests or woodlots. There are certain problems in effective administration of these rights, in both recording the rights and in demarcating the land and, as a result, disputes regarding land tenure can occur. According to MXA (1999), the introduction of Western freehold systems in traditional areas also contributes to land tenure disputes and weakens the traditional system. 

Allocation of land use within government is distributed between different levels of government and different departments, which can also hamper development. The municipality administers land use in areas transferred into freehold ownership within its area of jurisdiction while provincial government administers land use in those areas falling outside the boundaries of the municipality. Different national and provincial departments are responsible for administering land use rights in terms of their field of expertise.  This creates duplication, demands cooperation between the departments concerned and is time-consuming and costly. An illustration of these problems emerged in the ISRDP study where it was found that in Maluti-a-Phofung the local municipality developed a number of RDP houses but the beneficiaries of the houses were unable to take ownership because the Department of Land Affairs (DLA) owned the land upon which the houses were built. The procedure of transferring this land to the municipalities is a long and complicated one that wastes valuable human and financial resources. This is a common problem in the former homeland areas, because after these structures were abolished the DLA took ownership of most of the communal land in these regions. 

The role of the private sector and civil society

Apart from commercial farmers, and the limited retail sector in small towns, the formal private sector in rural areas is not extensive and its involvement in local governance is generally limited. Khanya worked with Rhodes and Wits Universities on a survey of pro-poor local economic development (LED) in rural and urban municipalities in South Africa. The survey found that only 46% of rural municipalities have links with local Chambers of Commerce. The relatively low levels of collaboration with the private sector is problematic in the attainment of sustainable economic development (Nel et al, 2006). There were positive examples of collaboration such as in Creighton (Ingwe Municipality) or in Umhlatuze District in Kwazulu-Natal, or the active role being played by eThekwini and Mangaung in addressing the informal sector.

Where private companies are major employers and generators of economic wealth within a region, this places them in a powerful position vis-a-vis local government. In some cases they can bypass local government and go through provincial government structures or national departments to acquire the necessary licences, interacting directly with tribal authorities to secure land. The ISRDP study provided an example of this in Sekhukhune where the mines consulted directly with the tribal authorities over the use of land for sites for housing clusters and other mining activities. This weakens the ability of local government structures to manage local developmental activities. There is not necessarily any pressure on the private sector to be responsible to the community. In Sekhukhune, for example, local communities felt that the mines had little or no impact upon their lives and livelihoods.

Figure 1 indicates that municipalities and government departments are now consulting widely with civil society groups as part of their LED activities. This is discussed further under the promotion of local democracy. 

Figure 1
Stakeholders/community groups represented in LED decision-making (Nel et al. 2006)
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To sum up, there is evidence that management and development at local government level could be made more efficient and effective if the roles of different spheres of government (including types of municipalities) were clearer and more formalised, if there was less bureaucracy and more effective cooperation and partnerships, and if there were improved incentives for integrated and aligned planning and implementation both horizontally and vertically. In addition, strong leadership is needed at local government level to prevent the political infighting, which is common in many municipalities. 

KEY CHALLENGES FOR SERVICE DELIVERY

The ISRDP/URP baseline (Strategy and Tactics 2006) indicates that service delivery is better in urban areas than in rural areas, although overall perception of quality was similar in urban and rural nodes (with 52% perceiving service delivery as poor). Some of the findings are shown in Table 2. Note that figures vary tremendously between nodes.

Table 2:
Access to services in urban and rural nodes

	
	Rural nodes

(%)
	Urban nodes

(%)

	Perception of service delivery as poor
	52
	52

	No access to clean water
	19
	0

	No access to electricity
	28
	5

	Poor quality roads
	56
	25

	Security of poor quality
	60
	36

	Education of poor quality
	15
	12

	Health care of poor quality
	42
	23

	Average access to child support grants
	58
	38

	No access to a phone or far away
	21
	10


Note that these are a mix of hard numbers (access to water) and perceptions, and the latter have changed as expectations have risen. People may still have high (and unfulfilled) expectations even where services have improved considerably, as in many urban former townships. For example recent protests in Metsimoholo Municipality in the Free State are ascribed to dissatisfaction with services despite Metsimoholo being the 21st best performing municipality in the country (and best in the Free State), but still with high levels of poverty and unemployment, although much lower than the levels in the ISRDP nodes (Mail and Guardian, 6 July 2007:4). The reality in Metsimoholo is that protests may primarily be due to political contest.
In general, large numbers of people are receiving social grants such as old age pensions (e.g. 51% in Chris Hani, 41% in Alfred Nzo) or child support (e.g. Umkhanyakude 69%), while use of foster care grants was low (e.g. Chris Hani 5%). Child support levels were much lower in urban nodes, namely 21% in Mitchell’s Plan and 30% in Galeshewe. Only 39% of rural respondents and 47% of urban respondents were aware of any development activities in their nodes despite the focus on these nodes as priority areas.

The government services that are sometimes available in rural towns are social development, health and agriculture. Some of the dispersed services, such as farm schools, are being withdrawn. The ISRDP study concludes that people perceive it to be preferable to be poor in an urban setting than a rural one. An urban environment was associated with a range of services, better health status, less poverty and more positive attitudes to women and society. The one redeeming feature of a rural setting was a richer associational life. It also suggests that rural to urban migration will only be stopped or reversed if poor people living in rural areas receive better quality services (Strategy & Tactics 2006).  

Perceptions of service delivery and how it has changed in the period from 1994 to the present have also been investigated in a recent study funded by the World Bank. Table 3 is drawn from research in six participating municipalities:  Mangaung, Naledi, Tzaneen, Sol Plaatje, BelaBela, Maluti-a-Phofung. All of these municipalities comprised urban as well as rural areas. The six services investigated include those delivered by local government as well as by other, mainly provincial, agencies. All the services discussed were seen as important, but views on their accessibility, and how service delivery has changed since 1994, varied widely.

