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Section 1 | Introduction 
 

Author:  

David W. Small Designs Inc. is a custom home design firm that specializes in infill housing.  (i.e. 

redevelopment of properties in existing mature neighborhoods). David Small was born to design houses 

as he grew up watching and learning from his Father and Grandfather who were builders and 

developers. Growing up with such a ‘heritage of housing’ David’s passion for the business was ignited 

and this passion led him to where his is today.  

Over the past decade, David W. Small recognizes what heritage is and what it means because as 

a firm we have our research and have been involved in the design of over 80 new homes or renovations 

in the Mineola West neighborhood. When designing these custom homes David takes into consideration 

the heritage and the Mineola west cultural landscape.   The success of the firm is largely based on 

developing “neighbourhood sensitive” designs that respect the integrity of existing natural and built 

surroundings. 

The firm has successfully prepared heritage impact statements for the city of Mississauga for the 

properties listed in the Mineola west cultural landscape for the last 3 years. Through the preparation of 

over 10 “H.I.S” documents David W. Small Designs has acquired a clear understanding of the cultural 

landscape known as Mineola west. 

David W. Small has successfully completed “H.I.S” documents for the following properties within 

this area: 

1. 1285 Stavebank Road – May 2008 

2. 1397 Birchwood Height Drive – July 2008 

3. 1443 Aldo Drive – July 2008 

4. 1524 Douglas Drive – September 2008 

5. 142 Inglewood Drive – September 2008 

6. 1379 Wendigo Trail – September 2008 

7. 1570 Stavebank Road – October 2009 

8. 224 Donnelly Drive – October 2009 
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9. 125 Veronica Drive – January 2010 

10. 64 Veronica Drive – February 2010 

11. 1248 Vista Drive – March 2010 

12. 1380 Milton Avenue – April 2010 

 

Relevance of Heritage Impact Statement: 

The subject property is located in the Mineola West neighbourhood otherwise known as the 

‘Mineola West cultural landscape’.  As such, it is listed on the city’s heritage register. 
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Section 2 | Property Overview 
 

Mineola West Neighborhood: 

  The Mineola West Neighborhood is bordered on the West by the Credit River, the East 

by Hurontario Street (Hwy. 10), the North by the Queen Elizabeth Way and the South by the CN 

Rail line. It falls directly into what was previously known as the “Credit Indian Reserve” (CIR). 

The CIR originated as part of a land sale by the Mississauga Indians to the British Government in 

1805. The sale included the lands stretching from Lake Ontario to a line 6 miles inland but 

excluded a strip of land one mile each side of the Credit River which was reserved for the 

Mississaugas. The graphic provided below indicates the area known as the Mineola West 

Neighbourhood within the context of the Township of Toronto’s Lot Survey. 

A Plan of the Township of Toronto’s Lot Survey: 

 
Mississauga’s Heritage: The Formative Years, City of Mississauga, 1983 
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Current City of Mississauga Map: 
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Mineola West Neighborhood Map: 

 

 
 
 
 

                             
 
 
 
 
 



 

Aerial M

Zoning M

 

ap: 

Map: 

 

88 | P a g e  

 

 



 

9 | P a g e  

The Mineola West Cultural Landscape: 

  “Mineola was developed before it became standard practice to re‐grade top soil into 
large piles in the early twentieth century, level every nuance of natural topography and 
engineer the complete storm water drainage system artificially. In Mineola a road system was 
gently imposed on the natural rolling topography of the Iroquois Plain; homes were nestled into 
slightly larger lots and natural drainage areas were retained. This provided greater opportunity 
to save existing trees and because the soils and drainage system were minimally impacted, 
provided fertile ground for the planting of new vegetation, the natural regeneration of native 
trees and landscaping of the residential landscapes. What has evolved today is a wonderful 
neighbourhood with a variety of quality housing stock and a rich stimulating landscape that 
blends the houses with their natural and manicured surroundings. There are no curbs on the 
roads which softens the transition between street and front yards. The roads wind, rise and fall 
with the natural topography and houses sit often at odd angles to take advantage of slopes and 
the location of large trees. A gradual infilling has increased the density over the years and care 
must be taken to ensure that this does not, in the end, ruin the very quality and character that 
makes this neighbourhood so appealing and attractive. Of the many neighbourhoods in 
Mississauga, the Mineola neighbourhood stands out as one of the most visually interesting and 
memorable. As is often the case, when new development is balanced with the protection of the 
natural environment, a truly livable and sustainable community evolves. Mineola is an excellent 
example of this type of community.” – Excerpt from City of Mississauga Cultural Landscape Inventory L‐RES‐6 
 

The Mineola West Neighbourhood is Unique in Several Ways: 

Vegetation:  More than most 
neighborhoods, Mineola West is 
dominated by the presence of mature 
trees. They are the number one 
physical feature that shapes ones 
impression as they travel through the 
area. Most of these trees are found 
along property boundaries and have 
been, therefore easily preserved 
through the years. 
 
 

 

Mineola West Vegetation
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Engineering Infrastructure:  Unlike most 
neighbourhoods, Mineola West is 
composed of very few “Engineered 
Streets”. Roads are often narrow and lack 
the presence of curbs or sidewalks. Storm 
drainage is dealt with via a network of 
road side ditches as opposed to the more 
intrusive storm sewer system found 
throughout the city. Large trees are often 
in very close proximity to roads which 
reinforce the ‘soft’ overall impression of 
the neighborhood. 

Narrow Roads, road side ditches and mature vegetation 

 

Housing:    As previously stated 
Mineola West is home to a 
broad range of housing sizes, 
configurations and styles. 

