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Abstract 
Raw Water Transfer (RWT) schemes move large volumes of freshwater between 
separate waterbodies via complex infrastructure networks, and are a pathway of 
freshwater invasive non-native species (INNS) spread in most nations globally. 
Environmental regulators in England and Scotland have recently introduced progressive 
policies outlining requirements for pathway stakeholders to manage RWTs. This is 
a positive step; though no known management methods currently exist, and the 
development of effective methods will be a long and challenging process. Additionally, 
under the current policy, not all RWTs will have to be managed. Multilateral 
stakeholder collaboration and co-ordinated action is therefore needed to deal with 
the invasion risk posed by the ever-increasing number of RWTs. RWT information is 
disparate and difficult to access in Great Britain however, and the INNS management 
community remains generally unaware of the pathway. We therefore present 
information to illustrate the scale and prevalence of RWTs in England and Wales, and 
highlight that many of the approximately 162 major RWTs (> 45 million litres/day) 
in England and Wales cross Water Framework Directive management catchments 
and river basins boundaries, and in some cases political borders. We discuss the 
consequent need to integrate RWTs into well co-ordinated surveillance and 
management plans at multiple scales, and explore options to improve information 
access and stakeholder collaboration, in support of improved management efficacy 
and the attainment of national INNS targets. 

Key words: freshwater, resource management, policy, stakeholders, data access, 
surveillance, eDNA 
   
Introduction 

Raw Water Transfer (RWT) schemes occur in most countries globally, 
though are currently an esoteric and poorly understood pathway of active 
freshwater invasive non-native species (INNS) spread (Snaddon et al. 1998; 
Shumilova et al. 2018; Waine et al. 2023). RWTs move large volumes of 
untreated freshwater between separate waterbodies such as reservoirs, 
rivers and artificial watercourses, using complex networks of tunnels, 
pipelines, aqueducts, and water supply canals (Davies et al. 1992). The 
purpose of RWTs is to provide humans with access to water resources, or 
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to manipulate environmental flow regimes in a particular area (Rollason et 
al. 2022; Garrote 2017). 

RWTs operate at a range of scales, from intra-catchment schemes which 
may move water relatively short distances, to long distance transfers which 
create hydrological connections between waterbodies that cross operational 
catchment/river basin/political boundaries, which may not otherwise occur 
(Petitjean and Davies 1988; Sinha et al. 2020). 

In Great Britain (GB) for example, the Elan Valley scheme transfers 
water over 177 km from the hills of Wales to Birmingham, England, 
through a network of tunnels, aqueducts, and multiple reservoirs (ICE 
2018). Similarly, 455 million litres per day (Ml/d) can be transferred from 
the Ely Ouse River in Cambridgeshire to the Rivers Stour and Blackwater, 
and several reservoirs in Essex, via a complex RWT scheme covering 114 km, 
which passes through several catchments (Boon 1988; National Rivers 
Authority 1990, 1994a; EA 1996). 

RWTs have been linked to diverse invasive taxa spread in several 
countries globally (Ellender and Weyl 2014; Jiao et al. 2021; Gutierre et al. 
2023) and in Great Britain (Boon 1988; Copp and Wade 2006). Consequently, 
in England and Scotland, environmental regulators have set ambitious 
targets for pathway stakeholders (water resource managers) to manage 
RWT-related spread (UK Government 2022a; House of Commons 2019, 
2022; SEPA 2022). This is a positive step towards achieving national and 
international pathway management targets (notably the protection of 
surface waters required by The Water Environment (Water Framework 
Directive) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017, which transposes the 
EU Water Framework Directive into domestic law in England and Wales, 
and the Water Environment and Water Services (Scotland) Act 2003 
(WEWS Act) in Scotland, and Target 6 of the Kunming-Montreal Global 
Biodiversity Framework (CBD/COP/DEC/15/, 2022), and the presence of 
relatively defined and accountable set of stakeholders increases the potential 
for effective pathway-level measures to be adopted (McGeoch et al. 2010; 
Beninde et al. 2014; Novoa et al. 2018). However, novel management 
techniques will take some time to develop and implement, and the efficacy 
of any future methods is yet to be determined. Importantly, under the 
current policy, not all RWTs will be subject to management. 

The nationwide RWT network therefore has clear implications for INNS 
management and surveillance programmes, and the level of stakeholder 
collaboration required for integrated approaches to strategy development 
at the scales across which RWTs operate; though information exchange 
between RWT pathway stakeholders and the wider INNS community 
(termed here as all academic and non-academic researchers, practitioners, 
Local Action Groups and other stakeholders participating in the research 
and management of INNS) is currently limited, and RWT awareness 
beyond the water industry and associated regulatory sectors is low 
(Gallardo and Aldridge 2018; Waine et al. 2023). 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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Indeed, despite the introduction of specific management policies in 
2017, and environmental regulators recognising RWTs as a high invasion 
risk in England as early as 1978 (Boon 1988; National Rivers Authority 1992, 
1994a, b), neither the GB comprehensive pathway assessment (WGIAS 
2018; Defra 2019) nor the GB INNS strategy 2023–2030 identify RWTs as a 
pathway of spread (Defra 2023). 

Limited awareness of the RWT pathway is also apparent internationally. 
RWTs are not explicitly referenced within the internationally adopted 
pathway categorization framework developed by the Convention on Biological 
Diversity (see Convention on Biological Diversity 2014, UNEP/CBD/ SBSTTA/ 
18/9/Add.1), or other key databases including the IUCN’s Global Invasive 
Species Database (GISD) and the DAISIE European Invasive Alien Species 
Gateway. RWTs are currently conflated with transportation infrastructure 
which facilitates passive species dispersal through unmanaged corridors i.e. 
waterways/navigable canals (Hulme 2015; Saul et al. 2017). Water resource 
managers are therefore overlooked within international analyses of pathway 
stakeholders; and whilst land and sea use changes are considered major 
primary drivers of biological invasions, freshwater resource manipulation 
is not generally viewed as a direct driver (Novoa et al. 2018; IPBES 2023a, b; 
Schwindt et al. 2023). 

In GB specifically, a key barrier to RWT awareness stems from the 
relationship between the invasion pathway and water supply infrastructure, 
which is classed as “Critical National Infrastructure”. Consequently, 
information access may be limited due to potential security concerns. 
Additionally, as direct management can only be carried out by pathway 
stakeholders, there is a general perception that knowledge sharing with the 
wider INNS community is not required. Indeed, the Environment Agency 
(EA) river basin management plan 2021 (EA 2021) states that the EA are 
working directly with the water industry to understand and manage the 
invasion risk that RWT networks pose, though reference to integrating the 
pathway within wider management programmes is currently lacking. 

Human population growth and climate change are exerting growing 
pressure on water resources worldwide, leading to an increase in the 
number of global RWT schemes (Kibiiy and Ndambuki 2015; Shumilova et 
al. 2018; Flörke et al. 2018). In GB, work is already underway to create over 
17 new major RWT schemes to ensure future freshwater resource availability 
(House of Commons 2019; OFWAT 2019). The number of biological 
invasions is also predicted to increase, and with the compounding effect of 
a warming climate allowing range expansion of existing populations, the 
interaction between climate change and water resource manipulation is set 
to have a significant influence on freshwater biodiversity at national levels 
(Rahel and Olden 2008; Pyke et al. 2008; Seebens et al. 2020). 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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Figure 1. A schematic of “major” RWTs in England and Wales. Produced by Thomas Mackay Ltd 
on behalf of the Environment Agency. © Environment Agency, 2011. Accessible via https://commons. 
wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Major_water_transfer_schemes_in_England_and_Wales,_2011.jpg. 
The schematic is included in the present article with permission from the Environment Agency. 

Aim 

Given the current lack of knowledge of RWTs as a pathway of freshwater 
INNS spread, and lack of integration of RWTs within management strategies, 
we aim to raise awareness of RWTs as a major pathway of invasion in 
England and Wales specifically, but stress the wider relevance to other nations. 

We therefore 1) present novel information on a subset of RWT schemes 
in England and Wales to illustrate the scale and relevance of the pathway 
(Figure 1) 2) discuss the direct implications of RWTs for INNS management 
and surveillance programmes 3) discuss key barriers to knowledge exchange 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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Table 1. Summarising the level of RWTs knowledge and awareness in Regional Invasive Species Management Plans (RIMPs) 
published in 2018. All RIMPs accessed via https://www.nonnativespecies.org/local-action-groups-lags/rapid-life-project/. 

RIMP Explicit reference to RWTs 
as a defined pathway 

Reference to Water company as 
stakeholders of the RWT pathway Details on RWTs Other relevant 

information  
North Yes “utility companies” No Reference to requirements 

for companies to put 
mitigation measures, 
mentions changes to 
routing or abstraction 
times.  

East No Water companies listed as a 
general stakeholder, however not in 
direct relation to RWTs  

Mention of Trent, 
Witham Ancholme 
transfer scheme, only 
in relation to 
management of water 
levels 

No 

Midlands No – “waterway network” No - Canal and Rivers Trusts/ EA/ 
Defra/ Natural England / British 
Canoeing mentioned in relation to 
waterway network. Water 
companies mentioned as 
stakeholders for awareness and 
education only. 

No No 

South East No No No No 
South West No No – water companies Water 

companies mentioned as 
stakeholders for awareness and 
education only  

  

and provide evidence of limited pathway awareness (Table 1) 4) provide 
recommendations for improving information access in support of achieving 
national INNS management targets (Table 2). 

