2010 Report
PROTECTING AND CARING
FOR GEORGIA’S WATERS

Mission Statement of the Georgia Water Coalition
To protect and care for Georgia's water resources, which are essential for sustaining
Georgia's prosperity, providing clean and abundant drinking water, preserving
diverse aquatic habitats for wildlife and recreation, and strengthening
property values.

The Principles Defining the Georgia Water
Coalition's Work and its Recommendations
1

Effective water management requires the opportunity for citizens to participate in
regional water planning that is
(a) based on watersheds, river basins and aquifers,
(b) informed by the best available scientifically sound data,
(c) reliant on uniform, consistently applied and enforceable standards,
(d) tied to implementation, including an adaptive management process.

2

The surface and ground waters of the state are a public resource to be managed by
the state in the public interest and in a sustainable manner to protect natural systems
and meet human and economic needs.

3

The regulation of interbasin transfers must be strengthened to reflect scientific
knowledge, respect natural systems, and protect the basins of origin and receipt.
Waters shared among users within a river basin must be apportioned equitably to
meet reasonable needs and assure the long-term sustainability of the natural systems
on which all water users depend.

4

Water efficiency and water conservation are the cornerstones of effective water
management. Complete information on water withdrawal and consumption by all
sectors is a matter of vital public interest requiring full disclosure for informed
decision making. All Georgians must strive to become better water stewards, both for
those living elsewhere in a given river basin or those living in a downstream area or
adjacent state.

The members of the Georgia Water Coalition work collaboratively and transparently with
other Coalition members to achieve specific goals based on the above principles.
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Introduction
Smart water management is key to achieving sustainable growth, allowing economic development and
conservation to exist side by side.
Over the past nine years, 180 organizations representing well over a quarter of a million Georgians have officially
joined the Georgia Water Coalition's efforts. Including farmers, homeowner and lake associations, business owners,
sportsmen's clubs, conservation organizations, professional associations and religious groups, the Georgia Water Coalition
continues to speak out and provide information about the importance — even critical nature — of prudent statewide
water management. The Georgia Water Coalition effort benefits all Georgians because it asks our leaders to make
responsible decisions about how to best protect our water — now and in the future.
The following recommendations, representing a consensus of the Georgia Water Coalition, are an essential part of
establishing sustainable water management in Georgia for the next 100 years. This is the fifth such report of the Georgia
Water Coalition since 2002, reflecting actions taken during the last General Assembly and more recent events in the state.
These recommendations should be implemented by the Governor, the General Assembly, the Board of Natural
Resources, the Environmental Protection Division (EPD), the Georgia Environmental Finance Authority (GEFA), other
relevant state agencies, the regional water councils, local governments, and water utilities.
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To protect property values, Georgia must maintain water as a
public resource; our rivers and aquifers are not a commodity
that can be bought and sold to the highest bidder.

1. Maintain citizens' rights to effective administrative and judicial review of all permit decisions.
The public plays an important and complementary role in the enforcement of Georgia's environmental laws.
Permitting decisions can have significant impacts on our water resources, and our citizens must be ensured the right
to participate in permitting decisions and to seek review of these decisions before harm occurs.

2. Expand and make permanent the moratorium on aquifer storage and recovery (ASR).
Aquifer storage and recovery is not a viable, affordable or environmentally sound means of water supply in Georgia.
The effects on aquifer water quality have yet to be tested. Furthermore, ASR can lead to unfounded assertions of
property rights in the injected water that may run counter to Georgia's riparian system of water regulation.

3. Recognize that water pollution trading will not work in Georgia.
There is no evidence that water pollution trading will work in Georgia.
Current monitoring of Georgia's waterways is inadequate, even for current
enforcement purposes. The state needs comprehensive monitoring to provide
data on existing water quality and should encourage and solicit voluntary
monitoring by citizens and businesses for supplemental information until
complete state monitoring is in place.
Water pollution trading schemes in other places have resulted in the
formation of pollution "hot spots" and in trading over long distances within
a watershed. Combined with a lack of enforcement, these schemes defeat the
purpose of improving water quality within a specific watershed and
undermine the intent of the Clean Water Act. In addition, water pollution
trading must never be used to introduce water markets or water withdrawal
permit trading in Georgia.

Joe Cook
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Efficient water use must be the cornerstone of Georgia's
water supply planning. Water conservation has positive
impacts on both state and local economies and
the environment.