  

 

Examples of broad range of housing in the 
Mineola West Neighborhood 
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The housing stock continues to evolve as many are attracted to the neighbourhood’s 
aforementioned attributes. Although the overall housing density has increased, most homes 
have been assimilated successfully into their context as the imposing natural elements continue 
to visually dominate. Attention to architectural detail and craftsmanship have been the most 
important characteristics and have superseded house style and size in the redevelopment of 
the area. One can see numerous examples of new and original homes, large and small homes or 
homes of varying architectural styles coexisting comfortably. 

      
Houses of varying architectural styles    Houses of varying architectural styles 

      
Houses of distinct size differences    Houses both old and new 
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Historical Associations 

 

  The following is a brief history of the Port Credit area through a chronological overview 

of the people and events that shaped Mineola West neighbourhood. 

 In 1837 Robert Cotton emigrated from Ireland, he was a well known farmer and merchant in 

Toronto. Robert Cotton purchased land and had a house built in 1856 and only remnants of the 

log cabin still exists. The Cotton Homestead is located on 1234 Old River Road part of range 1 of 

the C.I.R. Robert Cotton passed away in 1885 and before that time he had transferred the 

Cotton Homestead to James W. Cotton. Robert and James Cotton were brothers and to most 

are considered to be the “Fathers” of Port Credit. James Cotton worked along side Robert as a 

postmaster, storemaster and was owner of a Wharf. The Cotton Homestead remained in the 

family until it was sold by Cyril E. Cotton in 1943, and now the Cotton Homestead is designated 

under Part IV the Ontario Heritage Act in June 1984. 

In 1854 James W. Cotton took ownership of the S.W part of lot 3 Range 2 C.I.R from the Crown. 

The change of ownership is unclear from James W. Cotton in 1854 to John Hector in 1896. In 

1869 Frederick Chase Capreol purchased a great amount of land on the S.W of the C.I.R from 

John Crickmore. Frederick’s plan was to open a Peel General Manufacturing Company along the 

Port Credit River, but in the end Frederick did not have the financial backing to build his 

company and in 1888 he sold what was left to Thos. W. Hector. In 1888 to 1903 different parts 

of the land was being bought and sold between indivuals, and in 1908 Kenneth Skinner 

purchased 60% of the S.W land from George W. Payne and Ellen O’Brien Payne. The land that 

Kenneth purchased is shown on page 16 outlined in red. Kenneth Skinner’s name appears on 

the land registry numerous times between 1908 and 1950. It is believed he and his sons, Victor 

and Milton, were involved in the purchase and sale of several land parcels in the area during 

this time. 
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In 1909, Kenneth Skinner 

purchased 60 acres of land 

between Mineola Road and 

Kenollie Road and east of 

the Credit River to 

Hurontario. He purchased 

this farmland from 

Washington Payne, and 

from then on, he began to 

subdivide his land into 

properties, and with his two 

sons Victor Skinner and 

Milton Skinner they 

designed and built 38 homes within their property. Owning his own large property and being a 

builder, he had the chance to name streets after him and his wife Mary Ann South (Ollie) as 

Kenollie, and after his sons Victor and Milton.  It is believed that the Skinner Family built the 

exiting home on the subject property. Kenneth and his wife lived at 1372 Stavebank until 1962. 

Since this time, their original house has been demolished and new development has taken 

place. 

On page 15, it shows the map of the range 2 C.I.R Lot 3 that Kenneth Skinner purchased and on 

page 16 it shows a modern map of the west Mineola neighborhood of where Kenneth Skinner 

and his wife lived also the lot where Milton Skinner lived.   

Throughout our research we were only able to discover minimal information about the Skinner 

family and of the homes they built. We believe that when Milton D. Skinner purchased this 

property (1362 Stavebank Road) from his father Kenneth Skinner in 1931, he owned this 

property for a long period of time. Information has been aquired from Mississauga Heritage 

that it is believed that the house on the property was built between 1925 – 1932, but it is 

Port Credit: Past to Present
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unknown of whom may have lived there before 1972 because through our research we 

dicovered that Milton D. Skinner lived at 1392 Stavebank Road, Victor Skinner lived at 113 

Mineola Road and Kenneth Skinner lived at 1372 Stavebank Road. In 1972 when Milton Skinner 

sold his property to June D. Corbett we believe that she lived there for quite a period of time 

according to the parcel registery and then know that June Corbett tranferred the property to 

what are believed to be her children. Then from what is listed on the registry it shows the 

Corbett children sold the property to Jordan O’Brian and then Jordan O’Brian then sold the 

property to the current owner Tamer and Christine Kamel.  It is believed that the property 

known as 1362 Stavebank the Kamel family purchased never had a Skinner family member 

living there. 
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RANGE 2 C.I.R LOT 3

1362 STAVEBANK RD

1372 STAVEBANK RD

1392 STAVEBANK RD

COTTON FAMILY

TAMER & CHRISTINE KAMEL (SUBJECT)

FORMER KENNETH SKINNER HOME

FORMER MILTON SKINNER HOME
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Section 3 | Property Details 
 

Municipal Address  |  1362 Stavebank Road 

Legal description  |  PART OF LOT 3, RANGE 2 CREDIT INDIAN RESERVE 

Municipal Ward  |  1 

Zoning  |  R 2‐1 (0225‐2007) 

Lot Frontage  |  18.66 m (0325‐2007) 

Lot Depth  |  69.40 m 

Lot Area  |  1347.60m2 (0.135 ha) 

Orientation  |  Front facing North‐East 

Type  |  Existing 1‐1/2 storey single family dwelling with attached garage 

Vegetation  |  Several mature trees located throughout site. 

