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Introduction (1)Introduction (1)
In 2005 the Information and Knowledge Management In 2005 the Information and Knowledge Management 
department was commissioned with the profiling of two department was commissioned with the profiling of two 
Urban Renewal Nodes, Khayelitsha and MitchellUrban Renewal Nodes, Khayelitsha and Mitchell’’s Plain. s Plain. 
A tender was posted in November 2005 for a socioA tender was posted in November 2005 for a socio--
economic survey and two focus groups to be conducted economic survey and two focus groups to be conducted 
in each area. in each area. 
The purpose was to update the 2001 Census information The purpose was to update the 2001 Census information 
as well as to identify key priority issues and needs to as well as to identify key priority issues and needs to 
inform integrated planning for the areas. In addition the inform integrated planning for the areas. In addition the 
survey was intended to assess the impact of the Urban survey was intended to assess the impact of the Urban 
Renewal Programme in the respective communities.Renewal Programme in the respective communities.
A consortium consisting of QSJ Consultants & Unit for A consortium consisting of QSJ Consultants & Unit for 
Religion and Development Research (University Religion and Development Research (University 
Stellenbosch) submitted a proposal in response to the Stellenbosch) submitted a proposal in response to the 
call and this was subsequently accepted.call and this was subsequently accepted.



Introduction (2)Introduction (2)

Challenging (budget) and rewardingChallenging (budget) and rewarding
Other outcomes:Other outcomes:

35 fieldworkers trained 35 fieldworkers trained 
Province project Province project –– City project City project -- StatsSA StatsSA 
advertisements during project (sustainability?)advertisements during project (sustainability?)

Eden?Eden?



Introduction (3)Introduction (3)
-- study areastudy area



Introduction (3):KhayelitshaIntroduction (3):Khayelitsha



Introduction (5): MitchellIntroduction (5): Mitchell’’s Plains Plain



MilestonesMilestones
FocusFocus groupsgroups (18/25 March)(18/25 March)
FocusFocus groupsgroups reportreport (28 March)(28 March)
QuestionnaireQuestionnaire designdesign (28 April (28 April completedcompleted))
35 35 FieldworkersFieldworkers trainedtrained (3(3--5 May)5 May)
1,000 1,000 interviewsinterviews (8(8--12 May)12 May)
Data Data capturingcapturing intointo databasedatabase (15(15--26 May)26 May)
““CleaningCleaning”” of of databasedatabase (29 May (29 May –– 2 June)2 June)
AnalysisAnalysis & & ReportReport writingwriting (5(5--9 May)9 May)
FinaliseFinalise reportreport (23 June)(23 June)



MethodologyMethodology (1)(1)
QuantitativeQuantitative: : questionnairequestionnaire surveysurvey

1,000 face1,000 face--toto--face interviews conducted with the household head or face interviews conducted with the household head or 
acting household head of each selected householdacting household head of each selected household
Two versions for accessibility: English/Afrikaans in MitchellTwo versions for accessibility: English/Afrikaans in Mitchell’’s Plain s Plain 
and English/isiXhosa in Khayelitsha and English/isiXhosa in Khayelitsha 
The questionnaire consisted of three sections:The questionnaire consisted of three sections:

Section ASection A: Impact of Urban Renewal Programme. : Impact of Urban Renewal Programme. 
Section BSection B: Household questions. : Household questions. 
Section CSection C: Demographic questions about individuals in the household.: Demographic questions about individuals in the household.

SamplingSampling
Stratified samplingStratified sampling
Stratified on two levels, first according to the number of houseStratified on two levels, first according to the number of households holds 
of the two geographical areas in the study area and second, of the two geographical areas in the study area and second, 
according to the number of formal and informal dwelling units inaccording to the number of formal and informal dwelling units in
each geographical area (Mitchelleach geographical area (Mitchell’’s Plain and Khayelitsha)s Plain and Khayelitsha)
453 households for the Mitchell453 households for the Mitchell’’s Plain area and 547 for s Plain area and 547 for 
KhayelitshaKhayelitsha



MethodologyMethodology (2)(2)

