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ABSTRACT  

This study investigates the effects of traditional authority land allocation on rural 

livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo village, South Africa. Adopting a pragmatic paradigm, a mixed-

methods convergent parallel design was employed to collect and analyse data. 

Quantitative data were gathered through household surveys (n = 111), while qualitative 

insights were obtained from seven key informant interviews. Findings indicate that 59% 

of households are female-headed, with typical sizes of 4–6 members, and 49% possess 

secondary education. Population growth and subsistence farming (each 32%) emerged 

as major drivers of land allocation. However, 68% of respondents reported no rural 

livelihood improvement, citing poor spatial planning and limited economic opportunities. 

Thematic analysis revealed two key themes: Population Dynamics and Household 

Expansion. The study recommends enhanced collaboration between Traditional 

Authorities and Maruleng Municipality to align land allocation practices with the Spatial 

Development Framework and Integrated Development Plan, promoting sustainable 

development and curbing fragmented settlement growth. 

KEYWORDS: Economic Opportunities, Households, Traditional Authority Land 

Allocation, Traditional Authority, Rural Livelihood, Population growth,  
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY 

1.1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND  

Land is a fundamental asset estimated to comprise 46% of global wealth and 77% of the 

national wealth, and should be embraced by effective management (Home, 2021). The 

land in the rural areas is a multi-dimensional space that constitutes the foundation for 

rural livelihoods (Gebre, Cattrysse, Alemayehu & Van Orshoven, 2021). The capabilities 

of rural livelihoods are determined by gaining a living to meet basic needs. They are 

directly related to the endowment, quality, land utilisation and land allocation (Donkor, 

Onakuse, Bogue & De Los Rios-Carmenado, 2019). Land allocation is vital to economic 

development (Liu, Zang and Yang, 2020). The large population density and the small land 

resources are major global concerns because the combination affects national and 

international economic development. There has been a decline in the ability of land 

resources to sustain the economy, especially in agricultural production, due to the 

extension of urbanisation and increased industrialisation. Rural livelihoods in China, a 

developing country like many in Africa, are characterised by a decline in economic 

development due to population growth, ageing, inadequate land management, and the 

lack of economic opportunities. Improving the land allocation system in China has 

stimulated land productivity, which in turn enhances rural livelihoods and leads to 

economic growth (Zhou, Li & Liu, 2020). 

Thus, in South Africa, optimising the rationale on the rural land allocations and the 

effective use of the limited land resources will positively affect rural livelihoods (Rusenga, 

2021). The allocation of land in rural areas is vested in the council of the Traditional 

Authority, which is recognised to complement the local government in expediting 

development to meet local government objectives in the rural areas (Ntsebeza, 2005). 

The Traditional Authorities administer the land allocation process in the rural areas by 

identifying and allocating the land to community members. Land allocation entails tenure 

rights and land use rights pertaining to various uses of land in rural areas (Williams, 

Dubezane, Mbense, Mchunu, Nkosi & Nel, 2016).  
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The rural areas are the mainstay of human societies worldwide, with land as the main 

resource for rural livelihoods (Vitale-Brovarone & Cotella, 2020). South African rural areas 

are demarcated for black residents within the municipal jurisdiction areas that Traditional 

Authorities generally administer. Subsequently, the enormous population concentrated in 

the rural areas is separated from economic opportunities in urban areas and has limited 

access to basic services and amenities. This separation has resulted in dormitory rural 

settlements in most South African provinces (Strauss, 2019). South Africa has nine 

provinces, one of which is Limpopo Province, in which 89% of the population resides in 

the rural areas (Statistics SA, Community Survey, 2022). The Limpopo Province, mainly 

of rural areas administered by traditional authorities, is the poorest in the country 

(Mamabolo, Chaminuka & Machethe, 2023). 

The proposed study's primary theoretical argument is that land allocation in rural areas 

that Traditional Authorities practised led to dormitory rural settlements with limited 

economic opportunities and inadequate basic service provision. These conditions have 

contributed to the economic disparity of rural livelihoods. The effects of such traditional 

authority land allocation on rural livelihood in the Maruleng Municipality have not yet been 

adequately recognised. The study focuses on the Ga-Sekororo Village under the 

Maruleng Local Municipality, Limpopo, South Africa. The area is mainly rural, with the 

Traditional Authority using an indigenous approach to allocating land for residential 

housing, subsistence farming, formal, and informal trading activities. This approach was 

acquired through past experiences and customary practices with limited consideration of 

sustainable rural livelihoods, which led to the dormitory rural settlements.  

1.2. RESEARCH PROBLEM   

Land in African countries is an asset for developing human society and the 

multidimensional space that effectively supports rural livelihoods (Zhou et al., 2020). 

Rural livelihoods are challenged by dispersed spatial patterns influenced by the traditional 

authorities' customary land allocation practice (Vitale-Brovarone & Cotella, 2020). In 

South Africa (SA), the apartheid spatial planning system influenced the creation of 

homelands for the resettlement of the rural populations. 
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Traditional Authorities were authorised to allocate and administer the land according to 

their customary indigenous knowledge (Phillips, 2017). The rural population in the 

homelands was dispersed across barren land with unconducive living conditions. This 

separate development divided the urban and rural population (Monama, Mokoele & 

Mokgotho, 2022). The dispersed settlement pattern with inadequate access to economic 

opportunity, located in the remote areas, restricts physical access to employment 

opportunities in the urban areas. It led to the formation of dormitory rural settlements, 

thereby making it difficult to provide the essential services affecting the rural livelihoods 

(Strauss, 2019).  

Evidence of the above scenario is the Ga-Sekororo Village, which is located under the 

Maruleng Municipality in Limpopo Province, a rural settlement far from economic 

opportunities. The area has inadequate basic services due to the dispersed settlement 

patterns. According to the Maruleng Local Municipality Spatial Development Framework 

(MLMSDF) (2024), the sparsely located and separated land uses have forced many 

residents of Ga-Sekororo Village to travel long distances to access economic areas where 

employment opportunities exist that could improve their livelihoods. The Maruleng 

Municipality consists of 88.7% of the population living in the rural areas. Of the total 

population of 128 137, 19 425 reside in the Ga-Sekororo Village, which has 4 751 

households (Statistics SA, Community Survey, 2022). Statistic South Africa (2022) 

asserts that almost 30 428 individuals of the Maruleng Municipality are not economically 

active, while 8 945 individuals are unemployed, and 4 355 individuals are discouraged 

from seeking job opportunities due to the location of the economic activities. Therefore, 

the study used Ga-Sekororo Village to investigate the effects of traditional authority land 

allocation on rural livelihoods. 

1.3. RATIONALE OR MOTIVATION OF THE STUDY   

Most of the population (88.7%) in the Maruleng Local Municipality resides in the rural 

areas, while a minimal population (3.3%) live in urban areas that are well-developed and 

have properly planned human settlements, while 8% reside on farms (MLMSDF, 2024). 

The dormitory rural settlements are dominated by residential use with little economic land 
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use, affecting rural livelihoods (Sefala, Gebru, Mfupe, Moorosi & Klein, 2021). This 

scenario is evident in the Ga-Sekororo Village, which has been chosen as a study area 

in the rural area, administrated by the Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo traditional authority. The 

study concerns the effects of traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods 

triggered by the spatial pattern of the study area. 

1.4. PURPOSE OF THE STUDY  

The purpose of the study is delineated in its aim and objective.  

1.4.1. Aim and objectives   

The study’s primary aim is to investigate the effects of traditional authority land allocation 

on rural livelihoods.  

From the above aim, the study draws several objectives that are outlined as follows:  

i. To explore the determinants of traditional authority land allocation processes in the 

rural areas.  

ii. To assess the characteristics of rural livelihoods.  

iii. To evaluate the effects of traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods.  

iv. To recommend possible measures to strengthen the land allocation to improve rural 

livelihoods. 

1.5. RESEARCH QUESTION  

The primary research question is:  

How does the traditional authority land allocation affect rural livelihoods?  

Three questions are drawn from the study's primary research question:  

i. What are the determinants of traditional authority land allocation land 

allocation processes in the rural areas? 
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ii. What are the characteristics of the rural livelihoods?  

iii. What are the effects of traditional authority land allocation on the rural 

livelihood?  

1.6. DEFINITION OF TERMS  

• Rural areas  

These regions are sparsely populated dispersed settlements and open landscapes such 

as farmlands (Halamska & Stanny, 2021). They are on state property managed by 

Traditional Authorities and most have inadequate socio-economic prospects and limited 

access to economic opportunities. The rural areas are regarded as informal and 

unplanned settlements, the opposite of the urban areas, which have formally planned 

areas with economic opportunities near where people live, for instance Ga-sekororo 

village. Most households in the rural areas are poor, which is evident as Ga-sekororo 

village characterised by economic disparity settlements.  

• Rural livelihoods 

Rural livelihoods outline the lifestyle of individuals living in rural areas. This includes 

integrating the resources, capabilities, assets and activities undertaken by individuals. 

Rural areas are complex, as they are defined by a web of activities and interactions that 

promote the diversity of the ways people make a living (Scoones, 2013). The rural 

livelihoods are diversified with various elements that determine the sustainability of the 

rural areas such as Ga-Sekororo village. The rural livelihoods in Ga-sekororo village are 

defined by range of subsistence farming, retail, informal trading and livestock rearing. 

• Traditional authority  

A traditional authority is a system of governance in which the power is based on a culture 

or society's long-established customs and traditions such as Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo 

traditional authority. This system is typically characterised by a hierarchical structure that 

revolves around the leadership of a single individual or group who are granted authority 

based on their hereditary lineage, seniority or other traditional criteria (Ntsebeza, 2005). 
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Thus, the traditional authority, including Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo traditional authority, 

provides rules to govern the society in the rural areas based on traditional practices and 

values of the respective societies.  

• Traditional land allocation  

Traditional land allocation embraces the purposive distribution of land in rural areas by 

traditional authority under customary tenure. Land distribution entails specific, officially 

sanctioned steps and procedures to regulate land allocation for precise land use (Chen, 

Restuccia & Santaeulalia-Llopis, 2022). The primary land use in the rural areas 

administered by the Traditional Authorities is for residential purposes. The Traditional 

Authorities allocate land upon request. However, the process differs among traditional 

authorities due to their beliefs, culture, and past knowledge of demarcation and the 

allocation of land to households. Upon the submission of land application by the 

households, headmen in Ga-sekororo are responsible to provide recommendations to 

Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority to formally approve land applications, 

allocation and complete the land allocation processes.  

1.7. STUDY AREA  

The area of study is spatially oriented at Maruleng Local Municipality situated in the south-

eastern quadrant of the Limpopo Province within the cadastral boundaries of the Mopani 

District. The Maruleng Local Municipality measures approximately 324 699 hectare (ha) 

and has the population of 128 137 and an unemployment rate of 39%. It consists mainly 

of rural areas accommodating 88.7% of the population, with 3.3% in the urban area of 

Hoedspruit and 8% on the farms (StatsSA.,2022).  

The primary access to the jurisdiction areas of the Maruleng Local Municipality is through 

the Strijdom Tunnel on the R527 to the south, Mica to the north on the R530 and the west 

access point in Ofcolaco on the R36. The west access point via the R36 connecting to 

the Morupu Mmola road provides access to the Ga-Sekororo Village, which is located 

45km from the northwest part of Hoedspruit (Appendix 14). The village has five sub-

villages namely: Hlohlokwe, Kanana, Lorrain, Moshate, and Shikwane, that fall under 
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Wards 14, 13 and 12 of the Maruleng Local Municipality under the Mopani District. These 

villages have a population size of 19 425 making up 4 751 households. Most households 

are located far from economic opportunities, with residential land uses dominating the 

village. Moreover, the land allocation in the study area is primary administrated by the 

Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo traditional authority for various land uses including residential 

and business sites. 

1.8. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE STUDY  

The study contributes to the debate on the relationship between land allocation processes 

and rural livelihoods. The investigation uncovers the process of traditional authority land 

allocation in rural areas and its effects on rural livelihoods. Such an investigation will 

inform future interventions to improve the functionality of spatial development patterns 

and thus improve coordinated land uses to bridge the gap between the livelihoods of 

urban and rural areas. Furthermore, the outcome of the study could also help the 

Traditional Authority improve land allocation processes by considering accessibility to 

economic opportunities and the importance of involving the local municipalities in 

resolving the related rural livelihood issues.  

1.9. LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY  

The nature of the research question, the unavailability of funding sources, time, scope 

and technical constraints, limited data collection, and analysis processes. The target 

population of the study is 4,751 households, however due to parameters of the research 

study, the calculated cost and time associated with the fieldwork to conduct the study 

determined the selection 111 household sample. 

1.10. STRUCTURE OF THE DISSERTATION  

The dissertation has the following five chapters.  

Chapter One: Introduction  
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The first chapter introduces the topic of the study, the background of the problem, the 

research problem, the study’s rationale, significance of the study, and the purpose of the 

study.  

Chapter Two: Theoretical framework and literature review   

This chapter presents the theoretical framework overview of the study and the literature 

review on the major themes relating to rural land allocation, its determinants, and the 

characteristics of the livelihoods in rural areas. The chapter also highlights the effects of 

traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods. Moreover, the background and 

description of the study area, the demographics, traditional land allocation, determinants, 

and strategies related to land allocation in rural areas in the context of national, provincial, 

district, and village settings in South Africa are presented in this chapter. 

Chapter Three: Research design and methodology 

This chapter outlines the research design and methods that were used to achieve the 

objectives and answer the research question of the study and primarily focusing on a 

mixed-method design (quantitative and qualitative methods) and the research criteria. 

Chapter Four: Presentation and analysis of the findings   

Chapter four outlines the research findings, and the analysis of the land allocation 

processes, the determinants of land allocation, and the characteristics of the livelihoods 

in the rural areas.  

Chapter Five: Conclusion and Recommendations  

The final chapter presents the findings, recommendations, and conclusions from the 

research objectives and will make recommendations on the possible measures that can 

be taken to strengthen the land allocation to improve rural livelihoods. 

1.11. CONCLUSION  

Land allocation in rural areas is the primary role of the Traditional Authority. Considering 

the customary land allocation, rural households continue to experience remote and 
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dispersed settlements with inadequate basic services and limited access to economic 

opportunities. Responsively, rural households, especially in Limpopo Province, tend to 

travel long distances to access economic opportunities for survival. The study aimed to 

investigate the effects of traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods. The 

chapter outlined a comprehensive background regarding the effects of traditional 

authority land allocation on the rural livelihood context and the perception towards the 

rationality of the study. The significance of the study is to uncover the effects of traditional 

authority land allocation on rural livelihoods to determine possible measures to improve 

the economic disparities in Ga-Sekororo Village. The theoretical, conceptual and 

contextual perspectives that guided the study to investigate the effects of traditional 

authority land allocation on rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo Village are provided in the 

upcoming chapter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

10 
 

CHAPTER TWO 

LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

2.1. INTRODUCTION 

This chapter outlines theoretical and conceptual perspectives that guided the study to 

investigate the effects of traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods in Ga-

Sekororo Village to effectively respond to the research questions. the literature reviewed 

in the conceptual background expresses theoretical ideas derived from literature 

materials such as books, academic articles, and other academic publications relating to 

the effects of traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods. Moreover, the 

theoretical framework presented in this chapter articulates a knowledge base and 

proponents of the Sustainable Livelihood Approach as research theory outlining its 

strengths, weaknesses, and the relevance to guide the study. Land allocation in rural 

areas optimises land access for rural livelihoods through traditional leaders. Land in rural 

areas serves as an essential foundation for the economic advancement of rural 

livelihoods to sustain socio-economic development through land quality that plays a 

crucial role in determining the appropriateness of suitable land capacity for specific 

purposes or uses to meet the land demand (Best, 2024). 

Land allocation responsibilities in rural areas are vested in traditional leaders as primary 

agents of development to improve rural economy and livelihoods. However, land demand 

and suitability are key determinants for land allocation processes in rural areas (Wu, Ao, 

& Ren., 2023). Moreover, the household life cycle unequivocally dictates consumer 

behaviour when it comes to land allocation for home ownership structures (Perz, Walker, 

and Caldas, 2006). Subsequently, sustainability of land allocation is deemed to be rooted 

in physical suitability, land use interaction, accessibility, land demand, and hubristic rules 

of land interaction (Sharifi, Karimi and Mesgari, 2012). Consequently, the excessive 

demand for land to meet household needs and income-generating activities for rural 

livelihood, poses a serious risk to land allocation. It directly threatens the land capacity to 

supply food, due to the conversion of agricultural land and the establishment of human 

settlements in unsuitable areas, resulting in significant social losses (Bob, 2010).  
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The discussion of diverse factors relating to the effects of traditional authority land 

allocation on rural livelihoods forms base of this chapter. This chapter concludes with 

interventions in the form of strategies for land allocation aiming to improve rural 

livelihoods. 

2.2. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK  

Theoretical framework in research articulates the theory of the existence of the research 

problem of the study. Theoretical frameworks present sets of concepts and ideas as 

theories created to explain and scaffold the investigated phenomenon of the study. 

Theories are suppositions intended to express the relation of logically related sets of 

propositions (Varpio., Paradis., Uijtdehaage., and Young., 2020). Thus, theories assist 

researchers to appropriately frame their ideas and studies (Stahl, 2023). According to 

Lynham (2002), a theory is a well-established principle that is developed to explain natural 

world aspects. Therefore, a theory is developed to predict or explain a phenomenon 

(Olson and Ramirez. 2020). This study employs the Sustainable Livelihood Approach 

(SLA) as the most significant framework to evaluate the effects of traditional authority land 

allocation on rural livelihoods. Subsequently, the SLA is considered as a theory to explain 

sustainable livelihood principles for land allocation in rural areas upon which ideas and 

predictions have been developed on how land allocation in rural areas practiced by 

Traditional Authorities has contributed to the economic disparity of rural livelihoods. 

2.2.1. Theory of Sustainable Livelihood Approach (SLA) 

The Brundtland Commission on Environment and Development introduced the 

Sustainable livelihood idea in 1997 to link socio-economic and ecological considerations 

to advocate the Sustainable Livelihood Approach (Krantz, 2001). However, SLA was 

inspired by the work of Robert Champer during 1980s while Chambers and Conway 

(1992), emphasised the idea during the 1990s. According to Chambers and Conway 

(1992), rural livelihood comprises of activities, assets, and capabilities required improving 

the living conditions of the human societies.  
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Moreover, the United Kingdom’s Department of International Development (DFID) 

developed the SLA Framework in 2003. The Sustainable Livelihood Analysis Framework 

is widely recognised by various scholars through the Sustainable Livelihood Approach for 

identifying crucial constraints and development opportunities to improve the living 

conditions and quality of life in rural livelihoods (Su, Song, MA, Sultanaliev, Ma, Xue, and 

Fahad, 2021). The theory implies that, for rural livelihood to be sustainable, its objectives, 

scope, and priorities for economic development should be considered. Additionally, to 

improve the living conditions of rural households and the importance of development 

policies and influences of institutions must also be considered when accessing livelihood 

resources (Stahl, 2023).  

Holistically, the SLA potentially organises and identifies factors that oblige and improve 

rural livelihood opportunities and their relationship. Taking land as a vital natural resource 

into consideration, it provides an asset base primarily relating to rural livelihood 

improvements. However, for sustainable rural livelihoods, Scoones (2013) indicated that 

the Sustainable Livelihood Approach reveals that resources such as natural, physical, 

human, social, and financial are interdependent and their interaction generate livelihood 

improvement. In the context of this study, the SLA is employed in a position whereby 

Traditional Authorities in rural areas can use it to endorse integrated strategies for land 

allocation. This will in turn improve the living conditions of human societies to ensure 

sustainable rural livelihood. However, as with other theories, Sustainable Livelihood 

Approach has its strengths and weaknesses (Su, et al, 2021). 

2.2.3. Strength and weakness of the Sustainable Livelihood Approach 

The Sustainable Livelihood Approach outlines that an effective way to encourage social 

development and improvement of rural livelihoods is to consider people-centred initiatives 

for community development through responsiveness and participation (Abiche, 2012). 

Based on the above statement, it is evident that the Sustainable Livelihood Approach has 

the strength to transform and improve rural livelihoods by recognising the existence of 

rural communities and local governance structures in land allocation processes (Molosi-

france and Dipholo, 2020). 
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Considering the diversity of assets constructing human livelihood, the Sustainable 

Livelihood Approach provides a holistic and comprehensive view on the importance of 

supreme relation between natural, physical, social, and human capital resources (krantz, 

2021). Resources are vital aspects to livelihoods (Kogachi and Shaw, 2023). Therefore, 

the approach facilitates an understanding of the fundamental causes of poverty by 

focusing on various factors. Factors that determine resource allocation access for the 

indigent people and that advocate the realistic framework to evaluate the living conditions 

of human societies, and the effects related to income and productivity criteria (krantz, 

2021). However, Budiwiranto (2007) argues that the weakness of the Sustainable 

Livelihood Approach lies within the unwillingness and incapableness of rural communities 

to critically analyse their situation. The Sustainable Livelihood Approach has been 

critiqued for being limited in identifying empowered rural communities and local structures 

for distribution of resources and livelihood opportunities (Tambe, 2022).  

The distribution of resources such as land and livelihood opportunities is deemed to be 

influenced by centre-power structures within the communities and structures of social 

dominance such as traditional leaders. Thus, the approach advocates the extensive 

flexible planning situation for comprehensive and open-ended analysis. However, the 

extensive flexible planning situation seldomly exists, holding some factors unexamined 

and constant. Subsequently, for comprehensive analysis, the approach contemplates 

livelihood strategies for allocation of land resource to consider that the identified 

development initiative must positively respond to opportunities and constrains affecting 

the rural livelihood of human society (krantz, 2021). 

