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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Study Lands 
The study area comprises Lots 18 to 22, Concessions 1 and 2 West of Hurontario Street in the 
former Chinguacousy Township, County of Peel (refer to Figure 1). The lands encompass 
approximately 770 ha. (1900 acres) bounded by Mayfield Road on the south, Old School Road on 
the north, Highway 10 on the east, and Chinguacousy Road on the west.   

1.2 Planning Context 
The study area is within the Mayfield West Community Development Plan Study Area and is being 
studied by Caledon for a potential future settlement boundary expansion to accommodate future 
growth. Phase 1 of the Mayfield West Community lies to the east of Hurontario Street.  

1.3 Scope and Purpose of the Study 
In June 2008, Caledon Council approved the General Terms of Reference for the Mayfield West 
Phase Two Secondary Plan, which includes the requirement for a Cultural Heritage Survey, along 
with a number of other technical studies needed to inform future planning decisions.  
 
The Cultural Heritage Survey includes three component studies: a Stage 1 Archaeological 
Assessment, a Built Heritage Resources Assessment, and a Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
Assessment.  
 
This study addresses the latter two components, with archaeology addressed under a separate study. 
 
Policy 3.2.3.14 of the Caledon Official Plan requires that a Cultural Heritage Survey shall: 
 

a) Identify the level of significance of any cultural heritage resources, including 
archaeological resources and potential, existing within and in close proximity to the 
subject lands; and, 

b) Make recommendations for the conservation of the cultural heritage resources, including 
whether a Cultural Heritage Impact Statement should be prepared. 

 
The Town has prepared a draft town-wide Inventory of Built Heritage Resources (BHRs), and, 
separately a draft Inventory of Cultural Heritage Landscapes (CHLs), both of which screened this 
study area. These studies were therefore reviewed as background to this assignment. As well, the 
Terms of Reference for this study requires that any identified CHLs be assessed as per the process 
and format articulated in the Criteria for the Identification of Cultural Heritage Landscapes, prepared 
in 2003 and formally adopted by the Town. While this process has been followed in screening for 
cultural heritage landscapes, only two CHLs were identified in the study lands, with one directly 
linked to a significant BHR and its landscape context. A separate report was therefore deemed 
unnecessary and to avoid duplication and dissection of key information, both CHLs and BHRs are 
included in this report.  
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1.4 Definitions 
For the purposes of the exercise, the following definitions in the Caledon Official Plan are used: 
 
Built Heritage Resources: 
 
“One or more buildings, structures, monuments, installations or physical remains associated with 
architectural, cultural, social, political, economic, or military history and identified as being of 
value to a community”. 
 
The contextual landscape is defined as: 
 
“An ensemble of cultural and natural elements of significance to the setting of a built heritage 
resource”. 
 
Cultural Heritage Landscape: 
 
The Caledon Official Plan adopts the following definition in the Provincial Policy Statement for 
cultural heritage landscapes: 
 
“A defined geographical area of heritage significance which has been modified by human activities 
and is valued by a community. It involves a grouping(s) of individual heritage features such as 
structures, spaces, archaeological sites and natural elements, which together form a significant type 
of heritage form, distinctive from that of its constituent parts.” 
 
The Official Plan further states: 
 
“Cultural heritage landscapes include any area that is an ensemble of cultural heritage resources 
such as a neighbourhood, townscape, roadscape including heritage roads, farmscape, or waterscape 
that is of significance because it illustrates noteworthy historic relationships between people and 
their environment. A cultural heritage landscape must also have an appropriate degree of integrity”. 

19th century residence is an example of a Built 
Heritage Resource 

Ensemble of built heritage and landscape features 
forms a Cultural Heritage Landscape 
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2.0 STUDY AREA CHARACTERISTICS 

2.1 Physiographic Description 
The study lands are located in the South Slope physiographic region of Southern Ontario (Chapman 
and Putnam, 1984), which includes the highly fertile Peel Plain that encompasses the lower portion 
of the Town of Caledon, sloping gradually across the central portions of the Regional Municipalities 
of Halton, Peel, and York and the northwestern portion of the City of Toronto.  
 

The Peel Plain, an ancient lakebed, is 
characterized by flat to slightly undulating 
terrain comprised of a rich glacial till, 
containing large amounts of shale and 
limestone, and topped by a shallow veneer 
of relatively impervious clays. The Peel 
Plain area is classified as prime 
agricultural land. Soil types within the 
study area are predominantly 
Chinguacousy clay-loam soils, which 
generally exhibit imperfect natural 
drainage; and pockets of well-draining Fox 
sandy-loam soils1. 
 
The Etobicoke Creek originates to the 
north on the Oak Ridges Moraine. It 
traverses on a west-to-east orientation 

through the study lands as a reach of the main branch, with several small headwater tributaries 
connecting into it from the north. Though now virtually treeless but for small woodlots and the 
woodlands along the creek banks, the area once contained a rich hardwood forest of wide species 
diversity. Though the soils of the Peel Plain are productive there have always been issues of water 
supply and recharge as there are few aquifers in the region and evaporation from the clay soils is 
rapid, making this area along Etobicoke Creek particularly propitious for settlement.  

2.2 Existing Land Uses 
Currently, agriculture remains the dominant land-use in the study lands, with farms interspersed with 
single residential lots. Suburban residential and commercial development exists directly across both 
Mayfield Road and Hurontario Street. 
 

                                                 
1 Etobicoke Creek Subwatershed Study Synthesis Report. CH2M Hill. September 2008. 

Landscape character of the study lands is typical of the 
Peel Plain 
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3.0 HISTORICAL CONTEXT 

3.1 Early Human Habitation 
It is thought that aboriginals inhabited the Etobicoke Creek subwatershed as early as 10,000 BC, 
with pre-history occupation in the Caledon area after the last Ice Age following similar patterns of 
migration and settlement as other parts of Southern Ontario. The earliest people would have been 
nomadic hunting tribes following herds of caribou and other large game that roamed the tundra-like 
landscape following the retreat of the glaciers. The Oak Ridges Moraine just to the north is thought 
to be one of the earliest areas in Ontario to be free of ice, and as such likely to have been one of the 
first to support human habitation. Several sites dating to this ‘Paleoindian’ period have been found in 
Caledon, to the east and west of the Etobicoke Creek headwaters area. 
 
Later, as the forests developed, the river and creek valleys offered key travelways and a rich foraging 
ground for the hunter-gatherers of the Archaic period (7000 to 1000 BC) and the Woodland period 
(1000 BC to 1651 AD). Several sites dating to this time period have been found in the Etobicoke-
Mimico area2.  

3.2 Euro-Canadian Settlement 
At the time of European settlement lands in the Etobicoke Creek subwatershed formed part of the 
original territory occupied by people of the Ojibwe nation, and referred to by early explorers as the 
Mississaugas. 
 
Euro-Canadians first made contact with this aboriginal group in the mid-to-late 1600s, with trade 
routes established up and down the Credit River and the Etobicoke Creek. Following the American 
Revolution there was an influx of immigration from the United States by United Empire Loyalists. 
With increased pressure for settlement lands, the British Crown purchased what is referred to as the 
Mississauga Tract in 1805, from the Mississaugas. The Mississauga Purchase comprised 85,000 
acres extending from the Etobicoke Creek to Burlington Bay on the shore of Lake Ontario. 
 
In 1818 the remainder of the Mississauga Tract was secured, greatly extending the northern 
boundary of the County through the ‘New Survey’ to include what would become the townships of 
Albion, Caledon and Chinguacousy. The name Chinguacousy is attributed to an Ojibwa chief, 
Shinguacouse, who during the War of 1812 supported British forces in the capture of Fort 
Michilimackinac. His name translates to "the small pine."  
 
Surveyed in 1819 by Richard Bristol, the Township of Chinguacousy was opened for settlement in 
1820. Most of the lands in the Township of Chinguacousy were granted to settlers in the years 1819 
to 1821, according to the list in the Directory of the County of Peel for 1873-4 (Lynch: 1874). 
According to Lynch “A large portion of the early settlers of Chinguacousy were the children of the 
U. E. Loyalists, who came to Canada at the close of the American Revolution, and settled in the 
neighbourbood of Niagara”. This is somewhat misleading in that many of these grantees never 
actually took up their land and it was rather the influx of immigrants from the British Isles, 
particularly Ireland, between 1828 and 1850 that populated the area3. 

                                                 
2 2 Etobicoke Creek Subwatershed Study Synthesis Report. CH2M Hill. September 2008. 
3 David Gagan, Hopeful Travellers, University of Toronto Press: Toronto, 1981 pp.28-34 
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3.3 Land Uses and Activities 
Settlement began in the area shortly after the completion of the Township Survey in 1819. However, 
as in many hinterland townships, permanent settlement was hampered by the extent of land owned 
by absentee landlords. This was particularly egregious where the rich soils of the Peel Plain were 
quickly recognized for their agricultural potential and greatly coveted. However, once the land was 
cleared the farms of those who were able to settle here prospered and expanded. While land clearing 
was a struggle, the soils were stable, much less susceptible to erosion than the sandy soils to the 
northeast and able to support a variety of crop types. It was initially wheat farming that brought 
prosperity to the farmers of the area. Wheat prices skyrocketed in the mid 19th century, pushed by a 
chain of events which began with the gold rush of 1849 and peaked in 1854-1855 when the crop 
failed in Europe at the same time as the Crimean War cut off the supply of Russian wheat.  
 
Beginning in this same period, the signing of 
the Reciprocity Treaty with the U.S.A. 
(1854-1865) and the coming of the Railway 
encouraged farmers to diversify, including 
an increase in livestock. Farms tended to 
expand, often as a multi-generational 
enterprise. The modest English three bay hay 
barns were enlarged, or second barns built to 
accommodate the growing enterprises. Thus 
it was in this period that the barn became the 
dominant feature of the Peel Plain landscape.  
 
The agricultural census for 1871 records this 
new diversity: spring and winter wheat, 
barley, oats, rye, peas, beans, buckwheat, 
corn, potatoes, turnip, “other roots,” hay, 
grass and/or clover seed, flax seed, apples, grapes, other fruit, tobacco and hops. Additional farm 
produce included butter, cheese, dressed flax, homemade linen and other cloth, maple sugar, wool, 
honey and barrels of cured beef, pork and mutton. Livestock included horses, colts, oxen, milch 
cows, other “horned cattle,” sheep, pigs and 1,657 bee hives. Some farmers made money by selling 
timber cut from their land and the census enumerated squared white pine and oak, tamarack, birch 
and maple, elm, hickory, plus manufactured staves and tanbark 
 
The Peel County Atlas Map of 1877 shows orchards in association with most of the farmhouses. 
 
For a time after alfalfa was introduced into Ontario it was an important crop on the Peel Plain, but 
this diminished quickly after 1926.  

3.4 Patterns of Spatial Organization 
The original grid of the township survey establishes the form of settlement in the study lands. The lot 
and concession grid pattern employed in the ‘New Survey’ lands of north Peel was distinct from that 
of the ‘Old Survey’, with a different orientation of concessions and lot dimensions. In this system the 
common unit of concession is the half-lot of 100 acres with each half of the 200 acre lot fronting on 
a different concession line road. These half lots are almost square. Concessions run essentially north-
south. At every five lots there was an allowance for a side road. In Chinguacousy Township, six 

Typical Peel Plain farm complex in the study lands 
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concessions were laid out on either side of Hurontario Street (Provincial Highway 10), also known 
as Centre Road. Concessions were further denoted by ‘West of Hurontario Street’ (WHS) or ‘East of 
Hurontario Street’ (EHS). Three of the 100 acre parcels within the Study area had been further 
divided into 50 acre lots by 1859, 
and this still remains evident at 
12760 Hurontario Street (part of Lot 
21, Con 1 WHS). 
 
In 1821, the population of the 
Township of Chinguacousy 
combined with that of the Township 
of Toronto Gore, was estimated to 
be 412 with just 230 acres of 
cultivated land. By 1841 the 
population of Chinguacousy had 
risen to 3,721 and by 1851 it had 
increased substantially to 7,469. 
Population figures for 1861 show a 
decline to 6,897, with a further drop 
to 6,129 in 18714. This decline in 
population has actually been 
identified as the expansion of 
successful farmers acquiring more 
land.5 
 
Today the study lands comprise a tapestry of farm fields with the occasional woodlot, wetland and/or 
creek. The dominant features are the farm complexes with barns, silos and other outbuildings along 
with windrows and/or mature front yard shade trees. Several of the historic properties now contain 
single residential lots, as a result of severances.  
 
To the east and south are the burgeoning urban areas of Mayfield and Brampton, developed in recent 
decades and encouraged by the flat, cleared lands and proximity to major arterial roads.  