RWTs in Great Britain  

Responsibility for water resource management varies between counties 
globally, though RWTs are typically managed by private water companies 
or local/central government (Speight 2015; Bosch et al. 2021; Zhu et al. 
2023). In England, the majority of RWT schemes are owned/operated by 
private water companies. The Environment Agency (EA) also control a 
number of RWTs, and are the government agency responsible for 
environmental regulation of water companies. In Scotland, Scottish Water 
is the single publicly-owned government body responsible for water resource 
management nationally and is regulated by the Scottish Environmental 
Protection Agency (SEPA) (House of Commons 2022). Wales have a similar 
model to Scotland, where the not-for-profit water company Dŵr Cymru is 
regulated by Natural Resources Wales (NRW). 

The extensive network of navigable canals (also known as waterways) in 
England and Wales, owned by the Canal and Rivers Trust (CRT), can also 
interact with water transfer schemes by acting as a donor or recipient 
waterbody, or a conduit for the downstream movement of transferred water. 
This can allow the active introduction of species to areas which would 
naturally be inaccessible via autonomous species movement through adjoining 
navigable canals. The CRT is currently funded by the Department for Food, 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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Table 2. Summarising the key recommendations for integrating RWTs within freshwater surveillance and management programmes. 

Recommendations Stakeholder responsible  Outcome 
Clearer delineation of publicly accessible water 
bodies from ‘critical national infrastructure’  

Environmental regulators and other 
policy departments across GB 

Facilitate improved information 
access for INNS stakeholders. 

Improved RWT information synthesis, to provide a 
comprehensive national overview of the pathway - 
should include RWTs <45 Ml/day, location of all 
donor and recipient waterbodies, entry points, 
water volume and frequency of use. 

Environmental regulators, water 
resource managers, research bodies  
e.g. UKWIR  

Provide greater insight to pathway 
scale and activity. 
Support a better understanding of 
the potential impact of the RWT on 
INNS dispersal at various scales.  

Increased levels of RWT information sharing with 
LAGs, catchment partnerships  

EA/Water companies  Facilities co-ordinated INNS 
management and surveillance 
programmes  

Integrate RWTS within surveillance and 
management programmes, particularly in relation 
to areas of high recreational use or ecological 
importance 

INNS community including LAGs, 
catchment partnerships, environmental 
regulators, water resource managers 

Support the containment and 
eradication of INNS. 

Account for RWTs within academic research 
activities 

Academic researchers and their 
collaborators  

Improved predictions of 
INNS/disease spread, modelling of 
habitat and restoration mapping, 
pollution modelling, increase 
accuracy of sediment fingerprint etc.  

Account for potential influence of RWTs within 
sampling investigations using environmental DNA 
(eDNA)  

Environmental regulators, water 
resource managers, INNS community  

Potential to improve the validity of 
species detections and assessments 
of population sizes. 

Environment and Rural Affairs (Defra), following a transfer of assets from 
The British Waterways Board to the CRT in 2012 (Statutory instrument 
2012/1659, 2012). Unlike water company/EA RWTs which are present 
across England and Wales, CRT-managed water transfers are relatively few 
and only occur in specific locations (navigable canal sites), and do not 
appear to cross large distances underground; though the extent to which 
CRT transfers operate is unclear. Importantly, there are no comparable 
pathway management requirements for CRT assets. Water company/EA 
operated RWTs and the associated management policies are therefore the 
focus of the current work. 

The EA possess an up-to-date schematic (2020) of water industry RWTs 
in England and Wales. Unfortunately, as the water supply network is 
considered part of “Critical National Infrastructure” (UK Department for 
Business and Trade 2023), it is not possible to present this publicly (EA 
personal comms. Nov 2021). Comparative information for Scotland could 
not be found. 

An earlier schematic (2011) has recently been published online (Wikimedia) 
following a Freedom of Information request and can therefore be included 
in the current article with permission (Figure 1). It illustrates the general 
location and water flow direction of “major” RWTs in England and Wales, 
defined as those which transfer volumes over 45 million litres per day (Ml/day). 

The schematic depicts approximately 110 surface water transfers in 
England and Wales which can transfer between 45–150 Ml/d, around 43 of 
which cross one or more catchment boundary (39%) (Supplementary 
material Figure S1), and five cross river basins (Figure S2). Approximately 
52 RWTs transfer over 150 Ml/day, around 23 of which cross one or more 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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catchment boundary (44%), and eight which cross river basins. There are 
also approximately 16 RWTs for which either the donor or recipient 
waterbody straddles a river basin boundary, which makes it difficult to 
accurately determine if these are inter or intra-basin transfers. Transfers 
from ground water sources have not been included in this count. 

In England and Wales, very few studies investigating species dispersal 
via RWT have been conducted owing to low pathway awareness, though 
there is evidence of invasive zander fish (Sander lucioperca (Linnaeus, 1758) 
and zebra mussels (Dreissena polymorpha (Pallas, 1771)) introduction into 
new regions via RWT pipelines (Linfield 1984; Boon 1988; Copp and Wade 
2006), in addition to several native species of fish, invertebrates and 
microorganisms (National Rivers Authority 1992, 1994a, b; Archer and Gibbins 
1995; Snaddon et al. 1998; Gibbins et al. 2000). It is therefore reasonable to 
conclude that analogous invasive species can also be dispersed. 

RWT management Great Britain 

In 2017 the EA introduced requirements for RWT management in 
England (EA 2021, 2022). Accordingly, pathway stakeholders must take 
steps to risk assess existing RWTs and mitigate spread through “high risk” 
RWTs. Management measures must also be integrated within any newly 
created RWTs that will connect otherwise hydrologically unconnected 
catchments. In Scotland, the Scottish Environmental Protection Agency 
released a similar Position Statement in 2022 (SEPA 2022). In Wales, water 
resource managers are only required to risk assess RWTs and discuss 
implications with NRW on a case-by-case basis. Currently there does not 
appear to be an explicit mandate for management, unless a RWT crosses 
the border to England (Natural Resources Wales 2017, 2020, 2023). 

To our knowledge, these are the first specific RWT management policies 
enacted globally (Miller et al. 2006; Shine 2007; Perrings et al. 2010; Hulme 
2015) and represent a relatively rare and very positive step for the management 
of pathways not directly linked to animal and plant health (Essl et al. 2015). 

Despite these regulatory advances and the active engagement of many 
water companies to meet the requirements (pers comms. several water 
companies), effective management will take some time to implement as it 
poses a significant technological, logistical, and financial challenge. RWT 
schemes are large and complex systems of infrastructure which supply 
water to habitats and ultimately to humans. Management technologies 
must therefore remove organisms from extremely large volumes of (typically 
flowing) water, whilst not undermining water quality or impeding water 
supply. No such proven measures currently exist, and the efficacy of any 
future methods is yet to be determined. Importantly, even when 
implementation has been completed under the current mandate, not all 
RWTs will be managed. Only schemes deemed to pose a “high risk”, or 
those that create a new connection with a previously unconnected catchment 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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will be managed. Existing “low risk” RWTs, and some new RWTs, will still 
pose a risk of introducing organisms to waterbodies that would be otherwise 
inaccessible. 

Pinpointing the pathway responsible for spread and determining the 
relative importance of different pathways is often difficult (García-Berthou 
et al. 2005; Smith et al. 2020). However, given the evidence of diverse taxa 
spread through RWTs worldwide (Ellender and Weyl 2014; Liu et al. 2017), 
the national RWT network is likely to significantly influence INNS dispersal 
at multiple scales. A key challenge for the INNS management community 
will therefore be how to include the pathway within comprehensive 
management and surveillance strategies, and how to contend with RWT 
mediated spread at catchment, river-basin and regional scales. 

Implications for collaborative management 

Catchment wide partnerships and regional stakeholder collaborations form 
a key strategy for aquatic INNS management (Defra 2013; Lambin et al. 
2020; EA 2021, 2022). Efforts to improve catchment-scale stakeholder co-
ordination have precipitated various partnerships and national strategies in 
England, notably the EU LIFE funded Regional INNS Management Action 
Plans (RIMPs), developed by the “Reducing and Preventing Alien Species 
Dispersal” project. This comprehensive approach divides England in to 5 
large management regions: North, East, Midlands, Southeast and Southwest 
(Figure 2) and aims to form a link between high-level national INNS strategies 
and the co-ordinated action of regional stakeholders and Local Action Groups 
(LAGs) (RAPID 2020; Defra 2023). LAGs are an invaluable management 
and knowledge resource, and carry out a significant proportion of practical 
INNS management within GB using well-coordinated catchment-based 
approaches (Defra 2023). 

Despite the substantial number of RWTs present within individual 
RIMP regions (Figure S3), and high-level of effort and stakeholder expertise 
involved in development (which includes water companies and the EA), 
references to the RWT pathway are limited and inconsistent between 
regions. Only one RIMP (North) contained a clear reference to RWTs as 
an invasion pathway, and the requirement for management by stakeholders 
(Table 1). Three RIMPs (East, Midlands and Southwest) contained no 
mention of RWTs or water companies as a pathway stakeholder, except in 
reference to their role in promoting education and awareness for vector-
based recreational pathways. The Southeast plan contained no references 
to RWTs or water companies in any capacity. No RIMPs identified the 
Environment Agency as a pathway stakeholder, in their capacity as RWT 
owners or as environmental regulators. Limited reference to RWTs within 
RIMPs does not preclude local knowledge and awareness of the pathway, 
though it does strongly suggest that RWT information sharing between 
stakeholder groups is low. Crucially, it demonstrates that RWTs are unlikely 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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Figure 2. Map showing the five regions in England for which regional invasive species management 
plans (RIMPs) were developed. Original map accessed via https://www.nonnativespecies.org/local-
action-groups-lags/rapid-life-project/. 

to be considered within current regional freshwater INNS management and 
surveillance programmes. 

