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Abstract 

Illegal land occupation is a major problem in most urban environments across the world.  It is 

even a major concern in developing countries, due to economic disparities between the poor 

and rich. The problem is further exacerbated by rapid urbanisation coupled with rural-to-urban 

migration. Economically, illegal land occupation can cause permanent economic losses on 

either land invaders or land owners, if not both. This research investigated whether or not illegal 

land occupation in urban areas benefits land invaders. Since South Africa gained independence 

in 1994, the Western Cape Province (WCP) has been experiencing an upsurge in illegal land 

occupation. To establish the root causes of urban land invasions, the study was carried out 

among evicted land invaders in the Lwandle area of Strand, WCP. A quantitative research 

method was applied. 100 questionnaires were administered to affected households. Adults aged 

between 19 and 55 years participated. Findings of the study were that illegal land occupation 

was driven by lack of government support in providing accommodation for illegal land invaders 

in Lwandle .Furthermore, some people occupied the land illegally as a way of forcing the 

government to provide them with houses. In addition, the research found that illegal land 

occupants lost property during eviction, and that use of force during eviction deters future land 

invasion. South African National Road Agency (SANRAL) land invaders did not benefit from 

anything materially subsequent to their eviction. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Since the dawn of democracy in 1994,South Africa has witnessed numerous incidences of land 

invasion across the country (Burgoyne, 2008:2). For example, between 1999 and 2002 fourteen 

incidences of illegal urban land occupation were recorded nationwide. In Cape Town, 106 areas 

were classified as invasions in 2006 (Cape Argus 2006). The effects of land invasions are also 

evident in Johannesburg. “In the past financial year [2016/2017] the province housing 

development in Lenasia area was prevented by the latest invasion and corruption that saw the 

earmarked land invaded” (Gauteng Department of Human Settlements, 2017). Land invasion is 

therefore one of the most pressing social problems commonly experienced in the urban areas 

around the country (Knight, 2004).  

Incidences of urban land invasion tend to occur exclusively in the marginalised sections 

of urban areas, those often inhabited by the poor and black populations (Tissington, 2010). 

People in such areas end up occupying both public and private land primarily in search of 

accommodation. In many instances, this has led to the growth of informal settlements around 

the country (Royston, 1998:8).  For this reason, informal settlements have become a permanent 

feature of most South African urban areas. They serve as a constant reminder of the unequal 

access to land among different social groups in the country (Tshikotshi, 2009), as well as the 

acute housing shortages that challenge many urban municipalities.  

In South Africa, related discussions on land invasions seem to centre mainly on how 

such illegal acts impact or infringe on the property laws of the country. Land invasions have also 

elicited debates on social transformation and inequality in the country post- 1994. Political, legal, 

and constitutional interests in addressing the issues of equitable access to land are evidently 

robust. However, specific studies on land invasions, and the consequences of such acts on the 

land invaders, are presently minimal.  This is unfortunate, because it is also important for 

authorities to have a holistic understanding of the dynamics of land invasions to ensure a focus 

on the plight of the land invaders during and after such actions. Given that the usual manner in 

dealing with land invasions in South Africa is through forced removals (Olufemi, 2004:1), people 

who embark on land invasions are necessarily vulnerable populations. Forced removals usually 

result in the destruction of property and disruption of social life for land invaders.  

It is also apparent that land conflicts rooted in acts of land invasions have huge social 

and economic costs to both society and the perpetrators (Wehrmann, 2008:1; Tissington, 2010). 

In light of the above, this study investigates the causes and economic impact of land 

invasions in South Africa. Specifically, it looks at the land invasion exercise by a community who 

occupied SANRAL land in the Lwandle area of Strand in Cape Town, WCP and were then were 
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forcefully removed in July 2014. The study concludes with policy recommendations based on 

the research results.  

 

CAUSES OF URBAN LAND INVASIONS IN SOUTH AFRICA 

According to research findings by Mkhize, (2014), land invasions are driven by unemployment 

and shortage of housing. Moyo (2004), Cousins (2007), Ntsebeza (2007) and Hendricks et al. 

