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86Km Upland Canal
Cost estimated at approximately $1.2 billion dollars.
Provide water for industry, urban growth, agriculture         

ŀƴŘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ [ƻǿŜǊ vǳΩ!ǇǇŜƭƭŜ wƛǾŜǊΦ1



}Ongoing Water Supply 
Issues in the Moose Jaw 
Regina Corridor and 
ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ vǳΩ!ǇǇŜƭƭŜ 
Valley.

}Each decade saw stop gap 
solutions.

}Water control structures 
ƻƴ ǘƘŜ [ƻǿŜǊ vǳΩ!ǇǇŜƭƭŜ 
in the 1940s

}Water diversion at the 
vǳΩ!ǇǇŜƭƭŜ 5ŀƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
1960s.

}Channelization of part of 
ǘƘŜ ¦ǇǇŜǊ vǳΩ!ǇǇŜƭƭŜ

}Water Treatment at 
Buffalo Pound in the 
1980s.

}Band Court Cases for 
Flood Losses
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} PFRA - Regina ςMoose Jaw Water Supply Study, 1980s identifies:

} Emerging Long Term Water Supply and Quality Issues

} Upland Canal route as one possible solution. 3



�ƒ Two Dams on the South 
Saskatchewan River
ς Gardiner Dam in the North

ς vǳΩ!ǇǇŜƭƭŜ 5ŀƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘ

�ƒ Create Lake Diefenbaker
ς Distribute the Water

ς Irrigate Every Year

ς Secure the Crop

ς Increase the Yield

�ƒ Also
ς Generate Power

ς Supply Municipal Water

ς Develop Tourism

But the Potential of Lake 
Diefenbaker was never fully 
developed.

In Reality the Option Goes Back Further
Identified in the 1950s & 1960s with the South Saskatchewan River Project
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