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Abstract 
The purpose of this study is to examine the opinions of the land reform by the young 

population in Stellenbosch, South Africa. So far, the land reform that was implemented 

already in 1994, has not proven to be effective on the country’s huge inequality of land 

ownership between the black and white population. The white minority still own the majority 

of the land, due to historical injustices that developed through colonisation of South Africa 

and during the apartheid rule.  

Since 2014, the discussions of the land reform have got more attention, both nationally and 

internationally, due to a new policy proposal called land expropriation without compensation. 

The objective of the thesis were therefore to gain an understanding on the perception of the 

land reform by both black and white people. To accomplish this, semi-structured individual 

interviews were conducted with seven people from black ethnicities and seven people from 

white ethnicities. The interviews were outlined to analyse how grievance would be affected 

by the land reform, as well as if the respondents answers differed due to homogeneous 

characteristics. The main results from this research was that there were no indication on that 

the level of relative deprivation would be affected by the land reform. Although, the majority 

of the respondents stressed the importance of the land reform to be given the right support 

and attention by the government in order to be successful. This could in turn be seen as 

problematic whereas most of them did not express much trust for the government. In 

addition, the perception by the land reform could generally not be interconnected to a certain 

background characteristics. The answers to both of the research questions could be explained 

by the uncertainty about the implementation of the land reform.  

 

Key words: Land reform, South Africa, Stellenbosch, Relative deprivation theory, 

Inequality, Historical injustices, Redistribution of land 
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1. Introduction  
1.1 Formulation of the research problem 
During apartheid rule in South Africa, a big number of black South Africans had their land 

confiscated by the apartheid government and the white minority in the country. The same 

problem occurred in the neighbouring country Zimbabwe. After the end of Apartheid in 

1994, the governments in both countries had the goal to solve the issue of the unequal land 

distribution and entitle more land to their black populations. However, the earlier president of 

Zimbabwe, Robert Mugabe, has been using far more effective means to redistribute the land 

owned by white Zimbabweans to black Zimbabweans(Atuahene, 2011). Although, this has 

proven to affect the Zimbabwean economy to very severe measures(Shumba, 2017). South 

Africa on the other hand, has not proved to be effective in the process of giving land back to 

black South Africans. The target that was set up for the country have not been reached and 

the reality is still that most of the land is owned by the white population even though they are 

a minority in the country. In 2010, the white minority still owned 79% of the country’s 

land(Atuahene, 2011). Some have argued that the slow process might result in South Africa 

implementing the same land reform as the Mugabe government were operating through, since 

the countries share the same problem of white dominance concerning land 

ownership(Thomas, 2003). Therefore, the understanding of the land reform in Zimbabwe and 

its consequences is of importance for this thesis.  

 

In South Africa, the land acquisition policy during apartheid, is one who have had the most 

impact on the inequalities of land ownership today. The World Bank(2018) therefore argues 

that the inequality in ownership of assets in South Africa is a topic that especially needs to be 

dealt with in order to decrease the widespread inequality in the country. Even though the 

topic is not a new issue in South Africa, it has been given more attention the last years due to 

the government's new measures on how to solve the problem. In 2016, the South African 

government adopted a new policy called land expropriation without compensation, which 

would legalise non compensation to the white farmers who would have to give up their land. 

However, this has not been the system of the redistribution of land earlier. The new president 

of South Africa, Cyril Ramaphosa, has further made it clear that he is supporting the new 

policy and that the government has the intention to implement it during 2018. The policy has 

been criticised by the opposition since it does not go in line with the Constitution and can 

cause a decline in both the economic and social development of the country(The institute for 
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justice and reconciliation, 2018). Both the consequences of the land reform in Zimbabwe and 

the contrasting attitudes towards the issue between different parties makes it interesting to 

research this issue, thus the outcome of the land reform can be crucial for South Africa’s 

further development.  

 

Furthermore, the legacy of apartheid left countless of people with grievance due to economic 

and social inequality(Klandermans, Roefs & Olivier, 2001). Civil society protests are 

therefore frequently held in the country, which was the case during apartheid too. Today’s 

protests are mostly concerning the government's inability to provide basic services to its 

population as well as a transparent rule(Matebesi & Botes, 2017). Concerning the issue of the 

land reform, several questions about the future arise. Is this new, more focused approach 

towards the land reform going to diminish those grievances and make the citizens more 

content with their government? Or, does the young citizens believe that this is an additional 

issue that will lead to more dissatisfaction and political turmoil? Those are the subjects that 

will be discussed in this thesis.  

 

1.2 Relevance  
Thus South Africa is a fairly new democracy, with its first democratic elections in 

1994(Cornelissen & Horstmeier, 2002), it is particularly of relevance to the Peace and 

Development field of studies. The perception of the land reform by the population is certainly 

relevant for the field of studies as well, since the outcomes can prove to have a extensive 

effect on the country’s economy and political stability, as seen in the case of Zimbabwe. The 

research can further be of importance for future government policies in South Africa. Due to 

the country having a democratic system, it is important that the opinions of the young 

population are being heard as well, in order to take it into consideration in the policymaking. 

Additionally, it is the young people that will be affected in the future, by the policies 

implemented today. Therefore, the perception of the young population is relevant, in order to 

find out if they believe that the inequality and the stability within the society are going to 

improve, or not. 
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Furthermore, the issue of unequal land distribution and land reform is certainly not solely 

relevant in South Africa. Several other countries are facing similar problems and it is 

therefore of much interest to look in to the land reform in South Africa in order to understand 

the topic better. For example, the indigenous populations in Sweden and Brazil have for a 

long time been discriminated and have problems obtaining land that they should be entitled as 

well(Carvalho, 2000)(Axelsson & Sköld, 2006). As mentioned before, South Africa shares a 

lot of similarities with the neighbouring country Zimbabwe(Thomas, 2003). As it turns out, a 

similar approach to the land reform that might be implemented in South Africa have brought 

several negative consequences in Zimbabwe(Shumba, 2017). This argues that the matter is 

not only a applicable on the African continent thus it has to be tackled in other parts of the 

world as well and it concerns people all over the world. However, the result of the 

Zimbabwean land reform bring interest to how the South African land reform will eventually 

turn out.  

 

1.3 Research objective 
The objective of this thesis is to find out what young people, currently living in Stellenbosch, 

within both black and white ethnicities, think about the land reform. The thesis will pursue to 

understand how the respondents believe that inequality and other societal issues will be 

affected by the land reform. It also seeks to understand how their perception of the land 

reform are related to several homogeneous characteristics.   

 

1.4 Research questions 
● What is the perception of the land reform among the young population in 

Stellenbosch, South Africa, in relation to relative deprivation? 

● How do heterogenous background characteristics shape the perception of South 

African youth of the land reform? 

1.5 Ethical considerations 
Ethical considerations need to be taken into account in this thesis. The issue of inequality of 

land distribution and the consequences of apartheid is still present in today's 

society(Atuahene, 2011). Therefore, one have to do the interviews with a respectful approach 

due to the possibility of the issues being highly personal to some of the interviewees. 

Additionally, the issue brought up in the thesis is fairly controversial, thus the subject should 
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be analysed with an humble tone. Prior the interviews, the interviewees were therefore made 

aware of their option to stop the interviews at any time or not to answer certain questions 

without giving reason for it. They were further informed about their anonymity in the 

research, whereas the interviews are confidential. The purpose of the study, as well as the fact 

that the interviews were held in order to learn more about the land reform and the 

interviewees perception of it, was outlined. Lastly, the fact that their contribution to the study 

through interviews was voluntarily and that the interviews were going to be recorded were 

explained.  

 

1.6 Limitations and delimitations 
South Africa has an immensely culturally and religiously diverse population(South African 

Government, 2018), though the thesis will solely be focused on the opinions by the black 

ethnicity and white ethnicities. The decision to do that is based on the fact that the land 

reform especially includes the black and white population(Atuahene, 2011). It will further be 

delimited to people in the ages of 20-26 years, by reason of narrowing down the focus group 

to easier analyse the research amongst two comparable groups. Furthermore, the interviews 

will be taking place in Stellenbosch due to lack of economic resources to travel to other 

places of South Africa. It will therefore solely include the opinions by young people living in 

Stellenbosch at the time. However, the interviewees are from four different provinces, 

Western Cape, Eastern Cape, KwaZulu Natal and Limpopo, which creates a more diverse 

perception of the issue. Stellenbosch is situated in the Western cape in the Cape Town area. 