(2013) argued that land shortage among black South Africans is the major reason for the 

restlessness that results in acts of land invasion in both rural and urban areas. The Department 

of Housing (2004) noted that rural-to-urban migration plays a role in fermenting the problem of 

land invasion in urban areas. Municipalities that fail to meet the housing demand leave those 

without accommodation to put up shelters on unoccupied land without the consent of the land 

owners.   

Recognition is also given of the residual effect of the apartheid legacy in fuelling the land 

invasion momentum in South African urban areas post 1994. According to Walt (2012), 

apartheid land laws facilitated disproportionate access to land by favouring the white minority 

and disadvantaging other races. In fact, laws such Pass Laws and the Group Areas Act of 1950, 

as well as the Influx Control Act, prohibited and made it illegal for non-white races to own land. 

Hence, those currently involved in perpetuating land invasions in the country are predominantly 

of black identity. 

 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

This study rests on the premise that „the usual approach to land invasion remains to be 

relocation or eviction‟ (Olufemi, 2004:1). It also borrows from Watsons‟ (2009) contention that, 

„urban setting excludes the poor‟ both in terms of access to land and social services such as 

housing. Hence, in theory, severe housing shortages in urban areas are the precursor to illegal 

land occupation. On the other hand, Stuurman (2002) posited that it is the State‟s obligation to 

ensure that no one suffers from forced eviction, whether on public or private land. For that 

reason, the State should avoid destructive practices of forced evictions because they are 

contrary to moral and legal values. However, as Pienaar & Muller (1999) correctly observed, 

those who illegally settle on land will ultimately be removed by force or, at best, by mutual 

agreement through engagement. Naturally, the method used to remove illegal land invaders 

influences whether or not they incur economic losses, and suffer an increase in their socio-

economic vulnerability. 
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RESEARCH METHODOLOGY  

Description of the study area 

Lwandle is a township settlement that lies between Somerset West and Gordon‟s Bay, South 

Africa. It falls under the Municipality of the Cape Town Metropolitan. According to Statistics 

South Africa (2011), the racial makeup of the study area is as follows: 

Black African           96.1% 

Coloured                     3.1% 

Indian/Asian                0.1% 

White                          0.1% 

Other                          0.5% 

The largest black ethnic group (82%) is Xhosa-speaking, and originates from the Eastern Cape 

Province of South Africa. The National Census report in 2012 put Lwandle population at 19 818 

of which 52% are males and 48% females. There are about 6562 households in the area 

(Statistics South Africa, 2015).  

In July 2014, during bad weather in the winter season, Law enforcement personnel 

remove forcefully families who were occupying SANRAL land in the Lwandle area of Strand. 

The process included destruction of their shacks, and only after intervention by the National 

government, affected families were relocated to a community hall which could offer temporary 

accommodation and protection from the weather.  

 

Research procedure 

This research applied a qualitative case study research design. The term “design”, refers to a 

plan of research (Darvil, 2002).A qualitative method was chosen because it provides a detailed 

description of peoples‟ personal experiences of evictions (Christensen, Johnson & Turner; 

2014). Additionally, qualitative research helps to gain insight into the feelings, attitudes, 

concerns, aspirations, motivations, behaviours, value systems, culture, and lifestyle of affected 

people (Ereaut, 2007). The significance of a case study in this research is that it gives a 

graphical picture of the story behind the research results. 

 

Population & sample and data collection 

The target population of the study was 849 households affected by forced evictions from 

SANRAL privately owned land on the 2nd and 3rd of June 2014 (Shandu, 2014). Using random 

sampling, 100 households, which represent over 10 percent of the target population, were 

chosen to participate in the research. According to Dooley (1995), a sample size of 10 percent 

or better is adequately representative of the total population in the field of research. Random 
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sampling has the advantage of reducing bias and subjectivity; it gives each household a chance 

to be chosen (Chikoko & Mhloyi (1995). A structured questionnaire was used to collect 

information from respondents through face to face interviews. 

