
Manufacturing 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

Gauteng PGDS and LED 
1) Promotion of manufacturing 

activities within identified nodal & 
spatial development areas. 

2) Strong SMME focus 
3) Focus areas: beneficiation, agro-

industry. 
4) Carletonville urban area identified 

as area with potential to diversify 
into manufacturing sector due to its 
strong relationship to the mining 
sector. 

 

West Rand GDS and LED  
1) Carletonville urban area identified 

as area with potential to diversify 
into manufacturing sector due to its 
strong relationship to the mining 
sector. 

2) Increase cluster development to 
take advantage of economies of 
scale and geographical advantages 

3) Manufacturing Development 
Programme ς In cooperation with 
IDC, DTI and private sector. 
Activities to be considered: Agro-
processing, metal works, chemicals, 
pharmaceuticals, jewellery, 
transport equipment. 

4) Explore manufacturing 
opportunities in niche markets 
(organic food supplements, 
downstream processing, etc.) 

 

 
Trends 

1) The decline over the last two years can be ascribed to the 
economic and manufacturing recession South Africa faced. 

2) 4
th
 Quarter GDP (2009) results show a drastic turnaround for 

the manufacturing sector which contributed 1.5% of the 3.2% 
growth during that specific quarter. 

3) The manufacturing sector has significant % contribution to the 
GVA of Merafong City (11%). 

4) However, upward trend in production was not accompanied 
by similar trend in employment. 

5) As a result of the downturn in the economy, the employment 
in manufacturing has generally declined over the same period 
and accounts for 6% of total formal employment. 

6) The above trends imply a need for more labour-intensive 
manufacturing industries. 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

 
Implications for Merafong 

City GDS 
1) Focus should fall on more labour-

intensive manufacturing activities. 
2) Cross-sectoral cooperation with 

agricultural and mining sector. 
3) Targeted industries: agro-

processing, mineral beneficiation 
and jewellery production. 

4) CƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ {aa9Ωǎ 
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Utilities (Electricity & water) 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

 

 
Gauteng PGDS 

1) Increased spending on 
public infrastructure 

2) Reduce the current 
backlog of basic services 
throughout the Province. 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

Trends 
1) Decrease in production 

during the last 5 years. 
2) However, employment in 

this sector has increased 
since 2004. 

3) Sectoral contribution to 
GGP of Merafong is about 
1.3%. 

4) Not a significant 
contributor to GGP or 
employment in Merafong. 

5) However, sector plays an 
important role in ensuring 
access to basic services for 
all. 
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Construction 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

 
Gauteng PGDS and LED 

 
1) Identify critical challenges 

facing the construction and 
infrastructure sector. 

2) Alignment of empowerment 
portfolio instruments, e.g. 
Broad Based BEE, Contractor 
Development Programmes, and 
Expanded Public Works 
Programme etc. 

3) Focus falls on: 
a. Public sector procurement 

to promote BEE 
b. Improved access to roads, 

rail & air networks. 
c. Coordination of 

infrastructure 
implementation across 
spheres of government. 
. 

 

Trends 
1) The construction sector has exhibited an increase in 

production, a trend which is set to continue in the near future. 
2) Contribution to GGP of Merafong was 3% in 2008. 
3) Accounts for 2% of employment in the formal sector. 
4) Employment in this sector has exhibited an upward trend 

since 2004. 
5) Infrastructure and housing backlog will have significant future 

impact on this sector, as will the continued township 
upgrading and expanded public works programmes. 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

 
Implications for Merafong 

City GDS 
1) Construction sector will play huge 

role in infrastructure and housing 
provision. 

2) Resettlement of Khutsong will have 
a significant impact on the sector. 

3) Important role for public sector 
procurement and public works 
programmes in job creation. 

4) Alignment of infrastructure 
implementation across government 
spheres. 

5) Focus on the capacity and utilisation 
of local BEE and SMME contractors 
for infrastructure and public works 
programmes in the municipality. 
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Trade 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

 

Gauteng PGDS and LED 
 

1) Initiatives in trade sector should be 
integrated with initiatives in the 
manufacturing sector, i.e. agro-
industry, mineral beneficiation. 

2) CƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ {aa9Ωǎ ŀƴŘ assisting them 
with business management skills. 

 
West Rand GDS and LED 

 
1) Fill the gaps in the regional retail 

hierarchy. Provide shopping facilities 
to fill these gaps that are still 
experienced. 

2) Fresh produce markets. A local fresh 
produce market would act as a local 
off-set point for agricultural goods, 
thus reducing overhead costs to 
local farmers. 

3) These initiatives could have a 
significant impact on the potential 
and competitiveness of the trade 
sector. 

 
Trends 

1) Experienced a steady increase in production since 1995. 
2) Sectoral contribution to GGP of Merafong increased from 10% in 

2000 to 15% in 2008. 
3) Has also exhibited steady increase in employment, underlining 

the importance of the trade sector as a gateway to job creation 
in Merafong. 

4) Accounts for between 14 and 15% of formal employment in 
Merafong. 

5) Upward trend in production and employment could have 
positive implications for the diversification of the local economy. 
 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

 
Implications for Merafong 

City GDS 
1) Importance of cross-sectoral 

cooperation with agricultural, 
mining and manufacturing sectors. 

2) Impact of provincial and district 
initiatives. 

3) Focus on SMME development and 
enhancing business skills. 

4) Competitive advantage due to 
proximity and accessibility of other 
Gauteng markets. 
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Transport & Communications 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

Gauteng PGDS and LED 
 

1) Transport and communications 
sector seen as crucial for unlocking 
development potential of the 
province. 

2) Focus falls on improvement of 
communication and transport links 
along identified development 
corridors and between core 
areas/nodes. 

3) Special focus on development 
corridors that link up with other 
Gauteng cities. 

4) Relevance for Merafong City: 
Treasure Corridor along N12 
connecting North West Province 
with Gauteng. 
 

West Rand GDS and LED 
 

1) Improvement of existing 
infrastructure. With aim of 
increasing accessibility in the region. 

2) Transportation corridor 
development with surrounding 
areas and economies of importance. 

 

 
Trends 

1) No significant increase in production. 
2) Contribution to GVA of Merafong has increased to 9% in 2008. 
3) Accounts for about 1.3% of formal sector employment in 

Merafong. 
4) Employment in this sector exhibited declining trend between 1995 

and 2004, and has remained fairly constant since 2004. 

