Living in
Mpumalanga

Selected findings of
the 1995 October
household survey

c s s Central Statistics



Central Statistics
Private Bag X44
Pretoria 0001

274 Schoeman Street
Pretoria

Usersenquiries: (012) 310-8600
Fax: (012) 310-8500
Main switchboard: (012) 310-8911

E-mail: iInfo@css.pwv.gov.za
CSSwebsite: http://www.css.gov.za



Living in Mpumalanga

Selected findings of the 1995
October household survey

Central Statistics
1998

Dr FM Orkin
Head



Published by Central Statistics
Private Bag X44

Pretoria

0001

ISBN 0-621-27941-2
a Copyright, 1998.

Data from this publication may be applied or processed, provided Central Statistics (CSS) is
acknowledged as the source of the original data; that it is specified that the application and/or
analysisisthe result of the user’s independent processing of the data; and that neither the basic
data nor any reprocessed version or application thereof may be sold or offered for sale in any
form whatsoever.

Author: Mark Sussman Likelei Komane
Survey Statistician Survey Statistician
Household Surveys, CSS Household Surveys, CSS

Dr Ros Hirschowitz
Chief Director
Resear ch and Development, CSS

The detailed dtatigtical tables on which this publication is based are available as ‘ October
household survey’, CSS datistical release P0317 (South Africa as a whole), and P0317.1 to
P0317.9 (the nine provinces). These can be ordered from Central Statistics, Pretoria, in both
printed and electronic format.

Other CSSreportsin this series:

Living in South Africa. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey (1996)
Earning and spending in South Africa. Selected findings of the 1995 income and
expenditure survey (1997)

Living in Gauteng. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey (1997)
Living in Free State. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey (1998)
Living in KwaZulu-Natal. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey (1998)
Living in Eastern Cape. Sdlected findings of the 1995 October household survey
(forthcoming, 1998)

Living in Northern Cape. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey
(forthcoming, 1998)

Living in Northern Province. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey
(forthcoming, 1998)

Living in North West. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey
(forthcoming, 1998)

Living in Western Cape. Selected findings of the 1995 October household survey
(forthcoming, 1998)



Preliminary estimates of the size of the South African population, based on the
population census conducted in October 1996, were issued by the CSS in July
1997. These indicate that there are fewer people (37,9 million) in the country,
and that urbanisation (55%) has been more rapid, than was previoudy realised.

The new census numbers may have an effect on some of the weights and
raising factors that were used in this report, since these are presently based on
projections of population and household size to 1995, using the 1991 census
estimates as basdline.

The new CSS management believes that the model used to adjust the actual
count of people found in the 1991 census probably overestimated population
growth rates in the country, hence overestimating the size of the population
and number of households.

The number of people, the number of households and the percentages reported
here will therefore probably need to be modified at a later date when the CSS
has more complete information about household size and distribution of the
population by race and age from Census ‘96. Nevertheless, these overal
trends should be accepted as indicative of the broad patterns in households in
South Africain general, and Mpumalangain particular, during 1995.
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Section 1
| ntr oduction

Background

South Africa’ s first democratically elected government is committed to a better life for al. The
extent of change that is required in the country to bring about such improvement can best be
measured through household surveys, and the Central Statistical Service's (CSS's) annual
October household survey (OHS) gives detailed information about the living conditions and
life circumstances of all South Africans, nationally and in each province.

A programme of household surveys should make it possible, not only to describe the situation
in acountry at a given point in time, but also to measure change in peoples life circumstances
as and when new government policies are implemented.

The first comprehensive CSS household survey in the country was conducted in October
1993, excluding the former ‘TBVC dates. It was repeated in 1994 and 1995, with
modifications to the questionnaire to cover the entire country.

Thisreport isasummary of the findings of the 1995 OHS. It paints a demographic, social and
economic picture of Mpumalanga. Comparisons are also drawn between the province and
South Africaasawhole.

M pumalanga occupies approximately 7% of the country’s land mass - (79 000km?). It also
contains approximately 7% of the total population of the country. It has a population density
of approximately 38 people per square kilometre, which is dightly higher than that of the
country as a whole. The vast majority of the people in the province (69%), live in non-urban
areas. Its main economic activities are: manufacturing (25% of the provinces gross geographic
product), eectricity generation (20%), and mining and quarrying (20%).

The research process

With this background in mind, we now examine how the population in Mpumalanga lives. But
first, we describe the research methodology of the 1995 OHS.

The following steps constitute the research process for the 1995 OHS:

Questionnaire design
Drawing asample
Fieldwork

Data capture



Weighing the sample back to the population
Data analysis
Report writing

Each step isdiscussed in more detail below.

The questionnaire

The 1995 OHS questionnaire, in the same vein as the previous ones, contains questions about
the household as awhole, aswel as on all individual members.

In the section completed for each individual in the household, questions are asked on age,
gender, education, marital status, migration, economic activity, unemployment, employment
and self-employment.

In the household section, questions are asked about type of dwelling (or dwellings) in which
the household lives, access to facilities such as eectricity, tap water, toilets and regular refuse
removal, access to health and social welfare services, and the safety and well-being of the
household.

The questionnaire also examines health issues in Mpumalanga, including the extent of

disability. The type of questions asked deal with access to health services in urban and rural
aress.

Questions are also asked on hirths and deaths in the household, but these are not discussed in
the present report.
Drawing a sample

In 1995, information was obtained from 30 000 households nationally, of which 2 560
households were from Mpumalanga.

Altogether, 256 Mpumalanga enumerator areas (EAs) were drawn in the sample of the
total of 3 000, and ten households were visited in each EA.