2.2.4. Relevance of the Sustainable Livelihood Approach in guiding the study 

The major aim of this study is to identify the effects of traditional authority land allocation 

on rural livelihoods. Subsequently, the SLA is identified and adopted as a suitable 

approach for the investigated phenomenon. The SLA is adopted in the study to represent 

the essential elements of an integrated rural livelihood.  

This includes the risk context, livelihood capital, structural and process adjustments, and 

strategies to pursue resilience in rural household livelihoods governed by traditional 
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leaders. The term “livelihood” embraces activities, resources, and capacities necessary 

to sustain a living. The Sustainable Livelihood Approach recognises that a rural livelihood 

is considered sustainable if it can withstand and recover from shocks such as conversion 

of agricultural land, strains, and preserve or improve its assets and capacities without 

compromising the basis of natural resources (Bvuma & Marnewick, 2020). 

The comprehension of rural household livelihood dynamics, how households adapt their 

means of subsistence to deal with changes or disruptions and how these can be 

strengthened, will be explored by integrating rural livelihood approaches with resilient 

thinking and improving traditional land allocation process (Zhou, Li & Liu, 2020). The 

approach acknowledges the complexity of interwoven livelihoods and activities of people 

for income earning in rural areas. The improvement of rural living conditions through 

economic growth depends on those with low income to expand their economic 

opportunities. These are embraced by effective land allocation and the relationship 

between their objectives, procedures, and rural livelihood structures (Scoones, 2013). 

Therefore, the research provides an argument that land allocation in rural areas practiced 

by Traditional Authorities led to dormitory rural settlements with limited economic 

opportunities and inadequate basic service provision. This has contributed to the 

economic disparity of rural livelihoods. 

2.3. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK  

Research comprises of several interconnected and iterative stages with one vital step, 

being the review of literature sources related to the research focus. Therefore, it is crucial 

to thoroughly examine existing topics related to the research title when conducting a 

literature review. This will assist in identifying relevant ideas and generate key points for 

arguments, solutions, gaps, and propositions to effectively guide the study. Thus, the 

reviewing and consolidating process of the literature relevant to the research title 

advocates the construction of conceptual framework (Shikalepo, 2020).  

Conceptual framework in research provides justification to conduct the study by 

describing the state of known knowledge and ideas through review of literature and 

identifies gabs to understanding the research problem of the study (Varpio et al, 2020). 
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Moreover, according to Shikalepo (2020), conceptual framework is a comprehensive 

structure that combines various interrelated concepts and ideas to provide a deeper 

understanding of the research problem. This section outlines the depth of the conceptual 

framework on the various concepts and ideas related to the effects of land allocation on 

rural livelihoods by traditional leaders. 

2.3.1. Concept of land  

Land serves as the essential foundation for the thriving and advancement of human 

society. Therefore, Land has vitally fused in economic theories and the land quality to 

sustain development (Best, 2024). Land quality is a multifaceted characteristic that plays 

a crucial role in determining its appropriateness for a specific purpose. It also 

encompasses the land's capacity to fulfil the demands of a particular type of land use 

(Csikós and Tóth, 2023). Subsequently, the idea of land includes a range of purposes 

that are usually classified into the sectors of the environment, economy, society, and 

spirituality. Thus, land encompasses various concepts related to productive soil for 

agriculture, environmental resources, space for infrastructure, transportation, and 

buildings. From an economical perspective, land is seen as limited space for placing 

economic production activities, infrastructure, and residences. A land’s fertile soil is seen 

as a supplier of organic and inorganic materials for farming while its repository of assets 

and resources, and as a supplier of aesthetic value and amenity services that are 

mounted by ownership of land. The ownership of land serves as a symbol of status and 

a key factor in structuring socio-economic connections in society. Therefore, the 

allocation of land and efficient use of land play a crucial role in the economic production 

process and have unique characteristics that enhance the socio-economic well-being of 

society. These ideas were developed by classical economists to promote human well-

being and livelihood, particularly in rural areas (Hubacek and van den Bergh, 2006). 

China as a developing country, like African countries, outlines rural land as land owned 

by rural collective and regulated separately from urban land. Rural collective-owned land 

includes contracted land, collective operational construction land, and non-operational 

construction land. However, in Sub-Saharan Africa, access to rural land is essential for 
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the creation and distribution of rural wealth. The land vitally advocates rural wealth 

through production of surpluses, food through cultivation, grazing and wood, and stake 

for the construction of houses in rural areas. Thus, land in African rural areas 

unequivocally belongs to the family, lineage, and community with unwavering ability to 

resist outside interventions hinges on the sustainable use of the land in combatting 

poverty and fostering wealth through land allocation. The allocation of rural land is 

fundamentally linked to the functions of production and consumption. These are directly 

connected to rural families; however, traditional leaders are mandated with 

responsibilities to administrate and regulate land allocation in rural areas. 

2.3.2. Role of traditional authority on land allocation 

Traditional leadership outlines governance power given to a leader based on the past 

tradition (Keulder, 2010). Traditional leaders are indigenous, historic, and preserved with 

immemorial authority to represent and harmonise community customs and traditions 

(Ndima, 2017). However, in Africa, distinct spheres of authority typically rule over the 

same individuals. Moreover, in other parts of Sub-Sahara African countries, traditional 

leaders have notoriously been central to the governance of rural communities recognised 

by the national constitution (Baloyi, Matshidze, Makhanikhe and Kugara, 2022). The 

National Constitution of Ghana as an African country recognises and stipulates the 

assurance of traditional leaders and traditional councils as established by the customary 

law and usage. However, the role of the traditional leaders to improve the rural livelihood 

remain vague due to minimal and ineffective participation in local governance (Mawere, 

Matshidze, Kugara and Madzivhandila, 2022). Similarly, in South Africa as a developing 

country, traditional leadership is argued to be associated with primitive and dictatorial 

practice influenced by colonial and apartheid system as indigenous system of governance 

(Bikam & Chakwizira, 2014).  

However, the indigenous system, particularly practiced mostly in rural areas by traditional 

leaders through traditional authorities, is prominently viewed as respected governance 

system to improve the rural livelihood recognised by the Constitution of the Republic of 

South Africa (Baloyi et al, 2022). According to Mbandlwa, Dorasamy and Fagbadebo 
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(2020), section 211(2) of the Constitution of the Republic of South Africa regards 

Traditional Leaders as primary agents of development to improve rural livelihoods. 

Subsequently, Traditional Leaders are equipped with vital responsibilities to enact laws 

of justice, settle disputes, collect taxes, and allocate land to community members for 

various land uses such as cultivation, residential, grazing, and business purposes. 

Moreover, land allocation and disputes in rural areas are prime responsibilities of 

traditional leaders to endow social welfare and economic enhancement within the rural 

space. Thus, traditional leaders are primarily furnished with central crucial roles of land 

allocation that enable access to land to accumulate wealth. Wealth could be in terms of 

stock and crop production for rural economy that viable combatted poverty and prevented 

social glitches to ensure that rural communities have enough to sustain their livelihood 

(Baloyi et al, 2022).  

Consequently, traditional leaders serve as local authorities in rural areas to preside over 

access of land and provide vital advisory roles to national and regional level of 

government to serve the interests of the local government in rural areas. Therefore, it is 

prominent for local government to collaborate with traditional leaders on matters relating 

to rural areas. This will ultimately strengthen the democratisation of rural areas, expand 

the rural economy, and reduce the dependence on single income source to sustain rural 

livelihood. Subsequently, African traditional leadership empirically advocates the 

legitimacy, resiliency, and pertinence for socio-cultural, political, and economic 

improvement of rural livelihood through land allocation as prime role and responsibility in 

rural areas (Mawere et al, 2022). 

2.3.3. Determinants of land allocation processes in rural areas 

Land allocation serves as the core process to address land demand for livelihoods and 

economic profit in rural areas. Rural areas depend primarily on land. This plays a vital 

role on rural livelihood improvements through accurate land allocation pattern. Moreover, 

land is an essential component for production (Celine, 2022). Rapid rural livelihood 

development is primarily driven by the aspects that are embodied by the land. The 

success of the land enhancement supports the improvements in people’s living conditions 
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and wealth accumulation through effective land allocation from planning allocation to 

market allocation. Effective planning for land allocation to sustain livelihoods is a balance 

between the demand for land and its availability. Internationally, planning has significantly 

improved and developed the market economy through land allocation (Wu et al., 2023). 

Subsequently, the use and interaction of land is the key to address issues involving food 

security, poverty alleviation, and other income activities relating to rural livelihood. The 

understanding of rural livelihoods and the nature of households is a critical lesson on the 

determinants influencing resources and land allocation.  

Land allocation plays a very critical role on rural income activities (Majule, 2012). 

Therefore, the success of rural income activities depends on understanding the factors 

that influence land allocation in rural areas thorough land management system. 

Terrestrially, the land management system is a social-ecological system that interact 

human societies and the environment through the land allocation processes and land use 

for rural livelihood. Land allocation processes in rural areas are embedded in indigenous 

and traditional land use practices that are rooted in deep cultural believe, knowledge, and 

ethnocentric values. Araujo Raurau (2024) argues that land allocation and dynamism are 

articulated within the Amazonian theory which stipulates that land allocation is influenced 

by households’ life cycle, age, and specific duration of residence. However, Mponela 

(2011) further identifies ownership of cultivation land and non-farm income activities as 

factors influencing land allocation in developing countries. The economic resilience of 

land allocation in developing countries is dependent on a large scale of income related 

activities.  

2.3.4. Contribution of household life cycle on land allocation  

The household life cycle is sequentially based on age, employment and marital status 

that recognise land allocation for social development of livelihood (Zinda and Zhang, 

2018). Consequently, the household life cycle determines consumer behaviour on land 

allocation for the purpose of home ownership structures. Home ownership constitutes the 

structure of many economically active households. The rural land allocation decision for 

land use is mutually endogenous, that provides an opportunity of cost to allocate more 
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land uses on the finite size and limitation on the quantity of land. The demand for land 

allocation in rural areas exhibits the increase in household dependency and consumption. 

However, various studies show that land allocation among households at different points 

of life cycle varies due to distinct demographic characteristics. Subsequently, 

demographic characteristics drive the upsurge of household consumption. It compels 

expanded land use due to the incline of generation transition in contemporary developing 

countries. In contemporary developing countries, the formation of the market for land and 

access stimulated agricultural commercialisation, proletarianisation and shift of livelihood 

towards income activities. (Perz et al.,2006) 

2.3.5. Component associated with land allocation process 

Land allocation is a multi-dimensional concept that is influenced spatially by socio-

economic factors and environmental dynamics in the complexity of the land allocation 

process (White and Engelen, 2000). The land allocation process is embedded by political, 

socio-economic, and administrative regulations that advocate interaction of land 

suitability and land demand. Land suitability emphasises an assessment of land use to 

perform the comparison of land use requirements with the characteristics of land use. 

Thus, the process of land allocation is a nonlinear, dynamic, and complex one that 

requires adequate land suitability assessment. Land suitability considers the assessment 

of location for land use to determine and integrate the impacts of socio-economic and 

environmental impacts factors. However, the analysis of trend and scenarios are crucially 

estimated for assessing the land demand.  

Land demands for land use are key determinants of land allocation, supplemented by 

land suitability to consider on assigning land use on a certain location with land use 

restrictions (Sharifi et al, 2012). Land use restriction plays a major role as deterministic 

effects in influencing land use patterns and land use changes. Land use changes occur 

over certain periods among land use categories after land allocation due to effects on the 

spatial externalities and land use interaction. Spatial externalities and land use interaction 

must be mounted on spatial policy regulations that must consider the environment 

hazards, socio-economic factors, and potential of the committed land to maintain the 
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resilience and sustainability of the land use (Aquilué, De Cáceres, Fortin, Fall and 

Brotons, 2017). The sustainability of land allocation is rooted in the physical suitability, 

neighbourhood effects (land use interaction), accessibility, land demand, and hubristic 

rules of land interaction (Sharifi et al, 2012). According to Best (2024), it is very important 

for land allocation algorithm to consider land demand and suitability factors to maintain 

sustainable livelihoods. Subsequently, land suitability determines the selection of land 

use considering the location, rules and requirement condition to allocate land. Figure 2.1 

outlines the sustainable livelihood land allocation process. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.1: Sustainable livelihood land allocation process  

Source: Best, 2024 
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Land allocation embraces the process and approval of land uses such as commercial, 

industrial, residential, agricultural, or recreational and their management. Those residing 

on the land would need to balance the cost of travelling to an area where employment is 

available with what can be gained by working on that land (Chen et al., 2022). In 

developing countries such as Nigeria, traditional authorities advocate that land acquisition 

and approval should be obtained through the relevant authority before the 

commencement of physical construction. This is to avoid building residential areas on 

land that is potentially fertile for agriculture.  

The basic principles emphasise that adequate land should be set aside for different land 

uses in an appropriate location suitable for the earmarked development through various 

land allocation processes. Legislation, policies, and regulations govern the various stages 

of land allocation processes. These processes involve conducting surveys to identify and 

classify land for different uses. This is done by mapping and zoning to determine areas 

suitable for non-income and income activities such as residential, commercial, industrial, 

agricultural, and recreational purposes (Chukwunweike & Igwe, 2023).  

2.3.6. Factors associated with land allocation on income activities. 

Income activities play a varying and significant role on the contribution of livelihood 

economy. Livelihood economy is shaped by income strategies pursued by villagers who 

are tangibly manifested in the ways they earn their living. However, the situation of lacking 

capital, trained technical knowledge, poor access to markets, public services as well as 

poor infrastructure, the decisions households made on a set of activities, and the intensity 

of those activities were conditional on the advantage context of their own resources, such 

as land. Land is positively and significantly correlated to household investment in rural 

areas for income activities for basic livelihoods. 

 The basic livelihood in rural areas is embedded and centred on income activities such as 

crop production, collecting non-timber forest products, subsistent fish and livestock 

husbandry, and off-farm wages triggered by land allocation (Hubacek and van den Bergh, 

2006). Land allocation recognises the efficient use of scarce land resources and its 

suitability for meeting the increasing market demand for sustainable rural livelihoods due 
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to the population increase. However, there is insufficient land to meet the increased 

demand to accommodate the population size and the increasing food demand.  

Globally, the increasing food demand has led to the emergence of more effective land 

allocation. To achieve social, economic, and environment goals in rural areas, land 

allocation must embrace the improvement of the living conditions of society (Pastor, 

Palazzo, Havlik, Biemans, Wada, Obersteiner, Kabat & Ludwig, 2019). When land 

allocation is not properly managed, it has the potential to contribute to fragmentation, 

small and unconsolidated land livelihood for income activities (Fisher, Shively, and 

Buccola, 2005). Corollary, the inequalities of land allocation on rural livelihoods could 

potentially affect income activities. However, the limitation of knowledge and experience 

on land allocation and capital for income activities has driven rural households to 

ineffectively and insufficiently use the allocated land. Inevitably, income activities provided 

an insufficient means of survival to households in rural areas of low-income region 

impacting negatively on food security. 

2.3.7. Land allocation on food security. 

The effectiveness of food security in rural areas lies within the understanding of effective 

land allocation (Edota, 2023). As a natural resource, land has been allocated based on 

social criteria, maintaining households to ensure that resources are available for food 

production (Mwaura and Adong, 2016). Subsequently, comprehending land allocation 

plays a significant role in advancing food security through income activities where 

households are largely subsistent and face greater market obstacles. Certainly, a rural 

region with most of the population relying on subsistent income activities for its livelihood 

must critically understand effective policies. This will not only help to manage land but 

also with land allocation towards effective and evidence-based strategies for improving 

household food security (Mwaura and Adong, 2016). 

Household food security encourages the assessment of household inputs and future 

consumption needs by engaging other income-generation activities. Doing so maximises 

the utility and profit to preserve rural livelihoods. Rural livelihood determinants of land 

allocation to preserve food security involve the location of income generation activities. 
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This is due to increased access to markets owned by households. Thus, understanding 

the land allocation of income generation activities is crucial for improving household food 

security and preparing for challenges facing rural livelihood via sustainable land 

management. The effective implementation of sustainable land management increases 

the system of resilience and enhances rural livelihoods and food security by reducing 

production risk. (Davis, Winters, Carletto, Covarrubias, Quiñones, Zezza, Stamoulis, 

Bonomi, and Di Giuseppe, 2008) 

2.3.8. Land allocation on poverty alleviation. 

Poverty describes the continuous shortage of income resources. However, according to 

Robeyns (2021), poverty is rooted in the deprivation of capability. Chronic insufficiency of 

human capabilities advocates poverty. Thus, poverty reflects a lack of income and 

sustainable livelihood capability that has potential to weaken the quality of rural livelihood. 

Subsequently, the proportion of people still living in extreme poverty globally is from 36% 

in 1990 to 8,4% in 2019. Moreover, poverty alleviation in developing countries is still an 

intermediate goal for rural development (Su et al, 2021).  

To enhance rural development, households in rural areas depend on access and control 

of land as pivotal resource for economic growth. The stimulation of economic growth is 

embedded in equitable land allocation. This could potentially develop market economies 

and income generation activities in rural livelihoods to alleviate poverty (Coulibaly, Sagoe 

and Shixiang, 2021). Thus, economic growth is a principal instrument in pulling-out poor 

and vulnerable communities from poverty through productive rural livelihood and 

community-demand-driven approaches that are supplemented by effective economic 

strategies on revenue generation.  

Generating revenue through economic growth provides an expansion of poverty 

alleviation programmes with potential to improve living condition of rural livelihoods. 

Moreover, for effectiveness of poverty alleviation strategies in developing countries, land 

is considered as a foundation for wealth. It plays a vital role in improving the rural 

economy through efficacy and management of land allocation. The allocation of land for 

agriculture and allied farm activities in rural areas has been the key focus strategy for 
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poverty alleviation to improve rural livelihood (Singh and Chudasama,2020).  However, 

according to Chen et al (2022), effective land allocation in rural areas can shift the focus 

of rural economy for inclusion of livelihood diversification. This can be done by tapping 

into potential land values to encourage non-farming livelihood activities and improve the 

economic growth strategies to alleviate poverty in developing countries.  

2.3.9. Attribute factors related to rural livelihoods.  

Identifying and understanding the factors that influence the livelihood choices of rural 

areas will significantly improve and sustain rural livelihoods. Thus, rural livelihoods are 

delineated by the capacity of households to maintain, balance, and sustain living through 

income generating activities (Huang, yang, Tuyến, Colmekcioglu and Liu, 2022). 

2.3.9.1. Concept of livelihoods 

Livelihoods encompass capabilities, assets and activities required for living purposes to 

enhance socio-economic development. Socio-economic features advocate the choice of 

households on the livelihood approach based on the availability of skills for disposal. The 

skills determine the household capabilities, opportunities, and resources for income 

generation to pursue the household economic goals. Household economic goals are 

rooted in livelihood skills on technical and vocational abilities such as farming, trading, 

carpentry, weaving, and sewing, to mention few. 

 Moreover, rural livelihood acquires production on small plots of land to improve 

livelihoods and through exchange or market base on surplus of food and non-food 

agricultural products (Mohammed, Umar, Pelemo, Ahmed, Usman, Loko and Usman, 

2019). However, to improvise the sustainability within livelihoods, resilient thinking is key 

for rural livelihood. Integrating livelihood approaches with resilient thinking can reinforce 

the understanding of the dynamics of rural household livelihoods. It can also provide an 

understanding of how rural households pursue and improve their livelihoods to cope with 

changes and perturbations (Liu, Li, Ren, Xu, Li, and Li, 2020). 
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2.3.9.2. Rural livelihood characteristics  

Rural livelihoods advocate a transition concerned with the inclusion of income sources, 

resource bases, on/off-farm employments, financial capabilities, and social relationship 

of the households. However, households vary in terms of social and cultural values and 

socio-economic characteristics considering the human, social, and natural assets to 

support livelihoods. These socio-economic circumstances of rural livelihoods compose 

the differences of residents in various communities. They are attributed to community 

land type, topography, location, land pattern, and infrastructure for income generation 

livelihood activities providing a critical and positive role on rural economy (Mohamed at 

el., 2019). Moreover, livelihood activities in rural areas play a vital role in food production, 

with agriculture being the main income generation and workforce source. The success of 

livelihood activities for income generation and workforce has empirically contributed to 

the economic development.  

This is through the production of sufficient food, provision of skilled labour-force, and 

generation of wealth for both rural and urban areas of developing countries. However, the 

empirical economic development of the rural areas is devoted to the key role players with 

critical knowledge of rural livelihood improvement through the optimal use of the natural 

resources such as land (Ellis, 2000). According to Mawuko-Yevugah and Attipoe (2021), 

the role players for rural livelihood improvement include traditional leaders who provide 

strong governance for collaborative and positive management strategies of land 

allocation. 

2.3.9.3. Income activities related to rural livelihoods 

The ability of rural livelihood activities to contribute positively to economic development 

requires the effective use of land as an important asset for rural livelihoods. Thus, land is 

a prime factor that provides the platform to improve and sustain economic prosperity and 

the standard of living in rural areas. The population in rural areas and developing 

countries depends on available land resources as the key source of income to meet their 

daily needs. Rural economies in developing countries, particularly in Africa, rely on 

agriculture (Madzivhandila & Niyimbanira, 2020). Agricultural land is the main asset 
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available for securing the livelihoods of most rural households, there being few 

opportunities for earning non-farming income. Contrary, according to Danso-Abbeam, 

Dagunga and Ehiakpor (2020), agriculture is a prominent rural income generating activity 

for rural livelihood with a significant contribution to Gross Domestic Product (GDP), it is 

plagued with challenges relating to sustainability. These include but not limited to access 

to financial credit, incomplete market, climate changes, and low adoption of inputs to 

augment the productivity.  

Subsequently, Majule (2012) argues with the tenet that the structural economic 

transformation of the developing countries will potentially increase GDP, while the 

contribution of agriculture on GDP will decline due to growth and demand of rural non-

farming income generation activities. Therefore, empirical evidence unequivocally 

outlines that the shrinking of agricultural activities in rural areas has been the key driving 

force in the expansion of rural non-farming income-generating activities.  