 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

 
Implications for Merafong 

City GDS 
1) Importance of sector in ensuring 

an enabling environment for 
growth and development. 

2) Crucial for access to markets and 
opportunities. 

3) Crucial for competitiveness. 
4) Impact of provincial and district 

initiatives. 
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Finance & Business Services 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

 
Gauteng PGDS and   

West Rand GDS  
1) No specific strategy for this sector is 

mentioned in the above documents. 
2) However, the finance and business 

services sector is anticipated to be 
an important contributor to growth 
and employment creation. 

3) A healthy and growing finance and 
business services sector is an 
important factor in enabling 
businesses, especially small 
businesses, manufacturing and 
other economic activities to develop 
and thrive. 

4) The Gauteng GDS indicated that 
growing and transforming the 
economy is an important 
mechanism. The trade and finance 
sectors are very important to 
realising this objective. 

Trends 
1) Finance & Business services sector has experienced strong 

growth in output until 2004. There has been a worrying 
decline in output since 2005 that needs to be addressed. 

2) Its sectoral contribution to the GGP of Merafong has also 
shown a downward trend, decreasing from 12% in 2000 to 
10% in 2008. 

3) Employment in this sector has exhibited a strong upward 
trend and accounted for 12.5% of formal sector 
employment in 2008 (up from 9.5% in 2000). 

4) Above trends could have mixed implications for the 
diversification of the local economy. Increased employment 
is positive but the decline in output and contribution since 
2005 will have a negative effect on the diversification of the 
local economy.  

5) This sector has shown significant growth potential, but 
needs to be addressed to realise that potential. 
 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

 
Implications for Merafong 

City GDS 
1) Finance and business services sector 

will play an important role in 
creating an enabling environment 
for small businesses. 

2) Access to finance for especially 
{aa9Ωǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜŘΦ 

3) Skills training opportunities must be 
introduced and business skills 
taught to local business 
entrepreneurs. 
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Personal and Community Services 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

Gauteng PGDS and LED 
 

1) No specific strategies in the above 
document for the services sector in 
general. 
 

Objectives for tourism sector 
1) Diversify the tourism industry 

through cultural tourism  
2) To promote the entertainment and 

hospitality industries  
3) Build human capital amongst tour 

operators  
4) Promoting heritage sites as 

international tourism destinations. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
Trends 

1) Upward trend in output of services sector. 
2) Sectoral contribution was 8% in 2005 and estimated to be 

about 10% in 2008. 
3) However, no significant increase in employment in the 

services sector. 
4) Services accounts for 6.1% of formal sector employment in 

Merafong City. 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

 
Implications for Merafong 

City GDS 
1) Diversification of tertiary (services) 

sector important for development. 
2) Importance of SMME development 

in services sector. 
3) Potential for tourism must be 

explored and addressed. 
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Government Services 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations (R million) 

 
Gauteng PGDS and LED 

 
1) Government is set to play 

important role in creating an 
enabling environment for 
development through investment 
in infrastructure, skills 
development and supporting 
services. 

2) Government should strongly 
focus on SMME development. 

3) Establishment of multipurpose 
centres, databases and 
ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǘƻ ŀǎǎƛǎǘ {aa9ΩǎΦ 

4) Government to play important 
role in the identification of 
areas/sectors with development 
potential or comparative 
advantage. 

Trends 
¶ Upward trend in output of government services sector since 2001. 

¶ Sectoral contribution to GGP of Merafong is 11.4%. 

¶ Also an important sector in terms of formal employment (9-10%) 

¶ Number of people employed in government services sector in 
Merafong has increased by about 5000 between 1995 and 2005. 

West Rand GDS and LED 
1) Important factors: 

a. Public sector investment (seen as complementary to private 
sector investment) 

b. Facilitate skills provision 
c. Increase access to resources (e.g. basic services) 
d. Local government financial sustainability 

2) Government must invest in economic infrastructure that can reduce 
the cost of doing business. 

3) Simplifying the tender process to enhance development. 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

Implications for Merafong 
City GDS 

1) Government spending and 
investment should be focused on 
areas/industries with 
comparative advantage and/or 
development potential. 

2) In these areas/industries, 
interventions by government 
should focus on physical 
infrastructure and technical 
support. 

3) Identification of skills gaps, 
leading to skills development 
initiatives. 

4) Importance of provision of basic 
services. 
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Summary of Employment Trends 

 
Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 

Gauteng PGDS and 
LED 

 
  

1) Enhancing 
competitiveness & 
profitability of 
{aa9Ωǎ 

2) There needs to be 
deliberate action 
taken to increase the 
pool of 
entrepreneurs by 
municipalities  
 
West Rand GDS and 
LED 
 

1) Given the amount of 
mines in the area 
and given the mining 
act, all mines need 
to make a 
contribution to 
sustainability and 
address their social 
responsibilities 

2) Training of 
leadership at all 
levels of government 
will bring about 
improvements to 
equity and skills 
development. 

3) Implementation of a 
Public Sector 
Employment 
Programme (public 
works programme) 

 

Trends 

1) Mining is still by far the most important sector in terms of formal employment 
2) However, there has been a decline in formal employment in this industry over the past 

decade. 
3) Downward trend in mining employment highlights the need for diversification of the 

economic base. 
4) Other important employment sectors: Trade, financial & business services and 

government services. 
5) Data shows a steady increase in the number of people employed in the trade and 

finance sectors over the past decade.   
6) No significant increase in the % of the labour force employed in the manufacturing 

sector. 
7) % employed in manufacturing is small relative to its contribution to GGP, which implies 

a need for more labour-intensive manufacturing industries. 
8) Estimates for 2007 indicate: 

a. An employment rate higher than the national and provincial rates.  
b. An unemployment rate slightly lower than the national rate, but higher than 

the provincial rate. 

c. Employment situation is comparable to national and provincial labour market 
conditions. 

