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WSP Statement of Qualifications and Limitations  
WSP prepared this report solely for the use of the intended recipient, Ontario Ministry of Transportation, in 
accordance with the professional services agreement between the parties. The report is intended to be used in its 
entirety. No excerpts may be taken to be representative of the findings in the assessment. 

The conclusions presented in this report are based on work performed by trained, professional and technical staff, in 
accordance with their reasonable interpretation of current and accepted engineering and scientific practices at the 
time the work was performed. 

The content and opinions contained in the present report are based on the observations and/or information available 
to WSP at the time of preparation, using investigation techniques and engineering analysis methods consistent with 
those ordinarily exercised by WSP and other engineering/scientific practitioners working under similar conditions, and 
subject to the same time, financial and physical constraints applicable to this project.  

WSP disclaims any obligation to update this report if, after the date of this report, any conditions appear to differ 
significantly from those presented in this report; however, WSP reserves the right to amend or supplement this report 
based on additional information, documentation or evidence. 

WSP makes no other representations whatsoever concerning the legal significance of its findings. 

The intended recipient is solely responsible for the disclosure of any information contained in this report. If a third 
party makes use of, relies on, or makes decisions in accordance with this report, said third party is solely responsible 
for such use, reliance or decisions. WSP does not accept responsibility for damages, if any, suffered by any third 
party as a result of decisions made or actions taken by said third party based on this report.  

WSP has provided services to the intended recipient in accordance with the professional services agreement 
between the parties and in a manner consistent with that degree of care, skill and diligence normally provided by 
members of the same profession performing the same or comparable services in respect of projects of a similar 
nature in similar circumstances. It is understood and agreed by WSP and the recipient of this report that WSP 
provides no warranty, express or implied, of any kind. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, it is agreed and 
understood by WSP and the recipient of this report that WSP makes no representation or warranty whatsoever as to 
the sufficiency of its scope of work for the purpose sought by the recipient of this report. 

In preparing this report, WSP has relied in good faith on information provided by others, as noted in the report. WSP 
has reasonably assumed that the information provided is correct and WSP is not responsible for the accuracy or 
completeness of such information. 

Benchmark and elevations used in this report are primarily to establish relative elevation differences between the 
specific testing and/or sampling locations and should not be used for other purposes, such as grading, excavating, 
construction, planning, development, etc. 

Design recommendations given in this report are applicable only to the project and areas as described in the text and 
then only if constructed in accordance with the details stated in this report. The comments made in this report on 
potential construction issues and possible methods are intended only for the guidance of the designer. The number of 
testing and/or sampling locations may not be sufficient to determine all the factors that may affect construction 
methods and costs. We accept no responsibility for any decisions made or actions taken as a result of this report 
unless we are specifically advised of and participate in such action, in which case our responsibility will be as agreed 
to at that time.] 

This limitations statement is considered an integral part of this report. 





 

  







   

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

          

Table of Contents  
page 

Executive Summary  ......................................................... i  

1. Introduction  .............................................................. 1 

2. Policy Context  .......................................................... 4 

2.1 Planning Act and Provincial Policy Statement .................... 4 
2.2 Ontario Heritage Act ........................................................... 5 

2.3 Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial 
Heritage Properties ............................................................ 5 

2.4 MTO Environmental Guide for Built Heritage and 
Cultural Heritage Landscapes ............................................ 5 

2.5 Municipal Policies ............................................................... 6 

3. The Study Area  ......................................................... 7 

3.1 The CHAR Study Area ....................................................... 7 
3.2 Study Area Background ................................................... 10 

3.2.1 Long List to Short List of Route Alternatives ..................... 10 
3.2.2 Short List to Technically Preferred Alignment ................... 10 
3.2.3 Technically Preferred Alignment to Preferred 

Alignment .......................................................................... 11 

4. Study Area Historical Context  ............................... 13 

4.1 Research Methodology .................................................... 13 

4.2 Pre-Contact Overview of Southern Ontario ...................... 14 
4.3 Toronto Carrying-Place Trail ............................................ 16 

4.4 A Summary of the History of Euro-Canadian 
Settlement in the Study Area ............................................ 17 

4.5 Halton County ................................................................... 17 
4.5.1 Esquesing Township ......................................................... 18 
4.5.2 Trafalgar Township ............................................................ 21 

4.6 Peel County ...................................................................... 23 
4.6.1 Township of Toronto Gore ................................................. 26 



   

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

          

4.6.2 Albion Township ................................................................ 27 
4.6.3 Chinguacousy Township ................................................... 29 

4.7 York County ...................................................................... 30 
4.7.1 Township of Vaughan ........................................................ 33 
4.7.2 Township of King ............................................................... 35 

4.8 Major Roads within the Counties of York, Peel, and 
Halton ............................................................................... 38 

4.9 Early Railways .................................................................. 38 
4.10 Major Waterways .............................................................. 39 

4.10.1 Sixteen Mile Creek ............................................................ 39 
4.10.2 Credit River ....................................................................... 39 
4.10.3 Humber River .................................................................... 40 

4.11 Post-war Growth of the Greater Toronto Area and 
Municipal Amalgamations................................................. 41 

4.12 Brief Historical Map Review .............................................. 42 

5. Known and Potential BHRs and CHLs within 
the Study Area  ........................................................ 43 

5.1 Stakeholder and Agency Input ......................................... 48 
5.2 Indigenous Community Engagement ............................... 51 

6. Preliminary Impact Assessment  ........................... 53 

7. Conclusion and Recommendations  ..................... 55 

7.1 Conclusion ........................................................................ 55 
7.2 Recommendations ........................................................... 56 

7.2.1 General Mitigation Measures ............................................ 56 
7.2.2 Next Steps ......................................................................... 57 

8. Sources  ................................................................... 60 

8.1 Primary and Secondary Sources ...................................... 60 
8.2 Provincial Standards and Resources ............................... 64 

 



   

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

          

List of Figures  

Figure 1-1: Highway 413 Route ...................................................................................... 2 
Figure 3-1: Preliminary Design Overlaid on Topographical Map .................................... 8 
Figure 3-2: Preliminary Design Overlaid on Satellite Imagery ........................................ 9 
Figure 5-1: Reference Map that illustrates the Known and Potential BHRs or 

CHLs identified within and Adjacent to the Study Area .............................. 47 

 

List of Tables  

Table 4-1:  Cultural Chronology for Indigenous Settlement in Southern Ontario .......... 15 
Table 5-1:  Summary of Known and Potential BHRs and CHLs within the Study 

Area (n=60) ................................................................................................ 45 
Table 5-2: Record of Stakeholder and Agency Input .................................................. 49 
Table 7-1:  Summary of Preliminary Impact Assessment for Properties where 

Further Technical Cultural Heritage Studies are Recommended 
(n=48) ........................................................................................................ 58 

 

Appendices  

Appendix A. Cultural Heritage Assessment Report List of Known and Potential BHRs 
and CHLs and Preliminary Impact Assessment 

Appendix B. Historical Map Set 

Appendix C. Location of Known and Potential BHRs or CHLs 

Appendix D. Summary of BHRs and CHLs Directly Adjacent to the Preliminary Design 

Appendix E. 2020 Preferred Alignment Announcement 

Appendix F. MCM Criteria for Evaluating Potential for Built Heritage Resources and 
Cultural Heritage Landscapes 

Appendix G. Heritage Designation By-Laws  





   

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

Page 2           

traffic and provide links between urban centres. 400-series highways feature full grade 
separations (such as bridges) at most intersecting roads and railway lines. Interchanges 
are provided along the 400-series highways to connect to other highways and municipal 
roads. These highways have design standards to accommodate high speeds and 
various collision avoidance and traffic management systems. Highway 413 is proposed 
to have a posted speed limit of 110 kilometres per hour. 

Figure 1-1: Highway 413 Route  
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specialist. In addition, the MTO Environmental Guide for Built Heritage and Cultural 
Heritage Landscapes (2007) provides more detailed guidance for the identification and 
assessment of BHRs and CHLs and appropriate mitigation measures for 
implementation in the design and construction processes in transportation projects. 

2.5 Municipal Policies  
In addition to provincial policies, local area policy documents are considered in the 
context of the CHAR. At the municipal level, official plans provide the context and 
boundaries within which a municipality operates with regard to land use, development 
and growth and helps to ensure that future planning and development will meet the 
specific needs of the community. The Planning Act requires that an official plan conform 
to, or does not conflict with, provincial plans, has regard for matters of provincial 
interest, and is consistent with the PPS.  

Municipal policies have the potential to influence transportation needs by shaping the 
patterns of travel demand and in turn impacting the modes of travel used. Municipalities 
develop their projected future land use and population growth in accordance with the 
Provincial Policy Statement, which are then factored into the travel demand model. The 
official plans of the Regions of Halton, Peel and York have been considered throughout 
the CHAR. 
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3. The Study Area  

3.1 The CHAR Study Area  
The Project has evolved significantly since 2015, and the Preliminary Design phase of 
Highway 413 is now nearing completion. The Study Area used for this CHAR 
encompasses the Preliminary Design, which includes the right-of-way for the Project 
(Figure 3-1 and Figure 3-2).  

The Study Area encompasses all lands within the Preliminary Design right-of-way, 
including any areas that may be affected by the Project. This allows for an assessment 
of all potential impacts, such as those related to construction activities and the 
implementation of the design, as well as effects associated with transportation-related 
infrastructure including access roads, detours, staging and storage areas, and other 
works required for the construction, operation and maintenance of the highway. The 
Study Area provides a boundary that guides the development of the project 
recommendations. The project recommendations are aimed at avoiding or reducing the 
impacts to the known and potential BHRs and CHLs, along with recommending 
mitigating measures and outlining subsequent actions. Figure 3-1 and Figure 3-2 
depict the Study Area. 

