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Cederberg Municipality 
 
Cederberg Municipality at a glance 

POPULATION  
Population size (2013) 50 999 

Share of District population (2013) 12.62 per cent 

Average annual population growth 2011 - 2017 1.40 per cent 

ECONOMY  
Regional Gross Domestic Product 2013 (2005 constant prices) Share of provincial economy 

R969 million 0.38 per cent 
 

 
Top 3 contributing sectors (GVA, 
2013) 
Agriculture, forestry and fishing (25.7%) 
Wholesale and retail trade, catering 
and accommodation (17.3%) 
Finance, insurance, real estate and 
business services (15.3%) 

 Real GDPR growth yoy % per sector 

 
Sector 

Trend 
2000 - 2013 

Recovery 
2010 - 2013 

 Agriculture -1.0 -0.7 

 Manufacturing 1.0 1.6 

 Services 4.5 3.1 
   

LABOUR MARKET 
 

 

 

 

 
 

DEVELOPMENT ACCESS TO BASIC SERVICES, 2013 
   

 

 
 Indicator Cederberg Western Cape 

Literacy rate (2011) 73.2% 87.2% 

Poverty rate (2010) 42.7% 22.1% 

Human Development Index 
(2012) 

0.64 0.71 

Gini coefficient (2012) 0.60 0.60 

   

Cederberg
West Coast
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Cape
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Introduction 

Regional profiles provide the Western Cape municipalities with data and information 
which may assist in planning, budgeting and the prioritisation of municipal services. It 
is acknowledged that municipalities across the Western Cape have different 
capacities and therefore will use the information in this publication to suit their own 
needs. 

The areas covered in this profile include information on demographics, education, 
health, crime, poverty, housing, municipal services, labour force, economy and 
environmental management. Furthermore, the population projections 2013 - 2017, 
updated administrative data relating to health, education and South African Police 
Service Crime Statistics are updates from the Socio-economic Profile (SEP-LG) 2013. 
These updates complement Chapter 7: Socio-economic analysis and economic 
performance of the Municipal Economic Review and Outlook (MERO) 2014 which 
was published in October 2014.  

The indicators reflect the socio-economic reality of municipalities. As such valuable 
insight can be gained as to the developmental challenges faced by communities 
residing within a specific geographical area. 

This profile uses data primarily sourced from Statistics South Africa, administrative data 
from sector departments, the MERO, Global Insight Regional Explorer and Quantec. 
The data sourced from sector departments are the most recent that is available. The 
latest survey data available at 
municipal level from Statistics 
South Africa include the 2011 
Census; whilst comparisons are 
also made with the 2001 
Census.  

The format of the profiles has 
been adjusted to focus the 
analysis at regional/district 
level whilst municipal specific 
profiles will also be made 
available separately. 

The information contained in 
this profile therefore highlights 
information for the Cederberg 
Municipality in relation to the 
broader Western Cape 
Province. 
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1. Demographics 

1.1 Population 

As per Census 2011, the Western Cape population composes of 11.25 per cent of the 
total population of the country with 5.8 million persons, having increased from 
4.5 million in 2001. Thus the Western Cape population grew at a rate of 2.6 per cent 
per annum between 2001 and 2011. This is faster than the national population growth 
rate of 1.5 per cent and is largely due to immigration to the Western Cape, where 
individuals believe they can obtain jobs and better standards of living.  

All the municipalities within the West Coast District experienced increases in its total 
population from 2001 to 2011. The slowest growth was recorded in Cederberg at 
26.6 per cent and the fastest population growth was recorded in Saldanha Bay and 
Swartland municipalities 40.8 to 57.7 per cent respectively over the reporting period.  

Figure 1 Cederberg population projections, 2011 - 2017 

 
 

Source: Western Cape Department of Social Development, 2014 

The projections for 2013 are in line with the prevailing trends for the past decade. At 
Municipal level, Bergrivier (63 900) and Matzikama (68 712) display the largest 
variances from the 2012 figures. The economically strong municipalities of Saldanha 
Bay and Swartland display negligible increases for 2013. Moreover, Cederberg 
displays a marginal increase from 50 387 in 2012 to 50 999 in 2013. Population numbers 
are projected to increase to 53 355 in 2017 for Cederberg.  