The 1995 sample was stratified by urban and non-urban areas' and by race.
The 1991 population census was used as a frame for drawing the sample. However, this

census had certain shortcomings, affecting the drawing of all OHS samples between 1993
and 1995:

1 An urban area is defined as one where there is a fully established local government. A non-urban area on the
other hand does not have an established local authority. The area could for example be run by atribal authority
or aregional authority.



Theformer ‘TBVC states' were excluded in the 1991 census. Consequently, their size had
to be estimated when drawing samples of households. This did not directly affect the
sample in Mpumalanga.

Certain parts of the country, particularly rural areas in the former ‘self-governing
territories were not demarcated into clearly defined EAs, and the households in these
districts were not listed. Instead a ‘ sweep census was done, covering an entire magisterial
district. Several of the former homeands, or parts of them, are now Stuated in
Mpumalanga. This method of census-taking applied to them.

p In some areas of the country, and in the province, particularly in informal settlements,
aerial photography was used to estimate popul ation size, backed by small-scale surveys
among households in areas where the photographs were taken. This had some dight
effect on Mpumalanga, in the urban aress.

p No alowance was made for new informal settlements, which were springing up all
over South Africa, to be incorporated into a sampling frame.

In the 1995 OHS, some attempts were made to overcome sampling problems occurring as a
result of the above problems with the 1991 population census. For example, magisterial
districts, where a ‘ sweep census had taken place, were subdivided into smaller units, and new
informal settlements were incorporated into the boundaries of existing enumerator areas.
However, when implementing the sampling, certain difficulties were experienced in the fied.
Fieldworkers became confused about the exact boundaries of a particular EA in relation to the
above changes.

In addition, the fieldwork for the 1995 OHS took place at the same time as CSS staff were
busy demarcating new EA boundaries for the 1996 census. As a consequence, during
fieldwork for the OHS, old 1991 census and new 1996 census EA boundaries were sometimes
confused.

These problems were taken into account in weighting procedures, as discussed in a later part
of thisreport.

Preiminary estimates of the size of the South African population, based on the population
census of October 1996, indicate that there are fewer people in the country (37,9 million) than
was previoudy thought, and that urbanisation has become more rapid. The new census
numbers may affect some of the weights used in this report. Therefore, the findings reported
here should be regarded as indicative patterns rather than definitive numbers.

Thefieldwork

Information was collected through faceto-face interviews. During these interviews,
fieldworkers administered a questionnaire to a responsible person in each household.

The fieldwork of the 1995 OHS was combined with the fiedldwork of an income and
expenditure survey (IES), used primarily for calculating weights for household purchases for
the consumer price index. The same households were visited for both the OHS and IES. The



fieldworkers first administered the OHS questionnaire, and returned at a later date to
administer the questionnaire for the IES.

Problems were experienced in returning to the same household, particularly in informal
settlements and in rural areas, where addresses were not available, and where demarcation of
the EA or listing of households had not been undertaken for the 1991 census. These problems
were solved as far as possible, during the data capture process by matching responses to
common questionsin the two surveys.

Data capture

Data capture of both the 1995 OHS and the |ES took place at the head office of the CSS. This
process involved linking the information contained in the 1995 OHS with that contained in the
IES. The linking of the two data sets was regarded as an important exercise, because details
concerning household income and expenditure patterns (IES) could be added to details about
the education, employment and the overall life circumstances (OHS), thus giving a more
comprehensive soci o-economic description of life in South Africa.

Problems were, however, encountered when attempting to link the two data sets. For example,
information in the OHS on type of dwelling, household income and access to services did not
always coincide with the IES data. These problems were generaly solved by identifying the
incompatibilities and adjusting the data within head office, but sometimes revists to
households had to be made. The linking of the two data sets caused considerable delays in
finalisng data capture.

Weighting the sample

Data concerning households were weighted by the estimated number of households in the
province, according to the proportions found in urban and non-urban areas, and by race of the
head of the household. We weighted the data on individuals, and the weight assigned to the
head of the household was used as the weight for the household.

Data on individuals within the household were weighted by age, race and gender according to
CSS population estimates of those living in urban and non-urban areas in the nine provinces.

Please note that the weights for the OHS and IES are different because relative scaling by age
and gender were applied to the OHS but not the IES. In the OHS we were concerned with the
education and occupation of the head of the household. However, in the IES we worked with
household incomes.

The original aim was to weight the data by magisterial district, but this was not possible,
because of the EA boundary problems, as previoudly described. Boundary problems could only
be overcome by weighting the sample to a higher level, namely the provincial levd.

All further discussionsin this report are based on weighted figures.



Data analysis and report writing

The data were made available for report writing as a series of tables and cross-tabulations.
This summary report is based on these tables.

Comparison with the 1994 data

The CSS is ill grappling with sampling issues based on attempts to use the incomplete
sampling frame generated by the 1991 population census.

Since different methodol ogies were used for drawing the samplesin 1994 and 1995, and since
diverse problems were encountered as a result of these varying sampling techniques, the 1994
and 1995 OHS data sets are not directly comparable in all respects. They are essentially
separate snapshots of different parts of the province during two consecutive years. However,
there are indeed certain similarities between these two surveys when looking at overall broad
patterns. For example, access to water and toilet facilities remains problematic in non-urban
areas in both surveys. Unemployment remains high, and the proportion of Africans in
elementary occupations such as cleaning and garbage removal remains smilar.

When there is a more accurate sampling frame on the basis of which to draw samples, and
when we have a standardised methodology for sampling, then it may be more possible to
compare household survey results over time.

However, in this report, we have avoided making comparisons between 1994 and 1995. On
the basis of the two surveys, we cannot, as yet, calculate whether variationsin answers are due
to genuine developmental changes, or to sampling error, or to other sources of error such as
misunderstanding of questions. As more household surveys are conducted over time, however,
it should become increasingly possible to compare the data, particularly if the 1996 population
census yields a better sampling frame.
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Section 2
The main findings regarding individuals

The population of Mpumalanga

Before discussing the population of Mpumalanga, the population of South Africa is described.
Figure 1 indicates that more than three-quarters (76%) of al South Africans are Africans,
while fewer than one in seven (13%) are white. Approximately one in every ten (9%) South
Africans are coloured and one in every thirty (3%) are Indian. (The totals of the percentagesin
thisreport may not, as aresult of rounding, add up to exactly 100%).