Access  |  Existing linear asphalt drive w/ conc. curbing 

Current Property Owner  |  Tamer and Christine Kamel (416‐576‐5582) 
 

 

Parcel Register:  

  Information gathered from the Ontario Land Registry office for the Region of Peel indicates 

the chain of ownership from The Crown in 1854 to current. Information provided has been 

acquired through use of microfilm archives along with current Land Title search. The following 

ownership transfers have taken place since the earliest records of the property on title. 

*Titles that are highlighed in a colour, indicates that they are linked transfers.  

 

1. The Crown – Granted to James Cotton SW for Lot 3 Range 2  (July. 11/1854) 

Through our research we were unable to discover which parts of land were transferred over to different parties, but we believe that 

John Hector may have been a person who purchased 25 ac., from James Cotton. 

2. John Hector  transferred to Samuel Jennings (Mar. 27/1869) 

Samuel Jennings does not appear on the land registry for a second time indicting change of ownership. 

3. Bank of Upper Canada transferred to John Crickmore (May.15/1869)  

4. John Crickmore transferred to William B. Hunter (Sep.20/1869) 

5. William B. Hunter transferred to Peel General Mfg. Co. (Jul. 20/1869) 

6. Peel General Mfg. Co. transferred to S.S Lee (Sep.28/1876) 

7. S.S Lee transferred to Canada Life Assce Co (Nov.1/1876) 

8. Canada Life Assce Co transferred to Peel General Mfg. Co. (Mar.25/1886) 
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9. Peel General Mfg. Co. transferred to Thos. W Hector (Oct.1/1888) 

10. The Crown – Granted to Elizabeth Blakely NE for Lot 3 Range 2 (Mar.12/1862) 

Through our research we were unable to discover which parts of land were transferred over to different parties, but we believe that 

Elizabeth Dixie may have been a person who purchased part of land from Elizabeth Blakely. 

11. Elizabeth Dixie transferred to Janadab D. Hardy (Dec.6/1886) 

12. Janadab D. Hardy transferred to James Payne (Jun.3/1887) 

13. Thos. W Hector transferred to Robert C. Sinclair (Nov.1/1889) 

14. Robert C. Sinclair transferred to Ernest E. Thompson (Dec.9/1889)* 

15. Thos W. Hector transferred to Robert Spence (Jul.10/1890) 

Robert Spence does not appear on the land registry for a second time indicting change of ownership. 

16. Thos W. Hector transferred to William Andrew (Jun.15/1891) 

17. Ernest E. Thompson transferred to Mary C. Thompson (Mar.20/1890)* 

18. Thos W. Hector transferred to James E. Robinson ( Apr.1/1892)* 

19. Edwin Crickmore transferred to James Graham (Apr.2/1892) 

20. James Graham transferred to Margaret Graham (Oct.22/1892)* 

21. James E. Robinson transferred to Arthur B. Boswell (Jan.13/1893)* 

22. Willian Andrew transferred to Janet Wingfield (Feb.7/1894) 

Janet Wingfield does not appear on the land registry for a second time indicting change of ownership. 

23. Edwin Crickmore transferred to Kenneth Skinner (Apr.2/1894) 

In 1869 John Crickmore purchased land from Bank of Upper Canada and then begin to see that Edwin Crickmore appears on the land 

registry as only a grantor it does not show him ever purchasing a piece of land. So it is believed that John Crickmore and Edwin 

Crickmore were related and could have been working together  and that’s why we see his name appear mulitple times. 

24. Margaret Graham transferred to Kenneth Skinner (Apr.2/1894)* 

25. Edwin Crickmore transferred to Thos W. Hector (May.23/1896) 

26. Edwin Crickmore and John Crickmore transferred to Henry Strickland and Alferd P. Pousette (May.10/1897) 

27. Henry Strickland transferred to William Scaife (Jan.8/1898) 

28. William Scaife transferred to Edwin Samuel Munroe (Nov.24/1905) 

29. Kenneth Skinner transferred to  William C. Chandos Innes (Jul.8/1908) 

30. James Payne tranferred to Ellen O’Brien Payne and George Washington Payne (Nov.4/1903) 

31. George Washington Payne transferrred to Kenneth Skinner (Nov. 14/1908) 60 % 

32. Kenneth Skinner transferred to Milton D. Skinner (Oct. 16/1942) 

33. Kenneth Skinner transferred to Milton D. Skinner and Mary E. Skinner‐ JT‐ (Jun. 18/1945) 

34. Kenneth Skinner transferred to Milton D. Skinner (Jun. 17/1948) 

35. Milton D. Skinner tranferred to June Doris Corbett (Aug. 18/1972) Known as Lot 1362 Stavebank Road. 

36. June Doris transferred to Donald J. Corbett, Caroline J. Corbett and John K. Corbett ( Dec. 21/2006) 
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37. Donald J. Corbett, Caroline J. Corbett and John K. Corbett transferred to Allison J. Corbett, Caroline J. 