1. Georgia shall actively foster efficient use of
the waters of the state.
The Georgia Water Stewardship Act of 2010 began to
put the state on a path to enhanced water conservation,
but it is only a start. The state must continue to enact
and implement policies promoting water conservation,
efficiency, and reuse by all sectors and encourage all
private efforts to conserve and avoid wasting water. For
example, Georgia can use the standardized leak audits
required by the Water Stewardship Act to reduce
‘unaccounted for water' to zero and leakage to 10% or
less in municipal water delivery infrastructure. The
mandate for more efficient plumbing in new
construction required by the Water Stewardship Act
should be expanded to include the retrofitting of
existing homes, businesses, institutions, and industries
with more efficient fixtures.

2. Implement economic and regulatory incentives
and consumer education to encourage
maximum efficiency by all water users.
The state will provide and publicize incentives to
encourage entities to achieve full compliance with all
applicable laws and regulations and to voluntarily
implement plans to reduce environmental impacts to
water resources. Such incentives should bring innovative
conservation technologies to Georgia.
All water rates and bills need to be designed so that they
plainly promote fairness, transparency, conservation,
and simplicity to and for water users. Rates that
promote the use of excess water for any reason must be
eliminated. Water rate structures should be redesigned
when necessary to promote conservation and efficiency
while allowing utilities a reasonable return on
infrastructure investments.

3. Water withdrawal permits should have a cap on
the amount of water lost through withdrawal,
transmission, distribution, and consumption.
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Conservation plans should be included as enforceable
provisions of new, renewed, or modified water
withdrawal permits. The state should require all
permittees to maintain a standardized record of their use
of surface water and groundwater and make records
publicly available on EPD's website. No increase in
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"Too often, state, local, and even national government
actors do not consider the long-term consequences of
their decisions. Local governments allow unchecked
growth because it increases tax revenue, but these
same governments do not sufficiently plan for the
resources such unchecked growth will require.
Nor do individual citizens consider frequently
enough their consumption of our scarce resources,
absent a crisis situation such as that experienced
in the ACF basin in the last few years.The problems
faced in the ACF basin will continue to be repeated
throughout this country, as the population grows and
more undeveloped land is developed. Only by

cooperating, planning, and conserving
can we avoid the situations that gave
rise to this litigation."
U.S. District Court Judge Paul Magnuson on the July 17, 2009
ruling about the waters of the
Apalachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint River Basin

existing water withdrawals should be permitted until the impact on the resource is known and the applicant has met
specific conservation and efficiency goals and benchmarks. New permittees and those renewing permits should be
required to use the most water-efficient technology available. The state should consider amending permits that have
historically used less water than allowed under the original permit in order to keep water in streams, rivers, lakes and
aquifers to allow for potential reallocation for other uses if resources allow.

4. Promptly issue rules that implement the Water Conservation Implementation Plan, the recommendations of
the Governor's Water Contingency Task Force that have not been codified, and strategies listed in American
Rivers' national report entitled "Hidden Reservoir."
Rules should include interim and permanent water conservation and efficiency requirements for all water use sectors.
These goals and benchmarks should have numerical targets and associated timelines to reach these targets. The rules
should be enforceable and not just "guidance" from the state.

5. Promote new energy sources and strategies for energy efficiency in Georgia that minimize water usage.
Energy production can be extremely water-intensive. Georgia needs to recognize the connections between energy
efficiency and water efficiency and promote incentives to maximize both.
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Our future generations are due a heritage of
plentiful clean water.

1. The state should aggressively manage the demand for water — before
increasing water supplies — to reduce the burden on taxpayers, avoid future
capital costs, and conserve water resources.
The state should develop, invest in, and implement aggressive water conservation
programs, including electricity demand conservation, to reduce the demand for
water prior to the approval of new supplies such as reservoirs and the expansion of
permitted withdrawals. EPD must require proof that aggressive water conservation
Hank Ohme
goals and benchmarks have been met before water withdrawal permits are renewed
or new permits are issued. Specific measures can be added to an aggressive water conservation program for residences,
industries, and agriculture, such as conservation pricing, plumbing retrofits, watering restrictions, leak reduction,
efficient energy measures, gray water reuse, rainwater harvesting, and water-smart best practices for outdoor watering.
The state should ensure that its agencies and facilities implement water conservation plans and serve as models for
conservation and efficient use of water.