Table 3:   Summary of perceptions of services in six municipalities (Khanya-aicdd 2007a)

	Service
	Average % score for access-ibility
	Range of scores for access-ibility
	Comments

	Housing
	56
	20-80
	· Very poor pre-1994 housing for the majority of black people.   Many evictions. Many informal settlements.  
· 1994-2000 RDP houses were provided to poor families but the quality was very poor. Contractors were not reliable. 

· Since 2000 and the creation of  the new municipalities more community control of housing projects through the People’s Housing Process (PHP) and other schemes. Quantity of houses has improved but quality has gone down.

	Education
	73
	40-100
	· Pre-1994 Bantu education system very bad for black people . However, service providers knew their work, were professional and efficient even though they failed to treat the majority of the black population with respect. The education was also of low quality and they did not care. 
· Now a large segment of the population can still not afford “good schools”. Previous predominantly black schools are beginning to show good results but there is a long way to go in terms of teachers behaving professionally. Long distance for some students to travel.

· Progress with early childhood development (ECD)

	Health
	29
	20-40
	· Pre-1994 health services efficient with drugs, staffing, and ambulances available. Staff were professional. Challenges were corruption and lack of care for black people. 
· Post-1994 the service was average but there was corruption, few ambulances and  a shortage of staff and drugs,.

· Post-2000 the service is unreliable and comes late. Staff have a poor attitude. Corruption, limited opening hours and long waiting times are common.

· Home-based care and related community-based services seen as positive (including traditional healers)

	Water and sanitation
	84
	66-100
	Water
· Very poor access pre1994.  
· 1994-2000 provision of water within short walking distance.  

· Post-2000 there has been further improvement including free water. Continuing challenges:  reliability, corruption, lack of response, trustworthiness, coverage patchy, water quality variable

	
	
	
	Sanitation
· Bucket system still operating although being phased out

· Services often break down, many blockages and slow response.

	Agriculture
	73 from respondents in 3 predominantly rural munic.
	60-100
	· Pre-1994 the service provided by the agricultural sector was good. They were controlled through the traditional chiefs who ensured that the people were engaged in agriculture. 
· Post-1994, the extension officials uncaring;  limited relationship between the department of agriculture and emerging farmers 

	Social grants
	80
	60-100
	· Major improvement since 1994

· Limited hours, few pay points and long queues
· Easy access to those in need, except farm workers

· Problem of access to Home Affairs for documentation


People perceived a varied quality of service provision:

· Agencies such as the South African Social Security Agency (SASSA) were seen as providing a good service;

· Municipalities were seen as effective in water, but not sanitation or health (where health is still a municipal function);

· Provincial service delivery is seen as problematic in housing, health, agriculture and  education;

· Community-based services such as home-based care and Direct Observation Therapy workers are seen as effective.

According to Doreen Atkinson “ordinary residents’ frustrations can be due to a variety of problems: the unavailability of infrastructure, particularly if other communities are seen to have access, the high price of services, the erratic provision of infrastructure, rudeness and shoddy treatment by frontline municipal staff, patronage networks that seem to benefit particular individuals or communities, and resentment at the sight of the rapid financial privileges enjoyed by councillors”.
 

This perception of the relative effectiveness of different levels of government is reinforced by figures from the ISRDP baseline of 2006. In terms of contribution to improving their quality of life, ISRDP respondents rated the national government as having done most, then local and then provincial government (see table 4).  

Table 4:
Which sphere has done most for your quality of life

	Sphere of government
	% indicating sphere has done most for their quality of life

	
	Rural nodes
	Urban nodes

	National
	39
	43

	Provincial
	9
	16

	Local
	28
	22

	None
	12
	11

	Don’t know
	12
	8


However, in the data from the urban nodes, national and provincial spheres were seen as performing better and the local sphere worse. Specifically on the performance of local government, 33% of rural respondents rated the performance of the local government as good or excellent (compared to 30% in urban nodes) while 35% rated it as bad and 32% had no opinion. The high level for national government may reflect the profile of being a priority node. The low levels for provincial government are a real concern bearing in mind that many developmental services are provided by the province.

ADDRESSING THE RURAL ECONOMY

Previous sections indicate the prevalence of poverty in rural areas and the fact that where poverty is reducing, it appears to be as a result of more people accessing social grants rather than an increase in economic opportunities. Considering the still high levels of poverty, great importance must therefore be given to widening social grants, as well as fostering growth in rural economies, and particularly a type of growth which creates jobs and reduces poverty. For this reason local economic development (LED) strategies are embedded in the IDP process, and promotion of LED is seen as a key element of the work of local governments (although this is not a scheduled competence in Schedules 4 and 5 of the Constitution, and thus an unfunded mandate). 

In the pro-poor LED study referred to earlier an essential dichotomy was identified between sophisticated pro-poor policy on the one hand and very real operational difficulties on the other. In addition there is a tendency in many local governments to rely on large-scale pro-growth initiatives which have high visibility and so are attractive to politicians, but are not necessarily effective in creating widespread benefits for the poor.  

The study included a survey of 50 rural municipalities (20% of the more rural municipalities in the country) and examined the degree to which LED has become institutionalised within municipalities (Nel et al. 2006). Almost all the municipalities participating in the survey appreciated the role LED can play in both the pursuit of economic growth and poverty relief. However there was poor understanding by municipal officials of economic processes, and an absence of an LED policy in 52% of municipalities, although LED featured prominently in most IDPs. While LED officers have been appointed in most municipalities (82%) and in many cases LED Units have been established (56%), weak institutional links and the absence of a guiding policy or direct political links is less than ideal. Actual budget allocations are low in real terms and are unlikely to allow LED to reach its full potential. In only two of the seven rural case studies conducted in this study was the municipality making a major contribution to LED (Creighton and Mangaung). 

In all cases partnerships are critical in LED: either between private and public sectors, as in Creighton where the LED officer has created partnerships with local farmers; between private sector operators (e.g. Magaliesburg Meander); or between NGOs and the community (e.g. Wuppertal). In such cases, significant impacts have been documented. Therefore the relatively low levels of collaboration with the private sector mentioned previously are a cause for concern.  