3.5 Circulation Networks 

Roads 

With the Peel Plain posing few physical constraints, the concession lines and sideroads were 
surveyed in the conventional grid along with the concession lots, and cleared by adjacent 
landowners. In the west half of the township, through the study lands, the 1st Concession Line 
became McLaughlin Road and the 2nd Concession Line, Chinguacousy Road, with Sideroads 17 and 
18 becoming Mayfield Road and Old School Road, respectively. Extending for some distance, all of 
the roads formed substantial routes within the former County road system and are paved through the 
study lands.  
 

                                                 
4 Directory of the County of Peel for 1873-74. John Lynch. Brampton. 1874 
5 Gagan, Hopeful Travellers, pp.34-35 

Figure 2: Study lands overlaid on the Tremaine Map of 1859 
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Hurontario Street (Highway 10) is a long-standing major transportation corridor connecting Port 
Credit at Lake Ontario to Collingwood, on Georgian Bay. Through the study lands it serves the 
aggregate industry to the north and industrial/commercial lands to the south, with a connection to the 
expressway Highway 410 under construction immediately to the east. Highway 10 also serves as a 
commuter and visitor route to the scenic areas of north Caledon and beyond to the growing 
community of Orangeville.  

Credit Valley Railway 

Still an operational rail line extending to Orangeville, the former Credit Valley Railway passes 
through the study lands between Hurontario Street and McLaughlin Road. The CVR was established 
with several branches to improve trade opportunities in Southern Ontario, including a line that 
extended north from Toronto to Owen Sound. The tracks to Orangeville and branch line to Elora 
were opened in 1879 and included the well-known Forks of the Credit trestle bridge in Belfountain. 
 
The CVR was taken over first by the Ontario & Quebec (O&Q) Railway, along with the Toronto, 
Grey and Bruce Railway, and later by the Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR) on January 4, 1884. By 
1996, with parts to the north decommissioned by CPR, the 35-mile section from Streetsville to 
Orangeville section had fallen under the ownership of the St. Lawrence & Hudson Railway. In 
September 2000, the Town of Orangeville and partners purchased the railway and formed the 
Brampton-Orangeville Railway to serve several Orangeville businesses. Freight traffic is currently 
operating along this section a few days a week. A tour train operates seasonally between Snelgrove 
and Orangeville, through the scenic Forks of the Credit area. 

3.6 Settlement Clusters 
No settlement areas are present within the study lands as formally delineated. However, what was 
once the small hamlet of Snelgrove (originally Edmonton) is located adjacent to the south-east 
corner of the study lands. Snelgrove is now a developed urban node with a residential area, service 
stations, and a commercial mall located directly adjacent to the southeast boundary, and very much 
impacting the context of that section of the study area. The small hamlet of Alloa was, historically, 
the other village in close proximity, located just to the west of the study area.  

Snelgrove (Edmonton) 

In 1838, John Snell, a native of Devonshire, England, received a Crown land grant of 100 acres in 
the vicinity of Hurontario Street and 17 Sideroad. The area was first known by early settlers as 
Edmonton after a place of that name near London, England. This was the name first used on the post 
office when it was opened in 1851 and appears this way on both the 1859 map and 1877 map. With 
the establishment of Edmonton in western Canada, confusion arose and in 1895 the village was 
renamed Snelgrove after prominent local families (there were five Snell families in the area).  
 
Edmonton was laid out in 68 building lots, 1-10 being on lot 17 Concession 1 West of Hurontario 
Street and lots 11-68 on the east side of Hurontario. Another lot, numbered 71, was located on the 
southwest corner of Lot 18 Concession 1 EHS.  
 
According to the list of subscribers for the 1859 Tremaine Map, James Collingbourn (general 
merchant) was the acting postmaster. Three additional subscribers included John Huxley (school 
teacher), James K. Nesbitt (hotel keeper of the Edmonton Hotel), and John Ferris (farmer). 
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By 1877, the village had a population of 200 and was home to the Township hall. The village had 
five large churches, a brick school house (Mary Newhouse, teacher), Temperance and Orange halls, 
Post Office (R. Campbell, postmaster), two general stores (Robert Campbell and George Doak), 
carriage factory (Albert Thompson), two blacksmith shops (Robert Campbell and Robert Quinn), 
harness shop (J. Orngey), boot and shoe makers (J. Huxley), Temperance Hotel (J. Gilkinson) and a 
licensed hotel (Hugh Johnson). Alpheus Clarridge was the village carpenter and joiner.6  

Alloa 

Alloa appears on Tremaine’s 1859 map and on the 1877 Atlas map at the corner of 3rd Line West 
(Creditview Road) and 17 Sideroad (Mayfield Road), just to the west of the study lands. Although 
never aspiring to more than a crossroads community, it once housed a sawmill, hotel, post office, 
church, and several homes. The church still stands on the north-east corner of Creditview Road and 
Mayfield Road (Home United Church); the Alloa Methodist Cemetery remains some distance south 
at Concession 4WHS, Lot 15E 1/2 (now in the City of Brampton), and the community name lives on 
in the local elementary school further to the west on Mayfield Road. 

                                                 
6 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters’, TRCA, 2006 

Figure 3: Study Area boundary overlaid with the 1877 Atlas map 
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4.0 HERITAGE FEATURES 

4.1 Built Heritage Resources  
The evolution of the area farmstead follows a pattern that was typical throughout 19th century 
Ontario. The assessment rolls indicate that by the mid 1840s a one (or one and a half) storey log 
dwelling “square or hewn timber on two sides” had been erected on most properties within the study 
area. Typically this first house was side gabled, of three bays (door flanked by a window on each 
side), 18’ x 24’ with a winder stair around the gable end chimney. A separate kitchen ‘tail’ was often 
added as time and prosperity allowed.  
 
In that early period (1835-1850), the associated 
barn was typically the small timber frame hay 
barn of three bays derived from British 
prototypes. However, with the new wealth 
generated by the ‘wheat boom’ of the 1850s and 
the diversification into livestock, the architecture 
of the farmstead changed significantly. 
 
Through the 1860s many of the area farmers 
built their ‘second’ homes, typically of the good 
quality local brick (Cheltenham) being 
manufactured by that time, either red brick or in 
the combination of red brick with buff brick 
detailing which led to more exuberant decorative 
treatments. While some residents built all new in 
brick, others bricked over existing frame and log 
structures. 
 
As well, the English three bay hay barn was no 
longer adequate in itself leading to the construction either of a second larger barn or the raising of 
the existing barn on a stone foundation with livestock at the ground storey and hay in the loft above, 
reached by a ramped or ‘banked’ entry.  
 

While the brick homes of the 1860s were often 
of the three bay, 1 ½ storey, side gabled with 
centre gable type often referred to as ‘Ontario 
cottage’, a decade later farm residences, often 
those of the children of the original settlers, were 
more likely to be a full two storeys under a 
hipped roof, incorporating more complex plan 
forms (‘L’ Plan etc.) and exhibiting some 
evidence of Italianate influence such as 
bracketed cornices.  
 

Although later altered, the underlying structure at 
12259 Chinguacousy Road is believed to be an 
early log dwelling, likely constructed prior to 1845. 
The complex of barns reflects the changing style of 
agricultural buildings. 

Centre gable ‘Ontario cottage’ style house at 
12711 McLaughlin Road 
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Within the study area the next well represented 
architectural period, the late 19th/early 20th century, 
is typified by the solid, two storey, capacious, 
symmetrical, relatively unadorned brick farmhouse 
under a hipped roof with a portico supported on 
round ‘short’ columns on masonry piers.  
 
Through this period the barn complex also tended 
to grow with additions to existing structures and 
dedicated buildings added, such as dairies, chicken 
houses, silos and piggeries. Timbers from original 
redundant barns were often recycled into the newer 
structures. Functions changed and the typical roof 
form of the main barn went from gable to gambrel 
with its increased useable height.  
 

These large gambrel barns remain the 
dominant landmark structures of the local 
landscape. Silos became an important 
component of the farm in the late 19th 
century. Originally constructed of wood 
staves, by the early 20th century concrete was 
the material of choice. Early silos were 
typically roofed with a conical or hipped 
conical / Mansard roof eventually superseded 
by a dome form.  
 
The typical farmstead arrangement included: 
access toward the dwelling down a tree lined 
lane; windrow plantings in front, and to the 
side, of the house; service additions to the 

house (summer kitchen, woodshed) extending to the 
rear including carriage shed/garage; the lane 
extending to the barnyard around which are arranged 
the barns and other key outbuildings or in a more 
linear arrangement with the lane continuing to these 
structures. The actual site plans, of course, vary due 
to topography, manner of evolution of the farm, type 
of operation etc. 
 
Within the study area it appears that three original log 
houses survive, though none with the logs exposed. 
12259 Chinguacousy Road is now clad in c.1950 
insulbrick, while 12960 McLaughlin Road is clad in 
more recent metal ‘clapboard’ style siding and 12700 
McLaughlin Road in board and batten.  
 

Beneath its board and batten siding, the house 
at 12700 McLaughlin Road is likely an early log 
structure 

Typical late 19th / early 20th century brick house 
at 12900 McLaughlin Road 

Typical farmstead arrangement at 12461 McLaughlin 
Road 
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There is only one stone structure within the study area. The residence at 12891 McLaughlin Road 
was constructed with particularly notable cut stone detailing, including the hood at the lancet 
window with vermiculated keystone set in relief. The chimney at the north gable is also of cut stone. 
Unfortunately the window sash has been altered and the building has a new ‘stock’ main door and 
sidelight treatment.  
 

The remainder of the historic buildings are brick. 
There are many good examples of the red brick and 
dichromatic (buff and red) brick construction of the 
1860s, including 12529 Chinguacousy Road and 
the former schoolhouse (S.S.11) at the corner of 
Old School Road and Hurontario Street. Both these 
examples also incorporate stone detailing as well.  
 
The finest example of the Italianate influenced 
architecture of the 1870s is 12290 Hurontario 
Street with its façade markedly more articulated 
and highly stylized than its neighbours. The late 
19th/early 20th century is well represented by such 
structures as 12900 McLaughlin Road and 12669 
Chinguacousy Road. 

 
With regard to barns, many of the first small three 
bay barns survive in deteriorated condition as 
implement and general storage sheds. Still, good 
examples do remain, such as at 12529 Chinguacousy 
Road and at 12760 Hurontario Street (though the 
house has been very much altered). However, the 
later large gambrel barns remain the dominant built 
feature within the landscape, often at the heart of a 
complex of associated structures and particularly 
when able to be viewed from a distance, such as the 
complex at 2412 Mayfield Road as seen driving south 
on McLaughlin.  
 

 
 
Concrete silos survive on many of the farms, often as 
roofless cylinders, although the silo at 12502 
McLaughlin Road still has its early 20th century 
Mansard style octagonal roof with ventilation 
dormers.   

 

Italianate influenced architecture at 12290 
Hurontario Street  

Former schoolhouse (S.S. 11) at 2939 Old School 
Road. 

Barn complex at 12502 McLaughlin Road
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4.2 Landscape Features 
The extensive clearing of the old-growth forest during the mid-1800s for agricultural purposes has 
significantly reduced the quantity of natural land cover in the landscape. Although initial land 
clearing would have been difficult, the lands of the 
Peel Plain are more arable than in the northern parts 
of Chinguacousy and Caledon townships and able to 
support a variety of crops.  
 
Some hedgerows and windrows remain in association 
with the 19th century farms, although not to the extent 
seen in other areas of Caledon - the opportunities 
afforded by fertile land and modern farming practices 
having led to their removal in order to optimize field 
sizes. As well, the re-naturalization of land due to 
diminished farming activities, as seen in the rockier, 
escarpment lands to the north, has not occurred in this 
area. 
 
Many of the heritage properties also have tree-lined laneways and/or mature specimen trees in the 
landscape. Several of the more notable of these are located at: 12259 Chinguacousy Road (black 
locust); 12669 Chinguacousy Road (Norway spruce, maple); 12324 McLaughlin Road (oak); 12502 
McLaughlin Road (black locust); 12711 and 13064 McLaughlin Road (Norway spruce). 
 

Mature oak and maple trees line the frontages of 
several properties and along short stretches of 
Hurontario Street (on the west side, south and 
north of Old School Road); and along 
Chinguacousy Road (in the vicinity of 12472 and 
12529). There is a particularly nice stand of 
young oak along McLaughlin Road, in 
association with 12461 and along the southerly 
frontage of 12324, where they extend as heritage 
trees along the former farm laneway.  
 
The oldest of the roadside trees remain likely as a 
result of tree planting programs in the late-19th 
century, efforts of which stemmed initially from 
an Act of the Ontario Legislature passed in 1871, 
and the subsequent Ontario Tree Planting Act of 
1896 -  both of which encouraged planting and 

care of trees along public highways and along boundary lines to offset erosion and wind damage 
caused by land clearing. The Act offered landowners up to 25 cents per tree, paid three years after 
planting if the trees were healthy. The main sources for planting stock were wild seedlings and 
saplings dug from the surrounding woodlots. 
 