It is worth noting that the RIMPs were created in 2018, only a year 
following the EA’s management policy introduction. If renewed today it is 
possible that RWTs would feature more widely. Though as RWTs do not 
appear in the Defra GB strategy 2023–2030, and key information barriers 
remain, it is likely that awareness levels would be equally low. 

We stress that this analysis is not intended to criticise the efforts of those 
involved in RIMP development – these documents have been diligently 
prepared and are extremely useful. The limited reference to RWTs likely 
reflects the limited information sharing beyond the water industry and 
regulatory spheres, and the perception that RWTs will be managed by 
pathway stakeholders in silo. 

Implications for INNS containment and eradication 

Species containment and rapid removal responses may be challenged by 
RWTs. In England and Wales the spread of several native fish species via 
RWT infrastructure has been documented (National Rivers Authority 1992, 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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1994a, b). Invasive zander spread has also been linked to several RWT 
pipelines (Linfield 1984; Boon 1988; Copp and Wade 2006). Invasive fish 
spread has similarly been documented in China (Qin et al. 2019; Jiao et al. 
2021), South Africa (Laurenson and Hocutt 1986; Snaddon et al. 1999; 
Kadye and Booth 2012; Ellender and Weyl 2014), Australia (Todd 2002) 
and Brazil (Silva et al. 2020; Gutierre et al. 2023). 

Given the significant ecological impacts associated with invasive fish 
(Copp et al. 2017), RWT-related fish spread may be of particular concern 
for the INNS community, and a factor for consideration within management 
prioritization exercises (Kimberg et al. 2014; McGeoch et al. 2016). 

Strategic eradication efforts may also be undermined by repeated 
introduction of target INNS following removal. Catchment-wide efforts to 
remove an aquatic plant may follow best practice by starting at the head of 
the catchment/river and working downwards. However, if a RWT occurs 
upstream of removal sites, from a donor waterbody which also contains the 
target species, there is a high risk of re-introduction. The re-establishment 
of water hyacinth (Pontederia crassipes, Mart. Solms) introduced through 
an inter-basin RWT pipeline following local eradication has been observed 
in South Africa (Jones 2014). 

The survival potential of different taxa may vary according to the type of 
RWT scheme – whether water is mechanically pumped under high pressure 
generated by pumping stations, (Schmidt et al. 2020; van Esch 2012) or if 
water is moved by gravity. As some invasive plant species can propagate 
from a small fragment or seed (D’hondt et al. 2016) the risk of plant 
dispersal through most types of RWTs is likely high (Liu et al. 2017). Given 
the significant impact of aquatic plants on ecological processes and human 
activities, plant management is a key target for LAGs and catchment 
partnerships, and a core aim of national INNS strategies. Assessing donor 
waterbodies for inclusion within local plant eradication strategies may 
therefore be a factor for consideration. 

Small-bodied invertebrate species are also susceptible to dispersal, as 
evidenced by the introduction of the livestock pest Simulium chutteri 
(Lewis) through RWT pipelines in South Africa (O’Keeffe and De Moor 
1988). Bivalve molluscs with robust shells are a particularly high risk for 
spread through various types of RWT, as evidenced by invasive mussel 
dispersal in RWT pipelines in the UK (Boon 1998) and US (Stockton-Fiti 
et al. 2023), and golden mussel (Limnoperna fortunei Dunker, 1857) spread 
throughout various RWT tunnels and pipelines in China (Zhang et al. 2017; 
Wang et al. 2023; Guo et al. 2024). 

Spatial Implications for INNS surveillance 

Developing surveillance strategies for high-risk pathways and INNS is a 
key aim of the GB INNS strategy (Defra 2023). Optimising surveillance for 
multiple taxa across numerous waterbodies at large spatial scales is challenging 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
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and costly (Cacho et al. 2010), hence strategies may employ a risk-based 
approach by choosing sites which are geographically close to known 
invaded areas (Perry et al. 2017; Koch et al. 2020), or with a high density of 
recreational pathways (Chapman et al. 2019). As illustrated in Figure 1, 
RWTs can create hydrological connections between waterbodies across 
significant distances. This presents an issue for the spatial scale at which 
surveillance is considered, and the level of cross-catchment co-ordination 
required. Whilst waterbodies near to known sites of invasion remain high 
priorities for surveillance, monitoring of sites linked to invaded areas by 
RWT would also be beneficial. Such sites may be further away than those 
typically considered, in other catchments or river basins. 

Surveillance in the context of RWT networks may consider a waterbody 
which donates to multiple other waterbodies as a high priority target for 
surveillance (Kvistad et al. 2019; Yemshanov et al. 2015; Muirhead and 
MacIsaac 2005), particularly if this also supports recreational pathways. A 
waterbody which receives water from numerous sources may also be a 
surveillance priority, owing to the increased potential for INNS accumulation. 

Implications for eDNA surveillance 

Environmental DNA (eDNA) surveys are commonly used to detect aquatic 
INNS, and are promoted by environmental regulators in England (Barnes 
and Turner 2016; Hänfling et al. 2016; Mauvisseau et al. 2018; EA 2021; 
Schenekar 2022). Downstream transport of eDNA is a key factor for 
consideration, as species detection may occur in the absence of a local 
population - the eDNA of some aquatic species can be detected over 10 km 
downstream from the source population (Deiner and Altermatt 2014; Jo 
and Yamanaka 2022). 

The water volume moved by some RWTs is so large that the majority of 
water flow in a recipient waterbody can originate from the hydrologically 
separate donor water body (Holmes and Whitton 1972; Dynesius and 
Nilsson 1994; Snaddon et al. 1998). RWTs may therefore cause positive 
detections of INNS that are not present or established in the target 
waterbody. eDNA metabarcoding techniques are also increasingly being 
used to estimate population size (Carraro et al 2018; Sint et al. 2021). 
Where target species are present both in donor and recipient habitats, 
artificial eDNA input may lead to overestimations of population size. 
Conversely, the removal of large volumes of water may lead to 
underestimations of population size at donor sites. 

Further research is needed to understand the impact of RWTs on eDNA 
surveys. However, future surveillance programmes may consider whether a 
waterbody of interest is hydrologically linked to another by RWT, and 
increase the accuracy of assessments by avoiding sampling immediately 
downstream of water input points, or sampling both the donor and recipient 
waterbody. 
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Improving RWT information synthesis 

Publicly available documents from the National Rivers Authority, the 
forerunner of the EA, (National Rivers Authority 1990, 1992, 1994a, b; Davies 
and Gee 1993;), and from the contemporary EA, contain references to RWTs 
in England and Wales (EA 1996; 2010). Additionally, water companies are 
required to publish Water Resource Management Plans every five years – 
these documents refer to some RWTs, the general locations of donor and 
recipient bodies, and transfer volumes (for examples see United Utilities 
2019; Severn Trent Water 2022). Scientific publications detailing a small 
number of transfers in England are also available (Archer and Gibbins 
1995; Gibbins et al. 2000; McCulloch 2006; Copp and Wade 2006; Khadem 
et al. 2021). 

Taken together these documents provide a limited account of some RWTs 
in England and Wales, though we understand that no comprehensive RWT 
database currently exists. The 2011 RWT schematic (Figure 1) and the 
updated (2020) version provide the most detailed overview of RWTs in 
England and Wales at present, though only the 2011 version is publicly 
available. No comparable document was found for Scotland. 

Whilst the 2011 schematic broadly illustrates the scale and prevalence of 
the RWT pathway in England and Wales, it is insufficient for supporting 
decision making by the INNS management community. Firstly, transfers 
below 45 Ml/day are unrepresented. Within just the Northumbrian Water 
region, there are over 10 < 45 Ml/day RWTs in operation (Northumbrian 
Water personal comms). This is also likely to be to be the case within other 
company operating regions. Lower volume RWTs still present a significant 
invasion risk – just 20 Ml/day equates to the repeated transfer of 8 Olympic-
sized swimming pools per day. In the context of marine ballast water, 20 Ml 
is considered a high introduction risk (Seebens et al. 2013). 

Secondly, many individual reservoirs have been classed as “operating in 
groups”, and any RWT infrastructure linking the reservoirs is not shown. 
As hubs of recreational activity (including angling for purposefully introduced 
non-native fish), and highly disturbed environments which can favour 
invaders (Havel et al. 2005; Agostinho 2010, 2016), reservoirs and their 
connectivity are important for INNS management. 

The exclusion of < 45 Ml/day RWTs and the grouping of reservoirs may 
be a consequence of the schematic being produced within the context of 
water resource management, rather than with the explicit intent to map the 
RWT invasion pathway. Without this information however, it is not 
possible to understand the true prevalence and scale of the pathway, or to 
account for RWTs within management plans. 

Comprehensive RWT data synthesis, such as the work of Siddick et al. 
(2023) in North America, is therefore recommended. In collaboration with 
local, state and federal partners, the authors produced an accessible 
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database of 612 inter-basin RWTs, including the location of donor and 
recipient waterbodies, the type of RWT infrastructure, purpose, and 
transfer frequency. This dataset appears to be the most comprehensive 
publicly available national dataset on RWTs worldwide.  

We recommend that environmental regulators and water resource 
managers across GB take steps to map national RWT network in detail, 
including both inter and intra catchment transfers. Incorporating CRT 
transfer infrastructure is also recommended. Indeed, the statutory 
requirement for river basin planning enshrined in England and Wales by 
The Water Environment (Water Framework Directive (England and Wales) 
Regulations 2017) and the Water Environment and Water Services (Scotland) 
Act 2003 (WEWS Act) may warrant this work. 