The boundaries of the Study Area encompass the western and northern perimeters of 
Brampton, tracing the boundary between Halton and Peel regions before proceeding 
northwest into York Region. Its southwestern endpoint is a freeway-to-freeway junction 
at the existing interchange of Highway 401 and Highway 407 Express Toll Route, near 
Halton Hills, Milton, and Mississauga. The Study Area passes through Brampton, 
crossing the Credit River east of Georgetown, and continues northward. The Study Area 
then goes through Caledon, interchanging with key roads and highways, including a 
connection with an extended Highway 410. The Study Area crosses the Peel-York 
regional boundary at Regional Road 50, encountering a freeway-to-freeway interchange 
with a Highway 427 extension from Major Mackenzie Drive West. The Study Area then 
curves northeast, traversing the CP MacTier Subdivision and spanning the Humber 
River before reaching an interchange with York Regional Road 27 north of Kleinburg. 
The final segment of the Study Area proceeds east, situated between Kirby Road and 
King Vaughan Road, and concludes at a freeway-to-freeway interchange with Highway 
400. 
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Figure 3-1: Preliminary Design  Overlaid on Topographical Map  
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Figure 3-2: Preliminary Design  Overlaid on Satellite Imagery  

 



   

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

Page 10           

3.2 Study Area Background  
The following sections summarize the evolution of the study area (2015 to present) and 
assessment of cultural heritage existing conditions and preliminary impacts which 
contributed to development of the Preliminary Design.  

3.2.1 Long List to Short List  of  Route  Alternatives   
The project commenced with approval of the Greater Toronto Area West Corridor 
Environmental Assessment Terms of Reference by the Ontario Minister of the 
Environment. A long list of proposed route alternatives within the Route Planning Study 
Area was presented at Public Information Centre #1 for public consultation. A workshop, 
with specialists from various disciplines, including cultural heritage, was then 
undertaken to assess the relative benefits and impacts of each route alternative. The 
assessment was based on information gathered from secondary sources and field visits 
to identify preliminary environmental sensitivities, including known and potential BHRs 
and CHLs, located within the Route Planning Study Area. A consensus was reached 
resulting in a short list of alternatives to be carried forward for more detailed evaluation.  

3.2.2 Short List to Technically Preferred Alignment  
A process of detailed evaluation of the short-listed alternatives was initiated. The 
evaluation was a two-step process. The first step (assessment) entailed the 
identification of advantages and disadvantages of the various alternatives under 
consideration. At this stage, each environmental feature was examined to determine the 
extent of potential effect, based on existing data and field investigations. Net effects 
were identified; these refer to the effects on the environment that remain after standard 
mitigation measures have been applied to reduce the extent of the effect. 

The second step was the evaluation itself. This step built upon the information obtained 
from the assessment stage and involved a comparative analysis of the advantages and 
disadvantages of the alternatives considered to select a preferred alternative method(s). 
At this stage, the relative importance of the environmental features and significance of 
the effects were determined. 

As part of this process, the AECOM cultural heritage team completed desktop screening 
to identify properties with known and potential cultural heritage value or interest (CHVI) 
located within the Route Planning Study Area. The cultural heritage team did this by 
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using the Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism (MCM) Criteria for Evaluating 
Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscapes: A Checklist 
for the Non-Specialist, 2015, aerial photography, historical mapping, and archival 
research. Collection and review of this information, in conjunction with the completion of 
the 2015 field review, resulted in the identification of a master list and route alternative 
mapping of known and potential BHRs and CHLs within the Route Planning Study Area. 

The development of the net effects and comparative evaluation tables took place over 
several months. This iterative process involved field activities, consultation with a range 
of stakeholders and Indigenous communities, and significant co-ordination between 
specialists. At this stage of the Project (late 2015), the study was suspended by the 
Province prior to presentation of the technically preferred alignment to stakeholders or 
the public. 

When the study resumed in 2019, the AECOM cultural heritage team completed a net 
effects analysis as part of this process. Project Team workshops were held to review 
the net effects and comparative evaluation tables produced by the various disciplines 
with the goal of discussing any changes that might change the recommendations for the 
technically preferred alignment. The outcome of this review was that the technically 
preferred alignment identified in 2015 remained the same. 

The Technically Preferred Alignment, including the preferred interchange locations, was 
presented at Public Information Centre #2. The Focused Analysis Area (FAA) was also 
updated to surround the Technically Preferred Alignment. The FAA is a zone 
surrounding the Route that defines which properties continue to be within an area of 
interest as the Project progresses. This area is wider than the Preferred Alignment and 
more refined than the Preliminary Study Area, providing necessary flexibility to refine 
the route as the Preliminary Design progresses. Properties located within the FAA could 
be directly impacted by Highway 413, ancillary uses, or if refinements are made to the 
route during the Preliminary Design stage. The FAA was first shown at PIC #1 in 2014. 
A reduced FAA was then presented alongside the Draft Technically Preferred Alignment 
at PIC #2 in 2019. 

3.2.3 Technically Preferred Alignment to Preferred 
Alignment  

An extensive consultation program was undertaken to present the Technically Preferred 
Alignment and provide opportunity for a wide range of comments and input on the 
evaluation of the alternatives and the rationale for the Technically Preferred Alignment. 
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4.4 A Summary of the History of Euro -
Canadian Settlement in the Study Area  

Historically, the Study Area crosses through seven geographic townships, including 
Trafalgar North, and Esquesing South located in historic Halton County, Chinguacousy 
North and South, Albion, and Toronto Gore townships located in the historic Peel 
County, and Vaughan and King townships, located in the historic York County. The 
historical development of these three counties and seven townships are described in 
the sections below to provide an understanding of the history of the Study Area.  

4.5 Halton County  
The current Regional Municipality of Halton was formed in 1974 as the successor to the 
former County of Halton by the Regional Municipality of Halton Act, 1973. Its precursor, 
Halton County, was created in 1816 from the West Riding of York County and was one 
of the counties that composed the Gore District, which was also organized in 1816 from 
parts of the Home and Niagara Districts (Government of Ontario, 2012-2023). 
Settlement in the area first began in 1783 with settlers that were primarily United Empire 
Loyalists from the Niagara area. The Gore District was comprised of Halton, Wentworth, 
Waterloo, and Wellington Counties, and in 1817, 6,684 inhabitants were recorded 
(Government of Ontario, 2012-2023; Walker & Miles, 1877: 76). The Gore District was 
named after the Lieutenant Governor of Upper Canada from 1806 to 1817, Sir Francis 
Gore, and Halton County after Major William Matthew Halton, secretary to Gore.  

With the abolition of administrative districts in 1849, Halton was separated from the 
Gore District and became the United Counties of Wentworth and Halton, which were 
subsequently separated in 1853. At this time, Halton was comprised of the Townships 
of Nelson, Trafalgar, Esquesing, and Nassagaweya. Historically, Halton County was 
bounded to the south by Lake Ontario, to the east by Peel County, to the north by 
Wellington County, and to the west by Wentworth County. Major railways through the 
County included the Grand Trunk Railway, the Great Western Railway, the Hamilton 
and Northwestern Railway, and the Credit Valley Railway. Currently, the Regional 
Municipality of Halton comprises the City of Burlington and the Towns of Halton Hills, 
Milton, and Oakville.  

The 1877 Illustrated Historical Atlas will be referenced throughout this section since it 
provides a valuable record of the history of the County of Halton and Township of 
Esquesing in the nineteenth century. By 1877, when the Illustrated Historical Atlas was 
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Chinguacousy, Toronto Gore, Caledon, and Albion. These five townships were included 
in the Home District, based out York (present-day Toronto). In 1820, the Mississauga 
First Nation sold the land around the Credit River as they were no longer able to 
maintain control over the area with the increased number of settlers. They established 
the Credit Mission Village on the Credit River as a farming community (peelregion.ca). 

The development of the five townships was rapid over the next several decades. In the 
five townships that made up Peel, their population in 1821 was 1,435. Twenty years 
later in 1841, the population had grown to 12,993, and had doubled to 24,816 just ten 
years later in 1851 (peelregion.ca). The rapid growth was fuelled by the push to settle 
the land by the colonial government of Upper Canada. The result of the rapid growth of 
settlers forced the last members of the Mississauga First Nation out of the region. 
Unable to sustain their community in the face of growing settlers, the Credit Mission 
Village shutdown and moved in 1847 to the Six Nations Reserve near Hagersville where 
they established the Mississaugas of the New Credit First Nation Reserve that remains 
to this day (peelregion.ca). Development of the townships was directed by the 
waterways, particularly the Credit River and the tributaries of Etobicoke Creek that 
flowed south through the five townships. The construction of mills, first sawmills to help 
process the trees felled by settlers to build their farms, then grist mills to turn the 
primary crop of wheat to flour, spurred the development of hamlets, villages, and towns 
(peelregion.ca). As mills grew on the local waterways, they became sites for locals to 
meet, encouraging the construction of amenities such as general stores, schools, 
churches, and other businesses to serve local farmers.  

In 1849, the government ended the administrative districts in favour of smaller counties 
to look after regional issues. The five townships of Toronto, Chinguacousy, Toronto 
Gore, Caledon, and Albion joined York County in 1850 as part of the Second Riding. In 
1852, the five townships were separated from York County to create Peel County 
(peelarchivesblog.com). The county was named after Sir Robert Peel, the former Prime 
Minister of Great Britain who repealed the Corn Laws in 1846 for which the county was 
to receive a massive economic boon (Gardiner, 1898: 232). 