Corbett and John K. Corbett (Dec. 21/2006) 

38. Allison J. Corbett, Caroline J. Corbett and John K. Corbett tranferred to Jordan O’Brien (May. 3/2010) 

39. Jordan O’Brien tranferred to Tamer and Christine Kamel (Sep. 8/2010) Current property owners. 

 

 



 

 Existing Subject Prooperty Topoggraphical Suurvey:  
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Section 4 | Building Details 
 

 Existing Exterior Photos 

 

Front Elevation  Rear Elevation 

 

Right Side Elevation 

 

Left Side Elevation 
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Sketch – Existing Floor Plans (not to scale) 
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Sketch ‐ Interior Photo reference Existing Plans (not to scale) 
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Interior Photo 1  Interior Photo 2 

 

 

Interior Photo 3  Interior Photo 4 

Interior Photo 5  Interior Photo 6 
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Analysis of Existing Structure 

 
The existing home was representative of circa 1930’s vernacular 1‐1/2 storey with a 1 storey attached 

garage. The home does not display any outstanding degree of craftsmanship, technical achievement and 

has only moderate artistic merit. 

 

The existing home is believed to represent minimal significance related to theme, event, belief, person, 

activity, organization or institution in the community. Through our research we have discovered that 

Kenneth Skinner was a builder and believe that the Skinner family built the current dwelling. It is not 

known to represent the work of any architect, artist, designer or theorist in the community. The 

property has only modest contextual value in as far as its support of the character of the area. It’s 

physical, functional, visual or historic link to the surroundings and is not a landmark. 

 

The existing home plays a moderately significant role in its support of the character of the area as it’s 

massing and scale are similar to the adjacent homes on Stavebank road. 
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Section 5 | Development Proposal 
 

Site Development Plan 

*The trees that are highlighted and indicate an “x” in the centre are for removal. 
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Proposed Ground Floor Plan: 
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Proposed Second Floor Plan 
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Proposed Elevations: 

 

 

 

1356 Stavebank Road 

Left-Side Elevation 

1362 Stavebank Road 

Streetscape Elevation 

Rear Elevation 

1372 Stavebank Road 

Right-Side Elevation 

• 1440 Huronlario Slreel, Suile 200, Mississougo, ON L5G 3H4 • PH 905-271-9100 • FX 905-271-9109 • 
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Section 6 | Conclusion 
 

 

  The proposed home at 1362 

Stavebank Road has been designed with 

similar massing characteristics of other homes 

on Stavebank Road and adjacent streets 

throughout the neighborhood. Although the 

massing of the proposed home does not 

represent the immediate adjacent neighbors 

the house has been designed in a manner in 

which it can successfully cohabitate with the      View from existing garage towards front of lot 

existing dwellings. The scale of the proposed dwelling is similar to other dwellings located throughout 

the neighborhood.  As seen on the streetscape sketch in Section 5 of this report this area is home to 

mature foliage in the front yard. This provides some screening between the proposed dwelling and the 

immediate adjacent structures. 

The majority of existing mature trees have 

been preserved through the development with the 

exclusion of 4 young trees in conflict with the 

proposed dwelling and 1 mature tree located 

between the subject property and 1356 Stavebank 

Road. The home has been situated on the site to 

regularize the front yard setbacks along Stavebank 

Road and to move further away from the NAS    

View from rear yard viewing NAS associated with the Credit River          (natural area survey) 

associated with the Credit River which reduces the impact on natural vegetation.  The driveway entry 

location and width has been maintained on Stavebank Road. The proposed house has also been 

relocated away from the existing top of bank as per Credit Valley Conservation request for this 

development.   
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  Photo 1 – View from Street Looking South          Photo 2 – View from Street Looking West 

   

  Photo 3 – View from Street Looking East        Photo 4 – View from Rear Yard looking North 

   

  Photo 5 – View from front yard looking West      Photo Reference Plan 

 

Overall the proposed home respects the Mineola West Cultural Landscape’s characteristics and 

is consistent with all planned redevelopment efforts throughout the area. 
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Summary Statement and Conservation Recommendations: 

 

  The existing 1‐1/2 storey dwelling located at 1362 Stavebank Road has not been designated 

under the heritage register however, the property has been listed on the register under the Mineola 

West Cultural landscape. The impact of the proposed development has been taken into consideration 

when designing both the proposed home and the natural preservation of streetscape presence.  The 

proposed dwelling has been designed to regularize the front yard setbacks of this lot with the adjacent 

properties. The proposed dwelling has been designed in such a manner that the frontage represents a 1‐

1/2 storey dwelling with mixed massing and scale which helps lower the impact on adjacent properties. 

The proposal does not contravene the intentions of the Mineola West Cultural Landscape listing. For the 

aforementioned reasons we are certain that conservation or alternative development measures are not 

appropriate for the subject property. 
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Mandatory Recommendation: 

  As per criteria set out in Regulation 9/06 of the Ontario Heritage Act the following reasons are 

why the subject property is not worthy of heritage designation and does not meet such criteria stated in 

Regulation 9/06. 

 

1. Does the property meet the criteria for heritage designation under the Ontario Regulation 9/06, 
Ontario Heritage Act? 
 

The property itself has been listed on the heritage register under the Mineola West 
Cultural Landscape; however, the existing dwelling has not been designated, because it 
is believed that there is no historic link related to theme, event, belief, person, activity, 
organization or institution in the community.   
 

2. If the subject property does not meet the criteria for heritage designation then it must be clearly 
stated why it does not. 
 

The existing home is not believed to represent some significance related to theme, 
event, belief, person, activity, organization or institution in the community. It is not 
known to possess any characteristics that contribute to an enhanced understanding of 
the community or local culture.  It is also not known to represent the work of any 
architect, artist, designer or theorist in the community.  The property has only modest 
contextual value in as far as its support of the character of the area.  It’s physical, 
functional, visual and historic link to the surroundings does not represent this dwelling 
as landmark.  