QualitativeQualitative: 4 : 4 focusfocus groupsgroups
Two focus groups were conducted in both Khayelitsha and Two focus groups were conducted in both Khayelitsha and 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plain. s Plain. 
For both areas the one focus group engaged in discussions with For both areas the one focus group engaged in discussions with 
respondents residing in informal dwelling units and the other wirespondents residing in informal dwelling units and the other with th 
respondents in formal dwelling units.respondents in formal dwelling units.
The four focus groups were held on two consecutive Saturdays The four focus groups were held on two consecutive Saturdays 
(18 March 2006 and 25 March 2006)(18 March 2006 and 25 March 2006)
Respondents were preRespondents were pre--arranged and recruited through various arranged and recruited through various 
contacts in the communities. contacts in the communities. 
The aim of these focus groups was both explorative in that the The aim of these focus groups was both explorative in that the 
discussions were used to inform the items included in the final discussions were used to inform the items included in the final 
questionnaire as well as to contextualise the quantitative data questionnaire as well as to contextualise the quantitative data 
collected during the survey.collected during the survey.



Satisfaction with services in general: Satisfaction with services in general: 
KhayelitshaKhayelitsha

Higher percentage Higher percentage not satisfiednot satisfied (52%) (52%) 
than satisfied (40%)than satisfied (40%)

34.92% 34.37%

5.48%

17.37%

7.86%

Highly
satisfied

Satisfied Uncertain Dissatisfied Highly
dissatisfied



Dissatisfaction with specific Dissatisfaction with specific 
services: Khayelitshaservices: Khayelitsha

Housing (69%)  Housing (69%)  
48% highly unsatisfied48% highly unsatisfied

Streetlights (59%)  Streetlights (59%)  
36% highly unsatisfied36% highly unsatisfied

Cleanliness of area (64%)  Cleanliness of area (64%)  
37% highly unsatisfied37% highly unsatisfied

Policing (49%)  Policing (49%)  
28% highly unsatisfied28% highly unsatisfied



Access to facilities: KhayelitshaAccess to facilities: Khayelitsha

Majority have access to specific facilities Majority have access to specific facilities 
testedtested

Facilities least accessible:Facilities least accessible:
Old age care facilities (78%)Old age care facilities (78%)
Recreational facilities (72%)Recreational facilities (72%)
Sport facilities (63%)Sport facilities (63%)



Facilities rated as dissatisfactory: Facilities rated as dissatisfactory: 
KhayelitshaKhayelitsha

Recreational facilities (62%)Recreational facilities (62%)

Ambulance service (58%)Ambulance service (58%)

SAPS (53%)SAPS (53%)

Fire Brigade (52%)Fire Brigade (52%)

Old Age Care (51%)Old Age Care (51%)

Sport Facilities (44%)Sport Facilities (44%)

Clinic (43%)Clinic (43%)



Awareness of Urban Renewal Awareness of Urban Renewal 
Programme (URP): KhayelitshaProgramme (URP): Khayelitsha

Majority reported to have never heard of URPMajority reported to have never heard of URP

78.24%

9.14% 7.50% 5.12%

No never heard of it Yes have heard
something about it

Yes familiar Uncertain



Knowledge of specific URP projects: Knowledge of specific URP projects: 
KhayelitshaKhayelitsha

Although respondents indicated no knowledge of Although respondents indicated no knowledge of 
URP majority knew about all projects but twoURP majority knew about all projects but two

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Swartklip
sport centre

Colorado
MPC

Railway
extension

CBD

HIVAids

Housing

No
Yes



Where did they hear about URP?Where did they hear about URP?
KhayelitshaKhayelitsha

Radio   (24%)Radio   (24%)

Community  meeting  (20%)Community  meeting  (20%)

Newspaper  (16%)Newspaper  (16%)

Billboards  (10%)Billboards  (10%)

TV  (10%)TV  (10%)

Other (20%)Other (20%)



Impact of URP projects: KhayelitshaImpact of URP projects: Khayelitsha

YesYes SomeSome NoneNone WorseWorse TotalTotal

NN %% NN %% NN %% NN %% NN %%

Quality of sports Quality of sports 
groundsgrounds 2121 3.83.8 130130 23.823.8 231231 42.242.2 165165 30.230.2 547547 100100

