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Presentation Notes
Water Planning Section Chief
New Section is responsible for both water quality and quantity modeling and planning.
Also, 1 of many other functions managing IBT’s for the EMC.

Note today’s presentation has 1 slight change at the end from the one post on the web.



Outline 

I. Inter-Basin Transfer Definition 
II. Planning and Reporting Considerations 
III. Statutory Requirements and IBT Process 
IV. EMC Decision Considerations 

 



What is an Interbasin Transfer? 

An interbasin transfer is the movement of 
surface water from one river basin into 

another. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Very important to understand that although many water systems also use groundwater, the movement of groundwater is not considered an interbasin transfer. 
NC G.S. §143-215.22L – not the typical environmental statute.
EMC is not in your usual rule making mode, you are now the permitting agency. Permitting has NOT been delegated to DENR.
DWR suppose but decision up to you.
Environmental permit and more, pseudo property right, water master plan, policy making. The statute designed to be slow and make sure it is good public policy to allow the movement (transfer) of water to occur between basins.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Just look at the map.
Defines 38 IBT basins & 18 major basins (Usually only 17).
Transfers between sub-basins EA – follow SEPA requirements if an EA or EIS.
Transfers between major basins EIS.



The amount of a transfer is determined by the amount of water moved from 
the source basin to the receiving basin, less the amount of water returned 

to the source basin. 

Example A: 
Water is withdrawn from 

one basin and 
discharged into another 

What is an Interbasin Transfer? 

Example B: 
Water is returned to 

source basin but 
consumed elsewhere. 

Town 

Town 

Source basin 

Receiving basin 

Source basin 

Receiving basin 

Transfer = Withdrawal - Return 
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Presentation Notes
Definition can be confusing.

A very simplistic example of how water gets moved in between basins is a water system that has a water supply in one basin and a wastewater discharge point in another.  That’s a transfer.

Another simple example is when the water is returned to the same basin it was removed from, but the town has a service area in a second basin.  This water consumption also creates a transfer.
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Statutory Requirements 
History of Interbasin Transfer Law 

 Starting in 1955, statutes require state approval in some 
circumstances. 

 Beginning in 1959, General Assembly began to attach 
anti-diversion riders. 

 In 1991, the existing basin definitions were passed (NC 
G.S. §143-215.22G ) 

 1993 Interbasin Transfer Law (NC G.S. §143-215.22I) 
 2007 major amendment to the Interbasin Transfer Law 

(NC G.S. §143-215.22L). 
 2013 certificate based on average day instead of 

maximum daily withdrawals  (SL 2013-388) 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Not a new issue. More changes since 1993 than the 5 certificates issued. Including 2013.

Implications and importance of IBT has changed over time.

Now it is becoming more and more of a hot button issue, especially considering there is no statewide withdrawal permitting program.

NC has had some form of regulation for 58 years and I’ve been involved for the past 29 years.



Statutory Requirements 

 IBTs are now based on average day 
flows, calculated on monthly basis. 

 Transfers that require a certificate are, 

–  2 MGD or more average daily, or  

–  3 MGD or more maximum daily, or  

–  Hold a grandfathered certificate 

 Certificates are not limited to local 
governments. They can be issued to any 
“person” responsible for a transfer.  

 



IBT Certification Process 
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Findings of Fact 

 The EMC may grant a Petition in 
whole or in part, or deny it, and may 
require mitigation measures to 
minimize detrimental effects.  

 In making this determination, the 
EMC is required to specifically 
consider:  

 



Findings of Facts 
EMC Decision Considerations 

 The necessity, reasonableness, and beneficial effects 
of transfer amount 

 Detrimental effects on the source river basin 
– The cumulative effect of uses on the source major river 

basin 
 Detrimental effects on the receiving basin 
 Reasonable alternatives to the proposed transfer 
 Use of impounded storage 
 Purposes and water storage allocations in a US Army 

Corps of Engineers multipurpose reservoir 
 Compare the service area of the applicant to the 

locations of both the source and receiving basins? 
 Any other facts or circumstances 

 



Contact Information: 

harold.m.brady@ncdenr.gov 

(919)715-9005 

http://www.ncwater.org 

mailto:harold.m.brady@ncdenr.gov

	North Carolina �Division of Water Resources
	Outline
	What is an Interbasin Transfer?
	Slide Number 4
	What is an Interbasin Transfer?
	Slide Number 6
	Statutory Requirements�History of Interbasin Transfer Law
	Statutory Requirements
	IBT Certification Process
	Findings of Fact
	Findings of Facts�EMC Decision Considerations
	Slide Number 12