Matzikama Cederberg Bergrivier Saldanha Bay Swartland

2011 67 147 49 768 61 897 99 193 113 762

2012 67 927 50 387 62 901 101 255 115 425

2013 68 712 50 999 63 900 103 312 117 072

2014 69 495 51 603 64 892 105 351 118 704

2015 70 274 52 198 65 874 107 366 120 314

2016 71 047 52 782 66 847 109 355 121 898

2017 71 813 53 355 67 807 111 315 123 452
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Figure 2 Cederberg population age distribution, 2013 

 
 

Source: Western Cape Department of Social Development, 2014  

In relation to the age distribution within the Cederberg Municipality, the Working age 
segment of the population accounts for 68 per cent while 25 per cent is attributable 
to the ‘Children’ category and 7 per cent making up the ‘Aged’ category. From an 
economic standpoint, the labour forced appeared to be well endowed with a fair 
sparkling of youth. The ‘Aged’ category is small in comparison.  

2. Education 

The literacy rate1 in the Western Cape is 87.2 per cent which is higher than the literacy 
rate in the country as a whole of 80.9 per cent. The West Coast District compares 
favourably to Cape Winelands (81.7 per cent), Overberg (81.1 per cent) and Eden 
(82.6 per cent) in terms of overall literacy. Cederberg Municipality has the lowest 
literate rate compared to all municipalities in the West Coast District at 73.22. 

Table 1 Education indicators in Cederberg, 2011 - 2013 

West Coast 
District 

Learner 
enrolment 

(Gr 1-12 + LSEN) 

Average 
Learner 

teacher ratio 

Average 
Dropout 

rate 

Drop 
in FET 
phase

% 
Matric pass rate 

% 
Literacy 

rate 

No. of 
schools with 

libraries 
No. of no 

fees schools

 2013 2014 2012 2014 2012 2013 2011 2012 2013 2011 2012 2014 2012 2014

Bergrivier 8 027 8 015 26.9 27.5 40.0% 28.9% 89.5 89.1 85.2 76.4 9 9 11 11 

Cederberg 7 533 7 455 27.8 27.9 41.6% 28.3% 97.9 90.9 91.6 73.2 8 8 20 18 

Matzikama 9 759 10 059 26.2 26.9 40.5% 44.6% 86.9 88.0 92.0 76.4 14 14 24 24 

Saldanha Bay 15 045 16 521 26.5 28.5 33.2% 33.0% 92.7 86.4 90.5 86.7 10 10 5 5 

Swartland 16 407 16 950 28.0 28.9 32.9% 28.3% 82.7 85.2 85.3 78.0 20 20 20 20 
 

Source: Western Cape Education Department, 2014 

                                                

1 The literacy rate is an indication of the levels of education and skill in the economy. It measures the 
proportion of persons aged 15 years and older with an education qualification of higher than Grade 7. 

Children 
0 - 14 years

25%
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15 - 64 years
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 The learner enrolment figures declined marginally from 7 533 learners in 2013 to 
7 455 learners in 2014, while the Learner teacher ratio remained relatively unchanged 
at 27.9 per cent in 2014. A worrisome figure is the average dropout rate of 41.6 per 
cent in 2012 while the Matric pass rate has improved marginally to 91.6 per cent in 
2013 from 90.9 per cent in 2012. 

3. Economic performance 

The three municipalities of particular concern to overall economic growth within the 
WCD, i.e. Bergrivier (2.8 per cent per annum), Cederberg (2.2 per cent) and 
Matzikama (1.5 per cent), have a notable contraction of the Agriculture sector as a 
key feature. Given the relative importance of the Agriculture sector within the 
Cederberg municipal economy and its implications for Rural employment, the short-
term economic prospects look bleak given its contraction of -1.6 per cent for the 
assessed period.  