Improving awareness and information access 

The UK Department for Business and Trade (2023) currently regards 
water supply infrastructure as “critical national infrastructure”, as damage 
to it could cause widespread disruption to essential public services. Including 
all RWT infrastructure within this category is excessive – information 
concerning water treatment works, treated water supply pipelines and 
treated water reservoirs should clearly not be published. However, information 
on the publicly accessible rivers, reservoirs, artificial watercourses, and the 
general location of connecting infrastructure would support improved 
decision making within integrated management and surveillance strategies 
(Simpson et al. 2009; Mauser et al. 2013; Moon et al. 2015). Indeed, accessing 
relevant information is a key facet of democratic decision making for 
environmental governance (Singh and Singh 2006; Fontaine et al. 2022), as 
the retention of information by private businesses can lead to an erosion of 
public knowledge and limit research progress (Ylönen and Kuusela 2018). 

Encouragingly, the need for greater collaboration and public information 
sharing to support improved decision making and community partnerships 
has already been identified within the UK Water Innovation Strategy 2050, 
a collaborative plan for long-term innovation developed in 2020 by all UK 
water companies, alongside UK Water Industry Research and Water UK 
(UK 2050 Water Innovation Strategy 2020). 

Similarly, an industry-wide move to share data on elements of “sensitive” 
water company infrastructure is currently underway in the UK. The 
Geospatial Commission is working with the owners of underground pipes 
and cables within the water, power and telecoms sectors to produce a 
National Underground Asset Register (NUAR), which will be available to 
external contractors working with water companies. A similar scheme is in 
place in Scotland, called ‘Vault’ (Geospatial Commission 2023). These 
initiatives demonstrate the increasing need for access to water sector data for 
strategy development, and that sharing information responsibly is possible. 
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Regulators clearly have a key role in facilitating information synthesis 
and accessibility, though are only one part of the complex landscape of 
environmental policy, politics and industry in which RWTs operate (Gupta 
and vander Zaag 2008; Sinha et al. 2020). In the absence of a comprehensive 
national database, it may fall to regional water resource managers to share 
relevant information directly with their local LAGs and catchment 
partnerships. In turn, this collaborative approach is likely to yield positive 
benefits for decision making and environmental conservation in a wider 
context, and improve stakeholder engagement (Moon et al. 2015; Maggs et 
al. 2019; Ricciardi et al. 2020). 

Conclusions 

RWTs are a high-risk pathway of INNS spread in the UK and worldwide, 
and present a unique challenge for direct pathway management, and the 
management and surveillance of freshwater INNS more broadly. 

Recent policy advances in and England and Scotland are extremely 
positive and represent a first of their kind. However, given the inherent 
difficulties in managing the large number of RWTs that already exist, and 
the on-going work to create more RWTs to ensure future water resource 
availability, more widespread understanding and collaborative action is 
needed. Particularly as not all RWTs will be subject to management under 
the current policies. 

Whilst public awareness and education are typically integral to INNS 
control strategies (Melly and Hanrahan 2020), for RWT management this 
has not been the case, and awareness of the pathway in the INNS community 
remains low. 

The key challenge going forward therefore will be how to resolve the 
issues regarding data access, and addressing how the patchwork of policy 
makers and water resource managers across GB work cooperatively with 
the INNS community. 

Creating a system in which RWTs can be incorporated into multilateral 
management and surveillance programmes will contribute significantly to 
the achievement of national and international INNS management targets, 
and will support the conservation of freshwater biodiversity in a rapidly 
changing world. 

Authors’ contribution 
Ava Waine conceptualized this research and wrote the original draft, Peter Robertson and Zarah 
Pattison contributed to reviewing the manuscript. 

Acknowledgements 
We thank Stuart Pudney and Claire Lorenc (Northumbrian Water), and representatives of the 
Environment Agency for their comments on this manuscript, and representatives of other water 
companies for their correspondence. We also thank the Environment Agency for granting 
permission to include the raw water transfer schematic within this manuscript. Many thanks to 
the reviewers for their diligent reviews and helpful comments. 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org


 Raw water transfer management 

 Waine et al. (2025), Management of Biological Invasions 16(1): 227–246, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14 241 

Funding declaration 
This work was supported by the Natural Environment Research Council (NERC) funded ONE 
Planet Doctoral Training Partnership [NE/S007512/1] and Northumbrian Water Limited. 

References 
Agostinho AA, Mayer Pelicice F, Carlos Gomes L, Ferreira Júlio Junior H (2010) Reservoir fish 

stocking: when one plus one may be less than two. Natureza & Conservação 8: 103–111, 
https://doi.org/10.4322/natcon.00802001 

Agostinho AA, Gomes LC, Santos NCL, Ortega JCG, Pelicice FM (2016) Fish assemblages in 
neotropical reservoirs: Colonization patterns, impacts and management. Fisheries Research 173: 
26–36, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2015.04.006 

Archer D, Gibbins C (1995) Hydrological and species-specific responses to water transfers into the 
River Wear, northeast England. Man’s Influence on Freshwater Ecosystems and Water Use. 
Proceedings of a Boulder Symposium, IAHS Publ. no 230, International Association of 
Hydrological Sciences, pp 207–218 

Barnes MA, Turner CR (2016) The ecology of environmental DNA and implications for conservation 
genetics. Conservation Genetics 17: 1–17, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10592-015-0775-4 

Beninde J, Fischer ML, Hochkirch A, Zink A (2014) Ambitious advances of the European Union in 
the legislation of invasive alien species. Conservation Letters 8: 199–205, https://doi.org/10.1111/ 
conl.12150 

Boon PJ (1988) The impact of river regulation on invertebrate communities in the U.K. Regulated 
Rivers: Research & Management 2: 389–409, https://doi.org/10.1002/rrr.3450020314 

Boon PJ, Clarke SA, Copp GH (2020) Alien species and the EU Water Framework Directive: a 
comparative assessment of European approaches. Biological Invasions 22: 1497–1512, 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-020-02201-z 

Bosch HJ, Gupta J, Verrest H (2021) A water property right inventory of 60 countries. Review of 
European, Comparative & International Environmental Law 30: 263–274, https://doi.org/10. 
1111/reel.12397 

Cacho OJ, Spring D, Hester S, Mac Nally R (2010) Allocating surveillance effort in the management 
of invasive species: A spatially-explicit model. Environmental Modelling & Software 25: 444–
454, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2009.10.014 

Carraro L, Hartikainen H, Jokela J, Bertuzzo E, Rinaldo A (2018) Estimating species distribution and 
abundance in river networks using environmental DNA. Proceedings of the National Academy of 
Sciences 115: 11724–11729, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1813843115 

Chapman DS, Gunn IDM, Pringle HEK, Siriwardena GM, Taylor P, Thackeray SJ, Willby NJ, 
Carvalho L (2019) Invasion of freshwater ecosystems is promoted by network connectivity to 
hotspots of human activity. Global Ecology and Biogeography 29: 645–655, https://doi.org/ 
10.1111/geb.13051 

Copp GH, Wade M (2006) Water transfers and the composition of fishes in Abberton Reservoir 
(Essex), with particular reference to the appearance of Spined Loach Cobitis taenia. Essex 
Naturalist 23: 137–142 

Copp GH, Britton JR, Guo Z, Ronni Edmonds-Brown V, Pegg J, Vilizzi L, Davison PI (2017) 
Trophic consequences of non-native pumpkinseed Lepomis gibbosus for native pond fishes. 
Biological Invasions 19: 25–41, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-016-1261-8 

D’hondt B, Denys L, Jambon W, De Wilde R, Adriaens T, Packet J, van Valkenburg J (2016) 
Reproduction of Crassula helmsii by seed in western Europe. Aquatic Invasions 11: 125–130, 
https://doi.org/10.3391/ai.2016.11.2.02 

Davies BR, Thoms M, Meador M (1992) An assessment of the ecological impacts of inter-basin 
water transfers, and their threats to river basin integrity and conservation. Aquatic Conservation: 
Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems 2: 325–349, https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.3270020404 

Davies GL, Gee AS (1993) Catchment management planning in the National Rivers Authority of 
England and Wales. Canadian Water Resources Journal 18: 343–349, https://doi.org/10.4296/ 
cwrj1803343 

Deiner K, Altermatt F (2014) Transport distance of invertebrate environmental DNA in a natural river. 
PLoS ONE 9: e88786, https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0088786 

Dynesius M, Nilsson C (1994) Fragmentation and flow regulation of river systems in the northern third 
of the world. Science 266: 753–762, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.266.5186.753 

Ellender B, Weyl O (2014) A review of current knowledge, risk and ecological impacts associated with 
non-native freshwater fish introductions in South Africa. Aquatic Invasions 9: 117–132, 
https://doi.org/10.3391/ai.2014.9.2.01 

Essl F, Bacher S, Blackburn TM, Booy O, Brundu G, Brunel S, Cardoso A-C, Eschen R, Gallardo B, 
Galil B, García-Berthou E, Genovesi P, Groom Q, Harrower C, Hulme PE, Katsanevakis S, 
Kenis M, Kühn I, Kumschick S, Martinou AF (2015) Crossing Frontiers in Tackling Pathways of 
Biological Invasions. BioScience 65: 769–782, https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biv082 