 

ANALYSIS  

Respondents’ demographics 

 

.  

Figure 1.Cross tabulation between age and gender 

 

A total of 47 males and 53 female respondents participated in the research. Data revealed that 

key household respondents below 30 years of age were all female. Male household key 

respondents in the 31-40 age group were more numerous than females by 7%, with total female 

participants standing at 33%. This trend is consistent with Barnette and Whiteside‟s (2006) 

observation that males tend to assume family responsibilities at a much older age than women. 

In the 41-55 age group, there were 3% more females than males.   

 

 
Figure 2. Marital status and gender patterns 
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20%

23%
57%

I couldn’t afford rent

To force government 
to provide houses

I needed my own 
space.

Figure 2 shows 63 respondents who were single. 33 of them were males and 30 were females. 

Of the 34 of the participants who were married, 21 were females and 13 males. The least 

number of participants according to marital status were widowed. The three of them who 

participated were all females. We can assume that the 63 of respondents who said they were 

single might actually have been cohabiting with partners. It is against African tradition for a 

couple to live together before the relationship is formalised. Therefore, as long as the 

relationship is informal one is still „single.‟ Hence, this may have influenced the number of 

respondents who indicated they were single. 

 

Table 1. Household size 

Number of people per house Number of respondents 

1 to 3 43 

4 to 7 57 

Over 8 0 

Grand Total 100 

 

Table 1 demonstrates that43 of the households were composed of 1 to 3 people, with 57 having 

4 to 7 people. There were no households with more than eight people. These findings contradict 

The Housing Development Agency (2013:29). However, they confirm the research findings of 

the Lwandle Ministerial Commission of Enquiry (2014) that overcrowding was problematic in the 

area. Most houses were small and with only one room, which was too small for more than three 

people to live in. 

 

Causes of illegal land occupation 

Information in Figure 3 below depicts key push factors that drove respondents to illegally occupy 

SANRAL land.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3. Reasons for invading SANRAL owned land 
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Figure 3 indicates the three main reasons why residents illegally occupied SANRAL land. The 

majority (57%) needed their own accommodation. This is followed by 23% who invaded the land 

to force government to expedite provision of houses. Lastly, 20% said they could not afford 

monthly rentals.  

The fact that 23% of the respondents believed that their illegal occupation of land would 

force government to speed up the process of providing them with houses shows that some 

citizens believe illegal land occupation is rewarding. However, some land occupants did that out 

of desperation due to rentals beyond their reach. 

 

 

Figure 4. Perception of causes of land invasion 

 

Seventy-six participants (44 females and 33 males) believed that lack of government support is 

the main cause of illegal land occupation in South Africa. They hold the view that the 

government is not doing enough to give people land to live on. On the other hand, 20 of the 

respondents held that poverty is the main cause of illegal land invasion, while three respondents 

said unemployment is the main cause of illegal land occupation.  

The fact that 20 of respondents said that poverty promotes illegal land invasion means 

that, although it is not a strongly held view compared to lack of government support, poverty is 

one of the areas that needs to be addressed. 
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Figure 5. Awareness to trespassing 

 

Residents of Lwandle were asked if they knew that it was illegal to build their structures on 

SANRAL land and that they were exposing themselves to eviction or prosecution for 

trespassing. Figure 5 was used to assess if awareness of the effects of illegal land invasion 

correlated with education level. Twenty-six respondents knew that they were trespassing and 

that their actions were illegal. Ten of them had gone to school up to primary level and 16 had 

reached secondary level. Seventy-four of the respondents were not aware that they were 

trespassing. Sixty-seven of them had gone to school up to secondary level and 7 respondents 

were tertiary graduates.  

The results show that the less educated respondents were more aware that they were 

trespassing than the more educated ones. Seventy-four participants who did not know that they 

were trespassing were a combination of secondary and tertiary educated respondents. What is 

striking, though, is the fact that all 10 of the respondents who had only a primary-school 

education knew they were trespassing. This confirms that education level did not necessarily 

determine awareness to trespassing.  