Agricultural fields and remnant woodlots in 
the study lands. 

Mature oak trees (in background) line the 
laneway at 12324 McLaughlin Road 
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The main stem of the Etobicoke Creek winds through the study lands on an east–west orientation, 
through Lot 20. As seen on the 1877 Atlas map, the creek has historically been an important part of 
the farmscapes of what are now 12306, 12472, and 12529 Chinguacousy Road. It extends westward 
through heritage properties at 12502 and 12461 McLaughlin Road before crossing under Hurontario 
Street. The latter property includes the bridge for the CVR, which can be seen from McLaughlin 
Road.  
 
A tributary of the Etobicoke Creek extends from the 
north, running parallel to Hurontario Street as a broad 
valley and forming a distinctive landscape feature 
behind and to the north of the farm complex at 12760 
Hurontario Street. Between McLaughlin Road and 
Hurontario Street, two deep, densely wooded creek 
valleys, which feed the Etobicoke tributary, form an 
important part of the landscape as seen from Old 
School Road. Another creek extends from the north-
west through the heritage property at 13064 
McLaughlin Road (outside the study area), emerging 
on the south side of Old School Road as a small pond 
on 12960 McLaughlin Road, and defining the 
northerly boundary of the stone farmhouse at 12891 
McLaughlin Road. 
 

Several sporadically vegetated creeks originate on the west 
side of Chinguacousy Road and extend south-east to join the 
main stem of the Etobicoke Creek. They appear as distinct 
tributaries on the 1877 Atlas map through Lots 22, 21 and 
20. One of them forms an important feature of the farmyard 
at 12529 Chinguacousy Road. 
 
There are several forest patches remaining in the study area. 
Most are located along the creek tributaries, which formed 
natural constraints to clearing; however, a few are located 
central to the concession block as remnant farm woodlots. 
Portions of these are included within, but not limited to, the 
rear lot areas of heritage properties at 12259, 12306 
Chinguacousy; 12700 and 12960 McLaughlin; and 12290 
Hurontario.  
 
The vegetation patches in the study lands are generally 
ranked as ‘fair’ (TRCA ranking) in terms of overall quality, 
with the single large tableland patch located between 
Chinguacousy Road and McLaughlin Road, north of 
Mayfield Road, ranked as ‘good’7. 
 
                                                 

7 TRCA Etobicoke Creek Subwatershed Study Synthesis Report. CH2M Hill. September 2008. 
 

Although largely agricultural, the 
landscape in the study lands includes 
creek tributaries, heritage trees and 
remnant woodlots. 

Tributaries of the Etobicoke Creek are 
significant landscape features of the farm 
complex at 12529 Chinguacousy Road. 
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5.0 SUMMARY OF PROPERTY EVALUATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

5.1 Overview 
Despite the proximity of suburban development, literally at the corner of the study area, and the 
presence of a number of relatively recent residential severances, the study area currently still remains 
a Peel Plain farmscape. Many of the properties retain 19th and/or early 20th century farmhouses and 
barn complexes, which have evolved over 
time. Much of the land is still being farmed 
and while some properties have clearly 
been ‘let go’ others show significant recent 
investment. 
 
This study has attempted to examine and 
evaluate the cultural value of each of the 
properties within the study area identified 
as having heritage potential within the 
Town’s recently completed inventory of 
built heritage resources (as well as checking 
to ensure that properties have not been 
inadvertently missed). The individual 
property reports and evaluations forms 
appended follow the process outlined in 
Ontario Reg. 9/06 for the identification of 
heritage properties considering: Design 
Value, Historical/Associative Value and Contextual Value. The evaluation form itself is derived 
from the most recent (2007) such form developed by the Ontario Realty Corporation (ORC) for the 
evaluation of its properties as part of the Cultural Heritage Process. Obviously farmsteads are 
somewhat complex to analyze in this manner, often consisting of a variety of cultural features, which 
may vary in quality and integrity. As well, the extent of the contextual base (fields etc.) to be 
considered in association with the main built features is often challenging. 
 
Again, in keeping with current practise as articulated in the Ministry of Culture’s Heritage Toolkit, 
the properties considered to manifest sufficient cultural value to warrant ongoing consideration have 
been recommended to either be Listed, or, where of great significance, to be Designated under 
Section 29, Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. It is anticipated that the effect of Listing will be to 
ensure that the properties so listed would be recognized as heritage assets and continue to receive 
due consideration for preservation in any future urban boundary expansion or development scheme 
which might be proposed for the area, while the intention of Designation would be to ensure that the 
designated properties would be preserved intact for the future (including associated context). 
 
It is also recommended that, pursuant to the policies of the Caledon Official Plan, a Cultural 
Heritage Impact Statement be prepared for both Designated and Listed properties in association 
with any proposed development or major site or building alteration, on or adjacent to the properties. 
This process will allow for a more detailed assessment of the properties and their attributes, evaluate 
the impacts to the heritage features, and assist in defining limits of, and buffers to the contextual 
property to be protected.  

19th century residence at 12461 McLaughlin Road 
remains largely intact and within its original setting  
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5.2 Properties Recommended for Designation 
 
12529 Chinguacousy Road:  
 

 
 
This property is unusually intact from the heritage perspective, including: the dichromatic brick 
farmhouse with additions; the range of barns and outbuildings exhibiting the evolution of the 
farmstead; the picturesque creek setting running right through the barnyard and the lack of any 
severances along the road. The full property is considered as a cultural heritage landscape. 
 
 
12259 Chinguacousy Road: 
 

 
Though covered in insulbrick, this is one of the original log dwellings (c.1845) of the area with a 
‘tail’ which appears to be quite early as well. 
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2939 Old School Road: 
 
Though obscured somewhat by later additions 
(readily reversible), former S.S. 11 served the 
local community for almost 100 years.  
 
Architecturally its gable front, three bay façade is 
typical of mid 19th century rural schools, but its 
dichromatic brickwork with stone quoins 
indicates its significance to the local community 
at the time it was built. 
 
 
12290 Hurontario Street: 
 

Though now derelict and directly across from ongoing 
development, this farm complex with its particularly fine 
Italianate inspired residence, large gambrel barn with arched 
windows and range of outbuildings including a stone 
smokehouse, is one of the finest in the area. The domestic yard, 
lane, dwelling and barn complex are all identified as key 
attributes. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
12700 McLaughlin Road: 
 

Unlike the above properties, this site is very well 
maintained to the extent that the cladding of the 
farmhouse appears to be relatively new, though wood 
board and batten. However, it appears likely that this 
three bay dwelling is one of the remaining original 
log houses (c.1845) in the area. The adjacent creek 
has been beautifully landscaped as it emerges from 
the cornfields. 
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12891 McLaughlin Road: 
 
The only stone dwelling within the study area, it is 
well constructed and retains some particularly fine 
detailing e.g. the lancet window and stone hood, lintel 
date stone.  
 
Note: Though the window sash and main entrance 
treatment have recently been changed, this is 
considered reversible. (Note: A barn deep within the 
property could not be accessed at the time of the field 
survey.) 

 

5.3 Properties Recommended for Listing 
 
12669 Chinguacousy Road: 

 
The deep front yard landscaped over time with a 
variety of both coniferous and deciduous species 
creates a particularly picturesque setting for this 
slightly altered (windows) Edwardian residence. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
12960 McLaughlin and 12900 McLaughlin Road: 

 
Though much of the heritage appearance of the 
farmhouse has been lost to recent renovations, it is 
important to recognize that it is quite possibly one 
of the original log dwellings in the area (c.1845).  
 
The farmscape, too, has lost some of its coherence 
with the severing away of the later (1911) brick 
farmhouse (12900 McLaughlin Road). However, 
the large barn complex dating mostly from the 
first half of the 20th century remains intact with an 
older barn to the west. 
 



 
Mayfield West Phase 2 Secondary Plan:  
Cultural Heritage Landscapes Assessment & Built Heritage Resources Assessment 19 

 
 
When considered together with 12900 
McLaughlin, the original multi-generational 
farmstead is again apparent with no other 
severances denigrating the McLaughlin Road 
frontage across the property. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
12461 McLaughlin Road: 
 

Though modest in form and detailing, this 
substantial later 19th century brick farmhouse 
remains relatively intact as does its immediate 
Peel Plain setting. The residence and treed 
domestic yard appear almost as an island within 
the surrounding fields. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
12711 McLaughlin Road: 

The centre gabled brick farmhouse exhibits fine 
stone detailing, pilastered main entrance 
treatment and unusual brick ‘dogtoothing’ above 
the arch of the centre gable window. The well 
treed front yard and tree lined lane, low terrace 
surrounding the building, as well as the view 
toward 12700 McLaughlin to the west, preserve 
a sense of the original setting. 
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12502 McLaughlin Road: 

 
With its segmentally arched openings and 
surviving panelled main door, the house is still a 
good example of a typical modest brick 
farmhouse c.1870, though in much deteriorated 
condition. The concrete silo of the largely c.1920 
barn complex retains its original octagonal 
Mansard roof with ‘dormers’ and ventilators. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
2412 Mayfield Road Road: 

 
While the cultural value of the house has been 
lessened by the recent re-cladding in white brick 
and the location of several of the newer 
outbuildings in close proximity to the house, the 
visual prominence of the main barn as viewed 
from McLaughlin Road is still of importance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
12760 Hurontario Street Road: 

 
The small three-bay hay barn is a good example 
of that type, predating the house, and, along with 
the associated outbuildings, occupies a 
picturesque site adjacent to the creek valley. 
 
Note that Listing in this case does not apply to 
the house and its immediate yard but rather 
to the small barn adjacent to the bank of the 
creek: 
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5.4 Other Properties 
 
12324 McLaughlin Road and adjacent property 
 

The existing property at 12324 McLaughlin Road has 
been severed from the original lot and the main 
residence on the property has been replaced by a 
modern bungalow. The heavy timber frame of a mid 
19th century barn remains in place (though under 
separate ownership, which likely includes the remainder 
of the original lot). There is no municipal address 
assigned to this property in the Town’s database.  
 
 
 
 

 
At this stage the timber frame should be documented prior to 
its loss.   
 
The property at 12324 McLaughlin Road maintains a row of 
majestic mature oaks along the lane and this is definitely a 
feature worthy of preservation. 

 

 

 

5.5 Cultural Heritage Landscapes 
While arguably the entire study area is a cultural landscape with a substantial number of heritage 
properties, it did not emerge as a ‘cultural heritage landscape’ of significance as was seen in several 
other areas of Caledon during the preparation of 
the town-wide CHL Inventory. One such CHL 
was identified on the Peel Plain, not far to the 
west at Creditview Road and Old School Road. 
A closer look at the Mayfield West study lands 
during this study process still did not reveal a 
larger cultural heritage landscape unit spanning 
several properties (or concessions). 
 
However, as stated previously, the property at 
12529 Chinguacousy Road (W ½ Lot 20, 
Concession 2 WHS) is noteworthy both from a 
built heritage perspective and that of a cultural 
heritage landscape. The historical evolution of 

Barns at 12529 Chinguacousy Road 
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the site and key attributes are described fully in the Built Heritage inventory datasheet for the 
property in Appendix A. This property is recommended for formal Designation under section 29, 
Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. If achieved, formal recognition as a cultural heritage landscape 
per the policies of the Caledon Official Plan, as enacted through an Official Plan Amendment should 
not be needed, although the policies of the Secondary Plan could be used to support and reinforce the 
designation process. 
 
As well, the former Credit Valley Railway line is an 
important heritage feature through the study lands, and is 
recommended for consideration and designation as a 
cultural heritage landscape. On its route northward through 
Chinguacousy and Caledon townships, the rise and decline 
of the CVR and its successors influenced a number of 
settlement areas. Although it was shortlived as the CVR, the 
line has remained active to this day between Streetsville and 
Orangeville for limited freight service. Of the five historic 
rail lines in the former townships that comprise Caledon, the 
CVR is one of only two that remain intact – the second one 
being a short stretch of the newer CP MacTier line, 
established c.1908 that still passes through the north-east 
corner of the Town as part of the CPR main line. 
 
Throughout the CVR’s history, a number of heritage 
structures along its length have been removed, including 
several of the stations. However many of the historic and 
scenic qualities of the line are still intact, most notably 
through the Escarpment area of Caledon, which can be 
experienced via the Credit Valley Explorer tour train which 
operates seasonally from Orangeville to either Inglewood or Snelgrove, and which is billed as 
Southern Ontario’s ‘ most scenic rail tour’. To prevent further degradation of the CVR’s historic 
elements - either as a result of future decommissioning and dismantling (as with other historic rail 
lines in Caledon) or future expansion of the rail service (as currently contemplated) - it is 
recommended that the CVR line in its entirety through Caledon be considered for designation as a 
cultural heritage landscape. This can be achieved either through Designation under section 29, Part 
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, or through an Official Plan Amendment, pursuant to the policies of 
the Town of Caledon Official Plan. In considering both heritage conservation and the current/future 
active uses on the line, further contemplation is needed to determine which approach (formal 
Designation or recognition through an OPA) may afford the best balance. Through the Mayfield 
West Phase 2 study lands the policies of the Secondary Plan should also be used to reinforce the 
recognition of the CVR as a cultural heritage landscape. 
 