Flörke M, Schneider C, McDonald RI (2018) Water competition between cities and agriculture 
driven by climate change and urban growth. Nature Sustainability 1: 51–58, https://doi.org/10. 
1038/s41893-017-0006-8 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org
https://doi.org/10.4322/natcon.00802001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fishres.2015.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10592-015-0775-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12150
https://doi.org/10.1111/conl.12150
https://doi.org/10.1002/rrr.3450020314
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-020-02201-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/reel.12397
https://doi.org/10.1111/reel.12397
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2009.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1813843115
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13051
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.13051
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-016-1261-8
https://doi.org/10.3391/ai.2016.11.2.02
https://doi.org/10.1002/aqc.3270020404
https://doi.org/10.4296/cwrj1803343
https://doi.org/10.4296/cwrj1803343
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0088786
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.266.5186.753
https://doi.org/10.3391/ai.2014.9.2.01
https://doi.org/10.1093/biosci/biv082
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-017-0006-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-017-0006-8


 Raw water transfer management 

 Waine et al. (2025), Management of Biological Invasions 16(1): 227–246, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14 242 

Fontaine G, Carrasco C, Rodrigues C (2022) How transparency enhances public accountability: The 
case of environmental governance in Chile. The Extractive Industries and Society 9: 101040, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2021.101040 

Gallardo B, Aldridge DC (2018) Inter-basin water transfers and the expansion of aquatic invasive 
species. Water Research 143: 282–291, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.06.056 

García-Berthou E, Alcaraz C, Pou-Rovira Q, Zamora L, Coenders G, Feo C (2005) Introduction 
pathways and establishment rates of invasive aquatic species in Europe. Canadian Journal of 
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 62: 453–463, https://doi.org/10.1139/f05-017 

Garrote L (2017) Managing water resources to adapt to climate change: facing uncertainty and 
scarcity in a changing context. Water Resources Management 31: 2951–2963, https://doi.org/10. 
1007/s11269-017-1714-6 

Gibbins CN, Jeffries MJ, Soulsby C (2000) Impacts of an inter-basin water transfer: distribution and 
abundance of Micronecta poweri (Insecta: Corixidae) in the River Wear, north-east England. 
Aquatic Conservation: Marine and Freshwater Ecosystems 10: 103–115, https://doi.org/10. 
1002/(SICI)1099-0755(200003/04)10:2<103::AID-AQC402>3.0.CO;2-W 

Guo W, Li S, Zhan A (2024) eDNA-based early detection illustrates rapid spread of the non-native 
golden mussel introduced into beijing via water diversion. Animals 14: 399–399, https://doi.org/ 
10.3390/ani14030399 

Gupta J, van der Zaag P (2008) Interbasin water transfers and integrated water resources management: 
Where engineering, science and politics interlock. Physics and Chemistry of the Earth, Parts 
A/B/C 33: 28–40, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2007.04.003 

Gutierre SMM, Silva ALB, Arraes Galvão G, Silva LR de A, Pereira LCM, Nicola PA (2023) Fish 
fauna of the São Francisco river interbasin water transfer reservoirs. Biota Neotropica, Fundação 
de Amparo à Pesquisa do Estado de SP 23: e20231499, https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-0611-bn-
2023-1499 

Hänfling B, Lawson L, Read D, Winfield I (2016) eDNA-based metabarcoding as a monitoring tool 
for fish in large lakes. Environment Agency report SC140018/R, 61 pp 

Havel JE, Lee CE, Vander Zander MJ (2005) Do reservoirs facilitate invasions into landscapes? 
BioScience 55: 518, https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2005)055[0518:DRFIIL]2.0.CO;2 

Holmes N, Whitton B (1972) Plants of the River Tyne system before the Kielder water scheme. 
Vasculum 57(3): 57–78 

Hulme PE (2015) Invasion pathways at a crossroad: policy and research challenges for managing 
alien species introductions. Journal of Applied Ecology 52: 1418–1424, https://doi.org/10.1111/ 
1365-2664.12470 

IPBES (2023a) Thematic Assessment Report on invasive alien species and their control of the 
intergovernmental science-policy platform on biodiversity and ecosystem services. IPBES 
secretariat, Bonn, Germany, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7430682 

IPBES (2023b) Summary for Policymakers of the Thematic Assessment report on invasive alien 
species and their control of the intergovernmental science-policy platform on biodiversity and 
ecosystem services. IPBES secretariat, Bonn, Germany, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7430692 

Jiao Q, Schmidt BV, Fei C, Xie S (2021) Development and characterization of 14 novel microsatellite 
markers for an invasive goby (Tridentiger bifasciatus) in water transfer system. Journal of Applied 
Ichthyology 37: 314–317, https://doi.org/10.1111/jai.14185 

Jo T, Yamanaka H (2022) Meta‐analyses of environmental DNA downstream transport and 
deposition in relation to hydrogeography in riverine environments. Freshwater Biology 67: 
1333–1343, https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.13920 

Jones RW (2014) Aquatic invasions of the Nseleni river system: causes, consequences and control. 
Thesis, Rhodes University, Grahamstown 

Kadye WT, Booth AJ (2012) An invader within an altered landscape: one catfish, two rivers and an 
inter-basin water transfer scheme. River Research and Applications 29: 1131–1146, 
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.2599 

Khadem M, Dawson RJ, Walsh CL (2021) The feasibility of inter-basin water transfers to manage 
climate risk in England. Climate Risk Management 33: 100322, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm. 
2021.100322 

Kibiiy J, Ndambuki JM (2015) New criteria to assess interbasin water transfers and a case for Nzoia-
Suam/Turkwel in Kenya. Physics and Chemistry of the Earth 89–90: 121–126, https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.pce.2015.08.005 

Kimberg P, Woodford D, Weyl O (2014) Understanding the unintended spread and impact of alien 
and invasive fish species - development of management guidelines for South African inland 
waters. WRC Report No. 2039/1/14, 112 pp 

Koch FH, Yemshanov D, Haight RG, MacQuarrie CJK, Liu N, Venette R, Ryall K (2020) Optimal 
invasive species surveillance in the real world: practical advances from research. Emerging 
Topics in Life Sciences 4: 513–520, https://doi.org/10.1042/ETLS20200305 

Kvistad J, Chadderton WL, Bossenbroek JM (2019) Network centrality as a potential method for 
prioritizing ports for aquatic invasive species surveillance and response in the Laurentian Great 
Lakes. Management of Biological Invasions 10: 403–427, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2019.10.3.01 

Lambin X, David, Caplat P, Cornulier T, Damasceno G, Fasola L, Fidelis A, García-Díaz P, Langdon 
B, Linardaki E, Montti L, Nuñez MA, Nuñez MA, Palmer SE, Pauchard A, Phimister E, 
Rodríguez M, Powell PA, Raffo E, Rodriguez-Jorquera IA (2020) CONTAIN: Optimising the 
long-term management of invasive alien species using adaptive management. NeoBiota 59: 119–
138, https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.59.52022 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2021.101040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2018.06.056
https://doi.org/10.1139/f05-017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-017-1714-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11269-017-1714-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0755(200003/04)10:2%3c103::AID-AQC402%3e3.0.CO;2-W
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1099-0755(200003/04)10:2%3c103::AID-AQC402%3e3.0.CO;2-W
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14030399
https://doi.org/10.3390/ani14030399
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2007.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-0611-bn-2023-1499
https://doi.org/10.1590/1676-0611-bn-2023-1499
https://doi.org/10.1641/0006-3568(2005)055%5b0518:DRFIIL%5d2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12470
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12470
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7430682
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7430692
https://doi.org/10.1111/jai.14185
https://doi.org/10.1111/fwb.13920
https://doi.org/10.1002/rra.2599
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2021.100322
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2021.100322
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pce.2015.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1042/ETLS20200305
https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2019.10.3.01
https://doi.org/10.3897/neobiota.59.52022


 Raw water transfer management 

 Waine et al. (2025), Management of Biological Invasions 16(1): 227–246, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14 243 

Laurenson LBJ, Hocutt CH (1986) Colonisation theory and invasive biota: The great fish river, a case 
history. Environmental Monitoring and Assessment 6: 71–90, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00394289 

Linfield R (1984) The impact of Zander (Stizostedion lucioperca (L.)) in the United Kingdom and the 
future management of affected fisheries in the Anglian region. EIFAC technical paper 
42(Suppl.): 353–363 

Liu D, Wang R, Gordon DR, Sun X, Chen L, Wang Y (2017) Predicting plant invasions following 
China’s water diversion project. Environmental Science & Technology 51: 1450–1457, https://doi.org/ 
10.1021/acs.est.6b05577 

Maggs G, Nicoll MAC, Zuël N, Murrell DJ, Ewen JG, Tatayah V, Jones CG, Norris K (2019) 
Bridging the research-management gap: using knowledge exchange and stakeholder engagement 
to aid decision-making in invasive rat management. In: Veitch CR, Clout MN, Martin AR, 
Russell JC, West CJ (eds), Island invasives: scaling up to meet the challenge, Occasional Paper 
SSC no. 62. IUCN, Gland, Switzerland, pp 31–35 

Mauser W, Klepper G, Rice M, Schmalzbauer BS, Hackmann H, Leemans R, Moore H (2013) 
Transdisciplinary global change research: the co-creation of knowledge for sustainability. 
Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability 5: 420–431, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2013. 
07.001 

Mauvisseau Q, Coignet A, Delaunay C, Pinet F, Bouchon D, Souty-Grosset C (2018) Environmental DNA 
as an efficient tool for detecting invasive crayfishes in freshwater ponds. Hydrobiologia 805: 163–
175, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3288-y 

McGeoch MA, Butchart SHM, Spear D, Marais E, Kleynhans EJ, Symes A, Chanson J, Hoffmann M 
(2010) Global indicators of biological invasion: species numbers, biodiversity impact and policy 
responses. Diversity and Distributions 16: 95–108, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2009.00633.x 