In 1998, the Western cape was still one of two provinces in South Africa who did not consist 

of a majority of black people whereas Afrikaans (a language that is related to the white 

European settlers) was the most spoken language in the province. Four years after apartheid, 

only 19 percent of the population in the Western Cape spoke isiXhosa, which is spoken 

amongst a big part of the black population(Cornelissen & Horstmeier, 2002). However, it has 

increased to 24,7 percent the last years which points towards an increase in migration to the 

Western cape amongst the black citizens(Statistics South Africa, 2014). It is therefore 

relevant to examine the perception of the land reform within the province, whereas it can 

have a great impact on the political stability in the area, due to the increased diversity 

amongst the population in the Western Cape. 
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A number of limitations need to be considered for this thesis. To begin with, while situated in 

a country with eleven languages(South African Government, 2018), one could have benefited 

from knowing more than one of the official languages of South Africa to get a more diverse 

focus group. Nonetheless, the interviews will be held only in English and with people that 

speak English as one of their languages. The same argument can be made for the academic 

sources that will be used for the thesis. There can be existing sources in other languages than 

Swedish or English, though one have not been able to make use of them due to lack of 

additional language skills. Concerning the number of interviews, one has not been able to 

achieve data saturation where the process should have been to stop interviewing new people 

when the interviews did not continue to add new perspectives to the issue. Data saturation 

could not be reached due to the limited time for the thesis, though it could have brought more 

value to the research. Nevertheless, the number of interviews are enough to answer the 

research questions.  

 

1.7 Structure of thesis 
In order to make it easier for the reader to follow the different aspects of the thesis, it has 

been divided into several chapters.  

The first chapter is the Introduction, which gives an insight to the research problem and the 

relevance of the issue. It further present the research objective and the two research questions. 

Finally, it mentions ethical considerations, delimitations and limitations that have been 

considered in the thesis.  

The second chapter is Literature review. Here, the current research about the topic will be 

presented, as well as the gap that the research from this thesis will fill.  

The third chapter is the Analytical framework. This chapter introduce earlier research about 

the topic and the theory that will be utilised, the relative deprivation theory. Thereafter, one 

explain the choice of theory and how the theory have been utilised for the research.  

In the fourth chapter, the Methodological framework, the methodology and the method used 

are outlined. Continuously, the methodological chapter present the sources used for the 

thesis, their liability and the relevance of the conclusion made later in the thesis.  

The fifth chapter is named Background and it will explain the background to the topic of land 

reform in South Africa, as well as the relevant historical events concerning the issue.  
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The sixth chapter is presenting the Research results together with the Analysis of the 

research. The research questions will further be answered in this chapter, through the lens of 

the relative deprivation theory. In the end of the chapter, there will be a concluding analysis 

in order to make the analysis apparent to the reader. The exact interview questions will not be 

outlined in this section, thus they are to be found in the interview guide in the Appendix 9.2.  

At last, the seventh chapter of the thesis will include the conclusions made from the research 

together with the the analysis of the interviews. It will outline the concluding findings and  

results.  
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2. Literature review 
Klandermans, Roefs and Olivier carried out research of how grievance developed in South 

Africa during 1994-1998. They found that the racial categories was not as important for their 

interviewees in the emergence of grievance, instead class differences were crucial. Although, 

they stressed that the division of different living standards develop in most cases due to racial 

categorisation. They further state that one can start feeling grievance when there is a feeling 

that other groups in the society have better living conditions. Grievance can likewise occur if 

historical reasons have contributed to the lower living standards for some people, or if there is 

a feeling of helplessness to experience a positive change during the forthcoming years. A 

person will therefore feel less grievance if one have a low position today though it has 

improved the last years, or that one knows that the situation will become better in the 

future(Klandermans, Roefs & Olivier, 2001).  

 

In the case of the population feeling that they are able to affect the decisions by a trustworthy 

government in a way that is beneficial for them, they will feel that the future is hopeful. If the 

government does not deliver what they promised, it is solely the ones with little trust that will 

develop grievance. The others will not feel as affected by the negative 

outcomes(Klandermans, Roefs & Olivier, 2001). This research implies that grievance do 

increase when the outcome of historical actions affect one's current living standards. 

Moreover, the trust for the government is crucial for the different perception by the 

population when the government does not live up to its promises. Previously mentioned 

research can therefore contribute to the outcome of the findings from this thesis. Due to the 

fact that it can either result in the same conclusion or explain a different pattern of the 

development of grievances amongst the population, when the land reform is in focus.  

 

Mikhail Moosa at the Institute for Justice and Reconciliation have analysed the surveys by 

SARB from 2017 in order to find out what the public opinion is about the land reform. The 

findings display that the biggest part of the population believe that apartheid was a crime 

against humanity and that it provided a system to oppress most of the citizens of South 

Africa. Moosa looked into that research due to the relevance of the population’s perception of 

apartheid in order to look at their opinions of the land reform. Furthermore, the majority of 

the population agree that the legacy of apartheid is the reason for the unfair distribution of 
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land today. The majority also believe that the land reform is important in order to increase the 

inequalities in the country, since these issues were intensified during apartheid. When only 

considering the answers by the white people included in the surveys, they differ from the 

general picture. The white interviewed group do not agree to the same extent that the land 

reform is crucial for the reconciliation process or that it will be decreasing inequality, only 

around half of the interviewees agree with that. Moosa argue that due to one of the wealthiest 

groups in the South African society do not agree with the land reform, it could be a reason to 

why it is essential that it has to be placed in force(The institute for justice and reconciliation, 

2018). According to this analysis, the attitude between the white ethnicity and black ethnicity 

differs concerning the land reform. The different perceptions of the land reform by the two 

groups will likewise be compared in this thesis, though the focus group has been narrowed 

down concerning age and geographical area. Moosa’s analysis further deals with the issue of 

inequality. As mentioned above, grievance can emerge when there is a feeling of inequality in 

opportunities and therefore this is relevant for the thesis as well.  

 

It exists no earlier research of the new approach to the land reform where the young citizens 

of Stellenbosch have been interviewed about their opinion. The focus on the thesis is 

therefore on the younger population, in order to create a better understanding of their 

perception. Due to the new bill of land expropriation without compensation having a potential 

way of affecting the implementation and outcomes of the land reform, it is of importance to 

get an understanding of the young population’s conception of the issue. The policy of 

expropriation without compensation has been introduced in 2014(The institute for justice and 

reconciliation, 2018) and its possible outcomes in South Africa is therefore still fairly 

unknown to the population and to research.  
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3. Analytical framework 
3.1 Relative deprivation theory 
The concept of relative deprivation have been appearing in the academic writings ever since 

World War 2, by the time the term was coined by a group of researchers under the direction 

of Samuel Stouffer(Bernstein & Crosby, 1980). Since then, different branches of relative 

deprivation theories have been developed by various researchers and it is a concept of much 

importance to research within social science(Abraham & Kumar, 1989). Two different 

branches within the theory are the egoistic deprivation and the fraternal deprivation. The first 

one is concerning individual deprivation and includes the achievements of the individual 

person, whereas the fraternal deprivation considers deprivation due to the belongingness of a 

certain social group(Pettigrew, 2015). Thus, the land reform considers the substantial 

inequalities of ownership of land between the white and black ethnicities, the thesis will 

focus on the fraternal deprivation. In which the issue of inequality have occurred due to the 

different opportunities in life and can in some cases be explained through the belongingness 

to various ethnic groups.  