While it is difficult to project agricultural growth in view of the climatic influences, the 
projected provincial-wide growth rate (1.7 per cent per annum, 2012 - 2017), the 
WCD trend growth rate (-0.4 per cent per annum) and the recession/recovery growth 
rate (0.6 per cent, 2008 - 2011) informed the assumption of 0.7 per cent real growth 
per annum.  According to the municipal survey response received there is reason to 
believe that the agricultural performance can improve over a 3 - 5 year time horizon 
which indicates a bleak short term future for the beleaguered sector, especially for 
the Cederberg economy. 

Figure 3 Cederberg sectoral composition: 2011 

 
 

Source: Quantec Research 
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The pedestrian growth of the WCD Manufacturing sector is explained to a large 
extent by the recessionary slump and only partial recoveries in key industries (metals 
and engineering, non-metal minerals, food and beverages and wood products) and 
the Saldanha Bay Municipality seems to be at the centre of the impact and - to a 
lesser extent – the Matzikama and Cederberg (1.5 per cent) Municipalities. 

Figure 4 Municipal contribution to real GDPR growth and size in the Province, 
2000 - 2013 

 
 

Source: Quantec Research 2014 (MERO 2014) 

From Figure 4 above we are able to deduce that growth in the Cederberg 
Municipality has been dismal which does not bode well for the region’s development 
aims going forward. In relation to growth and size to the Provincial economy, 
Cederberg recorded a figure of 0.8 per cent for the period 2000 - 2013, which is the 
third lowest overall.   

Table 2 Cederberg municipal sectoral growth, 2000 - 2013 

 Agricultural trend Manufacturing trend Services trend

Regional area 2000 - 2013 2000 - 2013 2000 - 2013

Matzikama  -0.3 0.6 3.3 

Cederberg  -1 1 4.5 

Bergrivier  -2.1 4 4.7 

Saldanha Bay  3.4 -1.7 6.8 

Swartland  0.3 2 5.2 

Former West Coast DMA 3.8 21.5 7.6 

Total West Coast real GDPR sector growth -0.2 0.8 5.4 
 

Source: Quantec Research 2014 (MERO 2014) 
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The sectoral growth for the three dominant sectors across the West Coast (including 
Cederberg) further indicates the slow growth and regression in some areas which has 
significant influence on the local economy of Cederberg. Agriculture which is a major 
contributor to Economic growth and employment alike is contracting, while 
manufacturing displays marginal growth of 1 per cent. The highly skilled Services 
sector remains robust at 4.5 per cent.  

4. Employment 

The Unemployment rate within the West Coast District gives a somewhat disjointed 
overview in 2011 when compared to the economic performance of the 
municipalities over the last decade or so. Cederberg Municipality (10.5 per cent) and 
Matzikama Municipality (14.0 per cent) record moderate unemployment statistics in 
light of their economic standing within the District. Swartland Municipality at 12.7 per 
cent is also relatively favourable but the major concern is that of Saldanha Bay at 
23.4 per cent albeit with the second largest working age population of 
44 829 persons. 

Figure 5 Unemployment rates, 2001 - 2011 

 
 

Source: Statistics South Africa Census 2001 and 2011  

According to the MERO 2013 profile, the size of Cederberg’s labour force is 
20 725 people of which 18 539 is employed and 2 186 unemployed. The 
unemployment rate was recorded at 10.5 per cent in 2011, the second lowest 
compare to other municipality within the West Coast region. The Cederberg labour 
force constitutes 41.6 per cent of the population of the municipal area. The 
Cederberg labour force furthermore constitutes 12.5 per cent of the West Coast 
District labour force. 
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Table 3 Net employment in Cederberg Municipality, 2000 - 2013 

 Change in net employment (number) 

 Agricultural trend Manufacturing trend Services trend 

Regional area 2000 - 2013 2000 - 2013 2000 - 2013 

Matzikama  -3 260 -100 410 

Cederberg  -3 910 -610 1 890 

Bergrivier  -5 950 -490 2 000 

Saldanha Bay  -2 190 -4 860 9 380 

Swartland  -4 370 -1 680 2 000 

Former West Coast DMA -100 100 570 

Total West Coast -19 800 -7 600 16 200 
 

Source: Quantec Research 2014 (MERO 2014) 

The Agriculture sector’s net job losses for Cederberg (2000 - 2013) are consistent with 
the surrounding municipalities across the West Coast District with a number of 
3 910 recorded. Manufacturing recorded 610 net job losses for the assessed period 
and coupled with Agriculture account for the two largest sectors with associated net 
job losses.  

