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379 Ronka Rd. 

Worthington, ON 
P0M 3H0 

 (705) 866-1677 
Info@VermilionRiverStewards.ca 

VermilionRiverStewards.ca 
 
 

16 April 2018 
 
 
Paul Javor, MASc, P. Eng. 
City of Greater Sudbury 
 
By Email:  Paul.Javor@greatersudbury.ca  
 
 
Re: Junction Creek Subwatershed Study and Stormwater Master Plan 
 Public Meeting No. 4 
 
Dear Mr. Javor: 
 
The Vermilion River Stewardship is very pleased to offer feedback on the Junction Creek 
Subwatershed Study (Study) and Stormwater Master Plan (Master Plan). 
 
$2.3-million in funding was received from the province to complete nine watershed studies over 
two years; however, there was no mention of stormwater management master plans in that 
announcement.   As Minister Thibeault said, “the long-term benefits of these watershed studies 
will assist in the understanding of our watersheds, ensuring the protection of our most valuable 
and visible natural resource, our water”.   
 
Watershed and subwatershed studies should include water quality and water quantity 
considerations to help maintain and enhance natural freshwater systems, including fisheries and 
aquatic habitat.  These considerations should be guided by commonly accepted and held 
principles, including an ecosystem-based approach, a landscape-based analysis, cumulative 
effects, the precautionary approach, adaptive management, and sustainable development.   
 
What are the goals and objectives of this study?  There is very little information about the 
subwatershed study, but instead appears to be primarily designed to manage stormwater run-off 
to prevent flooding and development impacts. 
 
This Study and Master Plan is not focused on water quality, water quantity, natural habitat, or 
aquatic ecosystems, instead as the PIC-4 panels indicate, the “alternatives and policies target a 
reduction in flood risk within the Junction Creek Subwatershed”.   
 
What is being undertaken here is a Stormwater Management Master Plan, conveniently 
wrapped in a Junction Creek Subwatershed Study funding wrapper.  Stormwater management 
should be an important consideration and component of a subwatershed study; however, there 
are many other important criteria that must also be considered, and as mentioned above.  
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VRS agrees that Alternatives 1, 3, 4 & 6 can be dropped from the list.  We would also 
recommend that alternatives 7 & 9 also be dropped.  Comments on the alternatives presented 
as follows: 
  

• Alternative 2:  Increase size of deficient storm sewers, or twinning.  The targeted sewer 
upgrades are insufficient as they are only based on a “5-year storm event for 
unsurcharged capacity standard level of service”.   In most instances planning for 
flooding is based on at least a 1 in 100-year storm event, and many authorities are now 
planning for a 1 in 200-year storm event. 
 

• Alternative 5:  Implement storage areas within available public spaces.  This may work in 
some locations; however, it will also be necessary to create proper catchment areas and 
underground storage where stormwater and contaminants can settle out.  This seems 
like the only reasonable alternative for what is to be an increasingly extreme climate. 
 

• Alternative 7:  Redirect excess flow to other nearby systems (localized diversions).  This 
can only be a viable option if it does not involve diverting stormwater to inundate 
wetlands, or other freshwater creeks or water bodies.  Diverting stormwater directly into 
our freshwater ecosystems is an unacceptable alternative – see comments on 
Alternative 9. 
 

• Alternative 8:  Optimize Maley and Nickeldale Dams – more information is required to 
make comments on this alternative. 
 

• Alternative 9:  Improving the conveyance capacity through channelization or dredging of 
critical reaches of Junction Creek, is an unacceptable alternative.  Using Junction Creek 
as a ditch would result in unacceptable impacts to water quality, natural habitat, its 
fragile riverine ecosystem and that of its interconnecting lakes and the lower Vermilion 
River system.  Releasing unsettled and unfiltered stormwater, along with its associated 
contaminants, into a freshwater ecosystem is not a viable alternative, and would never 
meet the necessary criteria to qualify for regulatory permits.  
  

• Alternative 10: Calling for low impact development and best management practices, 
should be the minimum standard for development practices within the entire City of 
Sudbury. 
 

VRS strongly recommends that the focus of this study and master plan be brought back into 
balance and alignment with the framework of a proper subwatershed study.  
 
Please register the Vermilion River Stewardship as a stakeholder and include me in any notices 
or information regarding all Subwatershed studies.  Thank you for this opportunity to comment! 

  
Respectfully, 

 
Linda Heron 
Chair, Vermilion River Stewardship 
 