 

The general idea of relative deprivation considers the issue of inequality between different 

groups or different people. The matter of inequality is of importance, since it has proved to 

affect people to severe measures in several ways, in their everyday life as well as their future 

prosperity. The feeling of deprivation is therefore connected to inequality and injustice in the 

society thus the reasons for the occurrence of this feeling can differ. For example, grievance 

can emerge due to people’s perception of not being able to achieve the same goals as others 

in the society. Or, due to their inability to have the same rights or possibilities as the rest of 

the population(Mishra & Novakowski, 2015). The concept is by other words, dependent on 

the personal comparison between oneself and other human beings. This suggest that the 

concept is relative and the severity levels of it depends on the people that one compare 

oneself to. It can therefore only be measured in reference to other people’s standards and can 

appear when there is a feeling of injustice among different people’s living 

standards(Abraham & Kumar, 1989).  

 

According to Stouffers research of “American soldier”, people tend to compare themselves 

and feel deprived solely in relation to other people that they actually see. He came to this 
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conclusion during his research about African American soldiers during the civil war in the 

US. Even though the African American soldiers in the south were situated in a more racist 

environment, they were still more satisfied with their situation than the African American 

soldiers in the north. The reason for this was that the soldiers in the south were comparing 

their situation with the African American civilians in the same area and their feeling of 

deprivation developed accordingly(Pettigrew, 2015). However, people can experience 

relative deprivation when they do not consider themselves having the ability to achieve the 

same status, buy the same products or have similar opportunities in life, compared to other 

people or a certain social group. More specifically, feelings of relative deprivation can 

become intensified when others are achieving what some people are not able to, even though 

the deprived people also feel that they deserve the same outcome. Another additional factor 

to relative deprivation theory is if the situation have changed from the deprived people once 

feeling that they could achieve a certain outcome, to now feeling unable to do it in the 

future(Bernstein & Crosby, 1980).  

 

Due to the relative deprivation theory being a psychological concept, people must go through 

all three different steps, for relative deprivation to empirically exist(Pettigrew, 2015). 

 

● Firstly, it comprises the possibility to compare oneself to others.  

● Secondly, this comparison have to lead to the feeling of inequality in opportunities 

and outcomes in relation to others.  

● Lastly, the feelings result in anger due to the unjust situation.  

 

As mentioned earlier, the outcome of relative deprivation can be frustration and anger within 

the deprived persons since they choose not to accept the differences between various people 

when it comes to these matters. The unfair situation develop feelings of resentment within the 

deprived person, towards other people(Bernstein & Crosby, 1980). The feeling of deprivation 

can also affect a whole group of people, since they feel like they are treated unjustly as a 

group. Or, they find other people that feel as unjustly treated as themselves, even though they 

do not belong to exactly the same social group. For example, new government policies can 

create difficulties for certain groups in the society, if it for instance, leads to economic 

instability in the country. This in turn, can lead to unemployment or inflation and eventually 
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distrust for the government. Or, the changes might affect the group’s current social status or 

lifestyle possibilities negatively. This can emerge into mobilisation and political violence by 

those who are unsatisfied with their situation, as a way of the deprived group to show their 

dissatisfaction(Walker & Pettigrew, 1984). Furthermore, research demonstrates that 

inequality creates a greater possibility for people to take risks and express themselves through 

violence(Mishra & Novakowski, 2015).  

 

3.2 Why has the concept of relative deprivation been chosen? 
As mentioned earlier in the thesis, the relative deprivation theory is commonly used by social 

science researchers since it includes issues concerning the field of studies(Abraham & 

Kumar, 1989). The concept is additionally applicable in peace and development studies, 

hence it explains a phenomenon that develops due to inequality in the society(Mishra & 

Novakowski, 2015). Relative deprivation theory was therefore a desirable choice as an 

analytical tool for this thesis, since the research subject addresses the issues of inequality and 

grievance in relation to the land reform.  

 

3.3 How has the analytical framework been used? 
From the perspective of young people in Stellenbosch, the research is carried out in order to 

find out what the focus group opine about the land reform. It is of interest to understand if the 

land reform make them feel more, or less deprived, in comparison to other groups. In order to 

achieve the aim for the thesis, relative deprivation theory have been applied while 

constructing the interview guide for the participants. The interviews are therefore handling 

the issues that the relative deprivation theory considers.  

● Firstly, it will cover the topic of good living standard and how they feel when they 

compare their situation to other groups. Also, how the land reform will have an effect 

on theirs and other groups living standard.  

● Secondly, the trust for the government and the effect on their trust due to the land 

reform are inquired.  

● Thirdly, the interviews will consider their opinion of the effect on the whole society, 

such as inequality and social environment between the different ethnic groups.  

● Fourthly, the interviews will request the interviewees perception of the political and 

economic stability of the country.  
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● Furthermore, the concept will be utilised to analyse the interviews made with the 

young citizens.  
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4. Methodological framework 
4.1 Methodology  
The thesis will be conducted through a qualitative research approach. Due to the fact that it 

considers a social issue in South Africa, it can be argued to be the most suitable research 

approach for this thesis. Further, the process to answer the research questions will not be 

performed through looking at different numbers, thus to analyse information obtained from 

interviews and data from the internet and books, concerning the issue. This additionally 

implies that the qualitative research method is desirable for the purpose of the 

thesis(Creswell, 2014). In pursuance of answering the research question, the methodological 

framework of a field study with qualitative semi structured interviews have been chosen for 

the thesis. This method have been chosen hence it can provide a more personal perception 

from the interviewees. In an individual interview it is also easier to get an honest opinion 

from the respondent, due to the privacy of the interview. Other information gathering 

techniques such as questionnaires, self-recording, workshops and focus groups have been 

considered though not used for the research, for the reason of not being as effective for the 

purpose of this thesis. The method used for sampling the interviewees was purposive 

sampling, where the aim was to find heterogeneity in the criterias of gender, race and origin.  

 

Further, the interviews were fairly short, the questions were open-ended and they took place 

on site with the interviewees, which indicates that the qualitative interview method meet the 

needs for the research questions(Cresswell, 2014). In addition, the style of abductive 

reasoning will be used in the thesis. It is the most suitable choice, hence the purpose of the 

research is to explain the reasons for the answers in the interviews(Walton, 2005). This will 

be executed through applying the relative deprivation theory on the interviews and use the 

theory as the analytical tool. The similarities or differences that one will find concerns the 

level of grievance and the possibility of diverse perceptions by the interviewees, due to 

personal differences between the interviewees.  

 

4.2 Method 
The research methodology of a field study with interviews will create an opportunity to bring 

forward the perception of the land reform among the younger population. Additionally, the 

interview questions was constructed with the relative deprivation theory as the base, whereas 



 
 

19 

they were prepared before the interviews. The interviews was further recorded, which the 

respondents were well informed of. Afterwards, the interviews was analysed through the 

theory in order to answer the research questions. Firstly, the interviews will explain how the 

young population in Stellenbosch feel considering the land reform. Through using the relative 

deprivation theory when formulating the interview questions, one have been able to 

distinguish between the interviewees possibly different levels of deprivation, which is 

connected to the first research question. Secondly, the process of interviews will answer the 

second research question, if the level of deprivation due to the land reform differ considering 

certain circumstances such as ethnicity, age, level of education and current ownership of 

commercial land. 

 

4.3 Sources 
Through collecting academic resources, an historical background to the issue will be 

presented, whereas the history of South Africa and the land reform is undoubtedly accurate in 

this matter. Further, the thesis will provide an in depth explanation of the issue and its present 

status. Articles from a few newspapers will also be used with the purpose to offer an insight 

in the current discussion about the topic, though those sources will solely be analysed if truly 

necessary. Interviews made with the young population in Stellenbosch will be one of the 

biggest sources used to answer the research questions, whereas understanding their 

perception of the land reform is the main purpose of the thesis. 

 

4.4 Reliability of sources 
Mainly secondary sources, which are academically written will be used for the thesis. This 

strengthens the liability of the research results and the conclusion that will be made 

concerning the issue. Only when there is a need for it, non academic sources such as 

newspapers will be used. However, these will only contribute to provide a picture of the issue 

for the reader and not be the main source for the research. The liability of the answers from 

the interviewees may also be discussed, since their answers could differ depending on their 

mood on the actual day of interviewing. Also, the fact that the respondents had to discuss an 

issue that can be highly controversial between black and white people, with the interviewer 

who is a white person, can affect the extent of their honest opinions. Nevertheless, the 
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interviews are primary sources and therefore highly reliable and accurate to use in order to 

answer the research questions.  