 
 

3. Regardless of the failure to meet criteria for heritage designation, does the property warrant 
conservation as per the definition in the Provincial Policy Statement? 
 
 

The property has been listed on the register and does warrant conservation as per the 
Mineola West Cultural landscape. The proposed development proposes conservation 
methods of the cultural landscape of the property as a whole. As stated above the 
existing dwelling does not warrant conservation as per Ontario Regulation 9/06, Ontario 
Heritage Act or the Provincial Policy Statement. 
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EXECunVE SUMMARY 

Archaeological Services Inc. was retained by David Small Designs to undertake a Stage 1 Archaeological Assessment 

of 1362 Stavebank Road, part of Lot 3, Range 2, Credit Indian Reserve, former Geographic Township of Toronto, now 

In the City of Mississauga, Regional Municipality of Peel. The subject property encompasses approximately 0.1 ha. 

A general review of the physiographic region Indicated that the subject property Is situated within the Iroquois Plain 

phySiographic region of southern Ontario. The closest mapped watercourses include the Credit River, Kenollie Creek 

and Stravebank Creek. The background review of the subject property revealed that 14 registered archaeological 

sites have been documented within one kilometre of the subject property. Based on a review of the historic mapping 

of the area, the subject property is adjacent to a historical transportation corridor. Given these factors there Is 

potential for encountering pre·contact archaeological deposits as well as historical archaeological deposits within 

the property. 

The Stage 1 field review resulted in the identification of a portion ofthe subject property being disturbed, in addition 

to a portion being steeply sloped. A Stage 2 archaeological assessment Is required on ail undisturbed lands by 

means of a test pit survey in accordance with the Ministry ofTourism and Culture's 2011 Standards and Guidelines 

for Consult3nt Archaeologists. 
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1.0 PROJECT CONTEXT 

1.1 Development Context 

Page 1 

Archaeological Selvices hlC. was contracted by David SrnaJJ Designs to conduct a Stage I Archaeological 
Assessment of the property located at 1362 Stavebank Road. pal1 of Lot 3, Range 2. Credit Indian 
Reserve, f011ner Geographic Township of Toronto, now in the City of Miss is sang a, Regional 
MuuicipaJity of Peel. The subject property is approximately 0.1 ha in size. An unage of the subject 
propeJ1y illusn'ated on the NTS sheet Brampton 30 MlI2 and can be fOlmd in Section 9.0, Figme I. 

This assessment was conducted lmder the project management of Ms. Bev Gamer and project diJ'ection of 
Mr. Andrew Riddle (MTC PIF P347-046-2011). as required by the OntaJio Planning Act. A.ll activities 
carned out dming this assessment were completed as pm of a site plan application for pre-development 
approval requirements in accordance with the tenns of the Ontmo Heritage Act and the MiIlistry of 
Tomism and Culnlfe's 2011 Standards and Gllidelillesfor Consllitant Archaeologists. 

Peruussion to access the subject property and to cany out all activities necessruy for the completion of the 
assessment was granted by David Small Designs on JlllIe 7. 2011. 

1.2 Archaeological Context 

A Stage 1 aJ'chaeological assessment involves reseaJ'ch to describe the known and potential archaeological 
resomces within the vicinity of a subject propeny. The backgrOlmd research for such an assessment 
incOlporates a review of previous aJ'Chaeologicai research. physiography. and uineteenth and twentieth­
cennuy development for the subject property. Backgrolllld reseaJ'ch was completed to identify any 
archaeological sites in the subject property aJld to assess its archaeological potential. 

In order that an inventory of archaeological resomces could be compiled for the subject propel1y. three 
somces of infOimation were consulted: the site record fonns for registered sites housed at the MiniSlly of 
Tomism aJld Culnlfe. published and lUipublished docUlllentaJY sources. and the files of Archaeological 
Services Inc. 

In OntaJio, infonnation concerning archaeological sites is stored in the OntaJio Archaeological Sites 
Database (OASD) which is maintauled by the Ministry of Tomism and Culnlfe. TIus database contauls 
aJ'chaeological sites registered within the Borden system. The Borden system was first proposed by Dr. 
Charles E. Borden and is based on a block of latimde and longimde. Each Borden block measures 
approximately 13 kill east-west by 18.5 kill north-south. Each Borden block is referenced by a fom-letter 
designator. and sites withiIl a block are Dllllibered sequentially as they aJ'e fOlUId. The subject propel1y 
lUider review is located within the AjGv Borden block. 

While no sites have been registered within the subject property limits. 14 sites have previously been 
registered within a 1 kiJomell'e radius (Table I). Regional sites can be expected to relate to the 
culnu'al/temporal categories outlined in Table 2. 
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Table 1: Re&lst8led Sites willlin al km Radius oll11e Subject Property 
Bonlen No. Name Site Type Temporal/ Cultural Amllatlon 
A)Gv·l Hare Campsite An:haic, Middle Woodland 
AjGv·l0 Stavebank Campsite Undetermined 
AjGv·ll Port Street Campsite Undetermined 
AjGv·13 Fort Toronto Village Historic, Mississauga 
AjGv·17 Nunan Campsite Undetennined 
AjGv·3 Hogsback Burial Undetenmined 
AjGv·32 Scott·O'Brien CampSite Early, Middle, late Woodland 
AjGv-4 Stillmeadow CampSite Undetermined 
AjGv·5 Glenbumy CampSite Aceramic 
AjGv·57 Rewa Burial Middle Woodland 
AjGv·71 James Taylor Harbour Storehouse Euro-Canadian 
AjGv·9 Avonbridge Campsite ArchaiC, laurentian 
AjGv-46 Unknown Findspot Pre-contact 
AjGv·47 Unnamed Findspot Pre-contact 
MPp· = Mayer, Pihl, Pouton & Associates Inc. 
ASI" = Archaeological Services Inc. 
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Resean:her 
V. Konrad, 1972 
V. Konrad, 1972 
V. Konrad, 1972 
V. Konrad, 1972 
V. Konrad, 1972 
V. Konrad, 1972 
MPP',1988 / ASI",1991 
V. Konrad, 1972 
V. Konrad,1972 
ASI, 2003 
ASI,2010 
V. Konrad, 1972 
ASI, 1999 
ASI,1999 