 

 

Figure 6. Cross tabulation between age and number of years on housing waiting list 
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In Figure 6 above, nine participants 19-30 years old said that they had been on a housing 

waiting list for less than five years. On the other hand, 67 respondents aged 31-40 years 

indicated that they were on the housing waiting list for less than five years. Only 7 of that age 

group had been on the list for 5-10 years. Ten participants aged 41-55 years had been on the 

housing waiting list for less than five years. Additionally, 10 respondents of the same age group 

were on the list for 5-10 years.  

After eviction, the government embarked on a programme to register all affected 

residents on the housing waiting list. This probably explains why most respondents (87) were on 

the waiting list for less than five years, or probably just over a year (to accommodate time 

between eviction and this research).  

 

Economic impact of land invasion and eviction 

This section analyses the experiences of respondents and their losses suffered as a result of 

the eviction. Collateral evidence from secondary sources such as print media will be used to 

highlight the experiences as well.   

 

Table 2. Material damages due to eviction 

Losses incurred Property Total 

Number of people 100 100 

Total  number of respondents  100 

 

Table 2 shows that all respondents lost property. Law enforcement agents had to use force to 

remove the illegal land occupants from SANRAL land. Figure 7 and 8 below contrast Lwandle 

informal settlement before and after forced eviction.  

 

Figure 7. Before eviction. Source: Cape Argus, 2014 
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Figure 8. After eviction. Source: Cape Argus, 2014 

 

Figure 8 shows the area after all the structures had been destroyed. The contrast between the 

two pictures in Figures 7 and 8 confirms that respondents lost most of their property. Broken 

properties strewn all over the place speak of the use of force to remove land invaders. 

 

 

Figure 9. Estimated damages in Rand compared to income level 

 

Interviewed respondents were asked to estimate the monetary value of their property destroyed 

during eviction. All of them said that the value of their property destroyed was under R15 000. 

Seven respondents said they lost property worth between R1000 and R5000. Those 

respondents‟ earnings are in the lowest bracket of R1 001 to R5000 monthly. Sixty-three of the 

respondents lost between R5 000 and R10 000 worth of property;43 of them earned R1 000 to 
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R4 000.The other 20 respondents earnedR4 001 to R8000. Lastly, 30 respondents lost property 

worth between R10 001 and R15 000. Ten of those respondents‟ income was between R4 001 

and R8 000,while 20 earned between R1 000 and R4000.   

The low income levels earned by employed illegal land invaders as demonstrated above, 

means that it is hard for them to afford to buy a house. If they do not qualify for a bank loan in the 

form of a mortgage bond, they have to rely on getting a government-subsidised house.  

 

Compensation after eviction 

Respondents were asked if they had received compensation for their property losses caused by 

the eviction. Different ranges of amounts were given from R1000 to R20 000. All respondents 

(100%) confirmed receiving between R1000 and R5000. It cannot be ascertained if all evictees 

got the same amount of compensation. However, what is clear is that losses incurred during 

eviction process far outweighed the compensation received. Therefore, a conclusion can be 

drawn that Lwandle land invaders did not benefit from invading SANRAL land. Upon eviction, 

they suffered losses economically. 

 

 

Figure 10. Perception on amount of compensation 

 

In Figure 10, respondents were asked to indicate if they either strongly agree, agree, strongly 

disagree, or I did not know, if their compensation was equivalent to their losses. Ninety-seven 

percent strongly disagreed that the compensation was equivalent or more than losses they 

incurred during eviction. Three percent did not know if their losses tallied with compensation. It is 

noteworthy that other options were not chosen. Unlike in the Grootboom case, for example, 

where evictees were compensated (Huchzmeyer, 2006), this is further proof that Lwandle 

evictees did not benefit from illegally occupying SANRAL land. 
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To assess whether there were other material benefits given to evictees, respondents were asked 

to indicate what they got materially as compensation. Four options were given, namely, land to 

build a house; a Reconstruction and Development Programme (RDP) house; cash for a project; 

and nothing. All respondents said they received nothing materially. This further shows that illegal 

land invaders do not always benefit from land invasion. In this case, Lwandle evictees were left 

probably poorer after having been evicted, than they were before invading SANRAL land. 