 

4.5 Relevance of conclusion  
Concerning the limited numbers of interviewees, there is a need to provide a short 

clarification of the relevance of the conclusions that will be made. Whereas the thesis will 

only include fourteen interviewees, one can not draw statistical conclusions from them. 

Although, the choice of interview samples for the thesis have been chosen due to the desire to 

create a diverse reflection of the issue. Additionally, its purpose is to explain a social issue 

rather than providing a statistical result. This further implies that the thesis will be able to 

display the general perception by the young population in Stellenbosch.  
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5. Background  
5.1 The concept of land reform 
The reasons for the necessity of a land reform to be implemented are several, and the 

methods of the reforms vary from different cases. Reasons for land reform could be to correct 

the injustices that have occurred in a country due to historical reasons, or to create more 

stability in the country, both politically and concerning food security. The different processes 

of land reform are redistribution, restitution, privatisation, invasions and occupations and 

tenure reform(Cotula, 2015). During the 1994 Land Restitution Act in South Africa, the 

government implemented several programs that included tenure reform, restitution and 

redistribution of land in order to make progress on the issue(World Bank, 2018). The method 

of redistribution includes the redistribution of land to underprivileged groups. In many cases 

it happens through compensating the ones that owned the land, though as seen in the example 

of Zimbabwe, the process can also go through with little or no compensation. It is the method 

of redistribution that the thesis will focus on and will therefore not go into depth about the 

other parts of land reform. Additionally, governments and the civil society have become more 

prone to view a change to more equal land ownership since the 1990s, whereas the African 

continent is one of the areas which is subject to the issue(Cotula, 2015). 

 

5.2 Historical background  

5.2.1 European settling and colonisation 
The Dutch arrived in South Africa already in 1581, though the French and English were not 

far behind. In the beginning of the 17th century, the numbers of white European settlers 

increase hugely and new institutions were created by the Dutch East India Company in order 

to control the Cape(Walker, 1928). The tensions between the natives, the earlier settlers, who 

were called the Boers, and the British later settles lead to several wars during the years. The 

latest war was the second Anglo-Boer war that lasted 1899-1902(Dale, 2015). In 1910, South 

Africa became an union influenced by British rule(Walker, 1928). Furthermore, the white 

Europeans still acquired the political and economic power whereas the natives needs were not 

taken into consideration in policy making(Feinberg, 1993).   
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5.2.2 The 1913 Natives Land Act 
After the unification of South Africa, race became an issue that was much discussed. One law 

that created much discussion and segregation between the different ethnicities was the 

Natives Land Act that lasted 1913-1991. The Natives Land Act had great impact on how the 

later apartheid system came to develop(Feinberg, 1993). Earlier, the land had been divided 

between different groups and ethnicities due to their ancestor legacy and depending on which 

language they spoke(Roberts, 1994). Whereas now the Act provided a “Schedule of Native 

Areas”, were the natives were supposed to live. This meant that approximately 7 % of all of 

the land that South Africa covered. Further, the Act provided laws that prohibited black 

Africans to own, buy or rent out land that was not part of that area. The Africans could only 

make deals about the land with each other and Europeans were not allowed to acquire land in 

those scheduled areas. Naturally, most black Africans were opposed to this Act and it got 

severe consequences. The African population were growing, the quality of the soil became 

worse, and still the Africans only had a small part of the whole country to farm on. The 

African agriculture got seriously harmed by this due to the small area that the Africans were 

provided, even though they were the majority of the population(Feinberg, 1993).  

 

5.2.3 Apartheid legacy 
In 1948 the Afrikaans led party, the Nationalist Party, came to power in South Africa. The 

word apartheid was created by the leaders in the party, whereas the meaning of the word is 

seperate-ness in the Afrikaans language. Apartheid was further the ideology that the the party 

based all its policies and arguments on during their rule. The ideology permeated the whole 

South African society during the rule by the apartheid regime due to the laws that were 

created during this period. The largest focus for the Nationalist Party was racial segregation, 

though also to heavily favour the Afrikaans population and to make sure the country kept its 

capitalistic system. Therefore, a great amount of apartheid laws came into force 1948-1988. 

Those laws decided all aspects of the population’s life, and depending on which race you 

belonged to, you had different levels of restrictions. All to ensure that the races did not mix 

with each other and that some races were treated as less worthy. This was also something that 

affected the land issue since the black people were still only allowed to live on, own and buy 

land in the area that was allocated to them. It was almost the same area that they were forced 

to live in after the 1913 Land Act, though now they were assigned 13% of the whole country 

and those areas were called homelands. Although, due to the dismantling process of apartheid 



 
 

23 

in the beginning of 1990s, the Abolition of Racially-based Land Measures Act was 

implemented during 1991 to eliminate the restriction on where to live and own land and 

property(Roberts, 1994).  

 

5.2.4 Zimbabwe experience 
From the beginning, the project to redistribute land was partly supported financially by the 

British government through the Lancaster House agreement. The British government realised 

their part in the issue whereas most white people that owned land in Zimbabwe were 

originally from Britain. The Lancaster House agreement included the “willing seller, willing 

buying” understanding and the white landowners were being reciprocated for the land they 

were returning to the government. Between 1980 and 1989, the land owned by commercial 

farmers, mostly white people, had decreased from owning 42 percent to owning 29 percent of 

the country’s land. Even so, the Zimbabwean government was not satisfied and wanted to 

implement measures to speed up the process(Palmer, 1990). The Zimbabwean government 

requested the British government to invest more money in the project thus when they decided 

not do so, Mugabe's government implemented the Fast Track Land Resettlement program. 

This program included the confiscation of a big number of farms owned by white people, 

who would not acquire compensation for their land. In year 2000, 80 000 families had been 

resettled due to the program, and in 2001 the land used for maize production had increased 

with 14 percent(Thomas, 2003). Although, the outcomes of the Fast Track Land Resettlement 

program were not only positive. The country’s economy have become affected to very severe 

measures due to the land reform. The country’s GDP were especially dependent on the 

commercial farming since it represented 15-19 percent of the annual GDP. Therefore, not 

only the white people suffered from the intense decrease of commercial farming. Around 350 

000 black farm workers became unemployed, political violence recurred and there was an 

increase of food insecurity. On top of this, the US and EU imposed sanctions on Zimbabwe 

due to the controversial land reform and human rights violations that occurred in the country, 

which further affected the country’s economy(Shumba, 2017). 

 

5.3 Current debate  
As mentioned before, the land reform is not a new policy in South Africa, though it has 

definitely got the world’s attention since 2014. When former president Jacob Zuma came to 
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power in 2009, his government promised by many other things, a more efficient land 

reform(Institute for Poverty, Land and Agrarian Studies, 2016). Therefore, the “willing 

buyer, willing seller” approach was sat in place in 2011(Hall, & Kepe, 2017). Thereafter, a 

number of policy programmes have developed during the years, which has not proven to 

make much of an improvement on the issue(Institute for Poverty, Land and Agrarian Studies, 

2016). Notably, the failure to redistribute the amount of land that was promised, as well as 

the unproductivity of the land and unemployment that unfortunately have been the result of 

several redistributed farms. Reasons for this are for example that the government have not 

been supportive enough to the projects and that the new land owners, in some cases, do not 

obtain important skills and knowledge that would be needed to utilise the land 

efficiently(World Bank, 2018). The government got pressured more on the land question 

since 2014 due to the increased support for the party EFF, who are strongly for, and the ones 

who brought forward the policy of land expropriation without compensation to white land 

owners. Thereafter, the Parliament approved the new Expropriation Bill in 2016. Its purpose 

was to legally compensate the white farm owners with less than their land was worth thus still 

compensate them in a fair way(Institute for Poverty, Land and Agrarian Studies, 2016). Due 

to the possible dangers with the new policy, whereas it is argued to go against the South 

African Constitution and have the possibility to result in outcomes similar to Zimbabwe, it is 

currently a topic much discussed(The institute for justice and reconciliation, 2018).  
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6. Research results and analysis  
This part of the thesis will present the research results, as well as the analysis of the 

interviews through the relative deprivation theory. The exact interview questions are not 

outlined in this section of the thesis, though the reader can find them in Appendix 9.2. The 

research results and the analysis will further be used to answer the research questions in the 

concluding analysis.  