2. Strictly regulate existing interbasin transfers of water and limit new interbasin transfers.
Establish strict guidelines for grandfathering existing interbasin transfers of water to include the following:


The volume, end use, percentage of consumptive use, basin of origin, and basin of receipt of all existing interbasin
transfers shall be explicitly incorporated into the water withdrawal permits associated with those transfers upon the
renewal of such permits.



Interbasin transfers should be allowed to continue only if the applicant is in full compliance with all existing water
withdrawal and discharge permits and any local, regional, or state water management or conservation plans.



All transfers must protect the basins of origin and receipt.



All transfers should reflect the natural hydrograph of the affected systems.
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Closely regulate new interbasin transfers under the following guidelines:


Allow new interbasin transfers only in accordance with limited and narrowly defined criteria such as those
provided in the River Basin Protection Act of 2010. The bill was introduced with strong statewide bipartisan
support but was not given a hearing.



Treat any geographic extension or volumetric increase of an existing interbasin transfer as a new
interbasin transfer.



Insist that new or expanded water and wastewater systems return non-consumptive uses to the basin of origin.



Establish detailed permitting criteria for EPD to use in considering pending and proposed interbasin transfers
that will protect the basins of origin and receipt.



Regulate new interbasin transfers to maintain and restore natural variation in stream flow patterns and protect
water quality, ecosystems and economic benefits, including recreation.

3. Drought planning and management must be routine activities.
Georgia has experienced water supply shortages exacerbated by population growth and drought conditions.
Drought and water supply planning must become permanent year-round activities for state and local government.
Local governments should maintain the ability to implement stricter drought-related regulations and management
practices than the state as appropriate to reflect local conditions.

4. Manage the use of septic systems as appropriate to reduce the consumptive uses of surface water.
In areas of greater population density, the use of septic systems is increasingly problematic due to the rate at which
they consume water through transpiration. Many of these areas could be served by sewer lines. Policies to promote
such conversions should be developed. In areas of lesser population density, however, over-reliance on installation of
sewer lines and other municipal infrastructure can drive sprawl development, inhibiting smart land-use planning
that conserves greenspace and that protects water supplies. This practice should be discouraged.

5. Recognize that desalination is not a viable water supply alternative for Georgia.
Desalination is not a viable water supply alternative for Georgia. Pollution byproducts of the desalination process are
destructive to marine ecosystems and the economies that depend on them. Desalination discourages conservation
and other more responsible water supply alternatives. The process is extremely expensive, both in terms of producing
potable water and of transporting that water to a destination. Production of desalinated water requires the
consumption of large amounts of energy and fresh water, which essentially negates any anticipated benefit.

6. Fully fund scientifically-based water resource assessments.
The General Assembly should provide adequate funding for continued, thorough, science-based and objective
assessments of all surface and ground water resources in Georgia. These assessments must then be used to guide
planning that conforms with natural watershed boundaries and resource limitations.

7. Enhance the required technical review of and public participation in the Regional Water
Resource Assessments.
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Since the Georgia Comprehensive State-wide Water Management Plan is to be a composite of regional plans, and
those are to be based on resource assessments to be performed by contractors engaged by EPD, the confidence of the
public depends on an assurance of openness, fairness, and accuracy in all parts of the process. Full public disclosure
of all assessments, facts, and assumptions, along with outside independent technical review, prior to any adoption by
Regional Planning Councils, is essential to the planning process. Regional plans should be adopted only after public
hearing and comments are allowed and thoroughly considered.
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Healthy natural systems are essential for human and
environmental well-being and economic prosperity.

1. Diligently inform citizens about potential health effects of water resource problems.
The state should monitor and report to the public accurate information on water quality issues affecting public
health, making such information promptly available via print and electronic media and at places where the public
regularly uses the waters of the state or seeks information about those waters.

2. Adopt and implement a final instream flow policy that protects natural seasonal flow patterns.
The policy should result in the restoration, maintenance, and preservation of natural seasonal flow patterns for
streams and rivers. It should maintain and restore natural variations in stream flow patterns and minimize the
biological disruption caused by barriers for all waters — for water quality, ecology, and economic benefits,
including recreation. The final policy should be science-based, protective of instream needs, and account for
seasonal variations. Until a final policy is developed, site specific instream flow studies should be required of all
new projects that have the potential to significantly alter natural stream flow. The results of these studies should be
used to establish flow requirements downstream of such projects.