The new County of Peel experienced rapid economic growth as the county saw a 
booming agricultural economy develop. The rise of commodity prices, primarily wheat 
but also other agricultural goods, saw the farms in the county move from self-sufficiency 
to cash crops to serve the growing demands for their goods. The end of the Corn Laws 
in 1846, limiting the import and export of foreign wheat, by the British Government 
helped spur trade with the Americans. The Reciprocity Agreement between the colonial 
Canadian government and the Americans saw trade grow more, while the American 
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Civil War accelerated the demand for Canadian wheat and agriculture in the 1860s. To 
help move the agricultural goods out of Peel County, new railway lines were built 
connecting the farmers of the county to the urban centres of Toronto, Guelph, Barrie, 
and Hamilton (peelarchivesblog.com). The major railways running through the county in 
the nineteenth century included: the Great Western Railway in 1855 along Lake Ontario; 
the Grand Trunk Railway in 1856 that ran through Brampton; the Toronto Grey and 
Bruce Railway in 1871; the Hamilton and Northwestern Railway in 1876; and the Credit 
Valley Railway in 1879 (peelregion.ca).  

The rise of industrialization in Toronto saw Peel County lose factories and workers. 
However, the county continued to have a thriving agricultural industry. After the boom of 
the 1850s and 1860s, agriculture in Peel followed many other counties across the 
Province of Ontario as they shifted to dairy, fruit, and vegetable farming. Brampton 
developed many greenhouses to grow crops year-round (peelregion.ca). 

After the Second World War, the county experienced large-scale population and 
economic growth. Industries grew as did large-scale immigration seeing the towns of 
Mississauga and Brampton grow exponentially in the latter half of the twentieth and into 
the twenty-first century. Between 1971 and 2011, the population of Peel grew from 
264,314 to 1,350,097 (peelregion.ca). Growth was limited to the south of Peel County 
as the northern townships of Caledon, Albion, and northern Chinguacousy saw growth 
primarily in the towns and villages but did not see the urban sprawl in the south. 
Agricultural land remained the predominate industry in the north of Peel. To 
accommodate and administer the growth, in 1974 the County of Peel of dissolved along 
with the townships into the City of Mississauga, the City of Brampton, and the Town of 
Caledon to make up the Regional Municipality of Peel. 

The development of the Regional Municipality of Peel over its history of settlement has 
been particularly driven by agriculture. The development of early industries in mills, 
railways, and settlements were driven shaped by the agricultural industry. In the Study 
Area that is in the northern half of Peel, agriculture remains the main economic, 
historical, and landscape feature. 

The brief history of Peel County has shown how the Study Area developed from a focus 
on agriculture to a more diverse economic profile in the present day. Peel County 
underwent large scale agricultural development as the arrival of European settlers saw 
the land become agricultural, and the first settlements were built around mills for 
agriculture. The arrival of the railways helped develop the wheat-boom and growth of 
the county. The downturn in the economy saw the railway hurt Peel County as 
industrialization slowed and moved to nearby Toronto, forcing Peel to rely more on 
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the City of Toronto, later renamed Toronto Pearson International Airport. The airport 
facilitated the development of southern Toronto Gore into an urbanized centre (Malton, 
Heritage Mississauga; History of the Airport, Toronto Pearson). The growth of southern 
Toronto Gore saw it absorbed into the City of Mississauga in 1974 with the dissolution 
of the townships in the County of Peel. The remainder of the Toronto Gore became part 
of the City of Brampton in 1974. Continued urban development around the airport has 
seen the southern portions of Toronto Gore lose their agricultural landscape, with 
portions of the north of the old township maintaining the farms. 

The history of Toronto Gore highlights the development of land in the Study Area that 
began as an agricultural economy, before shifting to meet the growing urbanization of 
the Greater Toronto Area. Toronto Gore was surveyed and developed to be an 
agriculture township. The villages and towns that developed grew on the local 
waterways to power the mills needed for agricultural growth. The construction of the 
Malton Airport, now Pearson Airport, saw rapid industrialization in the southern area as 
agricultural land was developed to meet the needs of the growing airport that is now one 
the main gateways into the country.  

4.6.2 Albion Township  
Albion Township is located in the northeast section of Peel County. It is bounded by 
Toronto Gore to the south, Chinguacousy and Caledon to the west, with Simcoe County 
to the north and York County to the east. The main branch of the Humber River flows 
through Albion Township into York County. Throughout the township are the tributaries 
of the main branch of the Humber River, as well as several feeding into the west branch 
in Toronto Gore Township. The Humber River played an important role in the 
establishment of the Village of Bolton with James and George Bolton building a grist mill 
in 1824 (Walker & Miles, 1877: 89). The name of the township came from the old Celtic 
word for England. The name is linked to the neighbouring Township of Caledon as well 
as with Erin in Halton County as they are the Celtic names for Scotland and Ireland 
respectively (Gardiner, 1898: 235).  

Settlement in Albion began in 1819 as the settlers moved in to farm the land. The early 
farms encountered difficulties due to the distance the township was from the main roads 
and the distance to established mills (Walker & Miles, 1877: 89). The first mill in Albion 
was the one built by James and George Bolton in 1824. From the grist mill, other 
businesses using the water of the Humber River were established, and the village was 
incorporated in 1872 (Walker & Miles, 1877: 89). One of the main manufacturing 
centres in Bolton was the Agricultural Works of William Dick, started in 1869. The 
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4.6.3 Chinguacousy Township  
Chinguacousy Township was centrally located on the western half of the former County 
of Peel. It was bounded by Caledon Township to the north, Albion and Toronto Gore 
Townships to the east, Toronto Township to the south, and Halton County to the west. 
The name Chinguacousy was a mispronunciation and misspelling of Chippewa First 
Nations leader Shinguacose. Shinguacose had served in the War of 1812, helping to 
capture Fort Michilimackinac in 1812 with British forces. He was awarded land after the 
war by the Crown near Sault-Ste. Marie for his services during the war. He passed 
away in 1858 (Gardiner, 1898: 234). 

Chinguacousy Township was surveyed in 1819 using the double front system that saw it 
create 12 concessions and 34 lots. The Township was divided in half by Hurontario 
Street that ran down the middle of Chinguacousy. Concessions were numbered east 
and west of Hurontario Street, with the higher number concessions further from the 
Street. Hurontario Street served as the major north-south throughfare for Peel County 
as it ran from Port Credit on Lake Ontario to Collingwood on Georgian Bay (Walker & 
Miles, 1877: 85). The presence of Hurontario Street assisted in the settlement of 
Chinguacousy Township as it allowed for the ease of settlers to move into the township. 
The settlement of Chinguacousy was also impacted by the waterways in the township. 
The Credit River and its tributaries flowed south from the western edges of the 
township. The Credit River proved useful early in the settlement of the township as it 
provided power for sawmills to help process the lumber settlers were cutting down to 
begin farming (peelregion.ca). The other main waterway impacting Chinguacousy was 
Etobicoke Creek and its tributaries that flowed south along the eastern edge of the 
township. It was where Hurontario Street met the Etobicoke Creek that the largest 
settlement of Chinguacousy, Brampton, was founded. 

Brampton was founded in 1834 when John Elliott laid out plots for sale for a village that 
he was calling Brampton. The settlement had seen the first structure built on Hurontario 
Street in 1832 when William Buffy built a tavern for travelers on the road. He was 
followed by Judge Scott who built a small store, pot ashery, distillery, and grist mill 
along Hurontario Street and on Etobicoke Creek (Walker & Miles, 1877: 87). Brampton 
was slow to develop due to the difficulty of using the Etobicoke Creek for milling. It was 
with the arrival of the railway, first the Grand Trunk Railway in 1856, followed by the 
Credit Valley Railway in 1879, that saw the village boom. In 1867 it was chosen as the 
county town, resulting in the construction of the Peel County Courthouse, Jail, and 
public buildings and it was incorporated as a town in 1873 (Brampton.ca). The hosting 
of Agricultural Fairs in Brampton also helped boost the town and farming in 
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Peel County, and the eastern townships formed Ontario County. In 1851 York County 
was confirmed to be made up of the townships of Etobicoke, Vaughan, Markham, 
Scarborough, York, King, Whitchurch, East Gwillimbury, North Gwillimbury, and 
Georgina (Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 24). York County experienced early 
settlement radiating from the Town of York, later renamed Toronto, and Yonge Street 
that allowed for settlers to easily move in the county. The southern townships in York 
County (York, Vaughan, Scarborough, Markham, Etobicoke) saw settlers arrive in the 
final years of the 18th century. The northern townships (Georgina, Gwillimbury East and 
North, King, Whitchurch) were slower to be settled. It was noted they had poorer soil 
quality compared to the others and by 1885 were still not fully settled (Adam and 
Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 68). The slow settlement of the north was impacted by the Oak 
Ridges Moraine that separated the northern townships from the southern ones. 
Alongside the major roadways of Yonge, Dundas, and Kingston Road that came from 
the east, settlement across the county was impacted by the waterways. The three major 
rivers of the Rouge, Don, and Humber helped drive settlement as they, and their 
tributaries, provided access to waterpower for the creation of mills (Adam and Mulvany, 
Part II, 1885: 64). 