Employment status, 2007 

Status South Africa % Gauteng % Merafong % 

Employed 28.9 30.8 35.5 

Unemployed 30.1 29.2 29.9 

Not economically active 41.1 40.0 34.6 

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 

 
 

Source: Quantec Research and Urban-Econ calculations 
  
 

Implications for 
Merafong City GDS 

1) Cooperation with 
mining industry in 
terms of 
employment 
initiatives 

2) Investigation of 
labour-intensive 
manufacturing 

3) SMME 
development 
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Infrastructure & Access to Services 

Merafong Service Delivery & Backlogs 

Service 2006 Service gap 

Electricity connections 19,220 14,965 

Flush toilet 40,795  ±26,702 

Refuse removal (points serviced) 40,223 38,251 

Piper water to dwelling 25,090  ±26,702 

Roads 362.64km 304.72km 

Storm water 78.11km 166.1km 

Source: Merafong City Municipality IDP Review 2007/08 

 
Gauteng GDS and LED 

 
1) It is of paramount 

importance that the 
current service 
delivery backlogs 
experienced by 
municipalities be 
reduced and 
eradicated. 

Trends ï Access to services 
1) There is still a huge service delivery backlog that needs to be addressed, especially in terms of housing, electricity and 

sanitation. 
2) 2007 estimates of dwelling types (see below) were obtained by extrapolating historic growth rate between 1996 and 

2001. 
3) There is still a shortfall in housing after accounting for planned housing delivery projects, i.e. land identified and 

number of units possible. 
4) Relocation of households residing in Khutsong dolomite area (18,000 units) 

a. Importance of measuring possible impact on housing and basic services needs and infrastructure provision. 
5) Majority of residents in Merafong City do not use vehicular transport as transport mode to school/work. (On foot: 

29%) 
6) Second most prevalent transport mode was minibus/taxi (9%). 

Transport access in Merafong City, 2001 

On foot 61548 

By bicycle 1258 

By motorcycle 471 

By car as a driver 12837 

By car as a passenger 7800 

By minibus/taxi 18832 

By bus 15437 

By train 927 

Other 577 

Source: Quantec Research 

Implications for Merafong City GDS 
1) Wiping out service delivery backlog. 
2) Importance of the transport and communications sector in unlocking development potential. 
3) Bulk infrastructure planning and investment focused on development corridors and nodes as identified in 

SDF, in order to attract private sector investment and sustainable economic activities. 
4) In localities with low development potential, government spending, beyond basic services, should focus 

on providing social transfers, human resource development and labour market intelligence. 
5) Optimise benefits of EPWP in infrastructure provision. 
6) Coordination of infrastructure provision across spheres of government. 
7) Khutsong relocation will have significant impact. 



 
 

Water provision 

Impact of dolomitic areas on water services provision 
1) Merafong City is located on high risk dolomitic areas, requiring a very high standard of water services 

provision. 
2) Specifically, sanitation should be water-borne and well maintained. 
3) This requirement, together with the fact that the economy of Merafong has been in a decline over the recent 

years, makes water services provision in the area challenging. 
4) Due to the special requirements of the dolomitic area, a decision was made to provide all stands in proclaimed 

areas with full water-borne sanitation. 
5) Approximately 47% of households in Merafong City still do not have adequate access to water and sanitation 

services. 
6) Attention has to be paid to informal housing without water-borne sanitation, since the uncontrolled disposal 
ƻŦ άƎǊŜȅ ǿŀǘŜǊέ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǎƛƴƪƘƻƭŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΦ 
 

 
Environmental factors 

1) Mine dewatering activities are polluting historically 
pristine fountains, which could have a negative 
effect on tourism potential. 

2) The restriction of water extraction from the 
dolomite water compartments has an impact on 
the agricultural potential of the area. Utilisation of 
the dolomite aquifers could enhance agricultural 
potential. 

 

 
Potential for water provision to mines 

1) At present, Merafong City receives all its water 
from Rand Water.  However, Merafong has the 
ground water potential to provide a significant 
amount of the daily water demand. 

2) Merafong City Municipality could have an 
opportunity to raise revenue for itself by taking 
over the water supply chain and providing water to 
the mines. 

3) Importance of registering all boreholes and formal 
monitoring of quality and quantity of water. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Housing 
Dwelling types in Merafong City 

Type of dwelling 2001 2007 
(est.) 

House/brick structure on separate 
stand 

56% 62% 

Traditional 1% 1% 

Flat in block of flats 3% 4% 

Town/cluster/semi-detached house 1% 1% 

House/flat/room in back yard 6% 4% 

Informal dwelling/shack in back 
yard 

9% 6% 

Informal dwelling/shack NOT in 
back yard 

22% 16% 

Room/flatlet not in back yard but 
on shared property 

2% 2% 

Source: Quantec and Urban-Econ estimates 

Challenges 
1) Significant portions of Merafong are 

located on dolomitic areas. 
2) A large portion of the Khutsong Proper 

formal township is situated on high risk 
dolomitic areas that are dangerous and 
unsuitable for human settlement. 

3) These households urgently need to be 
relocated to a geographically stable area. 

4) The shortage of residential land suitable 
for human settlement is a major challenge. 

5) Most of the land earmarked for the 
relocation is privately owned. 

6) Funding is therefore needed to purchase 
the necessary land, or expropriate in cases 
where a purchase agreement cannot be 
reached. 

7) Currently, housing subsidies do not 
adequately provide for the acquisition of 
privately owned land. 

8) Current housing backlog is 26,702. 
9) Planned housing projects currently total 

23,947 units. 
10) There is a commitment from mines and 

the Far West Rand Dolomitic Water 
Association to make geologically sound 
land available for residential purposes. 

11) Mines are also prioritising the 
formalisation of mining villages, which 
could further add to suitable land available 
for housing developments. 

12) Not all inhabitants of informal structures 
will qualify for subsidised housing in 
accordance with the Integrated Housing 
and Human Settlement Development 
Grants. 

13) There is therefore a need for social 
housing/rental stock to address the total 
housing need in Merafong City. 

14) The provision of services and social 
amenities to the resettlement areas will 
have a huge impact on government 
spending and infrastructure demands in 
the Merafong City area. 

Source: Merafong City Municipality IDP Review 2008/09 

 
Housing backlog, Merafong City 2009 

Total housing demand (backlog 2009) 23,061 
Shortfall after accounting for planned 
housing projects. 

13,762 

Source: Merafong Local Municipality, 2009 

 
 

 
Implications for Merafong City GDS 

1) Provisions of housing, both in terms of housing 
backlog, and the relocation of Khutsong 
households currently residing on geologically 
unstable land, presents a huge challenge. 