Greater municipal support is needed for development initiatives, particularly facilitation, publicity and infrastructure. Improved recognition and encouragement is needed for the development and facilitation role of NGOs, such as in promoting market access as well as in business support, providing a link with an entrepreneurial culture and systems which local governments do not naturally understand.  A key challenge is for local governments to recognise their own limitations, and the need to subsume petty notions of power under a broader need to establish development partnerships and integrated services, notably between local and district municipalities, with provincial government, CSOs and the private sector.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND LOCAL DEMOCRACY

One of the main rationales for decentralisation is the principle of subsidiarity, that decisions should be made at the lowest possible level, and that services should be delivered and managed locally where possible. The Municipal Systems Act (Act No. 32 of 2000) specifically promotes the idea of citizen participation in local governance. Citizen participation is meant to take place through ward processes but one difficulty is that wards are very large, typically covering 5-15 000 people, and up to 50km across. In general, ward committees are not functioning very effectively, with their roles unclear, limited resources or powers with which to operate, and they are often dominated by political factionalism (Robinson 2007). 

IDP Representative Forums have been created to involve stakeholders, but are large and unwieldy affairs, and difficult to use effectively to generate meaningful contributions, as opposed to focused involvement (eg personal experience of facilitating the IDP in Mangaung Local Municipality).  

However, Figure 1 from the LED study mentioned earlier indicates that the principle of consultation is entrenched, with municipalities actively making contact with local stakeholders, though we have seen that political contacts are more likely to be included than local businesses. However, only 9% of respondents in the urban and rural nodes had heard of IDPs. Around half of those who had heard of them had participated in some manner.

In terms of deeper forms of participation there have been attempts to promote community-based planning (CBP) as an empowering form of planning at ward level which promotes community action, linked with discretionary funds for wards to implement community action. CBP was piloted in Mangaung Local Municipality in 2001-2, and then in eight municipalities in the country in 2003-4 (see Khanya-aicdd 2004) and was launched as national policy in 2005.
 Participatory planning combined with discretionary funds made available to wards has the potential to significantly empower communities and ward committees to take forward their own development
. Municipalities such as eThekwini are experimenting with larger budgets allocated to wards, up to R200 000.

Another aspect of democratisation is the accountability of local government to citizens, which is enshrined in the Municipal Systems Act, 2000. In practice accountability is very limited at present and practical mechanisms are needed to make this effective.

What is the impact of this limited participation? In the ISRDP nodes 21% of respondents felt alienated (‘no-one cares about people like me’) and 27% experienced anomie (‘people like me cannot influence development’). Interestingly both these negative scores were higher in urban nodes, suggesting that they may result from the fragmentation of urban life rather than simply the impact of poverty.  By contrast in the wards of Mangaung in 2002 over 10 000 people actively participated in the 5 day planning process in each ward, over 2% of the population. Similarly in the other 8 pilots in 2004, evaluations showed there was also significant empowerment, and this approach does offer potential if upscaled in a systematic and empowering way. Community-based planning has been included in the National Framework on Public Participation which has been discussed by Cabinet.

EMERGING STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES OF RURAL LOCAL GOVERNMENT

The challenge that South Africa set for itself in the late 1990s was massive, with the creation of wall to wall local governments and the amalgamation of the 832 local governments to 283 new institutional structures, overcoming the fragmentation which apartheid had deliberately created. However, the scale of the challenge that still remains for local government can be seen in that 136 municipalities have been targeted by Project Consolidate for specific support.

Considerable progress has been made in addressing constraints to service delivery with improvements in areas such as access to finance, devolution of decision-making and  integrated development planning. Challenges still to be addressed include limited infrastructure, limited budgets to address service delivery, a lack of human capacity and the inability of rural municipalities to retain qualified staff. The more rural local governments are more severely affected by these constraints, which may explain why the vast majority of the municipalities that have been targeted for specific support by Project Consolidate are located in rural areas, and specifically in the former homelands, as can be seen in Figure 2. The variation in municipalities from ones encompassing cities to small under–resourced rural municipalities means that policies need to be differentiated for different capacities of municipalities. For example, one strategy for attracting staff to the rural municipalities could be to follow the example of the Department of Health in offering rural allowances to employees in rural posts. 

Figure 2:
Project Consolidate municipalities (dplg, 2007)
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Another weakness arises from the tendency in South Africa to develop complex, managerialist and technocratic processes. A classic example is the IDP process with the 7-volume manual, the complexity of the IGR system
, and the Service Delivery and Budget Implementation Plan required under the Municipal Finance Management Act 56 of 2003 (MFMA). The difficulty in operationalising such systems leads to poor performance, and a tendency to reinforce the managerialist tendency with further crackdowns on performance. In many cases it would be better to simplify the system and leave more discretion for implementation, the IDP process being a prime example.

Table 5 summarises some of the strengths and weaknesses of rural local government at local and district levels, drawn particularly from experience in the ISRDP nodes. 