 

 

Figure 11.  Improvement in lifestyle due to land invasion. 

 

Fifty-seven percent of respondents, as indicated in Figure 11, disagreed that their livelihood 

improved after their eviction. On the other hand, 37% were not sure, and 7% strongly disagreed 

that their livelihood changed for the better. 

A total of 64% respondents reiterated that their livelihood took a knock due to their 

eviction, and 36% were not sure how eviction affected them. It is difficult to infer why they were 

not sure. Probably, they did not incur much loss, compared to others who lost most of their 

valuables during eviction. None of the respondents agreed or strongly agreed with the view that 

their livelihood had improved. It follows that land invasion did not benefit the respondents. In fact, 

their livelihood changed for the worse after eviction. 

 

FINDINGS AND RESEARCH IMPLICATIONS 

Land invasion push factors 

The research findings establish that illegal land invasion of SANRAL privately-owned land was 

driven by three main factors: respondents could not afford rental charges in formal houses; some 

wanted to force the government to provide free houses, and some went to stay in the property as 

a result of the need for self-space. The issue of rentals indicates that poverty is an active push 
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element to illegal land invasion in Lwandle. However, the desire to force the government to 

provide free houses through land invasions is not new in South Africa. The government‟s failure 

to fulfil promises of housing for all makes it politically vulnerable if land invasions occur. The 

position of this study is that, political intervention to resettle evictees of Lwandle informal 

settlement implied government‟s acknowledgment of its responsibility for the vulnerable situation 

those illegal occupants found themselves in.  

 

Dealing with illegal land invasion incidences 

The experiences of the Lwandle informal settlement situated on SANRAL land conform to 

Olufemi‟s (2004) assertion that eviction is still the usual way in which land invasions are being 

dealt with in the country.  However, the political intervention which led to the evictees being 

resettled on the SANRAL land is a significant development in how the government now handles 

illegal land invasions. In fact, it is a departure from the previous rule-of-law approach which 

disregarded the political and social reasons for why people have to settle illegally on public and 

privately owned land. However, it is difficult to predict if the government‟s solution to illegal land 

invasions in Lwandle will create a window for more illegal land invasions. At best, the 

resettlement event may signify that property rights will no longer be religiously protected in the 

country.  

It is apparent that government policy does not favour compensation for losses suffered 

because of illegal land invasions. In other words, illegal land invasions are an unprotected risk in 

the eyes of the government; the burden is directly placed on the invaders despite their socio-

economic vulnerabilities. The situation is worsened by the government‟s neglect of its 

constitutional duty to protect the human rights and dignity of persons involved, including the 

elderly, women, and children; it omits to provide alternative accommodation during the eviction 

process. In view of this manifest dereliction of its protective duties, the political intervention 

exercise can at best be seen as an expedient act for political accountability in the circumstances. 

Therefore, the possibility that future illegal land invasions will be dealt with under political 

considerations is doubtful.  

 

Consequences of illegal land invasion 

The focus of this research was to establish whether illegal land invasion does benefit illegal land 

invaders. Data gathered establishes that SANRAL land occupants in Lwandle did not benefit 

from illegally occupying SANRAL owned private land. Forced removal resulted in loss of material 

property through destruction when law enforcement agencies took action to remove them. Illegal 

land occupants of private land are not due for compensation. However, families removed from 
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SANRAL private land did receive a token cash payment of R5000 as part of social assistance by 

the government. The research did not accumulate data on the research participants before they 

occupied SANRAL land, nor during the period of occupation. Hence, research findings are 

indeterminate on whether land invasions left them much poorer than they were before eviction. 

Caution is also take to make a declarative statement in this regard because people in such 

situation tend to exaggerate their losses to enhance the gravity of their situation.  

 

CONCLUSION 

The research found that poverty, lack of government support, and wanting to force the 

government to provide residents with houses were the root causes of land invasion in Lwandle. 