African 76%

White 13%

Indian 3%

Coloured 9%

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 1: Population of South Africa by race




The population size of Mpumalanga is estimated at approximately three million people. Figure
2 indicates that 89% of the population are African, and 10% are white, while fewer then 1%
are coloured or Indian. The African proportion in this province is larger than the national
proportion.

Indian 0%

White 10%

Coloured 0%

African 89%

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 2: Population of Mpumalanga by race

Because the proportion of coloureds and Indians in the province is so small, these population
groups are excluded from further discussion as separate groups. They are, however, included
in all discussions of the total population of Mpumalanga.




The results from the OHS also show that in Mpumalanga, more than two-thirds (69%) of the
population live in non-urban areas and only 31% live in urban areas. Three-quarters of all the
Africans live in non-urban areas, compared to only 18% of whites, as indicated in Figure 3.
Compared to South Africa as a whole, Mpumalanga is more non-urban, including the white
population, since only 9% of the total South African white population livesin non-urban areas.

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

African

Non-urban [ 88 18
Urban 12 82

Percentage in urban and non-urban areas

Source : October household survey, 1995

Figure 3: Percentage of the population of Mpumalanga in urban and non-urban areas
by race




The age distribution of the population of M pumalanga

The age distribution of the population in Mpumalanga varies by population group. Figure 4
shows the age didribution of Africans in Mpumalanga. It reflects the process of
underdevelopment imposed by the policy of apartheid. A large proportion (39%) of the
population is under the age of 15 years, and there are relatively few (3%) people aged 65 years
and above. Fifteen percent of the population is aged between 0-4 years, 13% are aged between
5-9 years, and 12% are between 10 and 14. This type of pyramid is typical of a ‘young’
population found in a less developed or developing country that has not yet undergone the
demographic trangition. ‘Y oung populations' have less than 4% of persons 65 years and older.
The age digtribution of Africansin Mpumalanga is very similar to that in the whole of South
Africa

% of people in each age category

75 + 1 1
70-74 3 : ‘
65 - 69
60 - 64
55 -59
50 - 54
45-49
40 - 44
35-39
30-34
25-29
20-24
15-19
10-14
5-9
0-4

10 15

% Male % Female

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 4: Among Africansin M pumalanga, age of the population by gender

One would expect the age distribution of the white population in Mpumalanga, and South
Africaas awhole, to be similar to that of other more devel oped countries (MDCs). According
to Ferrera et al (1992), the United Nations classifies an aged population structure as one in
which 7% or more of the population is aged above 65. With an aged population structure,
there are proportionately fewer infants, pre-school children and children of school going age,
compared to the other population groups, while the proportion of older peopleisincreasing.

10




In Mpumalanga, the aging process of the white population is, however, not yet typical of an
aged population structure. Figure 5 shows that 28% of the population is below 15 years of
age, while 6% of the population is aged 65 years or more. According to these results, the
white population is younger than the white population for the country as a whole. The national
OHS report states that 8% of white males and 12% of white females are aged 65 and above
(Hirschowitz and Orkin, 1996). In Mpumalanga these figures are 5% and 7% respectively. In
addition, only 22% of the white population is below the age of 15 in the country as awhole.

75 +

70-74
65 - 69
60 - 64
55-59
50-54
45-49
40-44
35-39
30-34
25-29
20-24
15-19
10-14
5-9
0-4

% of people in each age category

3 ;
| ]2
4
| 5
| 6
| 7
|8
9
9
| 7
| | 8
10 | | 10
: o
- | 8 ‘
12 10 8 6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
% Male % Female

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 5: Among whitesin M pumalanga, age of the population by gender
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Figure 6 examines the population distribution within four broad age categories. The
proportionately younger African population, and the proportionately older white population, is
clearly shown. Ninety-three percent of all people aged 0-4 years in Mpumalanga are African,
decreasing to 92% of those aged 5-9 years and 88% of those aged 15-64 years. Hence, as the
age increases, the proportion of whites increases and that of Africans decreases. Among those
aged 65 years or more, 18% of the population is white. At the national level, 28% of the
population aged 65 years or more is white.

African 92%
White 6% African 93%
White 7%

Age group O - 4 years (N=430 000) Age group 5 - 14 years (N=758 000)
0,
African 88% African 82%
White 11%
White 18%
Age group 15 - 64 years (N=1 739 000) Age group 65 + years (N=99 000)

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 6: Population of Mpumalanga by age and race

The youth dependency ratio is defined as the number of persons under 15 years of age divided
by the number of persons aged 15-64. Among Africansin Mpumalanga, it is 0,72. This means
that for every 100 people aged 15 to 64 years, there are 72 people below the age of 15. In
comparison, the youth dependency ratio of whitesin the provinceisonly 0,42.

Migration between the provinces

We now examine migration between Mpumalanga and the other provinces, and we note that
there is reativey little in-migration to the province. What in-migration thereis, is mainly from
Gauteng.

Eight in every ten (81%) people presently living in Mpumalanga were born there, and 19% of
those living in Mpumalanga at the time of the survey were not born there. Of those presently
living in Mpumalanga, 8% were born in Gauteng and 5% in the Northern Province. The
remaining 6% came from other provinces.

12




However, the pattern of migration varies by population group. Eighty-five percent of Africans
who are presently living in Mpumalanga were born there, compared to only 45% of whites.