The Cultural Heritage Landscape Units are described in detail in Appendix B in accordance with the 
requirements of the Town of Caledon Criteria for the Identification of Cultural Heritage Landscapes. 

Former CVR Railway through the 
study lands 
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5.6 Adjacent Context 
With the obvious exception of the suburban development on the southeast corner, across Hurontario 
Street and to some extent on the south side of Mayfield Road, the cultural landscape found directly 
adjacent to the study area continues the same pattern of surviving 19th and early 20th century 
farmsteads, with more recent residential severances as well as broad open areas which no longer 
contain dwellings. 
 
There are heritage properties adjacent to the study areas to the northeast (12891, 12701 Hurontario 
Street) and the northwest (12846 Chinguacousy Road), which seem to have retained particular 
integrity.  
 
It would seem that the two properties on Hurontario Street would be under imminent threat from 
development, which is currently almost at the property line of 12701. However, the creek winds 
through that area, perhaps establishing the real boundary of development possibility. As well it 
appears that creek branches also run through both of those properties increasing the potential for 
their preservation. Both appear to be relatively complete farm complexes with a stone centre gable 
(12701) and brick Italianate dwelling respectively.  
 

12846 Chinguacousy Road is also a 
relatively complete example of a late 19th 
century farm complex and very visible 
from the road.  

12846 Chinguacousy Road 
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HURONTARIO STREET 
 
12290 Hurontario Street  
E ½ Lot 19, Concession 1, WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1219 
 
John Robinson of York was granted this lot on November 24, 1824. Likely an absentee 
landlord, Robinson sold the property to Issac Falconer for £50 in 1829. The 1835 
Chinguacousy Township Tax Assessment Roll lists Isaac Falkner (Falconer) under Lot 
19 with 85 uncultivated and 15 cultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; 
“square or hewn timber on two sides”, while the 1844 Chinguacousy Township Tax 
Assessment Roll lists Isaac Falconer under Lot 19 with 26 uncultivated and 14 
cultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”. 
The difference in acreage described in these entrees indicates that it was Falconer who 
had subdivided Lot 19 into north and south parcels1. 
 
In 18552, both Lot 18 and Lot 19 became part of the property of John Giffin, who by then 
is already assessed for a building on Lot 18 (likely the building shown on the 1859 
Tremaine Map at the corner of what is now Hurontario Street and Mayfield Road). By 
1871, the two halves of Lot 19 are owned by Griffin’s sons, Alex and John Jr. 
respectively. The assessments for that year would suggest a modest building on each of 
the 50 lot parcels (one of which likely would have been Falconer’s house), though there 
are no buildings shown in the County Atlas map (1877), where Alex Giffin is indicated as 
the sole owner of Lot 19. Just a few years after that, Alex constructed the fine extant  
dichromatic brick residence with a diamond shaped datestone set into the front gable 
which reads “A. Giffen, Lot 19, 1879.” 
 
The façade of Alex Giffen’s fine dichromatic brick residence combines Italianate 
elements with particularly complex ‘gingerbread’ at the verge. The paired ‘narrow’ semi-
circularly arched windows of the 2nd storey have hood and corbels ‘picked out’ in the 
accent material (now painted but originally likely buff brick). This ‘hood’ detail is 
terminated at its top by a relief course featuring brick units which have been chamfered in 
a diamond pattern at their undersides. This unusual treatment is used as well to 
emphasize the arches of the segmentally arched bay windows and in the masonry 
‘dogtooth panels’ below each bay section. The bay also contained a moulded cornice, 
though this is badly decayed (and likely was originally surmounted with iron cresting). 
Remarkably, many of the arched louvered shutters remain. Paired consoles ‘support’ the 
decorative scrollwork at the base of the gable. The corners are picked out to appear as 
quoins. A further bay c.1960 has been added to the front at the location of the original 
door. 
 
The south elevation of the original section features a centre gable with ‘gingerbread’ and 
semi-circularly arched window with surround as at the front. The termination of the 
                                                 
1 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), 2005, pp52. 
2 Collectors Rolls. Assessed for £600, significantly greater than most of his neighbours with like acreage. 
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original section is denoted by the dichromatic quoins and the brick chimney with 
corbelled cap, which extends through the roof at that point. The first addition, possibly 
c.1890, continued the original roofline and attempted to echo, in a more modest manner, 
the detailing of the original. Further sections were added across the south in more recent 
times, including a two storey gabled addition and a shed roofed section which appears to 
have infilled an earlier verandah.   
 

As with the house the barns reflect the 
prosperity of the owner in the quality of 
construction and details which transcend the 
purely utilitarian. The large main barn with 
gambrel roof has arched windows, 
symmetrically placed at the gables, the 
remains of a pendant and finial and board and 
batten siding on a stone foundation. The 
gambrel, though an ancient form, only 
became popular in Ontario c.1865 as the need 
for the greater interior space it provided was 
required. The roof also has a series of 
ventilators and a ball and finial lightning rods. 
The full complex entails a variety of 
structures, including a smaller gambrel barn 
of the same era, a later gabled (possibly pole) 
barn, dairy, and stone smokehouse with 
original standing seam metal roof and ‘lined 
out’ lime rendering on walls, as well as many 
other sheds and outbuildings. The lane to the 

complex is still clear though the area around the barns is generally very much overgrown. 
Many people growing up in the area were aware of the monumental lettering announcing 
F.G. Hutchinson and Son with diamond shaped ‘portraits’ of two cows below. 
 
The lane to the property retains its sugar maples and the front yard its screen and 
windrow of planted mature cedars. The southeast corner of the lot has been severed for 
residential use and a bungalow now occupies that site. The view to the east is now of the 
major Highway 410 construction project, completing eradicating the original context, 
while to the west it is still over the farm fields though a residential subdivision is visible 
at the southwest. 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 

 
Façade 

 

 
South elevation 
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Barn complex from southeast 

 

 
View from south 
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Detail of stone smokehouse 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12290 Hurontario Street 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12290 Hurontario Street  
E ½ Lot 19, Concession 1, WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1219 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

Though apparently no longer in use both the original section of the house and the barn 
complex are of particularly high quality architecturally representing the affluence of this 
second generation Peel Plain farmer (Alex Giffen). 
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HURONTARIO STREET 
 
12760 Hurontario Street 
E ½ Lot 21, Concession 1, WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1218 
 
The full 200 acre lot appears to have been a grant to Jane Silverthorn as the daughter of a 
United Empire Loyalist and was patented on June 7, 1822. It was divided into east and 
west halves with the sale of the lands to the east in 1833. The 1835 Chinguacousy 
Township Tax Assessment Roll lists C. Golrick under Lot 21 (east or west half is not 
specified) with 30 uncultivated and 20 cultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; 
“square or hewn timber on two sides”. He is not listed elsewhere in relation to this 
property. In 1844 Thomas Lunsay (Lundy) is similarly assessed1.  
 
The E ½ of Lot 21 was already divided into north and south sections by 18592 with the 
north half owned by James Hunter. By 1877 the property had been built upon with a 
house shown on the County Atlas map in the approximate location of the current 
dwelling, just east of the branch of Etobicoke Creek which runs through the lot. Unusual 
however is that no owner is linked to the northern 50 acres on that map. Despite the 
evidence of earlier dwelling the current 2 ½ storey home appears to date from c.1910 and 
with its ‘4-square’ form with hipped roof is similar to several other structures in the study 
area (see 12900 McLaughlin, constructed 1912). This spacious design was a favourite 
with prosperous farmers at the turn of the 20th century. The property appears to have been 
in the ownership of the Wilson family at the time of the house construction3. 
 
In this case however, the building, though retaining its general original form, has been 
completely reclad in white brick, the window sash replaced with sliders and/or fixed 
units, and, it appears, the front entrance infilled, vanished with the rebricking. A large 
modern garage, clad in a pseudo stone finish has been added to the rear. 
 
Though the house and the immediate area around it have been significantly altered, the 
barn complex to the northwest of the dwelling and adjacent to the creek valley remains 
more intact. Indeed the small gabled hay barn clad in vertical boarding is a good example 
of that barn form and likely dates back to the c.1870 era. The valley setting, clearly 
dropping off behind the buildings, is picturesque and a number of mature trees extend 
along the front property fence line. 

                                                 
1 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), 2005, p55. 
 
2 Tremaine Map, 1859. 
3 ‘Historical Overview…’, TRCA p.55 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 

 

 
Façade  

 
South elevation 
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Hay barn 

 

 
Context of barn viewed from east 
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(B) MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12760 Hurontario Street 
 



 

A -15 

CRITERIA EVALUATION  
Note: Due to the contrast in integrity between the house and the barn these resources have been 
evaluated separately. 
House and Domestic Yard 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

The house, though with c.1910 form still readily apparent, has been significantly altered to 
the denigration of its cultural value. 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 

Barn Complex 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12760 Hurontario Street 
E ½ Lot 21, Concession 1, WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1218 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

The small three bay hay barn is a good example of that type, predating the house and, along 
with the associated outbuildings, occupies a picturesque site adjacent to the creek valley. 
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12324 McLaughlin Road  
Part of East ½ Lot 19, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1232 
 
According to the Land Records Index, John Ferris was issued a Canada Company Clergy 
Reserve Sale on March 21st, 1859 for the east half of the lot. The Chinguacousy Abstract 
to Deeds indicates that he had patented the lot on March 31, 1854. Subsequent owners 
included: Walter Cation (1855); John Ferris (1858); William B. Isaacke (1862); 
Lawrence Duckworth (no date); and Agnes Duckworth (1874).The 1844 Chinguacousy 
Township Tax Assessment Roll lists John Ferris under Lot 19 (east or west half is not 
specified- see above) with 55 uncultivated and 45 cultivated acres of land, and a single 
storey house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”1. 
 
The 1859 Tremaine Map also shows John Ferris on the east half, with a house at the 
centre of the east side of the property. By the time of the 1877 Peel County Atlas, 
Lawrence Duckworth is shown on the east half with a house and orchard in the northeast 
quarter. 
 
Unfortunately the existing property has been severed from the original lot and the main 
residence on the property has been replaced by a modern bungalow. The heavy timber 
frame of a mid 19th century barn remains in place (though under separate ownership 
which likely includes the remainder of the property). The majestic oaks which line the 
lane suggest the former prominence of this property.  
 
The hay barn with gable roof retains its gable peak overhang for exterior hoisting. 
 

                                                 
1 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters’, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), p.69 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
 

 
The barn frame and current context 
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Oak lined lane  
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12324 McLaughlin Road 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12324 McLaughlin Road  
East ½ Lot 19, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1232 
 
Note: Due to the specific nature of the surviving cultural resources, i.e., timber frame of barn and 
oak lined lane, a formal evaluation has not been undertaken. 
 

• It is recommended that the barn frame be documented in a set of measured 
drawings supplemented with photographs.* 

• It is recommended that the line of oak trees demarcating the lane be preserved.  
 
*Actually associated with property adjacent to 12324 McLaughlin Road 
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12461 McLaughlin Rd  
West ½ Lot 20, NW ¼ Lot 19, Con. 1 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1233 
 
Christopher Hughes was issued an Order-In-Council Full Fees Free Grant on May 13th 

1824 for the west half of Lot 19, with the location ticket issued on the 26th of November 
1824. His residence is listed as York (Land Records Index). According to the 
Chinguacousy Abstract to Deeds, the west half of this lot was patented by Christopher 
Hughes on May 7, 1830. Subsequent owners of the whole parcel included D’Arcy 
Boulton £50 June 1830. The west half was divided into north and south halves in 
February 1844. The north half was sold to James Hunter in March 1847 for £25. 
Subsequent owners included John Giffin (January 1854), James Giffin (July 1865), and 
Alexander Giffin (November 1871). The 1837 Directory for the Home District (Walton, 
1837) lists James Hunter under this property.  The 1844 Chinguacousy Township Tax 
Assessment Roll also lists James Hunter under Lot 19 (east or west half is not specified - 
see above) with 36 uncultivated and 14 cultivated acres of land, and a single storey 
house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”1.   
 
Though no name is associated with the lot on the 1877 County Atlas map, a house and 
orchard appear at the centre of west side of the property. This is likely the home of Alex 
Giffin prior to the construction of his fine dichromatic brick home on the East ½ of Lot 
19 in 1879. 
 