Despite the fact that the right to housing is not absolute, Section 26 of the South African 

Constitution provides that the state must take reasonable legislative and other measures within 

its available resources to achieve the progressive realisation of this right. The writers believe that 

engaging disaffected communities, and providing them with regular updates regarding their 

housing applications progress, should be prioritised by local government. This will help the 

community to understand how the process unfolds, and why it might take longer than their 

expectations. 

In addition, existing informal settlements must be marked and continuously monitored. 

This can be achieved through numbering all structures within the settlement, identifying the 

occupants, and keeping their identities on a data base. The rationale would be to prevent or 

mitigate mushrooming of new illegal structures, and further growth of informal settlements 

resulting from land invasion. Most importantly, authorities must always engage residents through 

public forums in order to educate residents on how they can access government subsidised 

houses.  

 

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY                  

The research study was carried out on an assumption that choice of language for research 

(English) did not materially exclude those who might not be competent enough fully comprehend 

the research questions. The profile of the research population in South Africa often includes the 

lowly educated who find it difficult to read and write. The other limitation is that not all the affected 

849 families could be accommodated in the study as a result of study resources constraints.  

        

  

 

       

 

 

 



International Journal of Economics, Commerce and Management, United Kingdom 

 

Licensed under Creative Common   Page 389 

 

REFERENCES 

Barnett, T. & Whiteside, A.(2006). AIDS in the Twenty-First Century Disease and Globalization. Palgrave 
Macmillan 

Belle, J. Moyo, S.& Ogundeji, A. A, (2017), Assessing communal farmers‟ preparedness to drought in 
Umguza District, Zimbabwe. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction 22 194-203 

Bernstein, A. (2005). Twelve Steps to Land Reform. Centre for Development and Enterprise. 
www.cde.org.za/attachment_view.php?aa_id=85 

Cape Argus 2006, ``Controversial red ants marching to Cape Town'', 18 November, page 5 

Chikoko, V. & Mhloyi, L. (1995)Introduction to Educational Research. Module EA3AD301. Harare: Centre 
for distance education 

Clark, M. (2014) Housing and Evictions. Know the law, know your rights. The People's Journal, 
September. Issue 2 

Claassens, A. (2014). Denying Ownership and Equal Citizenship: Continuities in the State's Use of Law 
and „Custom‟, 1913–2013 Journal of Southern African Studies Volume 40, Issue 4 761-779 

Christensen, L.B; Johnson, R.B &Turner, L.A. (2014), Research Methods, Design, and Analysis, 12th 
Edition. Pearson 

Cousins, B. (2007). Agrarian reform and the „two economies‟: transforming South African‟s countryside. In 
Ntsebeza L and Hall R (Eds.). The Land Question in South Africa: The Challenge of Transformation and 
Redistribution. Cape Town: Human Sciences Research Council 

Dooley, D. (1995). Social research methods. New Jersey: Prentice Hall 

Darvil, T. (2002). The Concise Oxford Dictionary of Archaeology 

Ereaut.G. (2007). What-is-qualitative-research. [Online] Available at: www.qsrinternational.com 

Gauteng Department of Human Settlements, Final Annual Performance Plan 2017/2018, February 2017 

Hay, M.(2013). A Tangled Past: Land Settlement, Removals and Restitution in Letaba District, 1900–
2013. Journal of Southern African Studies Volume 40, 2014 - Issue 4  

Hendricks, F. & Pithouse, R. (2013). Urban land questions in contemporary South Africa. In Hendricks F, 
Ntsebeza L and Helliker K (eds.). The Promise of Land: Undoing a Century of Dispossession in South 
Africa. Auckland Park: Jacana 

Huchzmeyer, M.(2006). Eviction from and Unlawful Occupation of Land Amendment Bill. School of 
Architecture and Planning 

Ereaut, G. (2007). What-is-qualitative-research. 

Knight, R. 2004. A Decade of Democracy: Housing, Services and Land in South Africa. 

