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Note: Plan would use 
negotiation of purchases 
from Albemarle, Salisbury 
and CMU, using their 
existing intakes
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Interbasin Transfers Out of the Catawba River Major Basin (average day mgd)

System 

Certificate/
Grandfather 

Amount 
(max day) 2008 2018 2028 2038 2048 2058

Charlotte-
Mecklenburg Utilities 33 11 14 16 17 19 20
Concord/Kannapolis Potential 36 2 5 10 15 15 15
Caldwell County 
North - 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Mooresville 9.5 5 8 12 16 18 20
Statesville - 5 6 7 8 9 9

Union County 

5 now; 
Potential 

for 18 5 7 10 11 15 17
 
Interbasin Transfers from the Catawba River Basin to the South Fork Catawba River Basin 

System 

Certificate/
Grandfather 

Amount 2008 2018 2028 2038 2048 2058

Conover - 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.5
Cramerton - 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.6

Gastonia 
To South 

Fork = 20 10 11 14 15 18 20
Hickory 19 6 8 10 11 12 13
Lowell - 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.5
Stanley - 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
McAdenville - 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.9

Projected IBTs from the Catawba RiverProjected IBTs from the Catawba River





TABLE ES-2

Summary of Alternatives Analysis

Concord/Kannapolis IBT Environmental Impact Statement

Alternative with 
Water Source(s) Listed

Capital Cost 
Rating

Environmental 
Consequences Rating

SCI to Receiving 
Basin Rating

Public Health Issues 
related to Water 

Supply

Impacts to 
Hydroelectric 

Power 
Generation 

Rating
Alt. 1 - Lake Norman/Catawba $86.5M Low Low Low Low

Alt. 2 – Tuckertown-Badin Lake/ 
Yadkin $116.3M Low Low Low Low

Alt. 3 - High Rock Lake/Yadkin $80.4M Middle Low Low Low

Preferred Alternative $138.7M a Low Low Low Low

Alt. 4A – Indirect Reuse/Rocky 
River $93.4M Middle Low High Lowest

Alt. 4B – Reverse IBT/Catawba $107.7M Middle Low Low Low

No Action N/Ab Lowest N/A N/A Lowest
a This price could be reduced based on negotiations with neighboring communities after an IBT certificate is issued.
b For the No Action Alternative, there would be lost economic costs at the biomedical research facility (Pillowtex re-
development) of approximately 1 billion dollars. 
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