This was to supplement economic development to amplify the rural livelihood of 

developing countries. Therefore, it is eminent for developing countries to consider rural 

non-farming income generation activities as an alternative income generation source to 

address liquidity constraints. This will improve rural livelihoods by allocating land 

resources outside crop production such as salaried work, livestock, and other rural non-

farming enterprises through income diversification. Additionally, it will increase rural 

sources of income opportunities for households to stabilise the rural economy.  Income 

diversification implies the need for an expansion in the prominence of income from rural 

non-farming income-generating activities (Danso-Abbeam et al., 2020). 

 Though rural non-Income generation activities offer alternative approach to address rural 

household economy, it is informative for insertion and linkage agriculture activities with 

non-farming activities to create full range of rural income generation activities. This will 

assist in understanding the relationship between various rural economic activities with the 

potential to enhance investment, consumption, and production of rural economy. 

Ultimately, rural livelihood will be uplifted (Mu’adi, Maksum, Hakim and Umanailo, 2020). 

Thus, in sub-Saharan Africa, most communities obtain their livelihoods by exploiting 

natural resources (Majule, 2012). Subsequently, most of the rural areas in these countries 
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are engaging in activities ranging from small-scale farming to economic opportunities 

such as tourism, small-scale retail outlets, fisheries, and related livelihood activities.  

Although most of these activities are informal, the initiatives have given rural communities 

opportunities for employment and improvement of their rural livelihoods (Madzivhandila 

& Niyimbanira, 2020). Rural tourism, fishing, and small-scale farming are the main 

activities in the rural economy that have produced both formal and informal employment. 

The improvement of the rural economy, therefore, uses land as a fundamental baseline 

for rural development. Land allocation determines the success of the rural economy. It 

produces rural livelihoods through the distribution of valuable land resources on suitable 

land use to improve the living conditions of the rural economy (Chen et al., 2022).  

2.3.10. Risks associated with land allocation on rural livelihood  

Land is the essential spatial foundation for human activities and a fundamental factor for 

socio-economic development and livelihood. In rural areas, it is imperative to allocate land 

for various purposes such as agriculture, residential, commercial, and communal use.  

Land allocation is crucial for driving rural development, enhancing agricultural 

productivity, and ensuring sustainable land management to improve the lives of rural 

communities. (Gebre, Cattrysse, Alemayehu and Van Orshoven, 2021). However, due to 

population growth, the extreme demand for land sources to cover household needs and 

income-related activities pose a risk to land allocation.  

This phenomenon threatens the capacity of food supply, due to the conversion of 

agricultural land to human settlements being allocated on unfavourable conditions and 

social losses. Conspicuously, the conversion of agricultural land into residential areas is 

related to factors associated with age, economic need over land price, population growth, 

and location, which intensifies land use changes. The escalating intensity of land use 

activities is a crucial factor impacting global sustainable growth (Bob, 2010). 

Subsequently, the uncontrolled exploitation of land in naturally suitable areas poses 

significant sustainability challenges to regional socio-economic development. Empirically, 

the abandonment and increased pressure on agricultural land, soil pollution and 
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decreased biodiversity in rural areas caused by high-intensity land use have brought 

about many difficulties. These difficulties have affected development, management of 

threat to food security and sustainable use of land resources. Therefore, hysterical rural 

land allocation poses a high risk on economic growth, food production and rural livelihood 

improvement. It relates to insecure land rights that deter economic investment, and 

agricultural improvement facing potential risk of land eviction or grabbing. This could lead 

to land disputes resulting in violence, social tensions, and displacement of vulnerable 

populations (Gebre., et al, 2021).  

Furthermore, ineffective land allocation is probable to portray environmental risks that can 

lead to soil erosion, degradation, deforestation, and loss of biodiversity. These can be 

exacerbated by inadequate land management affecting the regional economic viability 

and productivity. Moreover, economic viability and productivity face significant challenges 

emanating from changes in climate patterns. These pose risks to allocated land that may 

not be suitable for sustainable agricultural practices under shifting conditions especially 

in rural areas governed by traditional leaders (Mu’adi., et al, 2020).  

Consequently, according to Kumar and Moharaj (2023), in rural areas, unequal 

distribution of land leads to economic disparities. This limits access for indigent rural 

communities, perpetuates cycles of poverty and cultural conflicts. The above mentioned 

can potentially lead to resistance and conflict within rural communities, threatening rural 

social cohesion. Therefore, it is eminent for traditional leaders to consider land allocation 

risks that can affect both individual landowners and the broader community dynamics. 

This will help to manage the land according to regional considerations using market 

mechanisms to improve the rural livelihood. 

2.3.11. Land allocation factors associated with rural livelihood improvement.   

The improvement of rural livelihood requires diversification of land use and market-

oriented redistribution of land resources by traditional leaders. This can be done through 

land use transition in rural areas to enhance socio-economic development (Danso-

Abbeam et, al., 2020). Thus, through effective land allocation, land transition plays a vital 

role in developing and expanding the concept of land use morphology. This encourages 
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integration of land use structure and quality. In addition, the spatial pattern of land use 

with land use features relating to property rights, effective land management, and capital 

input will improve the functionality of rural livelihoods over a specific period. It will be 

driven by socio-economic change and innovation to transform the socio-economic 

development stage (Gebre et al, 2021). However, as prices of land-based commodities 

increase, it becomes economically feasible to bring marginal land into use. Thus, this 

comes with ever-increasing economic, environmental, and social costs.  

Therefore, the adoption of a comprehensive and inclusive approach that actively involves 

all relevant stakeholders for effective and collaborative land allocation process is critical. 

It is critical for rural development, agricultural productivity, and sustainable land 

management. This will gradually improve the living conditions of people in rural areas 

through land use planning (Majule, 2012). 

Empirically, land use planning provides an essential role for effective land allocation. It 

will ensure optimal land use based on environmental, economic, and social factors. 

Subsequently, it is prominently crucial to adjust agricultural production policies to increase 

food security and reformation of land system. This will make it easier to overcome the 

challenge of land abandonment which has the potential to change the land use and affect 

socio-economic factors.  Moreover, to bolster rural economic development, it is imperative 

to generate more employment opportunities. It is equally imperative to establish support 

activities for rural livelihoods to decrease reliance on natural resources from land 

allocation (Best, 2024).  

Profitable land allocation leads to improved livelihoods by involving stakeholders’ 

participation in the land allocation process. Stakeholders’ participation ensures that, all 

needs and rights are considered with an aim to build trust and reduce land conflicts. 

Therefore, ensuring equitable access to land for different social groups such as women, 

marginalised communities, and young farmers, is imperative for promoting justice and 

economic development in rural areas. In rural areas, traditional leaders play a vital role in 

allocating land. Consequently, considering socio-economic and environmental effects 

during land allocation process plays a critical role to achieve sustainable rural 
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development (Asiama, Voss, Bennett and Rubanje, 2021). Moreover, Ellis (2000) 

emphasised on the importance of land diversification in improving living conditions of rural 

livelihoods. Ellis (2000) further highlighted that land diversification is crucial in augmenting 

sustainable rural development through land allocation.  

Land resource significantly induces land use diversification in rural areas to supplement 

agricultural income generation activities (Danso-Abbeam et, al., 2020). In most 

developing countries, such as sub-Sahara African, rural areas opt for practicing 

agriculture as income generating activity to advance their rural livelihood. Notwithstanding 

the limited access to market, climate change has posed significant negative impact to 

production and food security. Especially on subsistence farming due to unreliable rainfall 

and issues related to environmental degradation. Thus, the decline in agricultural 

production triggered rural households to alternatively densify their livelihood (Best,.2024). 

2.4. CONTEXTUAL FRAMEWORK 

There is a rapid interest for rural land influenced by diverse elements in rural livelihoods 

of developing countries within Sub-Sahara Africa such as SA. The rural livelihood and 

economic advancement in SA are profoundly rooted in land as a natural resource. Land 

in rural areas significantly structures the socio-economic progression of rural livelihoods 

through land allocation (Sebola-Samanyanga, 2025). Ordinarily, the land allocation in 

rural areas is dominantly driven by customary practice vested in traditional authorities. 

Customary land allocation practices are undertaken to bestow the right to use land 

through resolutions enforced by traditional councils. 

 Traditional councils are recognised by the community and section 03 of the Traditional 

Leadership and Governance Framework Amendment Act 41 of 2003. Land allocation in 

rural areas is extensively carried out and land has largely gained high demand. This 

demand is caused by the alarming rate of population growth triggering effects of land 

allocation on rural livelihood in developing countries including South Africa (Gebre et al, 

2021). Concurrently, the effects of land allocation are significantly prevalent in most rural 

areas governed by traditional authorities. Moreover, the visible exposure of effects of 
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traditional authority land allocation is evidently prevalent in rural areas situated far from 

economic opportunities.  

This section deliberates on aspects intended to provide a perspicuous view of the 

research study area. Herein, this chapter demonstrates the demographic profile in relation 

to social, economic, settlement patterns, and environmental situations from a national 

context (South Africa). It is followed by the provincial context (Limpopo province), 

descending to district context, municipality context and culminate with the research study 

area, Ga-Sekororo village. 

In addition, this chapter outlines specifically the processes of rural land allocation and its 

effects towards rural livelihood, particularly rural households. Moreover, this chapter 

demonstrates possible legislative frameworks to regulating land allocation and its 

utilisation in SA either at national, provincial, district and local or village level. 

2.4.1. National context: South Africa  

South Africa is one on the developing countries in sub-Sahara Africa. It is located on the 

southern side of the African continent, surrounded by the South Indian and Atlantic 

Ocean. SA is bordered by Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Botswana, Namibia and the 

independent Kingdom of Lesotho positioned as its enclave. Currently, it is ranking 25th as 

a largest country by land area in the world. The country consists of nine provinces namely: 

Western Cape, Eastern Cape, Northern Cape, Mpumalanga, KwaZulu-Natal, Free State, 

Northwest, Gauteng, and Limpopo (Appendix 10). Provincially, the country is 

characterised by different population sizes, with diverse socio-economic conditions. 

However, the sentiments of land allocation are evidently dominant but vastly different 

amongst all the South African provinces (States SA, 2022). 

2.4.1.1. Demographic profile  

The population of SA is diverse in terms of culture and ethnicity with an estimated total 

population of 62 million distributed amongst the nine provinces as depicted on Table 2.1. 

Thus, over the course of three decades from 1994 to 2024, the population has increased 

from 41.9 million to 62 million people. This population is dominated by females at an 
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estimated 51% of the estimated total population. Considering the population growth, 

South Africa is observed as the fasted growing country in Africa ascribed by rapid 

economic growth and immigration from other countries (States SA, 2022). Consequently, 

the population increase triggers rampant competition amongst livelihood economic 

activities and high demand of natural resources such as land that has potential to 

transform socio-economic enhancement of the community (Sebola-Samanyanga, 2025). 

Table 2.1: Distribution of South African population amongst provinces 

Provinces  Population number  Percentages  

Western cape  7 433 019 people 12% 

Eastern cape 7 230 204 people 11.6% 

Northern cape  1 355 946 people 2.2% 

Mpumalanga  5 143 324 people 8.3% 

Limpopo  6 572 720 people 10.6% 

Gauteng  15 099 422 people  23.3% 

Northwest  3 804 548 people 6.1% 

Free state  2 964 412 people 4.8% 

KwaZulu-Natal 12 423 907 people 20% 

Total  62 027 503 people 100% 

Source: Stats SA, 2022 

According to the World Bank (2023), South Africa is considered as a newly industrialised 

region and in terms of its economy, it is ranking as upper-middle income. Due to the 

availability of natural resources such as land, minerals, and potential land for agriculture. 

Economically, the country is sitting at 28th position in the world with its economy viewed 

as the largest and the greatest developed in Africa. Moreover, South Africa is recognised 

as a middle power in international affairs and has significantly maintained regional 

influences (World Bank., 2023).  

Nevertheless, the country is characterised by segregated settlement patterns. These 

patterns were influenced by apartheid planning, consisting of both urban and rural areas 

with a total population of 38.30% residing at rural areas. The large number of rural 
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populations is found in the poorest province in South Africa, namely Limpopo Province 

with a population of 82.2% residing in rural areas (Stats SA, 2022). Evidently, the SA land 

allocation process is rooted in colonial and apartheid history with racial domination that 

allows black communities in rural areas bequeathed with limited access to land. This 

confined economic potential and fertile land allocation to indigenous African people is 

supplemented by the Native Land Act of 1913. 

The Native Land Act of 1913 restricted indigenous African people to access only 8% of 

the land, which was later increased to 13% of the total land in South Africa (Rugege, 

2004). Consequently, majority of indigenous African population in SA were prohibited to 

access and own land outside the reserve. Thus, 87% of total land was allocated between 

the state and non-African minority population residing in SA. Subsequently, the land 

allocated and owned by state remain under the South African Development Trust (SADT) 

purportedly administrated through trust by the indigenous African people especially in 

rural areas (Moyo.,2007). Although the racial land allocation process was overruled by 

the end of Apartheid Government in the year 1990, 32% of the total population in SA are 

still settling in rural areas. The rural areas are characterised by scattered and dormitory 

settlements including the Limpopo Province with a total of 6 572 720 people. 

Land remains a vital and basic resource for the South African economy with agriculture 

and mining as the main contributors to the Gross Domestic Product (GDP). Thus, in the 

mining sector, the country excavates and imports 26 varying minerals across the country 

(Stats SA, 2022). Additionally, SA has been rated 1st position as the largest producer of 

platinum. It also sits on 3rd position for production of coal, 6th position for gold and 7th 

position for diamond in Africa with economical potential opportunities to improve its socio-

economic development (World Bank., 2023). However, majority of the most economical 

vibrant mining activities in the country are found in Gauteng province, the furthermost 

economical influential province in the country. The other economic influence includes 

Agriculture mostly practiced in the poorest province of the country dominated by rural 

areas, Limpopo province (Stats SA, 2022). 

In terms of land potential for agriculture, from the total 122.3 million ha of land in the 

country, SA constitute of 100.3 million ha zoned for agricultural land. An estimated 16.3 
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million hectors of the land are considered to be potentially arable land and recorded as 

the net exporter of agricultural products (World Bank, 2023). Additionally, to the numerous 

agri-business and cooperatives within SA, 9% exports from the total exports of the country 

are contributed by agriculture.  

Moreover, agriculture further contributes significantly to the South African economy with 

approximately 18.79% of the total employment, granting opportunities to sustain 

livelihoods. However, considering the agricultural employment rate in other parts of Africa, 

this is low. Thus, agricultural sector in SA remains a vital sector for provision of 

employment, especially in rural areas, economically contributing 2.7% to the Growth 

Domestic Product (GDP) of the country.  The country is approximately to use a large 

portion of land for agriculture, with 12% of land for cultivation while the 86% remains for 

natural field (Stats SA, 2022). Evidently, the modification and transformation in the South 

African ecosystem is influenced by human activities.  

The modification and transformation include land allocation for the purpose of various 

land use activities. The activities include human settlements, commercial utilisation, 

cultivation for commercial crops, and subsistence farming, especially in rural areas to 

improve the rural livelihoods. However, overgrazing, overstocking on utilisation of land, 

poor spatial planning, and inadequate land use management leading to mushrooming of 

informal settlements and urbanisation are challenges relating to transformation. 

Therefore, proper land allocation processes play a vital role in land transformation to 

stimulate and sterilise the economy of the country, especially in Agriculture. (Best, 2024). 

The growth of the Agricultural sector in SA is highly dependent on the availability of limited 

natural resources such as water and fertile land. To make water available, majority of 

rivers are dammed for domestic users and industries. However, fertile land for cultivation 

purposes remains limited. The land is exposed to environmental degradation and soil 

erosion contributing severely on the marginalised agricultural development within the 

country. Marginalised agricultural development threatens poverty reduction within the 

country. However, South Africa has put in place Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) 

to strengthen poverty alluviation through various economic sectors, including Agriculture 

(Stats SA, 2022). Countries declared a commitment and adopted MDGs. The MDGs are 
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aimed at reducing and addressing multifaceted poverty issues relating to food security, 

income poverty, and inequalities, especially in developing countries such as South Africa 

(Jacobs & Makaudze, 2012). The country announced eight (08) MDGs embedded in the 

National Development Plan (NDP). Eradicating extreme poverty is one of the eight MGDs.  

SA introduced the NDP with the development vision for 2030 to strengthen the fight to 

alleviate poverty related issues. Moreover, the NDP is promulgated to regulate the 

development path of the country. It is promulgated to also reduce inequalities by ensuring 

citizen cohesion, capacity building, promoting inclusive economy, and transformation of 

human settlement through adequate land allocation process. This will help foster 

sustainable development objectives and further address extensive income-poverty (Stats 

SA, 2022). Globally, persistent and widespread issues relate to poverty (World Bank, 

2023). Extensive income-poverty exposes rural areas in developing countries to serve 

challenges.  

Prominently, the swift solution for widespread income-poverty orbits comprehensive 

policy and programme development to transform the socio-economic of rural livelihood 

(Dunga, 2024). Literature confirms that households actively participating in agriculture are 

allocated land in rural areas. In South Africa, approximately 13.8% households participate 

in agricultural activities (Stats SA, 2022). Despite agriculture being a major economic 

sector, similarly non-agricultural activities are considered to play a crucial role in income-

poverty alleviation in rural livelihoods (Mengistu & Belda, 2024).  

Literature virtually consensus that land suitability and quality fundamentally play a major 

economic development role in enhancing socio-economic improvement. Especially on 

income-poverty related challenges in rural livelihood through appropriate customary land 

allocation. Consequently, it is eminent for traditional authorities to consider land 

sustainability and abilities of rural livelihood activities to obtain tolerable income-

generating activities. This would be to improve rural living standards through adequate 

land allocation in South Africa (Sansom, 2024). 
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2.4.1.2. Conceptualisation of traditional land allocation in South Africa 

Land continues to be a vital natural resource for livelihood and the economic 

advancement of households in rural areas. However, in SA, the colonial and apartheid 

regime created disparity on land ownership, leaving rural areas under custodianship and 

administered by traditional authorities. Ntsebeza (2005) attests that the South African 

democratic government inherited the colonial and apartheid legacy.  

This legacy left most of the land in rural areas abandoned and under the ownership of 

development trusts and the state, controlled by government recognised traditional 

authorities. Recognised traditional authorities were mandated with land allocation duties 

in black communities and implementation of apartheid segregation policies to 

intermediate the communities through traditional council structures. 

Apartheid policies regulated the geographical division of rural areas according to their 

ethical group, limiting majority of rural households to access economically stimulated land 

and modified social services (Sihlangu, 2016). The constitution of Republic of SA 

succinctly advocates that the policies and laws promulgated before 1996 remain 

applicable until such policies and laws are amended or repealed. Moreover, these 

apartheid policies invented widespread inequalities between urban areas and rural areas. 

Evidently, rural areas administrated by traditional authorities continue to be characterised 

by dormitory settlements with limited socio-economic livelihood activities through 

inequitable customary land allocation owned by the state. Thus, it is eminent for the land 

allocation process to imply land use diversification of socio-economic livelihood activities, 

particular in rural areas to maximise the economical rural livelihood benefits (Gebre et al, 

2021). Literature demonstrates that land allocation in rural areas is the primary role of 

Traditional Authorities. The Constitution of Republic of South Africa (1996) further 

recognises Traditional Authorities and their vital role to administrate land in rural areas 

through Customary Laws, as stipulated in section 212 (1) of the Constitution.  

The White Paper on Traditional Leadership and Governance (2003) outlined that 

constitutionally recognised Traditional Authorities have the ability to minimise poverty. 

They also have the ability to enhance economic stability and promote good governance 
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through customary laws to regulate land allocation. Considering customary land 

allocation, the constitution of South African envisages Traditional Authorities as potential 

key stakeholders to enhance socio-economic development in rural areas. Land allocation 

processes in rural areas are influenced by indigenous knowledge, customary laws, and 

local principles.  

Indigenous knowledge, customary laws and local principles ground the utilisation of 

communal land for a particular land use, mainly residential and economical use (Hull et 

al, 2016). Land allocation in rural areas is determined by a variety of demand factors from 

local communities relating to income and non-income land activities. Mtengwane (2021) 

asserted that traditional authority structures to administrate communal land in rural areas 

differ. However, there is a common customary land allocation practice determined by the 

hierarchy of customary structure from headmen to traditional authorities. Dominantly, the 

legitimacy of the customary land allocation practice in rural areas is attested by 

endorsement from the recognised headman of a particular village. 

 The recognised headman is tasked with the responsibility to accept land application 

together with an allocation fee. The submitted and collected land application principally 

expresses the interest of the applicant in occupying a specific land parcel. Succeeding 

the reimbursement and submission of the application, the headman is liable for 

scrutinising the land application, verifying the availability of the land parcel and granting 

a motivational letter for the land application approval to the traditional authority or council.  

2.4.1.3. Determinants of land allocation at rural areas in South Africa 

According to Statistic South Africa (2022), population in the country has increased from 

51.7 million recorded in erstwhile census in 2011 to 62 million. The average household 

with access to settling in a formal dwelling is 88.5% while only 3.1% are residing in 

traditional dwellings. Informal dwellings constitute only 8.4% in the country. Despite the 

improvement of formal dwellings from 77.6% in 2011 census to 88.5% in 2022 census, 

the degree of poverty remains unacceptable and highly abutted to inequalities. Relatively, 

56.7% of households are considered impoverished and are within the dominant rural 

areas with limited access to economic opportunities (Stats SA.2022).  Limited economic 
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opportunities in rural areas potentially pressed rural households to move to economically 

viable areas such as urban areas to seek employment opportunities. However, access to 

limited land in urban areas remains preserved to economically worthwhile households, 

intensively putting the poor in a struggle to afford land in economically viable areas.  

