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G​rading proposal and nomination to the Heritage Register 

 

Proposed Heritage Register Site:  

Stanford’s functioning irrigation water infrastructure (leiwater). 

 

Brief Statement of Significance:  

In terms of Section 30(1) of the NHRA (Act 25 of 1999) the Stanford Heritage                             
Committee, as a subcommittee of Stanford Conservation Trust, and a registered                     
Conservation Body in terms of Section 25(1)b, hereby formally requests that the                       
provincial heritage resources authority identifies the special qualities of Stanford’s                   
historical water furrow infrastructure as significant in the context of the local and                         
regional area in terms of the heritage criteria set out in Section 3(3) and prescribed                             
under Section 7(1)c.  

 

The irrigation water furrow (leiwater) is identified in the Overstrand Heritage                     
Inventory as having integral significance to the aesthetic qualities of the town, as                         1

well as holding intrinsic social and technological significance. Much of the alignment                       
falls within the demarcated heritage area. The furrow is is a rare example of                           
‘functioning heritage’. 

 

Heritage Western Cape is urged to support the proposed grading of the leiwater as                           
a Grade IIIa Heritage Resource, and include it in the Heritage Register. 

 

Proposed By:  

Stanford Heritage Committee (Registration HM/CB/0815/30) 

 

1 Baumann,​ ​ N.,​ ​ Attwell,​ ​ M.,​ ​ Clift,​ ​ H.,​ ​ Deacon,​ ​ H.,​ ​ Jacobs,​ ​ G.,​ ​ Oberholzer,​ ​ B ​ ​ and​ ​ Winter,​ ​ S.​ ​ 
2009.​ ​ Draft Overstrand​ ​ Heritage​ ​ Survey.​ ​ Prepared​ ​ for​ ​ the​ ​ Overstrand​ ​ Municipality 
 



Date Proposed: ​15 May 2018  

Contact Details: Ms Katie Smuts, Chair   

stanfordheritage@gmail.com  072 796 7754 

 

Name of Property:  

Stanford water furrow infrastructure managed by the Overstrand Municipality and                   
Stanford Heritage Committee. 

 

Contact details:  

The Stanford Heritage Committee 

 PO Box 539 STANFORD 7210  stanfordheritage@gmail.com 

 

Street Number and Street:  

Alignment mainly along grid street system of historic core and proclaimed Heritage                       
Area (S.58(1) of the NHRA; Government Gazette No 1909 of 15th December, 1995). 

 

Suburb:  

Not applicable 

 

Town:  

Stanford 

 

Cadastral Information  

Erf/ Farm Number: 

The alignment of the furrow infrastructure is located principally on municipal land                       
(Erf 645) in the main streets, running along orthogonal alignments in the town.                         
Occasionally it crosses private erven but these crossings are the exception. 

 

Registration Division:  

Stanford urban area  



Longitude:​ Between 19​o​27’28.55”E and 19​o​26’58.98”E 

Latitude:​ Between 34​o​26’06.60’’S and 34​o​27’10.14”S  

Map Reference:​ 3419AD Stanford: 1:50 000  

Recording Method:​ GIS 

 

Type of Resource  

Place  

Structure  ☒  

Archaeological Site  

Palaeontological Site  

Geological Feature  

Grave  

Do moveable objects relating to the site form part of the Nomination?: ☑  

The sluices serving individual properties and branch lines.  
 

Sphere of Significance High Med Low  

International  

National  

Provincial  

Regional  ☑  

Local  ☑ 

 

Specialist group or community  

Water users with rights of access to irrigation water in terms of their location along                             
the furrow and rights invested in property owners’ title deeds. 

 

What other similar sites may be compared to the site? How does the site 
compare to these sites?  

Irrigation water furrows occur in several towns throughout the country, most                     
notable Prince Albert, where the furrows were declared a Provincial Heritage Site.                       
In many towns, these furrows have become dysfunctional. Stanford’s functioning                   



leiwater is inextricably aligned with the town’s agricultural origins, it’s street grid                       
and its character. Further to this, many properties still make use of the water                           
provided by the furrow for vegetable gardens for home and commercial purposes,                       
as well as for gardening and decorative water features. The discharge of leiwater                         
into the Klein River also forms an important component of the healthy functioning                         
of the estuarine ecosystem. 