Public open spaces and Public open spaces and 
parks to walk inparks to walk in 1212 2.22.2 104104 19.019.0 210210 38.438.4 221221 40.440.4 547547 100100

Housing conditionsHousing conditions 2828 5.15.1 160160 29.329.3 123123 22.522.5 236236 43.143.1 547547 100100

Job opportunitiesJob opportunities 44 0.70.7 5050 9.19.1 7373 13.413.4 420420 76.876.8 547547 100100

Access to public Access to public 
transporttransport 173173 31.631.6 205205 37.537.5 106106 19.419.4 6363 11.511.5 547547 100100

RoadsRoads 135135 24.724.7 238238 43.543.5 130130 23.823.8 4444 8.08.0 547547 100100

Information about Information about 
HIV/AidsHIV/Aids 175175 32.032.0 197197 36.036.0 8484 15.415.4 9191 16.616.6 547547 100100

Access to services and Access to services and 
shopsshops 218218 39.939.9 240240 43.943.9 6262 11.311.3 2727 4.94.9 547547 100100

Space for community Space for community 
eventsevents 8787 15.915.9 194194 35.535.5 150150 27.427.4 116116 21.221.2 547547 100100

ProjectsProjects



Most pressing challenges: KhayelitshaMost pressing challenges: Khayelitsha

Crime (N=244)Crime (N=244)

Jobs and unemployment (N=178)Jobs and unemployment (N=178)

Housing (N=53)Housing (N=53)

Service provision (N=45)Service provision (N=45)

Health (N=13)Health (N=13)

Social Problems (N=5)Social Problems (N=5)



Proposed projects (top 5): KhayelitshaProposed projects (top 5): Khayelitsha

Employment and skills training (N=208)Employment and skills training (N=208)

Housing (N=90)Housing (N=90)

Policing (N=61)Policing (N=61)

Youth related projects (N=36)Youth related projects (N=36)

Agricultural projects (N=30)Agricultural projects (N=30)



Satisfaction with services in general: Satisfaction with services in general: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plains Plain

Same trend in measuring satisfaction with Same trend in measuring satisfaction with 
specific servicesspecific services

7.73%

68.21%

5.96%

15.45%

2.65%

Highly

satisfied

Satisfied Uncertain Dissatisfied Highly

dissatisfied



Access to facilities: MitchellAccess to facilities: Mitchell’’s Plains Plain

For all specific services tested majority of For all specific services tested majority of 
respondents indicated to have accessrespondents indicated to have access

Facilities with lowest access rates:Facilities with lowest access rates:
Old age care facilities (47%)Old age care facilities (47%)
Fire brigade (36%)Fire brigade (36%)



Facilities rated a dissatisfactory: Facilities rated a dissatisfactory: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plains Plain

Greater majority either Greater majority either satisfied satisfied or or highly highly 
satisfiedsatisfied with services at facilitieswith services at facilities

Facilities with lowest ratings:Facilities with lowest ratings:
SAPS (33%)SAPS (33%)
Ambulance service (27%)Ambulance service (27%)
Recreational facilities (19%)Recreational facilities (19%)



Awareness of URP programme: Awareness of URP programme: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plains Plain

Majority reported to have never heard about Majority reported to have never heard about 
URPURP

28.48%

63.36%

3.97%
4.19%

No never
heard of it

Yes heard
something
about it

Yes 
familiar

Uncertain



Knowledge of specific URP projects: Knowledge of specific URP projects: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plains Plain

Correlation between knowledge of URP programme Correlation between knowledge of URP programme 
and specific projectsand specific projects

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Mitchell's Plain CBD

Lentegeur & Mandalay Transport

Mitchell's Plain housing

Tafelsig public space upgrade

Swartklip regional sport facility

No
Yes



Where did they hear about URP?Where did they hear about URP?
MitchellMitchell’’s Plains Plain

Newspaper (35%)Newspaper (35%)

Billboards (29%)Billboards (29%)

Newsletter (5%)Newsletter (5%)

Social Worker (5%)Social Worker (5%)

Brochures & posters (5%)Brochures & posters (5%)

Other (21%)Other (21%)



Impact of URP projects on quality: MitchellImpact of URP projects on quality: Mitchell’’s Plains Plain