Consequently, the inability for poor households to access equitable land in economically 

viable areas has led to the high demand for affordable land in rural areas allocated by 

Traditional Authorities. Empirically in SA, provinces such as Gauteng, KwaZulu-Natal, 

and the Western Cape are economic powerhouses. These provinces are viable with 

equitable job opportunities that attract people from different provinces seeking 

employment in the country. These people end up competing to settle within the limited 

land in the urban space.  However, limited and affordable land for sustainable human 

settlement in urban areas remains a challenge that results in the formation of informal 

settlements with urban edges. This serves as testimony that equitable job opportunities 

entice population growth. In addition, equitable job opportunities are mostly situated in 

urban areas as compared to rural areas, especially in Limpopo Province.  The Limpopo 

Province is characterised by a large portion of rural settings administrated by Traditional 

Authorities. Although, majority of the households depend on social grants for survival, 

some households in Limpopo contribute to the population growth in Gauteng, KwaZulu-

Natal, and the Western Cape Province due to equitable job opportunities (Stats SA, 

2022).  

Consequently, limited and costly land for human settlement in urban areas has led to 

economically challenged households to endure settling in rural areas. Thus, the National 

Spatial Development Framework (NSDF) (2022) accentuates that rural land has 

permanently accommodated an estimated population of 17 million across South Africa. 

Limpopo is one of the provinces in SA that constitutes of an estimated population of 6 

572 720 million people. However, 88% of the total population resides in rural areas. That 

88% population residing in rural areas have access to affordable land for human 

settlement through Traditional Authorities and characterised by economical inequalities 

(Stats SA, 2022). 
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2.4.1.4. Strategies and interventions associated with land allocation at rural areas 

in South Africa  

The South African land allocation processes and policies in rural areas are embedded in 

the Traditional Authority systems (Sebola-Samanyanga, 2025). Although the traditional 

authority systems are sensitive and complex, the fragmented spatial pattern of the 

dormitory rural settlements is an inheritance of colonialism and the apartheid legacy 

(Ntsebeza, 2005). The Apartheid administration enacted land allocation policies based on 

political exclusion, social marginalisation, and racial segregation of black people, 

especially those living in rural areas. The apartheid land allocation policies deepened 

economic inequalities entrenching poverty in rural areas. 

However, the spatial transformation in rural areas emanated from the democratic 

government of SA that created strategies to address past spatial disparities and issues 

related to the effects of land allocation in rural areas. The democratic government of SA 

adopted various strategies relating to rural land aimed at addressing economic 

inequalities and spatial disparities to improve rural livelihoods. Consequently, the country 

adopted the Land Reform Programme (LRP) as a strategy to deal with the injustices of 

the past land allocation. The objective of the programme aims to improve the accessibility 

of land by disadvantaged people, especially living in rural areas. The LRP gained 

popularity in the post-apartheid South African government. It targeted the redistribution 

of land to address the profound land allocation inequalities formulated during the colonial 

and apartheid government. The LRP strategy was only successful in some parts of the 

country through the three pillars namely: 

• the restitution of land through compensation, 

• the redistribution of land to disadvantage individuals and, 

• the provision of land ownership through land tenure security to improve the living 

condition of rural households.  

In addition, the Settlement/Land Acquisition Grant (SLAG) was adopted. The grant was 

adopted to supplement the acquisition of land to improve land tenure in rural areas for 

settlements development and enhancement of eco-rural development for disadvantage 

households.  
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However, both LRP and SLAG experience various obstacles. These obstacles pertain to 

corruption, mismanagement, and the slow pace of implementation in achieving prime 

targets and objectives (Zantsi & Nengovhela., 2024). Following that, the democratic 

government strategically emphasised that land allocation in rural areas must be 

centralised within Traditional Authorities.  

Another strategy associated with land allocation is the Spatial Planning and Land Use 

Management Act 16 of 2013 (SPLUMA). It was implemented to oblige Traditional 

Authorities to be part of the preparatory committee of the development of spatial 

development frameworks and make inputs on issues relating to land allocation within rural 

areas. In addition, SPLUMA regulates the establishment of a wall-to-wall land use 

scheme with the inclusion of past disadvantaged areas, particularly rural areas governed 

by Traditional Authorities.  

To strengthen rural livelihoods, the SPLUMA further insists that Traditional Authorities be 

included as members in the municipal council to assist in decision making on issues 

relating to the improvement of rural areas in SA. The improvement conditions in South 

African settlements vary in such a way that certain population groups are well located and 

allocated on land that is economically viable. Meanwhile, other population groups are 

mostly situated in rural areas characterised by inadequate socio-economic conditions with 

limited access to basic services.  

Considering the formulation and implementation of land allocation strategies to address 

spatial and economic inequalities, these strategies have accomplished little to attain their 

primary goal, especially in rural areas. There are South African households that are still 

allocated on inequitable economical viable land and struggle to secure livelihood 

earnings. Dominantly in rural areas, Traditional Authorities continue to allocate land 

mainly for residential purposes. Their lack of consideration for allocating land for 

economical use makes it hard to bridge the economic disparities between rural and urban 

areas. Consequently, the ineffectiveness of these strategies has led to most households 

in rural areas being allocated to dormitory settlements with inadequate economic 

opportunities.  
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Economically, South Africa has capabilities to provide service to all its citizens, however, 

unfair resource allocation such as proper land allocation remains a major challenge in 

most rural areas within the country (Stats SA, 2022). 

2.4.2. Provincial context: Limpopo province  

The Limpopo province is situated in the northern part of South Africa and internationally 

bordered by Mozambique, Botswana, and Zimbabwe. Domestically, the southern part of 

Limpopo Province is abutting provinces such as North West, Gauteng, and Mpumalanga. 

The Limpopo Province consists of five (05) District Municipalities and 22 Local 

Municipalities (Appendix 11). Limpopo encompasses an impressive area of 123910 km², 

making up 11% of South Africa's total land area. However, it is dominantly rural with an 

estimated 70% of the population still residing in rural areas. The rural areas have limited 

economic amenities and are administrated by Traditional Authorities. 

2.4.2.1. Demographic profile of Limpopo  

The Limpopo province is estimated to be home to approximately 6 572 720 people 

distributed across all five (5) district municipalities. The Limpopo Province is the fifth with 

the largest population amongst the nine provinces in SA. Table 2.2 depicts the population 

distribution per district in Limpopo province. 

Table 2.2: Population distribution per district in Limpopo province 

District  Population  Percentages  

Capricorn  1 447 103 people 22.0% 

Sekhukhune  1 336 805 people  20.3% 

Mopani  1 372 873 people  20.9% 

Vhembe  1 653 022 people 25.2% 

Waterberg  762 862 people  11.6% 

Total  6 572 720 people 100% 

Source: Stats SA, 2022 
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Limpopo is a developing province with significant potential for Agriculture. Thus, 

agricultural practice is the primary economic activity in Limpopo. Agricultural practice in 

the Limpopo Province is viewed as a vital strategy to enhance rural livelihoods through 

both subsistence and commercial farming. Commercial farming is mainly conducted by 

white communities on extensive land tracts, whereas subsistence farming is conducted 

by black communities in rural areas. Black communities engage in subsistence farming 

primarily as a means of survival and to ensure food security on their limited allocated land. 

Land allocation in the province is significantly influenced by intricated systems that involve 

local municipalities and Traditional Authorities. Local municipalities are mostly 

responsible for land administration in urban areas whereas Traditional Authorities play a 

central role for land allocation in rural areas. The majority of land allocation applications 

in rural areas are mainly for residential purposes and less for economic purposes, 

particularly subsistence farming (Baloyi et al, 2022).  

Despite the inadequate land allocation for economical purposes, subsistence farming is 

deemed to be a supreme land use activity for rural households to address poverty and 

income-generating strategy (Mamabolo et al, 2023).  However, literature exposes that, 

subsistence farming is vulnerable to enduring issues relating to climate changes such as 

soil infertility, drought, and floods.  Consequently, households in rural areas are driven to 

devise effective and diverse strategies to economically sustain rural livelihoods. These 

diverse strategies allow diversification of economic activities by rural livelihoods to amplify 

income generation and food security through access to equitable land.  

Thus, prominently, land allocation is essentially recognised for its ability to address the 

persistence of economic disparities in rural areas. It is used as a key strategy to drive 

sustainability within rural livelihoods to overcome poverty. In Limpopo Province, land 

allocation in rural areas is prevalently conducted for both economical and non-economical 

purposes. The non-economical purposes are residential land uses inhabiting rural 

households. However, approximately 1662 551 (25.3%) people in the Limpopo Province 

migrate to other South African provinces to source income generating activity. This is 

called labour migration. Labour migration in Limpopo is adopted as another form of a 

survival strategy to improve rural livelihoods. 
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Most rural households in Limpopo have one or two people migrating to other economically 

viable areas in search for appropriate employment opportunities, particularly in urban 

areas. Limited employment opportunities in Limpopo have accelerated the unemployment 

rate to 32.6% prompted by inadequate access to formal economic viable land. Evidently, 

rural areas in the Limpopo Province are administered by Traditional Authorities with a 

dominance of informal economy as survival for rural livelihoods. Numerous households 

adopted an informal trading approach by selling locally and non-locally produced 

products, particularly food, as a strategy to curb unemployment in rural areas (Stats SA, 

2022). 

2.4.2.2. Strategies and interventions to improve rural livelihoods through land in 

rural areas in Limpopo Province. 

The Limpopo Province is economically rich and potentially known to be an agricultural 

province. Eminently, the province prompted to adopt land development strategies to 

improve rural livelihoods. The LRP has been implemented in some parts of the province 

to accelerate the reduction of rural poverty. However, land allocation to disadvantaged 

households in rural areas has been significantly slow. In addition, the agricultural potential 

of the province has triggered small emerging farmers practice in small plots for Agri-

business purposes. However, inadequate land allocation to these emerging farmers to 

access more land and expand production continues to be a challenge.  

Therefore, the province is implementing the LRP strategy to support emerging farmers to 

widen the land allocation for cultivations to broaden the skills development for young 

farmers on small-scale commercial farming and access to the market. The strategy aims 

to improve employment opportunities, especially in rural areas through potential land 

allocation for small-scale cultivation areas under Traditional Authorities. This will improve 

living conditions, support rural livelihoods, and help overcome rural livelihood economic 

challenges. Consequently, to overcome rural livelihood economic challenges in Limpopo 

Province, the strategy faced tremendous financial constraints and institutional support to 

unlock a range of agricultural opportunities in the province.  
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Limpopo is estimated to have a total land area of 12.6 million ha. However, 86.2% of the 

total land area is classified as potential for agriculture with a range of agricultural 

opportunities to uplift the economy of the province. Various strategies to improve rural 

livelihood conditions through land are adopted by the Provincial Government. Yet, less is 

achieved since the province’s unemployment rate remains the third highest at 30.3% 

(Stats SA, 2022). Moreover, Kyei and Gyekye (2011) argue that the unemployment rate 

in the province is enormous, and the enhancement of the provincial economy through 

farm income activities might not be enough, especially in the Mopani District Municipality. 

2.4.3. Mopani District Municipality  

Mopani District Municipality is rested at the north-eastern part of the Limpopo Province. 

It is abutted by Mozambique at eastern side proximity to Kruger National Park, the 

Capricorn District Municipality at western side, Vhembe District Municipality at northern 

side and Mpumalanga Province at the southern part of the Mopani District Municipality 

(Appendix 12). The Mopani District Municipality constitutes an estimated 2 001 100ha, 

with 16 urban areas and 354 villages with a total population of 1 372 873 people under 

rural areas (Stats SA, 2022). Majority of the land in rural areas in the district is dominantly 

administrated by Traditional Authorities within various local municipalities. The district 

consists of five (5) local municipalities namely: Greater Tzaneen Local Municipality, 

Greater Giyani Local Municipality, Greater Letaba Local Municipality, Maruleng Local 

Municipality, and Ba-Phalaborwa Local Municipality. The proximity to Kruger National 

Park provides a decent comparative advantage to the in nature-based tourism, however, 

the districts consist of agricultural potential and competitiveness stimulated by the fertility 

of its soil especially at the lowveld region. 

2.4.3.1. Demographics, poverty profile and land allocation in Mopani District 

Mopani District is home to 1 372 873 people, with an estimated 82% of the total population 

residing in rural areas (Stats SA, 2022). Rural areas in the Mopani District are 

characterised by dispersed settlements. These settlements are remotely located in 

villages influenced by indigenous land allocation by Traditional Authorities.  
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Traditional Authorities play a crucial role for land allocation for various land uses to 

improve rural livelihoods within the district. Consequently, considering the agricultural 

potential and competitiveness, rural households are allocated land to practice 

subsistence farming and off-farm income activities to minimise poverty.  

Despite limited infrastructure to supplement subsistence farming, water supply remains 

the main problem in sustaining the farms due to their location. Concurrent, in rural area, 

some subsistence farms are near river footings to sustain their functionality. River water 

and off-farm activities are allocated along the main access road through indigenous land 

allocation process by Traditional Authorities. Table 2.3 depicts the population distribution 

per local municipalities in Mopani District 

Table 2.3: Population distribution per local municipalities in Mopani District 

Local Municipalities Population  Percentages  

Greater Tzaneen Municipality 478 254 people 35% 

Greater Giyani Municipality 316 841 people  23% 

Maruleng local Municipality 128 137 people  9% 

Greater Letaba Municipality 261 038 people 19% 

Phalaborwa local Municipality 188 603 people  14% 

Total  1 372 873 people 100% 

Source: Stats SA, 2022 

The level of affordable land demand in the district remains elusive. Consequently, majority 

of the population continues to reside in scattered and dispersed settlements expressed 

by housing structures that are allocated far from economic opportunities. More especially 

in the case of Maruleng Local Municipality which consists of a total population of 128 137 

with 88.7% from total population still residing in rural areas administrated by Traditional 

Authority (MLMSDF, 2024).  

2.4.4. An overview of Maruleng Local Municipality  

Maruleng Local Municipality is situated in the south-eastern quadrant of the Limpopo 

Province within the cadastral boundaries of the Mopani District (Appendix 13). The 
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Maruleng Local Municipality measures approximately 324 699ha, has a population of 128 

137 and an unemployment rate of 39%. It consists mainly of rural areas accommodating 

88.7% of the population, with 3.3% of it in the urban area of Hoedspruit and 8% being on 

farms (StatsSA.,2022). The primary access to the jurisdiction areas of the Maruleng Local 

Municipality is via Strijdom Tunnel on the R527 to the south, Mica to the north on the 

R530 and the west access point in Ofcolaco on the R36. The municipality is mainly 

dominated by rural areas amounting to 36 villages under Traditional Authorities that use 

a rural indigenous approach to allocating land for residential housing, subsistence farming 

and formal or informal trading activities. Statistics South Africa (2022) asserts that almost 

30 428 individuals within the Maruleng Local Municipality are not economically active, 

while 8 945 individuals are unemployed, and 4 355 individuals are discouraged from 

seeking for job opportunities due to the location of the economic opportunities. The study 

used Ga-Sekororo Village which consists of wards 14, 13 and 12, situated along Morupu 

Mmola D21 road connecting to R36 road. 

2.4.4.1. Ga-Sekororo Village  

The study was conducted at Ga-Sekororo Village located 45km from the northwest part 

of Hoedspruit (Appendix 14). The village has five (5) sub-villages, Hlohlokwe, Kanana, 

Lorrain, Moshate, and Shikwane, that fall under Wards 14, 13 and 12 of the Maruleng 

Local Municipality in the Mopani District. These villages are under the chieftaincy of 

Banareng Ba Ga-sekororo under Kgoshi Sekororo, which has a population size of 19 425. 

The village had an estimated population of 15540 people in 2001, however, in 2022 there 

was an increase of 3885 people. Summing up the number of people to 19425. The people 

make up 4751 households posing a demand of habitable and economically viable land to 

sustain their rural livelihoods (StatsSA.,2022).  

The rural land allocation is consequently influenced by the affordable rural land demand 

and population growth (Liu, Zang and Yang., 2020). Most households are located far from 

economic opportunities, with residential land uses dominating the village. The practice of 

rural indigenous approach for land allocation processes is clearly carried out by Banareng 

Ba Ga-sekororo Traditional Authority. Banareng Ba Ga-sekororo administrates an 

estimated 43% of the rural land within Maruleng Municipality at the western side through 
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control and land allocation. The village is mainly rural and is characterised by the 

dispersed dormitory settlements pattern dominated by residential land use. The village 

has potential land suitable for agricultural uses. Moreover, the dispersed dormitory 

settlements pattern triggers the cost effectiveness of provision of adequate basic services 

(MLMSDF, 2024).  

The level of basic services in the village remains limited. According to Maruleng Local 

Municipality Integrated Development Plan (2025), households in the village receive water 

from communal taps on the streets once a week while other households rely on river 

water. Consequently, majority of households in the village still travel long distances to 

access water and an estimated 95% of the households still use pit toilets, exposing 

individuals to a variety of diseases. Despite the variety of diseases from pit toilets, the 

village has one refuse disposal container collected once in two weeks. This has led the 

Traditional Authority of Ga-Sekororo to allocate land to accommodate the utilisation of 

own refuse disposal or dump at the rural households. The land in the village is allocated 

for an array of livelihood strategies practiced for survival. The strategies practiced are for 

example, trading of fruits and vegetables through vending, crop farming and eating 

places. The Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority considers crop farming as a strategy to 

improve rural livelihoods. Nonetheless, crop farming has made little impact on poverty 

reduction and minimizing unemployment in the village.  

An estimated 39% of individuals in the village are unemployed while 27% are discouraged 

to seek for employment due to the long distance between employment opportunities and 

Ga-sekororo Village. Thus, the village has limited non-farming or formal employment and 

the households that are deemed economically active are unemployed. Accordingly, 

formal employment is limited to individuals working at clinics, schools, and far located 

Mahlakung Shopping Centre and Hoedspruit town (MLMIDP, 2025). Evidently, Ga-

sekororo Village is under the custodianship of Traditional Authorities with administrative 

powers to allocate land to individuals within the village without consent from the 

municipality. The village is characterised by sentiments of improper land allocation with 

its effects evident on the spatial pattern of the village. The village is characterised by 

fragmented spatial patterns dominated by residential and limited economic land use. 
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Apparently, limited economic land use led to the economic disparity of the village 

exposing the village to insignificant socio-economic conditions and stagnant local 

economic development. Following the stagnant local economic development, most of the 

households practice sessional subsistence farming which is not enough to sustain income 

and food security. Thus, some of the household consider social grants as source of 

income to sustain their rural livelihoods (MLMSDF, 2024). 

2.5 CONCLUSION  

Traditional Authorities, as primary development agents are vested with the responsibility 

to allocate land to improve rural livelihoods. The sustainability of land allocation is rooted 

in the physical suitability, land use synergy, accessibility, and demand. However, rural 

households are exposed to effects relating to land allocation administrated by Traditional 

Authorities on rural livelihoods. Developing countries within the Sub-Sahara such as SA 

have rapid interest in rural land for economic advancements and improvements of rural 

livelihoods especially in the Limpopo Province. Majority of rural areas in the Limpopo 

Province are administrated by Traditional Authorities for land allocation for various uses 

such as substance farming. Limpopo Province has the greatest potential for agriculture, 

but majority of households are practicing subsistence farming which only proactive during 

rainy period. Moreover, the province is rated as one of the poorest in SA with a high rate 

of unemployment. Despite that, basic services are still a major problem in rural areas with 

some households still unable to access water. 

Traditional authorities land allocation has played a significant role in the economic 

disparity in rural areas. Few people in rural areas have access to far located formal 

economic opportunities. The introduction of the LRP as a strategy to deal with the 

injustices of the past land allocation processes to improve the accessibility of economical 

viable land by disadvantaged people, had limited impact on the rural livelihood 

improvements. Thus, the implementation of the strategy seems ineffective in SA. Most 

rural households are in dormitory settlements characterised by limited economic 

opportunities. They are also far from formal economic prospects, hence the rural land 

allocation by Traditional Authorities is not economically effective and efface rural 

livelihood. 
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CHAPTER 3 

RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY  

3.1. INTRODUCTION 

According to Firdaus, Zulfadilla and Caniago (2021), research design and methodology 

outline the research methods and techniques employed. This chapter presents the 

research design and methodology adopted to investigate the effects of traditional 

authority land allocation on rural livelihoods. It begins by describing the research design 

and paradigm that guided the study. The chapter further details the population of the study 

and outlines the sampling procedures used to select respondents and key informants. 

The study employed a mixed-methods approach, combining quantitative data from 

structured questionnaires administered to 111 households and qualitative data from in-

depth interviews with seven (7) key informants. The chapter also explains the data 

collection techniques and describes the data analysis methods applied to quantitative and 

qualitative data. Moreover, ethical considerations, such as obtaining informed consent, 

ensuring confidentiality, and maintaining the privacy and rights of participants, are 

outlined to demonstrate adherence to research ethics. This comprehensive methodology 

ensured that effects surrounding traditional authority land allocation were adequately 

captured and analysed to address the study’s objectives. 

3.2. RESEARCH DESIGN    

The study used a mixed-methods convergent parallel design to collect and analyse 

qualitative and quantitative data simultaneously. Toyon (2021) defines a mixed-method 

as collecting, analysing and interpreting qualitative and quantitative data for a single 

research project.  This study used quantitative and qualitative approaches to collect and 

analyse data. A quantitative research method was adopted to provide information on the 

households’ perspectives of the research problem and to create a record of the 

demographic profiling of the different households.  

A qualitative research method was adopted to describe the nature and processes of land 

allocation in the rural areas and their characteristics and effects on rural livelihoods.  
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3.3. RESEARCH PARADIGM  

The study adopted a pragmatic paradigm to provide a degree of adaptability in producing 

knowledge and recognising existing realities. It acknowledges the changes determined 

by individual actions and their attempts to make a living. Furthermore, for strengthening 

the process and the outcome of the study, quantitative data using a questionnaire survey 

on 111 household heads, and qualitative data from the literature review and seven (7) 

key informants were collected and analysed to address the different aspects of traditional 

authority land allocation on rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo Village.  