2) Major challenges include: 
a. Availability of geologically suitable 

land. 
b. Availability of funds to purchase 

necessary land. 
c. Provision of services and social 

amenities to resettled areas, and its 
impact on government spending and 
infrastructure demands. 

 
 
 
 
 

 



 
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

1.  HOUSING 
  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Housing/ 
Residential 
Development 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
New Bulk infrastructure, capital 
costs and rehabilitation of bulk 

infrastructure costs 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
Shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househo
lds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date (at 
a growth 
of 
1,25% 
p.a) 

Baseline: 
list number 
of 
households 
below 
basic level 
of service 
i.e. RDP 
housing 
standards  

No. of 
household  
planned 
to serve 
per 
annum  
 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum  

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Specify 
bulk 
infrastru
cture 

Bulk 
infrastruct
ure 
capital 
costs (R 
Value) 
per 
annum 

Rehabilit
ation 
costs 
per 
annum 

Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other revenue 
R Value 

Total 
available 
funding 
per year R 
Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(2) 

 

Year 1 88156 25787 6088 6085 R208,831,612       R208,831,612     

Year 2 96761 17182 8298 8298 R303,892,420       R303,892,420     

Year 3 102401 11542 5338              

Year 4 107739 6204 12320              

Year 5 120059 -6116               

Total 120059 -6116 32044 14383 R512,724,032       R512,724,032     

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



2.  WATER  
  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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g
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 No. of 
househol
ds in the 
municipali
ty to date 
(at growth 
rate of 
1,25% 
p.a) 

Baseline: 
List No. of  
required to 
eliminae 
backlogs in 
terms of new 
residential 
areas (a 
growth rate 
of 1,25% is 
taken into 
consideratio
n. 

No. of erven 
planned to 
process/appro
ve 
1. K/tsong  S 
1,2 & 4 (5355) 
+ Kokosi Ext. 
6 (2138) + 
Greenspark 
Ext. 1 (340) + 
Wedela Ext. 3 
(362) + 
Densification 
in Fochville 
(370) 
2.Khutsong S 
5&6 (4110) 
+Foch Ext 8 
(phase 1-374) 
3.Khutsong S 
Ext.3 (5338) 
4.Khutsong S 
New Addition 
(10233) 

Actual 
No. of 
househo
lds 
served 
per 
annum 

Estimated new 
capital costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 
(Please Note:  
Private 
developersare 
responsible for 
installation of 
internal 
services) RDP 
erven are 
calculated at 
R17874 for Civil 
Services & 
R4500 for 
electrical 
services, with a 
6% inflation 
increase per 
annum. 

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Specify 
bulk 
infrastructu
re . 

Bulk 
infrastruct
ure 
capital 
costs 
(Rand 
Value) 
per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Own 
Source 
per year 
R Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total 
available 
funding per 
year R 
Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & number 
required next to 
it i.e. Water 
expert (1) 

 

Year 1 88156 51659 8565 8605 R64 237 500  Reservoir R20m   R18M R6.4M  R3M Project 
Technician  

Lack of 
funding 

Year 2 96761 43592 4610  R34 575 000           Artisans (3) Lack of 
funding 

Year 3 102638 39469 5338  R40 035 000          Artisans  (2) Lack of 
funding 

Year 4 109326 34558 10233  R76 747 500  Supply 
lines 

R14m   R14M   R1.5M Artisans (2) Lack of 
funding 

Year 5 121053 24629 0  R0          Artisans (1) Lack of 
funding 

Total 517934 193907 28746 8605 R215 595 000   R34M   R32M R6.4M  R4.5M   

 
 



 3.   SANITATION  
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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c
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n

g
e
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 No. of 
households 
in the 
municipality 
to date (at 
growth rate 
of 1,25% 
p.a) 

Baseline: 
List No. of  
required to 
eliminae 
backlogs in 
terms of 
new 
residential 
areas (a 
growth rate 
of 1,25% is 
taken into 
considerati
on. 

No. of 
erven 
planned 
to 
process/a
pprove 
1. K/tsong  
S 1,2 & 4 
(5355) + 
Kokosi 
Ext. 6 
(2138) + 
Greenspa
rk Ext. 1 
(340) + 
Wedela 
Ext. 3 
(362) + 
Densificati
on in 
Fochville 
(370) 
2.Khutson
g S 5&6 
(4110) 
+Foch Ext 
8 (phase 
1-374) 
3.Khutson
g S Ext.3 
(5338) 
4.Khutson
g S New 
Addition 
(10233) 

Actual 
No. of 
househ
olds 
served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 
(Please Note:  
Private 
developers 
are 
responsible 
for installation 
of internal 
services) RDP 
erven are 
calculated at 
R17874 for 
Civil Services 
& R4500 for 
electrical 
services, with 
a 6% inflation 
increase per 
annum. 

Rehabilit
ation 
costs per 
annum 

Specify bulk 
infrastructure  

Bulk 
infrastructure 
capital costs 
(Rand Value) 
per annum 

Rehabilitation 
costs per 
annum 

Own 
Sourc
e per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total 
available 
funding per 
year R 
Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Facilities 
expert (2) 

 

Year 1 88156 51659 8565 8605 R85 650 000 0 Sanitation  R11,550,000 R5,600,000  R5M    Technician 
(2) 

Lack of 
funds 

Year 2 96761 43592 4610  R46 100 000 0 Upgrade 
Welverdiend 

WWTP 

R47,500,000 R6,450,000  R5M    Technician 
(1) 

Lack of 
funds 

Year 3 102638 39469 5338  R53 380 000 0  R45,000,000 R250,000  R4M    Technician 
(1) 

Lack of 
funds 

Year 4 109326 34558 10233  R102 330 000 0 Upgrade 
Khutsong 

0 0       Lack of 
funds 



WWTP 

Year 5 121053 24629 0  0 0  0 0       Lack of 
funds 

Total 517 934 193 907 28746 8605 R287 460 000 0  R104,050,000 R12,300,000  R14M      

 
 

  3.   SANITATION (Continue) 
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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 No. of 
households 
in the 
municipality 
to date 

Baseline: 
No. of 
policies 
required in 
terms of 
legislation 
i.e.  MSA, 
MFMA, etc. 