3. Protect Georgia's remaining free-flowing streams and river segments from dams.
Georgia's remaining free-flowing streams and stream segments are vital for the people and wildlife of Georgia;
therefore, the state should consider the construction of reservoirs and dams only as a last resort, once water
conservation and efficiency as well as existing supplies have been fully exhausted. When evaluating whether to
construct new reservoirs and dams, the state should first consider water efficiency, as well as optimizing operations
of existing impoundments and expansion of existing reservoirs in order to minimize further impacts to rivers and
streams. Georgia should prohibit the construction of water supply reservoirs for private uses such as amenity lakes
for residential developments. The state should promptly initiate rulemaking on reservoir permitting that is
outlined in the Comprehensive State-wide Water Management Plan.

4. Minimize the adverse impacts of power plants on Georgia's waters.
Coal-fired and nuclear power plants withdraw and consume significant amounts of water from our waterways and
are the largest water use sector in the state. Water that is not lost through evaporation is heated and discharged
back into streams, producing warmer, oxygen-depleted water that harms ecosystems. Moreover, power plants emit
mercury, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxide and other toxins, which are deposited in our streams and consumed by fish
and shellfish which many people eat. Residue coal ash is stored adjacent to streams, posing further catastrophic
risk. The state should promote water and energy efficiency at the energy supply
source and with consumers, monitor and enforce existing withdrawal and
discharge permits to minimize consumption and pollution and enact and
enforce protective coal ash disposal regulations. Additionally, new energy supply
options or technologies that are less water-intensive should be researched and
developed before new water-intensive power plants are permitted.

5. Protect and restore groundwater resources and aquifer recharge areas.
The state should protect and restore groundwater resources, including
significant recharge areas, concentrated recharge areas, and aquifers by
increasing legal and regulatory protections and enforcing applicable laws and
regulations. The state should expand its monitoring and assessment of
groundwater resources throughout the state, and should specifically focus on
increasing our understanding of the relationship between groundwater and
surface water.
Joe Cook
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6. Preserve and restore vegetated buffers adjacent to all of Georgia's state waters, including small streams,
freshwater wetlands, coastal marshlands, and floodplains.
Natural buffers protect water quality, filter stormwater, provide flood control, prevent erosion, preserve native flora
and fauna, and serve as wildlife habitat. Protection for vegetated buffers should be strengthened to reflect the value
of all of these functions and to reflect scientific understanding of what is needed to protect stream quality. The state
must enforce stream buffer regulations uniformly and minimize the granting of variances. The state must provide
funding for enforcement, and create and apply effective penalties that include repairing damage and restoration
when violations are committed. The state also should provide financial incentives for the creation and retention of
green infrastructure, including riparian buffers, wetlands, flood plains, and other pervious green space, which are
cost-effective means of enhancing both water quality and quantity and flood prevention.

7. Improve state protection of Georgia's salt marsh ecosystem by regulating activities that affect the marsh.
Georgia's coastal salt marsh ecosystem provides a nursery for commercially and recreationally valued species of fish,
shellfish, and other wildlife; provides an important buffer against storms, flooding, and erosion; filters and breaks
down pollutants; and provides a recreational resource that is vitally linked to the state's economy. Protections should
take into consideration not only in-marsh activities and their cumulative impacts, but also wetlands functions and
other upland activities, including stormwater management, that impact the salt marsh.

8. Adopt a state law to ensure protection of freshwater wetlands and restore degraded wetlands.
Georgia's freshwater wetlands recharge aquifers, improve water quality, filter pollutants, provide flood control, and
serve as habitat for wildlife. Protections for, and restoration of, freshwater wetlands, including the use of buffers,
should reflect the value of all of these functions. Public and professional educational efforts regarding wetlands soils,
hydrology, and vegetation need additional attention in school and continuing education curricula.

9. Develop and implement a comprehensive plan for headwaters protection.
All of Georgia's fourteen river basins have their headwaters in Georgia. Safeguarding these headwaters, including
springheads and stream buffers, is vital to the protection of water quality, water quantity, and the health of our
aquatic resources. Focus should also be on minimizing fragmentation of protected stream reaches.
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High water quality standards must be mandatory — not a
budgetary option.