Table 5:
Strengths and weaknesses of rural local governments

	
	Both
	District
	Local

	Strengths
	· IDPs are attempting to create an integrated development model at local level

· There is a participatory structure at ward level

· There is some degree of accountability, considerably more than with provinces
	· Usually a larger budget than local municipalities

· Some have significant capacity in terms of staff numbers and quality

· Able to control their budget
	· Strategically placed in relation to communities

· Staffed usually by local residents and so seen as in touch

· Greater access to communities, and knowledge of issues at community level

· Have a budget to operate and have multi-level support eg district agencies and some departments

· Some are stronger than the districts

	Weaknesses
	· The IDP methodology is too complex, the plans are created by consultants and often poor

· Inadequate resources in smaller LGs

· Many stakeholders are not participating effectively in IDPs, as there are few incentives

· The wards are weak

· Perception of high levels of corruption

· Relations with traditional authorities often poor

· Unclear and unfunded mandates about who is responsible for service delivery

· Inadequate links between service delivery and economic development
	· Inadequate differentiation of role of district & local municipalities &  from provinces

· Limited capacity in critical areas, eg engineering

· Poor leadership and coordination

· District municipality competes for resources with the local municipality 

· Supporting role of the LM not clearly understood and there are no definite guidelines on how this issues needs to be addressed

· Limited hands-on support from Provincial government

· IDPs often not strategic – and merely stapling together of LM IDPs
	· Poor human resources particularly in critical areas, and recruitment not easy as rural areas 

· Lack of equipment

· Limited resources to address the needs of the communities, and limited control of their budget which is often provided by the district

· Limited hands on support from provincial government

· Weak leadership and communication

· IDPs often driven by consultants, too complex and don’t add sufficient value

· Many severely in debt due to lack of recovery of fees and charges


Some other weaknesses which are more locale-specific include:

· Political instability and poor leadership (e.g. OR Tambo, Central Karoo);

· Lack of economic activity in the region which makes it hard to generate rates and taxes, etc (e.g. Central Karoo);

· Poor relationships between traditional leaders and elected councils (e.g. Sekhukhune).

It should be remembered that the nodes are amongst the weakest areas in the country and there are rural local governments, which are succeeding, such as Ingwe (already mentioned) as well as Mantsopa Local Municipality, which is adjacent to Mangaung Local Municipality in the Free State and a winner of the Vuna Awards for a Category B municipality in 2005.

KEY CHALLENGES EMERGING AND WAYS FORWARD
This section summarises the key issues and challenges facing rural local government as described in this chapter, and proposes some ways forward. Some of these issues are more specific to rural areas and some are challenges facing local government in general. There is the potential to address most of these issues by making changes at policy level or changing the behaviour of local government and other stakeholders at a local level.

First, there is a huge diversity between relatively large and well-funded municipalities, often those which encompass large urban areas with developed industries, and the small, poorly-resourced municipalities. This situation demands a differentiated approach. Simplification of systems and processes should make things easier and lead to improved performance, especially for municipalities with lower capacity. Some discretion in terms of implementation should be allowed.

Secondly, greater clarity as to the roles and responsibilities of different spheres of government would help reduce duplication and competition between local municipalities, districts and provinces. Attention needs to be given to unclear and unfunded mandates, as in the case of LED, which is not covered in Schedules 4 and 5 of the Constitution. The rationalising and streamlining of procedures (e.g. to obtain licences and permissions) would reduce bureaucracy, save time and money and free up capacity. In addition clear incentives need to be in place to encourage integration of services, eg enhanced grant rates for services provided by cross-organisational entities as provided for in Bolivia (CBP, 2002), or the funding of capital projects of a local nature through an integrated district development fund mechanism, as used in Uganda.
Thirdly, tensions between traditional authorities and local government arising from different power bases need to be resolved by actively facilitating traditional leaders’ involvement with local government.  

Fourthly, participatory systems must be strengthened. Ward committees need to be capacitated, e.g. by participating in community-based planning, with discretionary funds to take forward community actions identified in the process, and significant support for wards to implement development activities. This would strengthen the social contract between the municipality and the community it serves. To foster participation at neighbourhood level, at some point a lower level structure than a ward will be needed, equivalent to the civics. It is interesting that when Uganda created its local government structure, it incorporated the resistance structures equivalent to civics to give a cascade of levels of administration reaching to the village, with much higher capacity for mobilisation than the South African system. 

Finally, economic policy in relation to agriculture and rural development needs to be thought through to support commercial and small-scale farming and to mobilise the significant potential of the agriculture value chain to promote pro-poor growth (viz the World Development Report already mentioned) and promote widpespread participation in the rural economy. Municipalities need to strengthen their capacity to foster local economic development drawing in and supporting relevant local actors to create greater leverage, particularly from the private sector. There are examples cited of municipalities doing well in this regard.

To conclude, there are problems in service delivery affecting all spheres of government, but also some areas where innovation is happening, e.g. around LED or community-based planning. The data quoted in this chapter indicate that local government is seen as playing a significant role, but there are major concerns about the quality and responsiveness of many services, the integration of services, and the attitudes of several service providers, such as primary health care staff and educators. Rural areas suffer particularly from a lack of infrastructure and there are also insufficient resources to effectively tackle service delivery. Overall the rural local government system is still new and emerging, and delivering in some areas. However, significant enhancements are needed if it is to deliver to its potential and to make a significant difference to rural people’s lives. 

REFERENCES

Note that all Khanya documents are available from www.khanya-aicdd.org 
CBP (2002):
“Report of Study Tour on Community-Based Planning to Bolivia”, Bloemfontein, Khanya-managing rural change.

DBSA (2005):
 “Economic Structure and Performance: A Provincial and Municipal Perspective in South Africa”. Development Information Unit, Development Bank of Southern Africa

dplg, 2007. Project Consolidate Information Resource. Available online at http://www.projectconsolidate.gov.za
Khanya-aicdd (2000):
“The spatial development framework in rural areas in the context of IDPs: a critique of the Green Paper on Planning and Development”, Pretoria, Department of Land Affairs.

Khanya-aicdd (2004):
“Final report on experience with CBP in South Africa”, Bloemfontein, CBP Steering Committee.

Khanya-aicdd (2004):
“Urban-rural change in South Africa – lessons from planning and local economic development”, Paper produced for DFID Urban-Rural team, Bloemfontein, Khanya-aicdd. 
Khanya-aicdd (2006):
“Findings on Rural and Urban Pro-Poor LED in South Africa”, LED Briefing no 4, Bloemfontein, Khanya-aicdd.

Khanya-aicdd, 2007a. “Participatory service delivery assessment in six municipalities in South Africa”, Pretoria, World Bank.

