
 

 

 

Management Guidelines 

for Forestry and 

Resource-Based Tourism - 2001 

 

2011 Review 

Results and Recommendations 

Stephen Harvey 

MNR ï Senior 

Policy Advisor 

Nov 10 2011 





Purpose of Guide Review 

ü Condition 38(c) of the EA Declaration Order 
MNR 71 issued in 2003 requires MNR to 
review all Guides at least every 5 years ñto 
determine the need for revisions or 
amalgamation with existing Guides...ò 

 

Consider: 

ü Scientific research, monitoring programs, 
changes to forest management practices, and 
technology. 



Review Approach 

üReview of forest audits (IFAs), Issues for Issue 

resolution, Individual EA Requests (i.e. ñbump-

upsò), Forest Inspections, compliance data,  

üSurvey of practitioners 

üFocus group sessions with planning practitioners 

and stakeholders 

üScience summary ï Dr. Len Hunt 

üPresentations ï Provincial RBT Working Group 

üProvincial Forest Technical Committee discussion 



Report Findings 
ü The Guide is being used.  

ü The Guide users are not asking for changes. 

ü Conditions/values have not changed significantly.  

ü Some archaic language, ambiguities in Guide. 

ü Management of access and ATV use is the most 
significant challenge facing tourism/forestry. 

ü Could expand scope to explicitly address/apply to other 
recreation, cottaging, backcountry travel. There are 
several science needs: 
Å Noise and timing 

Å Access control effectiveness and ATVs 

Å Visual quality assessment  

 



Guide Approach 

üWritten with objectives to support interest-

based negotiation 

üInformation provided to level the playing 

field and as ñmyth bustersò 

üTools and techniques inform 

üScience to dispel myths and inform  

 



Preliminary Conclusion ï Minor revisions required 

 

 

       

Concern Analysis Action 

Guide is not being applied  üGuide is being used 

üMost concerns relate to 

protecting remoteness 

 

üFollowing revisions 

enhance training and 

awareness to increase 

effectiveness - include 

tourism industry in training 

Guideôs focus on objectives 

and not prescriptive and out 

of synch with other Guides 

ü Intentional; supported 

by both industries 

üSupports interest-based 

negotiation 

üROD seeking flexibility 

üPreserve  this approach in 

revised Guide 

üUse science and best 

practices to inform 

implementation/ negotiations 

 

Access management, 

remoteness and post Guide 

interpretive note  

üSignificant concern 

üGuide unlikely to deal 

  with most issues  

üMaintaining remoteness 
is key commitment 

üStudy impact of 

noncompliance on values 

üCase study extent of road 

closures related to tourism 

üEnhance training 

 