Lwandle Ministerial Commission of Enquiry report, National Assembly. [Online] Available at: 
www.gov.za/lindiwe-sisulu-nomzamo-lwandle-ministerial-enquiry [Accessed 29 January 2015] 

Mkhize, N. (2014). Game farm conversions and the land question: unpacking present contradictions and 
historical continuities in farm dwellers‟ tenure insecurity in Cradock, Journal of Contemporary African 
Studies 32(2): 207–219 

Moyo, S. (2004). African land questions, the State and agrarian transition: contradictions of neoliberal 
land reforms. African Institute for Agrarian Studies, Harare. 
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.200.3654&rep=rep1&type=pdf 

National Department of Housing. (2004). National Housing Programme: Upgrading of Informal 
Settlement. 

Ngwenya, S. (2010). The Impact of Poverty Reduction Programmes in Reducing and Preventing Disaster 
Risk. Unpublished Mini Master‟s Thesis. Bloemfontein: University of Free State 

http://ijecm.co.uk/


©Author(s) 

Licensed under Creative Common   Page 390 

 

Ntsebeza, L. & Ruth; Hall. R., (2007).The land question in South Africa: the challenge of Transformation 
and Redistribution, Cape Town 

Olufemi, O., (2004). Socio-political imperatives of land invasion and eviction: Revisiting the Bredell case; 
Johannesburg; South Africa. Toronto 

PIE Act 19, 1998. South African Constitution 

Pienaar, J. & Muller, A.1999. "The impact of the Prevention of Illegal Eviction from and Unlawful 
occupation of Land Act 19 of 1998 on homelessness and unlawful occupation within the present statutory 
framework” Stell LR 370 

Regan, J.C & Partridge, L. (2013), Gender and longevity: Why do men die earlier than women? 
Comparative and experimental evidence. Best Practice & Research Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism 
27 (2013) 467-479. [Accessed 18.07.2017] 
www.idealageing.eu/uploads/publicaties/2013_regan_bestpractice_research_clinendo.pdf 

Shandu, M., (2014) The urban land question. The people's law journal, Issue 2 

Statistics South Africa, 2015. Population Characteristics. 

Stuurman, L. A.(2002). Illegal Eviction And Unlawful Occupation Of Land: A Comparative Perspective. 
Master‟s Thesis.  University of Potchefstroom 

The Housing Development Agency Revised Five Year Strategic Plan 2012/2013 to 2016/17, (2013). 

Tissington, K. (2013). A Resource Guide to Housing in South Africa 1994-2010: Legislation, Policy, 
Programmes and Practice SERI Research Report (February 2011): http://www.seri-
sa.org/index.php/research-7/resource-guides (accessed 3 November 2015) 

Walt,V. (2013). Evictions and Alternative Accommodation in South Africa: An Analysis of the 
Jurisprudence and Implications for Local Government 

Walker, C. (2007). Redistributive land reform: for what and for whom? In Ntsebeza L and Hall R (Eds.). 
The Land Question in South Africa: The Challenge of Transformation and Redistribution Cape Town: 
Human Sciences Research Council 

Wehrmann, B. (2008) Land Conflicts; A practical guide to dealing with land disputes. Eschborn, German. 
[Online] http://www.giz.de/expertise/downloads/Fachexpertise/giz2008-en-land-conflicts.pdf Retrieved on 
13 July 2015 

Watson, V. (2009). „The planned city sweeps the poor away‟: Urban planning and 21st century 
urbanization, Progress in Planning 72: 151–
193.https://www.academia.edu/774504/The_planned_city_sweeps_the_poor_away..._Urban_planning_a
nd_21st_century_urbanisation 

Royston L (1998) Urban Land Issues in Contemporary South Africa: Land Tenure Regularisation and 
Infrastructure and Services Provisions Working Paper No. 87 

Tshikotshi Victor (2009). The Challenges of Eradicating Informal Settlements in South Africa by 2014. 
The Case of Seraleng Sustainable Human Settlement, Rustenburg Local Municipality, North West 
Province 