The growth of the economy of York County was tied to agricultural production. The 
growth of Toronto as a town and later city was fuelled by the agriculture of York County 
and the surrounding area. Toronto developed into the major commercial hub for York 
County. The size of Toronto left other towns and villages in York County deprived of the 
ability to grow due to the ease of accessing the Toronto market. Toronto served as a 
major railway hub with the major lines running east-west, and north-south, entering the 
city and travelling through the county. The presence of so many railways helped 
develop the agricultural economy and made it easy for farmers to move goods to 
Toronto for sale (Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 66). Toronto also provided key 
agricultural growth for York County by hosting the Industrial Exposition (later the 
Canadian National Exhibition) and the Royal Agricultural Winter Fair. The Industrial 
Exposition began in 1879 and featured the display of prize stock, crops, and the sale of 
new agricultural equipment (cneheritage.com). Desiring a more focused display of 
agricultural goods and livestock, the Royal Agricultural Winter Fair was established in 
1922 to further the examples of Canadian agriculture (royalfair.org). York County 
farmers were easily able to take advantage of these two exhibitions to sell and develop 
their farms.  

The rapid growth of Toronto after the Second World War saw the southern townships of 
York, Etobicoke, Scarborough, Markham, and Vaughan all experience large scale 
migration and urban development. To accommodate the growth, the Municipality of 
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named after Benjamin Vaughan, one of the British negotiators in the Paris Peace Treaty 
of 1783 that ended the American War of Independence. Another possibility is that it is 
from Viscount Vaughan, Sir John Vaughan, who was a British military colonel (Gardiner, 
1898: 218-219). 

The first settlers were United Empire Loyalists who arrived in Vaughan in 1796. Many 
were veterans of the American War of Independence and were compensated for their 
service with land across Upper Canada including Vaughan Township (Adam and 
Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 125-126). The loyalists built not only the first farms, but also the 
first mills and settlements. The first known mill was a sawmill built by John Lyons in 
1801 where Yonge Street crossed the Don River. He built a grist mill the next year, 
creating a dam. The mill complex remained operational until 1830 when it was 
purchased by the Thorne & Parsons company. Led by Mr. Thorne, the area was 
redeveloped with new flour mill and a tannery that increased business in the settlement. 
The growing village was named Thornhill in his honour. He would commit suicide in 
1847 after his flour business went bankrupt (Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 126-
127). The Humber River that flowed through the western half of Vaughan Township also 
saw large scale development. Rowland Burr, a prolific mill builder, built mills along the 
Humber, particularly in Concession 7 where a settlement called Burwick grew that later 
was renamed Woodbridge in 1855 (Vaughan.ca). Other settlements along the Humber 
and Don Rivers grew such as Elder Mills, Vaughan Mills, Edgeley, Brownsville, and 
Kleinburg, all based around mills. Milling became a key economic output of Vaughan 
with the arrival of tradespeople from Britain. While most of the land was settled and 
farmed by 1840, the influx of tradespeople helped grow the mills in Vaughan as 
Canadian wheat experienced a boom in price and demand. Woodbridge grew to be the 
principal village in Vaughan, with foundries making farm implements to support the 
agricultural community (Welch, Payne, and Filice, 2022). 

Vaughan was supported by the growth of two railways that ran through the township by 
1877. The both ran north-south with the Toronto Grey & Bruce Railway on the west half, 
following the Humber River, and the Northern Railway in the east. Both railways 
connected the township to Toronto, allowing the export of grain and flour to the major 
market of York County (Miles & Co. 1878). The downturn in Canadian wheat after the 
1860s impacted the growth of Vaughan and the township stagnated economically. The 
population of Vaughan was noted to have declined in the 1870s and 1880s as farmers 
turned to find new opportunities in western Canada or in Toronto (Adam and Mulvany, 
Part II, 1885: 129). The decline impacted the major settlements as Woodbridge saw 
many mills as well as the foundries close due to poor economic returns (Vaughan.ca). 
The railways, originally helping to connect Vaughan, damaged local businesses and 
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Street and was surveyed in 12 concessions west of Yonge Street. The northern section 
retained the legacy of West Gwillimbury in its layout.  

Yonge Street provided the starting point for settlement as immigrants followed the street 
to reach King and they spread west from it (Gillham, 1975: 1). The first settlers in King 
arrived in 1797 as United Empire Loyalists, but saw slow growth compared to other 
townships in York County. It was not until the end of the War of 1812, and the filling up 
of the southern townships that King saw significant growth. In 1823, it was recorded the 
township had a population of 394, while less than twenty years later in 1842, it had a 
population of 2,625 (Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 138).  

The settlement of King Township was influenced by the Oak Ridges Moraine that runs 
through the township east-west. The moraine created difficulties for settlers due to the 
broken ground of the hills, streams, rocks, and swamps that made up the moraine. 
Unlike other parts of York County, many of the Concession and Sideroads do not line 
up as many have jogs or diversions to avoid natural obstacles (Gillham, 1975: 3). The 
Oak Ridges Moraine also impacted the farming in King Township. The soil south of the 
moraine was considered high quality, while the moraine itself was poorer with sand and 
rock. North of the moraine there was better soil, but the low-lying land created lots of 
swamps that were difficult to farm (Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 137-138). The 
moraine also provided the springs and origins for two sets of rivers flowing south and 
north. The Humber River and many of its tributaries began on the moraine flowing 
south, while the Holland River and its tributaries flowed north off the moraine (Adam and 
Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 138). The result of these waterways and the moraine saw 
settlements develop north and south of the moraine upon the Humber and Holland 
River tributaries to have mills. North of the moraine were Lloydtown, Schomberg, 
Potterville, and Kettleby, while south was Nobleton, Laskay, King City, and 
Temperanceville. The northern section of King that was annexed from West Gwillimbury 
was full of swampland due to the Holland River and was sparsely occupied in the 
nineteenth century. Settlement in King was not considered complete until the 1850s 
(Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 68). 

Unlike other parts of York County, King Township was only connected to a single 
railway in the nineteenth century. The Northern Railway, running north out of Vaughan 
passed through King City and to Aurora that sat on the border of King and Whitchurch 
on Yonge Street in 1853. The presence of the railway through King City helped turn it 
into the largest town in the township as it became a hub for commerce in the community 
(Adam and Mulvany, Part II, 1885: 141). As the railway was only in the eastern part of 
the township, a local venture to connect the northwest was undertaken in the Aurora-
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Schomberg Railway in 1902. The railway helped connect more of the township but was 
a costly venture as it shut down in 1927 due to advent of trucks that made it more 
efficient to transport agricultural products to Toronto (Gillham, 1975: 36-37). King 
Township saw a decline in its economy as the population declined from a peak of 7,482 
in 1871 to 4,636 in 1936 (Gillham, 1975: 2).  

King Township saw two separate episodes of growth after the Second World War. The 
first was in the area around the Holland River. In 1925, work began to drain the Holland 
Marsh and expose it for farming, and it was completed in 1930. Dutch farmers with 
experience of working dikes and marsh land helped regulate the water and after the 
Second World War farmers moved into the area to take advantage of the excellent 
farmland (Blair, 2015). The second boom came from the expansion of Toronto and 
immigration into York County in general. The town of Aurora experienced large growth 
and when York Region was created in 1971, Aurora was separated from King 
Township. The southern villages of Nobleton and King City saw increased population 
booms thanks to the general growth of the Greater Toronto Area. King Township 
remained after the dissolution of York County, becoming part of York Region. 

King has retained most of its agricultural nature even as other parts of York County 
have become urbanized. The large presence of the Oak Ridges Moraine, and the 
creation of the Oak Ridges Moraine Conservation Plan in 2002 has ensured that large 
swaths of King Township are protected from development (Township of King, Oak 
Ridges Moraine conservation Plan Land Use Designation Map, 2022). 

King Township has shown the influence of geography on the development of land as 
the presence of the Oak Ridges Moraine has played a large role in agricultural and 
urban growth. The focus of settlement south of the moraine saw King Township develop 
slower than other townships in York County. The lack of railways criss-crossing the 
township saw uneven growth and drove residents to try and rectify that with their own 
local railway to connect more of the township. The focus on Yonge Street that helped 
start settlement of the township, saw it also become more urbanized as the Towns of 
Aurora and Richmond Hill broke away with the post-war boom. The Township of King 
has retained much of its agricultural landscape due to the presence of the Oak Ridges 
Moraine and government legislation that has protected it from overdevelopment. 
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trail declined after the construction of Yonge Street, evidence of it can still be seen in 
roads along the Humber River valley (Marsh, 2015). 

Today, the Humber provides recreational and educational opportunities and a spiritual 
retreat for thousands of people of many different cultures (Canadian Heritage Rivers 
System). 

4.11 Post -war Growth of the Greater Toronto 
Area and Municipal Amalgamations  

After the Second World War, the Greater Toronto Area and along with all southern 
Ontario experienced rapid urban growth. Immigration from Europe along with the 
demographic explosion of the Baby Boom saw the growth of residential housing in 
communities around the Greater Toronto Area. Coupled with the demographic and 
migrant boom, the Canadian economy after the war remained prosperous as all levels 
of government helped spur economic growth in industry and commerce. Old systems of 
administration and social services proved in desperate need of reform as they were 
unable to meet the needs of the growing population.  

The county and township political administration was proving to be incapable of 
providing both the large-scale planning and local logistics of the population. A regional 
over county system was proposed to provide a higher regional planning administration 
with lower-tier municipalities. In 1953, the first regional government was created in the 
Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto. The region consisted of the City of Toronto, along 
with the townships of Etobicoke, North York, East York, and Scarborough that were all 
part of York County. In 1971 York County was dissolved and the remaining townships 
with all incorporated villages and towns were amalgamated into York Region. Peel and 
Halton Counties followed suit in 1974 becoming the Regional Municipality of Peel and 
Halton. The townships and incorporated towns and villages in each were amalgamated 
to create more efficient local governments. 