The Credit Valley Railroad purchased two rights-of-way across this lot in May 1872 and 
October 1881. In the 1877 Peel County Atlas, the railway is shown running through the 
east side of the west half of Lot 192.  
 
West ½ Lot 20 
 
According to the Land Records Index Joshua Kelly was issued a Canada Company sale 
on April 13th 1831 for the west half of the lot, with the deed issued May 6th, 1836. 
According to the Chinguacousy Abstract to Deeds, the west half of this lot was patented 
by the Canada Company on August 20, 1831. The 1835 Chinguacousy Township Tax 
Assessment Roll lists Thomas Kelley under Lot 20 (east or west half is not specified - see 
above) with 100 uncultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; “square or hewn 
timber on two sides”. The 1837 Directory for the Home District (Walton, 1837) lists 
Joshua Kelley under this property. The 1844 Chinguacousy Township Tax Assessment 
Roll lists Joshua Kelly under Lot 20 (east or west half is not specified - see above) with 
70 uncultivated and 30 cultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; “square or 
hewn timber on two sides”3. 

                                                 
1 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters’, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), p.53 
2 Ibid 
3 Ibid, pp.53-54 
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The 1859 Tremaine Map shows Joshua Kelley as the owner of the west half with two 
houses along the northern side of the property along the creek). By 1877 the Peel County 
Atlas shows James Giffin on the west half of the lot, with a house and a large orchard in 
the northwest corner of the property. 
 
The Credit Valley Railroad purchased a right-of-way across this lot in March 1874. It is 
shown on the 1877 Atlas as running approximately through the centre of the west half of 
Lot 204.  
 
The existing farmhouse post dates all the above noted buildings (assuming some 
reliability in their depicted locations). It would appear to date c.1880-1890, and is 
possibly James Giffen’s more modest response to his brother Alex’s architecturally 
ambitious new home of 1879.  This house is a two storey, three bay red brick structure 
with a hipped roof. The openings are segmentally arched, with the arches formed of brick 
voussoirs with a relief detail above, and stone sills. The original 2/2 wood window sash 
remain in place.  A one storey gabled brick wing extends to the north, perhaps built as the 
kitchen, and is contemporaneous with the main section. Of interest is the asymmetry 
between the three bays of the front. A verandah extended across the full façade, its ridge 
position still ‘legible’ on the front.   
 
The house rests comfortably in a well treed yard with outbuildings to the rear and corn 
fields beyond.   
 

                                                 
4 Ibid, p.54 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Front elevation and setting 

 

 
View from north 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12461 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12461 McLaughlin Rd  
West ½ Lot 20, NW ¼ Lot 19, Con. 1 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1233 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE     
 

This relatively simple but substantial (full two storeys with hipped roof) c.1880 brick 
farmhouse remains very much intact as does its immediate setting.  
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12502 McLaughlin Road  
East ½ Lot 20, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1234 
 
According to the Land Records Index, William Holt was issued an Order-In-Council Full 
Fees Free Grant on November 17th, 1819 for the east half of the lot, with the Location 
Ticket issued on December 1st, 1819. His residence is listed as York (Toronto). William 
Campbell was issued a Free Grant Assignment through the Heir & Devisee Commissions 
in July of 1824 for the northeast half of the lot. His residence is listed as Queenston at 
this time.  He received the Free Grant Patent on the property on December 4th, 1824. 
 
The Chinguacousy Abstract to Deeds indicates that the east half was patented by William 
Campbell on April 4, 1824. Subsequent owners included: George Johnston (1849); 
George Lyons (1870); Ann Lyons (1890); Annie Townsend (1914); Benjamin Groat 
(1914).  A two acre parcel was sold to Sarah Johnston in 1870. The 1844 Chinguacousy 
Township Tax Assessment Roll lists William Johnston under Lot 20 (east or west half is 
not specified) with 76 uncultivated and 24 cultivated acres of land, and a single storey 
house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”1. The 1859 Tremaine map shows George 
Johnson (Johnston) on the east half.  The later 1877 Peel County Atlas shows George 
Lyons on the east half with a house and orchard at the centre of the east side of the 
property.  There is a small parcel labelled G.J. (George Johnston?) with a house in the 
southeast corner of the lot.  
 
The existing 3 bay, red brick, side gabled farmhouse appears to have been built c.1870 
for George Lyons. Essentially laid in stretcher bond, it does have some visible bonding 
courses however. The window and door openings are segmentally arched and surviving 
wood sash are 2/2. The original 4 panel main entrance door remains in place. There is 
evidence of there having been a verandah with possible gallery across the front of the 
building. A brick ‘tail’ was added to the building, apparently moved from a property to 
the south (likely the G.J. house as noted on the 1877 map)2.  
 
The long lane from the road extends past the house to the barn complex, which includes a 
major gambrel barn and ‘monumental’ concrete silo. The site still has its octagonal roof 
with dormer and peak ventilators. This complex dates largely to the Groot (Groat) 
occupation, and Ben Groat remembers moving sections of the timber frame for the large 
barn from “up north” and re-erecting the barn on new timber sills freshly cut from the 
property woodlot. The house remains quite hidden from the road by vegetation (as 
depicted on the 1877 map) with black locusts set along the long lane and Norway spruce 
in the front yard. Unfortunately, the house has not been maintained in recent years.  

                                                 
1 Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters’, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), pp.70-71 
 
2 Interview with Ben Groot September 15, 2008. 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Front elevation and setting 

 

 
South elevation of ‘tail’ 
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Barn complex with silo 

 

 
View from the road 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12502 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
12502 McLaughlin Road  
East ½ Lot 20, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1234 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

With its segmentally arched openings and surviving panelled main door the house is still a 
good example of a typical modest brick farmhouse c.1870 though in deteriorated condition.  
The concrete silo of the largely c.1920 barn complex retains its octagonal roof with ‘dormer’  
and ventilators.  
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12700 McLaughlin Road  
East ½ Lot 21, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1235 
 
According to the Land Records Index, Patrick Burns was issued an Order-In-Council Full 
Fees Free Grant on December 22nd, 1824 for the east half of the lot, with the Location 
Ticket issued on January 20th, 1825. His residence is listed as York (Toronto). The 
Chinguacousy Abstract to Deeds indicates that he patented the lot on January 9, 1832. 
Subsequent owners included: Charles Burns (1832); Benjamin Groat (1842); John Groat 
(1854); Margaret Groat (1876); and Benjamin Groat (1898-1908). 
 
The 1844 Chinguacousy Township Tax Assessment Roll lists Benjamin Groat under Lot 
21 with 85 uncultivated and 15 cultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; 
“square or hewn timber on two sides”. The 1859 Tremaine Map also shows Benjamin 
Groat on the east half, and the 1877 Peel County Atlas shows Jonathan Groat on the east 
half with a house and orchard at the centre of the east side of the property1. The census of 
1861 shows Groat with a 1 ½ storey log house. The Groat family was on the property for 
close to 100 years. Originally Dutch Quakers who had immigrated to America, they were 
conscientious objectors during the American Revolution, eventually moving to Upper 
Canada when the post-revolution situation became untenable. First settling in Eastern 
Canada, they eventually made their way to Chinguacousy2. 
 
Though now clad in new board and batten with replacement windows and front door, this 
three-bay, side-gabled residence is likely the original log dwelling noted above. The 
panelled pilaster treatment around the main entrance and the wood window surrounds 
appear to be original. The ‘tail’ with centre gable facing south may also be of early 
origin, though other more recent additions have been appended. Much care has been 
taken in landscaping around the creek to the north of the house where it emerges from the 
fields, creating a very picturesque setting for the house. A series of modern corn silos 
dominate the landscape to the south of the house with three barns adjacent. Cornfields 
extend in all directions from the domestic yard. 
 
 
 

                                                 
1 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters’, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), p.71 
2 Interview with Ben Groot, September 15, 2008. 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Front elevation and setting 

 

 
South elevation from southeast 
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Landscaping of Creek 

 
 

 
Silos 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12700 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place contribute 
to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to other 
sites associated with this 
community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
12700 McLaughlin Road  
East ½ Lot 21, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1235 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

Though reclad and with new window sash this farmhouse appears to be the original Groat 
log house c.1844. The landscaping around the creek, though not necessarily historic, 
greatly enhances the front yard of the property. 
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12711 McLaughlin Road  
West ½ Lot 21, Concession 1 WHS  
BHR Inventory ID: 1236 
 
Jane Silverthorn is listed for this lot in the 1819-1821 settlers list in the Directory of the 
County of Peel for 1873-4 (Lynch, 1874). According to the Land Records Index, she was 
issued an Order-In-Council Free Grant as the daughter of a United Empire Loyalist on 
April 7th 1819 for the full lot. The Chinguacousy Abstract to Deeds indicates that the lot 
was patented by her on June 7, 1822. It was divided into east and west halves with the 
sale of the lands to the east in 1833. The west half of the lot was sold to Alex Hogg for 
£100 in October 1841. This land remained in the Hogg family until after 1881. The 1844 
Chinguacousy Township Tax Assessment Roll lists Alex Hogg under Lot 21 (east or west 
half is not specified) with 95 uncultivated and 5 cultivated acres of land, and a single 
storey house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”. Alex Hogg is also shown as the 
owner in the 1859 Tremaine, and is listed in the 1877 Peel County Atlas for the west half 
of the lot, with a house and orchard on the west side of the property, just south of the 
centre line. The Credit Valley Railway acquired a right of way across the west half of this 
lot in June 1874. It is shown as running through the west side of the west half of Lot 211. 
On the 1877 Atlas. 
 
This fine brick 1 ½ storey centre-gabled, three bay brick dwelling with stone detailing 
was likely constructed by the Hoggs c.1865, replacing the original log home. It is 
constructed in stretcher bond red brick with stone lintels and sills at the window and door 
openings and stone quoins. There is original scrollwork at the centre gable and the semi-
circular arch over the window at that gable has an unusual dog-toothed treatment. The 
windows of the façade are original 2/2 wood sash though altered on the gable ends. The 
main entrance treatment is particularly fine with transom, pilastered sidelights with 
panels below and panelled jambs. The ‘nailer’ for the former verandah runs across the 
front. A 1 ½ storey ‘tail’ was constructed to house the kitchen and ‘the help’ with similar 
detailing to the main section, and c.1920 an enclosed porch was added along the south 
elevation of the ‘tail’ with brick up to window height and 6/1 windows above. A more 
recent garage extends beyond that. 
 
A large gambrel barn, now clad in metal siding, and a driveshed form the ‘barnyard’ to 
the rear. The treed lane to the house and barnyard is lined with Norway spruce, and the 
front lawn features both mature deciduous and coniferous trees. The house is actually set 
on a terrace retained by a low stone knee wall.  
 
 

                                                 
1 ‘Historical Overview of the Lands Adjacent to the Etobicoke Creek Headwaters’, Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority (TRCA), p.55 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Front elevation and setting 

 

 
South elevation and knee wall 
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View up drive 

 
 

 
Gambrel barn 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12711 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12711 McLaughlin Road  
West ½ Lot 21, Concession 1 WHS  
BHR Inventory ID: 1236 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

The centre gabled brick farmhouse exhibits fine stone detailing, pilastered main entrance 
treatment and unusual brick ‘dogtoothing’ above the arch of the centre gable window. The 
well treed front yard, lane, low terrace surrounding the building, as well as the view to the 
west, preserve a sense of the original setting. 
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12891 McLaughlin Road  
West ½ Lot 22, Concession 1 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1237 
 
The property on which this stone residence rests was part of the 200 acres owned by 
James McGill and later his son, Alexander McGill, throughout the 19th century. The 200 
acres formed part of the extensive acreage originally granted to Richard Bristol, who 
conducted the original survey of the Township, and was patented by him in January 1820. 
James McGill purchased the property for £500 in July 1850, suggesting that there was 
likely a residence on the property at that time. Two houses are shown on the property 
along what is now McLaughlin Road on the County Atlas Map of 1877 with the existing 
dwelling being the more southerly and shown with an orchard behind. The Credit Valley 
Railway purchased a right-of-way across this lot in April 1874 to the east of the residence 
and the track remains in approximately the same relationship to the house. 
 
When built in 1872 (datestone lintel over door), this was a particularly fine stone 
dwelling. A three-bay, side-gabled, 1½ storey structure with centre gable laid up in 
limestone rubble with a scabbled finish, it includes a lancet window in the centre gable 
which also had decorative scrollwork vergeboards with finials and pendants and cut stone 
lintels at the window openings. The cut stone hood at the lancet window includes a 
vermiculated keystone set in relief. The chimney at the north gable is also of cut stone. 
Unfortunately, the window sash has been altered and the building has a new main door 
and sidelight treatment.  
 