YesYes SomeSome NoneNone WorseWorse TotalTotal

NN %% NN %% NN %% NN %% NN %%

Quality of sports Quality of sports 
groundsgrounds 6868 15.0115.01 184184 40.6240.62 137137 30.2430.24 6464 14.1314.13 453453 100100

Public open spaces and Public open spaces and 
parks to walk inparks to walk in 6969 15.2315.23 167167 36.8736.87 142142 31.3531.35 7575 16.5616.56 453453 100100

Housing conditionsHousing conditions 5353 11.711.7 205205 45.2545.25 117117 25.8325.83 7878 17.2217.22 453453 100100

Job opportunitiesJob opportunities 44 0.880.88 6060 13.2513.25 125125 27.5927.59 264264 58.2858.28 453453 100100

Access to public Access to public 
transporttransport 120120 26.4926.49 245245 54.0854.08 6464 14.1314.13 2424 5.35.3 453453 100100

RoadsRoads 8484 18.5418.54 268268 59.1659.16 7373 16.1116.11 2828 6.186.18 453453 100100

Information about Information about 
HIV/AidsHIV/Aids 5858 12.812.8 185185 40.8440.84 193193 42.642.6 1717 3.753.75 453453 100100

Access to services and Access to services and 
shopsshops 139139 30.6830.68 247247 54.5354.53 5757 12.5812.58 1010 2.212.21 453453 100100

Space for community Space for community 
eventsevents 8282 18.118.1 244244 53.8653.86 111111 24.524.5 1616 3.533.53 453453 100100

ProjectsProjects



Most pressing challenges: MitchellMost pressing challenges: Mitchell’’s Plains Plain

Drugs (N=131)Drugs (N=131)

Jobs & unemployment (N=96)Jobs & unemployment (N=96)

Crime (N=91)Crime (N=91)

Gangs (N=23)Gangs (N=23)

Service provision (N=14)Service provision (N=14)

Social problems (N=13)Social problems (N=13)

Health (N=3)Health (N=3)



Proposed projects (top 5): MitchellProposed projects (top 5): Mitchell’’s Plains Plain

Employment and skills training (N=154)Employment and skills training (N=154)

Sport & recreation (N=55)Sport & recreation (N=55)

Youth related projects (N=42)Youth related projects (N=42)

Policing (N=28)Policing (N=28)

Housing (N=9)Housing (N=9)

Social development (N=9)Social development (N=9)



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
Khayelitsha (1)Khayelitsha (1)

Influence of crime in my areaInfluence of crime in my area
50%50% dondon’’t feel safet feel safe to move around at to move around at day timeday time
94%94% dondon’’t feel safet feel safe to move around at to move around at night timenight time
74%74% safety has safety has not improvednot improved (last 12 months)(last 12 months)

Victim of crimeVictim of crime
93.40% had 93.40% had notnot been (last 12 months)been (last 12 months)
3% had been (last 12 months)3% had been (last 12 months)

Possible reason for discrepancyPossible reason for discrepancy
False perceptionsFalse perceptions
People are streetwise (look after themselves)People are streetwise (look after themselves)

CRIME



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
Khayelitsha (2)Khayelitsha (2)

FireFire
96% households had never been influenced96% households had never been influenced
4% only once in the last 12 months4% only once in the last 12 months

ElectricityElectricity
51% no problems 51% no problems –– safely installedsafely installed
7% have 7% have nono electricityelectricity
40% are unsure or feel it is 40% are unsure or feel it is not safelynot safely installedinstalled

FloodsFloods
82% never had a problem (last 12 months)82% never had a problem (last 12 months)
18% had a problem 18% had a problem –– 10% only once (last 12 months)10% only once (last 12 months)

SAFETY



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
Khayelitsha (3)Khayelitsha (3)

FOOD SECURITY

NA, 0.00%

NA, 0.00%

Never, 77.70%

Never, 83.18%

Once a month, 10.79%

Once a month, 6.95%

2-4 times a month, 8.96%

2-4 times a month, 8.04%

Weekly, 1.46%

Weekly, 1.10%

Every day, 1.10%

Every day, 0.73%

Adults

Children

17% problem hh

22% problem hh



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
Khayelitsha (4)Khayelitsha (4)