No. of 
policies 
planned 
to develop 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
developed 
per annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Specify bulk 
infrastructure 
i.e. dam, raw 
water 
pipeline, 
water 
treatment 
works, 
storage, 
pump 
station, 
transmission 
pipeline & 
distribution 
reservoir per 
annum 

Bulk 
infrastruct
ure 
capital 
costs 
(Rand 
Value) 
per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs per 
annum 

Own 
Source 
per 
year R 
Value 

MIG allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total 
available 
funding per 
year R 
Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 WULASôs 3 3 3 R2m          Consultant  Lack of 
funding 

Year 2 WSDP 1 1 1 R200,000          Consultant  Lack of 
funding 

Year 3 WSDP 1 1 1 R200,000          Consultant  Lack of 
funding 

Year 4 WSDP 1 1 1 R200,000          Consultant  Lack of 
funding 

Year 5 WSDP 1 1 1 R200,000          Consultant  Lack of 
funding 

Total                 

  



 
4.  ROADS  

SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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 No. of 
households 
in the 
municipality 
to date 

Baseline: No. 
of KM of 
engineered 
gravel roads 
to be built & 
rehabilitated 
unpaved 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual 
No. of 
househo
lds 
served 
per 
annum 

Estimated new 
capital costs 
(R Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other revenue 
R Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Fundin
g 
shortfal
l per 
year R 
Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 167,34   R108,800,021 R10,000,000    0     Professional 
Engineer & 
CIDB 
Accredited 
contractor 

Adequate 
Funding 
Machinery & 
Equipment 

Year 2  167,34   R108,800,021 R10,000,000    R0       

Year 3  167,34   R108,800,021 R10,000,000    R0       

Year 4  167,34   R108,800,021 R10,000,000    R0       

Year 5  167,34   R108,800,021 R10,000,000    R0       

Total  836,7   R544,000,106 R50,000,000           

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
5.  ELECTRICITY  

SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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 No. of 

househol

ds in the 

municipali

ty to date 

Baseline: 

No. of 

households 

below basic 

level of 

service in 

terms of 

energy 

heating 

purposes 

i.e.  

households 

using gas, 

paraffin,, 

wood, coal, 

animal 

dung, & 

other 

No. of 

househ

olds 

planne

d to 

serve 

per 

annum 

Actual 

No. of 

househo

lds 

served 

per 

annum 

Estimated new 

capital costs 

(R Value) per 

annum 

Rehabilitat

ion costs 

per annum 

Specify bulk 

infrastructur

e i.e.  power 

station  

Bulk 

infrastructure 

capital costs 

(Rand Value) 

per annum 

Rehabilita

tion costs 

per 

annum 

Own 

Source per 

year R 

Value 

MIG 

allocation 

per year 

R Value 

Other revenue 

per year R- 

Value DBSA 

Total available 

funding per 

year R Value 

Funding 

shortfall per 

year R Value 

Specify 

the 

expertise 

capacity 

shortfall.  

List the 

capacity 

type & 

number 

required 

next to it 

i.e. Water 

expert (1) 

 

Year 1 88156 25787 362  R1,900,000   R36,800,000 

 

 

 

 R1,890,000  R35,000,000 R3,790,000 R36,800,000   

Year 2 96721 17222 5640  R37,224,000   R138,600,000  R3,620,000   

 

 

 

 

R40,844,000 R138,600,000   

Year 3 102361 11582 5338  R35,230,800   R21,500,000  R870,000   R35,317,800 R21,500,000   

Year 4                 

Year 5                 

Total     R174,354,800 R0  R196,900,000 R0 R6,380,000 R0 R35,000,000 R79,951,800 R196,900,000   

 
 
 



5.  ELECTRICITY (Continue) 
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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househol

ds in the 

municipali

ty to date 

Baseline: 

No. of 

households 

below basic 

level of 

service in 

terms of 

energy 

heating 

purposes 

i.e.  

households 

using gas, 

paraffin,, 

wood, coal, 

animal 

dung, & 

other 

No. of 

household

s planned 

to serve 

per 

annum 

Actual 

No. of 

househ

olds 

served 

per 

annum 

Estimated 

new capital 

costs (R 

Value) per 

annum 

Rehabilitati

on costs 

per annum 

Specify bulk 

infrastructure 

i.e. dam, raw 

water 

pipeline, 

water 

treatment 

works, 

storage, 

pump 

station, 

transmission 

pipeline & 

distribution 

reservoir per 

annum 

Bulk 

infrastructure 

capital costs 

(Rand Value) 

per annum 

Rehabilitatio

n costs per 

annum 

Own 

Sourc

e per 

year R 

Value 

MIG 

allocation 

per year R 

Value 

Other 

revenue R 

Value 

Total 

available 

funding per 

year R 

Value 

Funding 

shortfall per 

year R Value 

Specify 

the 

expertise 

capacity 

shortfall.  

List the 

capacity 

type & 

number 

required 

next to it 

i.e. Water 

expert (1) 

 

Year 1 88156 25787 8565  R2,458,950 R200,000     R2,458,950 R200,000 R2,459,150    

Year 2 96721 17222 5640  R47,121,383         R47,121,383   

Year 3 102361 11582 5338  R4,750,000         R4,750,000   

Year 4                 

Year 5                 

Total     R54,330,333 R200,000     R2,458,950 R200,000 R2,459,150 R51,871,383   

 
 

  



6. WASTE MANAGEMENT  
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 No. of 
househ
olds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date 

Baseline: No. 
of households 
below basic 
level of service 
i.e. refuse is 
removed less 
often i.e. more 
than two weeks 
or never 
(urban).  Or 
there is a 
communal 
refuse dump 
(rural). Or 
households 

No. of 
househol
ds 
planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual 
No. of 
house
holds 
served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

Specify bulk 
infrastructure 
i.e. dam, raw 
water pipeline, 
water treatment 
works, storage, 
pump station, 
transmission 
pipeline & 
distribution 
reservoir per 
annum 

Bulk 
infrastructu
re capital 
costs 
(Rand 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Own 
Source 
per year 
R Value 

MIG allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall per 
year R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & number 
required next to 
it i.e. Water 
expert (1) 

 88156 61 186              

Year 1   4979  R3 894 
972,12 

R33,033,973 Rehabilitation & 
Closure of 
Fochville landfill 
site, Wedela 
drop of centre, 
Expansion of 
Rooipoort, 
Khutsong buy 
back centre, 
Fencing 
Welverdiend 
drop off Roll-out 
of 240l bins, 
acquiring of 
1,75m3 & 6m3 
containers, 
acquiring of 
additional waste 
vehicles, 
development of 
Carletonville 
Waste Depot 