The curved drive (likely relatively recent) is planted with young spruce but mature 
deciduous trees surround the residence. There is a frame driveshed behind the residence 
and a large barn to the north which could not be assessed during this assessment. 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Front elevation and setting 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12891 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
12891 McLaughlin Road  
West ½ Lot 22, Concession 1 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1237 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further  Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

The only stone dwelling within the Study Area, it is well constructed and retains some 
particularly fine detailing e.g. the lancet window and stone hood. Though the window sash 
and main entrance treatment have recently been changed, this is considered reversible.  

 

 

 

 
 
 



A - 71 

MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12900 McLaughlin Road 
East ½ of Lot 22, Con. 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1239 
 
This property was historically part of the east half of Lot 22, Con. 2 WHS owned 
throughout the 19th century by the Marshall family. In 1902 the property was purchased 
by James Love and in 1912, this large brick house was constructed1. For a time this was 
the main dwelling of the farm in relatively close proximity to the main barn complex. 
 
The house is a substantial red brick, 2 ½ storey ‘4-square’ with symmetrical façade 
beneath a medium pitch hipped roof. This spacious design was a favourite with 
prosperous farmers at the turn of the 20th century. The brick is laid up in stretcher bond 
while the window and door openings have stone lintels and sills. The soffit is 
distinguished by the use of mutules. The centre bay was given special emphasis with 
hipped roof dormer and portico with balcony. The portico roof (around the balcony deck) 
is also hipped with mutules, and the portico features three colonettes at each of the brick 
front corner piers as well as pilasters at the wall face. The original heavy ‘vase’ turned 
balustrade remains at the landing though replaced at the balcony deck above. There are 
two symmetrically placed tall brick chimney stacks at the rear corners of the building. A 
frame addition extends to the rear.  
 
While the main barn complex is no longer directly associated with this property, the 
lane(s) and the front yard bordered by shrubbery are retained while the barns still provide 
the traditional visual context. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1 Tweedsmuir History 



A - 72 

(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
House and lane from southeast 

 

 
South elevation 
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House in ‘original’ context 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12900 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, 
type or tradition, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
style, type or tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials 
or construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution 
of the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this 
theme or pattern in the 
history of the province or 
the community? 
In the context of 
comparative places 
associated with this theme 
how well does this place 
illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or 
organization of 
significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the 
person, event or 
organization in the 
community? 
In the context of 
comparative places 
associated with this person, 
event or organization, how 
direct is the association with 
this place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place 
and what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or 
theorist? 

In what ways does the 
place embody the ideas / 
concepts of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place 
to an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or 
sacred events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of 
comparative places, how 
important is this place to the 
community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place 
in contributing to the 
character of its 
surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
12900 McLaughlin Road 
East ½ of Lot 22, Con. 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1239 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value to warrant further 
heritage consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

Though no longer associated with the farmscape of its origin, the feature of that farmscape 
(barns etc.) still provide visual context for this substantial brick ‘4-square’, a typical turn of 
the century design for a prominent Peel Plain farmer. 
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MCLAUGHLIN ROAD 
 
12960 McLaughlin Road 
East ½ Lot 22, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1239 
 
According to the Land Records Index James Marshall was issued a Canada Company 
Sale on November 28th, 1831 for the east half of the lot. In 1836 the west half was sold to 
Walter Marshall. The 1835 Chinguacousy Township Tax Assessment Roll lists James 
Marshall under Lot 22 (east or west half is not specified) with 90 uncultivated and 2 
cultivated acres of land, and a single storey house; “square or hewn timber on two 
sides”.The assessment for 1855 suggests that Marshall had a house on the property by 
that time, though not shown on the 1859 Tremaine map. On the 1877 Atlas map William 
Marshall is shown with a house in its current location, as well as another structure right at 
the corner of what is now Old School Road and McLaughlin Road. In 1902, the property 
was bought by James Love and in 1912, the large brick house, now a separate property 
(12900), was constructed1. 
 
Though apparently frame, the existing house could possibly contain the original c.1835 
log structure or parts thereof. It has been renovated a number of times. However, the 1 ½ 
storey, side-gabled, three-bay form is still intact. A brick chimney remains at the gable. 
Accessed by a long lane from McLaughlin Road, the house is orientated north/south also 
suggesting an early dwelling.  The windows have all been changed and the current wall 
cladding appears to be aluminum siding. According to the Snelgrove Women’s Institute 
Tweedsmuir History, there was an earlier renovation in 1944 which included cladding the 
building in insulbrick.  
 
A large farm complex evolved on the site and a wide range of barns and sheds remain as 
part of the property, although in closer proximity to the 1912 house in association with 
which they developed. The large hay and livestock banked barn behind the brick house 
was constructed in 1906 and extended in 1940 by then owner Sydney Larose2. In 1943 
the wooden silos were replaced by the existing concrete structures3. There is also the 
original three-bay barn on the property to the northwest of the main barn, now being used 
as a garage and for storage. to the northwest of the main barn.  
 
The working fields (except for the severances at the northwest corner), the woodlot at the 
southwest corner, the presence of the 1912 brick building, though legally no longer part 
of the property, and the lanes winding through the property between the residences all 
contribute to maintaining some sense of the original multi-generational farmstead.  

                                                 
1 Tweedsmuir History 
2 Ibid 
3 Ibid 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
House and context viewed from northwest (Old School Rd.) 

 
 

 
House and massive willow from lane to barns 
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Large banked barn (1905)  

 
 

 
Banked barn with silos and dairy 
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(B) MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12960 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, 
type or tradition, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
style, type or tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials 
or construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor* 

 
*It should be recognized that though the exterior of the residence no longer reflects historic materials, this is 
a comparatively early structure and the log  or timber frame structure and some interior detailing may still be 
intact though this cannot be verified at this time. Verification of same would change the level of this 
evaluation.  
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution 
of the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this 
theme or pattern in the 
history of the province or 
the community? 
In the context of 
comparative places 
associated with this theme 
how well does this place 
illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or 
organization of 
significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the 
person, event or 
organization in the 
community? 
In the context of 
comparative places 
associated with this person, 
event or organization, how 
direct is the association with 
this place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place 
and what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or 
theorist? 

In what ways does the 
place embody the ideas / 
concepts of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place 
to an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or 
sacred events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of 
comparative places, how 
important is this place to the 
community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place 
in contributing to the 
character of its 
surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12960 McLaughlin Road 
East ½ Lot 22, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1239 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value to warrant further 
heritage consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

Though much of the heritage appearance of the farmhouse has been lost to recent 
renovations it is important to recognize that it is likely one of the older surviving wood 
dwellings in the area and possibly a very early log house. The farmscape too has lost some 
of its coherence with the severing away of the later brick farmhouse. However the large 
barn complex from the first half of the 20th century remains intact. 
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CHINGUACOUSY ROAD 
 
12259 Chinguacousy Road 
W ½ Lot 19, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1248 
 
Though now covered in ‘insulbrick’, this 1 ½ storey, three bay, side gable residence is 
actually an early log structure1, which certainly predates 18592 and may possibly be 
earlier than 1845. Andrew Neil obtained the patent for the property in March 20, 1854 
and it was acquired by Samuel Neil in that year. The value of Neil’s property was 
assessed at £500 in 1854, which indicates that the house was already built at that time3. 
Indeed the assessment rolls for 1844 indicates that Andrew ‘Neal’ already had 
constructed a single storey house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”. The property 
remained in the Neil family until 1892 when it was sold to John Wiggins. By 1899 it had 
been sold to the Craig family who had owned neighbouring Lot 18 since the mid 19th 
century. 
 
The modest farmhouse has the typical dimensions and scale of an early log structure. An 
early kitchen ‘tail’ extends to the rear. The dormer and front vestibule appear to be later. 
The windows are now 1/1. Though the wall cladding is in poor condition, a relatively 
new metal roof covers the structure. The rear roofline now incorporates an enclosed 
porch, which likely is associated with the addition of the dormer and front vestibule. 
Insulbrick was a popular cladding from c.1930 – c. 1960. 
 
The residence is reached by a straight lane from Chinguacousy Road, which then 
continues behind the house into the barnyard. This is a ‘working farm’, which has 
evolved over time with a wide range of barns, sheds and other outbuildings arranged 
around the barnyard. Though most of the buildings now feature concrete block 
foundations and metal cladding, there remains a relatively long, heavy timber framed 
barn with vertical plank siding which may have been the original three bay barn (with 
further bays added later) for the property. It is in relatively poor condition but its sound 
metal roof allows for its preservation. 
 
The northern section of the barn complex is ‘tight’ to the centerline of the lot while at the 
northwest corner there have been several severances. However, the remainder of the lot 
continues to be farmed.  

                                                 
1 2nd Line Study, 1984, Caledon Township 
2 Located in same position on Tremaine map 
3 Neighbours with no homes indicated on the Tremaine Map are assessed at substantially less 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 
 

 
Front and context view 

 

 
View from southeast 
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Existing main barn with silo 

 
 
 

 
Early hay barn 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12259 Chinguacousy Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What are the historical 
materials or construction 
techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

 



 

A - 97 

 
EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
12259 Chinguacousy Road 
W ½ Lot 19, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1248 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

Though now covered in insulbrick this modest farmhouse appears to be one of the few 
early log dwellings remaining in the area.  
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CHINGUACOUSY ROAD 
 
12529 Chinguacousy Road  
W ½ Lot 20, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1251 
 
This fine heritage property, originally the residence of John McLean, combines 
significant, though somewhat deteriorated, buildings with a picturesque site. The property 
was an early land grant to William Woodruff who received patent on March 22, 1821. 
John McLean purchased the land in 1839. The 1844 Chinguacousy Township Tax 
Assessment Roll lists John McLean under Lot 20 with 80 uncultivated and 20 cultivated 
acres of land, and a single storey house; “square or hewn timber on two sides” (vestiges 
of this structure may still survive as a shed off the main barn complex). 
 
The farmstead consists of a 1 ½ storey, side gabled house of dichromatic brick with 1 ½ 
storey brick centre gabled rear addition from which extends perpendicularly a brick 
woodshed/carriageshed; a three bay timber frame ‘hay’ barn on mudsills to the north of 
the curving drive; a smaller stone and frame ‘forge’ barn; the large timber frame livestock 
barn (still in use for Holstein cattle) on stone foundation with concrete silo and decorative 
concrete block dairy; and a log shed at the rear of the barn, which just may possibly be 
the original log ‘shanty’ habitation on the property. Directly to the east of this complex, 
two branches of Etobicoke Creek meet and run through the farm fields. 
 
It is likely that close proximity to the creek may have led to relatively early settlement of 
this lot. It appears that a dwelling is being shown on the Tremaine Map (1859) at the 
confluence of the streams, though east of the existing residence and barn complex. It may 
however be the log house which possibly was later moved to its current location and 
converted to barn usage when the permanent (brick) dwelling was built. 
 
The brick farmhouse appears to have been built c.1865 and is definitely in place by 
18771. The quality of the construction and extent of decorative detailing speak to the 
prosperity of the farm. The three bay façade is of red brick laid up in Flemish bond with a 
dentillated wood frieze (which also extends up the verge) above a decorative string 
course set in relief to the wall plane and featuring a cross pattern which extends around 
the gable walls. The pattern is established as well by the picking out of the margin 
brickwork in buff brick (the later white paint adds further contrast). This technique is also 
used to define the quoins and to create a diamond motif at the gables. The original 
unpainted buff brick is visible at the foundation courses up to the ‘water table’. The large 
6/6 windows are typical of the mid 19th century, as is the four paneled front door with 
deeply inset moulded panels and sidelights with matching panels below the glazed lights. 
The delicate wood fretwork frieze between the verandah columns is original, as are the 
chamfered columns, capitals and eave brackets (column bases and deck have been 
replaced).The window and door openings of the side elevation are lintelled and the stone 

                                                 
1 Shown in current location on 1877 County Atlas Map 
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sills feature decorative corbels. The side elevations are laid in common bond. There is an 
original stone chimney on the south elevation. 
 
The 1 ½ storey brick rear addition (likely kitchen) features a ‘centre gable’ with Gothic 
window. Different brick above the first storey suggests that the upper level was added 
later and/or reconfigured. The original brickwork matches that of the woodshed/ carriage 
shed extension on stone foundation, which directly abuts it.  
 
It appears that the original barn complex may have consisted of the three bay hay barn 
and the stone and timber frame forge barn, while the large cattle (and hay) barn with 
banked entrance was built later with further major additions over time. Most sections of 
the large barn have a stone foundation. The concrete silo and decorative block dairy both 
date c.1920. 
 
The house is sheltered behind a grove of mature confers, while the gravel lane is lined 
along the south side with deciduous tree with two larger specimens acting as ‘gateposts’ 
at the junction with the road. Visible fencing is post and wire. 
 
Almost directly west across Chinguacousy Road is a centre gabled three bay mid 19th 
century frame farmhouse, though now severed from its barns and most original 
outbuildings. Thus the view west from 12529 Chinguacousy Road retains an aspect of its 
original context. 
 