Growth in each of these new regional governments continued as the rural character of 
each declined into larger urban centres. In 1968, the Township of Toronto was 
incorporated as the Town of Mississauga. When the Regional Municipality of Peel was 
created in 1974, the Town of Mississauga was incorporated as a city, showing the 
growth it had undertaken in just six years. When York Region was created, the 
incorporated Village of Woodbridge merged with Vaughan Township to become the 
Town of Vaughan in 1971. In 1991 it was upgraded to a city. These are just two 
examples of the urban growth in the region. 
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November 15, 2023, by Liam Smythe, Cultural Heritage Specialist (AECOM) and Liam 
Ryan, Cultural Heritage Planner (AECOM) to document the existing conditions of the 
Study Area, from publicly accessible right-of-way to confirm or identify potential BHRs or 
CHLs. 

Appendix  A provides a table which includes all known and potential BHRs and CHLs in 
the Study Area, as well as potential impacts and mitigations/next steps. The location of 
these properties is provided on mapping in Appendix C2. A total of 60 known and 
potential BHRs and CHLs have been identified within the Study Area and are 
summarized below in Table 5 -1 and shown on a quick reference map in Figure 5-1. 

 
2. It is important to note that properties located outside of the Study Area (due to design refinements), remain 

in the mapping found in Appendix C to ensure that future design changes do not impact these properties. 
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Table 5-1:  Summary of Known and Potential BHRs and CHLs within the Study Area (n=60) 3 

CHAR Ref # Location  Municipality  Heritage Recognition  (March 2023)  
CHL 018 15145 Steeles Avenue Halton Hills Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 036 15625 Steeles Avenue Halton Hills None (Potential) 
BHR 037 8526 Tenth Line Halton Hills None (Potential) 
BHR 253 8509 Tenth Line Halton Hills None (Potential) 
CHL 046 8656 Winston Churchill Boulevard Halton Hills Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 047 8693 Winston Churchill Boulevard Brampton Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 048 8768 Winston Churchill Boulevard Halton Hills None (Potential) 
CHL 049 8836 Winston Churchill Boulevard Halton Hills None (Potential) 
CHL 254 9496 Heritage Road Brampton None (Potential) 
BHR 071 9673 Heritage Road4 Brampton Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 072 2534 Bovaird Drive West Brampton None (Potential) 
BHR 073 2591 Bovaird Drive West Brampton Designated Part IV (By-law 160-2004) 
BHR 075 2472 Bovaird Drive West Brampton Designated Part IV (By-law 18-2019) 
BHR 080 709 Mayfield Road Caledon None (Potential) 
BHR 081 400 Mayfield Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 082 12317 Heritage Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 083 12456 Heritage Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 094 12466 Mississauga Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 095 12679 Mississauga Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 101 12872 Creditview Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 102 12911 Creditview Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 112 12669 Chinguacousy Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 113 12710 Chinguacousy Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 114 12846 Chinguacousy Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 121 12960 McLaughlin Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 122 13064 McLaughlin Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 125 13242 Hurontario Street (Highway 10) Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 

 
3. Although situated within the Study Area, BHR 016, BHR 184, BHR 196, BHR 197, BHR 198, and BHR 245 have been demolished or removed and, as 

such, are not included in Table 5-1. Further information is available in Appendix  A. 
4. On the Municipal Heritage Register as 9763 Heritage Road 
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CHAR Ref # Location  Municipality  Heritage Recognition  (March 2023)  
BHR 132 13306 Kennedy Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 136 12863 Heart Lake Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 146 12862-12892 Dixie Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 148 13301 Dixie Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 149 13300 Dixie Road Caledon None (Potential) 
BHR 150 13468 Dixie Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 155 13278 Bramalea Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 253 13297 Bramalea Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 159 5400 Old School Road Caledon Designated Part IV, (By-laws #9924, 99-120) 
BHR 160 13245 Torbram Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 169 13256 Airport Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 180 13151 Innis Lake Road Caledon None (Potential) 
BHR 185 6859 Healy Road, Caledon Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 186 7171 Healey Road Caledon None (Potential) 
BHR 187 6824 Healey Road Caledon Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 222 Highway 50, S of Mayfield Road Brampton Designated Part IV (By-law 71-2010) 
BHR 223 10951 Highway 50 Vaughan None (Potential) 
BHR 226 7230 Nashville Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 258 10961 Cold Creek Road Vaughan None (Potential) 
BHR 224 11970 Highway 50 Brampton Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 229 10436 Huntington Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 234 10090 Huntington Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 236 11100 Huntington Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 237 11300 Huntington Road Vaughan Designated Part IV, (By-law 42-88) 
BHR 238 11363 Huntington Road Vaughan None (Potential) 
CHL 243 11720 Highway 27 Vaughan None (Potential) 
BHR 244 11960 Highway 27 Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 250 11870 Kipling Avenue Vaughan None (Potential) 
BHR 252 12000 Pine Valley Drive Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
BHR 257 11880 Weston Road Vaughan Listed on the Municipal Heritage Register 
CHL 250 16 Mile Creek N/A None (Potential) 
CHL 251 Credit River N/A None (Potential) 
CHL 252 Humber River N/A Canadian Heritage River (Designated 1999) 
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Figure 5-1: Reference Map that illustrates the Known and Potential BHRs or CHLs identified within and Adjacent to the  Study Area  
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5.1 Stakeholder and Agency  Input  
The following stakeholders and agencies (Table 5-2) with associations to properties 
within the Study Area were contacted to provide them with opportunity to participate in 
understanding and articulating CHVI. 

If further heritage reporting is required, [i.e. Cultural Heritage Evaluation Reports 
(CHERs)], local museums, archives, historical societies, neighborhood communities, 
and heritage interest groups will be contacted on a property-by-property basis. 



mailto:Cassandra.Jasinski@brampton.ca
mailto:Kevin.DeMille@heritagetrust.on.ca
mailto:paula.wubbenhorst@mississauga.ca
mailto:sally.drummond@caledon.ca
mailto:Harsh.Padhya@brampton.ca
mailto:lloney@haltonhills.ca
mailto:Nick.Borcescu@vaughan.ca


mailto:hugo.rincon@milton.ca
mailto:Karla.Barboza@ontario.ca
mailto:Krystal.Power@heritagetrust.on.ca
mailto:paula.wubbenhorst@mississauga.ca
https://pub-mississauga.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=14941
https://pub-mississauga.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=14941
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Government of Ontario: 
Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P.13. Available online at 
https://www.ontario.ca/laws/statute/90p13 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 1980: 
Guidelines on the Man-Made Component of Environmental Assessments, 
prepared by Weiler. Toronto. Historical Planning and Research Branch, Ontario 
Ministry of Culture and Recreation.  

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 1992: 
Guideline for Preparing the Cultural Heritage Resource Component of 
Environmental Assessments. 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 2006: 
Ontario Heritage Tool Kit. 
http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/heritage/heritage_toolkit.shtml 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 2007: 
Heritage Conservation Principles for Land Use Planning. Available online at: 
http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/publications/InfoSheet_Principles_Land 
use_Planning.pdf 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 2010: 
Standards & Guidelines for the Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties 
Available online at: http://www.mtc.gov.on.ca/en/heritage/MCM_Heritage_IE_ 
Process.pdf 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 2016: 
Criteria for Evaluation Potential for Built Heritage Resources and Cultural 
Heritage Landscapes, A Checklist for the Non-Specialist. PDF available online. 

Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism, 2019: 
Standards & Guidelines for Conservation of Provincial Heritage Properties- 
Information Bulletin 3. On file with Ministry of Citizenship and Multiculturalism. 

Ministry of Transportation, 2007: 
Environmental Guide for Built Heritage and Cultural Heritage Landscapes.  

Ministry of Transportation, 2013: 
Environmental Reference for Highway Design 
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Appe ndix A.  Cultural Heritage Assessment Report List  of  
Known and Potential BHRs and CHLs and 
Preliminary Impact Assessment  

Appendix A  summarizes the properties which have been identified as known and 
potential BHRs and CHLs located within Study Area and provides a preliminary 
assessment of impacts, mitigations and recommended next steps.  

The description of each property with known or potential CHVI includes a record of all 
observable physical features, any preliminary historical research and relevant property 
information, as available, including but not limited to:  

�„  construction data e.g., architectural style, date(s) of construction, architect, 
builder etc.  

�„  structures on the property e.g., bridge, culvert, bank barn, 2 storey house, 
concrete silo, drive shed, windmill, grist mill, dairy, garage etc.  

�„  landscape features - cast iron fence, paddock, formal garden, fishing weir, in-
ground pool, orchard, woodlot, parking pad, stone gates, light standards, 
burial mounds, paths etc. 

In addition, the description includes a robust rationale for why the property was 
identified by the cultural heritage consultant as having known or potential CHVI e.g., 
design or physical value, historical value, contextual value. Where some or all of the 
rationale is based upon information obtained from a municipal designation by-law or 
similar source it has been included it in Appendix  G for reference.  

The table identifies all preliminary impacts to the known and potential BHRs and CHLs 
within the Study Area based upon an assessment of proposed project activities and the 
descriptions of impacts and examples provided in Information Bulletin 3 Heritage Impact 
Assessments for Provincial Heritage Properties, MCM 2017. The assessment includes 
identifying and describing all planning alternatives, where alternatives are proposed to 
assist in the evaluation of the preferred alternative.  

Mitigations include preliminary recommendations on methods to avoid or reduce 
potential impacts to a property, including the preferred planning alternative where more 
than one alternative is proposed.  