Thedistribution of education among the population of
M pumalanga

In the past, access to education was not equally available to all South Africans. It varied by
both race and gender. Often, if it was available, its quality, in terms of the qualifications of
teachers, access to facilities and the impact of political authority, meant that some pupils were
not given the opportunity to reach their full capabilities.

Small differences between Mpumalanga, and the country as a whole, are found when
comparing leve of education. In Mpumalanga itsdf, a dight discrepancy in educational status
between urban and non-urban residents is found. However, at a national leve, there is no
difference between urban and non-urban areas regarding educational status of the people.

Figure 7 indicates that among those aged 20 years or more, African females have the lowest
educational attainment in Mpumalanga, followed by African males, while white females and
males have the highest educational attainments. Twenty-eight percent of African females have
received no education at al, compared to 22% of African males. In stark contrast, all white
males and females have had some education. Education was made compulsory for whites
between the ages of 7 tol6 years during the apartheid era.

%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

African F African M White F White M
Higher [ 3 4 14 26
St10 O 10 13 48 44
St6-St9 @ 29 30 37 30
Gr1-St5 @ 28 30 1 1
None 29 22 0 0

Level of education

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 7: Level of education by race and gender among those aged 20 years+ living in
Mpumalanga
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At the upper end of the educational scale, almost all whites (99%) aged 20 years and older,
living in Mpumalanga, have received at least some secondary school education (standard 6 or
higher), while 26% of white males and 14 % of white females in this age category have
obtained post-school qualifications. Only 4% of African males and 3% of African females have
attained a post-school qualification.

Employment and unemployment in Mpumalanga
The economically active population

The term ‘economically active’ refers to all those who are available for work. It
includes both the employed and the unemployed. People who are not available for
work, for example, those under the age of 15 years, students, scholars, housewives
or homemakers, retired people, pensioners, disabled people and others who are
permanently unable to work are excluded from the definition of the economically
active population. They are generally regarded worldwide as being outside the
labour market (Hirschowitz and Orkin, 1996: 14).

In South Africa, in October 1995, based on estimates from the 1991 census, there were
approximately 26,4 million people aged 15 years or more. Of these, approximately 12 million
said that they were not economically active, and about 14,4 million people said that they were.
Of these economically active people, 10,2 million said they were gainfully employed, ether in
formal or informal work, while 4,2 million indicated that they were unemployed.

In Mpumalanga, there were approximately 1,8 million people aged 15 years or older. Of these
people, approximately 865 000 (48%) stated that they were not economically active, and
about 52%, stated that they were. Of the economically active people, 67% stated that they
were gainfully employed, either in formal or informal work, while 33% stated that they were
unemployed, which is dightly higher than the unemployment rate for the country as a whole
(29%).

A composite figure of employment and unemployment obscures the racial and gender
differences that exist with regard to these two variables, as discussed below.

Erasmus (1994) gives an idea as to why the unemployment is so high in Mpumalanga. He
states that a large proportion of the population has limited access to the economy. Thisis due
to a combination of technological and institutional factors, such as high capita intensity and
historical restrictions on farming and other entrepreneurial activities.

The unemployed

At least two definitions of unemployment are used in South Africa, the strict and the
expanded one. Both definitions include people who are aged 15 years or older, and
who are not employed, but who are available for work. However, they differ from
each other in the following way. A requirement of the first or strict definition is that
a given individual has taken specific steps to seek employment in the four weeks
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prior to a given point in time. The second or expanded definition focuses on the
desire and availability for work, irrespective of whether or not the person has taken
active steps to find work (Hirschowitz and Orkin, 1996: 15).

On the basis of the drict definition, 16% of the economically active population of
Mpumalanga was found to be unemployed, compared with 33% when using the expanded
definition.

Figure 8 compares the unemployment rates of males and females among African and white
population groups in Mpumalanga, using both the strict and the expanded definitions of
unemployment The figure indicates that, among African women, 52% could be counted as
being unemployed when using the expanded definition, compared with 27% when using the
strict definition. Similarly, 15% of white women could be counted as being unemployed when
using the expanded definition compared with 11% when using the strict definition.

0% % of economically active who are unemployed
0

52

30% |- ] e YT e e e e i e s
20% e - -
15
12 11
10% — - e
4 4
0% N |
African F African M White F White M

Race and gender

Bl Expanded [T Strict definition |

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 8: Unemployment rates in Mpumalanga by race and gender. Strict definition
compared with expanded definition

Figure 8 also indicates that 27% of African males are unemployed, using the expanded
definition, while 12% are unemployed using the strict one. Among white males, however, 4%
of people could be classified as unemployed when either the expanded or strict definition are
used. White males are more likely to be able to seek work when unempl oyed.

It has been widdy recognised that the strict definition is too limited in the present South
African context, where employment opportunities are extremely limited and many unemployed
people have actively ceased to seek work. Transport and other costs entailed in job seeking,
often with negative results, have discouraged people from going out and seeking work.
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In other words, there are people who would readily accept work, but who have given up
seeking it, because it is often too costly to do so. The World Bank calls these people the
‘discouraged unemployed’. This applies mainly to women, particularly those in rura areas,
where employment or income-generating activities are scarce, and transport is expensive. The
unemployment rate is consequently defined by the CSS in terms of the expanded definition. It
is the proportion of people in the economically active population who are not in paid
employment or sef-employment at a given point in time, but who are available for work or for
other income-generation activities, and who want to be employed or sdf-employed.
Accordingly, the following graph is based on the expanded definition of unemployment.

Using the expanded definition, 24% of males and 48% of females are unemployed in the
province of Mpumalanga.

The OHS data for Mpumalanga shows that unemployment is 30% in urban areas, compared to
35% in non-urban areas. In South African urban areas as a whole, 25% of the economically
active population are unemployed, which is lower than the rate in urban Mpumalanga. But in
non-urban areas countrywide, the unemployment rate of 38% is higher than in Mpumalanga

Figure 9 examines the digribution of unemployment in Mpumalanga by race, gender and age
group. The results show that the highest proportion of the unemployed among the African
population isfound in the age category of 25-34 years (45% of males and 43% of females).