3.4. DATA REQUIRED FOR THE STUDY 

The study requires primary and secondary data on the traditional authority land allocation 

process in the rural areas, its determinants, characteristics, and effects on rural 

livelihoods rural areas. Primary data about demographic profiles such as household size, 

household head gender, household educational status, household employment level, 

household source of income, and household salary ranges, were collected to outline the 

overview of socio-economic conditions of the households, land allocation determinants, 

rural livelihood characteristics, and effects of traditional authority land allocation from the 

111 household heads in Ga-Sekororo Village. The five (5) key informants from the 

traditional authority and the two (2) from the Maruleng Local Municipality were also 

interviewed to gather primary data on the effects of traditional authority land allocation on 

rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo Village. This data was used to supplement the 

recommendation of possible measures to strengthen the land allocation process to 

improve rural livelihoods. Literature review was used, as the study further collected 

secondary data from literature, such as journals, books, and government policy relating 

to the research problem to support the current study findings.   

3.5. POPULATION OF THE STUDY  

According to Stratton (2021), the population of the study is defined as the aggregate of 

all the objects, members, or subjects of the study. Moreover, the study's target population 

is the group of people from whom the research draws its conclusions. The number of 
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households in Ga-Sekororo’s five (5) sub-villages is 2,012 (Hlohlokwe), 259 (Kanana), 

1,339 (Lorrain), 394 (Moshate) and 747 (Shikwane), a total of 4,751 households. Due to 

the homogeneity of these households, all form part of the targeted population. For this 

study, the accessible population were household heads in Ga-Sekororo Village, Maruleng 

Municipal officials and Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority, who provided 

information on the aspects relating to the effects of traditional authority land allocation in 

rural livelihoods.  

3.6. SAMPLING PROCEDURE  

This section outlines the sampling procedure to determine the study's sample size for 

both quantitative and qualitative data to achieve the study's primary aim. 

3.6.1. Quantitative sampling procedure 

Practically, it was impossible to study the whole target population of the study area due 

to the scope, cost, time, and nature of the research problem. The study used a sampling 

procedure to select a population to participate in the study. Slovin's formula was utilised 

to determine the sample size for quantitative data. The formula is represented by the 

equation n=N/(1+Ne2), where N is the population size, e is the margin of error, and n is 

the sample size (Tejada & Punzalan, 2012). 

Since the total number of households in the target population was 4,751, the sampling 

size will be delineated by 4751/ (1+4751*0.052), equalling 369 households of which 30% 

(111) of the households were selected and considered for the questionnaires in the study. 

The calculated cost and time associated with the fieldwork to conduct the study 

determined the selection decision of the 30% (111) household sample. Moreover, a 

systematic sampling method was used to delineate the sampling interval of the study, 

outlined by 369 divided by 111, thereby equalling 3.  

Thus, the interval means that every third household, starting from a randomly chosen 

point, was nominated in the sample for the questionnaire survey. In every household 

selected for the sample, information was gathered from the household head, such as the 
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assigned land. Table 3.1 depicts the research population size and the number of sampled 

households with the questionnaire distributed and returned from the household. 

Table 3.1 The sampled number of households with questionnaires distributed and 

returned. 

Sample size (n) = 111  

Population 

size (N) 

Sampled number 

of households (n) 

NQD  % NQR % 

4 751 111 111 100% 111 100% 

Key:  NQD = Number of Questionnaires Distributed  

NQR = Number of Questionnaires Returned 

3.6.2. Qualitative sampling procedure 

The study used purposive sampling to select key informants for the qualitative data. This 

method allowed the study to interact with participants with information on the research 

problem (Allemang, Sitter & Dimitropoulos, 2022). All key informants, including the two 

(2) officials from the Maruleng Local Municipality and five (5) officials at the Banareng Ba 

Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority, were surveyed based on their characteristics to 

provide information on answering the research question.  

3.7. DATA COLLECTION TECHNIQUE OF THE STUDY 

The following section outlines the data collection technique for the study's quantitative 

and qualitative data. For quantitative data, the researcher developed and circulated 

questionnaires to the sampled household heads to collect primary data on the research 

question. However, for qualitative data collection in the study, a face-to-face interview was 

held with key informants to explore their beliefs and views on the research question.  

The interview used open ended questions on the two Maruleng Municipal officials, who 

are the Director: Spatial planning and economic development (participant 1) and the 

Manager: Local economic development (participant 2) to stipulate exhaustive data on 

characteristics of rural livelihood and effects of traditional authority land allocation, while 

the five (5) officials from Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority were interviewed 
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through a semi-structured interview to provide rich and detailed data on the land allocation 

process and determinants who are Senior traditional leader (participant 3), Traditional 

council member: Admin clerk (participant 4) and three (3) Headmen who are referred as 

participant five (5), participant six (6), and participant seven (7) respectively. 

3.8. DATA ANALYSIS PROCEDURE 

This study employed a mixed-methods approach, integrating both quantitative and 

qualitative data to explore the determinants, effects, and recommendations related to land 

allocation in Ga-Sekororo Village. 

3.8.1. Quantitative Data Collection and Analysis 

Quantitative data were collected through a structured household questionnaire survey, 

targeting rural households within Ga-Sekororo Village. The survey gathered information 

on household demographics, determinants of traditional authority land allocation, 

characteristics of rural livelihoods, and land allocation effects. The questionnaire was 

designed to produce measurable variables related to these focus areas. The data were 

analysed using descriptive statistical methods, with Microsoft Excel for Microsoft 365 

MSO version 2502 serving as the primary tool for computation. Frequencies, 

percentages, tables, and graphs were generated to summarise and present key findings. 

These outputs illustrated the occurrence and distribution of variables such as household 

size, land access, livelihood activities, and perceived traditional authority land allocation 

challenges and effects. The descriptive statistics provided a clear overview of patterns 

and trends within the data, facilitating interpretation and comparison. 

3.8.2. Qualitative Data Collection and Analysis 

Qualitative data were collected through semi-structured interviews conducted with five (5) 

key informants, including municipal officials, traditional authority members, and 

community representatives. The interviews explored participants' perspectives on land 

allocation determinants, challenges, effects on rural livelihoods, and recommendations 

for improving the process. Data were analysed using thematic analysis following an 

inductive approach, as outlined by Braun and Clarke (2006). The analysis involved: 
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Familiarisation: The researcher transcribed the audio-recorded interviews and 

repeatedly read the transcripts to become immersed in the data. 

Coding: Data segments were manually coded with descriptive words and phrases that 

captured the essence of participants’ responses. 

Theme development: Codes were grouped into sub-themes and broader themes that 

emerged frequently and dominantly across the data. 

Review and refinement: The themes were reviewed for coherence and alignment with 

the research objectives and refined to eliminate overlaps. 

Narrative development: The findings were presented in qualitative narration, supported 

by direct participant quotations in italics (APA 7th edition style) to substantiate the 

interpretations. The integration of household survey data and qualitative narratives 

allowed the study to capture both the measurable patterns and the lived experiences 

surrounding land allocation and rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo. 

3.9. TRUSTWORTHINESS  

3.9.1. Credibility   

The study established the trustworthiness and credibility of the research by linking the 

research findings with the reality to demonstrate the truth through the member-checking 

technique. The research findings were shared with the participants after data 

interpretation and the conclusions for clarification to strengthen the study's credibility.  

3.9.2. Transferability  

Transferability is defined as external validity by Lincoln and Guba (1985) who argue that 

the findings of qualitative study can be extended to theory, practice, and future research 

in diverse contexts. Transferability outlines the process by which the researcher highlights 

how the results of the study can be applied to other contexts, including comparable 

people, circumstances and phenomena. The results of in-depth interviews with key 

informants increased transferability and improved the generalisability of the findings.  
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The study used a mixed-methods approach to enable a complete understanding of the 

research problem. There will be reinforced emphasis on transferability by providing a 

detailed description of the context and the culture in Ga-Sekororo, thus outlining the 

characteristics of the study participants, and detailing the data collection and analysis 

methods (Creswell & Creswell, 2018). This method ensured that the study findings could 

be used and analysed in other contexts, thus contributing to a greater understanding of 

the related challenges outside the local research environment.  

3.9.3. Dependability  

To address dependability, Shenton (2004) argues that the research process should be 

rational, clear, and reported in detail. To demonstrate dependability, the study is exposed 

to an inquiry audit to allow outside review of data collection, analysis, and findings by the 

supervisor of the study.  

3.9.4. Confirmability   

A research study's confirmability is the extent of neutrality in its conclusions (Busetto, 

Wick & Gumbinger, 2020). The research findings are based on the interview replies of the 

participants and on the opinions of the researcher. At the start of the research 

investigation, the researcher will create an audit trail to aid in documenting critical actions 

throughout the data analysis to explain the reasons for the study's decisions.  

3.10. ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS  

Ethical considerations such as anonymity and confidentiality are crucial to maintain the 

participants' privacy (Suri, 2020). The researcher submitted the research proposal to the 

Turfloop Research and Ethics Committee (TREC) at the University of Limpopo for 

approval before interacting and collecting data from the sampled households and key 

informants. On approval from the University dated 19th of August 2024, the Maruleng 

Municipality through the office of the municipal manager and Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo 

Traditional Authority were informed, and interviews with the key informants were 

conducted.  
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Subsequently, to obtain signed consent, the sampled households and key informants 

were adequately informed about the research to assist them in making an informed 

decision. They offered an opportunity to participate voluntarily in the study. The study 

further maintained the anonymity and confidentiality of the sampled households and key 

informants by not revealing their identity in the data collection, analysis and findings of 

the research and ensured that no information would be disclosed without their knowledge 

and consent. Furthermore, the study identified potential harm and informed the sampled 

households and key informants to ensure that they understand that their contribution to 

the study is voluntary, and that they have the right to withdraw from it at any time. 

3.11. CONCLUSION  

The mixed-methods ensured that the study employed both the quantitative and qualitative 

research methods. Quantitative methods were used to collect raw data from 111 

households in Ga-Sekororo Village through a questionnaire survey regarding the socio-

economic profile and the attributes relating to land allocation and rural livelihoods. 

Through face-to-face interviews, qualitative methods were used to collect information 

from the two (2) key informants at Maruleng Local Municipality and five (5) from the 

Traditional Authorities to investigate the effects of the land allocation on rural livelihoods. 

Moreover, the statistical model was used to analyse the quantitative data, while thematic 

analysis was used to analyse the qualitative data. To ensure anonymity and 

confidentiality, TREC issued ethical clearance at the University of Limpopo to allow the 

researcher to conduct the study. Generally, the chapter outlines the research methods, 

and the procedure used to process and analyse data. The forthcoming chapter illustrates 

the presentation and analysis of the research findings. 
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CHAPTER 4 

PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF THE FINDINGS   

4.1. INTRODUCTION 

Global economic growth has declined due to world financial instability, negatively 

affecting developed and developing countries (Stats SA, 2022). However, such financial 

instability induced developing countries in sub-Saharan Africa, including South Africa, to 

use land adequately through land allocation to curb the spatial economic disparities. Land 

allocation is vital in land use planning to maintain a sustainable society. Land allocation 

is a scientific practice that aims to achieve short- and long-term socio-economic 

development, especially in rural areas (White and Engelen, 2000). Practically, rural areas, 

particularly Ga-Sekororo Village in Limpopo Province, are afflicted with traditional beliefs 

and customary land allocation, with the potential to influence the economic opportunities 

of rural livelihoods. Consequently, Ga-Sekororo Village is characterised by marginalised 

development conditions and housing, with most unemployed households within dormitory 

settlements plagued by issues relating to unemployment, income-poverty, and food 

security. 

This chapter outlines the analysis, interpretation, and discussion of findings of quantitative 

data collected from the households at Ga-Sekororo Village and qualitative data from 

seven (7) key informants as indicated in Table 4.1. The households of Ga-Sekororo 

depend on consent from Traditional Authorities to access land through traditional 

authority land allocation for various rural livelihoods relating to farming and non-farming 

income activities. The chapter investigates the effects of traditional authority land 

allocation on rural livelihoods in the village.  
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Table 4.1: Profile of Key Informants 

Participants  Symbols  Status  Institution  Gender  Age  

Participant               1 
interview  

P1 Director: Spatial 
planning and 
economic 
development 

Maruleng 
Municipality  
 

Male  40-50 

Participant 2 interview  P2 Manager: 
Manager: Local 
economic 
development 

Male  30-40 

Participant 3 interview  P3 Senior traditional 
leader 
(Mokgomana) 

Banareng Ba 
Ga-Sekororo 
Traditional 
Authority 

Male  35-45 

Participant 4 interview  P4 Traditional council 
member (Admin 
clerk) 

Male  35-45 

Participant 5 interview  P5 Headman (induna) female 45-55 

Participant 6 interview  P6 Headman (induna) Male  30-40 

Participant 7 interview  P7 Headman (induna) Male  45-65 

 

The study engaged seven (7) key informants who held strategic roles in both municipal 

administration and traditional leadership structures in Ga-Sekororo. Among the municipal 

officials were P1, a male aged between 40 and 50 years, who served as the Director of 

Spatial Planning and Economic Development at Maruleng Municipality, and P2, a male 

aged 30 to 40 years, who was the Manager of Local Economic Development at the same 

municipality. The Traditional Authority was represented by P3, a senior traditional leader 

(Mokgomana), male, aged 35 to 45 years; P4, a Traditional Council member working as 

an administrative clerk, male, aged 35 to 45 years; P5, a female headman (induna), aged 

45 to 55 years; P6, a male headman (induna), aged 30 to 40 years; and P7, a male 

headman (induna), aged 45 to 65 years. The inclusion of participants from both statutory 

and customary systems provided a balanced and comprehensive perspective on land 

allocation practices and rural development challenges in the study area. 
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4.2. DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE OF THE HOUSEHOLD HEADS IN GA-SEKORORO 

VILLAGE  

Basically, factors relating to population size, education level, and employment level of the 

households influence the socio-economic condition of the study area (Williams and Moo, 

2023).  Significantly, the socio-economic setting of Ga-Sekororo is determined through 

household size, household headed gender, education level, employment level, source of 

income, and salary range of the households. The demographic profile determines the 

rural livelihood characteristics and status of the village to measure the level of livelihood 

poverty and the significant effects of traditional authority land allocation in the livelihoods.  

4.2.1. Household size of the sampled households  

Figure 4.1 reports the household size of the study population. The findings of this study 

revealed that about 42% of the households had a family size ranging from 4 to 6 

members, with 15% having family members of 1 to 3. Thus, an increase in household 

size is likely to increase the demand for more land and the need to access more income-

generating activities. 

 
Figure 4.1: Percentage of Household size (n=111) 
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growing, posing a need for the Traditional Authority to allocate more land to allow 

household members to sustain rural livelihoods. The literatures attest that the population 

growth in rural areas triggers the need for land allocation (Liu et al, 2020). Generally, 

almost 83% of households have an average household size of 4-10 members. Thus, 

household size has rapidly influenced the process of land allocation in the study area. 

4.2.2. Gender of the sampled households 

The proportion of the household head gender in Ga-Sekororo Village indicates that the 

majority (59%) of households are headed by female. The study findings outline that 

Traditional Authority has mainly allocated land to female rather than males, purposively 

for residential use. The female-headed households indicated that they are exposed and 

vulnerable to poverty because they are limited in undertaking certain economic 

opportunities which require men. 

 
Figure 4.2: Proportion of household head gender (n=111) 

Notwithstanding that, Statistics South Africa (2022) outlined that labour migration, as a 

survival strategy to improve rural livelihoods, contributed to the decline of male-headed 

households in rural areas. The decline of male household heads attests to the limited 

economic opportunities in Ga-Sekororo Village, which have pushed household, especially 

males, to seek for employment opportunities outside the study area. 
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4.2.3. Educational status of the households  

The quantitative findings on household educational status portrayed by Figure 4.3 

illustrate that the highest qualification obtained is a tertiary qualification by only 24% 

households; however, the majority (49%) of the households have attained secondary 

qualification, which exposes the ability and capability of the households to access formal 

employment. Accordingly, the households with better educational backgrounds have high 

change and easy access to income-generating activities to improve their rural livelihoods.    

 
Figure 4.3: Proportion of educational status of the households (n=111) 

Despite that, the study revealed that 7% of households have never attended school and 

have no formal education, which makes the household vulnerable to income poverty. 

Tram and Ngoc (2021) affirm that the educational status of the population expresses the 

skills, knowledge, and ability to respond to economic disparities.  

4.2.4. Employment level of the households  

The majority (33%) of households indicated that they are currently employed whereas 

22% are economically independent. However, 15% of the household outlined that 

economically they are active but not in formal employment. Thus, the study findings 

illustrated that a noticeable 30% of the households are facing economic disparities at Ga-

Sekororo Village. 
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Figure 4.4: Proportion of Employment level (n=111) 

Statistics South Africa (2022) asserts that the unemployment rate in rural areas has 

potentially forced rural households to depend on social grants as other sources of income 

for survival, which is the case at Ga-Sekororo Village. The literature affirmed that Ga-

Sekororo Village has limited non-farming or formal employment activities and, as a result, 

the households that are deemed economically active are unemployed (MLMIDP., 2025). 

This circumstance around the economic disparities was emphasised by Best (2024), who 

indicated that improper land allocation in rural areas has led to far-located rural 

settlements with limited economic opportunities.  

4.2.5. Source of income of the households in the study area 

The findings of the study outline that agricultural activities have employed the majority 

(31%) of the households. Intermediately, a negligible portion of the households (21%) 

have indicated that they are depending on the retail opportunities to support and sustain 

the living conditions of the rural area. 

 

Figure 4.5: Proportion of Source of income (n=111) 
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The majority (45%) of household respondents indicated that, for survival, they depend on 

other sources of income such as social grants and remittance, especially funds from 

members who are working in urban areas, as source of income. 

4.2.6. Salary ranges of the sampled households over a month period 

The salary range amongst the 111 sample households at Ga-Sekororo Village is depicted 

in figure 4.6. Over 35 households have access to income of R2, 500-R4, 500, while 22 

households indicated that they receive R500-R2, 500. 

  

Figure 4.6: Proportion of Salary ranges (n=111) 

However, the study reveals that 25 households earning more than R7, 500, are employed 

in formal employment sectors, and only 16 households have access to salary of R6, 500-
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4.3.1. Factors determining traditional authority land allocation from households 

The traditional land allocation process in Ga-Sekororo Village is triggered by various 

factors with different purposes. This section reports findings based on both quantitative 

data from 111 surveyed households (Table 4.2) and qualitative insights from five (5) key 

informants (P3–P7) (Table 4.1). The qualitative data analysis in this study aimed to 

explore the determinants influencing land allocation processes in Ga-Sekororo Village. 

Through thematic analysis of responses from five (5) key informants (P3–P7), four (4) 

main themes and eight (8) sub-themes emerged. These themes capture the multifaceted 

factors shaping land allocation decisions in the village. The main themes identified were: 

(1) Population Dynamics, (2) Household Structure and Expansion, (3) Socio-cultural 

Aspirations, and (4) Evolving Land Use Patterns. 

Table 4.2: Factors determining traditional authority land allocation from 

households 

Factors Frequency Percentage 

Population growth 35 32% 

Establishment of new families 36 33% 

Land affordability 28 25% 

Expansion of income activities 12 10% 

Total 111 100% 

 

4.3.1.1. Population growth as a driver of traditional authority land allocation 

The survey data reveal that population growth accounts for 32% of the reasons for land 

allocation in Ga-Sekororo, indicating its significance in shaping land distribution patterns. 

This quantitative result is supported by qualitative responses. For instance, Participant 

P3 explicitly confirmed this trend, stating: 

"The increase of population in Ga-Sekororo Village triggers applications for residential 

land, and land becomes in demand, leading to the allocation of land for new residential 
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areas. However, currently, the majority of people are relocating to rural areas from urban 

areas." (P3).  

This quote reflects both natural population growth and rural in-migration, suggesting that 

Ga-Sekororo Village, like many other South African rural areas, experiences reverse 

migration as people return from cities due to economic hardship or a desire for land 

security (Cousins, 2016; Hall, 2009). 

4.3.1.2. Establishment of new families 

The most cited factor in the quantitative findings (33%) was the establishment of new 

families. This finding reflects a generational demand for land, as young people seek to 

form independent households. The qualitative data substantiates this, with Participant P7 

highlighting the importance of land for the youth: 

"Majority of people who need and apply for land is youth, especially on the newly 

developed areas." (P7) 

Similarly, Participant P4 emphasised: 

"The demand for land from big families to accommodate the youth from the village." (P4) 

These narratives confirm that youth-driven demand is a central factor in land allocation, 

aligning with research by Cousins (2007), who found that land access for new family 

formation is a key feature of communal tenure systems in South Africa. 

4.3.1.3. Land affordability 

While 25% of respondents highlighted land affordability as an important factor, it ranked 

lower than demographic drivers. This reflects the influence of customary land tenure 

systems, where land is typically allocated by Traditional Authorities without market 

transactions (Lahiff, 2007). Participants did not emphasise affordability as a major issue, 

suggesting that in Ga-Sekororo, access is primarily regulated socially rather than 

financially, a point consistent with literature noting limited land commodification in 

communal areas (Cousins, 2016). 
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4.3.1.4. Expansion of income activities 

The lowest ranked factor (10%) was the expansion of land for income-generating 

activities such as small businesses or agriculture. This suggests that economic use of 

land remains a secondary priority, a pattern echoed in qualitative data. Participant P6 

remarked: 

"As time goes by, people grow and tend to need space for different land uses such as 

residential and business." (P6) 

However, this was the only participant who mentioned business purposes, aligning with 

the quantitative finding that income-driven land demand is limited. This reflects national 

findings, where rural land reform has failed to significantly expand commercial rural 

economies (Hall, 2009). In contrast, regions such as Mozambique and Ghana are 

experiencing more market-driven rural land transformations (Schoneveld, 2014), 

indicating that Ga-Sekororo remains rooted in traditional, residence-focused land use 

patterns. These findings align closely with existing South African studies. Cousins (2007; 

2016) and Hall (2009) emphasise that household formation, youth demand, and 

population growth are the dominant land allocation drivers in rural areas, with economic 

land uses playing a limited role.  