5. Poverty 

The socio-economic index (SEP-LG 2013) gives a better reflection of the Socio-
economic status within the West Coast District with Matzikama and Cederberg in 
need of added resources and assistance for this particular category, as is consistent 
with most of the SEP-LG 2013 profile. The economic drivers of the region have 
recorded positive indices with Saldanha Bay and Swartland featuring prominently.  

Figure 6 Percentage of households living in poverty, 2001 - 2010 

 
 

Source: IHS Global Insight, 2010 

In relation to Cederberg Municipality’s Poverty Rate, a marginal increase from 
41.2 per cent in 2001 to 42.7 per cent in 2010 is evident. Of more concern is level of 
poverty recorded when compared with the 2010 figure of 21.7 per cent for the West 
Coast District and 22.1 per cent for the Western Cape. 
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Table 4 Household income across municipalities in the West Coast District, 2011 

West Coast 
District 

None 
income 

R1 -  
R4 800 

R4 801 - 
R9 600 

R9 601 - 
R19 600 

R19 601 - 
R38 200 

R38 201 - 
R76 400 

R76 401 - 
R153 800 

R153 801 - 
R307 600 

R307 601 - 
R614 400 

R614 001 - 
R1 228 800 

R1 228 801 - 
R2 457 600 R2 457 601+ 

Matzikama 8.2% 1.9% 3.3% 17.6% 24.7% 17.8% 11.8% 8.6% 4.4% 1.0% 0.4% 0.2% 

Cederberg 9.5% 1.9% 3.2% 17.8% 25.4% 21.1% 10.6% 6.4% 3% 0.8% 0.3% 0.2% 

Bergrivier 9.3% 1.4% 1.9% 13.5% 22.3% 22.4% 14% 9.1% 4.4% 0.8% 0.4% 0.4% 

Saldanha Bay 13.9% 2.4% 4% 10.7% 17.4% 16.7% 15.2% 11.5% 6.1% 1.5% 0.4% 0.3% 

Swartland 10.5% 1.7% 2.6% 13.4% 21.7% 20.1% 13% 9.5% 5.5% 1.5% 0.4% 0.2% 

Source: Quantec Research, 2014 

Household income within the Cederberg Municipality is concentrated around the 
R9 601 - R19 600 (17.8 per cent), R19 601 - R38 200 (25.4 per cent), and R38 201 - 
R76 400 (21.1 per cent) per annum income bands. This is consistent with the West 
Coast region’s surrounding municipalities who are concentrated in similar income 
groups. However, the number of households varies significantly across municipalities 
with Saldanha Bay and Swartland leading the way in this area given the size of their 
dominant economies across the region.   

6. Safety and security 

Figure 7 Crime in Cederberg Municipality, 2004/05 to 2013/14 

 
 

Source: South African Police Service, 2014 

Drug-related crime is the dominant category for Cederberg currently standing at 
819 cases for 2013/14 having risen sharply to 751 cases in 2011/13. Burglaries are 
placed second with a gradual increase annually to the current figure of 227 cases in 
2013/14. Given the rural nature of the economy and the associated socio-economic 
challenges that typify the Cederberg topography, the surge in drug-related crime is a 
worrying factor.  

2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14

Burglary at residential premises 235 194 144 155 171 188 193 226 207 227

Driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs 51 69 80 75 90 91 75 70 63 48

Drug-related crime 687 634 664 764 743 562 654 549 751 819

Murder 22 29 25 15 25 16 24 27 33 26

Total Sexual Crimes 111 91 106 111 109 113 127 151 128 133
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7. Access to basic services 

The Household Services Hexagon above displays the percentage of households 
receiving the minimum basic services in Cederberg compared to that of the Western 
Cape. In 2001 Cederberg outperformed the Western Cape average in terms of 
water, energy and housing. It performed below par with regard to sanitation and 
refuse removal.  

