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Purpose of Guide Review

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

Consider:;

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



Review Approach

1 Review of forest audits (IFAs), Issues for Issue
resolution, Individual EA Reqguests (I.e. n-b u-m
U -p s leojest Inspections, compliance data,

i Survey of practitioners

1 Focus group sessions with planning practitioners
and stakeholders

i Science summary I Dr. Len Hunt
1 Presentations 1 Provincial RBT Working Group
1 Provincial Forest Technical Committee discussion
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Report Findings

The Guide Is being used.

The Guide users are not asking for changes.
Conditions/values have not changed significantly.
Some archaic language, ambiguities in Guide.

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

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

A Noise and timing

A Access control effectiveness and ATVs

A Visual quality assessment



Guide Approach

i Written with objectives to support interest-
based negotiation

i Information provided to level the playing
fiirelid: and -as nmyth DL

it Tools and technigues inform
it Science to dispel myths and inform



Preliminary Conclusion I Minor revisions reguired

concern
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Action

Guide Is not being applied

it Guide Is being used

i Most concerns relate to
protecting remoteness

it Following revisions
enhance training and
awareness to increase
effectiveness - include
tourism industry in training

Gul
and not prescriptive and out
of synch with other Guides

deds f ocus

Access management,
remoteness and post Guide
interpretive note

idntentionalj sappaortedv €
by both industries

it Supports interest-based
negotiation

it ROD seeking flexibility

igEPreserve this approach in
revised Guide

it Use science and best
practices to inform
Implementation/ negotiations

i Significant concern
it Guide unlikely to deal
with most issues

i Maintaining remoteness
Is key commitment

i Study impact of
noncompliance on values

it Case study extent of road
closures related to tourism

it Enhance training