The Scott-O'Brien site (AjGv-32) was sihlated on a series of small Jevel tenaces immediately overlooking 
the west bank of the Credit River and adjacent to a small relict feeder creek that wouJd have provided a 
convenient landing for watercraft. It was fully excavated in 1991. While the earliest and latest 
occupations ofthe site respectively date to the Middle Archaic (circa 3,000 B.C.) and post-contact 
li'oquoian pedods, the site did not appear to have been used on an intensive or consistent basis plior to 
800 B.C., nor from A.D. 800 onward. It would appear that people were attracted to the site because of the 
rich variety of food resom'ces that wonld have been available fi-om the Credit River and its associated 
floodplain, especially dming the spring fishery. Repeated use of the site involved settlement over an area 
of approximately 0.5 hectare (ASI 1994). 

The Rewa site (AjGv-57) was encomltered dming the consffilction of a tiered deck in the extreme 
northeastern portion of a residential propeny located on Mississauga Road. ASI was asked to investigate 
this discovelY of hlllnan remains (ASI 2003). The remains were fOlUld approximately three meu-es from 
the top of the southwest bank of the Lower Credit River. TIlree individual burials were found: au adult 
male aged 40-50 years, a child aged 2 years +/- 8 months, and a uewbom (ASI 2005). Two concenU'ations 
of aJ1ifacts were associated with the adult btoial. Tile artifacts included a slleet of silver, worked shell, 
shell beads, worked deer antler, beaJ' teeth, a bear tooth pendant. clJe1t flakes and a hlUllan ulna sepaJ'ate 
fi-om the adult bmia!. Based on the morhlaJY assemblage, the cruies-free condition of the adult's teeth and 
the close proximity to tile Scott-O'Brien site (AjGv-32). the Rewa sire (AjGv-57) was dated to the Middle 
Woodland peliod (400BC-AD 800) (ASI 2005). TIle blllial located ou the residential propelty on 
Mississauga Road likely represents a unique intel1lment event perhaps associated with the settlement at 
the O'Blien site (AjGv-32). 
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Table 2: Outline ofSouthem Ontado Prehistory 
Period An:haoologicalf Matorlal Culture Date Range Ufeways/ Attributes 

PAllO-INDIAN 
Early Gainey. Barnes, Crowfield 9000-8500 BC Big game hunters 
Late Holcombe, Hi-Lo, lanceolate 8500-7500 BC Small nomadic groups 
ARCHAIC 
Early Nettlin& Bifurcate-base 7800-6000 BC Nomadic hunters and gatherers 
Middle Kirk, Stanly, Brewerton, Laurentian 6000-2000 BC Transition to territorial settlements 
Late Lamoka, Genesee, Crawford Knoll,lnnes 2500-500 BC Polished/ground stone tools (small stemmed) 
WOODlAND 
Early Meadowaod 800-400BC Introduction of pottery 
Middle Point Peninsula, Saugeen 400 BC-AD 800 Incipient horticulture 
Late Algonkian,lroquoian AD 800-1300 Transition to village life and agriculture 

Algonkian,lroquoian AD 1300-1400 Establishment of large palisaded villages 
Algonkian, lroquoian AD 1400-1600 Tribal differentiation and warfare 

HISTORIC 
Early Huron, Neutral, Petun, Odawa, Ojibwa AD 1600-1650 Tribal displacements 
Late Six Nations Iroquois, Ojibwa AD 1650-1800's 

Euro/ canadian AD 1800-present European settlement 

The subject property is situated just within the Iroquois Plain physiographic region of southem Ontario, 
which is the fOllner bed of glacial Lake h'oqnois (Chapman and Putnam 1966:324-336). In the 
Mississauga area. the Lake Iroquois strand is situated approximately 4.5 Ian inland fi'om the current Lake 
Ontario shore. Below the strand, the quatemary sediments are dominated by outwash sands rypical of near 
shore deposits. The balance of the plain, towards the modern lake shore, is dominated by fine sediments 
of silt and clay. rypical of off-shore deposits of overlying till (Chapman and Putnam 1966:324-336). 

Potable water is the single most inlportant resource llecessruy for any extended hlUnan occupation or 
settlement. Since water somces have remained relatively stable in south central Ontru'io after the 
Pleistocene era, proximity to water can be regarded as a useful index for the evaluation of archaeological 
site potential. Indeed. distrulce from water has been one of the most cOllllllonly used vruiables for 
predictive modeIrng of site location. The Credit River flows directly to the rear of the property limits. 
Kenollie Creek is located approximately 180 metres to the northeast. and Stavebank Creek is fOlmd 
approximately 300 meu'es to the west. 