McGeoch MA, Genovesi P, Bellingham PJ, Costello MJ, McGrannachan C, Sheppard A (2016) 
Prioritizing species, pathways, and sites to achieve conservation targets for biological invasion. 
Biological Invasions 18: 299–314, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-015-1013-1 

Melly D, Hanrahan J (2020) Tourist biosecurity awareness and risk mitigation for outdoor recreation: 
Management implications for Ireland. Journal of Outdoor Recreation and Tourism 31: 100313, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jort.2020.100313 

Miller C, Kettunen M, Shine C (2006) Scope options for EU action on invasive alien species (IAS). 
Final Report for the European Commission Institute for European Environmental Policy (IEEP), 
Brussels, Belgium, 101 pp 

Moon K, Blackman DA, Brewer TD (2015) Understanding and integrating knowledge to improve 
invasive species management. Biological Invasions 17: 2675–2689, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-
015-0904-5 

Muirhead JR, MacIsaac HJ (2005) Development of inland lakes as hubs in an invasion network. 
Journal of Applied Ecology 42: 80–90, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2004.00988.x 

Novoa A, Shackleton R, Canavan S, Cybèle C, Davies SJ, Dehnen-Schmutz K, Fried J, Gaertner M, 
Geerts S, Griffiths CL, Kaplan H, Kumschick S, Le Maitre DC, Measey GJ, Nunes AL, 
Richardson DM, Robinson TB, Touza J, Wilson JRU (2018) A framework for engaging stakeholders 
on the management of alien species. Journal of Environmental Management 205: 286–297, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2017.09.059 

O'Keeffe JH, De Moor FC (1988) Changes in the physio-chemistry and benthic invertebrates of the 
great fish river, South Africa, following an interbasin transfer of water. Regulated Rivers: 
Research & Management 2: 39–55, https://doi.org/10.1002/rrr.3450020105 

Perrings C, Burgiel S, Lonsdale M, Mooney H, Williamson M (2010) International cooperation in the 
solution to trade-related invasive species risks. Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences 
1195: 198–212, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2010.05453.x 

Perry GLW, Moloney KA, Etherington TR (2017) Using network connectivity to prioritise sites for 
the control of invasive species. Journal of Applied Ecology 54: 1238–1250, https://doi.org/10. 
1111/1365-2664.12827 

Petitjean M, Davies (1988) Ecological impacts of inter-basin water transfers: some case studies, 
research requirements and assessment procedures in Southern Africa. South African Journal of 
Science 84: 819–828 

Pyke CR, Thomas R, Porter RD, Hellmann JJ, Dukes JS, Lodge DM, Chavarria G (2008) Current 
Practices and Future Opportunities for Policy on Climate Change and Invasive Species. 
Conservation Biology 22: 585–592, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00956.x 

Qin J, Cheng F, Zhang L, Schmidt BV, Liu J, Xie S (2019) Invasions of two estuarine gobiid species 
interactively induced from water diversion and saltwater intrusion. Management of Biological 
Invasions 10: 139–150, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2019.10.1.09 

Rahel FJ, Olden JD (2008) Assessing the Effects of Climate Change on Aquatic Invasive Species. 
Conservation Biology 22: 521–533, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00950.x 

Ricciardi A, Iacarella JC, Aldridge DC, Blackburn TM, Carlton JT, Catford JA, Dick JTA, Hulme 
PE, Jeschke JM, Liebhold AM, Lockwood JL, MacIsaac HJ, Meyerson LA, Pyšek P, Richardson 
DM, Ruiz GM, Simberloff D, Vilà M, Wardle DA (2020) Four priority areas to advance invasion 
science in the face of rapid environmental change. Environmental Reviews 29: 119–141, 
https://doi.org/10.1139/er-2020-0088 

Rollason E, Sinha P, Bracken LJ (2022) Interbasin water transfer in a changing world: A new 
conceptual model. Progress in Physical Geography 46: 371–397, https://doi.org/10.1177/ 
03091333211065004 

Saul WC, Roy HE, Booy O, Carnevali L, Chen H-J, Genovesi P, Harrower CA, Hulme PE, Pagad S, 
Pergl J, Jeschke JM (2017) Assessing patterns in introduction pathways of alien species by 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00394289
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b05577
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b05577
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2013.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2013.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-017-3288-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1472-4642.2009.00633.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-015-1013-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jort.2020.100313
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-015-0904-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-015-0904-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2664.2004.00988.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2017.09.059
https://doi.org/10.1002/rrr.3450020105
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.2010.05453.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12827
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12827
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00956.x
https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2019.10.1.09
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2008.00950.x
https://doi.org/10.1139/er-2020-0088
https://doi.org/10.1177/03091333211065004
https://doi.org/10.1177/03091333211065004


 Raw water transfer management 

 Waine et al. (2025), Management of Biological Invasions 16(1): 227–246, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14 244 

linking major invasion data bases. Journal of Applied Ecology 54: 657–669, https://doi.org/10. 
1111/1365-2664.12819 

Schenekar T (2022) The current state of eDNA research in freshwater ecosystems: are we shifting from the 
developmental phase to standard application in biomonitoring? Hydrobiologia 850: 1263–1282, 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-022-04891-z 

Schmidt BV, Wang Z, Ren P, Guo C, Qin J, Cheng F, Xie S (2020) A review of potential factors 
promoting fish movement in inter‐basin water transfers, with emergent patterns from a trait‐based 
risk analysis for a large‐scale project in china. Ecology of Freshwater Fish 29: 790–807, 
https://doi.org/10.1111/eff.12530 

Schwindt E, August T, Vanderhoeven S, McGeoch MA, Bacher S, Galil BS, Genovesi P, Hulme PE, 
Ikeda T, B. Lezner, Núñez MA, Ordóñez A, Pauchard A, Rahlao S, Truong TR, Roy HE, 
Sankaran KV, Seebens H, Sheppard A, Stoett P (2023) Overwhelming evidence galvanizes a 
global consensus on the need for action against Invasive Alien Species. Biological Invasions 26: 
621–626, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-023-03209-x 

Seebens H, Bacher S, Blackburn TM, Capinha C, Dawson W, Dullinger S, Genovesi P, Hulme PE, 
Kleunen M, Kühn I, Jeschke JM, Lenzner B, Liebhold AM, Pattison Z, Pergl J, Pyšek P, Winter 
M, Essl F (2020) Projecting the continental accumulation of alien species through to 2050. 
Global Change Biology 27: 970–982, https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15333 

Seebens H, Gastner MT, Blasius B (2013) The risk of marine bioinvasion caused by global shipping. 
Ecology Letters 16: 782–790, https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12111 

Shine C (2007) Invasive species in an international context: IPPC, CBD, European Strategy on 
Invasive Alien Species and other legal instruments. EPPO Bulletin 37: 103–113, https://doi.org/ 
10.1111/j.1365-2338.2007.01087.x 

Shumilova O, Tockner K, Thieme M, Koska A, Zarfl C (2018) Global Water Transfer Megaprojects: A 
Potential Solution for the Water-Food-Energy Nexus? Frontiers in Environmental Science 6, 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2018.00150 

Siddick MAB, Dickson KE, Rising J, Ruddell BL, Marston L (2023) Interbasin water transfers in the 
United States and Canada. Nature Scientific Data 10: 27, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-023-01935-4 

Silva MJ, Ramos TPA, Carvalho FR, Brito MFG, Ramos RTC, Rosa RS, Sánchez-Botero JI, Novaes 
JLC, Costa RS, Lima SMQ (2020) Freshwater fish richness baseline from the São Francisco 
Interbasin Water Transfer Project in the Brazilian Semiarid. Neotropical Ichthyology 18: 4, 
https://doi.org/10.1590/1982-0224-2020-0063 

Simpson A, Jarnevich C, Madsen J, Westbrooks R, Fournier C, Mehrhoff L, Browne M, Graham J, 
Sellers E (2009) Invasive species information networks: collaboration at multiple scales for 
prevention, early detection, and rapid response to invasive alien species. Biodiversity 10: 5–13, 
https://doi.org/10.1080/14888386.2009.9712839 

Singh M, Singh S (2006) Transparency and the Natural Environment. Economic and Political Weekly 
41(15): 1440–1446 

Sinha P, Rollason E, Bracken LJ, Wainwright J, Reaney SM (2020) A new framework for integrated, 
holistic, and transparent evaluation of inter-basin water transfer schemes. Science of The Total 
Environment 721: 137646, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.137646 

Sint D, Kolp B, Rennstam Rubbmark O, Füreder L, Traugott M (2021) The amount of environmental DNA 
increases with freshwater crayfish density and over time. Environmental DNA 4: 417–424, 
https://doi.org/10.1002/edn3.249 

Smith ERC, Bennion H, Sayer CD, Aldridge DC, Owen M (2020) Recreational angling as a pathway 
for invasive non-native species spread: awareness of biosecurity and the risk of long distance 
movement into Great Britain. Biological Invasions 22: 1135–1159, https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s10530-019-02169-5 

Snaddon CD, Wishart MJ, Davies BR (1998) Some implications of inter-basin water transfers for 
river ecosystem functioning and water resources management in southern Africa. Aquatic 
Ecosystem Health & Management 1: 159–182, https://doi.org/10.1080/14634989808656912 

Snaddon C, Davies B, Wishart M (1999) A Global Overview of Inter-Basin Water Transfer Schemes, 
with an Appraisal of Their Ecological, Socio-Economic and Socio-Political Implications, and 
Recommendations for Their Management. Water Research Commission Technology Transfer 
Report TT120/00, 112 pp 