Khanya-aicdd, 2007b. “Rural Synthesis Report: A synthesis of livelihood profiles and an assessment of DSD services in the ISRDP nodes”. Pretoria, Department of Social Development.

Mangaung Local Municipality (2005):
“Mangaung Integrated Development Plan 2005-6”, Bloemfontein, Mangaung Local Municipality.

MXA (1999):
“Determination of Municipal Boundaries in terms of section 21 and 26 of the Municipal Demarcation Act, 1998”, iLembe Regional Council.

Office of the President (2003):
“National Spatial Development Perspective”, Pretoria, Office of the President.

RDF (1997): 
“Thriving rural areas: Rural Development Framework”. Pretoria, Rural Development Task Team and Department of Land Affairs.

Nel, E, I Goldman and C Rogerson (2006):
“Investigation of Pro-Poor Local Economic Development in South Africa”, Grahamstown, Rhodes University/Khanya-aicdd.

Presidency (2007):
“Development Indicators: Mid Term Review”, Pretoria, Presidenct, Republic of South Africa.

Robinson, V (2007):
“Mufamadi blames unrealistic expectations”, Mail and Guardian 6 July 2007, p 4.

RSA (2003):
“White paper on Traditional Leadership and Governance”, Pretoria, Government Gazette, Vol. 459 Pretoria 10 September 2003, Republic of South Africa

SACN (2006):
“State of the Cities Report 2006”, Johannesburg, South African Cities Network.

StatsSA (2003): 
“Investigation into appropriate definitions of urban and rural areas for South Africa”, Report no. 03-02-20. Pretoria, Statistics South Africa.

Strategy and Tactics (2006):
“Baseline Survey of the 21 ISRDP and URP Nodes”, Pretoria, Department of Social Development.
Annex 1:
Characteristics of different types of settlements (from State of Cities Report, 2006)

[image: image3.emf]
Endnotes

� in “Consolidating Developmental Local Government: Lessons from the South African Experience”, Editors: Mirjam van Donk, Mark Swilling, Edgar Pieterse, Sue Parnell, Cape Town, UCT Press


� CEO of Khanya-African-Institute for Community-Driven Development (Khanya-aicdd). Contactable at � HYPERLINK "mailto:Goldman@khanya-aicdd.org" ��Goldman@khanya-aicdd.org� 


� Researcher at Khanya-aicdd. Contactable at � HYPERLINK "mailto:kian@khanya-aicdd.org" ��kian@khanya-aicdd.org�


� With an income less than half of the poverty line


� And Khanya-aicdd is currently undertaking research on good practice drawn from examples of approaches to Funding Communities in Africa.





�  In 2001, Statistics South Africa defined rural as including commercial farms, small settlements, rural villages and other areas which are further away from towns and cities. The definition included semi-urban areas which are not part of a legally proclaimed urban area but adjoin it.


� In South Africa, the situation regarding the classification of the country into urban and rural areas is rather fluid at this stage. There has been a move away from this classification towards an all-inclusive municipal one by the Municipal Demarcation Board. Nevertheless, in view of important government programmes such as the integrated rural development strategy and the urban renewal programme, this concept remains an important one for statistical classification.” (Stats Sa, 2003 – Rural/Urban discussion document)


� Sample is based on census 2001, Stratified by municipality in ISRDP to ensure coverage, not for URP. Probability proportional to size sampling for URP and ISRDP, randomness via random selection of place names in municipality, then random selection of respondent (birthday rule), external back-checking. The sample error margin was 1.1% and nodal error margin 4.9%.


� Note this finding differs with the analysis in the Presidency’s Macro-Social Report of 2006, which uses 1995 and 2000 income and expenditure survey figures to show a decline in the rural share of income poverty, while it increased by about 5% in the urban areas. In 1995, 28% of households lived below the estimated poverty datum line of R322 per month – calculated on the basis of expenditure – while the figure for 2000 was just under 33%.


� Quoted in a presentation by Alain de Janvry from the World Bank’s “World Development Report 2008 on Agriculture for Development” at the EU Forum on Sustainable Rural Development, Berlin, June 18-21 2007.


� Since reduced to 283 municipalities through changes in cross-border municipalities


� Note that LONMIN is being supported by IFC to pioneer a different approach in Madibeng, North West Province.


� quoted in Mail and Guardian 6 July 2007, from the Human Science Research Council Publication “State of the Nation: South Africa 2007”


� Launched at a national workshop on CBP in eThekwini in July 2005


� Intergovernmental Relations Framework Act No. 13 of 2005


� And in fact the strategic planning process in the community-based planning methodology is probably more relevant to many smaller municipalities as a facilitated planning process, than the current IDP approach.
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All Alphabetical Order

		Municipality		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		Councillors		Women		Business		Church		Officials		Youth		Wards		Citizens		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		Total

		Total Maximum Points		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		4		4		3		5		4		50

		Zululand DM (KZN)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		2		1		4		3		5		4		33

		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		4		3		5		1		30

		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		2		1		4		2		3		1		30

		Umlazi LM (KZN)		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		2		35

		Umjindi LM (MP)		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		2		1		3		3		3		0		26

		Ulundi LM (KZN)		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		2		1		3		1		2		2		23

		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		4		2		1		0		25

		Thembelihle LM (NC)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		0		1		1		19

		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		0		0		1		2		1		19

		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		3		5		4		38

		Secunda DM (MP)		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		0		0		22

		Richmond LM (KZN)		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		16

		Ramotshere LM (NW)		1		0		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		2		4		3		5		1		35

		Prince Albert LM (WC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		2		2		4		2		5		4		37

		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		3		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		4		2		5		1		37

		Overberg DM (WC)		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		2		2		4		3		5		4		39

		Nxuba LM (EC)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		3		0		5		1		29

		Nketoana LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		2		4		33

		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		4		0		5		2		32

		Naledi LM (FS)		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		3		3		3		1		29

		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		4		0		4		4		29

		Mpofana LM (KZN)		1		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		3		3		1		1		23