% of unemployed

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0,
0% African F African M White F White M
45< O 9 10 17 25
35-44 @ 17 12 33 13
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 9: Distribution of the unemployed in Mpumalanga by age and gender among
Africans and whites
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Amongst the white population, the situation is quite different. Half of all unemployed white
males (50%) are under the age of 25. However, the sample is small and therefore the results
could be mideading.

The most significant result shows that, in Mpumalanga, the majority of the unemployed (77%)
had no previous occupation, indicating that it may be extremely difficult for people to enter
into the labour market. Once entry has occurred, however, then the chances of becoming
unemployed are decreased.

The employed
The type of work done by employed people in Mpumalanga varies by race and gender.

The type of occupation, by race isvery similar to the country as a whole, for both Africans and
whites. Mpumalanga is therefore a microcosm for the whole of South Africa.

Figure 10 shows that, amongst employed Africans, 35% of males and 68% of females are
working in elementary occupations such as cleaning, agricultural labour and garbage
collecting. Just over 30% of African males and 4% of African femaes are in operator,
assembler and related occupations. Only 1% of males and 2% of females are in senior official
or managerial posts. In addition, only 1% of Africans are professionals, and just over 5% are
associate professionals or technicians.
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 10: Occupation of employed Africansin M pumalanga by gender
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By contrast, Figure 11 shows that, in the white population, only 3% of both males and females
are found in ementary occupations, while 10% (13% of males and 5% of females) are senior
officials or managers. In addition, 23% (24% of males and 21% of females) are professionals,
semi-professionals or technicians. In addition, no white females are employed in the artisan or
craft occupations or as operators/assemblers.

The most striking feature is that more than half of the employed white females in the province
(53%), arein clerical occupations. Thisis dightly higher than the national percentage (47%).
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 11: Occupation of employed whitesin M pumalanga by gender
Among males, differencesin levels of occupation occur by race. For example, Figure 10 shows

that 30% of al employed African malesin Mpumalanga are plant and machine operators and
assemblers. Only 5% of white males are in this occupation, as shown in Figure 11.

18




Economic sector
In this section we will examine the economic sector in which employed people work.

Figure 12 indicates that in Mpumalanga 24% of workers are in the personal services sector,
while as many as 22% work in the agricultural, forestry and fisheries sector. An additional
13% work in trade, catering and accommodation. Fourteen percent work in the manufacturing
sector. In South Africa, the shift from the primary and secondary sectors to the tertiary sector
is more marked than in Mpumalanga. Thirty-one percent are in personal services, 17% in
trade, catering and accommodation, and 15% in manufacturing. However, the largest
difference between South Africaand Mpumalanga s that only 13% of people in South African
as awhole are employed in the agricultural sector, compared to 22% in Mpumalanga.
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: ) _ 22
Agric, forest, fish 13 i

Finance, bus serv.

Transport, storage
Construction
Mining, quarrying
Other
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% in each sector

Bl Mpumalanga [ South Africa

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 12: Economic sector of employer amongst all those who are working.
M pumalanga compared to South Africa
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Gender is aso important when analysing workers by the industry in which they work. The
1995 OHS shows that women are concentrated in certain industries, and men in others. Figure
13 illustrates that 47% of female workers are employed in the personal services industry,
compared to only 14% of males. In contrast, only 12% of females are employed in agriculture,
compared to 27% of males.
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Source: October Household Survey, 1995

Figure 13: Economic sector of the employer of all those who are working in
Mpumalanga
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Employment in the informal sector

In South Africa, approximately 12% of the economically active population work in the
informal sector. African women, in particular, predominate in this sector. In Mpumalanga, the
same percentage (12%) of the economically active work in the informal sector and 78% of all
people employed in the sector are female, compared to 70% nationally.

Work in the informal sector takes place mainly in certain economic sectors. For example,
Figure 14 shows that 82% of females working for themsealves in the informal sector tend to be
found in the personal services sector. However, men are found in more diverse sectors.
Twenty-four percent are found in the trade, catering and accommodation sector while 19% are
found in the personal services sector. As with the country as a whole, relatively few males
(14%) and females (6%) are in small-scaleinforma manufacturing.
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 14. Workers for own account in the informal sector in Mpumalanga by
economic sector and gender
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Figure 15 focuses on workers for their own account in the informal sector by occupation and
gender. The figure shows that 89% of females are in elementary informal occupations such as
street vending, domestic work and scavenging, while males are found in more diverse
occupations. Thirty-four percent of males are found in artisan and craft activities such as
building, house-painting and wood-working. It might seem strange that 15% of males stated
that they were managers, but this involved management of a micro-business such as a taxi

business or hawker’s kiosk.
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Figure 15: Workers for
occupation and gender

own account in the informal sector in Mpumalanga by
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Section 3
The main findings regar ding households

As already discussed in Section 1, different weighting procedures were used in the OHS as
against the IES. We therefore focus on percentages, rather then absolute values, when
comparing the two data sets.

Types of dwellingsin which households live

Households in Mpumalanga tend to be large. There are on average just below 5,7 people per
household, compared to the national average of 4,7 people. About 70% of these households
are found in formal brick structures, such as a house/townhouse or flat or backyard room.
Approximately 17% of people live in a traditional dwelling, 8% in shacks and 5% in hostels,
compounds or single rooms in buildings. At national level the figures are smilar to that of
Mpumalanga. Seventy-three percent live in forma brick structures, 7% in traditional
dwelings, 7% in shacks and 5% in hostels, compounds or single roomsin a building.

