
Preparation of Drainage 
Applications

D2 Operating Procedures Updates 



Housekeeping

• Webinar is being recorded and will  
be available on the 007 website.

• Hosting a Question & Answer session 
at the end of this webinar.
– If you have a question, please type it into 

the chat panel.



Chronological History of the D2
• March 2017 - 1st version of the D2
• June 2021 – 1st major edit
• March 2022 – 2nd major edit
• November 2022 – another minor edit



• 1.1 Client Contacts QP

• 1.2 Client Contacts WSA Approvals Directly

• 2.0 QP contacts WSA Prior to Doing any Work on a Drainage Project to Discuss Project Scope

• 2.1 WSA Team

• 3.3 Site visit – Conservation groups

• 3.5 On-Site Inspection – Bio-security

• 3.6.4 Channel Disturbance (Channel Clearing vs Channelization)

• Channel Disturbance - Impact Mitigation Supplemental Report

• Habitat Risk – Updates to Risk Framework

• 3.7 Term Lengths

• 3.8 Design of mitigation requirements

• 3.8.2 Adequate Outlet

• 3.9 Legal Parcels – Updating ISC data, Section 3.1 and 3.2 table

• 3.10 Arrange Land control – Easements

• 3.11 Complete Draft Application form

Updates



1.1 Client 
Contacts the QP:

QP collects info



1.1 Client 
Contacts the QP: 

QP shares info





1.2 Client Contacts WSA 
Approvals Directly

• WSA Tech will:

• Gather client intake info 

• Counsel the client on the 
drainage approval process 

• Same as Section 1.1

• WSA Tech may work with the 
client/applicant to create an 
initial project boundary

• If project is an RFA, WSA Tech will 
work with WSA Compliance Tech 
involved

• WSA Tech will direct the client to 
the List of QPs on WSA’s website

List of QPs



2.0 QP contacts WSA Prior to Doing any Work on 
a Drainage Project to Discuss Project Scope

• Once QP has confirmed applicant is to work with them, they must contact WSA to 
determine which WSA Tech to work with

The QP should discuss high-level review of project scope with a WSA Tech prior to: 

• Delineating the network boundary 

• Obtaining a Provincial Drainage Number 

Things to discuss with WSA Tech when conducting a high-level review of project 
scope 

• Location of project

• Approximate size or project

• Likely location of point of adequate outlet

• Early identification of mitigation concerns

• Other items to address include: 

• Heritage review 

• Types of landowners involved - lands owned by RMs, FNs, MOHI, railways

• Duty to Consult requirements

• File history

• Expected timeline

• QP Competencies



• QPs are restricted to conducting 
work within their scope of practice, 
based on their core skills and 
competencies. 

• Not all QPs will be able to conduct 
all functions listed within each area 
of practice. If the QP does not have 
the required competencies, they 
should look to partner with another 
QP who they can sub-contract for 
these services.

2.0 QP contacts WSA Prior to Doing any Work on a  Project 
to Discuss Project Scope



2.0 QP contacts WSA Prior to Doing any Work on 
a Drainage Project to Discuss Project Scope

• WSA expects:

1. QP to work with assigned 
WSA Tech throughout the 
drainage approval process

2. Communication between 
WSA Tech and QP will 
happened in a timely 
manner.



2.1 WSA Team

• WSA’s Approvals Techs will provide a project 
management and a regulatory coordination 
role for government activities on each file. 

• All drainage requests, submissions, and 
communications relating to government 
services and specialists will be routed 
through the WSA Tech. 

• The QP will work with the WSA Tech 
throughout the process and the Tech will 
contact WSA’s internal specialists for advice. 

• AHP Specialists
• SAR Specialists
• Hydrology



3.0 Prepare Draft Application  

3.3 Site visit and meet with applicants
Added info on conservation groups

• Conservation groups are likely to ask a lot of 
questions to clarify exactly what the project 
impacts are to their lands and what they 
may be asked to sign off on. 

• Many conservation lands have complex 
funding agreements which may limit the 
conservation group’s ability to provide land 
control on these lands. They need to know 
exactly what is being asked of them to 
ensure they are not breaking these funding 
agreements. 



3.0 Prepare Draft Application  
3.5 On-site Inspection and Analysis tools

• Bio-security

Bio-security - It is recommended 
that QP’s discuss bio-security 
concerns with landowners to ensure 
proper precautions and disinfection 
of vehicles and footwear are 
addressed prior to accessing lands.



3.0 Prepare Draft Application  
3.6.4 Determine the potential for impacts to habitat

• Channel Disturbance Channel Clearing vs Channelization

Channel clearing (requires an AHPP, no Drainage Approval required)

• Involves removing beaver dams, debris, trees and shrubs, and the removal of silt and 

blow dirt from and along natural channels

Channelization

• Involves impacts to the bed of a watercourse by either widening, deepening, or 

straightening the waterway to increase the capacity for flow volume. 

• Channelization is the construction of drainage works within a natural channel. 

• Since channelization is a drainage work, all channelization that occurred in the past 

also requires a drainage approval. 

• Reminder of Channel clearing factsheet - https://www.wsask.ca/wp-

content/uploads/2021/02/Channel-Clearing-Fact-Sheet.pdf

Because of the sensitive nature of natural channels, appropriately mitigating the 

impacts of channelization is a major priority. Channelization will typically require an 

Impact Mitigation Supplemental Report to be submitted. Ask your WSA Tech for a 

template. 

https://www.wsask.ca/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/Channel-Clearing-Fact-Sheet.pdf


3.6.4 Impact Mitigation Supplemental Report



3.6.4 Habitat Risk
Updates to the Risk framework



3.7 Term Lengths



3.8.2 Point of Adequate Outlet

The Point of Adequate Outlet 
(PAO) is the point at which no 
further land control is required to 
address neighbour to neighbour 
flooding or erosion impacts. 

At the PAO, the additional water 
from drainage works will not 
create flooding or erosion 
impacts on lands outside of the 
Crown-owned bed at the 
localized scale (neighbor to 
neighbour impacts). 



3.9 Determine Legal Parcels

How to determine if a parcel of land is in section 3.1 or 3.2? If there are any 
drainage works on the parcel (ditches, berms, flow controls, pumps, etc.) 
that parcel must be in 3.1. Section 3.2 includes all lands which do not have 
constructed works on them but are influenced by the project. 

Remember to request updates to ADAM when you:
• Are about to populate legal land location in section 3.1 and 3.2
• Have been given permission to collect signatures

3.1
3.2



3.10   Arrange Land Control

• Land control is typically the most difficult aspect to navigate in the drainage approval 

process. 

• Throughout the approval process all impacted parties need to be involved in the 

discussions starting from the initiation of the project. 

• The QP or landowners acting as the project proponent(s) are responsible for land control 

negotiations with all landowners. 

Remember: the type of land control varies by the organization owning the land. 

• Table 2 in the D2 Operating Procedure lists some of the common types of land 

ownership you may encounter when working on a drainage project and how best to 

secure land control for lands owned by the various organizations. 

• WSA can also assist QPs with land control on crown owned lands such as Ag crown land, 

WHPA, and FWDF lands. 

Easements – Easements allow landowners to secure land control in a form that runs with 

the land. 

• WSA has easement templates for use



3.11   Complete draft application form

Section 
4



Questions and Discussion



Next webinar
December 19, 2022, at 11:00am