The stream extends from the property across Chinguacousy Road through a large 
concrete culvert and forms the foreground to views of the property when approached 
from the south. 
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(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Farmstead viewed from southwest 

 

 
Farmhouse Façade 
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Farmhouse with additions from northwest 

 

 
‘Forge’ barn and three bay barn 
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Main livestock and hay barn 

 
 

 
Banked entrance and silo 
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Main barn with later ‘dairy’ 
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(B) MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 

12529 McLaughlin Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION (to accord with Reg. 9/06) 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution 
of the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this 
theme or pattern in the 
history of the province or 
the community? 
In the context of 
comparative places 
associated with this theme 
how well does this place 
illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good/Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or 
organization of 
significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the 
person, event or 
organization in the 
community? 
In the context of 
comparative places 
associated with this person, 
event or organization, how 
direct is the association with 
this place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place 
and what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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Criteria  Analysis Rating 
EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or 
theorist? 

In what ways does the 
place embody the ideas / 
concepts of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
12529 Chinguacousy Road  
W ½ Lot 20, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1251 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value to warrant further 
Heritage consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

12529 Chinguacousy Rd. is a particularly fine example of a Peel Plain farmstead evolved 
(mainly) over the last half of the 19th century. The farmscape: including the farmhouse of 
dichromatic patterned brick with later additions; the three barns with associated silo, dairy 
and sheds; tree lined lane and mature coniferous trees enclosing the façade as well as the 
fields and stream traversing the property is deserving of recognition as a cultural heritage 
landscape.  
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CHINGUACOUSY ROAD 
 
12669 Chinguacousy Road  
W ½ Lot 21, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1253 
 
Only the brick farmhouse and deep yard remain of the property which used to be known 
as “Silver Springs Farm”. However, the variety of large mature deciduous trees across the 
front yard creates a picturesque foreground to the Edwardian home. 
 
The original patent for the lot was to Samuel Price, March 4, 1834, who sold it to James 
McCulloch in 1845. The 1844 Chinguacousy Township Tax Assessment Roll lists John 
McCulloch under Lot 21 with 85 uncultivated and 15 cultivated acres of land, and a 
single storey house; “square or hewn timber on two sides”. A building is shown in the 
approximate location of the current residence, along with an orchard, on the 1877 County 
Atlas map. James McCulloch died in 1889 and the property was left to Robert 
McCulloch. In 1911 (datestone on building) the current residence was constructed, 
seemingly at the approximate location of the original residence. 
 
The existing home is a substantial Edwardian ‘4-square”, essentially a 2 ½ storey red 
brick cube with symmetrical three bay façade below a hipped roof. This spacious design 
was a favourite with prosperous farmers at the turn of the 20th century. The brick is laid 
up in stretcher bond. The lower window openings have been altered. The centre bay was 
given special emphasis with dormer and portico with balcony. The portico features paired 
columns at each of the masonry front corner piers as well as pilasters at the wall face. A 
wood balustrade survives at the balcony.  
 
While there is no longer a barn complex associated with this property, the lane(s) lined 
with Norway spruce and horse chestnuts and the large front lawn, which also includes  
silver birch, oak and weeping willow, create a cloistered setting for the early 20th century 
farmhouse. As well, the traditional view to the west across 12710 Chinguacousy Road 
remains substantially intact. 



 

A - 111 

(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 

 

 
Front elevation (hidden) and setting 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
12669 Chinguacousy Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
12669 Chinguacousy Road  
W ½ Lot 21, Concession 2 WHS 
BHR Inventory ID: 1253 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

The deep front yard landscaped over time with a variety of both coniferous and deciduous 
species creates a particularly picturesque setting for this slightly altered Edwardian 
residence.  

 

 

 

 
 
 



 

A - 117 

OLD SCHOOL ROAD 
 
2939 Old School Road 
BHR Inventory ID 1335 
 
This brick schoolhouse (S.S. 11 Chinguacousy) was constructed on the northeast corner 
of the 200 acre property originally owned by the prestigious McGill family. In 1864, a ½ 
acre was purchased from James McGill and in 1866 the school house was constructed. 
Additional land for the school property was purchased from William McGill in 1895. 
Finally in 1961, after almost 100 years of service, it was closed and auctioned off, being 
used for various commercial enterprises since that time. 
 
The one storey, one room schoolhouse was constructed with evident care and pride, 
featuring both stone and buff brick detailing to enliven the red brick walls (see also 
12529 Chinguacousy Road, constructed around the same time). The foundation and 
quoins are stone while the buff brick was used to form a cross pattern stringcourse at the 
front and at to accent the window surrounds. There is evidence of some changes around 
the window openings as it appears the buff brick extended above the current lintels. The 
schoolhouse was constructed to the typical gable front, symmetrical three-bay façade 
treatment, with three window bays as well on each of the longitudinal elevations. 
Original 6/6 wood window sash survives. A brick chimney with corbelled cap extends 
from the rear. It is also evident that the building has had structural problems, as tie rods 
are in place just below the eaves. Later additions have certainly obscured the view of this 
pleasing structure from the road, but it remains generally intact behind these accretions. 
 
Though not much of the original schoolyard and/or associated plantings remain, it is still 
evident that there was an attempt to conform to the principles for healthy school sites 
developed and promoted by J. G. Hodgins throughout the latter half of the 19th century. 
The view to the 19th century farmstead directly across Old School Road (13144 
Hurontario Street) remains intact. 
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A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 

 

 
View from northwest 

 

 
Contextual view from west 
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
2939 Old School Road 

 



 

A - 120 

CRITERIA EVALUATION  
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (eg. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS (Transfer to cover sheet) 
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

Though obscured somewhat by later additions, former S.S. 11 Chinguacousy served the 
local community for almost 100 years. Architecturally its gable front, three bay façade is 
typical of mid 19th century rural schools, but its dichromatic brickwork with stone quoins 
indicates its importance within that community. 
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MAYFIELD ROAD 
 
East ½ (part) Lot 18 Con. 2 WHS 
2412 Mayfield Road 
BHR Inv. ID: 1339 
 
Patrick Burns received patent for the property January 9, 1832. In the assessment rolls of 
1843 William ‘Wray’ is assessed for “square timber, one storey log house”. William 
‘Rae’ is still noted as the owner on the 1859 Tremaine Map. The census of 1861 indicates 
Richard Nicholson on the lot but no residence is noted. By the 1877 County Atlas Map a 
house, with orchard to the east, is noted in approximately its current position. 
 
The existing three bay, 1 ½ storey centre gable residence with lancet window in the 
centre gable and orientated toward McLaughlin appears to date c.1870 with a 1 ½ storey 
‘tail’ to the west constructed not long after. Unfortunately it has been fully reclad in 
modern white brick obscuring most of the original fabric and detailing other than the 
openings which, at the facade appear to be in their original locations. However the lot 
retains many mature trees and a wide range of barns, silos and other outbuildings 
including the main gambrel barn with banked entry from the north apparently on a 
‘whitewashed stone foundation’ c.1900, remains of a concrete silo as well as a number of 
new silos. It is accessed via a long lane from Mayfield though a farm lane from 
McLaughlin Road is also visible. The barn is quite a prominent feature when driving 
south along McLaughlin. However a large gable structure (pole barn?) obscures the 
house from the east. 



 

A - 125 

(A)  BASE PHOTO RECORD 
 
Freestanding Structures:  Key elevations & context view  
Urban Attached Structures: Front Elevation & streetscape 
Cultural Landscapes: Wide angle view & key element clusters 
 
 

 
Farmhouse view from northeast 

 

 
View of complex from northeast  
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(B)  MAPPING SHOWING LOCATION AND GENERAL CONTEXT 
 
2412 Mayfield Road 
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CRITERIA EVALUATION 
 
(1) DESIGN VALUE 
 How well does the place serve as a physical record of its time? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
STYLE / TYPE / 
TRADITION 

What is strength of 
the place as an 
expression of a 
design style, design 
type or design 
tradition? 

What is the recognized design 
style, type of tradition? 
In the context of comparative 
places of this design style, type 
or tradition, how well does this 
place illustrate the style, type or 
tradition? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FUNCTION  
(Technical & 
Scientific 
Achievement) 

What is the strength 
of the place as an 
expression of a 
functional design 
approach that 
reflects the historic 
use(s) of the 
property? 

What is the historic functional 
design approach of the place? 
In the context of comparative 
places that use this functional 
design approach, how well 
does this place illustrate the 
functional design approach? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

FABRIC 
(Materials & 
Craftmanship) 

How well does the 
place serve as 
documentary 
evidence of 
historical materials 
and construction 
techniques? 

What the historical materials or 
construction techniques? 
In the context of comparative 
examples of these historical 
materials or construction 
techniques, how well does this 
place illustrate these materials 
or techniques? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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(2) HISTORICAL / ASSOCATIVE VALUE 
 How strong are the connections between the place and its related historic themes, cultural 

patterns, people, events or organizations? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
HISTORIC THEME   What is the 

strength of the 
place’s association 
with a broad 
historic theme 
and/or with the 
historic evolution of 
the area? 

What is the associated 
historic theme? 
How significant is this theme 
or pattern in the history of the 
province or the community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
theme how well does this 
place illustrate the theme or 
pattern? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

PERSON / EVENT / 
ORGANIZATION 

What is the 
strength of the 
place’s association 
to an historic 
person, event 
and/or organization 
of significance? 

Who or what is the historic 
person, event or 
organization? 
How significant is the person, 
event or organization in the 
community? 
In the context of comparative 
places associated with this 
person, event or 
organization, how direct is 
the association with this 
place. 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

CULTURAL 
UNDERSTANDING/ 
PATTERN 

How deeply does 
the place 
contribute to the 
understanding of a 
current or past 
community? 

What community is 
represented by the place and 
what kind and extent of 
knowledge does it provide 
concerning this community?  
How does it compare to 
other sites associated with 
this community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 

EMBODIES IDEAS 
/ CONCEPTS OF 
DESIGNER 

How closely is the 
place associated 
with a particular 
designer–architect, 
builder, landscape 
architect, engineer 
artisan, or theorist? 

In what ways does the place 
embody the ideas / concepts 
of a designer? 
How well does the place 
convey the designer’s 
concepts comparative to 
other places? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 
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(3) CONTEXTUAL VALUE 
 How important is the place to the community? 
 

Criteria  Analysis Rating 
SOCIAL 
MEANING 

What is the social 
value of the place to 
an identifiable 
community? 

In what way is (or was) this 
place significant to an 
identifiable community (e.g. 
Symbolic meaning, ongoing 
use for community or sacred 
events, etc.) 
What is the social, religious 
or geographic community 
that considers this place 
significant? 
In the context of comparative 
places, how important is this 
place to the community? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
(5) N/A 

ENVIRONMENT What is the strength 
of the place in 
contributing to the 
character of its 
surroundings? 

What is the character of the 
place’s surroundings? 
How important is the place in 
contributing to the character 
of its surrounding? Is it a 
landmark? 

(1) Excellent 
(2) Very Good 
(3) Good / 
Contextual 
(4) Fair / Poor 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
East ½ (part) Lot 18 Con. 2 WHS 
2412 Mayfield Road 
BHR Inv. ID: 1339 
 
SUMMARY 
 
In order for the property to be considered as having sufficient cultural value for further Heritage 
consideration it must have received the following accumulated minimum grades: 
 
(1) Excellent - in any one criteria and/or 
(2) Very Good - in any two criteria and/or 
(3) Good / Contextual - in any four criteria 
 
NOTE: Exceeding these levels may suggest the potential for immediate designation. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS  
 

  List and Designate 
 

  List  
 

  No further action is required 
 
 
RATIONALE 
 

While the cultural value of the house has been lessened by the recent recladding and the 
location of several of the newer outbuildings the visual prominence of the main barn as 
viewed from McLaughlin Road is still of importance.  
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MAYFIELD WEST PHASE 2 SECONDARY PLAN AREA 

CHL UNIT 1:  

12529 CHINGUACOUSY ROAD (W ½ Lot 20, Concession 2 WHS) 

 

1. INVENTORY 
Historical Context: 
 
The property at 12529 Chinguacousy Road comprises the full historic Lot (W ½ Lot 20, Concession 
2 WHS) and is considered an excellent example of a longstanding, Chinguacousy Township farm, 
demonstrating both continuity of uses and the evolutionary process of farming on the Peel Plain. The 
lot was an early land grant to William Woodruff who received patent in 1821, and sold to John 
McLean in 1839. 
 