 

Fourteen respondents have been interviewed, seven of them being black and the other seven 

interviewees being white. A complete list of the interviewees can be found in the Appendix 

9.1. in the end of the thesis. Within the black group of interviewees, there are three people 

with IsiXhosa as their mother tongue, one woman and two men. Furthermore, two women 

and one man speak IsiZulu and one man speak Sepedi as their first languages. In the white 

group of interviewees, three of the men speak Afrikaans. Whereas the rest, one man and three 

women, have English as their first language. The interviews are therefore able to cover the 

four biggest language groups in South Africa. Six of the respondents families owned land for 

commercial purposes, whereas eight did not. Four people within the white group were from 

Western Cape, two from Eastern Cape and one from the Kwazulu Natal province. Amongst 

the black respondents, three were from the Eastern Cape, three from KwaZulu Natal and one 

from the Limpopo province. In the group of white respondents, all seemed to have a present 

father in their lives. Close to the opposite observation could be done in the black group of 

respondents, whereas only one man tended to currently have a relation with his father. All of 

the interviewees were either students, had just finished their studies or was about to enter 

university for a second try. All of the respondents seemed to have a general understanding of 

the land reform. Although, an interesting observation was that the knowledge of the land 

reform differed to a degree, even within the group of people who owned commercial land.  

 

6.1. Opportunities to good living standard 
To begin with, through the interviews one can see that they all have a similar understanding 

of what good living standard is, which the interviewees explained to be: access to basic 

human rights such as food, water, education, work and electricity. When the white 

respondents were asked whether they consider themselves having better opportunities to a 

good living standards, they all had compatible answers. They answered that they were 
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benefited in this question due to racial injustices, their parents being privileged during 

apartheid, their parents hard work, connections that they had or the quality of education that 

they had been able to access. This implies that none of them experience relative deprivation 

in this issue, for the reason that Pettigrew(2015) argues that it needs to exist a feeling of 

inequality of outcome and opportunity for relative deprivation to occur. On the other hand, 

among the group of black respondents, the answers differ slightly on this question. There 

were five of them who declared that they did not have as good opportunities to a good living 

standard as other groups in the society. They said that they always had to prove themselves 

more and fight harder to reach the same levels as other groups. Furthermore, their education 

lacked the same quality as other groups education. One woman answered that she had not 

acquired the same level of living standard due to her grandmother (who she got raised by) 

lacked possibilities to educate during apartheid. The ones they compared themselves to was 

the white population and the reason for their lack of opportunities was due to their race. 

Further, some of them said that their lack of opportunities to good living standard was 

secondly due to class, though this was not mentioned by all of them. This is what one of the 

male respondents answered on the question of which groups he was comparing himself to: 

 

“Yeah, like in South Africa it is like, race and then within race you do get class. But the 

racial divide is much bigger than the class divide. Like, you can still be a rich black person 

but identify with a working class identity in a way, do you know what I mean? (Respondent 

M2) 

 

Among the black group of respondents, their answers differed as well on the question wether 

they felt anger or resentment towards the white population due to this. Only one man said that 

he felt anger towards them though he said it was not due to this specific issue of less 

opportunities to good living standard. Another one, told that he does not resent white people, 

only people who are racist. The three other people said they did not feel anger towards the 

white people. However, one said he could feel anger in situations where black people were 

punished differently than a white person would have been. Furthermore, one person solely 

felt resentment towards the system and the last one expressed that she felt sadness and anger 

for the ones who were less fortunate in the society. One of the females answered that she felt 

disadvantaged in some situations though she could feel that she had more benefits than some 
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women as well. For example, she argued that she could feel inferior to others in some 

situations due to her being a black woman and it was something that she had experienced 

more in Stellenbosch than in her hometown Durban. Although, she stressed that she was 

more fortunate if she compared herself to a black woman in a rural area who did not have 

access to the things she had, such as education. Werther she felt anger towards the white 

population or men due to her having partly less opportunities depended on the situation. A 

young Afrikaans man had once refused to shake her hand and in the way she told about it, it 

seemed that this made her more hurt than angry. The last black man answered that he felt that 

he was having the same opportunities to good living standard as other groups due to him not 

being as financial constrained as the majority of the black people in South Africa. It is 

therefore not anyone of the black respondents who can be considered going through all the 

three steps of relative deprivation theory according to Pettigrew(2015). There were only one 

black man who felt anger towards the white population, though it was not specifically due to 

the different outcomes and opportunities in life. It seem as it was more related to historical 

reasons and the fact that white people had colonised South Africa in the first place.  

 

In order to find out whether the land reform could have an effect on this issue of living 

standard, all of the interviewees were asked how they believed that the land reform could 

impact that. Three people among the whole group did not believe that it would have an 

impact on their own living standard, one white woman, a black woman and a black man. 

However, the black man and the black woman stressed that it could affect the society by 

creating political unrest, affect the race relations and the economy. The only background 

characteristics that could be found among all three of them were that they did not own any 

agricultural land used for commercial purposes. However, the family of the white woman 

does own a commercial factory. Two of the interviewees responded that their living standards 

were going to be directly affected badly by the land reform, a white man and a white woman. 

They had very similar backgrounds considering that they were both white and had English as 

their first language. Additionally, both respondents parents were owning a farm used for 

commercial purposes, which their parents were currently working on. They were therefore 

both from a rural area as well. Stated here is how the woman answered to the question: 
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“Obviously for us, like owning a farm and stuff, I mean, that is the only thing that my family 

has. So it would be really.. I do not know what would happen. It would be a problem, I would 

probably not be able to go to university and stuff. Because on the wine farm, my mom and 

dads jobs are there. If that would be taken away my dad would have to go back to medicine 

and he has not practised for like 15 years.” (Respondent F4) 

 

Nevertheless, there were another white man whose family owns land for agricultural 

purposes, though he did not respond that it would affect his living standard specifically, 

though it would impact the whole South African economy and its citizens. The rest of the 

interviewees were likewise scared of the effects that the land reform could possibly have on 

the country and that it could in turn affect their living standards negatively. For instance, they 

feared that if the land reform were not implemented justly and that new landowners were not 

trained for the new lifestyle and working environment, it could lead to food shortage and 

affect food prices. They also expressed fear for that the political situations could get worse 

and violence to occur. One black man further stated this in the interview:  

 

“I am scared hey, I will not lie. I am scared because I do not know where it starts and where 

it ends. First they were speaking of taking land that is not used but where does it end? They 

might decide later on that you are only allowed to own the land where you live in and not to 

own land that you do not live in. We are waiting to see how it goes. Because that would affect 

me and my mom.” (Respondent M7) 

 

This and the answers from the rest of the group of respondents argues that the fear of how the 

land reform will impact the country if it is not implemented correctly, is not only applicable 

to a certain ethnicity, thus to all of the interviewees no matter their background.  

 

On the last question on the topic of living standard, the interviewees were asked how they 

believe that the living standard of other groups in the society will be affected by the land 

reform. In the group of white respondents, most of them answered that the land reform would 

be positive to other groups who did not possess land before the land reform. Nevertheless, 
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they argued that these groups possible improvement of living standard was extremely 

dependent on that the land had to be utilised in a productive way. Merely two of the white 

respondents stated that the land reform would affect other groups living standard negatively. 

One of them compared the land reform with the one in Zimbabwe and expressed that the ones 

given land would not be able to earn profit from it. The second one argued that the poorest 

people will be affected most, consequently products will be more expensive and the poor 

people are already struggling to survive on the budget they have. There were some 

similarities between these two interviewees that can be mentioned. They were both white 

males, had Afrikaans as their first language, had just finished their masters and both of their 

parents had university degrees.  