1. Provide adequate funding for the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) and the Georgia
Coastal Resources Division to perform their permitting, monitoring and enforcement missions.
The state should provide adequate funding for permitting, monitoring (including monitoring by independent third
parties) enforcement, and restoration including the attainment of Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs). The state
should derive needed funds for such activities by passing a Constitutional Amendment to authorize the dedication of
fees generated by programs administered by EPD or any of its branches.

2. Protection of water quality depends on comprehensive monitoring.
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The state should invest in comprehensive water quality monitoring, both in frequency of monitoring and the
number of sites that are monitored. Polluters should be held accountable for violating water quality rules and
creating water quality impairments. The state should not rely solely on data from polluters conducting selfmonitoring. The standards used for Georgia's Adopt-a-Stream program should be the same as those used for

enforcement, and Adopt-a-Stream monitoring results should be
used to alert EPD of potential violations.

3. Increase enforcement of erosion, sedimentation, and
stormwater laws, regulations, and permits; continue to improve
stormwater Best Management Practices (BMPs) and require
statewide compliance with the Georgia Stormwater Management
Manual (commonly known as the Blue Book).
The state must provide consistent, thorough, and rigorous
enforcement of laws and permits relating to erosion, sedimentation,
and stormwater control, including more effective use of stop work
orders. The state must increase the number and educational
requirements of enforcement and inspection personnel through the
annual appropriation of all the monies generated by user fees for
these purposes. EPD should provide sufficient oversight of local
authorities, provide guidance or guidelines for local authorities to
use in enforcing the erosion and sedimentation laws, and assert its
position as the ultimate authority under the Erosion and
Sedimentation Act and any Clean Water Act General Permits for
stormwater discharges.

Joe Cook

Best Management Practices must be used to restore and maintain the site's original hydrological and ecological
function. Natural BMPs, as opposed to engineered, are preferred. The system of BMPs designed, installed, and
maintained on a given site should protect existing vegetation and tree canopy, minimize impervious surface, and
preserve the pre-development hydrology of the stream receiving stormwater flows.

4. Clarify and strengthen permitting for land application systems and related waste disposal.
Land application systems can have significant adverse effects on both water quantity and quality in Georgia. There is
currently confusion over what constitutes a land application system, as opposed to a septic system or the land
disposal of septic tank waste. Through rulemaking and guidance, EPD should clarify its definition of land
application systems, differentiate these systems from related septic disposal systems, and clearly identify the
permitting and operation requirements for each type of system. Permits must meet all state and federal requirements
and must be strictly enforced.

5. Strictly regulate new and existing septic systems.
To serve as effective waste water management tools in areas of less dense development, septic systems should be
properly sited, maintained, and cleaned regularly to remain functional and to protect water quality. EPD, the
Department of Human Services and local boards of public health should execute aggressive studies of the location
and use of septic systems in areas of concern, such as the coastal plain system and high-density metropolitan areas.
Septic systems in these areas should be monitored more stringently than those in other locations. Such regulation
should include minimum pump-out schedules and plans for progressive elimination of septic systems if it is found
that natural systems are overburdened. In addition to regulation, citizens must be educated as to the proper
maintenance of septic systems.

6. Strengthen water quality standards by tailoring them to be protective and reflective of the diversity of
water resources in Georgia.
Georgia is home to an amazing and valuable diversity of swamps, creeks, streams, rivers, natural lakes, reservoirs,
and estuarine and marine waters. A one-size-fits-all set of physical, chemical and biological standards has not and
will not serve the needs of restoring and protecting these valuable water resources. EPD has made important strides
toward tailoring standards to unique water bodies and Georgians need to support and continue this important work.
7

6

Establish common sense water management policies.

1. Standardize the criteria for issuance, amendment, or denial of both surface and ground water
withdrawal permits for all proposed uses.
All significant water withdrawals need to be subject to permits, requiring a revisiting of the current 100,000 gallonper-day threshold in light of recent conditions and technological advances. All water withdrawal permit requests
should be publicized and include public participation prior to issuing the permit. All withdrawal permits issued by
EPD should be subject to review and modification by the agency for reallocation and protection of instream flows
and aquifer yields, including water conservation and efficiency requirements. The Groundwater Use Act and the
Water Quality Control Act should be amended to authorize the EPD Director to grant or deny applications for
agricultural permits under the same standards applicable to other uses, including water conservation requirements.