The site can be classified as an ‘evolved and continuing landscape’, defined as one which has 
evolved through use by people whose activities have directly shaped the landscape or area, and on 
which historic uses continue.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1877 Atlas of Peel County Map 
highlighting John McLean property 
(now 12529 Chinguacousy Road) 
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Site Context: 
 
The property comprises the entire historic 100 acre Lot 20, devoid of severances, although they exist 
on properties to the north and south, and across Chinguacousy Road. Properties at 12259 
Chinguacousy Road on the south (recommended for Designation), and 12502 McLaughlin Road on 
the east (recommended for Listing) are also of heritage significance. 
 
Physiographic Description: 
 
The property is relatively flat and open and 
includes an intact farm complex nestled in the 
fork of two branches of the Etobicoke Creek. 
These tributaries, which traverse the larger 
property in several locations, are historically 
important landscape features of the property as 
seen on the 1877 Atlas Map, and remain so 
today.  
 
A third tributary enters the property on the 
north-west corner within a remnant woodlot, 
shared by adjacent properties on the east half of 
the concession, fronting on McLaughlin Road. 
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Spatial Organization: 
 

The property is located on the west half of Concession 2 WHS in the former Chinguacousy 
Township, County of Peel and is part of the lands surveyed in 1819 by Richard Bristol, and opened 
for settlement in 1820. The survey was laid out in the double front system comprised of half-lots of 
almost square 100 acres parcels with each half of the 200 acre lot fronting on a north-south oriented 
concession line road. East-west sideroads were provided for every five lots. In this area of Caledon 
six concessions were laid out on either side of Hurontario Street, which was also known as Centre 
Road. Through the surrounding lands, the 1st Concession Line became McLaughlin Road and the 2nd 
Concession Line, Chinguacousy Road. 
 
Buildings, Structures and Objects: 
 

The property includes the following key buildings: 
 

 1½ storey, side gabled house of dichromatic brick, 
built c.1865 with 1 ½ storey brick centre gabled rear 
addition and a brick woodshed/carriageshed;  

 three bay timber frame ‘hay’ barn on mudsills to the 
north of the curving drive;  

 smaller stone and frame ‘forge’ barn;  
 timber frame livestock barn on stone foundation with 

concrete silo; 
 decorative concrete block dairy; and a log shed at the rear of the barn  (possibly the original log 

house). 
 

Further details are provided in the Built Heritage Inventory datasheet for the property. (Appendix A) 

 
Vegetation: 
 
Black locust trees line the south side of the gravel 
laneway which is located to the north of the house. 
Mature Norway spruce and deciduous trees provide the 
landscape setting for the house and barn complex.  
 
A tributary of the Etobicoke Creek meanders as a simple, 
shallow, stream with grassy verges through the pasture 
and farmyard behind the farm complex. Several other 
tributaries converge within the boundaries of the property, 
defining an organic field pattern which is not typically 
seen, particularly on the flat Peel Plain. Sparse hedgerows 
with sporadic mature trees remain on the south and north 
property lines, and to the south of the farm complex. 
From air photo interpretation, the Etobicoke Creek 
appears to have been straightened through this area, and 
through adjacent properties to the west of Chinguacousy 
Road. 
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2. SIGNIFICANCE: 
Statement of Significance: 
 
The property at 12529 McLaughlin Road, with its collection of heritage buildings and unique 
landscape setting, is a fine example of the evolutionary process of farming on the Peel Plain, which 
is one of Caledon’s key historic themes. 
 
The property is significant under the following Criteria as outlined in the Town of Caledon Criteria 
for the Identification of Cultural Heritage Landscapes: 
 
A) Is associated with events that made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history 

(at any level – local, regional, national), i.e. strong association with central themes (in this 
case: Farming on the Peel Plain) 

 
C) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a particular settlement pattern or lifeway whether 

derived from ethnic background, imposed by the landscape, was the practice of a specific 
historic period or a combination of the above. 

 
D) Manifests a particularly close and harmonious long-standing relationship between the 

natural and domestic landscape. 
 
Character Defining Elements: 
 
Key historic elements of the property include: 
 
 1½ storey, side gabled house, built c.1865;  
 three bay timber frame ‘hay’ barn;  
 smaller stone and frame ‘forge’ barn;  
 timber frame livestock barn on stone foundation with 

concrete silo; 
 decorative concrete block dairy; and a log shed at the 

rear of the barn  (possibly the original log house); 
 mature deciduous and coniferous trees that surround 

the house; 
 gravel, tree-lined laneway and curving drive leading 

to the barn;  
 remnant mature trees along the north and south 

property lines, and other field hedgerows; 
 main branch of the Etobicoke Creek, and tributaries 

which meet in the center of the Lot, together with 
associated vegetation and agricultural fields; 

 view across creek to farm complex from 
Chinguacousy Road on approach from the south; 

 vegetated creek corridor and woodlot in the northeast 
corner of the property. 
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Boundaries: 
 
The boundaries of this CHL are considered to be the current property lines, which appear to be 
coincidental to the historic Lot 20 W ½ Lot 20, Concession 2 WHS, together with the branches of 
the Etobicoke Creek as they extend to the east west and north, and the vegetated area to the east 
which extends into 12609 Chinguacousy Road on the north and 12502 McLaughlin Road on the east, 
and which encompasses the creek tributary. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
In recognition of its value as a cultural heritage landscape, and to maintain appropriate buffers to the 
heritage farmstead, the property at 12529 Chinguacousy Road is recommended for Designation in its 
entirety, under section 29, Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. Designation is recognized under the 
Ontario Heritage Act (and recommended) as the appropriate and most stringent tool for the 
conservation of cultural heritage landscapes. If achieved, formal recognition as a cultural heritage 
landscape per the policies of the Caledon Official Plan, as enacted through an Official Plan 
Amendment should not be needed, although the policies of the Secondary Plan could be used to 
reinforce the designation. 
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MAYFIELD WEST PHASE 2 SECONDARY PLAN AREA 

CHL UNIT 2: FORMER CVR RAILWAY 

 

1. INVENTORY 
 
Historical Context: 
The former Credit Valley Railway (CVR) crosses the study area on a southeast to northwest axis, 
between Hurontario Street and McLaughlin Road. the CVR was established in February 1871, in 
direct competition with the Toronto, Grey and Bruce (TG&B) Railway in the hopes of stimulating 
trade and economic opportunities in the outlying areas of what would later become Southern 
Ontario. The mandate of the CVR was construct a northern line from Toronto to Orangeville via 
Streetsville, with a branch line to Elora, and a westerly arm extending from Toronto to Milton, Galt, 
and Berlin (Kitchener) or Waterloo. The principle financial backer and first president was George 
Laidlaw, who was also a promoter of the TG&B. 
 
In 1873, survey work was completed with track laying begun in 1876. By 1877 the first branch of 
the line had opened from Parkdale (Toronto) to Milton. The track reached Brampton in December 
1878, with the Forks of the Credit trestle bridge completed in September 1879. The line was open to 
Orangeville and to Elora in December 1879. Work continued simultaneously on the western branch, 
with another large bridge over the Grand River at Galt, also constructed by 1879. As constructed, the 
total mileage for the CVR comprised: the Mainline from Toronto to St. Thomas with a distance of 
121 miles; the Branch from Streetsville to Orangeville with a distance of 35 miles; and the Elora 
branch (Cataract to Elora) with a distance of 29 miles. 
 
With growing financial problems, the CVR was taken over by the Ontario & Quebec (O&Q) 
Railway, along with the Toronto, Grey and Bruce. The O&Q was taken over by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway (CPR) on January 4, 1884 on a perpetual lease arrangement. Duplication with the TG&B 
Railway line led to the decommissioning of a short section of the CVR from Melville Junction in 
Caledon Township to Orangeville. Under CPR ownership, the former CVR line was divided 
administratively into four components, with the Streetsville to Orangeville branch as part of the 
Owen Sound Subdivision. By 1996, with parts to the north decommissioned by CPR, the 35-mile 
section from Streetsville to Orangeville section fell under the ownership of the St. Lawrence & 
Hudson Railway. In September 2000, the Brampton-Orangeville Railway was created by the Town 
of Orangeville and operated as a shortline railway extending from Streetsville and serving several 
Orangeville businesses. Freight traffic is currently operating along this section a few days a week. A 
tour train operates seasonally from Orangeville to either Inglewood or Snelgrove through the scenic 
Forks of the Credit area, allowing present-day visitors the experience of traveling the old CVR. As 
of the writing of this report the Town of Orangeville is considering sale of the rail line to a private 
company, with the intent to continue the existing freight and tour-train services. The future potential 
to expand the line northward along the decommissioned portion of the line.  
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Important to Caledon’s history, and still an active rail line, the CVR can be classified as an ‘evolved 
and continuing landscape’, defined as one which has evolved through use by people and whose 
activities have directly shaped the landscape or area, and on which historic uses continue.  
 
Spatial Organization: 
 
The former railway crosses the study area in Concession 1 WHS, beginning mid-way between the 
east and west half lots, then swinging westward through the center of the west half lots, seemingly to 
avoid several complex meanders in the Etobicoke Creek. 
 
It was presumably under construction at the time it appears on the 1877 Atlas of Peel County Map in 
Chinguacousy Township, two years before its completion in 1879.  
 

CVR Railway 

Study Area Boundary 

1877 Atlas of Peel County Map and 
location of former CVR Railway in 
the study lands 
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Buildings, Structures and Objects: 
 
As an operational rail line the former CVR still 
includes all track and structures. Through the 
study land this includes two creek crossings, 
including a small bridge structure located on the 
northern edge of the property at 12461 
McLaughlin Road and which is clearly visible 
from the road.  
 
Vegetation: 
 
As with most active rail lines, vegetation along 
the rail line is mostly scrub, with sporadic 
pockets associated with the creek valley 
crossings or small woodland patches through 
which it passes. 
 
Site Context: 
 
The rail line passes on a right of way mid-way 
through the west half lots of the concession 
between Hurontario Street and McLaughlin 
Road.  
 
As the rail line enters the study lands at 
Mayfield Road (Lot 18), there is a residential subdivision to the east. At the juncture of lots 18 and 
19, where the rail line swings west, it passes through a woodland.  
 
Through Lots 20 to 22 the lands adjacent to the rail line are predominantly agricultural, and include 
heritage properties at 12461, 12711 and 12891 McLaughlin Road. 
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2. SIGNIFICANCE: 
 
Statement of Significance: 
 
Although only briefly operating as the Credit Valley Railway, the rise and decline of the CVR and 
its successors influenced a number of settlement areas in Chinguacousy and Caledon townships. It 
remains an active rail line to this day, and is one of only two of the five historic rail lines that once 
traversed the Town of Caledon to remain intact.  
 
The property is significant under the following Criteria as outlined in the Town of Caledon Criteria 
for the Identification of Cultural Heritage Landscapes: 
 
A) Is associated with events that made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history 

(at any level – local, regional, national), i.e. strong association with central themes (in this 
case: Transportation). 

 
Character Defining Elements: 
 
 historic rail corridor, embankments, track, and structures associated with road and creek 

crossings; 
 adjacent vegetation including creek valleys and woodlands; 
 view to railway bridge along creek corridor from McLaughlin Road; 
 views to the south and north from Old School Road. 

 
Boundaries: 
 
The boundary of this CHL is considered to be the rail line right of way, together with the creek 
corridors, any required development setback necessary to maintain an open landscape as context for 
the rail line, and the associated vegetation patches through which the line passes. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
Although the mandate of this study is limited to the lands associate with the Mayfield West Phase 2 
study area, the former CVR line extends northward through Caledon and includes a number of 
significant historic features along its length, with some of the most notable through the Forks of the 
Credit area. Through this letter area, the CVR has been identified as a key element to be protected 
within the proposed ‘Forks of the Credit to the Village of Cataract’ Cultural Heritage Landscape, 
identified through the Town-wide CHL Inventory process. However, this piecemeal approach may 
lead to the ultimate fragmentation of the rail line as an entity, or degrading of its historic elements 
either as a result of future decommissioning and dismantling (as has happened to the other historic 
rail lines in Caledon) or potentially upgrading of the rail service (as is currently being contemplated). 
 
Therefore, in recognition of its value as a cultural heritage landscape, and pursuant to the intent of 
the Provincial Policy Statement and the Caledon Official Plan toward their conservation, the former 
CVR line through Caledon in its entirety is recommended for designation as a cultural heritage 



B-10 
 

landscape under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act. Designation is recognized under the Ontario 
Heritage Act (and recommended) as the appropriate and most stringent tool for the conservation of 
cultural heritage landscapes.  
 
In the Town of Caledon provision has also been made through the Official Plan to recognize cultural 
heritage landscapes through an Official Plan Amendment, which may also be an appropriate tool for 
formal recognition of the entire CVR line. In considering both heritage conservation and the 
current/future active uses on the line, further contemplation is needed to determine which approach 
(designation or recognition through an OPA) may afford the best balance. Through the immediate 
study lands the policies of the Secondary Plan should also be used to reinforce the recognition of the 
CVR as a cultural heritage landscape. 
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