The type of dwelling that people inhabit varies between non-urban and urban areas. For all
population groups in the urban areas of Mpumalanga, almost 90% of people live in formal
brick structures, as compared to about 69% in the non-urban aress.

The digtribution of dwellings among households not only varies by non-urban and urban areas,
but also by race. Among Africans, 64% of households live in formal brick structures (including
13% in backyard rooms), while 21% live in traditional dwellings, 9% in shacks and 6% in
hostels, compounds or single rooms in a building. All white households live in formal brick
structures in Mpumalanga.
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Among Africans, Figure 16 clearly shows that the type of dweling in which the household
lives varies by urban and non-urban areas. As many as 24% of dwelings in non-urban areas
are traditional, compared to only 11% in the urban areas. By contrast, in urban areas, 83% of
dwellings are formal brick structures compared to only 56% in non-urban areas.

Area

Formal Dwel ‘ 56

Traditional dwel

Shack

Hostel

Flat

Other

100 8v0 6v0 40 20 0 20 40 60 80 100

% Urban % Non-urban

Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 16: Type of dwelling in which African households live in urban and non-urban
areas
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The type of dweling found in Mpumalanga varies by size. Cairncross et al (1990) state that
the size of the dwelling varies with the owner’s socio-economic status. Thus whites, with a
higher socio-economic status than Africans, live in larger dwellings. Figure 17 shows that
nearly 70% of Africans live in dwellings with 5 rooms or less. In contrast, only 27% of whites
livein dwellings of 5 roomsor less.
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 17: Size of dwelling in M pumalanga by race of head of household
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While white households tend to live in larger dwellings, they are also more likely to contain
fewer people. On average, white households in Mpumalanga in both urban and non-urban
areas each consist of 3,2 people per dwelling while African households contain an average of
6,2 people per dwelling. However, differences occur between urban and non-urban aress.
These are shown in Figure 18.

Average number of people per household

6,3

59
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Race

Type of area
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 18: Average number of people per household in urban and non-urban areas in
M pumalanga by population group

Another measure that can be used to show differences in living conditions between Africans
and whitesin Mpumalanga is the average estimated value of dwellings. The average estimated
value of adwelling inhabited by an African is R17 000, while for whitesit is R129 000.

For formal dwellings or houses on separate sites, the inequality is also marked. For the African
population, the average estimated value of this type of dwelling is R25 000, while for white
householdsits value is R129 000.

When comparing South Africa as a whole with Mpumalanga, the average estimated value of
dwdlingsislower in the province than it is nationally. The national average estimated value of
a dwdling for African households is R32 000, some R 14 000 (or 45%) higher than in
Mpumalanga. For white households the difference is R39 000 or 23% higher than in
Mpumalanga.
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Accessto facilities and services

In this section, access to facilities and services such as eectricity and piped tap water in the
dwelling will be discussed. Not only race differences, but also urban/non-urban discrepancies,
are also apparent. Comparisons will also be made with the whole of South Africa.

Accessto electricity

Electricity for heating, cooking and lighting is unevenly distributed by race in Mpumalanga.
Only 31% of all African households use dectricity as their main energy source for cooking,
while 29% use it for heating, and about 50% use it for lighting. In comparison, 99% or more
of white households use dectricity as their main energy supply for cooking, heating and
lighting.

Differences in access to éectricity are found in urban compared to non-urban areas among
African households. Figure 19 shows that 65% of African households in urban areas use
electricity as their main source of energy for lighting, compared to 38% of non-urban
households. Figure 20 shows that 53% of urban African households use eectricity as their
main energy source for cooking, compared to 23% in non-urban aress.

% of households
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 19: Source of energy for lighting in urban and non-urban African householdsin
Mpumalanga
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Figure 20: Sources of energy for cooking in urban and non-urban African householdsin
Mpumalanga

In Mpumalanga, the most common of additional sources of energy besides eectricity are
paraffin, wood and coal. In urban areas, 7% of all households use paraffin as their main source
of energy for cooking while 19% use coal, and 18% use wood (Figure 20). In non-urban
areas, however, 11% use paraffin and 12% use coal for cooking. Wood is the maost commonly
used energy source for cooking (50%) in non-urban areas.

Thefigures are similar to the position of cooking when comparing the energy sources used for
heating in urban and non-urban areas of Mpumalanga. In urban areas, over 70% use
electricity, while 11% use wood and 12% coal. In non-urban areas, only 25% of dwellings use
electricity for heating, while 51% use wood and 13% use coal.

According to Cairncross et al (1990), coal emits gases and chemicals such as carbon
monoxide, sulphur and nitrogen oxides which are related to a high incidence of acute
respiratory infections, particularly amongst infants and children.

A large proportion of households that use wood as an energy source obtain it from the veld
(46%) and woodlots (21%). Relatively few people obtain wood from indigenous forests (9%),
commercial plantations (12%) or merchants (8%). Over 35% of Africans who fetch wood
travel more than a kilometre to fetch it in Mpumalanga. Regular payment for wood is
infrequent in Mpumalanga: 26% of households who use this source of energy always pay for
wood, 14% sometimes pay and 60% never pay.
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Water for drinking

Cairncross et al (1990) note that the quantity and quality of drinking water is probably the
most important determinant of the health of individuals, especially of infants and children.

In South Africa as a whole, only 33% of African households have the use of tap water insde
the dwelling, as against 97% of white households (Hirschowitz and Orkin, 1995). Amongst
African households, differences are found between urban and non-urban areas. In urban areas,
56% of African households have a tap insde their dwelling and a further 34% have a tap on
gte. In non-urban areas, only 12% of African households have a tap insde the dwelling and
21% have atap on Site.

In Mpumalanga, 41% of African households have running tap water insde their dwelling,
compared with 97% of white households. About 25% of Africans have running tap water on
ste. The other sources of water for Africans are tankers (3%), public taps (6%) and boreholes
(11%).