The minimal emphasis on affordability corroborates evidence that traditional authority 

land allocation reduces financial barriers, as opposed to formal market-driven land 

systems (Lahiff, 2007). Across Sub-Saharan Africa, similar land allocation dynamics 

prevail. Nkonya, Kwon & Mirzabaev, (2016) report that in rural communities across 

Ethiopia, Uganda, and Mali, population pressure and family expansion drive land 

reallocation, mirroring Ga-Sekororo’s trends. However, in countries like Ghana and 

Tanzania, there is growing investor interest in rural land for commercial agriculture 

(Schoneveld, 2014), a trend not yet evident in Ga-Sekororo, where business-driven land 

demand remains marginal. 
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4.3.2. Access and land allocation process in Ga-Sekororo Village 

The quantitative results indicated that all households have access to land through the 

Traditional Authorities. From the qualitative interviews, key informants were requested to 

detail the household's processes for obtaining land. Five (5) main themes and ten (10) 

sub-themes emerged from the interviews. The study reveals that the practice of land 

allocation in the Ga-Sekororo Village is primarily the sole responsibility of Banareng Ba 

Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority. 

4.3.2.1. Land assessment and availability 

The study findings from the qualitative outline show that the responsibility of the land 

allocation process is vested in the Traditional Authority. The finding reflects that the land 

allocation processes in Ga-Sekororo commence when the household member 

approaches the village headman for a land request application. This is affirmed by key 

informants (P3) in qualitative data, who indicated that: 

“The potential household identifies a potential land and then contacts the headman to 

assess the land availability.” (P3) 

This narrative affirms that the land applications are initiated by the headman, who will 

preliminarily conduct a land assessment to verify the availability of the demanded land.  

4.3.2.2. Land demarcation and boundary delineation  

Then, upon the completion of the land assessment, the study findings outline that the 

boundaries of the available land will be demarcated and shown to the households who 

will pay the land application fee. This finding is supported by Participant 4, who alluded 

to the following:   

“If the land is available, the household must pay a land application fee to the headman, 

who will request a letter from the Traditional Council.” (P4) 

Significantly, the study indicates that the land application fee is determined by the land 

use type, whereby land application fees for residential purposes are less compared to 

land application fees for business purposes. Therefore, the households must pay 
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application fees and specify the purpose of the land use as requested before approval. 

This is attested by a key informant (P5) who indicated that: 

 “The household must pay the application fee, which will allow the headman “induna” to 

demarcate the required available land according to the standard measurements.” (P5) 

This is attested to by what Mtengwane (2021) indicated in Chapter 2, that the recognised 

headmen are tasked with the responsibility to accept land applications with an allocation 

fee based on the land demand from the households. Moreover, Hull et al (2016) attest 

that land allocation processes in rural areas ground the utilisation of communal land for a 

particular land use, mainly residential and economic uses. 

4.3.2.3. Land allocation finalisation and approval  

One of the most critical segments of the land allocation process is approval. From the 

qualitative data, the findings reveal that when the land application is considered for 

approval, the value of the demarcated land is provided and must be paid fully by the 

household before issuing a Permission To Occupy (PTO) as a certificate for endorsement 

to the household to conclude the land allocation process. Attesting to the above 

statement, the participant (P3, P4, P5, P6 and P7) specified that:  

“The final Permission To Occupy (PTO) is issued and provided by the traditional council, 

signed by the king, when the land application is approved.” (P3, P4, P5, P6 and P7) 

From the qualitative data, the analysis portrays that PTO concludes the land allocation 

process. However, it is also noticeable that regret letters are prepared and given to 

households without a refund of the land application fee when the land applications are 

declined. 

4.3. CHARACTERISTICS OF RURAL LIVELIHOOD 

As shown in the earlier section (4.2.2), on this analysis, qualitative findings of the study 

revealed that land allocation processes in Ga-Sekororo Village are mainly practised by 

the Traditional Authority to provide various rural livelihood activities. The quantitative 

findings on the household demographics also affirmed that the current educational status 

limits the majority of households' access to formal employment and that they face 
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economic disparities. The literature in Chapter 2 attested that the Traditional Authorities 

are influential in the rural livelihood circumstances, especially for income generation 

activities (Sihlangu, 2016). This section of the analysis assesses the characteristics of 

rural livelihood by portraying the  rural livelihood activities and their sustainability in the 

study areas. 

4.3.1. Rural livelihood activities in Ga-Sekororo Village  

The household respondent indicated that they are involved in various rural livelihood 

activities for income generation. The majority (32%) of households indicated that they are 

practising subsistence farming, which happens to be the most common rural livelihood 

activity. The households further indicated that soil fertility encourages the practice of 

subsistence farming for survival in the village, mainly for crop ploughing. Notwithstanding 

that, 29% of the households stated that they are engaged in hawking (informal trading), 

which is mainly allocated along the main access road. The households indicated that the 

reason to allocate informal trading along the road is to allow easy access for customers. 

At the same time, a less significant proportion of 7% focuses on retail (formal trade), which 

includes spaza shops, taverns, and restaurants in the form of a car wash. Furthermore, 

the negligible proportion (2%) of households stated that they depend on small-scale 

mining for survival, which includes digging and delivering building soil to other rural 

households. 

Figure 4.7: Proportion of rural livelihood activities Ga-Sekororo (n=111) 
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The qualitative findings on the response of key informants affirm the affirming households' 

narrative, affirming that subsistence farming (Appendix 15: Photograph 1) is dominantly 

practised in the study area. For instance, in agriculture, three (3) key informants (P2, P4 

and P6) attested that subsistence farming, especially crop production, is the most 

dominant farming activity. However, it was further indicated in the analysis that 

subsistence farming is only effective during the rainy seasons for plantation of crops such 

as maize, ground nuts, pumpkin, and sorghum while during other seasons with no rainfall, 

other households plough vegetables such as spinach and tomatoes for small portions in 

their yard due to limited water sources. The study findings revealed that due to the 

seasonal operation, the rural livelihood activities are not enough to improve the rural 

livelihoods since most livelihood activities are only practised for survival, not mainly to 

uplift and sustain the rural economy of Ga-Sekororo Village. Therefore, these attest that 

it is empirical for tradition authority land allocation to consider subsistence farming as 

major economic activity in Ga-Sekororo village. This was affirmed by key informants (P2, 

P4 and P6) in qualitative data who indicated that: 

"For income activities, the majority of people are relying much on subsistence farming for 

crop farming, but mainly operating during the rainy season..." (P2) 

"The majority of households are practising subsistence farming..." (P4) 

"People use the land for ploughing and selling fruits and vegetables through markets on 

roads." (P6) 

In addition to the crop production, some households (26%) are engaged in livestock 

farming, which includes goats, cattle, chicken, sheep, and pigs, though at a small-scale, 

contributing to food security and a minor income. It has been revealed that some 

households are practising livestock farming to boost household income stability. 

Participant 1 remarked: 

“The income activities range from agriculture in the form of small-scale farming and 

livestock farming” (P1) 
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Attested by quantitative data, hawking/informal trading (Appendix 15: Photograph 02) is 

one of the dominant income activities practised to sustain their rural livelihood, ranging 

from selling fruits, vegetables, and cooked food. The study's qualitative findings on two 

(2) key informants further indicated that Informal trading along the major roads and tarred 

routes is an everyday economic activity practised in the village. Households (29%) sell 

agricultural products and other goods to passing traffic. Participants 1 and 2 remarked: 

“The informal trading is allocated along the major road”, P1 

“The informal trading is mushrooming along the tar roads”, P2 

The study findings further revealed that the rural livelihood activities are not near 

residential areas in Ga-Sekororo. The key informant (P1) affirmed that the current rural 

spatial pattern in Ga-Sekororo does not stimulate economic disparities due to limited 

employment opportunities Participant 1 remarked: 

“The land allocation considers economic activities, but far from the residential areas” (P1) 

Noticeable in the study areas, the quantitative data revealed that most land parcels are 

practically allocated and used for subsistence farming through the traditional authority 

land allocation process. The study further revealed that the spatial economic arrangement 

of land uses such as subsistence farming, livestock farming, formal and informal trading 

income livelihood activities, which are allocated far from residential areas, responds to 

the traditional authority land allocation process. Contrary to this scenario, it is confirmed 

by Best (2024) who emphasised, in Chapter 2, that proper land allocation processes play 

a vital role in land transformation to stimulate and sterilise the economy. The literature 

further attested that there are a variety of rural livelihoods ranging from non-farming and 

farming livelihood income activities, which significantly contribute positively to the rural 

economy through effective land allocation (Ellis,2000). According to Madzivhandila and 

Niyimbanira (2020), although agriculture is the backbone of the rural economy, to improve 

rural livelihoods, proper land allocation can stimulate production to address poverty, 

especially in rural areas. 
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4.3.2. Sustainability of rural livelihood in Ga-Sekororo 

The majority (60%) of household respondents indicated that the sustainability of the rural 

livelihood in the village is moderate. The reason for the moderate sustainability is based 

on the limited economic opportunities that expose the rural household to poverty and 

basic services, particularly water, which affects the quality of life of rural households. The 

negligible proportion (10%) of households stated that the level of sustainability is high 

based on the agricultural potential that can sustain the village, only if the land allocation 

process is done correctly. However, slightly proportion of respondents (30%) asserted 

that the rural livelihood in Ga-Sekororo is not sustainable, due to inadequate access basic 

services caused by the disjointed spatial pattern in Ga-Sekororo, particularly water 

supply, which is only available once in two weeks, while other households indicated that 

they still depend on river water to sustain their household.   

 

Figure 4.8: Proportion of sustainability of rural livelihood in Ga-sekororo (n=111) 
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was practised by Traditional Authorities led to dormitory rural settlement with limited 

economic opportunities and inadequate basic services Participants 1 and 2 remarked: 

“The village is dominated by residential areas with limited economic opportunity” (P1) 

“Spatial Development framework (SDF) is much more effective to guide land 

development, but traditional authorities do not follow it.” (P2) 

The qualitative finding of the study further asserted that the dominance of ineffective 

income livelihood activities that are only meant for the survival of rural households, such 

as subsistence farming and informal traders, has compromised the resilience and ability 

of the village to maintain its composure to respond to its vulnerability to poverty upsurge. 

For instance, Participant 1 explicitly confirmed this trend, stating: 

“The dispersed dormitory settlements pattern triggered the effectiveness of the rural 

livelihood and cost effectiveness for providing adequate basic services.” (P1) 

The situation in Ga-Sekororo Village confirms the findings of the literature in Chapter 2, 

which revealed that Ga-Sekororo Village is dominated by residential areas with limited 

economic opportunity, which has diverted some households to engage in subsistence 

farming, taking advantage of the fertile soil and informal trading to sell the local produce, 

fruits and vegetables. (MLMSDF, 2024). Both quantitative and qualitative findings 

affirmed that the land allocation in Ga-Sekororo Village led to limited economic 

opportunities and inadequate access to basic services such as water, which has 

compromised the sustainability of the rural livelihood. 

4.4. EFFECTS OF TRADITIONAL AUTHORITY LAND ALLOCATION ON RURAL 

LIVELIHOODS 

This section presents the findings on the effects of traditional authority land allocation on 

rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo. Data was derived from both quantitative and qualitative 

findings. Quantitative questionnaire survey was used to assess the household's 

perception on the effects of land allocation on rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo, and the 

interviews with seven (7) key informants (P1–P7) provided findings for qualitative 
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analysis. The quantitative question on the effect of land allocation asked the participants 

if there was any effect of land allocation on rural livelihoods.  

4.4.1. Traditional authority Land allocation in improving rural livelihoods. 

Figure 4.9 reports on traditional authority land allocation in improving rural livelihoods 

from 111 households. Most (68%) of the respondents indicated that the land allocation 

process does not show any improvement in their rural livelihoods. The reason for this is 

that the Traditional Authority has adopted the land allocation process without 

consideration of the income related to livelihood activities, because most residential areas 

are allocated far from economic opportunities, which has forced the household members 

to travel long distances for employment opportunities. 

 

Figure 4.9: Proportion of land allocation in improving rural livelihood in Ga-Sekororo (n=111) 
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livelihoods; therefore, the practice of diversification of income land use in rural areas is 

necessary to augment agricultural income generation activities. 

4.4.2. Challenges associated with traditional authority land allocation in Ga-

Sekororo. 

The researcher conducted in-depth interviews with the key informants. According to the 

key informants, various challenges in land allocation affecting livelihoods emerged from 

the qualitative study. The governance challenges in the Traditional Council are reflected 

as one of the challenges whereby corruption and bias in land allocation processes create 

unfairness and dissatisfaction among households. Land that is in proximity to economic 

opportunities is allocated to wealthy households, while most marginalised households are 

placed in rural areas far from economic opportunities.  

Participant 3 remarked: “Corruption and bias, which have become a norm in the traditional 

council, are becoming a major problem” (P3). 

The double allocation of erven causes conflicts and risks of disputes, potentially leading 

to violence among households. The finding revealed that some land, especially well-

located land, is in high demand, which led the Traditional Authority to face challenges in 

the repetition of allocating vacant and unoccupied land that has already been allocated 

to other individuals Participant remarked:  

“Double allocation of a stand to the household is a challenge the Traditional Council is 

facing; however, the risk faced is land disputes that have the potential to cause fights 

among household individuals” (P4). 

The households change the original purpose of their allocated land without informing the 

Traditional Council, breaching allocation agreements. The key informant indicated that 

the primary use of the allocated land is being compromised and changed without the 

consent of the Traditional Authority.   Participant P5 remarked:  

“The risk on land allocation is mostly arising from households who change the primary 

use of the land without notifying the traditional council” (P5). 
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The two (2) key informants (P1 and P2) indicated that the deficient technical knowledge 

of land development policies is established as a major challenge, exposing the 

vulnerability of the land allocation process. The key informant (P2) stated that the 

individuals responsible for land allocation in the traditional authority are pensioners and 

still follow the old method to allocate land without considering the involvement of the 

Maruleng Municipality and its land development policies when approving land application 

of households. The problem of deficient technical knowledge and limited involvement of 

the municipality is said to stimulate land allocation that expands new residential areas on 

prime land earmarked for agriculture, which compromises food security in the village. 

Moreover, the study further indicated that other households are allocated in 

environmentally sensitive areas such as flood lines and wetlands. This is attested by key 

informants (P1 and P2) who indicated that:  

“Traditional Authority members responsible for land allocation are lacking knowledge and 

technical ideas on land development strategies.” (P1) 

 “Conversion of agricultural land to residential areas affected the food security of the 

village.” (P1) 

“The current land allocation process has compromised the Municipal development plans, 

such as SDF and IDP” (P2) Allocation of land in environmentally sensitive areas” (P2) 

The land allocation by Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority has led to the 

formation of a spatial orientation that is dominantly residential, with poverty vulnerability 

due to limited economic opportunities, such as limited income-related activities. 

Participant 2 remarked: 

 “Formation of spatial orientation that is dominantly residential settlement” (P2) 

The poor spatial planning for new settlements has allocated households in distant areas 

from existing infrastructure and services such as water, electricity, and roads. The 

participant 7 alluded that households in new settlements travel long distances to access 

economic opportunities.  Participant 7 remarked: 
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 “The new settlements are allocated far from the areas with existing basic services” (P7). 

The qualitative findings revealed that land allocation in Ga-Sekororo is fraught with 

governance inefficiencies, improper land use changes, and a deficiency in technical 

knowledge on land development policies. Corruption and bias within traditional councils 

(P3) undermine fairness, consistent with observations by Hall (2009) and Cousins (2016), 

who noted discretionary abuses in South African communal tenure systems. Double 

allocations causing disputes (P4) mirror findings by Lahiff (2007) on poor land record 

management in rural South Africa, and such issues are also noted in developing countries 

such as Uganda and Tanzania (Byamugisha, 2014). 

The circumstance of a deficiency in technical knowledge on land development policies is 

affirmed by Chukwunweike and Igwe (2023), who argued that the process of land 

allocation involves technical land surveys to classify land into different zones to determine 

land that is suitable for non-income and income activities. The minimal involvement of the 

municipality in the traditional authority land allocation process (P1 and P2) negatively 

affected the enhancement of the rural livelihood, whereby the municipal land development 

policies, such as the Spatial Development Framework (SDF) and the Integrated 

Development Plan (IDP), are not considered. 

Poor spatial planning (P7), where newly allocated settlements lack access to essential 

basic services, resonates with the findings of Nkonya et al. (2016) across Sub-Saharan 

Africa, highlighting the risks of unplanned rural expansion. These challenges ultimately 

restrict rural livelihoods by reducing secure access to productive land, causing conflict 

risks, and limiting service availability, thus negatively impacting agricultural productivity, 

small business potential, and household well-being in Ga-Sekororo Village. Addressing 

governance transparency, enforcing land use regulations, and improving spatial planning 

are critical to enhancing the sustainable development of rural livelihoods. 
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4.4.3. Influence of traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihood in Ga-

Sekororo 

Most households (62%) attested that land allocation has fairly influenced the rural 

livelihood. This respondent outlined that even though the resilience of the Ga-Sekororo 

Village to address poverty has been exposed, the availability and accessibility of far-

located income livelihood activities, such as agricultural activities, limited social amenities 

like schools and clinics, are visible; however, it is not enough. 

 

Figure 4.10: Proportion of Land allocation influence on improvement of rural livelihood in Ga-sekororo 

(n=111) 

18% of the households feel that the land allocation is poor and has not done justice to the 

improvement of the rural livelihood at Ga-Sekororo Village, due to the evident that people 

are travelling long distances to access better economic opportunities outside the village 

to improve their living standards. In contrast, similarly negligible proportions (13%) of the 

sampled households emphasised that the land allocation contributed very poor in 

improving the rural livelihood that led to impoverishment in Ga-Sekororo Village which 

has affected the food security by allocating people in a dormitory settlement, 

characterised by environmental issues, insufficient subsistence farming, limited stock 

farming, and inadequate informal traders which are not enough to stabilise economic 

stability of the rural households. These effects around the circumstances have been 

affirmed by Mu’adi et al (2020), who indicated that, ineffective land allocation is likely to 

portray environmental risk that can lead to issues related to climate change, such as soil 
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erosion and exacerbate the land management to maintain the sustainability of food 

security in rural livelihoods. A less significant (8%) of the sampled households uphold that 

good improvement was made. The Traditional Authorities have achieved little positive 

impact through land allocation, whereby households have managed to access affordable 

land for residential purposes and further made provision of land allocation for non-farming 

income-related activities along the main access road (D 21).   

The effects of the circumstances have been affirmed by Mu’adi et al (2020), who indicates 

that ineffective land allocation is likely to portray environmental risk that can lead to issues 

related to climate change, such as soil erosion, and exacerbate land management to 

maintain the sustainability of food security in rural livelihoods. 

4.5. PERCEIVED RECOMMENDATIONS TO IMPROVE THE TRADITIONAL 

AUTHORITY LAND ALLOCATION PROCESS TO ENHANCE RURAL LIVELIHOODS 

IN GA-SEKORORO VILLAGE. 

This section presents the qualitative findings on the recommendations provided by study 

participants regarding improvements in the land allocation process to enhance rural 

livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo. 

4.5.1. Institutional Collaboration: Municipal involvement in traditional authority 

land allocation 

Participants emphasised the importance of involving the municipal council, particularly 

the Maruleng Municipality, in land allocation processes to harmonise traditional and 

formal governance structures. This involvement was seen as key to promoting socio-

economic development. Participant 1 remarked:  

“The involvement of Maruleng Municipality in the land allocation processes of traditional 

authorities can assist with rural livelihood improvement...” (P1) 

4.5.2. Institutional Collaboration: Training Traditional Authorities 

Municipalities were also recommended to conduct workshops for Traditional Councils to 

build their capacity regarding land development policies and sustainable human 

settlement practices. Participant 2 remarked: 
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 “The municipality must workshop the Traditional Council regarding the land development 

policies and knowledge around sustainable human settlements.” (P2) 

4.5.3. Planning and Development: Mapping Potential Development Areas 

Participants noted that providing detailed spatial maps indicating areas earmarked for 

economic activities would improve land allocation decisions and support rural 

development. Participant 3 remarked: Illustrative Quotation:  

 

“The municipality and government must assist with a map that indicates the areas that 

are earmarked for potential economic development.” (P3) 

4.5.4. Planning and Development: Presentation of Municipal Development Plans 

Participants stressed the need for municipalities to share their future development plans 

and service provision strategies with Traditional Councils before land allocation decisions 

are made Participant 4 remarked:  

“The municipalities must present the future municipal development plan and areas 

earmarked for the provision of services before the commencement of the land allocation 

process.” (P4) 

4.5.5. Administrative Compliance: Fee Payment Enforcement 

One of the participants recommended enforcing the requirement that all applicants 

complete fee payments before land assessment processes begin, to formalise and 

regulate land allocations effectively Participant 5 remarked: 

“The household must pay the full application fee before the process of land assessment 

can commence.” (P5) 

4.5.6. Municipal Strategy Implementation: Adoption of Spatial Development 

Framework (SDF) 

Participants indicated that the municipality’s adoption of a Spatial Development 

Framework (SDF) is crucial in guiding land development within municipal boundaries to 

promote orderly land use Participant 1 remarked: 
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 “The municipal council has adopted the spatial development framework (SDF) to guide 

land development in all the municipal jurisdictions to create spatial development 

harmony.” (P1) 

4.5.7. Municipal Strategy Implementation: Local Economic Development (LED) 

Strategy Alignment 

Finally, participants highlighted the role of the Local Economic Development (LED) 

strategy, aligned with the SDF and Integrated Development Plan (IDP), in improving rural 

livelihoods through land allocation. Participant 2 remarked:  

 

“The local economic development strategy aligning with the SDF and integrated 

development plan has the potential to improve the rural livelihood.” (P2) 

The findings of this study underscore the necessity for enhanced municipal involvement 

in land allocation processes in rural areas such as Ga-Sekororo. Participants emphasised 

that the Maruleng Municipality, by adopting land development tools such as the Spatial 

Development Framework (SDF) and Local Economic Development (LED) strategies, 

could provide essential spatial and economic guidance to Traditional Authority. This 

finding aligns with Gibbens and Schoeman (2020), who assert that the involvement of 

local municipalities in rural land planning is vital to ensure land allocations meet 

sustainability and economic development goals. The need for municipalities to train 

Traditional Authorities in sustainable human settlement practices reflects national 

concerns in South Africa. According to Kgobe and Mamokhere (2021), empowering 

Traditional Authorities with spatial and legal planning knowledge reduces land disputes 

and irregularities, common where municipalities have no oversight role. The call for 

workshops and inter-governmental coordination also resonates with Byamugisha (2014), 

who observed that integrated planning mechanisms in Uganda and Rwanda minimised 

rural land conflicts and improved agricultural productivity through structured land 

allocation policies. 