 

Owner:  

Overstrand Municipality, Stanford Office 

 

Postal Address: ​P.O Box 84, Stanford, 7210 

Telephone: ​028 341 8500 

Cell:​ N/A  

E-Mail: ​enquiries@overstrand.gov.za  

Web Page: ​https://www.overstrand.gov.za/en/ 

Contact Person:​ ​Ms Petronella Ferreira (Stanford Municipal Manager) 

 

Expanded statement of significance; 
The irrigation furrow is indeed ‘functioning heritage’, and as such forms part of the                           
Overstrand Heritage Survey (Baumann et al. 2009). Currently the leiwater system,                     
which is primarily routed along the orthogonal street grid of the proclaimed                       
Heritage Area of Stanford, is maintained by the Stanford department of the                       
Overstrand Municipality. As much of this management involves minor repair work                     
and maintenance, none of this is referred to the Stanford Heritage Committee for                         
comment, oversight or approval. The cumulative effect of these ongoing alterations                     
to the leiwater is the gradual degradation of the integrity, authenticity and heritage                         
significance of the system. Indeed, it does not appear that the Municipality                       
considers the leiwater system to be of any heritage significance, or a vulnerable                         
resource that requires specific, proactive maintenance and care. It is not deemed                       
necessary that the leiwater system be protected by proclamation as a Provincial                       
Heritage Site. Stanford is well served by its active and effective Conservation Body,                         
Stanford Heritage Committee, and the SHC believe that formalised grading and                     
inclusion of the site on the Heritage Register should be sufficient measures to                         
ensure its proper management, under their mandated oversight. 



 

* Short history of the leiwater : 2

The eponymous Sir Robert Stanford bought the farm Kleine Riviers Valley in 1838, 
at which point an overshot mill already existed on the property. This had been built 
by the previous owner, Samuel Parlby, who had owned the farm from 1831. 
Immediately after Philippus de Bruyn bought the Kleine Riviers Valley Farm in 1855 
from the Sir Robert Stanford, he began surveying the land and setting out a village 
of 200 erven on 123 hectares.  

 

Plots in the village were auctioned from May 1856, with reference to the availability                           
of water. The existence of an overshot mill is also recorded among the existing                           
buildings in the village, which comprised the farmhouse and outbuildings. The                     
presence of the mill indicates a likely early date for the management of water in the                               
settlement, although it was the surveying and laying out of the village that resulted                           
in the design and construction of the leiwater. The conditions of sale stipulate that                           
all the inhabitants would have free access to the water of the village “for culinary                             
and other domestic purposes”, with 97 having irrigation rights. 

 

With the village slow to grow, the provision of water was secure and sufficient for                             
municipal purposes. The importance of this resource is evidenced by two                     
incidences in Stanford’s history. The first is the formation of the municipality in                         
1919 (since subsumed under Overstrand Municipality). The owner of the farm on                       
which the Eye is situated was planning to sell the land, resulting in the formation of                               
the municipality as a direct response to the threat to the water supply. The                           
municipality was able to purchase the land, and secure the spring and its water.                           
The second was a protracted court case that arose after population pressures in                         
1967 led to water restrictions being put in place. Despite the Eye producing ample                           
water, this water was piped into the village at this point via a 10cm pipe, which                               
resulted in water shortages in high demand periods. A water-bailiff was appointed                       
and paid per summons, which were handed out to people found to be watering                           
gardens outside of permitted times. Within 2 months he summoned 8 people,                       
including two women over 80 years of age. The magistrate dismissed the case                         
indicating that the municipality was responsible for providing the villagers with                     
water and had failed in that duty. 

2 Source: Mouton, A. 2008. Stanford 150: Portrait of a Village. Village Life: Stanford. 
Welcome to the Overberg. 2006. A lack of water, but an excess of brandy [online]. Available at 
http://www.overberg.co.za/content/view/348/​ [Accessed 25 July 2018]. 

http://www.overberg.co.za/content/view/348/


 

* Physical description of the heritage resource; 

The source of the leiwater is 1.2 kilometres from the Queen Victoria entrance to the                             
town, over the R43 at the “Stanford Eye” (Stanford Oog), a naturally occurring                         
spring. This alluvial spring puts out approximately 4.7 million litres of water per day.                           
From the Eye, the water, the water flows into the man-made Willem Appel Dam.                           
While most of the leiwater runs through open concrete channels at the roads’                         
edges, parts of it are piped below ground, including from the source to the dam                             
and from the dam along Longmarket and across several plots to the corner of                           
Bezuidenhout and Quick Street, where it re-emerges as an open channel. 

 

The leiwater is variable in cross-section, but generally measures between 40 and                       
60cm wide and from 20 to 30cm deep. From its source at the Eye, its reticulation is                                 
approximately 7.15 km in extent (4.12km in channels, and 3.03km in pipes). 

 

The focus of this application for Grade IIIa status is that section within the                           
Conservation Area, as marked on Figure 2. 

   



Figures and Plates 

 
Figure 1. Location of Stanford within the Western Cape. 

 



 
Figure 2. Aerial image of Stanford Eye and the leiwater system within the proclaimed Heritage Area. 

 



 
Figure 3. Close up of the leiwater system within Stanford North. 

 
Plate 1. Historic depiction of the leiwater 

 



 
Plate 2. Leiwater at corner of Queen Victoria and Church Streets, showing old Post Office in c. 1920 

(cf. Plate 5). View to south. 

 
Plate 3. Photograph of Church Street, with the leiwater running past the old Post Office, c. 1930 with 

Kleine Rivier Valley Farmhouse visible beyond Post Office (cf. Plates 5 & 6). View to south.  