		Motheo DM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		4		1		2		3		26

		Molopho LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		1		2		1		20

		Molemole LM (Lmp)		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		2		5		4		35

		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		2		22

		Mbhashe LM (EC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		4		3		2		2		24

		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		3		26

		Mantsopa LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		3		4		3		5		4		41

		Mamusa LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		18

		Magarebg LM (NC)		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		1		31

		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		0		3		5		2		37

		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		3		1		4		1		5		0		30

		Kopanong LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		0		1		5		2		31

		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		3		35

		Kannaland LM (WC)		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		2		1		1		21

		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		0		1		3		0		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		3		1		18

		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		0		0		1		2		18

		Kagisano LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		4		1		2		1		30

		Ingwe LM (KZN)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		2		2		1		27

		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		1		30

		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		3		1		4		2		5		1		30

		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		4		2		5		2		31

		Delmas LM (MP)		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		1		3		23

		Camdeboo LM (EC)		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		4		1		0		3		5		1		30
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26

41

18



District Municipalities Alpha

		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)

		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)

		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)

		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)

		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)

		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)

		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)

		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)

		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)

		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)



Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of Municipalities out of 50

33

30

30

35

26

23

25

19

19

38



Local Municipalities Alpha

		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)

		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)

		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)

		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)

		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)

		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)		Overberg DM (WC)

		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)

		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)

		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)

		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)



Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of Municipalities out of 50

22

16

35

37

37

39

29

33

32

29



Definitions of LED

		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)

		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)

		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)

		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)

		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)

		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)

		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)

		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)		Amajuba DM (KZN)

		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)

		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)



Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphatbetical Ranking of Municipalities out of 50
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Community Groups

		Municipality		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		Councillors		Women		Business		Church		Officials		Youth		Wards		Citizens		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		Total

		Total Maximum Points		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		4		4		3		5		4		50

		Richmond LM (KZN)		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		16

		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		0		0		1		2		18

		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		0		1		3		0		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		3		1		18

		Mamusa LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		18

		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		0		0		1		2		1		19

		Thembelihle LM (NC)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		0		1		1		19

		Molopho LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		1		2		1		20

		Kannaland LM (WC)		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		2		1		1		21

		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		2		22

		Secunda DM (MP)		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		0		0		22

		Delmas LM (MP)		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		1		3		23

		Mpofana LM (KZN)		1		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		3		3		1		1		23

		Ulundi LM (KZN)		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		2		1		3		1		2		2		23

		Mbhashe LM (EC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		4		3		2		2		24

		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		4		2		1		0		25

		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		3		26

		Motheo DM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		4		1		2		3		26

		Umjindi LM (MP)		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		2		1		3		3		3		0		26

		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		2		1		27

		Ingwe LM (KZN)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		2		2		1		27

		Amahlathi LM (EC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		2		1		28

		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		4		0		4		4		29

		Naledi LM (FS)		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		3		3		3		1		29

		Nxuba LM (EC)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		3		0		5		1		29

		Camdeboo LM (EC)		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		4		1		0		3		5		1		30

		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		3		1		4		2		5		1		30

		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		1		30

		Kagisano LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		4		1		2		1		30

		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		3		1		4		1		5		0		30

		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		2		1		4		2		3		1		30

		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		4		3		5		1		30

		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		4		2		5		2		31

		Kopanong LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		0		1		5		2		31

		Magarebg LM (NC)		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		1		31

		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		4		0		5		2		32

		Nketoana LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		2		4		33

		Zululand DM (KZN)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		2		1		4		3		5		4		33

		Amathole DM (EC)		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		0		1		2		2		4		3		5		0		34

		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		3		35

		Molemole LM (Lmp)		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		2		5		4		35

		Ramotshere LM (NW)		1		0		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		2		4		3		5		1		35

		Umlazi LM (KZN)		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		2		35

		Amajuba DM (KZN)		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		4		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		2		1		4		3		5		2		36

		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		0		3		5		2		37

		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		3		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		4		2		5		1		37

		Prince Albert LM (WC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		2		2		4		2		5		4		37

		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		3		5		4		38

		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		4		3		5		2		39

		Overberg DM (WC)		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		2		2		4		3		5		4		39

		Mantsopa LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		3		4		3		5		4		41

		Total Case Studies		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50		50

				Poverty		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		None		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		Never		None		None		None		None		None

				1		26		22		9		24		6		41		45		36		35		27		9		2		5		0		12		16		29		1		9		12		14		2		4		1		12		7		1		6

				2%		52%		44%		18%		48%		12%		82%		90%		72%		70%		54%		18%		4%		10%		0%		24%		32%		58%		2%		18%		24%		28%		4%		8%		2%		24%		14%		2%		12%

				Economic		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		1-25		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		1-3		1-25		1-10		1		1-25		1-5

				3		24		28		41		26		44		9		5		14		15		23		41		21		45		50		38		34		21		49		41		38		36		48		14		38		2		13		9		21

				6%		48%		56%		82%		52%		88%		18%		10%		28%		30%		46%		82%		42%		90%		100%		76%		68%		42%		98%		82%		76%		72%		96%		28%		76%		4%		26%		18%		42%

				Both																								26-50																						4-6		26-50		10-50		2		26-50		6-10

				46																								18																						27		8		1		14		10		11

				92%																								36%																						54%		16%		2%		28%		20%		22%

																												51-75																						7-8		51-75		50-100		3		51-75		11-20

																												7																						2		2		5		16		5		4

																												14%																						4%		4%		10%		32%		10%		8%

																												75-100																						9-12		75-100		100+				75-100		20+

																												2																						3		1		30				1		8

																												4%																						6%		2%		60%				2%		16%

																																																										100+

																																																										24

																																																										48.00%
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Municipalities

Number of points scored

Municipal Ranking according to Points scored out of 50



Questions 2-12

		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		Waterberg DM (Lmp)

		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		Dipaleseng LM (MP)

		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)

		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)

		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		Ngqushwa LM (EC)

		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)