No food & no incomeNo food & no income
Family Family (50%)(50%)
Neighbour Neighbour (20%)(20%)
Friends Friends (10%)(10%)

Illness / health problemsIllness / health problems
ClinicClinic (82%)(82%)
DoctorDoctor (13%)(13%)

Victim of crimeVictim of crime
PolicePolice (86%)(86%)
Social workerSocial worker (8%)(8%)

SUPPORT NETWORKS



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plain (1)s Plain (1)

Influence of crime in my areaInfluence of crime in my area
14% don14% don’’t feel safe to move around at t feel safe to move around at day timeday time
44% don44% don’’t feel safe to move around at t feel safe to move around at night timenight time
49% safety has49% safety has improvedimproved / / 39% has not 39% has not / / 10% 10% 
unsure (last 12 months)unsure (last 12 months)

Victim of crimeVictim of crime
93% had 93% had notnot been (last 12 months)been (last 12 months)
3% had been (last 12 months)3% had been (last 12 months)

CRIME



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plain (2)s Plain (2)

FireFire
99% households had never been influenced99% households had never been influenced
1% had been1% had been

ElectricityElectricity
86% no problems 86% no problems –– safely installedsafely installed
1% have 1% have nono electricityelectricity
13% are unsure or feel it is 13% are unsure or feel it is not safelynot safely installedinstalled

FloodsFloods
97% never had a problem (last 12 months)97% never had a problem (last 12 months)
2% had a problem 2% had a problem –– 1% only once (last 12 months)1% only once (last 12 months)

SAFETY



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plain (3)s Plain (3)

FOOD SECURITY

NA, 0.88%

NA, 1.32%

Never, 91.61%

Never, 93.82%

Once a month, 2.87%

Once a month, 2.21%

2-4 times a month, 3.31%

2-4 times a month, 1.99%

Weekly, 1.10%

Weekly, 0.66%

Every day, 0.22%

Every day, 0.00%

Adults

Children

6% problem hh

8% problem hh



Living conditions and networks: Living conditions and networks: 
MitchellMitchell’’s Plain (4)s Plain (4)

No food & no incomeNo food & no income
Family Family (64%)(64%)
Friends Friends (13%)(13%)
Neighbour Neighbour (10%)(10%)

Illness / health problemsIllness / health problems
DoctorDoctor (46%)(46%)
ClinicClinic (20%)(20%)

Victim of crimeVictim of crime
PolicePolice (81%)(81%)
FamilyFamily (6%)(6%)

SUPPORT NETWORKS



Demographics: Khayelitsha (1)Demographics: Khayelitsha (1)

-10 -5 0 5 10

0-4
5-9

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

70+

Male
Female

KhayelitshaKhayelitsha

FemaleFemale MaleMale

NN %% NN %%

00--44 125125 5.715.71 100100 4.574.57

55--99 9292 4.204.20 7070 3.203.20

1010--1414 119119 5.435.43 9797 4.434.43

1515--1919 151151 6.896.89 105105 4.794.79

2020--2424 175175 7.997.99 158158 7.217.21

2525--2929 125125 5.715.71 108108 4.934.93

3030--3434 109109 4.984.98 8484 3.843.84

3535--3939 7878 3.563.56 5959 2.692.69

4040--4444 7474 3.383.38 5050 2.282.28

4545--4949 5454 2.472.47 4040 1.831.83

5050--5454 4646 2.102.10 3232 1.461.46

5555--5959 2525 1.141.14 2626 1.191.19

6060--6464 2323 1.051.05 1818 0.820.82

6565--6969 1414 0.640.64 1717 0.780.78

70+70+ 1212 0.550.55 44 0.180.18

TotalTotal 12221222 55.8055.80 968968 44.2044.20

AveAve 25.425.4 25.325.3

AgeAgeAge & gender



Demographics: Khayelitsha (2)Demographics: Khayelitsha (2)
Income & employment

24.76% 25.64%

27.59%

18.47%

Employed Unemployed
and looking

for work

Unemployed
and not

looking for
work

Younger than 
14yrs

Income/household – R1,606

Khayelitsha

Reason not looking for work N %

Could not find work 212 50.73

Scholar or student 134 32.24

Unable to work due to illness 29 7.01

Pensioner or retired person 14 3.37

Home-maker or housewife 13 3.1

Choose not to work 10 2.37

Seasonal worker not working presently 5 1.18

Total 417 100



Demographics: Khayelitsha (3)Demographics: Khayelitsha (3)
Households Khayelitsha

