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Definitions

This Plan uses a few terms that may not be familiar to
all readers, especially the way in which the terms
are applied in the context of this Plan.

Barrensg The areas within the City of Greater Sudbury
that were impacted by past mining and smelting
activities, resulting in virtually all of the vegetation
cover being destroyed. Seiparrens have slightly
more vegetation cover than barrens, but are still
considered heavily impacted.

Biodiversityg The variety of life on Earth, including
plants, animals and ecosystems.

Ecological RecoveryIn Greater Sudbury, it is the
process by which areas damaged by past smelting
activities are returning to healthy functional
ecosystems.

Greater Sudbury Biodiversity Partnershgoan informal
association of groups, agencies, institutions,
individuals and companies that work individually
and collectively to monitor, manage and promote
animals, plants and ecosystems.

Interventions¢ The actions we do to help nature heal
the damaged areas in our City.
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Why a Biodiversity Action Plan?

On March 3%, 2009, the Ecological Risk Assessment
(ERA) portion of the Sudbury Soils Study was released
One of the most comprehensive studies of its kind ever
undertaken in North America, the ERA evaluated the
ecological risks associated with seven Chemicals of
Concern (COCs): arsenic, cadmium, cobalt, copper, lee
nickel, and selenium. While the COCs occur naturally i
the area, their levels in the soil have increased over the
years through particle deposition from smelter
emissions.

The ERA found that terrestrial plant communities in
large areas of Greater Sudbury have been and continus
to be impacted by the COCs in soil. The study also
found that local plant communities are affected by
other factors, such as soil erosion, low nutrient levels,
lack of soil organic matter, and soil acidity.

As for wildlife, the ERA concluded that the COCs are n
exerting a direct effect on local wildlife populations.
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has affected habitat quality and therefore is likely
having an indirect influence on birds and mammals in
Greater Sudbury.

A Biodiversity Action Plan provides a comprehensive
way to address the risks to plant communities and
wildlife habitat identified by the ERA. While biodiversity
is a broad topic, this Plan focuses primarily on
ecological recovery in Greater Sudbury.

For more information on the Sudbury Soils Study visit:
www.sudburysoilsstudy.com
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Impacted plant communities provide poor wildlife habitat quality Coniston, 2009
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Public Input
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Ecological Risk Assessment
March 31, 2009

Biodiversity Stakeholder Involvement
Sessions
June 6, 17 and 24, 2009
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July 7, 8 and 9, 2009

Biodiversity Feedback Questions (websitdg
July to end of September, 2009

Biodiversity Telephone Survey
Conducted in August, 2009

Biodiversity Action Plan Draft Review Perig
October 30 to November 30, 2009

Final Biodiversity Action Plan Release
December 23, 2009

The Process that We Followed

The two primary, local mining companies, Vale Inco

and Xstrata Nickel, accepted to work with the Greater
Sudbury community to manage the risks identified by
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This Action Plan is for the benefit of our shared
community. So we developed it with the help of
community members. Over the past several months,
members of this community participated in
Bicdiversity Stakeholder Invclvers.ent Sessions and in
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feedback through our website questionnaire. Over
600 Sudburians participated in a telephone survey on

local biodiversity matters.

Dr. Stephen Monet, Manager of Environmental
Planning Initiatives at the City of Greater Sudbury,
prepared the Draft Biodiversity Action Plan, taking into
consideration the input provided by the community.
VETAC reviewed the Draft Action Plan and oversaw th
public input process.

The community had a chance to review and comment
on the Draft Biodiversity Action Plan before release of
the final version in December.
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document, so the community will continue to have an
opportunity to provide input into the future. See page
35 for details.



What You Told Us

The message from community members was both
powerful and clear:

w When asked which environmental action was
most desirable to be undertaken, 49% of
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w 66% told us the most important reasons for
improving our local environment is to leave a
healthier environment for the next generation,
and 42% want to improve the quality of our
outdoor leisure activities.

We also heard that community members want to get
involved, and to act on a sense of personal
accountability. We heard that the actions we take
should be based on science, while also taking the
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And we heard that funding these actions should include
significant commitment from Vale Inco and Xstrata
Nickel.

Each and every comment we received was valued, anc
we thank you for your input.

The views and wishes of community members were
important contributors to this Action Plan. We hope
you see them reflected in the pages that follow.