R205 185 
510 

R5,000,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 R16 797 510   R16 797 510  
R124,388,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Waste 
Minimization 
Officer x 1, 
Superintendent 
x 3 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Year 2   5640  R4,4412,059
,20 

R35,528,037          

Year 3   5338  R4,174,246,
08 

R37 887 098          

 
 



 
Year 4   12320  R9 637 

689,60 
R43 335 263          

Year 5   0  R0 R47,668,789          

Total                

 
 
 
 8. PROVISION OF VEHICLE & GOODS POUND   

SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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 No. of 
household
s in the 
municipalit
y to date 

Baseline: 
Provision of 
vehicle and 
goods 
pound 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Specify bulk 
infrastructure 
i.e. dam, raw 
water 
pipeline, 
water 
treatment 
works, 
storage, 
pump 
station, 
transmission 
pipeline & 
distribution 
reservoir per 
annum 

Bulk 
infrastruct
ure 
capital 
costs 
(Rand 
Value) 
per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs per 
annum 

Own 
Source 
per year 
R Value 

MIG 
allocatio
n per 
year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1  vehicle and 
goods 
pound 

229705  R450,000     R0   R450,000   MCLM to fund 

Year 2  vehicle and 
goods 
pound 

  R0 R15,900    R0      MCLM to fund 

Year 3  vehicle and 
goods 
pound 

  R0 R16,854    R0      MCLM to fund 

Year 4  vehicle and 
goods 
pound 

  R0 R17,865    R0      MCLM to fund 

Year 5  vehicle and 
goods 
pound 

  R0 R18,937    R0       MCLM to fund 

Total   229705  R450,000 R69,556       R450,000    

 
 



 
     8.  FIRE STATION (PUBLIC SAFETY CONTINUE) 

SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 
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 No. of 
households 
in the 
municipalit
y to date 

Baseline: 
Building of 
Wedela 
Fire Station 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs 
per annum 

Specify bulk 
infrastructure 
i.e. dam, raw 
water 
pipeline, 
water 
treatment 
works, 
storage, 
pump 
station, 
transmission 
pipeline & 
distribution 
reservoir per 
annum 

Bulk 
infrastruct
ure 
capital 
costs 
(Rand 
Value) 
per 
annum 

Rehabilitati
on costs per 
annum 

Own 
Source 
per year 
R Value 

MIG 
allocatio
n per 
year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1  Wedela 
Fire Station 

9565  R2,500,000     R0   R2,500,000   MCLM to 
fund 

Year 2  Wedela 
Fire Station 

  R0 R26,500    R0      MCLM to 
fund 

Year 3  Wedela 
Fire Station 

  R0 R28,090    R0      MCLM to 
fund 

Year 4  Wedela 
Fire Station 

  R0 R29,775    R0      MCLM to 
fund 

Year 5  Wedela 
Fire Station 

  R0 R31,561    R0       MCLM to 
fund 

Total   229705  R450,000 R115,926    R0   R2,500,000    

 
 
 
  



10.  PARKS 
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
Municipal 
Facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs 
(excluding bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househol
ds in the 
municipali
ty to date 

Baseline: List 
the public 
municipal 
facilities to be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated new 
capital costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabili
tation 
costs 
per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source 
per year 
R Value 

MIG 
allocatio
n per 
year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Development 
of park in 
Khutsong 
South 

5500  R 625 000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R 0   R625 000   Lack 
capacity 

Year 2  Development 
of parks in 
Greenspark 

503  R 625 000 R30 R0 R0 R0 R 0   R625 000   Lack 
capacity 

Year 3  Development 
of park in 
Wedela 

1599  R 625 000 R30 R0 R0 R0 R 0   R625 000   Lack 
capacity 

Year 4  Development 
of park in 
Kokosi 

8448  R 625 000 R60 R0 R0 R0 R 0   R625 000   Lack 
capacity 

Year 5  Development 
of park in 
Khutsong 
resettlement 

8000  R 625 000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R 0   R625 000   Lack 
capacity 

Total   24050  R2 500 000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R3,877   R4,057    

 
Year 1 88156 Tree planting 

in Kokosi 
88156  R60 000 R1,500 R0 R0 R0 R1,560   R1,560   Lack 

capacity 

Year 2  Tree planting 
in Greenspark 

503  R60 000 R1,500 R0 R0 R0 R1,560   R1,560   Lack 
capacity 

Year 3  Tree planting 
in Blybank 

1231  R60 000 R1,500 R0 R0 R0 R1,560   R1,560   Lack 
capacity 

Year 4  Tree panting in 
Wedela 

1599  R60 000 R1,500 R0 R0 R0 R1,560   R1,560   Lack 
capacity 

Year 5  Tree planting 
in Khutsong 
Resettlement 

8000  R60 000 R1,500 R0 R0 R0 R1,560   R1,560   Lack 
capacity 

Total   99489  R240 000 R7,500 R0 R0 R0 R7,800   R7,800    

 
 



 
GARDEN DEVELOPMENT 

SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
Municipal 
Facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househol
ds in the 
municipali
ty to date 

Baseline: List 
the public 
municipal 
facilities to be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated new 
capital costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilita
tion costs 
per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source 
per year 
R Value 

MIG 
allocatio
n per 
year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue 
R Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Town 
entrances & 
facilities at 
C/ville 

5292  R375,000 R12,000 R0 R0 R0 R387,000   R387,000    

Year 2  Town 
entrances & 
facilities at 
Fochville 

3003  R375,000 R12,000 R0 R0 R0 R387,000   R387,000    

Year 3  Town 
entrances & 
facilities at 
Greenspark 

503  R375,000 R12,000 R0 R0 R0 R387,000   R387,000    

Year 4  Town 
entrances & 
facilities at 
Wedela 

1599  R375,000 R12,000 R0 R0 R0 R387,000   R387,000    

Year 5  Town 
entrances & 
facilities at 
Khutsong 
resettlement 

8000  R375,000 R12,000 R0 R0 R0 R387,000   R387,000    

Total   18397  R1,875,000  R0 R0 R0 R1,935,000   R1,935,000    



11. CEMETERIES 
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
municipal 
facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs 
(excluding bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical 
& 

manageme
nt human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
households 
in the 
municipality 
to date 