		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)		Zululand DM (KZN)

		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)		Amathole DM (EC)

		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		Kgalagadi DM (NC)

		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)		Molemole LM (Lmp)
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Question 13

		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)		Amahlathi LM (EC)

		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)

		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)		Naledi LM (FS)

		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)

		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)		Camdeboo LM (EC)

		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)

		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)

		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)

		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)

		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		Vhembe DM (Lmp)
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Question 17

		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)		Delmas LM (MP)

		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)		Mpofana LM (KZN)

		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)

		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)		Mbhashe LM (EC)

		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)

		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)

		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)		Motheo DM (FS)

		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)

		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)

		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)		Ingwe LM (KZN)



Municipalities

Number of points scored

Municipal Ranking according to Points scored out of 50

23

23

23

24

25

26

26

26

27

27



Question 18

		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)

		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)

		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)

		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)

		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)

		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)

		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)		Molopho LM (NW)

		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)

		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		Metsimaholo LM (FS)

		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)		Secunda DM (MP)



Municipalities

Number of points scored

Municipal Ranking according to Points scored out of 50

16

18

18

18

19

19

20

21

22

22



Question 19

		Municipality		No.		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		Councillors		Women		Business		Church		Officials		Youth		Wards		Citizens		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		Total

		Total Maximum Points				1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		4		4		3		5		4		50

		Zululand DM (KZN)		14		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		2		1		4		3		5		4		33

		Waterberg DM (Lmp)		10		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		4		3		5		1		30

		Vhembe DM (Lmp)		8		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		2		1		4		2		3		1		30

		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)		45		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		4		2		1		0		25

		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)		12		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		3		5		4		38

		Secunda DM (MP)		23		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		0		0		22

		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)		36		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		3		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		4		2		5		1		37

		Overberg DM (WC)		41		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		2		2		4		3		5		4		39

		Motheo DM (FS)		3		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		4		1		2		3		26

		Kgalagadi DM (NC)		34		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		3		35

		Amathole DM (EC)		47		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		0		1		2		2		4		3		5		0		34

		Amajuba DM (KZN)		13		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		4		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		2		1		4		3		5		2		36

		Total District Municipalities				12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12		12

						Poverty		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		None		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		Never		None		None		None		None		None

						0		2		3		2		1		0		8		9		12		9		5		1		0		0		0		3		4		9		0		3		8		5		0		0.00		0		0		0		1		3

						0%		17%		25%		17%		8%		0%		67%		75%		100%		75%		42%		8%		0%		0%		0%		25%		33%		75%		0%		25%		67%		42%		0%		0%		0%		0%		0%		8%		25%

						Economic		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		1-25		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		1-3		1-25		1-10		1		1-25		1-5

						1		10		9		10		11		12		4		3		0		3		7		11		4		12		12		9		8		3		12		9		4		7		12		4		9		0		2		1		3
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Question 19

		Zululand DM (KZN)

		Waterberg DM (Lmp)

		Vhembe DM (Lmp)

		Ukhahlambe DM (EC)

		Sekhukune DM (Lmp)

		Secunda DM (MP)

		Pixley Ka Seme DM (NC)

		Overberg DM (WC)

		Motheo DM (FS)

		Kgalagadi DM (NC)

		Amathole DM (EC)

		Amajuba DM (KZN)



District Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of District Municipalities out of 50
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Question 21

		Municipality		1		2		3		4		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		Councillors		Women		Business		Church		Officials		Youth		Wards		Citizens		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		Total

		Total Maximum Points		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		4		4		3		5		4		50

		Umlazi LM (KZN)		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		2		35

		Umjindi LM (MP)		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		2		1		3		3		3		0		26

		Ulundi LM (KZN)		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		2		1		3		1		2		2		23

		Thembelihle LM (NC)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		0		1		1		19

		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		0		0		1		2		1		19

		Richmond LM (KZN)		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		16

		Ramotshere LM (NW)		1		0		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		2		4		3		5		1		35

		Prince Albert LM (WC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		2		2		4		2		5		4		37

		Nxuba LM (EC)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		3		0		5		1		29

		Nketoana LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		2		4		33

		Ngqushwa LM (EC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		4		0		5		2		32

		Naledi LM (FS)		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		3		3		3		1		29

		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		4		0		4		4		29

		Mpofana LM (KZN)		1		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		3		3		1		1		23

		Molopho LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		1		2		1		20

		Molemole LM (Lmp)		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		0		2		5		4		35

		Metsimaholo LM (FS)		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		2		22

		Mbhashe LM (EC)		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		4		3		2		2		24

		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		3		26

		Mantsopa LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		3		4		3		5		4		41

		Mamusa LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		18

		Magarebg LM (NC)		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		1		31

		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		4		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		0		3		5		2		37

		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		3		1		4		1		5		0		30

		Kopanong LM (FS)		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		0		1		5		2		31

		Kannaland LM (WC)		1		0		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		2		1		1		21

		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		0		1		3		0		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		3		1		18

		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		3		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		0		0		1		2		18

		Kagisano LM (NW)		1		0		0		1		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		2		4		1		2		1		30

		Ingwe LM (KZN)		1		1		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		2		2		1		27

		eNdondakusuka LM (KZN)		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		2		5		1		30

		Dr JS Moroka LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		3		1		4		2		5		1		30

		Dipaleseng LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		2		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		4		2		5		2		31

		Delmas LM (MP)		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		1		3		23

		Camdeboo LM (EC)		1		1		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		4		1		0		3		5		1		30

		Blue Crane Route LM (EC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		1		0		1		1		0		1		2		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		4		1		4		3		5		2		39

		Amahlathi LM (EC)		1		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		1		2		3		2		1		28

		Albert Luthuli LM (MP)		1		0		1		1		1		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		2		1		1		0		0		0		1		1		1		1		1		2		1		4		1		2		1		27

		Total Local Municipalities		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38		38

				Poverty		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		None		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		Never		None		None		None		None		None
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Question 21