Next steps include recommendations for further assessment which may be recorded in 
a report (e.g., Cultural Heritage Evaluation Reports (CHER) and Heritage Impact 
Assessments (HIA). Where impacts to a known or potential PHPs are anticipated to be 
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indirect further studies may not be required and only those general mitigations listed in 
Section 7.2.1 of the CHAR may be recommended. 

It is important to note that the categorization of properties as BHR and CHL is subject to 
change throughout the CHER process. This is due to ongoing fieldwork and additional 
research that may lead to adjustments in classification. 
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Feature 
IDs 

Location  Municipality  
Heritage 

Recognition   
(March 2023)  

Description of Property  Photograph  
Map ID 

Reference # 
(Appendix C) 

Potential Preliminary 
Impacts  

Recommended Mitigation and 
Next Steps  

BHR 
016 

14920 Steeles 
Ave 

Halton Hills None (Potential) Demolished/Removed  

�„  The house located at 14920 Steeles Ave is no 
longer extant. 

 
(Google 2023) 

Page 1 of 13 Demolished/Removed  

�„  The house located at BHR 
016 is no longer extant. 

No specific mitigation measures 
or next steps are required. 

CHL 
018  

15145 Steeles 
Avenue 

Halton Hills Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register  

Historical:  

�„  1877 Illustrated Historical Atlas map shows that 
the property was formerly owned by Theodoure 
Brain (Appendix B -2).  

�„  Theodoure Brain was one of three brothers who 
ran the Brain Brothers�¶ Brewery (Halton Hills 
Inventory). 

�„  The proportions, form and details of the house 
suggest construction ca.1865. 

Design:  

�„  A one-and-a-half storey red brick farmhouse with 
a steep-pitched gable roof. 

�„  The farmhouse includes a lancet arched window, 
voussoir-arched lintels, and remnants of a 
bargeboard in the front facing gable. 

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Steeles Avenue in the Town of Halton Hills. 

�„  The landscape features of the property include 
rear fields, entrance driveway framed by 
vegetation and front yard mature trees,  

 

(AECOM 2021) 

Page 1 and 2 
of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts  �±
Significant Land 
Disturbance   

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to 
transverse the entire 
property of CHL 018 in a 
north-south direction and 
major property acquisition is 
anticipated. It is not 
anticipated that there will be 
impacts to the house on the 
property, however, a portion 
of the driveway near Steeles 
Avenue may be directly 
impacted and result in 
significant alteration to the 
landscape.  

Mitigation : 

�„   Modify the Project design to 
avoid changes to the 
landscape, where possible. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
recommended: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determine that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse Impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 



  

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

Page 4           

Feature 
IDs 

Location  Municipality  
Heritage 

Recognition   
(March 2023)  

Description of Property  Photograph  
Map ID 

Reference # 
(Appendix C) 

Potential Preliminary 
Impacts  

Recommended Mitigation and 
Next Steps  

BHR 
036 

15625 Steeles 
Avenue 

Halton Hills None (Potential)  Historical:  

�„  The house was built by William Cook Junior a 
prominent citizen who was a member of the Knox 
Presbyterian Church.  

�„  The property was owned by the Cook family for 
over 75 years. 

Design   

�„  A two-storey red brick Gothic Revival house with 
a medium-pitched gable roof and dichromatic 
brick patterns with buff brick quoins. 

�„  The gables and dormers have been decorated 
with bargeboard and the windows are 
segmentally arched with buff brick ear dropping 
voussoirs.  

�„  The property contains one large gambrel-roof 
barn and other smaller outbuildings. 

�„  The house is partially obscured from the public 
right-of-way. 

Context : 

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Steeles Avenue in the Town of Halton Hills. 

  
(AECOM 2020) 

Page 1 and 2 
of 13 

No Direct Adverse Impacts  
�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 

Design is proposed to result 
in minor property acquisition 
along Mayfield Road. It is 
not anticipated that there 
will be any impacts to the 
built heritage resource. The 
residence on the property is 
located 320 metres from the 
edge of the Preliminary 
Design. Therefore, it is not 
anticipated that the impacts 
will alter the landscape. 

  

�„  No specific mitigation 
measures or next steps are 
required. 

�„  See general 
recommendations in Section 
7.2.1 

 

BHR 
037 

8526 Tenth Line Halton Hills None (Potential) Historical  

�„  Lot owned by the Morrison family in 1858, no 
structures illustrated on property (Appendix B -1) 

�„  Lot continued to be owned by the Morrison family 
in 1877, no structures illustrated on property 
(Appendix B -2) 

�„  House built between 1877 and 1915 (Appendix 
B-3) 

Design : 

�„  Example of a one-and-a-half storey vernacular 
style house with an L-shaped plan and an exterior 
that is clad in stucco. 

�„  The house is not visible from the public right-of-
way. 

Context : 

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Tenth Line in the Town of Halton Hills. 

(AECOM 2020) 

Page 2 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts �± 
Removal or Demolition  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design proposes major 
property acquisition. It is 
anticipated the Project 
design will require removal 
or demolition of the house 
as it is located within the 
right-of-way. Therefore, this 
undertaking will result in a 
significant direct adverse 
impact to the property 
parcel.  

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
recommended: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse Impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 
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Map ID 
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(Appendix C) 

Potential Preliminary 
Impacts  

Recommended Mitigation and 
Next Steps  

BHR 
253 

8509 Tenth Line Halton Hills None (Potential) Historical  

�„  Lot owned by the Kent family in 1858, no 
structures illustrated on property (Appendix B-1) 

�„  Lot continued to be owned by the Kent family in 
1877, no structures illustrated on property 
(Appendix B-2) 

�„  House built between 1877 and 1915 (Appendix 
B-3) 

Design : 

�„  A two-storey house with a Four-Square plan, clad 
in stucco, with a low-pitched hipped roof and a 
single red brick chimney. 

�„  Many of the windows are boarded up with 
plywood or broken. 

�„  The house appears to be abandoned. 
�„  The house is partially visible from the public right-

of-way. 

Context : 

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Tenth Line in the Town of Halton Hills. 

 
(AECOM 2020) 

Page 2 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts �± 
Removal  or Demolition  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design proposes major 
property acquisition. It is 
anticipated the Project 
design will require removal 
or demolition of the house 
located within BHR 253 as it 
is within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel. 

 

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse Impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

CHL 
046 

8656 Winston 
Churchill 
Boulevard 

Halton Hills Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register  

Historical:  

�„  Built for John Humphreys (b.1786) before 1861 
and most likely built ca. 1845.  

Design :  

�„  A one-and-a-half-storey, five-bay Neoclassical 
style red brick house with a low-pitched side 
gable roof, brick end chimneys and stone 
foundation. 

�„  The house contains a concrete stoop and a 
shadow on the façade suggests that there was 
once a full veranda.  

�„  The windows are modern replacements with 
splayed-arch lintels and stone sills.  

�„  The property contains two large barns, one wood 
boarded and the other metal clad. Three silos are 
also visible on the property. 

�„  The house is partially obstructed by trees from the 
public right-of-way. 

Context : 

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Winston Churchill Boulevard in the Town of 
Halton Hills. 

�„  The landscape features of the property include a 
number of outbuildings, entrance driveway framed 
by vegetation and rear agricultural fields.  

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts �± 
Removal  or Demolition  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design proposes major 
property acquisition. It is 
anticipated the Project 
design will require removal 
or demolition of the house 
and a number of 
outbuildings located within 
CHL 046 as they are within 
the right-of-way. Therefore, 
this undertaking will result in 
a significant direct adverse 
impact to the property 
parcel.  

Mitigation:  

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house and associated 
outbuildings, if possible. 

Next Steps:  

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 
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Next Steps  

CHL 
047 

8693 Winston 
Churchill 
Boulevard  

Brampton Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register  

Historical:  

�„  Former, Hyatt Farmhouse. 
�„  1877 Illustrated Historical Atlas map shows one 

structure and an orchard. Lot owned by the Hyatt 
family in 1877 (Appendix B-2). 

�„  House was likely built pre-1877. 

Design:  

�„  A one-and-a-half-storey red brick Ontario 
farmhouse with a steep intersecting gable roof 
and dichromatic brick work.  

�„  Aerial imagery shows a T-shaped plan and a 
possible rear addition.  

�„  Windows appear to be modern replacements with 
arched voussoirs. 

Context:   

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Winston Churchill Boulevard in the Town of 
Halton Hills. 

�„  The landscape features located within the 
property include a treelined driveway, rear fields 
and a single outbuilding that is not visible from the 
public right-of-way. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Removal  or Demolition   

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design proposes major 
property acquisition. It is 
anticipated the Project 
design will require removal 
or demolition of the house 
located within CHL 047 as it 
is within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel.  

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next  Steps:  

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

CHL 
048 

8768 Winston 
Churchill 
Boulevard 

Halton Hills None (Potential) Historical:  

�„  Lot owned by Andrew Kyle in 1858, no structures 
illustrated on property (Appendix B-1). 

�„  Lot owned by Early family in 1877, no structures 
illustrated on property (Appendix B-2). 

�„  House built between 1877 and 1915 (Appendix 
B-3) 

Design:  

�„  A one-and-a-half-storey white painted brick house 
with a low-pitched side-gable roof and a five-bay 
façade with a bay window at its centre.  

Context : 

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Winston Churchill Boulevard in the Town of 
Halton Hills. 