Among African households in Mpumalanga, urban and non-urban differences regarding water
source used for drinking purposes are noteworthy. Figure 21 indicates that, in urban aress,
65% of African households have a tap inside the dwelling, while a further 22% have a tap on
ste.
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 21: Where water for drinking is obtained in urban and non-urban African
householdsin M pumalanga
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In non-urban areas, however, only 33% of African households have a tap inside the dwelling,
and a further 26% have a tap on site. Ten percent obtain water from a river, stream, dam or
well, and almost 14% obtain water from a borehole.

In Mpumalanga, in urban aress, just over 6% of African households have to travel at least one
kilometre to fetch water from a source. In non-urban aress, this figure increases to just over
9%, as compared to 17% on a national level.

Sanitation

The occurrence of communicable and infectious diseases is related to the type of sanitation
facilities. Omar (1993:26) studied the relationship between diarrhoeal prevalence and the type
of toilets used. He found that people living in households with a flush toilet present had the
lowest prevalence of diarrhoeal diseases, while the highest prevalence was found among
people living in households using pit latrines. Omar (1993: 27) also studied the prevalence
between diarrhoeal diseases and the number of people per toilet, in Accra, the capital city of
Ghana. The greater the number of people per toilet, the higher the diarrhoeal prevalence.

Flush toilets insde the dweling are found in almost al white households (99%) in
Mpumalanga but in only 17% of African households. On the other hand, 12% of African
households have a flush toilet on site, 50% have a pit latrine and 3% have a bucket or chemical
toilet on site. Six percent have access to toilet facilities off site, and just over 11% do not have
access to any sanitation facilities at all.

The African population of Mpumalanga is worse off than South Africa as a whole regarding
sanitation. At the national level, 22% of African households have flush toilets insde the
dwelling, 18% have a flush toilet on site, 35% have a pit latrine, 6% have a bucket or chemical
toilet on site, 7% have access to toilet facilities off site, and 11% do not have access to any
facilities at al (CSS, 1996).
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The difference in access to sanitation among African households in Mpumalanga is once again
clear-cut along the urban/non-urban divide. Figure 22 shows that 41% of urban African
households have a flush toilet insde their dwelling, as against 9% of non-urban ones. In South
Africa as a whole the trend is smilar, with 42% of urban African households having a toilet
inside their dwelling, as against 5% of non-urban ones (Hirschowitz and Orkin, 1996).
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Source: October household survey, 1995

Figure 22: Type of sanitation used among African households in urban and non-urban
areasin Mpumalanga

Refuse disposal

Lack of regular refuse disposal or removal is also a possible health hazard. Cairncross et al
(1990) state that accumulation of garbage is associated with diseases such as malariain areas
where this disease may occur.

Almost all white households (92%) have their refuse removed by a local authority. Amongst
African households the situation is different. In urban areas, 71% of African households have
their refuse removed by using a local authority, compared to 17% in non-urban areas. Almost
al (92%) of those households which have garbage removed by the local authority have it
removed once aweek. In non-urban areas, garbage is dealt with by a household having its own
refuse dump (50%) or by having no method at all (29%).

Nationally, the Stuation is smilar for white households, where 92% of refuse disposal is

removed by the local authority. In urban areas, 85% of African households use the local
authority, compared to just 6% in non-urban areas.
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Telephones

In Mpumalanga, a small percentage of households (20%) have a telephone inside the dwelling.
Thisfigureis substantially less than the national average of 32%. Seventy-one percent of white
households in the province have a telephone inside their dwelling, compared to only 9% of
African households, but 20% of African households in urban areas and only 4% in non-urban
areas have telephones. Fifty-eight percent of Africans in non-urban areas have no access to a
telephone at al, and 34% have access to a public telephone or atelephone at a clinic.

Household income

The household incomes discussed in this section are based on data contained in the 1995
income and expenditure survey (IES). This survey grouped incomes into five income quintiles,
based on South Africa as a whole, notably, very low, low, medium, high and very high. Each
quintile contains approximately 20% of all households.

At the national level, African households tend to be the poorest in the country. Twenty-six
percent have incomes which fall into the lowest quintile (between RO and R6 839 per annum),
compared with only 12% of coloured, and 2% of both Indian and white households. With
regard to the top quintile of R53 092 or higher, we find that 64% of white households are in
this category, compared with 45% of Indian, 16% of coloured and 9% of African households
(Hirschowitz and Orkin, 1996).
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Population group differences

In Mpumalanga differences between incomes in white and African households are aso
significant. Figure 23 shows that 20% of al African households in Mpumalanga earn between
RO and R6 868 per annum, the lowest quintile, compared to less than 1% of white households.
At the other extreme, 64% of white households have an income of R52 800 or more per
annum (the highest quintile), compared to 5% of African households.
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Figure 23: Percentage of householdsin Mpumalanga in each income category by race

33




Urban/non-urban income differences

Figure 24 shows that in Mpumalanga, incomes in African households in urban areas are higher
than those in non-urban areas. For example, 21% of non-urban households are in the lowest,
and 26% are in the second lowest income quintiles, compared to 15% in the lowest and the
18% in the second lowest in urban areas. At the upper end of the scale, there are only 4% of
African households in the top income quintile in non-urban areas, compared with 11% in urban
areas.
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Figure 24: Percentage of African households in Mpumalanga in each income category
in urban and non-urban areas




Feelings of safety and security

High unemployment and high levels of crime tend to go hand in hand. High crime rates may
influence the degree of feding safe in on€'s own neighbourhood by household members. At
the national level, 45% of Africans stated that they felt very safe and 36% fdt rather safe in
their neighbourhood. Nationally, 32% of whites felt very safe and 52% felt rather safe in their
neighbourhoods. Less than 19% of the total population of South Africa felt ‘rather unsafe’ or
‘very unsafe’ in their neighbourhoods.