The MTC's Standards and GUidelines/or Consultant Archaeologists (MTC 2011: 17) stipulates that 
primruy water somces (lakes. rivers. streams, creeks). secondary water SOlU'ces (intemrittent strealllS and 
creeks. springs. mru'shes, swamps), ancient water SOlU'ces (glacial lake shorelines indicated by the 
presence of raised sand or gravel beach ridges. relic river or stream channels indicated by cleru' dip or 
swale in the topography. shoreIrnes of drained lakes or mru'shes, cobble beaches), as well as accessible or 
inaccessible shoreIrnes (lrigh bluffs_ swamp or marslr fields by the edge of a lake, sandbars stretching into 
marsh) are characteristics that indicate archaeological potential. 

Otller geographic characteristics that can indicate ru'clraeological potential include: elevated topography 
(eskers, dnunlins. lru'ge knolls. plateallx), pockets of well-drained sandy soiL especially near ru'eas of 
heavy soil or rod.], grOlmd. distinctive land fOl1llations that might have been special or spirimal places. 
such as waterfalls. rock OlltCropS. caverns. mOlUlds. and promontOlies and their bases. There may be 
physical indicators of their use. such as burials. stmctmes. offerings. rock paintings or carvings. Resomce 
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areas, including; food or medicinal plants (ruigratOlY routes, spawniug areas, prairie), and scarce raw 
materials (quartz, copper, ochre, or outcrops of chert) are also considered characteristics that indicate 
archaeological poteutial (MTC 2011: 18), 

Therefore, given the proximity of the Credit River. Kenollie Creek and Stavebank Creek in addition to 
the presence of the 14 registered sites within a 1 Ian radius which include the Scott-O-Blien site (AjGv-
32) and the Rewa site (AjGv-57), there is the potential for the identification of pre-contact archaeological 
reruaius, depending on the degree of later developments or soil alterations. 

The Stage I field review was completed on 1lUle 29. 2011 in order to assess the archaeological potential 
ofthe property. All field work was conducted by Mr. 101m DIUllop (R261). The weather conditions were 
appropriate for the completion of field work. Field obselvations have been compiled on project mapping 
for the subject property (Figure 2). 

The subject property is approximately 0.1 ha in size. and is complised of one residential lot located at 
1362 Stavebank Road. The rear of the property includes a portion ofland directly adjacent to the edge of 
the Credit River. The property consists of primarily level terrain, featming manicured and overgrown 
grasses. clusters of coniferous and deciduous u·ees. gardens and landscaping (plates 1-2). At tile limits of 
the rear yard of the property. the teu'ain slopes downwards toward the Credit River. 

1.3 Historical Context 

The MTC's Standards and GUidelinesfor Consultant ArchaeologisTs (MTC 2011: 18) stipulates that areas 
of early Euro-Canadian settlement, including places of early military pioneer settlement (pioneer 
homesteads, isolated cabins, farlllStead complexes), early wharf or dock complexes, pioneer chmches and 
early cemeteries, are considered to have ar'chaeological potential. There may be coruruemorative markers 
of tl1eir histOlY, such as local, provincial. or federal momnnents or heritage parks. Early historical 
transp0l1ation routes (trails. passes. roads. railways, p0l1age routes). propel1ies listed on a mlruicipal 
register or designated IUlder the Ontario Heritage Act or a federal. provincial, or mlmicipal historic 
landmark or site, and properties tllat local histories or iufonnants have identified with possible 
archaeological sites, historical events. activities, or occupations are also considered to have archaeological 
potential. 

The subject property is located within par1 of lot 3. Range 2. Credit Indian Reselve. fOlUler Geographic 
Township ofToronto, now in the City of Miss iss aug a, Regional Mmucipality ofpee!. A review of the 
1859 Tremaine Map and 1877 IlIusn'ated HiSTorical Atlas of the County of Peel were completed in order 
to detenniue if tl1is source depicts any niueteenth-centmy Euro-Canadian settlement feauu'es that may 
represent potential hist0l1cal archaeological sites on the property. 

The 1859 Tremaine Map depicts one land owner, Robert Cotton. and no SUlICUU'es are visible witlun the 
propel1y limits. The subject property fi'onts the hist0l1cally impOltant transp0l1ation corridor of present­
day Stavebank Road. The Credit River is depicted directly to the southwest, or the rear' of the property. 
Kenollie Creek is depicted to the n011heast and Stavebank Creek is fmUld to the west (Figme 3). 

The 1877 JIIl/strated Historical Atlas of the Co/l11ty of Peel depicts the Peel Manufactming Company as 
tile owner at tl1is time. Once again no sUllctures ar'e visible within the propel1y limits. The subject 
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property fronts the histOlically imp0l1ant transp0l1ation conidor ofpreseut-day Stavebank Road (Figure 
4) 

It should be noted that not all fealmes of interest were mapped systematically on the Ontario seIies of 
historical maps and atlases. given that they were financed by subscription, and subscIibers were given 
preference with regard to the !evel of detail provided on the maps. Given that the propel1y fronts the 
histoIically important transportation conidor of present-day Stave bank Road. there is the potential of 
encOlUltering nineteenth-centmy histOlical sites within the subject propel1y, depending on the degree of 
recent land distmbances. 

2.0 AELD METHODS 

The Stage I archaeological assessment was conducted by means of a visual review of the property walked 
at five metre intervals. This resulted in some areas being deemed as dismrbed and having no 
archaeological potential. These areas consisted of a paved dtiveway and a two storey dwelling (Plates 3-
4). In addition to this, a steep slope was encountered at the rear of the property toward the river valley 
edge (Plates 5-6). These areas do not WalTIUlt any fiU1her archaeological assessment. 