�„  The landscape features of the property include a 
number of outbuildings (20th century driveshed 
and gambrel roof barn, as well as a newer steel 
agricultural structure). The structures on the 
Subject Property are accessed by a dirt and 
gravel laneway, which is bordered by trees and 
manicured lawn and surrounded by agricultural 
fields. Wood fence corrals enclose the agricultural 
fields on the property, which serve as livestock 
pasture. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts �± 
Removal or Demolition    

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. It is anticipated 
the property taking will 
include the removal or 
demolition of the house and 
other landscape features 
within CHL 048 as they are 
within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel.  

 

Mitigation:  

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house and other 
landscape features, if 
possible. 

Next  Steps:  

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 
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Potential Preliminary 
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Next Steps  

CHL 
049 

8836 Winston 
Churchill 
Boulevard 

Halton Hills None (Potential) Historical:  

�„  House likely built in the early to mid-20th century. 

Design:  

�„  A two-storey red brick Four Square style house 
with a low-pitched hipped roof and front dormer.  

�„  Windows are three over one wood frame. 
�„  The property contains a long treelined driveway 

and two metal outbuildings at the rear. 
�„  The view of house heavily obstructed from the 

public right-of-way. 

Context  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Winston Churchill Boulevard in the Town of 
Halton Hills. 

�„  The landscape features located within the 
property include a number of outbuildings, 
entrance driveway framed by vegetation, front 
yard mature trees, rear fields, and rear woodlot. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts �± 
Significant Land 
Disturbance  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to 
transverse the property of 
CHL 049 in a north-south 
direction. This will result in a 
major property acquisition. It 
is not anticipated the 
property taking will include 
impacts to the built heritage 
resources. However, a 
portion of the driveway near 
Winston Churchill Boulevard 
may be impacted. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
alteration to the landscape, 
resulting in direct impacts to 
the property parcel.  

Mitigation : 

�„  Where possible, reduce 
changes to the landscape and 
investigate ways to modify the 
design to reduce impacts to the 
remaining property. 

Next Steps:  

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a Qualified 
Person, to determine if the 
property has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

CHL 
254 

9496 Heritage 
Road 

Brampton None (Potential) Historical:  

�„  �/�D�L�G�O�D�Z�¶�V�����F�X�U�U�H�Q�W���R�Z�Q�H�U�V�����V�H�W�W�O�H�G���R�Q���W�K�H���S�U�R�S�H�U�W�\��
in 1852. 

�„  Farmhouse was built in 1914. 

Design:  

�„  Example of a two-and-a-half-storey red brick 
Edwardian farmhouse with a hipped roof and 
multiple rear additions. 

�„  The farmhouse features one-over-one aluminum 
sash windows with stone headers and sills. 

�„  The property contains a number of outbuildings 
including: a former sawmill, barn (dated 1898), 
driveshed, ruins of a bank barn, two silos, a 
number of small commercial buildings and a 
number of sheds. 

Context  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Heritage Road in the City of Brampton. 

�„  The landscape features located within the 
property include a number of outbuildings, front 
yard mature trees, manicured lawns, apple 
orchard, circulation route, Credit River and 
scrublands. 

(AECOM 2024) 

Page 2, and 3 
of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Removal or Demolition   

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. It is anticipated 
the property taking will 
include the removal or 
demolition of a number of 
outbuildings (former 
sawmill, driveshed and bank 
barn ruins) located within 
CHL 254 as it is within the 
right-of-way. Therefore, this 
undertaking will result in a 
significant direct adverse 
impact to the property 
parcel.  

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the outbuildings (former 
sawmill, driveshed and bank 
barn ruins), if possible. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person, to determine if the 
property has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 
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(March 2023)  

Description of Property  Photograph  
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(Appendix C) 

Potential Preliminary 
Impacts  
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Next Steps  

BHR 
071 

9673 Heritage 
Road1 

Brampton Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register  

Historical:  

�„  Magill Farmhouse built sometime between 1851 
and 1861. 

Design:  

�„  Example of a two-and-a-half-storey red brick 
farmhouse with a steep side-gable roof, buff brick 
quoins and decorative course below eaves. 

�„  The brick is laid in the Flemish bond, with 
contrasting corbelled ornamental frieze, quoins 
and voussoirs.  

�„  Windows appear to be replacements and have 
splayed-arch lintels and stone sills.  

�„  The house includes a main porch that runs along 
the façade of the house. 

�„  The property contains metal clad barn and 
concrete silo at the rear of the property. 

Context  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Heritage Road in the City of Brampton. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2,3 and 
10 of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Removal or Demolition   

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. It is anticipated 
the property taking will 
include the removal or 
demolition of the house 
located within BHR 071 as it 
is within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel.  

 

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

BHR 
072 

2534 Bovaird 
Drive  

Brampton None (Potential) Historical:  

�„  A farmhouse and orchard are illustrated on the 
1877 Illustrated Historical Atlas map in the vicinity 
of BHR 072 (Appendix B-2). 

�„  It is likely an earlier house was replaced by the 
existing Four-Square dwelling. 

Design:  

�„  A two-storey Four Square grey-vinyl siding house 
with a hipped roof and a two-bay façade. There is 
a portico over the front entrance.  

�„  Single entrance door offset to the west and 
modern hung vinyl windows. 

�„  There is a portico over the front entrance. 
�„  The property contains a garage to the rear. 

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Bovaird Drive in the City of Brampton. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2,3 and 
10 of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Removal or Demolition  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. It is anticipated 
the property taking will 
include the removal or 
demolition of the house 
located within BHR 072 as it 
is within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel. 

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

 
1. On the Municipal Heritage Register as 9763 Heritage Road 
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Impacts  
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BHR 
073 

2591 Bovaird 
Drive West 

Brampton Designated Part 
IV (By-law 160-
2004) 

Historical:  

�„  The lot was owned by Samuel Currie (Curry) in 
1859 and his son Robert (ca.1842) had a house 
on the lot on the 1877 Illustrated Historical Atlas 
map (Appendix B-2). 

Design:  

�„  A two-storey Gothic Revival style house with an 
L-shaped plan brick veneer house with a steep 
side-gable roof and an asymmetrical front façade. 

�„  A porch is present with ornamental woodwork 
found on the columns and along the porch. 

�„  Two chimneys are located at opposite ends of the 
house. 

�„  Windows are currently boarded up with plywood.  
�„  There is a lancet window over the porch. The 

projecting stone voussoirs are painted white.  
�„  The property appears to be abandoned. 
�„  The house is partially visible from the public right-

of-way. 
�„  One-and-a-half storey tail exhibits the Ontario 

Gothic Cottage style. 

Context:  

�„  Directly associated with the rich agricultural 
history of Brampton and Chinguacousy Township  

�„  Associated with the Currie (Curry) family and the 
McClure family, two prominent settler families in 
Brampton.  

 
The Heritage Designation By-Law for BHR 073 can 
be found in Appendix G. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2,3 and 
10 of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Significant Land 
Disturbance  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. The property 
taking will not include the 
removal or demolition of the 
house. However, given BHR 
073 is a designated Part IV 
property and within the 
Heritage Road Realignment, 
further work is required.  

 

Mitigation : 

�„  Where possible, reduce 
changes to the landscape and 
investigate ways to modify the 
design to reduce impacts to 
the remaining property. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 



  

Cultural Heritage Assessment Report: Built Heritage Resources and Cultural Heritage Landscape s 

Page 10           

Feature 
IDs 

Location  Municipality  
Heritage 

Recognition   
(March 2023)  

Description of Property  Photograph  
Map ID 

Reference # 
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BHR 
075 

2472 Bovaird 
Drive West 

Brampton Designated Part 
IV (By-law 18-
2019) 

Historical:  
�„  The lot was owned by Thomas Greensword in 

1858 (Appendix B-1) and Isaac Greensword in 
1877 (Appendix B-2). 

�„  Connection with two prominent families in Norval- 
Greensword, and the McMeekins. 

�„  Part of lot 11, Concession 5, WHS Chinguacousy. 
Design:  
�„  A two-and-a-half-storey farmhouse with a 

symmetrical façade with two projecting 
frontispieces. 

�„  The house exhibits many of the hallmarks of the 
Queen Anne style. These features include 
elaborate brick detailing, irregular roofline, 
windows of varying shape and sizes and 
segmental arches and drip moulds.  

�„  The house contains two projecting gabled bays, 
wooden bracketing and a central entrance 
covered by a reconstructed porch.  

�„  The property contains a number of outbuildings 
including a large T-shaped barn. 

Context:  
�„  The property maintains and supports the current 

rural character of Bovaird Drive in the City of 
Brampton. 

�„  Linked to the Greensword orchard, McNichol 
Cemetery, and Laird Estate. 

 
The Heritage Designation By-Law for BHR 075 can 
be found in Appendix G. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 2,3 and 
10 of 13 

No Direct Adverse Impacts  
�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 

Design is proposed to result 
in minor property acquisition 
along Bovaird Drive West. It 
is not anticipated that there 
will be any impacts to the 
built heritage resource. The 
residence on the property is 
located 62 metres from the 
edge of the Preliminary 
Design. Therefore, it is not 
anticipated that the impacts 
will alter the landscape. 

�„  No specific mitigation 
measures or next steps are 
required. 

�„  See general 
recommendations in Section 
7.2.1. 

BHR 
080 

709 Mayfield 
Road 

Caledon None (Potential) Historical:  
�„  The lot was owned by John Clarridge in 1859 and 

by Joseph Mothersill in 1877. 
�„  A farmhouse and orchard are illustrated on the 

1877 Illustrated Historical Atlas map in the vicinity 
of BHR 080 (Appendix B-2). 

�„  However, this house likely replaced an earlier house 
and was built after 1915 (Appendix B-3). 

Design:  
�„  A two-storey Four Square red brick farmhouse 

with a low-pitched hipped roof and an internal 
chimney. 