Figure 25 shows that Mpumalanga follows a similar pattern to that of the country as a whole.
The only dight difference between Mpumalanga and South Africa as a wholeis that 6% of the
total population in South Africa felt ‘very unsafe’ in their own neighbourhood, compared to
3% in Mpumalanga.
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Figure 25: Feeling safe in one's own neighbourhood by race of head of household in
Mpumalanga
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Figure 26 shows that in Mpumalanga, feeling safe in one's own home follows the same pattern
as feding safe in the neighbourhood. The vast majority of both Africans and whites fed very
safe or rather safe in their own home. Thisisasmilar picture to the national one.
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Figure 26: Feeling safe inside one€'s own home by race of head of household in
Mpumalanga
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Section 4
Health and disability in M pumalanga

Health in M pumalanga

In this section, access to health facilities in Mpumalanga and the types of medical services
available in urban and non-urban areas are discussed.

When examining the use of public versus private health facilities, the vast mgjority of African
households (72%) go to public facilities, compared to only 28% of white households, which
tend to go to private ingtitutions (mainly doctors).

At a national level, proportionately more (81%) Africans go to public health facilities than in
Mpumalanga, compared to only 21% of white households.

When comparing the case of hospitals versus clinics in the public sector, 45% of African
households who use public facilities go to a hospital, 51% go to a clinic and only 4% go to
ether facility.

This pattern in Mpumalangais very smilar to that found at the national level.

When visiting the source of health-care, the distances that have to be travelled by the African
population are very smilar to those of whites. Among the African population, 25% reported
that the nearest medical service is less than 1 km away, 38% <tated that it is between 1 and
5km, and 37%, 5 km or more. The comparative figures for the white population are 33%,
37% and 30%.
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However, it takes Africans far longer to reach a health facility than it takes whites. Figure 27
shows that only 25% of Africanstravel about a quarter of an hour or less to reach the nearest
medical facility; for whites the figure is 65%. At the other end of the time scale, 36% of
Africans have to trave for about an hour or more to reach the nearest medical service. Only
6% of whites have to travel for this amount of time.
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Figure 27: Timeof journey to nearest medical facility among Africans and whites
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Breathing problemsrelated to pollution in winter

In total, 50% of the respondentsin Mpumalanga stated that their breathing was not affected by

pollution in winter, while 13% found breathing very difficult.

However, the totals obscure the population group differences that occur. Africans were more
adversdy affected than whites. This is illustrated in Figure 28. Fifteen percent of Africans
reported that pollution makes breathing difficult compared to 3% of whites. Conversaly, 82%
of whites reported that pollution does not effect their breathing at all, compared with only

43% of Africans.
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Figure 28: The effect on breathing of smoke and pollution in winter in M pumalanga by race
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Disability in M pumalanga
Approximately onein every 20 (5%) people in South Africa are reported as being disabled.

In Mpumalanga only 3,4% of the population are reported as being disabled. The types of
disabilities are as follows (percentages are given to one decimal place, because of the small
proportions invol ved)

1,7% of the population has a visua disability;

0,4% of the population has a hearing or speech disability;
1,0% of the population has a physical disability;

0,2% of the population has a mental disability.

Therefore, in Mpumalanga province, proportionately fewer people are disabled compared to
the national picture.

These proportions may be an undercount, because of a possible stigma attached to certain
types of disabilities. A similar proportion of males and females, Africans, coloureds, Indians
and whites and those living in urban and non-urban areas are disabled in Mpumalanga, and in
the country as a whole.
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Section 5
Conclusion

There are a number of issuesin Mpumalanga that have been brought into sharp focus through
the 1995 OHS. These include racial and gender disparities in many spheres of life, as well as
large differences in life circumstances along the urban/non-urban divide. In addition, the extent
of unemployment in the province, and the type of employment opportunities that are available,
have also been highlighted.

The 1995 OHS has shown that vast inequalities exist in Mpumalanga. As these inequalities are
addressed, not only racial differences, but also discrepancies in urban and non-urban life
circumstances, will require careful monitoring. This report has shown that inequalities exist
both at the individual and household levels.

Among individuals, important differences were found between Africans and whites regarding
income, education and occupation. The distribution of income showed that Africans were
mainly in the lowest income quintiles, while whites were in the highest. The maor difference
with regard to education was the small percentage of Africans who had tertiary education,
compared to that of whites. Whites were predominantly found in skilled occupations and
Africans the unskilled occupations. A large proportion of the economically active population
in Mpumal anga was unemployed.

Unemployment is high, particularly among Africans. But this should be related to the life
circumstances imposed on former ‘homelands by the forced removal policy of the previous
apartheid government. Thereislittle, if any, land for agriculture for most households.

To measure employment and unemployment in future, the CSS will be required to redefine its
methodology to take alternative type of situations into account. For example, work is not
necessarily waged work, and householders may be involved in such activities as subsistence
agriculture, exchange of goods and services or fuel gathering. In addition, low unemployment
does not necessarily mean the absence of poverty, i.e. most people may be gainfully employed,
but for very meagre returns - in Bangladesh, one of the poorest countries in the world,
unemployment is measured at 2%.

With regard to households, this report has shown that African households in non-urban areas
in Mpumalanga have extremely limited access to basic amenities such as dectricity, tap water,
flush toilets and telephones. An attempt was made to link environmental variables and to show
how they are interdependent and could possibly influence hedlth of particularly infants and
children.
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In the future, the CSS will be required to ensure that it enlarges its scope with regard to
household surveys. The CSS should ensure that it:

develops appropriate indicators to measure change in the life circumstances among all
South Africans and inhabitants of Mpumalanga over time; and that

it improves its sampling methods for household surveys, and undertakes additional
household survey-based research including time-use, informal sector and subsistence
agricultural surveys.
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