3.0 ANALYSIS AND CONClUSION 

Archaeological Selvices Inc. was contracted by David Small Designs 10 conduct a Stage I Archaeological 
Assessment of the propel1y located at 1362 Stavebank Road. part of Lot 3, Range 2, Credit Indian 
Reserve. former Geographic Township of Toronto, now in the City of Mississauga, Regional 
Municipality of Peel (Figure I). The subject propel1y is compIised of approximately 0. 1 ha. 

The Stage I backgrOlUld assessment determined that no sites had been registered within the limits, 
however, 14 sites had previously been registered within a one kilometre radius of the subject property. A 
review of the general physiography of the subject property and historic mapping suggested that the 
subject propel1y encompasses an area that exhibits potential for the presence of pre-contact Aboriginal 
and Emo-Canadian archaeological resomces due to the proximity of the Credit River. Kenollie Creek and 
Stavebank Creek, in addition to the proximity of the histOlic u'ansportation conidor of present-day 
Stavebank Road. 

The Stage I visual inspection of the subject propel1y fOlUld that the front yard. back yard and all lands 
adjacent to the house and dtiveway appear to consist of nat mal landscape. and therefore have the potential 
of containing archaeological resomces. 

4.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

In light of these results, the following recollllnendations are made: 
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1. Plior to any land-disrurbing activities within tile subject propel1y, a Stage 2 Arcilaeological 
Assessment must be conducted in accordance with the Minisliy of TOlllism and Cultllle's 
Standards and GUidelinesfor Consnltalll Archaeologists within the subject propel1y. 

a. The Stage 2 Archaeological Assessment must be calTied out on all lands witltin the 
subject propel1y by means of a test pit stuvey. All test pits should be excavated at least 
five cm into subsoil with the soil being screened through six mm mesh screens to 
facilitate artifact recoveq All test pits should be at least 30 cm in diameter and 
backfilled upon comp1etioIL Test pits should be excavated at five meli'e transect intelval 
as outlined in the Standards and GUidelinesfor Consllitant Archaeologists. 

NOTWITHSTANDING the results and reconunendations presented in tltis slildy. Archaeological 
Selvices Inc. notes tilat no archaeological assessment, no matter how thorough or carefully 
completed, cannecessaIily predict, account for. or identify evelY fOlln of isolated or deeply 
blllied archaeological deposit. In tile event iliat archaeological remains aI'e fOlmd dming 
subsequent conSli1lCtion activities, tile consultant aI'chaeologist, approval autilority, and the 
Cnlrural PrograIllS Unit of the Minisny of TOlllism Culrure should be inrmediately notified. 

5.0 ADVICE ON COMPLIANCE WITH LEGISLATION 

• Tltis report is subntitted to the MiItister ofTotuism and Culrure as a condition of licensing in 
accordance witil PaIT VI of the Ontmo Helitage Act, RSO 1990, c 0.18. The repOiT is 
reviewed to ensme tilat it complies with tile standards and guidelines that aI'e issned by tile 
Minister, and that the archaeological field work and repOit recommendations ensllle tile 
conselvation. preselvation and protection of tile culnu'al helitage of Ontatio. When all matters 
relating to aI'chaeological sites within tile project area of a development proposal have been 
addi'essed to tlle satisfaction of tile MinislIy of TOlllism and Culrure. a letter will be issued by 
tile rninisliy stating iliat tilere are no further concems with regard to alterations to 
archaeological sites by the proposed development. 

• It is an offence tmder Sections 48 aIld 69 of the Omalio Helitage Act for any paI1y otiler man 
a licensed archaeologist to make any alteration to a known archaeological site or to remove 
any aIUfact or otiler physical evidence of past hll1llan use or activity from tile site, tmtil such 
time as a licensed archaeologist has completed aI'chaeological field work on tile site. 
subntitted a repon to tile Minister stating iliat tile site has no fintller culrural beritage value or 
interest. and tbe report has been filed in tile Ontario Public Register of Archaeology RepOits 
refelTed to in Section6S.! of tile Ontmo Helirage Act. 

• Should previously tllldocmnented aI'chaeological resOlllces be discovered. tiley may be a new 
aI'cbaeological site and tilerefore subject to Section 48 (I) of the OntaI'io Helitage Act. The 
proponent or person discoveting the archaeological resolllces must cease alteration of tbe site 
iIlllllediately and engage a licensed consultant archaeologist to cany OU! aI'cbaeological 
tieldwork, in compliance witb sec. 48 (I) of the Ontario Helitage Act. 
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• The Cemeteries Act, R.S.O 1990 c. CA and the Ftmeral, Burial and Cremation Services Act, 
2002. S.O. 2002. c.33 (when proclaimed in force) require that any person discovering hlUllan 
remains must immediately notify the police or coroner and the Registrar of Cemeteries, 
MinislIy of Consumer Selvices. 

The dOCl1ll1entarion related to tlus archaeological assessment will be curated by Archaeological Selvices 
Inc. Imtil such a time that alIangements for their ultiInate transfer to Her Majesty the Queen in right of 
Ontario. or other public institution. can be made to the satisfaction of the project owner(s), the Ontario 
MinislIy of Tourism and Culmre, and any other legitimate interest group 
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Plate 4: Looking southwest up paved driveway. 
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Figure 1: The subject property illustrated on the NTS map Brampton 30 M/ 12, 7~ Edition, 1994. 
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Figure 4: Subject property located on the 1877 IIlustJated Histoncal Atlas of the County of Peel. 
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