 

Three of the black respondents answered that the land reform will affect the living standard 

of the current farm owners negatively and those with higher living standard now. 

Furthermore, they argued that this would create anger and controversy amongst the land 

owners that would have less land to farm on. Although, they proclaimed that it would 

improve the living standards amongst those who would receive land. As well as several of the 

white respondents answered, the living standard would only increase if the new landowners 

knew how to use the land efficiently. Three other respondents only mentioned that the living 

standard would become lower for the other groups, though they had different arguments for 

it. One said that everyone in the industry will be affected, both rich and poor people. Another 

one argued that current farm owners would be affected thus they would not be able to sell 

products to the same extent anymore. The third person stressed the problematic way of the 

land reform. She put herself in the shoes of a white farmer and explained how it would feel if 

what she had worked for would suddenly be taken away from her. It would also affect the 

economy due to the conflicts that would occur in South Africa. Besides that all of these six 

respondents were black, they further gave the impression that none of them currently had a 

present father in their lives. Other than that, it was not possible to find any background 

characteristics that they all had. Although, one that do distinguish from the other black 

people’s answers were one male who did not believe that other groups living standards would 

be affected badly by the land reform. As follows is how he expressed himself about the 

matter: 
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“I am thinking about white people. They are the minority that own the majority of the land. I 

do not really think that the standard of living will be hammered or anything, you know. 

Because this thing has been going over generations and generations so this people have 

already like saved and everything. And I do not really believing in like kicking them out. I 

truly believe that just like everything  must be shared amongst the people that actually stay 

here. So, I believe that they would still be able to afford a better standard of living and 

everything, if not better than Africans, because they already had years of years of saving and 

stuff. And generation from generation, you know it has been like this for quite some time. So I 

think it will work quite well. It is just that us, like black Africans still need to start from the 

ground, building ourselves.” (Respondent M1) 

 

From this argument, one can clearly see how he separates himself from the white groups in 

the society and stresses their privilege due to historical events. He does seem to believe that 

the land reform will even out the difference in living standards among different ethnic groups 

though it will still need a lot of work from the black Africans to get to the same level as the 

white people in South Africa. Furthermore, he is the only one among the black interviewees 

that is from the province of Limpopo, speaks Sepedi as his first language and have both a 

father and a mother in his life.  

 

6.2. Trust for the government 
Part of the relative deprivation theory, is that people feel grievance when they do not trust the 

government and its policy making(Klandermans, Roefs & Olivier, 2001). Therefore, have the 

interviewees been asked about their own trust for the government.  

 

The ones that answered that they had no trust for the government were two white males and 

one black male and one black female. The four of them had no background characteristics 

that can be applied on all of them. However, one white man and one black man were both 

from rural areas in Eastern Cape and both of their families currently owned land used for 

commercial purposes. This fact could therefore contribute to the outcome of not trusting the 

government, due to the land reform that the government have decided on.  
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The group of people who stated that they had little trust for the government, were very 

diverse. There were people with different backgrounds and a few of them also had family that 

currently owned land that is used for commercial purposes. Although, none of the black 

respondents with this answer owned land and all except for one of the white respondents did 

own land. One can thus argue that some of the white interviewees coming from families who 

own land are still able to feel trust for the government to a certain extent, despite the land 

reform. Additionally, there was one person who answered that he felt a lot of trust for the 

government. He explained this by stating that other African countries were worse off than 

South Africa in several areas, such as infrastructure. Due to this he felt trust in the 

government.  

 

In order to in dept understand if the interviewees trust for the government were dependent on 

the new approach the land reform had taken, they were asked how their trust for the current 

government had been affected due to the expropriation without compensation policy. It was 

interesting to experience that this question differed heavily between the black and the white 

respondents. Four people in the white group answered that their trust had been negatively 

affected by the expropriation without compensation policy whereas only one answered that it 

had not changed and two did not know enough about the policy to answer. Almost the reverse 

outcome came from the group of black interviewees. There, four answered that their trust had 

remained the same and one said that it had affected his level of trust in a negative way. Also 

in this group did two people not have enough knowledge about the policy to express if it had 

changed their level of trust for the goverment. This implies that the white interviewees trust 

for the government have been more affected by the expropriation without compensation 

policy, than amongst the black group. In relation to the relative deprivation theory, it can 

therefore also be argued that the land reform enforce higher level of grievance on the white 

respondents. Out of the total of five respondents that answered that they now had less trust 

for the government, three of them had families who owned land used for commercial 

purposes. Other than that, one could not find a characteristics that several of them held. 

Within the group of those who answered that their level of trust had not been affected 

negatively by the land reform, solely the white respondent owned land. This further implies 

that the land reform did not create grievance amongst the majority of the black interviewees, 

due to them not feeling as affected by the expropriation without compensation policy thus 

they do not own land. The white respondent, (4 male white) were actually quite positive 
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about the policy, even though his family had a farm, as he seemed to have been able to think 

outside his own situation and focus on what he believed to be best for the whole country. 

Though he stresses the importance of how the issue needs to be implemented in a fair way. 

For this question, he answered: 

 

“I am happy about the new policy proposal based solely on the fact that it has got the nation 

talking about this very important issue on a large scale. Current commercial farmers have 

now come to the table and engaged in robust debate on the issue, and the state is expending 

valuable resources in the hope of getting the process right. The issue lies in the uncertainty 

around the actual implementation of the policy and the economic implications thereof. If the 

policy starts with the state land (including communal land) that lays fallow in the rural and 

urban areas, followed by unproductive private land, then the process can be successfully run. 

If there are random land-grabs, we will have a potential economic and political disaster on 

our hands.” (Respondent M8) 

 

6.3. The effect on the society 
To get the young population’s perception on how the land reform will have an effect on the 

societal issues, they were asked two questions. The first question was how they believed that 

the land reform would actually have an effect on the inequality of land ownership between 

different ethnic groups. Secondly, they were asked how the they believed that the social 

environment between different ethnic groups would be affected by the land reform.  

On the first question there was a clear difference between answers in the black versus the 

white groups. In the white group, three of the interviewees stated that they did not believe in 

the land reform to create a change in inequality of land ownership whereas three respondents 

did believe that the land reform could have a positive affect in diminishing the inequality. 

Additionally, one person expressed that she did not know which effect the land reform would 

have. On the other side, the black group were more unanimous on this question. In total, six 

out of seven believed that the land reform would even out the inequality and solely one 

person argued that he did not believe so. His argument was that the current land reform 

would only work as symbolic gesture from the government, though it is the inequality in the 

urban spaces that are now more significant to solve in order to please the people in South 

Africa. The ones who were on the same side as him, though belonged to a white ethnicity, all 
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argued that the land reform would not make land owning more equal due to the governments 

probable inability to handle the issue correctly and fairly. The ones that answered that it could 

even out the inequality, from both the black and white ethnicities, still stated the importance 

of this process having positive outcomes solely if the government are able to do it in an 

inclusive and fair way. However, there were no clear similar characteristics within the groups 

with the two different answers, except for that the majority of the black people believed the 

land reform to even out the inequality of land ownership between the different 

ethnicities(races, tribes, etc.). 

 

On the question about the land reform’s impact on the social environment between different 

ethnicities, not many respondents answered the same. There were two people who said they 

believed that the social environment would become better due to the land reform. They 

argued that it would give people similar opportunities which would lead to similar status, 

more respect and a less segregated society. It was the arguments by a black man and a white 

woman and the similarity between them were that both of their families were owning land or 

properties. Another black man insisted on that the land reform would not have an impact, 

though he or his family did not own any land themselves. He said that the race question was 

not an issue as much as it has been in the past and therefore it would not create problems in 

reference to the land reform. Three people believed that the land reform would have both a 

negative and a positive effect due the existence of both controversial and understanding 

people within all ethnicities. One also stressed that it would take some time for the people to 

get used to the new policies. The three of them did not have similar factors though two had 

families who owned land or property. In total, six of all the respondents answered that they 

thought the social environment were to get worse with the land reform. Two of them were 

white men and they argued that the white farmers had now become targets and that the 

expropriation without compensation policy would now make the black masses believe that 

the land was theirs to take. The four black respondents also expressed that there will be 

resentment between black and white groups. Although, they argued that the reason were 

historical injustices considering white supremacy and apartheid and that it would be worse in 

areas such as Stellenbosch were apartheid had been very strong. Therefore, they also argued 

that it would be different depending on which province you are in. With this said, almost half 

of the interviewees answered that they believe that the land reform will lead to more 

resentment and anger between the different groups amongst the population. Although, the 
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black and the white seem to have different arguments to why this will happen, thus they both 

seek to blame others than their own ethnic group for it.  