Table 5 Access to household services, 2013 

 Water Sanitation Energy Refuse removal Housing 

Regional area 2011 2013 2011 2013 2011 2013 2011 2013 2011 2013 

West Coast District 98.4% 98.3% 87.4% 87.4% 94.5% 94.4% 76.5% 76.6% 88.5% 88.3% 

Matzikama 96.4% 96.4% 70.1% 70.0% 88.8% 88.7% 68.0% 76.6% 89.1% 88.9% 

Cederberg 97.8% 97.8% 82.6% 82.5% 89.3% 89.2% 58.2% 58.2% 88.2% 88.0% 

Bergrivier 98.4% 98.4% 89.8% 89.8% 94.8% 94.7% 67.1% 58.2% 94.5% 94.5% 

Saldanha Bay 99.2% 99.2% 96.2% 96.2% 97.1% 97.1% 96.5% 96.5% 82.1% 81.8% 

Swartland 99.0% 99.0% 90.8% 90.7% 97.7% 97.7% 76.1% 76.1% 91.3% 91.2% 

Source: Quantec Research, 2014 

Much improvement has been shown in the provision of all basic services within 
Cederberg from 2001 to 2011. Water provision appears to be in line with the District 
trends at 97.8 per cent in 2013, while Sanitation (82.5 per cent), Energy (89.2 per cent) 
and Housing (88 per cent) are at acceptable levels but rank marginally lower than 
surrounding municipalities within the West Coast region. Thus refuse removal appears 
to be the biggest basic service delivery issue in Cederberg. 

The Municipality’s biggest strength lies in water and energy provision as levels of 
access is the highest. Nevertheless, there is still room for improvement in terms of basic 
service delivery at Cederberg Municipality. This is crucial to improve the quality of life 
of households in the municipal area. 

8. Concluding remarks 

The developmental challenges facing the Cederberg Municipality are real and 
many. As per the above analysis, the following areas require immediate intervention 
and policy shifts to support the numbers recorded to date:  

1. Education - the low literacy rates when compared to District averages. 

2. Economic performance - the decline of the Agriculture and Manufacturing 
sectors. 

3. Employment - the dwindling labour force as a whole and the job losses 
associated with decline in Agriculture.  

4. Poverty - The higher than average poverty rate when compared to District 
averages.  

5. Basic Service Delivery - the extremely low figures recorded for Refuse Removal.  
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Table 6 National Development Plan 2030 targets vs Cederberg current status 

Indicator NDP 2030 Target Cederberg 2011 Status 

Poverty For zero households to be below the 
R418 monthly income poverty line. 

The poverty rate in 2010 of 42.7 per cent is 
well above the provincial figure of 22.1 per 
cent. This remains a burning issue.  

Per Capita Income Per capita income of R110 000. In 2012/13 the GDP per capita figures was 
R19 474 which is some way off the 
R110 000 figure.  

Inequality Gini coefficient of 0.6. The Gini coefficient of 0.61 appears in line 
with the NDP target but in truth this is 
partly skewed given the minimal labour 
force and thus economically active 
population vs total population.  

Unemployment 6 per cent. The 2011 figure of 10.5 per cent is minimal 
on a District scale but still some way off the 
NDP target.  

Education All children to have at least 2 years of pre-
school education. 

80 per cent of learners to get 50 per cent 
for Grades 3, 6 and 9 literacy, mathematics 
and science.  

A learner retention ratio of 90 per cent. 

Cederberg Municipality has the lowest 
literate rate compared to all municipalities 
in the West Coast District at 73.22. The 
Matric pass rate for 2012 of 90.9 in 2012 is 
also concerning.  

Economic growth 5.4 per cent per annum. While the economic recovery is 
commendable and hovering around the 
3 per cent level at present, it is still some 
way off the targeted 5.4 per cent.  

Access to basic 
services 

Access to Electricity at 95 per cent. 
Expansion of the renewable energy 
sources including a national target of 
5 million solar water heaters by 2030.  

Refuse removal appears to be the biggest 
basic service delivery issue in Cederberg. 

100 per cent access to clean potable 
water. 
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