Planning and Development Integration Participants called for municipal future 

development maps and explicit development plans to guide land allocation. Such tools 

are crucial, as Kuusaana and Eledi (2015) indicated that in Ghana, the absence of clear 
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land-use plans in urbanising rural areas led to fragmented development and insecure land 

tenure. The SDF aims to prevent such inefficiencies in South Africa, yet its underutilisation 

in rural areas persists (Hall, 2009). 

Aligning Ga-Sekororo’s land uses with municipal future development maps and SDF can 

bridge the divide between traditional land use customs and statutory municipal planning, 

improving economic viability and service delivery. 

Administrative compliance the enforcement of administrative processes, such as 

payment of application fees before land assessment, reflects practices in Botswana, 

where Kalabamu (2019) documented reduced land disputes and improved rural 

governance after implementing such measures. Administrative rigour in land allocation 

promotes fairness, prevents double allocations, and enhances accountability—problems 

highlighted by participants in Ga-Sekororo village. Municipal strategy implementation to 

adopting SDF and LED strategies in Ga-Sekororo village mirrors continental best 

practices to improve rural livelihood. In Ethiopia, Sakketa (2023) found that municipalities 

using integrated spatial-economic frameworks significantly improved rural-urban linkages 

and livelihoods. Similarly, in Sub-Saharan Africa, countries like Mozambique have 

institutionalised participatory rural land use planning, which has enhanced food security 

and market access for rural populations (Nkonya et al., 2016). These comparisons 

suggest that Ga-Sekororo could benefit from similar structured and participatory planning 

processes to promote rural sustainability. 

4.6. CONCEIVABLE MEASURES ADOPTED TO IMPROVE THE RURAL LIVELIHOOD 

IN GA-SEKORORO VILLAGE 

Most households are allocated far from economic opportunities and depend on limited 

basic services. Due to the location of economic opportunities, most rural households in 

Ga-Sekororo Village have adopted subsistence farming, informal traders, and the labour 

market, as a source of income to improve rural livelihood. To intensify production in 

subsistence farming, some farms are allocated proximity to rivers for using river water to 

irrigate, due to limited rainfall. However, some households practising subsistence farming 

in their yard, particularly the ones that can afford it, have adopted the use of borehole 
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water for irrigation. The informal traders play an economically significant role in rural 

livelihoods; therefore, to improve rural livelihoods, the informal traders are allocated on 

the main road for easy access and to increase sales. Consequently, Asiama et al (2021) 

affirm that accessibility to equitable land for various social groups, particularly women, 

marginalised households, and young farmers, imperatively promotes justice and 

economic development to improve rural livelihoods. This measure confirms the MLMIDP 

(2025) assertion, which indicated that the land in Ga-Sekororo is allocated to different 

household groups and utilised for various livelihood strategies ranging from informal 

trading for fruits and vegetables, through informal trading, eating places, and crop farming 

under subsistence farming to improve rural livelihood. 

4.7. CONCLUSION  

The land allocation process in Ga-Sekororo Village is vested in Traditional Authority. The 

traditional land allocation process has played a significant role in the economic 

disparities of rural livelihoods. The demographic socio-economic status of the 

households attested that the land potential and household ability to practice agriculture 

have responded positively to issues relating to the effects of land allocation to lessen 

poverty. However, the devastated effects of land allocation have led to formation of 

dormitory settlement with limited economic opportunities that has triggered most 

households to rely on subsistence farming and informal traders which are not enough to 

sustain the rural livelihood leading to less significant household to travel long distance to 

look for employment through labour market strategy to improve rural livelihood. The 

conclusions and recommendations of the study are presented in the next chapter.  
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CHAPTER 5 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS  

5.1. INTRODUCTION  

The allocation of land by traditional authorities remains a critical factor influencing rural 

livelihoods, as demonstrated in Ga-Sekororo Village and echoed by literature from 

developing countries. The study aimed to investigate and evaluate the effects of 

traditional authority land allocation processes on rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo Village, 

focusing on how land allocation shapes income opportunities, poverty dynamics, and 

spatial development patterns. Adopting a mixed-methods convergent parallel design, the 

study collected quantitative data through structured household surveys (n = 111) and 

qualitative data through interviews with seven (7) key informants, including 

representatives from the Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo Traditional Authority and Maruleng 

Local Municipality. The quantitative data provided demographic profiles and household 

perspectives on traditional authority land allocation, while the qualitative data illuminated 

the processes, challenges, and implications of traditional land allocation. The integration 

of both data types provided a comprehensive understanding of the relationship between 

traditional land allocation and rural livelihoods. 

5.2. FINDINGS OF THE STUDY  

The study was conducted in Ga-sekororo Village with an aim to investigate the effects of 

traditional authority land allocation on rural livelihoods in Ga-sekororo Village as the study 

area. The study uncovered the following findings from the study areas.  

• Economic Demographic: The study found that majority of households in Ga-

sekororo village are headed by females, characterized by high rate of illiterate and 

employed in agricultural sectors, earning less salary to sustain their rural livelihood. 

The high rate of illiterate limited the households to access formal employments to 

amplify their household income and improve their socio-economic conditions. 
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• Determinants of Traditional Authority Land Allocation: Traditional authority 

land allocation in Ga-Sekororo is primarily driven by population growth, the 

formation of new families, and land affordability. The growing population and 

establishment of new households have increased the demand for residential 

erven, while affordable land within the village attracts households unable to access 

urban housing markets. 

• Livelihood Activities: Rural livelihoods rely mainly on subsistence farming and 

hawking (informal trading). However, these activities are seasonal, small-scale, 

and insufficient to sustain household economic resilience. Poor access to water 

infrastructure further limits agricultural productivity. 

• Effects on Rural Livelihoods: The land allocation process has predominantly 

supported residential expansion, resulting in the formation of dormitory settlements 

with limited economic opportunities. The process has not sufficiently facilitated 

access to land for income-generating activities, constraining efforts to alleviate 

poverty and improve household socio-economic conditions. 

• Governance and Spatial Challenges: The exclusive role of Traditional 

Authorities in land allocation, with minimal involvement of the municipality, has led 

to fragmented spatial patterns, disjointed settlements, and the allocation of land 

far from basic services and economic nodes. This limits access to opportunities 

and perpetuates rural poverty. 

• Recommendations from Participants: Informants advocated for closer 

collaboration between traditional councils and municipalities, the adoption of 

spatial planning tools like the SDF and IDP, capacity building for traditional 

authorities, and forward planning to ensure settlements are aligned with service 

provision and economic development objectives of the Municipality. 

5.3. RECOMMENDATION  

Based on these findings, the study proposes the following recommendations to improve 

traditional authority land allocation processes and strengthen rural livelihoods in Ga-

Sekororo: 
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• The traditional authority land allocation implications in the village should further be 

investigated to develop solidified measures to diminish economic disparities on 

rural households and enhance socio-economic resilience to respond to income 

poverty. 

• Integrate municipal technical support in land allocation. The Traditional Authority 

should work collaboratively with Maruleng Municipality to align traditional authority 

land allocation with the SDF, IDP, and service delivery plans. This integration will 

help ensure sustainable spatial development and reduce the formation of 

disjointed dormitory settlements. 

• Establish a land development advisory committee. Traditional councils should form 

advisory bodies comprising legal experts, planners, economists, and agricultural 

specialists to guide land allocation decisions and build capacity within traditional 

institutions. 

• Promote land use for diversified livelihoods income activities. Future land 

allocations should balance residential needs with land earmarked for farming, 

small-scale businesses, and community facilities. This will encourage rural 

livelihood diversification and reduce reliance on subsistence farming and informal 

trading alone. 

• Improve planning for service provision. Forward planning and sustainable human 

settlements establishment should precede land allocations to ensure the timely 

provision of water, electricity, and road infrastructure, enabling settlements to be 

economically and socially viable. 

• Enhance agricultural productivity and market access. Government initiatives 

should focus on improving rural water supply, including irrigation canals and 

boreholes, and providing training and support through local economic 

development programmes to enhance farming and trading activities. 

• Invest in rural economic nodes. The government should promote spatial justice by 

investing in rural economic infrastructure, such as developing shopping centres 

and markets along major roads, to stimulate local economies and create 

employment opportunities close to where people live. 
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• Monitor and evaluate land allocation outcomes. Traditional authorities and 

municipalities should jointly establish systems to monitor land use, settlement 

patterns, and livelihood impacts, ensuring land allocations support sustainable 

rural development. 

5.4. CONCLUSION  

The study concludes that the traditional land allocation process in Ga-Sekororo, while 

instrumental in addressing housing needs, has contributed to fragmented spatial 

development and limited economic advancement for rural households. The lack of 

integration with municipal planning frameworks has exacerbated economic disparities, 

creating dormitory settlements disconnected from employment opportunities and 

essential services. Subsistence farming and informal trading have emerged as coping 

strategies but are insufficient to lift households out of poverty. To address these 

challenges, the study recommends a shift toward collaborative, planned, and diversified 

land allocation practices that align with broader development objectives and promote rural 

resilience against poverty. Sustainable rural livelihoods in Ga-Sekororo depend on 

coordinated governance, inclusive planning, and targeted investment in both farming and 

non-farming income opportunities. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

88 
 

LIST OF REFERENCES  

Abiche, T.T., 2012. Community empowerment and sustainable livelihoods: Transforming 

social capital into entrepreneurship in rural Southern Ethiopia (Doctoral dissertation). 

Allemang, B., Sitter, K. & Dimitropoulos, G. 2022. Pragmatism as a paradigm for patient‐

oriented research. Health Expectations, 25(1):38-47.  

Araujo Raurau, A., 2024. Land Scarcity in Indigenous Territories of the Peruvian Amazon: 

A Dual Challenge for Indigenous Land Rights and Resource Sustainability. 

Asiama, K.O., Voss, W., Bennett, R. and Rubanje, I., 2021. Land consolidation activities 

in Sub-Saharan Africa towards the agenda 2030: A tale of three countries. Land use 

policy, 101, p.105140. 

Aquilué, N., De Cáceres, M., Fortin, M.J., Fall, A. and Brotons, L., 2017. A spatial 

allocation procedure to model land-use/land-cover changes: Accounting for occurrence 

and spread processes. Ecological Modelling, 344, pp.73-86. 

Baloyi, W.A., Matshidze, P.E., Makhanikhe, T.J. and Kugara, S.L., 2022. “When the law 

fails to serve us, we must serve as the law”: The Role of Traditional Leaders in Conflict 

Resolution at Bungeni, Limpopo Province. African Journal of Law and Justice 

System, 1(2), p.61. 

Best, R.H., 2024. Land use and living space. Taylor & Francis.  

Bikam, P. and Chakwizira, J., 2014. Involvement of traditional leadership in land use 

planning and development projects in South Africa: Lessons for local government 

planners. 

Bob, U., 2010. Land-related conflicts in sub-Saharan Africa. African Journal on conflict 

resolution, 10(2). 

Braun, V. and Clarke, V., 2006. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qualitative 

research in psychology, 3(2), pp.77-101. 

Busetto, L., Wick, W. & Gumbinger, C. 2020. How to use and assess qualitative research 

methods. Neurological Research  and Practice, 2(1).  

https://doi.org/10.1186/s42466-020-00059-z  

https://doi.org/10.1186/s42466-020-00059-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s42466-020-00059-z


 

89 
 

Budiwiranto, B., 2007. Pesantren and participatory development in Indonesia. Canberra: 

Australian National University. 

Byamugisha, F. F. K., 2014. Agricultural land redistribution and land administration in Sub-

Saharan Africa: Case studies of recent reforms. Washington, DC: World Bank. 

Bvuma, S. & Marnewick, C. 2020. Sustainable livelihoods of township small, medium and 

micro enterprises towards growth and development. Sustainability, 12(8):3149.  

Chambers, R. and Conway, G., 1992. Sustainable rural livelihoods: practical concepts for 

the 21st century. 

Celine, T. 2022. Regulating markets for sustainable development. Private investments, 

public goods. European Business Organization Law Review.   

Chen, C., Restuccia, D. & Santaeulalia-Llopis, R. 2022. The effects of land markets on 

resource allocation and agricultural productivity. Review of Economic Dynamics, 45:41-

54.  

Coulibaly, B., Sagoe, G. and Shixiang, L., 2021. Towards poverty alleviation in developing 

countries: An empirical study of the impact of land tenure reforms in Kati, Mali. PloS 

one, 16(3), p.e0246502. 

Chukwunweike, A.B. & Igwe, C.P. 2023. Examination of the state of the art in land use 

and allocation procedures in Delta State. Tropical Built Environment Journal, 9(1).  

Cousins, B., 2016. Land reform in South Africa is sinking. Can it be saved? Nelson 

Mandela Foundation. 

Creswell, W.J. & Creswell, J.D. 2018. Research design: Qualitative, quantitative and 

mixed methods approaches. Journal of Chemical Information and Modeling, 53(9).  

Csikós, N. and Tóth, G., 2023. Concepts of agricultural marginal lands and their utilisation: 

A review. Agricultural Systems, 204, p.103560. 

Davis, B., Winters, P., Carletto, C., Covarrubias, K., Quiñones, E.J., Zezza, A., Stamoulis, 

K., Bonomi, G. and Di Giuseppe, S., 2008. Rural income generating activities: A cross-

country comparison. background paper for the World Development Report. 



 

90 
 

Donkor, E., Onakuse, S., Bogue, J. & De Los Rios-Carmenado, I. 2019. Fertiliser adoption 

and sustainable rural livelihood improvement in Nigeria. Land Use Policy, 88: 104-193. 

Dunga, S.H., 2024. An Analysis of Poverty among the Poor using the Poverty Depth 

Measure. International Journal of Economics and Financial Issues, 14(5), pp.167-176. 

Danso-Abbeam, G., Dagunga, G. and Ehiakpor, D.S., 2020. Rural non-farm income 

diversification: implications on smallholder farmers' welfare and agricultural technology 

adoption in Ghana. Heliyon, 6(11). 

Edota, H.A., 2023. Effects Of Non-Farm Income Diversification Strategies On Sustainable 

Livelihood Status Of Rural Women In Niger State, nigeria (doctoral dissertation). 

Ellis, F., 2000. Rural livelihoods and diversity in developing countries. Oxford university 

press. 

Firdaus, F., Zulfadilla, Z. and Caniago, F., 2021. Research methodology: Types in the 

new perspective. Manazhim, 3(1), pp.1-16. 

Fisher, M., Shively, G.E. and Buccola, S., 2005. Activity choice, labor allocation, and 

forest use in Malawi. Land economics, 81(4), pp.503-517. 

Gebre, S.L., Cattrysse, D., Alemayehu, E. & Van Orshoven, J. 2021. Multi-criteria 

decision-making methods to address rural land allocation problems: A systematic review. 

International Soil and Water Conservation Research, 9(4):490-501.  

Gibbens, M. and Schoeman, C., 2020. Planning for sustainable livelihood development 

in the context of rural South Africa: A micro-level approach. Town and Regional 

Planning, 76, pp.14-28. 

Halamska, M. & Stanny, M. 2021. Temporal and spatial diversification of rural social 

structure: the case of Poland. Sociologia Ruralis, 61(3):578-601.  

Hall, R. (2009). Land reform for what? Land use, production and livelihoods in post-

apartheid South Africa. Land Use Policy, 26(1), 113–120. 

Home, R. 2021. History and prospects for African land governance: institutions, 

technology and ‘land rights for all’. Land, 10(3):292.  



 

91 
 

Hull, S., Sehume, T., Sibiya, S., Sothafile, L. & Whittal, J. 2016. Land allocation, boundary 

demarcation and tenure security in tribal areas of South Africa. South African Journal of 

Geomatics, 5(1):68-81. 

Huang, L., Yang, L., Tuyến, N.T., Colmekcioglu, N. and Liu, J., 2022. Factors influencing 

the livelihood strategy choices of rural households in tourist destinations. Journal of 

Sustainable Tourism, 30(4), pp.875-896. 

Hubacek, K. and van den Bergh, J.C., 2006. Changing concepts of ‘land’in economic 

theory: From single to multi-disciplinary approaches. Ecological economics, 56(1), pp.5-

27. 

Jacobs, P. and Makaudze, E., 2012. Understanding rural livelihoods in the West Coast 

district, South Africa. Development Southern Africa, 29(4), pp.574-587. 

Kalabamu, F.T., 2019. Land tenure reforms and persistence of land conflicts in Sub-

Saharan Africa–the case of Botswana. Land use policy, 81, pp.337-345. 

 Karimi, M., Mesgari, M.S., Scarify, M.A., 2010a. Modeling land use change in space and 

time in Borkhar and Meymeh Township, Iran. Landscape and urban planning 

(forthcoming) developed allocation algorithm. 

Keulder, C., 2010. Traditional leaders. State, society and democracy: A reader in 

Namibian politics, pp.150-70. 

Kgobe, F.K.L. and Mamokhere, J., 2021. Interrogating the effectiveness of public 

accountability mechanisms in South Africa: can good governance be 

realized? International Journal of Entrepreneurship, 25, pp.1-12. 

Kogachi, A. and Shaw, R., 2023. Application of Sustainable Livelihood Approach (SLA) to 

address climate-induced risks through the lens of Africa borderland. Climate, 11(3), p.65. 

Krantz, L., 2001. The sustainable livelihood approach to poverty reduction. SIDA. Division 

for Policy and Socio-Economic Analysis, 44, pp.1-38. 

 Kumar, K.K. and Moharaj, P., 2023. Land and asset inequality among social 

groups. Social Change, 53(1), pp.51-74. 



 

92 
 

Kuusaana, E.D. and Eledi, J.A., 2015. Customary land allocation, urbanization and land 

use planning in Ghana: Implications for food systems in the Wa Municipality. Land use 

policy, 48, pp.454-466. 

Kyei, K.A. and Gyekye, K.B., 2011. Determinants of unemployment in Limpopo province 

in South Africa: exploratory studies. Journal of Emerging trends in Economics and 

Management sciences, 2(1), pp.54-61. 

Lahiff, E. (2007). Land redistribution in South Africa: Progress to date. Programme for 

Land and Agrarian Studies Research Report, 38. 

Lincoln, Y.S. and Guba, E.G.1985. Naturalistic inquiry. sage. 

Liu, Y., Zang, Y. & Yang, Y. 2020. China’s rural revitalization and development: theory, 

technology, and management. Journal of Geographical Sciences, 30:1923-1942.  

Liu, W., Li, J., Ren, L., Xu, J., Li, C. and Li, S., 2020. Exploring livelihood resilience and 

its impact on livelihood strategy in rural China. Social Indicators Research, 150, pp.977-

998. 

Lynham, S.A., 2002. The general method of theory-building research in applied 

disciplines. Advances in developing human resources, 4(3), pp.221-241. 

Madzivhandila, T.S. & Niyimbanira, F. 2020. Rural economies and livelihood activities in 

developing countries: exploring prospects of the emerging climate change crisis. 

International Journal of Economics and Finance Studies.  

Mbandlwa, Z., Dorasamy, N. and Fagbadebo, O.M., 2020. Leadership challenges in the 

South African local government system. Journal of Critical reviews. 

Mawere, J., Matshidze, P.E., Kugara, S.L. and Madzivhandila, T., 2022. The role and 

significance of traditional leadership in South African local governance. In Handbook of 

research on protecting and managing global indigenous knowledge systems (pp. 249-

273). IGI Global Scientific Publishing. 

Majule, A.E. 2012. Implications of ecological and social characteristics to community 

livelihoods in the coastal areas of Tanzania. African Journal of Environmental Science 

and Technology, 6(1):72-79. 



 

93 
 

Mamabolo, M., Chaminuka, P. & Machethe, C. 2023. District analysis of poverty dynamics 

in rural South Africa. African Journal of Science, Technology, Innovation and 

Development, 15(6):690-704. 

Maruleng Local Municipality., 2024. Spatial Development Framework (SDF). Maruleng 

Local Municipality, Hoedspruit.   

Maruleng Local Municipality., 2025. Integrated Development Plan (IDP) 2025-2029. 

Maruleng Local Municipality, Hoedspruit.   

Mawuko-Yevugah, L. and Attipoe, H.A., 2021. Chieftaincy and traditional authority in 

modern democratic Ghana. South African Journal of Philosophy, 40(3), pp.319-335. 

Mponela, P., 2021. Options for Sustainable Agricultural Intensification in Maize Mixed 

Farming Systems: Explorative ex-ante assessment using Multi-Agent System 

Simulation (Doctoral dissertation). 