 

“.. If anything, I think it is going to be more backlash than anything. Because I think that the 

majority who occupied land, not all, are sort of white Afrikaners. So I do not think it will be 

welcomed with open arms unfortunately.” (Respondent F1) 

 

“It is totally polarising the whole race debate in SA. Because it is specifically focused on 

white South Africans, who own farms or land. So, it is completely polarising the whole 

country and making everyone angry at each other.” (Respondent M4) 

 

Interesting enough, only one out of the six interviewees that answered that the land reform 

would negatively impact the social relations between ethnic groups had a family who owned 

land for commercial purposes.  

 

6.4. Political and economic stability  
This last part of the analysis covers the subject of political and economic stability and how 

the interviewees believe that this will be affected by the land reform. To begin with, they 

were asked about the political instability and whether they believed that protests and 

demonstrations would increase due to the land reform.  

On this question, ten out of the fourteen respondents answered that they anticipated the 

situation to get worse. This group were fairly diverse when it comes to homogeneous 

characteristics and the only thing they all had in common was that they were currently 

students or had finished their studies very recently. There were neither a distinct white or 

black majority with this answer, thus they came from different ethnicities. Furthermore, they 

had several different arguments to this outcome. Some respondents stated that only the ruling 

party, ANC, would benefit from the process and that in turn would create frustration and 

radicalism due to the population not gaining what they have been promised. The process of 

the land reform could be the reason as well, whereas people would become frustrated if they 

could not see progress happening fast enough. Also, the different tribes and poor people 
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would not be taken into consideration while redistributing the land fairly and that would 

create further tensions. If redistributed land would not be used efficiently, it could also create 

resentment towards other groups. The tensions that have already been caused by the 

expropriation without compensation bill could lead to further white migration during the 

coming years. Eventually, there would be an increased political instability due to the future 

food shortage and higher food prices. In applying the relative deprivation theory on their 

arguments, one can imply that they believed that the land reform would lead to more 

grievance in South Africa. Due to dissatisfaction with the current situation being one of the 

things leading to grievance, which becomes visible through protests and 

demonstrations(Walker & Pettigrew, 1984).  

 

Amongst the four who did not believe that the land reform would create increased political 

instability, three answered that they predicted less political instability and one did not know 

what to envision. There could not be any distinct similar background characteristics found in 

the profiles of the three people who answered that they thought the land reform would be 

positive for the political stability. However, the three of them all expressed that the people 

would be calmed by the fact that they would get what they wanted and therefore it would lead 

to less political turmoil in the country. Although, through this statement, one of them argued 

that it is a slow process to reach political stability:  

 

“With everything to achieve a stable status, it takes time. But with a very good foundation I 

truly believe that it is going to work very well, that it can conquer everything that we might 

face in the coming future. I truly believe that it is all gonna lie on the principles, the laws, 

that are put into place now as the base for it. Going forward, and from then, only then, will 

the stability be reached through the years. Because it is not only going to be stable as a go, it 

is a process. I definitely think that the protests and demonstrations will go down.” 

(Respondent M1) 

 

On the second question on this part of the analysis, the interviewees were asked how they 

believed that the economic stability would be affected by the land reform. The respondents 

answered this question quite differently and some expressed that it was hard to answer due to 
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the unknown future of the land reform. However, no one believed that the land reform would 

directly be a supportive tool for the economic instability. Out of the entire group, eight people 

argued that the outcomes depended particularly on how the land reform would be 

implemented. There were four people with from black ethnicities and four people from white 

ethnicities. Thus, it implies that the ethnicity did not have a great impact on what the 

respondents answered. Other than all of them currently being students, they did not all have 

any similarities. Considering the economy, the land reform could have several different 

effects. The respondents answered that if the land reform was implemented in a fair and 

peaceful way it could actually attract investors and decrease the number of white people 

leaving South Africa. If the new landowners would get the right support and be able to utilise 

the land in an productive manner, this could spur the economic growth. Although, in the case 

of an unjust redistribution process, it could lead to a vast amount of white capital leaving the 

country. Eventually, if the new landowners were not receiving enough assistance to sustain 

the land, there would be cases of food shortage and the landowners would not have the 

economic means to protect the land from possible floods and droughts. Another outcome 

could be that the economy becomes more unstable due to the involvement of other countries 

or leaders, without them having enough knowledge about the issue. As in the case of the 

assumption by Donald Trump, where he stated that South Africa was suffering from a 

genocide on white farmers(CNN, 2018).  

 

Four of the interviewees believed that the land reform would have and direct negative impact 

on the economic instability, three of them were white men and one was a black woman. All 

of  them together had no distinct common background characteristics though two of them 

were having parents who were farmers on land that their families owned themselves. They 

mentioned fairly similar outcomes as have already been explained by the earlier group, 

though they had some additional thoughts to how the economy could be affected. One of 

them argued that the credit ratings will become so low and the banks will suffer due to 

commercial farms gaining huge debts. Another one said that there would be continued 

frustration and violent demonstrations and that it in turn would force the government to invest 

in rebuilding roads and buildings instead of focusing on what the population and the society 

already lack of. Furthermore, the two last respondents did not have an answer to this 

question. 
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6.5. Concluding analysis 
This part, will now be a concluding analyse, in order to answer the research questions more 

clearly.   

 

6.5.1. What is the perception of the land reform among the young population in Stellenbosch, 
South Africa, in relation to relative deprivation? 
Firstly, will the research question on their opinion about the land reform in relation to relative 

deprivation be answered. It was obvious that the majority of the respondents did not feel 

grievance towards other groups in the society, instead, their frustration were more focused on 

the system that created these injustices and the government which had been unable to solve 

the societal problems. The impact of the land reform did not seem to increase the feeling of 

deprivation, thus almost all of them were very worried about the consequences it could bring 

the whole country. This implies that the younger people on a higher education level in 

Stellenbosch did not feel grievance due to the land reform, even though some of them had 

families that possessed land. Almost all of them seemed to have an understanding of why the 

land reform was an important issue to deal with. In one sense, these questions would have 

been more interesting to ask a group of more disadvantaged people in the South Africa, for 

example, those living in the townships or poor rural areas. However, it was important to get 

the opinion by the educated part of the population as well, due to their possible future of 

being able to directly affect the policy making in different ways. It seems as they were more 

focused on the general inequalities in the country even though they necessarily did not have 

to be concerning themselves. Nevertheless, the outcomes of the land reform seemed to worry 

them especially regarding how the implementation would be handled and how the 

government would act and support the process. It can be argued to be problematic as only one 

of all the respondents expressed the feeling of much trust for the government. Amongst the 

white group, the perception of the ability of the government to implement a fair land reform 

have possibly become more negative due to the proposal of land expropriation without 

compensation, whereas the majority of the white group expressed less trust for the 

government after the policy had been brought up. These aspects could in the future be a 

source of increased levels of grievance amongst the white population and is therefore 

important to note. 
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To summarise the analysis of the first research question, the opinions by this group of people 

does not indicate that the land reform is a source to deprivation. Even though they do not 

seem to experience a particularly clear picture of the land reform and its implementation, 

almost all respondents are generally positive to it. Hence, it can not be stressed enough how 

much the laws, presumptions and financial support of the implementation needs to improve in 

order for the interviewees to support it fully. Some of the respondents answers do warn for 

development of grievance, if the land reform is not implemented in an inclusive and lawful 

manner.  