Speight VL (2015) Innovation in the water industry: barriers and opportunities for US and UK 
utilities. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Water 2: 301–313, https://doi.org/10.1002/wat2.1082 

Stockton-Fiti K, Owens-Bennett E, Pham C, Hokanson D (2023) Control of quagga veligers using 
EarthTec QZ for municipal water supply and impact on non-target organisms. Management of 
Biological Invasions 14: 671–694, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2023.14.4.07 

Todd C (2002) Scoping Study of Aquatic Biota Introduction from Inter-basin Water Transfer; 
Murray-Darling Basin, Australia. Report to department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry, 
Australia by Freshwater Ecology, Department of Natural Resources and Environment, 42 pp 

van Esch BPM (2012) Fish Injury and Mortality During Passage Through Pumping Stations. Journal 
of Fluids Engineering 134: 071302, https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4006808 

Waine A, Robertson PA, Pattison Z (2023) Raw water transfers: why a global freshwater invasion 
pathway has been overlooked. Hydrobiologia 851: 1091–1094 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-023-
05373-6 

Wang H, Xia Z, Li S, MacIsaac HJ, Zhan A (2023) What’s coming eventually comes: a follow-up on 
an invader’s spread by the world’s largest water diversion in China. Biological Invasions 25: 1–5, 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-022-02897-1 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12819
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2664.12819
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-022-04891-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/eff.12530
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-023-03209-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.15333
https://doi.org/10.1111/ele.12111
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2338.2007.01087.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2338.2007.01087.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2018.00150
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41597-023-01935-4
https://doi.org/10.1590/1982-0224-2020-0063
https://doi.org/10.1080/14888386.2009.9712839
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.137646
https://doi.org/10.1002/edn3.249
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-019-02169-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-019-02169-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/14634989808656912
https://doi.org/10.1002/wat2.1082
https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2023.14.4.07
https://doi.org/10.1115/1.4006808
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-023-05373-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10750-023-05373-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10530-022-02897-1


 Raw water transfer management 

 Waine et al. (2025), Management of Biological Invasions 16(1): 227–246, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14 245 

Yemshanov D, Haight RG, Koch FH, Lu B, Venette R, Lyons DB, Scarr T, Ryall K (2015) Optimal 
allocation of invasive species surveillance with the maximum expected coverage concept. 
Diversity and Distributions 21: 1349–1359, https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12358 

Ylönen M, Kuusela H (2018) Consultocracy and its discontents: A critical typology and a call for a 
research agenda. Governance 32: 241–258, https://doi.org/10.1111/gove.12369 

Zhang C, Xu M, Wang Z, Liu W, Yu D (2017) Experimental study on the effect of turbulence in 
pipelines on the mortality of Limnoperna fortunei veligers. Ecological Engineering 109: 101–
118, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2017.08.024 

Zhu K, Cheng Y, Zhou Q (2023) China's water diversion carries invasive species. Science 380: 1230–
1230, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adi6022 

Web sites, online databases and software 

Convention on Biological Diversity (2014) UNEP/CBD/SBSTTA/18/9/Add.1. https://www.cbd.int/kb/ 
record/meetingDocument/98914?Subject=IAS (accessed 14 July 2021) 

Defra (2013) Catchment Based Approach: Improving the quality of our water environment A policy 
framework to encourage the wider adoption of an integrated Catchment Based Approach to 
improving the quality of our water environment. https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/ 
5a75c5ece5274a4368299d92/pb13934-water-environment-catchment-based-approach.pdf (accessed 19 
September 2023) 

Defra (2019) Comprehensive analysis of pathways of unintentional introduction and spread of 
invasive alien species – report of the UK. https://secure.fera.defra.gov.uk/nonnativespecies/ 
downloadDocument.cfm?id=1980 (accessed 22 December 2023) 

Defra (2023) The Great Britain Invasive Non-Native Species Strategy 2023 to 2030. 
https://www.nonnativespecies.org/assets/Uploads/The-Great-Britain-Invasive-Non-Native-Species-Strategy-
2023-to-2030-v2.pdf (accessed 27 February 2023)  

EA (1996) Environment Agency Ely Ouse - Essex Water Resource Investigations, http://www. 
environmentdata.org/archive/ealit:615/OBJ/19000695.pdf (accessed 30 October 2020) 

EA (2010) Environment Agency Managing water resources – a guide to the Kielder operating 
agreement. https://www.tyneriverstrust.org/wpcontent/uploads/2017/03/Kielder_Operating_Manual.pdf 
(accessed 20 November 2020) 

EA (2021) Environment Agency Invasive non-native species: challenges for the water environment. 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/invasive-non-native-species-challenges-for-the-water-environment 
(accessed 27 October 2023) 

EA (2022) Environment Agency Annual report and accounts for the financial year 2021 to 2022. 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/636257ded3bf7f04e58cdd19/EA-Annual-Report-2021-22.pdf 
(accessed 23 October 2023)  

Geospatial Commission (2023) NUAR available to users in first UK locations, https://geospatial 
commission.blog.gov.uk/2023/04/05/nuar-available-to-users-in-first-uk-locations/ (accessed 22 November 
2023) 

House of Commons (2019) Environmental Audit Committee Invasive species: Government response 
to the Committee’s First report of Session 2019. https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm5801/ 
cmselect/cmenvaud/332/33203.htm (accessed 25 October 2023) 

House of Commons (2022) Environmental Audit Committee Water quality in rivers Fourth Report of 
Session 2021–22. https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/22190/documents/164546/default/ 
(accessed 25 October 2023) 

ICE (2018) Institute of Civil Engineers Elan Valley water supply. https://www.ice.org.uk/what-is-civil-
engineering/what-do-civil-engineers-do/elan-valley-water-supply (accessed 9 December 2022) 

McCulloch (2006) The Kielder Water Scheme: the last of its kind? In Improvements in reservoir 
construction, operation and maintenance. Thomas Telford, London, 2006. https://britishdams.org/ 
2006conf/papers/Paper%2010%20Mcculloch.pdf 

National Rivers Authority (1990) The Ely Ouse Essex water transfer scheme. http://ea-lit. 
freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A4162/-/The%20Ely%20Ouse%20Essex%20water%20transfer%20scheme 
(accessed 8 November 2020) 

National Rivers Authority (1992) National Rivers Authority. Thames region water resources 
development options, final report volume 2, technical apendices. http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/ 
archive/ealit%3A4044/-/Water%20resources%20development%20options%20%3A%20final%20 
report.%20Volume%202%20%3A%20technical%20appendices (accessed 8 November 2020) 

National Rivers Authority (1994a) Comparative Environmental Appraisal of Strategic Options, 
Volume 2 - Appendices. http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3165/-/National%20water 
%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strateg
ic%20options%20%3A%20volume%202%20%3A%20appendices (accessed 8 November 2020) 

National Rivers Authority (1994b) Comparative Environmental Appraisal of Strategic Options 
Volume 1: Main report. http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3188/-/National%20water%20 
resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%
20options%20%3A%20volume%201%20%3A%20main%20report (accessed 8 November 2020) 

Natural Resources Wales (2017) Water Resources Planning Guideline: Interim update, https://natural 
resources.wales/media/681612/interim-wrpg-update-final-april-2017.pdf (accessed 12 December 2023) 

Natural Resources Wales (2020) Water Resources Planning Guideline Draft for consultation. 
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f1ad88dd3bf7f59638d4e30/Water_resources_planning_
guideline.pdf (accessed 12 December 2023) 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org
https://doi.org/10.1111/ddi.12358
https://doi.org/10.1111/gove.12369
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2017.08.024
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.adi6022
https://www.cbd.int/kb/record/meetingDocument/98914?Subject=IAS
https://www.cbd.int/kb/record/meetingDocument/98914?Subject=IAS
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a75c5ece5274a4368299d92/pb13934-water-environment-catchment-based-approach.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5a75c5ece5274a4368299d92/pb13934-water-environment-catchment-based-approach.pdf
https://secure.fera.defra.gov.uk/nonnativespecies/downloadDocument.cfm?id=1980
https://secure.fera.defra.gov.uk/nonnativespecies/downloadDocument.cfm?id=1980
https://www.nonnativespecies.org/assets/Uploads/The-Great-Britain-Invasive-Non-Native-Species-Strategy-2023-to-2030-v2.pdf
https://www.nonnativespecies.org/assets/Uploads/The-Great-Britain-Invasive-Non-Native-Species-Strategy-2023-to-2030-v2.pdf
http://www.environmentdata.org/archive/ealit:615/OBJ/19000695.pdf
http://www.environmentdata.org/archive/ealit:615/OBJ/19000695.pdf
https://www.tyneriverstrust.org/wpcontent/uploads/2017/03/Kielder_Operating_Manual.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/invasive-non-native-species-challenges-for-the-water-environment
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/636257ded3bf7f04e58cdd19/EA-Annual-Report-2021-22.pdf
https://geospatialcommission.blog.gov.uk/2023/04/05/nuar-available-to-users-in-first-uk-locations/
https://geospatialcommission.blog.gov.uk/2023/04/05/nuar-available-to-users-in-first-uk-locations/
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm5801/cmselect/cmenvaud/332/33203.htm
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm5801/cmselect/cmenvaud/332/33203.htm
https://committees.parliament.uk/publications/22190/documents/164546/default/
https://www.ice.org.uk/what-is-civil-engineering/what-do-civil-engineers-do/elan-valley-water-supply
https://www.ice.org.uk/what-is-civil-engineering/what-do-civil-engineers-do/elan-valley-water-supply
https://britishdams.org/2006conf/papers/Paper%2010%20Mcculloch.pdf
https://britishdams.org/2006conf/papers/Paper%2010%20Mcculloch.pdf
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A4162/-/The%20Ely%20Ouse%20Essex%20water%20transfer%20scheme
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A4162/-/The%20Ely%20Ouse%20Essex%20water%20transfer%20scheme
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A4044/-/Water%20resources%20development%20options%20%3A%20final%20report.%20Volume%202%20%3A%20technical%20appendices
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A4044/-/Water%20resources%20development%20options%20%3A%20final%20report.%20Volume%202%20%3A%20technical%20appendices
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A4044/-/Water%20resources%20development%20options%20%3A%20final%20report.%20Volume%202%20%3A%20technical%20appendices
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3165/-/National%20water%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%20options%20%3A%20volume%202%20%3A%20appendices
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3165/-/National%20water%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%20options%20%3A%20volume%202%20%3A%20appendices
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3165/-/National%20water%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%20options%20%3A%20volume%202%20%3A%20appendices
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3188/-/National%20water%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%20options%20%3A%20volume%201%20%3A%20main%20report
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3188/-/National%20water%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%20options%20%3A%20volume%201%20%3A%20main%20report
http://ea-lit.freshwaterlife.org/archive/ealit%3A3188/-/National%20water%20resources%20strategy%20%3A%20comparative%20environmental%20appraisal%20of%20strategic%20options%20%3A%20volume%201%20%3A%20main%20report
https://naturalresources.wales/media/681612/interim-wrpg-update-final-april-2017.pdf
https://naturalresources.wales/media/681612/interim-wrpg-update-final-april-2017.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f1ad88dd3bf7f59638d4e30/Water_resources_planning_guideline.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/5f1ad88dd3bf7f59638d4e30/Water_resources_planning_guideline.pdf