Baseline: 
list the 
public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilit
ation 
costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own Source 
per year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenu
e R 
Value 

Total 
available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  
List the 
capacity 
type & 
number 
required 
next to it 
i.e. Water 
expert (1) 

 

Year 1  Fencing 
Fochville 
cemetery 

3003  R2,000,000 R5,000    R2,005,000   R2,005,000    

Year 1   Upgraging 
of ublusion 
Fochville 
cemetery 

  R80 000     R 80 000 
 

  R 80 000 
 

   

Year 1  Fencing 
Wedela 
cemetery 

1599  R300 000     R0   R300 000    

Year 1  Upgrading 
ablusion of 
Wedela 
cemetery 

  R130 000     R0   R130 000    

Year 1-2  Upgrading  
of ablusion 
Greenspark 
cemetery 

  R105 000 00     R0   R105 000 00    

Year 1-2  Kokosi New 
cemetery 

3679  R2.2 000 000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R2.2 000 000    

Year 1-2  Fochville 
Ext. 02 
cemetery 

3679  R2.2 000 000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R2.2 000 000    

Year 1-2  Wedela 
New 
cemetery 

3679  R2.2 000 000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R2.2 000 000    

Year 5  Kokosi new 
cemetery 

3679  R25,000,000      R25,000,000  R25,000,000    

Total   22058  R31,692,660 R15,000 R0 R0 R0 R5,010,000   R6,707,660    

 



 12. SPORT FACILITIES 
SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
municipal 
facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
households 
in the 
municipality 
to date 

Baseline: 
list the 
public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated new 
capital costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocatio
n per 
year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue R 
Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Upgrading 
Wedela 
recreation 
club 

1599  R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0  R0 R0    

Year 2     R1,500,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000  R1, 500,000 
Grant applic. 

R1,620,000    

Year 3     R0 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R120,000    

Year 4     R0 R130,000 R0 R0 R0 R130,000   R130,000    

Year 5     R0 R140,000 R0 R0 R0 R140,000   R140,000    

Total   1599  R1,500,000 R510,000 R0 R0 R0 R510,000   R2,010,000    

 
Year 1 88156 Upgrading 

Wedela 
sport field 
Phase 2 

1599  R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0  R0 R0    

Year 2     R1,500,000 R120,000      1,500,000 
NLDTF 

R1,620,000    

Year 3     R60 R130,000 R0 R0 R0 R130,060   R130,060    

Year 4     R60 R140,000 R0 R0 R0 R140,060   R140,060    

Year 5     R60 R150,000 R0 R0 R0 R150,060   R150,060    

Total   1599  R1,500,180 R540,000 R0 R0 R0 R420,180   R2,040,180    

  
Year 1 88156 Khutsong 

swimming 
pool 

21485  R0  R0 R0 R0 R0   R0    

Year 2     R2,300,00 R100,000 R0 R0 R0 1500  R2,300,000 
province  

R2,400,000    

Year 3     R0 R110,000 R0 R0 R0 R110,000   R110,000    

Year 4     R0 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R120,000    

Year 5     R0 R130,000 R0 R0 R0 R130,000   130,000    

Total   21485  R2,300,000 R460,000 R0 R0 R0 R360,000   R2,760,000    

 
 



 
12. SPORT FACILITIES (Continue) 

SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
municipal 
facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househo
lds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date 

Baseline: 
list the 
public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated new 
capital costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year 
R Value 

Other 
revenue R 
Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Pavilion at 
soccer 
stadium in 
Khutsong 
extension 3 

21485  R850,000 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000 R850,000 R0 R900,000    

Year 2     R0 R60,000 R0 R0 R0 R60,000   R60,000    

Year 3     R0 R70,000 R0 R0 R0 R70,000   R70,000    

Year 4     R0 R80,000 R0 R0 R0 R80,000   R80,000    

Year 5     R0 R90,000 R0 R0 R0 R90,000   R90,000    

Total   21485  R850,000 R350,000 R0 R0 R0 R350,000   R1,200,000    

 
Year 1 88156 Upgrading 

Khutsong 
stadium 

21485 R900,000 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000  R900,000 
province 

R950,000     

Year 2    R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0     

Year 3    R0 R60,000 R0 R0 R0 R60,000   R60,000     

Year 4    R0 R70,000 R0 R0 R0 R70,000   R70,000     

Year 5    R0 R80,000 R0 R0 R0 80,000   R80,000     

Total   21485 R900,000 R260,000 R0 R0 R0 R260,000   R1,160,000     

 
Year 1 88156 Khutsong 

cricket field 
21485 R750.000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R750 000     

Year 2    R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0        

Year 3    R0 R60,000 R0 R0 R0 R60,000   R60,000     

Year 4    R0 R70,000 R0 R0 R0 R70,000   R70,000     

Year 5    R0 R80,000 R0 R0 R0 80,000   R80,000     

Total   21485 R900,000 R260,000 R0 R0 R0 R260,000   R1,160,000     

 
 
12. SPORT FACILITIES (Continue) 

  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 



Public 
municipal 
facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househo
lds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date 

Baseline: list 
the public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own Source 
per year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocatio
n per 
year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue R 
Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Batswaneng 
stadium in 
Khutsong 
south 

5500  R1,223,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   R1,223,000 
NLDTF 

R1,223,000    

Year 2     R1,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   R1,000,000 
NLDTF 

R1,000,000    

Year 3     R0 R30,000 R0 R0 R0 R30,000   R30,000    

Year 4     R0 R40,000 R0 R0 R0 R40,000   R40,000    

Year 5     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R50,000    

Total   5500  R2,223,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R2,343,000    

  
Year 1 88156 Upgrading 

Welverdien
d sport 
facilities 

528  R220,000 R0 R0 R0 R0 R220,000  R0 R220,000    

Year 2     R0 R30,000 R0 R0 R0 R30,000   R30,000    

Year 3     R0 R40,000 R0 R0 R0 R40,000   R40,000    

Year 4     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R50,000    

Year 5                 

Total   528              

 
Year 1 88156 C/ville sport 

complex 
phase 2 

5292  R3,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   3,000,000 
province 

R3,000,000    

Year 2     R6,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   6,000,000 
province 