 

6.5.2. How do heterogenous background characteristics shape the perception of South 
African youth of the land reform? 
The second research question was how heterogeneous background characteristics shape the 

respondents perception of the land reform. This question was quite hard to find a clear answer 

to, due to the diversification of the answers of the interviews. However, some of the results 

were not surprising considering the historical injustices in South Africa. For example, that the 

majority of the black respondents did not feel that they had as much opportunities to good 

living standard as other groups in the society. Thus, most of the white interviewees answered 

that they had better opportunities. Although, two who answered that their living standard 

would be directly negatively affected by the land reforms were two white, English speaking 

people where both of their parents worked on the farm that their family owned. As well, the 

land expropriation without compensation policy seemed to have hammered the trust for the 

government more amongst the white group than the black interviewees. Besides these 

questions, there were no answers in the interviews that could be explained due to the different 

backgrounds of the respondents. The answers could therefore not be referred to any certain 

characteristics that were asked by the interviewees, such as ethnicity, age, possession of land, 

where they were from, or their parents education level. Thus, in cases where some of the 

respondents were either negative to the land reform or lacking understanding for the white 

land owners, it is possible that it can be explained due to their background or childhood. 

Though this is not something that was applicable to everyone coming from the same place or 

belonging to a certain ethnicity.  
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In summarising the analysis of the second research question, the black group were slightly 

less negative to the land expropriation without compensation policy thus they also expressed 

that they are still struggling in the society due to historical injustices. Only one of the 

respondents expressed much trust for the government, thus the majority of the people who 

had less trust due to the land expropriations without compensation policy were white. Besides 

that, it was generally no group of people with a certain homogeneous characteristics that 

could actually be paired with a certain opinion or perception of the land reform. 

 

6.5.3 General analysis 
One could further imply that the land reform is currently not descriptive enough to the 

population, whereas a few of the respondents did not know what to answer on some questions 

since they did not yet have a full understanding of the subject. Due to this, it was further 

difficult to find obvious answers to the research questions. Despite this, the interviewees 

generally had a positive approach towards the land reform. The reason for this could be 

argued to be due to the high level of education amongst the respondents and the result of that 

being that they are acquainted with politics in general. Also, due to the uncertainty of the 

implementation of the land reform, most of the respondents could not predict its future 

outcomes for the South African society. It would therefore have been easier to achieve a clear 

outcome of the research questions if the implementation of the land reform were increasingly 

detailed and available to its citizens. The bill would therefore need to be clearer to the 

population, in its purpose and implementation in order to distinguish whether the theory of 

relative deprivation would be proven valid in this issue.  

 

Even though six of the interviewees families currently owned land or properties, none of 

them expressed that they had been directly exposed to the land reform and its consequences. 

It could therefore be interesting to do this research in a few years, when the land reform 

potentially have become clearer in its implementation and it is possible to see the effects the 

land reform will bring. The reason could also solely be the fact that the land reform have not 

been very effective so far(World bank, 2018) and due to that, the interviews had not 

experienced the direct impacts. The answers to the research questions in this thesis could 

therefore be completely different in a few years, whereas an increased number of people 
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could then have felt the impacts of the land reform, both on an individual and societal level. 

Though this requires that the government implementing what they have promised. 
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7. Conclusion  
The purpose of this thesis was to perceive the opinions of the land reform, by the young 

population in Stellenbosch. As mentioned before, the state have been trying to tackle the 

issue of inequality of land ownership ever since 1994. Although, the land reform has not been 

efficient and therefore the ruling party, the ANC, have since 2014 wanted to implement the 

land expropriation without compensation policy. Due to this, the subject have become more 

common to discuss amongst the population. However, the study had its delimitation to hold 

interviews about inequality, trust for the government and the effect on societal issues in 

general such as social relations and political and economic instability. Its objective was 

further to acquire knowledge of any certain background characteristics that would affect the 

respondents to answer in a specific way. The theory of relative deprivation was utilised to 

formulate the interview guide and to later analyse the interviews. This theory was used due 

the interest to get the perception of how the relative deprivation would be affected after the 

new bill proposal of land expropriation without compensation has been outlined. 

 

Through the academic research about the issue and the interviews, one could understand that 

it was a highly important topic, both in the literature and for the interviewees. The South 

African land reform has definitely got the world’s attention and the tragedy of the 

neighbouring country Zimbabwe seem to have contributed to the increased international 

interest as well.  

Amongst the respondents, there were no clear correlation between the land reform and 

increased grievance, which was one issue that were investigated. The majority of the 

respondents were in general positive to the land reform, with the prerequisite that it would be 

implemented in a way that could benefit a lot of people, through being a fair and inclusive 

mechanism that would decrease inequality. They seemed to believe that the land reform 

needed to be given much support from the government in order for this to become reality.  

Especially the laws around the issue and education for the new land owners were mentioned. 

Obstacles which the respondents mentioned were that the South African government has a 

reputation of being highly corrupt and that the resources would in that case not be used 

efficiently. The interviewees therefore stressed that the ones given back land would need to 

obtain right and sufficient means to utilise the land in a suitable way, for the land reform to 

have a positive social, economic and political effect on the country. However, there was some 



 
 

42 

difficulty in finding heterogeneous characteristics that affected the respondents answers. This 

could be explained by the uncertainty about the implementation about the land reform, which 

made it difficult for the respondents to have an opinion of the issue whereas they could to an 

extent not anticipate the future outcomes. In order to make future research on this issue, the 

population’s access to clearer information about the implementation of the land reform would 

need to be available. Further research could additionally focus on the people living in rural 

areas, townships or homelands, whereas they might have completely different responses to 

their opinion on the land reform.  
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9 Appendixes 
 

 

9.1 List of interviews 
 

Code  Date  Age  Gender 

M1 1/12 25 Male 

M2 4/12 25 Male 

M3 4/12 23 Male 

M4 6/12 24 Male 

M5 7/12 25 Male 

M6 10/12 25 Male 

M7 12/12 26 Male 

M8 15/12 22 Male 

F1 6/12 22 Female 

F2 7/12 21 Female 

F3 12/12 23 Female 

F4 14/12 20 Female 

F5 14/12 20 Female 

F6 14/12 20 Female 
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9.2 Interview guide 
 

Background  

1. Which ethnicity do you belong to according to the state? 

2. What is your first language/mother tongue? 

3. How old are you? 

4. Which level of education do you possess? 

5. What is your occupation? 

6. Which level of education do you parents possess? 

7. What is the occupation of your parents? 

8. What is the main source of income of your parents? 

9. How many siblings do you have? 

10. Are you from an urban or rural area? 

11. Where in South Africa are you from? Province and city. 

12. Do you/you family currently own any land that is used for commercial purposes? 

 

Opportunities to good living standard 

1. What do you know about the land reform? 

2. Which parts of the land reform do you consider most crucial for a person's well-being and 

why? 

3. What is your idea of good living standard? 

4. How do you feel concerning you having the same opportunity to good living standards as 

other groups in the society? 

5. In case you do not consider yourself to have the same opportunities to good living 

standards as other groups: 

- Which groups are you thinking of?  
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- Does this make you feel anger or resentment towards those/this groups? 

6. In case you do consider yourself having the same opportunities to good living standards as 

other groups, why do you believe that? 

7. How do you believe that the land reform will have an impact on your living standard? 

8. How do you believe that other groups in the society will be affected by the land reform, 

considering their living standard? 

 

Trust for the government 

9. To what extent do you feel trust for the current government? 

10. To what extent have your trust for the government changed due to their new approach of  

“expropriation without compensation” of the land reform? 

 

Effect on the society 

11. How do you believe that the land reform will affect the inequality of land ownership 

between the different ethnic groups?  

12. How do you believe that the social environment between the ethnic groups will be 

affected by the land reform?  

 

Political and economic stability 

13. How do you believe that the level of political instability in the country will be affected by 

the land reform? Such as protests and demonstrations. 

14. How do you believe that the level of economic instability in the country will be affected 

by the land reform? 

 

 