Mengistu, N.A. and Belda, R.H., 2024. The role of livelihood diversification strategies in 

the total household income in Takusa Woreda, Amhara Region, Ethiopia. Cogent Social 

Sciences, 10(1), p.2306033.  

Mohammed, U., Umar I. S., Pelemo, J. J., Ahmed, B. S., Usman, N. S., Loko A, I. & 

Usman M., 2019b. Impact Assessment of Cockerel Exchange Technology (CET) among 

Users in Chanchaga Local Government Area of Niger State, Nigeria. Journal of 

Agriculture and Life Sciences, 3 (2) 17-21 

Molosi-France, K. and Dipholo, K., 2020. Empowering Botswana’s rural communities 

through the Sustainable Livelihood approach: Opportunities and constraints. ASEAN 

Journal of Community Engagement, 4(2), pp.342-359. 

Monama, S.A., Mokoele, N.J. & Mokgotho, K.D. 2022. South African spatial planning 

fragmentation: repealing the apartheid planning imprint. International Journal of 

Entrepreneurship, 26:1-11.  

Moyo, S., 2007. Land in the political economy of African development: Alternative 

strategies for reform. Africa Development, 32(4). 



 

94 
 

Mtengwane, Akhiwe. "The Allocation and Administration of Land by Traditional Leaders 

in the Republic of South Africa.", 2021. 

Mu’adi, S., Maksum, A., Hakim, M.L. and Umanailo, M.C.B., 2020, March. Transfer of 

function agricultural land. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Industrial 

Engineering and Operations Management, 0 (March) (Vol. 25). 

Mwaura, F.M. and Adong, A., 2016. Determinants of households’ land allocation for crop 

production in Uganda. Journal of Sustainable Development, 9(5), p.22. 

Ndima, D.D., 2017. The anatomy of African jurisprudence: a basis for understanding the 

African socio-legal and political cosmology. Comparative and International Law Journal 

of Southern Africa, 50(1), pp.84-108. 

Nkonya, E., Kwon, H. Y., & Mirzabaev, A., 2016. Economics of land degradation in Sub-

Saharan Africa. Springer Open. 

Ntsebeza, L. 2005. Democracy compromised: chiefs and the politics of the land in South 

Africa (Vol. 5). Brill.  

Pastor, A.V., Palazzo, A., Havlik, P., Biemans, H., Wada, Y., Obersteiner, M., Kabat, P. 

& Ludwig, F. 2019. The global nexus of food–trade–water sustaining environmental flows 

by 2050. Nature Sustainability, 2(6):499-507.  

Olson, M.H. and Ramírez, J.J., 2020. An introduction to theories of learning. Routledge. 

Perz, S.G., Walker, R.T. and Caldas, M.M., 2006. Beyond population and environment: 

Household demographic life cycles and land use allocation among small farms in the 

Amazon. Human Ecology, 34, pp.829-849. 

Phillips, L. 2017. History of South Africa’s Bantustans. In Oxford research encyclopedia 

of African history. https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190277734.013.80 

Republic of South Africa., 2013. Spatial Planning and Land Use Management Act 16 of 

2013. Government gazette. Pretoria. 

Republic of South Africa., 2003. Traditional Leadership and Governance Framework Act 

41 of 2003. Government gazette. Pretoria. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190277734.013.80


 

95 
 

Republic of South Africa., 1996. Constitution of Republic of South Africa (1996). 

Government gazette. Pretoria. 

Republic of South Africa., 2022. National Spatial Development Framework (2022). 

Government gazette. Pretoria. 

Republic of South Africa., 2003. White Paper on Traditional Leadership and Governance 

(2003). Government gazette. Pretoria. 

Rugege, S., 2004. Land reform in South Africa: an overview. International Journal of Legal 

Information, 32(2), pp.283-312. 

Rusenga, C., 2021. Large-scale farming and land reform beneficiaries in South Africa: 

lessons from a case study in Limpopo Province. Journal of Asian and African Studies, 

56(3):643-658.  

Robeyns, I., 2021. The capability approach. In The Routledge handbook of feminist 

economics (pp. 72-80). Routledge. 

Sakketa, T.G., 2023. Urbanisation and rural development in sub-Saharan Africa: A review 

of pathways and impacts. Research in Globalization, 6, p.100133. 

Sansom, B., 2024. Traditional economic systems. In The Bantu-speaking peoples of 

southern Africa (pp. 135-176). Routledge. 

Sefala, R., Gebru, T., Mfupe, L., Moorosi, N. & Klein, R. 2021. Constructing a visual 

dataset to study the effects of spatial apartheid in South Africa. In Thirty-fifth Conference 

on Neural Processing System Datasets and Benchmarks Track.  

Sebola-Samanyanga, K.J.P., 2025. Beyond Colonial Legacies:(Re) Conceptualising 

Rural Development Through the RDGI in South Africa. Land, 14(1), p.99. 

Scoones, I. 2013. Livelihoods perspectives and rural development. In Critical 

perspectives in rural development studies (pp. 1). 

Schoneveld, G.C., 2014. The geographic and sectoral patterns of large-scale farmland 

investments in sub-Saharan Africa. Food Policy, 48, pp.34-50. 

Sharifi, M.A., Karimi, M. and Mesgari, M.S., 2012. Modelling land allocation process in 

time and space. Adv. Geo-Spat. Inf. Sci., 10, p.59. 



 

96 
 

Shenton, A.K. 2004. Strategies for ensuring trustworthiness in qualitative research 

projects. Education for Information, 22(2):63-75. 

Shikalepo, E.E., 2020. Defining a conceptual framework in educational research. Namibia 

University of Science and Technology 7p. 

Sihlangu, P., 2016. Legal analysis of access to land in rural areas of South Africa for 

development projects (Doctoral dissertation). 

Singh, P.K. and Chudasama, H., 2021. Pathways for climate change adaptations in arid 

and semi-arid regions. Journal of cleaner production, 284, p.124744. 

Statistics South Africa, 2022. Community survey 2022. Stats SA, Pretoria. 

Stratton, S.J. 2021. Population research: convenience sampling strategies. Prehospital 

and Disaster Medicine, 36(4):373-374.  

Strauss, M. 2019. A historical exposition of spatial injustice and segregated urban 

settlement in South Africa. Fundamina, 25(2):135-168.  

Stahl, T., 2023. Beyond the nonideal: Why critical theory needs a utopian 

dimension. Journal of Social Philosophy. 

Suri, H. 2020. Ethical considerations of conducting systematic reviews in educational 

research. Systematic Reviews in Educational Research: Methodology, Perspectives and 

Application, 41-54. 

Su, F., Song, N., Ma, N., Sultanaliev, A., Ma, J., Xue, B. and Fahad, S., 2021. An 

assessment of poverty alleviation measures and sustainable livelihood capability of farm 

households in rural China: a sustainable livelihood approach. Agriculture, 11(12), p.1230. 

Tambe, S., 2022. Sustainable livelihoods approach. In Teaching and learning rural 

livelihoods: A guide for educators, students, and practitioners (pp. 45-56). Cham: 

Springer International Publishing. 

Tejada, J.J. & Punzalan, J.R.B. 2012. On the misuse of Slovin’s formula. The Philippine 

Statistician, 61(1):129-136. 

Tram, P.N. and Ngoc Huy, D.T., 2021. Educational, Political and Socio-Economic 

Development of Vietnam Based on Ho Chi Minh’s Ideology. Ilkogretim Online, 20(1). 



 

97 
 

Toyon, M.A.S. 2021. Explanatory sequential design of mixed methods research: phases 

and challenges. International Journal of Research in Business and Social Science 

.10(5):253-260.  

Toulmin, C., 2009. Securing land and property rights in Sub-Saharan Africa: The role of 

local institutions. Land Use Policy, 26(1), 10–19. 

Varpio, L., Paradis, E., Uijtdehaage, S. and Young, M., 2020. The distinctions between 

theory, theoretical framework, and conceptual framework. Academic medicine, 95(7), 

pp.989-994. 

Vitale-Brovarone, E. & Cotella, G. 2020. Improving rural accessibility: a multilayer 

approach. Sustainability, 12(7):2876.  

Vien, H.T., 2007. Impacts of Land Allocation and Land Titling on Rural Livelihoods: An 

Examination from the Southern Uplands of Vietnam. In International Agricultural Trade 

Research Consortium, Symposium Beijing, July (pp. 8-9). 

Quan, J., Davis, J., & Proctor, F., 2006. Rural development from a territorial perspective: 

Lessons and potential in Sub-Saharan Africa. 

White, R. and Engelen, G., 2000. High-resolution integrated modelling of the spatial 

dynamics of urban and regional systems. Computers, environment and urban 

systems, 24(5), pp.383-400. 

Williams, A.D., Dubezane, M., Mbense, L., Mchunu, M., Nkosi, S. & Nel, V. 2016. 

Sustainable spatial governance in rural areas under traditional authority. In: Durban; 

eThekwini.  Proceedings of the 52nd International Society of City and Regional Planners 

(ISOCARP) Conference, 

Williams, A.D. and Moo, T.A., 2023. The impact of socioeconomic status and social 

determinants of health on disparities in breast Cancer incidence, treatment, and 

outcomes. Current Breast Cancer Reports, 15(1), pp.30-36.  

World Bank., 2023. Beyond agricultural productivity. Washington DC. World Bank 



 

98 
 

Wu, Y., Ao, J. and Ren, Y., 2023. Allocation of Land Factors in China Looking Forward to 

2035: Planning and Market. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public 

Health, 20(4) :34-24. 

Zantsi, S. and Nengovhela, R., 2024. The policy–practice gap: a comment on South 

Africa's land redistribution. Development in Practice, 34(4), pp.437-446. 

Zinda, J. and Zhang, Z., 2018. Land tenure legacies, household life cycles, and livelihood 

strategies in upland China. Rural Sociology, 83(1), pp.51-80. 

Zhou, Y., Li, X. & Liu, Y. 2020. Rural land system reforms in China: history, issues, 

measures, and prospects. Land Use Policy, 91:104330 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

99 
 

APPENDICES 

APPENDIX 1: THE RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRE SURVEY FOR HOUSEHOLDS 

RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRE 

Master of Development in Planning and Management Research Project 

 

Research Project Title: The effects of traditional land allocation on the rural livelihood in 

the Ga-Sekororo, Maruleng Local Municipality, Limpopo Province, Mouth Africa. 

The questionnaire is intended to collect information on the effects of land allocation on 

the rural livelihood in the Ga-Sekororo village. There is no risk associated with the study 

and survey results will be used strictly for academic purpures at the University of 

Limpopo. The questionnaire survey consists of section A, section B, section C and 

section D. You are humbly requested to answer all sections by making tick in the 

relevant blocks or filling your responds in the space provided. The researcher will 

maintain the anonymity of the respondents and no information will be used against any 

community member, or the households at large. Your response will be appreciated. 

 

SECTION A: Demographics and socio-economic profiling of the households 

1. Please Indicate, the number of household members in terms of age and gender 

categories 

Age  Male Female  Total  

Below 18     

18-35    

36-55    

56 and above    

 

2. State the number of household member in terms of position in the household. 

 

Breadwinner  Dependent  Other (specify) 
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3. Educational level of the households at Ga-Sekororo. 

Educational level Male Female Total  

No formal education    

Primary qualification     

Secondary qualification     

Tertiary qualification     

 

4. Work status of the households.  

Employed   

Unemployed   

 

5. If employed, specify the employment sector. 

Agriculture   

Tourism    

Health institution   

Educational institution   

Retail   

Industry   

Other (specify  

 

6. Total monthly salary range of households 

Less than 500  

500-2 500  

2 500-4 500  

4 500-6 500  

6 500-7 500  

More than 7 500  

 

7. If unemployed, what is the source of income? 
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SECTION B: Determinants of land allocation process 

1. Do you have access to land?  

Yes   

No   

 

2. If yes, who allocates the land? 

Traditional 

authority 

 

Municipality  

Other (specify)  

 

3. What is the procedure to access and acquire land?  

           

           

            

 

4. What do you think are the factors influencing the land allocation process? 

           

           

           

    

 

5. Does the land allocation process promote the sustainability of the rural livelihood?  
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6. How are you currently benefiting from the land allocation process? 

           

           

           

    

 

7. If you are allocated more land, will that significantly improve your rural livelihood?  

Yes   

No  

 

Explain. 

            

            

            

             

8. Identify and explain the land allocation challenges of rural livelihood.  

           

           

             

9. What do you think are the causes of the land allocation challenges of rural 

livelihood?  

           

           

            

 

 

SECTION C: The characteristics of rural livelihood  

10. What do you think are the general rural livelihood activities of the households? 

i.      
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ii.      

iii.      

iv.      

v.      

11. Do you have access to rural household activities such as the following? 

Rural household activities  Mark 

Cultivation  Commercial   

Subsistence   

Livestock   

Small-scale mining   

Hawking   

Residential   

Retail (Trade)    

Others (specify)  

 

           

            

12. How do you perceive the sustainability of the rural livelihood activities in Ga-

Sekororo? 

Low  Moderate  High  

   

Explain  

           

           

            



 

104 
 

13. What are the aspects of rural livelihood in your household? 

            

            

            

 

14. What are the factors affecting the rural livelihood activities?  

           

           

            

 

SECTION D: Effects of land allocation on rural livelihoods 

15. Do you think the land allocation process is assisting with the livelihood 

improvement in Ga-Sekororo?  

Yes  

No  

 

If no, explain. 

           

           

            

16. What do you think are the challenges posed by land allocation on rural 

livelihoods?  
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17. What are the causes of the challenges of land allocation affecting rural 

livelihoods? 

           

           

            

18. To what extent did the land allocation influence the improvement of rural 

livelihood? 

Very good  Good  Fair  Poor  Very poor 

     

 

 

Explain.  

           

           

            

19. What do you think needs to be done to ensure that sufficient land is allocated to 

improve the rural livelihood to benefit the households and community at large in 

Ga-Sekororo? 

           

           

            

Thank you 
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APPENDIX 2: INTERVIEW SCHEDULE FOR KEY INFORMANTS (TRADITIONAL 

AUTHORITY) 

RESEARCH INTERVIEW SCHEDULE  

FOR  

KEY INFORMANTS IN BANARENG BA GA-SEKORORO TRADITIONAL AUTHORITY 

Master of Development in Planning and Management Research Project 

Research Project Title: The effects of traditional land allocation on the rural livelihood in 

the Ga-Sekororo, Maruleng Local Municipality, Limpopo Province, South Africa. 

This interview schedule designed for opening a process of inquiry for requesting 

community-wide information from key informants. Subsequently, as key informants you 

are hereby requested to provide an overview on the effects of land allocation on the rural 

livelihood in level of community. Moreover, you could provide us with your position in the 

community and you are guaranteed anonymity.  

1. What is your position within the traditional authority of Banareng Ba Sekororo?  

2. What are the determinants of land allocation in Ga-Sekororo? 

3. What is the role of traditional authority on land allocation in Ga-sekororo village? 

4. Could you please outline the procedure for allocating land to potential 

households? 

5. Could you please identify and describe the land allocation challenges faced by 

household in rural livelihoods?  

6. What do you think are the cause of the prevailing challenges in rural livelihoods? 

7. How do you think Municipality could assist the land allocation process to improve 

the rural livelihood? 

8. What do you think should be done to enhance the land allocation process 

to promote sustainability in rural livelihood in Ga-Sekororo? 

Thank you 
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APPENDIX 3: INTERVIEW SCHEDULE FOR KEY INFORMANTS 

RESEARCH INTERVIEW SCHEDULE  

FOR  

KEY INFORMANTS IN MARULENG MUNICIPALITY 

Master of Development in Planning and Management Research Project 

Research Project Title: The effects of traditional authority land allocation on the 

rural livelihood in the Ga-Sekororo, Maruleng Local Municipality, Limpopo Province, 

Mouth Africa. 

This interview schedule is designed for opening a process of inquiry for requesting 

community-wide information from key informants. Subsequently, as key informants 

you are hereby requested to provide an overview on the effects of land allocation 

on the rural livelihood in level of community. Moreover, you could provide us with 

your position in the community, and you are guaranteed anonymity. 

1. What is the unit you are attached to and your current position in the 

Municipality? 

2. What are the general livelihood activities in Ga-Sekororo? 

3. Could you please identify and explain the challenges facing rural livelihood 

through land allocation in Ga-Sekororo?  

4. What do you think are the cause prevailing the challenges in rural 

livelihood in Ga-Sekororo? 

5. Could you please outline the strategy that the municipality has adopted to 

influence land allocation in rural livelihood?  

6. How effective do you think the adopted strategy is supporting the 

sustainability of the livelihood activities? 

7. What do you think could be done to minimise and mitigate the challenges 

pose by land allocation in rural livelihood? 

8. What do you think should be done to strengthen the land allocation process 

to improve the rural livelihood in Ga-Sekororo? 

Thank you 
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APPENDIX 4: LETTER OF CONSENT: TO COMPLETE QUESTIONNAIRE 

University of Limpopo, Private Bag X1106, Sovenga, 0727, South Africa 

Cell: 0798316410  

E-mail mothokacaiphus@yahoo.com 

I ……………………………………… have had the opportunity to ask any questions 

related to this study, and received satisfactory answers to my questions, and any 

additional details I wanted. 

I agree to take part in this research. 

I understand that my participation in this study is voluntary. I am free not to 

participate and have the right to withdraw from the study at any time, without having 

to explain myself. 

I am aware that the information I provide on the questionnaire might result in 

research which may be published, but my name may be/ not be used (circle 

appropriate). 

I understand that my signature on this form indicates that I understand the 

information on the information sheet regarding the structure of the questions. 

I have read the information regarding this research study on the effects of land 

allocation on the rural livelihood in the Ga-Sekororo, Maruleng Local Municipality, 

Limpopo Province, South Africa. 

I agree to answer the questions to the best of my ability. 

I understand that if I don’t want my name to be used that this will be ensured by 

the researcher. 

I may also refuse to answer any questions that I don’t want to answer. 

By signing this letter, I give free and informed consent to participate in this research study. 

Date: ___________________________________________________________ 
Participant Name: _________________________________________________ 
Participant Signature: _______________________________________________ 
Interviewer name: _________________________________________________ 
Interviewer signature: _______________________________________________ 

mailto:mothokacaiphus@yahoo.com
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APPENDIX 5: ETHICS CLEARANCE CERTIFICATE  
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APPENDIX 6: LETTER REQUESTING PERMISSION FROM MUNICIPALITY 

University of Limpopo 

Private Bag X1106 

Sovenga 

0727 

12 August 2024 

The Municipal Manager  

Maruleng Local Municipality 

PO Box 627 

Hoedspruit  

1380 

Dear Sir/Madam  

I Molamodi Mothoka caiphus, a registered student for Master of Development in Planning 

and Management at University of Limpopo under Faculty of Management and Law, 

hereby requesting a permission to conduct research for academic purposes in Maruleng 

Local Municipality. 

The proposed title of my research is “The effects of traditional land allocation on the rural 

livelihood in the Ga-Sekororo, Maruleng Local Municipality, Limpopo Province, South 

Africa”. With this letter, I have attached the data collection instruments that I will use to 

collect data from the participants of the study. Should you wish to obtain more information 

or have questions related to the study, please do not hesitate to contact my supervisor or 

me. Our e-mail address are as follows: 

Supervisor: Prof. T.S. Madzivhandila  

Email address: thanyani.madzivhandila@ul.ac.za 

Researcher: M.C. Molamodi  

Email address: mothokcaiphus@yahoo.com  

I hope my request will be in order to meet your set requirements.  

Yours faithfully 

M.C. Molamodi 
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APPENDIX 7: PERMISSION LETTER FROM MARULENG MUNICIPALITY 
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APPENDIX 8: LETTER REQUESTING PERMISSION FROM TRADITIONAL 

AUTHORITY 

University of Limpopo 

Private Bag X1106 

Sovenga 

0727 

12 August 2024 

Banareng Ba Ga-Sekororo 

PO Box 48 

Trichartdsdal  

0890 

Dear Sir/Madam  

I Molamodi Mothoka caiphus, a registered student for Master of Development in Planning 

and Management at University of Limpopo under Faculty of Management and Law, 

hereby requesting a permission to conduct research for academic purposes in Ga-

sekororo village. 

The proposed title of my research is “The effects of traditional land allocation on the rural 

livelihood in the Ga-Sekororo, Maruleng Local Municipality, Limpopo Province, South 

Africa”. With this letter, I have attached the data collection instruments that I will use to 

collect data from the participants of the study. Should you wish to obtain more information 

or have questions related to the study, please do not hesitate to contact my supervisor or 

me. Our e-mail address are as follows: 

Supervisor: Prof. T.S. Madzivhandila  

Email address: thanyani.madzivhandila@ul.ac.za 

Researcher: M.C. Molamodi  

Email address: mothokcaiphus@yahoo.com  

I hope my request will be in order to meet your set requirements.  

Yours faithfully 

M.C. Molamodi  
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APPENDIX 9: PERMISSION LETTER FROM TRADITIONAL AUTHORITY 
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APPENDIX 10: MAP OF SOUTH AFRICA  

 

Source: Google earth, 2023 

APPENDIX 11: MAP OF LIMPOPO PROVINCE  

 

Source: Google earth, 2023 
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APPENDIX 12: MAP OF MOPANI DISTRIC  

Source: Google earth, 2023 

APPENDIX 13: MAP OF MARULENG MUNICIPALITY 

 

Source: Google earth, 2023 
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APPENDIX 14: MAP OF STUDY AREA AT GA-SEKORORO VILLAGE 

 

Source: Google earth, 2023 
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APPENDIX 15: RESEARCH PHOTOGRAPHS  

PHOTOGRAPH 01: SUBSISTENCE FARMING IN GA-SEKORORO VILLAGE 

 

PHOTOGRAPH 02: INFORMAL TRADING IN GA-SEKORORO VILLAGE 

 