2. Link permits to compliance status and to river conditions.
Water withdrawal and waste water discharge permit renewals should not be granted to facilities that are not in
compliance with their current permit unless a conditional renewed permit contains a specific, enforceable plan to
bring the permittee into compliance within the shortest practicable time period. Permits must be evaluated in light
of low flows resulting from drought. Permit standards should reflect the best results that can be achieved to protect
natural resources using the most practicable available technology with an ultimate aim of eliminating discharge of
all pollutants.

3. Manage water consumption through reporting, incentives, and/or regulation.
Water consumption, meaning water that is withdrawn and not returned to its source, should be reported to EPD
and the public as a requirement of all water withdrawal permits. Use of annual average data in characterizing
consumptive uses should be discouraged as it masks the impacts on river systems during low-flow periods.

4. Find ways to make enforcement more effective.
The state should fund periodic independent performance audits of the environmental programs administered by
the EPD, the Georgia Environmental Finance Authority, and the Georgia Soil and Water Conservation Commission
to identify where enforcement can be improved, and institute and fund the recommended improvements. Local
Issuing Authorities should not be the only entity to designate what is not a state water and therefore what waters are
unregulated. Such designations should be subject to oversight and challenge from EPD and the public.

5. Allow regulation of withdrawals of surface water and groundwater of more than 10,000 gallons per day
as local conditions require.
Georgia's current system of water withdrawal regulation is inadequate to ensure enough clean water remains in our
rivers and aquifers. The current permitting threshold of 100,000 gallons/day allows numerous users to have
significant adverse impacts on flow volumes while escaping any permitting requirements. Lowering the regulatory
threshold will allow for minimization of the cumulative impacts from multiple withdrawals that currently affect
Georgia's waterways, while still allowing most water users to avoid regulation, and will provide more accurate
information on how a resource is being used.

6. Allow development only where adequate water supplies and assimilative wastewater capacity exist.
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Georgia has seen record economic and population growth over the last two decades. A large portion of that
development has occurred in North Georgia, location of the headwaters of several major Georgia rivers. North
Georgia is now experiencing water supply shortages as a result of that growth and a series of severe droughts.
Continued extensive development is anticipated in the northern and coastal regions of the state, parts of which do
not have adequate water supplies or capacity to assimilate wastewater. Developments of Regional Impact should
require, as a first step before consideration of any other factors, assurances of adequate and permanent water supply
and proof of the ability of streams receiving wastewater to assimilate the waste and support a healthy ecosystem for
fish and wildlife.
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Vegetarian Solutions
Watershed Alliance of Sandy Springs
West Atlanta Watershed Alliance
West Point Lake
Advisory Council
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Existing Interbasin Transfers in Georgia*

Transfer (AAD-MGD)
MGD=million gallons
per day
AAD=annual
average daily

Georgia's river systems and aquifers support its communities, local and regional economies, and
diverse ecosystems. Maintaining natural flows throughout Georgia to the maximum extent practicable is
essential for the overall health of its water resources and the economies that depend on them. However,
because the majority of Georgia's residents are not located where Georgia's water is, some special
interests want to pipe or transfer the abundant water resources of Georgia's smaller cities to Metro
Atlanta to support that region's continued economic growth. This process is usually referred to as an
"interbasin transfer" (IBT) because water is moved by pipe from one river basin to another and
not returned.
Interbasin transfers create conflicts among communities because water removed from a river and
not returned is no longer available to sustain the economies of downstream communities or protect the
health of the river and the wildlife that depend upon it. The volume of water being transferred from one
basin to another can vary from year to year. During times of drought IBTs will typically be greater in
volume than in rainy years.
Interbasin transfers currently take place in many parts of the state but most notably on the
Chattahoochee and Coosa rivers. This map, from the Environmental Protection Division, shows that in
2008, the Chattahoochee lost a net of 47.7 million gallons each day (MGD) while the Flint lost 11 MGD
and the Coosa lost 10.2 MGD. These numbers reflect the amounts that were actually transferred and not
the amounts permitted by EPD for future transfers, which are higher. The extent of IBTs in Georgia and
the problems associated with them point to the need for more regulation and oversight.
*Source: GA EPD data for 2008, page 138, Water Contingency Planning Task Force. Appendix III Complete Set of Options
Evaluated (December 21, 2009)
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