�„  Windows are covered with plywood and the brick 
voussoirs and concrete sills are still visible.  

�„  Property is abandoned. 
�„  Property contains a saltbox roof barn and one 

additional outbuilding at the rear of the property. 
Context:  
�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 

Mayfield Road in the Town of Caledon. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 3,4 and 
10 of 13 

No Direct Adverse Impacts  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to 
result in minor property 
acquisition along Mayfield 
Road. It is not anticipated 
that there will be any 
impacts to the built 
heritage resource. The 
residence on the property 
is located 130 metres from 
the edge of the Preliminary 
Design. Therefore, it is not 
anticipated that the 
impacts will alter the 
landscape. 

  

�„  No specific mitigation 
measures or next steps are 
required. 

�„   See general 
recommendations in Section 
7.2.1. 
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BHR 
081 

400 Mayfield 
Road 

Caledon Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register 

Historical:  

�„  Lot 18, Con. 6, former Township of Albion.  
�„  The house was likely constructed between 1875-

1899. 
�„  This property was owned in 1877 by Joseph Leslie 

and the house appears on the 1877 Illustrated 
Historical Atlas map (Appendix B-2). 

Design:  
�„  A one-and-a-half-storey dichromatic brick 

farmhouse with an intersecting gable roof (metal 
cladding) and decorative courses below eaves 
and buff brick quoins. 

�„  Aerial imagery shows an L-shaped plan. 
�„  Gable peak ornamentation is unusual and 

includes a Roman cross inside a triangle. 
�„  The exterior windows have voussoir arched 

lintels. The front entrance is arched with transom 
and sidelights.  

�„  A veranda with wooden railings is located on the 
east side of the house.  

�„  The property contains a treelined driveway, a 
large gambrel-roof barn, two additional 
outbuildings and a single concrete silo. 

Context : 
�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 

Mayfield Road in the Town of Caledon. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 3 and 4 
of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Significant Land 
Disturbance   

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design and the Heritage 
Road realignment is 
proposed to result in a 
major property acquisition. 
The property taking will not 
include the removal or 
demolition of the house 
located within BHR 081. 
However, the significant 
land disturbance will alter 
the landscape which may 
result in direct adverse 
impacts to the property 
parcel.  

 

Mitigation : 

�„  Where possible, reduce 
changes to the landscape and 
investigate ways to modify the 
design to reduce impacts to the 
remaining property. 

Next Steps : 

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

BHR 
082 

12317 Heritage 
Road 

Caledon Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register 

Historical:  

�„  Lot 19, Con. 5, Historic Settlement of 
Chinguacousy. 

�„  The building on the property was constructed ca. 
1875 and first appeared on the 1877 Illustrated 
Historical Atlas map (Appendix B-2).  

Design:  

�„  A vernacular one-and-a-half-storey vinyl siding 
farmhouse with a low-pitched gable roof. 

�„  Aerial photos show a rectangular shaped plan. 
�„  Windows have been replaced and the house 

possibly contains an enclosed porch on its south 
side. 

�„  The property contains a collapsed barn at the rear 
of the house.  

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Heritage Road in the Town of Caledon.  

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 3 and 4 
of 13 

Direct Adverse Impacts �± 
Removal or Demolition  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. It is anticipated 
the property taking will 
include the removal or 
demolition of the house 
located within BHR 082 as it 
is within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel. 

 

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next Steps:  
�„  The following next steps are 

required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 
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Feature 
IDs 

Location  Municipality  
Heritage 

Recognition   
(March 2023)  

Description of Property  Photograph  
Map ID 

Reference # 
(Appendix C) 

Potential Preliminary 
Impacts  

Recommended Mitigation and 
Next Steps  

CHL 
083 

12456 Heritage 
Road 

Caledon Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register 

Historical:  

�„  Lot 20, Con. 6, Historic Settlement of 
Chinguacousy. 

�„  The house was constructed prior to 1859 and first 
appeared on the 1859 Tremaine Map of the 
County of Peel map (Appendix B-1). 

Design:  

�„  A Neoclassical one-and-a-half storey red brick 
farmhouse with a low-pitched gable roof. 

�„  The property contains a treelined driveway, two 
large barns, a number of additional outbuildings 
and four silos. 

�„  The view of house heavily obstructed from the 
public right-of-way. 

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Heritage Road in the Town of Caledon. 

�„  The landscape features located within the 
property include a number of outbuildings, 
entrance driveway framed by vegetation and rear 
agricultural fields. 

 
(AECOM 2023) 

Page 3 and 4 
of 13 

No Direct Adverse  Impacts  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in minor property acquisition 
along Heritage Road. It is 
not anticipated that there 
will be any impacts to the 
built heritage resource. The 
residence on the property is 
located 392 metres from the 
edge of the Preliminary 
Design. Therefore, it is not 
anticipated that the impacts 
will alter the landscape. 

�„  No specific mitigation 
measures or next steps are 
required. 

�„  See general 
recommendations in Section 
7.2.1. 

BHR 
094 

12466 
Mississauga 
Road 

Caledon Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register 

Historical:  

�„  Lot 20, Con. 5, Historic Settlement of 
Chinguacousy. 

�„  The house was likely constructed between 1850-
1874. 

�„  Joseph Mothersill House built in ca. 1865.  

Design:  

�„  A two-storey, 3-bay polychromatic brick Ontario 
Cottage with Gothic Revival detailing.  

�„  The house has ornamental decorative brick work 
banding on the top third of the house and buff 
brick quoins lining the corners of the house. 

�„  Lancet windows with voussoir arched lintels and 
green shutters.  

�„  The property contains an enclosed glass veranda. 
�„  The property contains a large gambrel-roof barn 

and a number of other smaller outbuildings.  
�„  The house is partially visible from the public right-

of-way. 

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Mississauga Road in the Town of Caledon.  

 
(AECOM 2020) 

Page 3 and 4 
of 13 

No Direct Adverse Impacts  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in minor property acquisition 
along Mississauga Road 
and along the rear of the 
property. It is not anticipated 
that there will be any 
impacts to the built heritage 
resource. The residence on 
the property is located 250 
metres from the edge of the 
Preliminary Design. 
Therefore, it is not 
anticipated that the impacts 
will alter the landscape. 

�„  No specific mitigation 
measures or next steps are 
required. 

�„  See general 
recommendations in Section 
7.2.1. 
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Feature 
IDs 

Location  Municipality  
Heritage 

Recognition   
(March 2023)  

Description of Property  Photograph  
Map ID 

Reference # 
(Appendix C) 

Potential Preliminary 
Impacts  

Recommended Mitigation and 
Next Steps  

BHR 
095 

12679 
Mississauga 
Road 

Caledon Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register 

Historical:  

�„  Lot 21, Con. 4, Historic Settlement of 
Chinguacousy. 

�„  Robert Mothersill had a house on this lot in 1861.  

Design :  

�„  A one-and-a-half-storey Ontario Cottage with a 
west side wing and a cross-gable roof. 

�„  A verandah with ornamental woodwork runs along 
the façade of the house.  

�„  Windows have been replaced. 
�„  The property contains two wood barns and a 

separate garage. 

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Mississauga Road in the Town of Caledon.  

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 4 of 13 Direct Adverse Impacts  �± 
Removal or Demolition   

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in a major property 
acquisition. It is anticipated 
the property taking will 
include the removal or 
demolition of the house 
located within BHR 095 as it 
is within the right-of-way. 
Therefore, this undertaking 
will result in a significant 
direct adverse impact to the 
property parcel. 

 

Mitigation : 

�„  Modify the Project design to 
avoid removal or demolition of 
the house, if possible. 

Next Steps:  

�„  The following next steps are 
required: 
�� A Cultural Heritage 

Evaluation Report should 
be completed by a 
Qualified Person, to 
determine if the property 
has CHVI. 

�� If MTO determines that the 
property has CHVI and 
direct adverse impacts are 
still anticipated, then a 
Heritage Impact 
Assessment should be 
completed by a Qualified 
Person to determine 
potential impacts to the 
property and proposed 
mitigation measures. 

CHL 
101 

12872 
Creditview Road  

Caledon Listed on the 
Municipal 
Heritage 
Register 

Historical:  

�„  Lot 21 and 21, Con. 4, Historic Settlement of 
Chinguacousy. 

�„  This early 20th century house has either replaced, 
or incorporated, the original home of David 
Henderson that was in place in 1859. 

�„  The house was likely constructed between 1900-
1924. 

Design:  

�„  A two-storey red brick Edwardian style house with 
a low-pitched hipped roof, a front hipped dormer, 
and three bay symmetrical façade.  

�„  Windows are replacements with heavy stone 
lintels. 

�„  The house has a central porch with a balcony 
overhead. The balcony is clad in artificial stone 
includes wrought-iron railings. 

�„  The property contains two barns on the north side 
of the property. 

Context:  

�„  The property contributes to the rural character of 
Creditview Road in the Town of Caledon. 

�„  The landscape features located within the 
property include a number of outbuildings, 
entrance driveway framed by vegetation and rear 
agricultural fields. 

 
(AECOM 2021) 

Page 4 and 11 
of 13 

No Direct Adverse Impacts  

�„  Rationale: The Preliminary 
Design is proposed to result 
in minor property acquisition 
along Creditview Road. It is 
not anticipated that there 
will be any impacts to the 
built heritage resource. 
Therefore, it is not 
anticipated that the impacts 
will alter the landscape. 

�„  No specific mitigation 
measures or next steps are 
required. 

�„  See general 
recommendations in Section 
7.2.1. 
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