 Raw water transfer management 

 Waine et al. (2025), Management of Biological Invasions 16(1): 227–246, https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14 246 

Natural Resources Wales (2023) Water resources planning guideline, https://naturalresources.wales/ 
media/696805/water-resources-planning-guideline-march-2023-final.pdf (accessed 12 December 2023) 

OFWAT (2019) PR19 Overview of companies’ final determinations. https://www.ofwat.gov.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2019/12/PR19-final-determinations-Overview-of-final-determinations.pdf (accessed 
3 January 2022) 

RAPID (2020) RAPID LIFE: Holistic management of invasive species in freshwater aquatic, riparian 
and coastal environment. LIFE16 NAT/UK/000852. https://www.nonnativespecies.org/assets/ 
Document-repository/Laymans_Report_for_RAPID_LIFE.pdf (accessed 18 October 2023) 

Severn Trent Water (2022) Invasive Non-Native Species Assessment, draft water resources 
management plan 2024. https://www.severntrent.com/content/dam/dwrmp-st-v2/STdWRMP24-INNS-
Report-Issue-2-redacted.pdf (accessed 16 December 2023) 

SEPA (2022) Scottish Environmental Protection Agency WAT-PS-22-01 Transfer of Raw Water 
Across Catchment Boundaries. https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/594214/wat-ps-22-01_raw-water-
transfers.%20pdf (accessed 13 July 2023) 

The Water Environment (Water Framework Directive) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017. UK Statutory 
Instruments 2017 No. 407. https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/407/contents (accessed 10 
December 2023) 

UK 2050 Water Innovation Strategy (2020) https://spring-innovation.co.uk/app/uploads/2021/12/UK-
2050-Water-Innovation-Strategy.pdf (accessed 20 November 2023) 

UK Department for Business and Trade (2023) Securing Critical National Infrastructure: An 
introduction to UK capability. https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/critical-national-
infrastructure-an-introduction-to-uk-capability (accessed 16 December 2023) 

UK Government (2012) The British Waterways Board (Transfer of Functions) Order 2012/1659. 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2012/9780111521045#:~:text=Transfer%20of%20functions%20o
f%20harbour%20authority%2C%20navigation%20authority%20and%20statutory%20undertaker&text
=(b)those%20functions%20are%20not,and%20Wales%20on%20that%20date (accessed 16 December 
2023) 

UK Government (2022a) Water industry strategic environmental requirements (WISER): technical 
document. https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/developing-the-environmental-resilience-and-
flood-risk-actions-for-the-price-review-2024/water-industry-strategic-environmental-requirements-
wiser-technical-document (accessed 21 November 2021) 

UK Government (2022b) River basin management plans, updated 2022: progress report. 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/river-basin-management-plans-updated-2022-progress-
report/river-basin-management-plans-updated-2022-progress-report (accessed 23 October 2023) 

United Utilities (2019) Final water resources management plan 2019. https://www.unitedutilities. 
com/globalassets/z_corporate-site/about-us-pdfs/wrmp-2019---2045/final-water-resources-management-
plan-2019.pdf (accessed 16 December 2023) 

WGIAS (2018) Working Group on Invasive Alien Species. Prioritising Pathways of Introduction and 
Pathway Action Plans. Prepared by Working Group 1 of the Working Group on Invasive Alien 
Species (WGIAS) in support of the EU IAS Regulation. https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/89c8f8c9-c154-
4b10-9519-5c781877ce21/WGIAS-1%20Pathway%20management.docx (accessed 22 December 2023) 

   
   

Supplementary material 

The following supplementary material is available for this article: 
Figure S1. Raw water transfer schematic overlaid with a map of catchment boundaries. 
Figure S2. Raw water transfer schematic overlaid with a map of river basin boundaries. 
Figure S3. Raw water transfer schematic overlaid with a map of Regional Invasive Species Management Plan (RIMP) areas. 
This material is available as part of online article from: 
http://www.reabic.net/journals/mbi/2025/Supplements/MBI_2025_Waine_etal_SupplementaryMaterial.pdf 
 

https://doi.org/10.3391/mbi.2025.16.1.14
https://www.invasivesnet.org
https://naturalresources.wales/media/696805/water-resources-planning-guideline-march-2023-final.pdf
https://naturalresources.wales/media/696805/water-resources-planning-guideline-march-2023-final.pdf
https://www.ofwat.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/PR19-final-determinations-Overview-of-final-determinations.pdf
https://www.ofwat.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/PR19-final-determinations-Overview-of-final-determinations.pdf
https://www.nonnativespecies.org/assets/Document-repository/Laymans_Report_for_RAPID_LIFE.pdf
https://www.nonnativespecies.org/assets/Document-repository/Laymans_Report_for_RAPID_LIFE.pdf
https://www.severntrent.com/content/dam/dwrmp-st-v2/STdWRMP24-INNS-Report-Issue-2-redacted.pdf
https://www.severntrent.com/content/dam/dwrmp-st-v2/STdWRMP24-INNS-Report-Issue-2-redacted.pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/594214/wat-ps-22-01_raw-water-transfers.%20pdf
https://www.sepa.org.uk/media/594214/wat-ps-22-01_raw-water-transfers.%20pdf
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2017/407/contents
https://spring-innovation.co.uk/app/uploads/2021/12/UK-2050-Water-Innovation-Strategy.pdf
https://spring-innovation.co.uk/app/uploads/2021/12/UK-2050-Water-Innovation-Strategy.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/critical-national-infrastructure-an-introduction-to-uk-capability
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/critical-national-infrastructure-an-introduction-to-uk-capability
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2012/9780111521045#:%7E:text=Transfer%20of%20functions%20of%20harbour%20authority%2C%20navigation%20authority%20and%20statutory%20undertaker&text=(b)those%20functions%20are%20not,and%20Wales%20on%20that%20date
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2012/9780111521045#:%7E:text=Transfer%20of%20functions%20of%20harbour%20authority%2C%20navigation%20authority%20and%20statutory%20undertaker&text=(b)those%20functions%20are%20not,and%20Wales%20on%20that%20date
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukdsi/2012/9780111521045#:%7E:text=Transfer%20of%20functions%20of%20harbour%20authority%2C%20navigation%20authority%20and%20statutory%20undertaker&text=(b)those%20functions%20are%20not,and%20Wales%20on%20that%20date
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/developing-the-environmental-resilience-and-flood-risk-actions-for-the-price-review-2024/water-industry-strategic-environmental-requirements-wiser-technical-document
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/developing-the-environmental-resilience-and-flood-risk-actions-for-the-price-review-2024/water-industry-strategic-environmental-requirements-wiser-technical-document
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/developing-the-environmental-resilience-and-flood-risk-actions-for-the-price-review-2024/water-industry-strategic-environmental-requirements-wiser-technical-document
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/river-basin-management-plans-updated-2022-progress-report/river-basin-management-plans-updated-2022-progress-report
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/river-basin-management-plans-updated-2022-progress-report/river-basin-management-plans-updated-2022-progress-report
https://www.unitedutilities.com/globalassets/z_corporate-site/about-us-pdfs/wrmp-2019---2045/final-water-resources-management-plan-2019.pdf
https://www.unitedutilities.com/globalassets/z_corporate-site/about-us-pdfs/wrmp-2019---2045/final-water-resources-management-plan-2019.pdf
https://www.unitedutilities.com/globalassets/z_corporate-site/about-us-pdfs/wrmp-2019---2045/final-water-resources-management-plan-2019.pdf
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/89c8f8c9-c154-4b10-9519-5c781877ce21/WGIAS-1%20Pathway%20management.docx
https://circabc.europa.eu/sd/a/89c8f8c9-c154-4b10-9519-5c781877ce21/WGIAS-1%20Pathway%20management.docx
http://www.reabic.net/journals/mbi/2025/Supplements/MBI_2025_Waine_etal_SupplementaryMaterial.pdf


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts false

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages false

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages false

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages false

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages false

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages true

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

    /RUS <>

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice





