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Talk Outline 

ÅThe Question / Issue 

ÅThe CSAS Process (March 2012) 

ÅThe Review Document 

ÅThe Advisory Document 

ÅWhat Happened Next 
Å #ÁÎÁÄÁȭÓ &ÉÓÈÅÒÙ !ÃÔ Changes (June 2012) 

Å How we see the Advice fitting into the new Fishery Protection 
Provisions / Program (FPP) (full implementation Nov 25, 2013) 

ÅWhat we Learned to Date 
 

 

 

 
FLOW 2015 



The Question / Issue 
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Source: Canada Water Act Annual Report for 2011-2012 

Water Availability Indicator based on the 30-year 
long-term yearly average water supply (1980 to 
2009 or best number of years available to 2009) 

Å Canada is a big country 
ÅWater Management is 

always complicated 
(Many cooks) 

Å Fisheries were the focus 
of this exercise 

 
Å There was a need/want 

for more consistency in 
decision making (across 
the country) with respect 
to Environmental Flows 
and Fisheries Act 
Reviews. 



The CSAS Process 
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The DFO Science Advisory Process (at a glance): 
 
Å DFO Science advisory process is well established, and  provides 

the basis for policy and management options and decisions. 
 
Å Canadian Science Advisory Secretariat (CSAS) coordinates the 

DFO Science advisory process, including publication of advice. 
 

Å Science advice is produced via a variety of processes; across a 
range of scales from Regional to National. 
 

Å Approach ÉÓ ÂÁÓÅÄ ÏÎ 'ÏÖÅÒÎÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ #ÁÎÁÄÁȭÓ &ÒÁÍÅ×ÏÒË ÆÏÒ 
Science and Technology Advice: Guidelines for Scientific Advice 
for Government Effectiveness (SAGE). 
 

ÅOver 200 Science publications per year; derived from about 100 
workshops and meetings per year (2005-2007).   

 
 
 
 
 
 



The CSAS Process 
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After a request from Habitat Management a CSAS national meeting was 
held in Montreal from March 6-8, 2012 with the following objectives: 

1. Peer review a Review Document on methodologies. 

2. Review and clarify the various definitions and terminologies commonly 
used in IFN methods/assessments.  

3. Review and compare the various IFN methodologies, including the 
benefits and assumptions of each, and situations under which they are 
most appropriate and for which management purposes they were 
designed. 

4. Provide technical recommendations towards the standard(ized) 
assessment of IFN for the management of fish and fish habitat in the 
Canada.  
  



The Review Document 
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Å The review characterized four 
main methods/approachs for 
Environmental Flows (focus 
on Canada but international 
examples also reviewed). 

 

Å Never under estimate the 
ÕÔÉÌÉÔÙ ÏÆ Á ÇÏÏÄ ȬÒÅÖÉÅ×ȭ 
document when trying to 
formulate science advice.  
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The Advisory Document 

Å This is where the consensus 
findings of the meeting are 
outlined. 

Å It is the official Science 
Advice to the Management 
and/or Policy group asking 
the questions. 

The next few slides will provide 
the highlights of this advice 
linked to the objectives of the 
meeting.  



The Advisory Document (Objective 1) 
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