R6,000,000    

Year 3     R0 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R120,000    

Year 4     R0 R130,000 R0 R0 R0 R130,000   R130,000    

Year 5     R0 R140,000 R0 R0 R0 R140,000   R140,000    

Total   5292  R9,000,000 R390,000 R0 R0 R0 R390,000   R9,390,000    

 
 
 
12. SPORT FACILITIES (Continue) 

  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 



Public 
municipal 
facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househo
lds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date 

Baseline: list 
the public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue R 
Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Popo Molefe  
stadium & 
swimming 
pool at 
Kokosi 

8448  R5,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   5000,000 
Province 

R5,000,000    

Year 2     R4,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   4,500,000 
province 

R4,500,000    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0        

Year 4     R0 R60,000 R0 R0 R0 R60,000   R60,000    

Year 5     R0 R70,000 R0 R0 R0 R70,000   R70,000    

Total   8448  R9,500,000 R130,000 R0 R0 R0 R130,000   R9,630,000    

  
Year 1 88156 Irrigation 

system at Gert  
van Rensburg 
stadium in 
Fochville 

3003  R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 2     R1,700,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   1,700,000 
Province 

R1,700,000    

Year 3     R0 R10,000 R0 R0 R0 R10,000   R10,000    

Year 4     R0 R20,000 R0 R0 R0 R20,000   R20,000    

Year 5     R0 R30,000 R0 R0 R0 R30,000   R30,000    

Total   3003  R1,700,000 R60,000 R0 R0 R0 R60,000   R1,760,000    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
12. SPORT FACILITIES (Continue) 

  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
municipal 

 
 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Technical & 
management 

 
Specify key 



facilities Baseline information served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

human 
resources 

challenges 

 No. of 
househo
lds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date 

Baseline: list 
the public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue R 
Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 Gert van 
Rensburg 
stadium 
phase 2 

3003  R6,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   6,000,000 
Province 

R6,000,000    

Year 2     R3,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   3,000,000 
Province 

R3,000,000    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R0    

Year 4     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R50,000    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0       

Total   3003  R9,000,000 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R9,050,000    

  
Year 1 88156 Greenspark 

multipurpose 
sport facility 
phase 2 

503  R1,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R1,500,000    

Year 2     R1,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   1,500,000 
NLDTF 

R1,500,000    

Year 3     R0 R30,000 R0 R0 R0 R30,000   R30,000    

Year 4     R0 R40,000 R0 R0 R0 R40,000   R40,000    

Year 5     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R50,000    

Total   503  R1,500,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
Year 1 88156 Wedela 

multipurpose 
sport facility 
phase 2 

503  R1,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R1,500,000    

Year 2     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Total   503  R1,500,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
 

Year 1 88156 Sports 
development 

503  R2,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R2,500,000    

Year 2     R2,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R2,500,000    



Year 3     R3,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R3,000,000    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Total   503  R28,000,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
Year 1 88156 Gert van 

Rensburg 
tennis courts 

503  R3 00,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R300,000    

Year 2     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Total   503  R28,000,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
Year 1 88156 Popo Molefe 

tennis courts 
503  R1 00,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R100,000    

Year 2     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Total   503  R28,000,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
Year 1 88156 Greenspark 

multipurpose  
courts 

503  R1 00,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R100,000    

Year 2     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Total   503  R28,000,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
 

Year 1 88156 Floodlights at 
Gert van 
Rensburg 
Sport fields. 

503  R1 50,000 R0 R0 R0 R0    R150,000    

Year 2     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 3     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0    R0    

Total   503  R28,000,000 R120,000 R0 R0 R0 R120,000   R1,620,000    

 
 
 
 
 
13.  RECREATION FACILITIES 



  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
municipal 
facilities 

 
 

Baseline information 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

served, estimated capital & rehabilitation costs (excluding 
bulk) 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Infrastructure funding streams and  
shortfall 

Technical & 
management 

human 
resources 

 
Specify key 
challenges 

 No. of 
househo
lds in 
the 
municip
ality to 
date 

Baseline: list 
the public 
municipal 
facilities to 
be 
constructed 
each year 

No. of 
household
s planned 
to serve 
per 
annum 

Actual No. 
of 
household
s served 
per 
annum 

Estimated 
new capital 
costs (R 
Value) per 
annum 

Rehabilitatio
n costs per 
annum 

N/A N/A N/A Own 
Source per 
year R 
Value 

MIG 
allocation 
per year R 
Value 

Other 
revenue R 
Value 

Total available 
funding per 
year R Value 

Funding 
shortfall 
per year 
R Value 

Specify the 
expertise 
capacity 
shortfall.  List 
the capacity 
type & 
number 
required next 
to it i.e. 
Water expert 
(1) 

 

Year 1 88156 New library 
at Wedela 

1599  R1.3 000 ,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   1.3 000 000 
Province 

1.3 000 000    

Year 2     R0 R40,000 R0 R0 R0 R40,000   R6,000,000    

Year 3     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R40,000    

Year 4     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R50,000    

Year 5     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R0    

Total   1599  R450,000 R90,000 R0 R0 R0 R90,000   R540,000    

  
Year 1 88156 Wedela Arts & 

Culture 
1599  R3.5 000 000 R0 R0 R0 R0   R3.5 000 000 R3.5 000 000    

Year 2     R0 R0 R0 R0 R0   R0 R0    

Year 3     R10 R0 R0 R0 R0   R0 R0    

Year 4     R1,500,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   1,500,000 
Province 

R1,500,000    

Year 5     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R50,000    

Total   1599  R2,500,000 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R2,550,000    

 
 

Year 1 88156 Khutsong 
Library 

21485  R4,000,000 R0 R0 R0 R0   4,000,000 
province 

R4,000,000    

Year 2     R0 R20,000 R0 R0 R0 R20,000   R20,000    

Year 3     R0 R30,000 R0 R0 R0 R30,000   R30,000    

Year 4     R0 R40,000 R0 R0 R0 R40,000   R40,000    

Year 5     R0 R50,000 R0 R0 R0 R50,000   R50,000    

Total   21485  R4,000,000 R140,000 R0 R0 R0 R140,000   R4,140,000    

 
 
  
 
13.  RECREATION FACILITIES (Continue) 

  SERVICE DELIVERY PLANNED OVER 5 YEAR PERIOD 

Public 
municipal 

 
 

 
Households planned to serve, actual no. of households 

 
Bulk not relevant 

 
 

Technical & 
management 

 
Specify key 