Household type Average hh size

Male-headed household 3.9

Female-headed household 4.2

Household head 60 yrs+ 5.2

100360100849100902Total

69.1724979.5167585.59772No grant

000.3530.333Care-dependency grant

14.725315.9013511.97108Child-support grant

1.6762.47211.3312Disability grant

1.6760.5950.000Foster-child grant

0.5620.1210.111Grant in aid

12.22440.9480.444Old-age grant

000.0000.000Unemployment insurance

000.1210.222Veteran’s pension

%N%N%N

Household head 
60 yrs +

Female-headed 
household

Male-headed 
household

Household type

Grant type



Demographics: MitchellDemographics: Mitchell’’s Plains Plain
Age & gender

-10 -5 0 5 10

0-4
5-9

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

70+

Male
Female

Mitchell's PlainMitchell's Plain

FemaleFemale MaleMale

NN %% NN %%

00--44 8989 4.154.15 8787 4.044.04

55--99 8787 4.054.05 8080 3.713.71

1010--1414 102102 4.754.75 9696 4.454.45

1515--1919 115115 5.365.36 118118 5.475.47

2020--2424 135135 6.296.29 124124 5.755.75

2525--2929 8989 4.154.15 9191 4.224.22

3030--3434 7777 3.593.59 6565 3.013.01

3535--3939 6969 3.223.22 6363 2.922.92

4040--4444 7373 3.403.40 5656 2.602.60

4545--4949 7474 3.453.45 6464 2.972.97

5050--5454 7474 3.453.45 5353 2.462.46

5555--5959 5959 2.752.75 5555 2.552.55

6060--6464 4141 1.911.91 3434 1.581.58

6565--6969 2121 0.980.98 2121 0.970.97

70+70+ 1919 0.890.89 1515 0.700.70

TotalTotal 11241124 52.3852.38 10221022 47.4047.40

AveAve 29.729.7 28.628.6

AgeAge



Demographics: MitchellDemographics: Mitchell’’s Plain (2)s Plain (2)
Income & employment

Income/household – R3,451 12.83%

23.37% 24.06%

35.93%

Employed Unemployed
and looking

for work

Unemployed
and not

looking for
work

N.A. >14yrs

Mitchell's Plain

Reason not looking for work N %

Scholar or student 397 39.66

Home-maker or housewife 181 18.08

Pensioner or retired person 119 11.89

Unable to work due to illness 51 5.09

Seasonal worker not working presently 24 2.4

Choose not to work 22 2.2

Could not find work 207 20.68

Total 1001 100



Demographics: MitchellDemographics: Mitchell’’s Plain (3)s Plain (3)
Households

Household typesHousehold types

MaleMale--headed headed 
householdhousehold

FemaleFemale--headed headed 
householdhousehold

Household head Household head 
60 yrs +60 yrs +

NN %% NN %% NN %%

VeteranVeteran’’s pensions pension 33 0.270.27 44 0.640.64 00 00

Unemployment insuranceUnemployment insurance 55 0.440.44 33 0.480.48 22 0.50.5

OldOld--age grantage grant 2323 2.042.04 88 1.281.28 6969 18.018.0

Grant in aidGrant in aid 11 0.090.09 00 0.000.00 00 00

FosterFoster--child grantchild grant 55 0.440.44 55 0.800.80 44 1.01.0

Disability grantDisability grant 3636 3.193.19 3030 4.784.78 1212 3.13.1

ChildChild--support grantsupport grant 2828 2.482.48 2929 4.634.63 1010 2.62.6

CareCare--dependency grantdependency grant 00 0.000.00 22 0.320.32 00 00

No grantNo grant 10261026 91.0491.04 546546 87.0887.08 286286 74.774.7

TotalTotal 11271127 100100 627627 100100 383383 100100

Grant typeGrant type

4.8Household head 60 yrs+

4.9Female-headed household

4.9Male-headed household

Average size of HH

Mitchell's Plain

Household type
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