 
Plate 4a. Newspaper article regarding 1967 court case. 



 
Plate 4b. Further article about the court case in 1967 



 

Plate 5. Leiwater along Church Street past old Post Office (l). View to south. 

Plate 6. Leiwater along Church Street past Kleine Rivier Valley Farmhouse (r). View to North.  

 
Plate 7. Leiwater alongside the Stanford Hotel on Shortmarket Street (l). View to north. 

Plate 8. Leiwater down Queen Victoria Street (r). View to west. 



 

Plate 9. Leiwater along Shortmarket Street opposite Village Green. View to south. 

 

Plate 10a. Sluice on Village Green (l). View to west 

Plate 10b. Sluice on Village Green, detail (r). View to west. 



 

Plate 11. Cottage on Morton Street with leiwater sloot (l). View to southeast. 

Plate 12. Cottage on Shortmarket Street with leiwater sloot (r). View to south west. 

 

Plate 13. Cottage on corner of Church and Morton Streets with leiwater sloot. View to south. 

 

 

 

   



Type of Significance: 
Local (high) and Regional (high) 

 

1. Historical Value: 
a. It is important in the community, or pattern of history: 

1. Importance in the evolution of cultural landscapes and settlement 
patterns. ☑ 

2. Importance in exhibiting density, richness or diversity of cultural features 
illustrating the human occupation and evolution of the nation, Province, 
region or locality. ☑ 

3. Importance for association with events, developments or cultural phases 
that have had a significant role in the human occupation and evolution of the 
nation, Province, region or community. ☑ 

4. Importance as an example for technical, creative, design or artistic 
excellence, innovation or achievement in a particular period. ☑ 

 

b. It has strong or special association with the life or work of a person, group 
or organization of importance in history: 

1. Importance for close associations with individuals, groups or organizations 
whose life, works or activities have been significant within the history of the 
nation, Province, region or community. ☑ 

 

c. It has significance relating to the history of slavery: 

1. Importance for a direct link to the history of slavery in South Africa. ☒ 

 

2. Aesthetic Value 
a. It is important in exhibiting particular aesthetic characteristics valued by a 
community or cultural group. 

1. Importance to a community for aesthetic characteristics held in high 
esteem or otherwise valued by the community. ☑ 

2. Importance for its creative, design or artistic excellence, innovation or 
achievement. ☑ 



3. Importance for its contribution to the aesthetic values of the setting 
demonstrated by a landmark quality or having impact on important vistas or 
otherwise contributing to the identified aesthetic qualities of the cultural 
environs or the natural landscape within which it is located. ☑ 

4. In the case of an historic precinct, importance for the aesthetic character 
created by the individual components which collectively form a significant 
streetscape, townscape or cultural environment.☑ 

 

3. Scientific Value 
a. It has potential to yield information that will contribute to an 
understanding of natural or cultural heritage. 

1. Importance for information contributing to a wider understanding of 
natural or cultural history by virtue of its use as a research site, teaching site, 
type locality, reference or benchmark site.☑ 

2. Importance for information contributing to a wider understanding of the 
origin of the universe or of the development of the earth. ☒ 

3. Importance for information contributing to a wider understanding of the 
origin of life; the development of plant or animal species, or the biological or 
cultural development of hominid or human species.☒ 

4. Importance for information contributing to a wider understanding of the 
origin of life; the development of plant or animal species, or the biological or 
cultural development of hominid or human species.☒ 

5. Importance for its potential to yield information contributing to a wider 
understanding of the history of human occupation of the nation, Province, 
region or locality. ☑ 

 

b. It is important in demonstrating a high degree of creative or technical 
achievement at a particular period 

1. Importance for its technical innovation or achievement. ☑ 

 

4. Social Value 
a. It has strong or special association with a particular community or cultural 
group for social, cultural or spiritual reasons 



1. Importance as a place highly valued by a community or cultural group for 
reasons of social, cultural, religious, spiritual, symbolic, aesthetic or 
educational associations. ☑ 

2. Importance in contributing to a community’s sense of place. ☑ 

 

Degrees of Significance 

5. Rarity 
a. It possesses uncommon, rare or endangered aspects of natural or cultural 
heritage 

1. Importance for rare, endangered or uncommon structures, landscapes or 
phenomena.☑ 

2. Importance in demonstrating a distinctive way of life, custom, process, 
land-use, function or design no longer practiced in, or in danger of being lost 
from, or of exceptional interest to the nation, Province, region or locality. ☑ 

 

6. Representivity: 
a. It is important in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a particular 
class of natural or cultural places or objects 

1. Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of a range of 
landscapes or environments, the attributes of which identify it as being 
characteristic of its class. ☒ 

2. Importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of human                 
activities (including way of life, philosophy, custom, process, land-use,                 
function, design or technique) in the environment of the nation, Province,                     
region or locality. ☑ 

 