		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)		Umlazi LM (KZN)

		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)		Umjindi LM (MP)

		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)		Ulundi LM (KZN)

		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)		Thembelihle LM (NC)

		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)		The Big Five False Bay LM (KZN)

		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)		Richmond LM (KZN)

		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)		Ramotshere LM (NW)

		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)		Prince Albert LM (WC)

		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)		Nxuba LM (EC)

		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)		Nketoana LM (FS)



Local Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of Local Municipalities out of 50

35

26

23

19

19

16

35
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Question 22

		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)		Mamusa LM (NW)

		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)		Magarebg LM (NC)

		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)		Lephalale LM (Lmp)

		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)		Lekwa Teenmane LM (NW)

		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)		Kopanong LM (FS)

		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)		Kannaland LM (WC)

		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)		Kai-Ma LM (NC)

		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)		Kai! Garib LM (NC)

		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)		Kagisano LM (NW)



Local Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of Local Municipalities out of 50

18

31

37

30

31

21

18

18

30



																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0

																																																												0



Local Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of Local Municipalities out of 50



		Ngqushwa LM (EC)

		Naledi LM (FS)

		Mukhuduthamaga LM (Lmp)

		Mpofana LM (KZN)

		Molopho LM (NW)

		Molemole LM (Lmp)

		Metsimaholo LM (FS)

		Mbhashe LM (EC)

		Maquassi Hills LM (NW)

		Mantsopa LM (FS)



Local Municipalities

Number of points scored

Alphabetical Ranking of Local Municipalities out of 50

32

29

29

23

20

35

22

24

26

41



		Poverty Alleviation		Economic Growth		Both

		1		3		46

		2%		6%		92%





		0

		0

		0



Definitions

Percentage

Municipal Definitions of LED



		Municipal Councillors		Municipal Officials		Business Groups		Church Groups		Women's Groups		Youth Groups		Ward Committees		Individual Citizens

		Not Consulted		No		No		No		No		No		No		No

		0%		2%		32%		58%		24%		18%		24%		28%

		Consulted		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes		Yes

		100%		98%		68%		42%		76%		82%		76%		72%





		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Not Consulted

Consulted

Percentage

Community Groups

Community Groups Represented in LED Decision-Making



		Question 12		Yes		82%		No		18%

		Question 11		Yes		46%		No		54%

		Question 10		Yes		30%		No		70%

		Question 9		Yes		28%		No		72%

		Question 8		Yes		10%		No		90%

		Question 7		Yes		18%		No		82%

		Question 6		Yes		12%		No		88%

		Question 5		Yes		52%		No		48%

		Question 4		Yes		82%		No		18%

		Question 3		Yes		56%		No		44%

		Question 2		Yes		48%		No		52%





		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Yes

No

Percentage

Percentage of Municipalities with ...



		None		1-25%		26-50%		51-75%		76-100%

		4%		42%		36%		14%		4%





		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



Percentage Range

Percentage

Percentage of IDP that deals specifically with LED



		Never		1-3		4-6		7-9		10-12

		8%		28%		54%		4%		6%





		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



Times per year

Percentage

Number of Times per Year that the IDP Forum meets



		None		1-25%		26-50%		51-75%		75-100%

		2%		76%		16%		4%		2%





		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



Percentage Range

Percentage

Percentage of IDP Budget allocated specifically to LED



		None		R1-10 000		R10 000-50 000		R50 000-100 000		R100 000+

		24%		4%		2%		10%		60%





		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



Budget Range

Percentage

Annual Municipal IDP Budget for LED



		None		1-25		26-50		51-75		75-100		100+

		2%		18%		20%		10%		2%		48%





		0

		0

		0

		0

		0

		0



Number of new Jobs created

Percentage

Number of new Jobs Created per Municipality



		None		1-5		6-10		11-20		20+

		12%		42%		22%		8%		16%





		None

		1-5

		6-10

		11-20

		20+



Number of new Businesses created

Percentage

Number of new Businesses Created per Municipality

0.12

0.42

0.22

0.08

0.16



x.3.x.x. The Institutionalization of LED



 



 



The survey of 50 municipalities revealed the following key findings pertaining to the 



degree to which LED has become institutionalized within local municipalities:



 



 



a



-



 



LED Policy 



–



only 48% of municipalities have devel



oped a defined LED policy.



 



 



b



-



 



LED Unit 



–



 in 56% of cases an LED Unit has been established



 



 



c



-



 



LED Officer 



–



 in 82% of municipalities an LED Officer has been appointed



 



 



d



-



 



IDP Officer 



–



 this position exists in 52% of municipalities



 



 



e



-



 



Responsible Councillor 



–



 only 12



% of municipalities report having a councilor 



for LED



 



 



f



-



 



Development Agency 



–



 18% have established a development agency



 



 



g



-



 



Small Business Advice Centre 



–



 10% have established such centers.



 



 



 



The key conclusions from these findings are:



 



-



 



it is surprising to note



 the degree to which municipalities have appointed 



LED staff (82%) in the absence of defined LED policies for them to work 



with regards to,



 



-



 



the absence of a defined LED policy in 52% of municipalities and the fact 



that 88% of municipalities don’t have a co



uncilor directly overseeing LED 



suggests that at a policy, conceptual and political level LED is not as 



embedded as it could be,



 



-



 



the low rates of establishment of agencies and advise centers reflects both 



resource constraints and the probable absence of gu



iding policy which 



does not lay an effective grounding for LED. 



 



 



x.3.x.x. Operationalizing LED



 



 



The survey focused on a series of key themes pertaining to the operation of LED:



 



 



a



-



 



Provision of Incentives 



–



 30% provide incentives to attract business.



 



 



b



-



 



Privat



ization 



–



 46% have begun privatizing functions.



 



 



c



-



 



Formal Links with Chambers of Commerce 



–



only 46% have links with local 



Chambers of Commerce



 



 



Key conclusions are:



 



-



 



support levels are still reasonable low,
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