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Water Quality Planning Project Overview 

Franklin County Planning Dept. and SWCD 

are partnering to determine how to best 

address present and future water quality 

issues.  The Administrative Steering Com-

mittee includes: 

Angela Harris, County Manager; 

Pat Young, Planning Director; 

Max Rogers, Planning Dept. 

Bob Winters, County Commissioner; 

Tom Gulley, SWCD Board; 

Don Riley, NRCS; 

Cindy Phelps, SWCD; 

Charlie Bass, SWCD. 

WECO staff from NCSU are facilitating the 

process.  WECO conducted a situation as-

sessment to identify potential stakeholders 

and their interests.  Several people repre-

senting various interests were interviewed.  

Some themes that emerged from the inter-

views follow: 

Growth potential here is strong 

People tend to think about drinking water 

when they hear “water quality” 

Community watershed education would 

be useful 

Existing rules need to be enforced better 

(Continued on page 2) 
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June 17 Public Workshop newsletter 

Thank you to everyone who participated in 

the June 17 workshop at the Louisburg Police 

Training Center.  About 30 people represent-

ing agriculture, local and state government, 

homebuilding, conservation, and residential 

areas attended.  The purpose was to inform 

citizens about Franklin County’s effort to 

plan for better stewardship of the commu-

nity’s water resources, and to ask for citizens’ 

feedback about this topic. 

The workshop was hosted by the Franklin 

County Planning Department and the Frank-

lin County Soil & Water Conservation Dis-

trict (SWCD) and facilitated by Watershed 

Education for Communities and Officials 

(WECO) and the Natural Resources Leader-

ship Institute (NRLI), both NC Cooperative 

Extension programs at NC State University.   

This newsletter contains a summary of the 

workshop where participants heard over-

views of the planning project and Franklin 

County’s water resources, and answered sev-

eral questions posed to them.     

Project information, slideshows, and updates 

are available at:   

 http://www.ncsu.edu/weco/franklin 

An email listserv is available to anyone who 

would like project updates .  To subscribe:  

1. send an email to: mj2@lists.ncsu.edu 

2. in the body of the email, write:                      

subscribe franklin_weco you're-address 

3. do not type a subject   

Or contact Christy Perrin 

christy_perrin@ncsu.edu    919-515-4542                  

         

Next Meeting: 

Administrative 

Committee 

meets July 24 

6ï 9:00 p.m. 

Agricultural 

Services Bldg 

103 S. Bickett 

Blvd 

Visitors 

welcomed 



What do we mean by water quality in Franklin County? 

Christy Perrin shared some background infor-

mation about watersheds and the hydrologic 

cycle.  A watershed refers to all the land that 

drains to a particular water body .   In a natural 

system, most precipitation soaks into the 

ground or returns to the atmosphere via evapo-

transpiration through plants.  Urbanization al-

ters this cycle, sending more water overland, 

reducing groundwater recharge, and reducing 

normal base flows of streams.   Streams become 

“flashier”, rising higher more quickly during 

storms, due to higher volume and velocity of 

runoff.  This may result in eroding streambanks 

and downstream flooding. 

 

Stormwater runoff is precipitation that flows 

overland to streams and other bodies of water  

and collects pollutants as the water flows (such 

as pet waste, fertilizer, construction sediment, 

car fluids).  Runoff that flows into stormdrains 

is deposited in streams, or ponds (which pro-

vide minimal pollutant removal). 

The amount of runoff is increased by hard, im-

pervious, or compacted surfaces (think about 

what happens to rainfall when it hits a forested 

area, versus a parking lot) 

We provided this definition of water quality: 

physical, chemical, biological and aesthetic 

(appearance and smell) characteristics. 

In a healthy environment, the water quality 

supports a rich and varied community of 

organisms and public health. 

In the Tar-Pamlico river basin, downstream wa-

ters are impaired, meaning they do not support 

aquatic animal and human uses.  In Franklin 

County, of the water bodies monitored, one 

stream is currently impaired, although as land 

use changes from forested and agricultural uses 

to urban uses, this may change.  Franklin 

County is subject to the Tar-Pamlico stormwa-

ter and buffer rules.   END 
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Consider stricter regulations, as it is okay 

to be better than our neighbors, but do not 

over-regulate (evaluate and do what works 

best for Franklin County stakeholders) 

Inform and involve stakeholders 

The County’s proactive approach is good 

The planning process will take place through 

Summer and Fall 2008, with 3 more meetings 

held during this time. 

 

The Administrative Steering Committee first 

met on May 6, 2008.   (See the project web-

site to see presentations provided to them 

about Tar– Pamlico water resources and 

regulations, and a meeting summary) The 

Steering committee will meet two more 

times to review and evaluate the information 

gathered from the June public workshop, as 

well as information that NCSU will gather 

about other counties’ water quality pro-

grams.  They will develop an administrative 

work plan and bring it back to the public for 

review in the fall.    END 

(Continued from page 1) 



What are the benefits of good water quality in Franklin County? 

Participants at the June workshop re-
sponded to this question by writing their 
answers on large sheets of paper and post-
ing and organizing them on a wall.  Their 
answers follow, with  titles added after-
wards to help organize the categories that 
emerged. 
 
Protecting Drinking Water Supply 
Water Supply 
Protect quality drinking water supply 
Good drinking water for people 
Protected drinking supply for generations 
to come 
Good well water 
 
Protecting/enhancing Wildlife 
Enhance Wildlife 
Balanced ecosystem invertebrates – mam-
mals 
Saves threatened species 
Stabilizes raparian buffers 
Enhances wildlife habitat 
 
Protecting Quality of Life  
Protect Heritage 
Brighter Future for County 
Better future for our children 
Better quality of life 
Have a healthy environment we can be 
proud of 
 
Boosting the Economy 
Attracts tourism dollars 
Healthy economy 

Protects value of land 
More cost effective than cleaning dirty 
water 
 
Reducing Impacts Downstream 
Benefits neighbors downstream 
Protects estuary 
 
Providing Recreation 
Enables contact recreation (swimming, 
wading, playing) and other recreation 
(boating, fishing) 
Gives better means of hunting 
 
Providing for Agricultural Uses 
Enables local food production 
Good water for livestock 
Good for irrigating crops 
 
Enhancing Aesthetics 
Improves the scenery 
Enhances beauty of stream 
 
Protecting Public Health 
Healthy citizens 
Better health 
Good health for generations to come. 
 
Promoting Local Self Sufficiency 
Makes county more self-sufficient 
Less restrictions 
Prevents additional state/federal man-
dates (e.g. TMDLS) 
   END 
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What are ideas for how to protect or improve water quality? 

Participants worked together in groups to 
brainstorm specific ideas for how to pro-
tect or improve water quality in Franklin 
County, and reported on their results to 
the larger group.  Ideas grouped by table 
follow. 
 

Table 1 
Remove barriers to Low Impact  De-
velopment. 

Find Funding for Stormwater Retrofit 
Projects 
Improved Enforcement. 
Enhanced Buffer Requirements. 

 

Table 2 
Maximize partnership opportunities to 
achieve   water quality goals. 
Implement state mandates on the local 

(Continued on page 4) 



What are ideas for how to protect or improve water quality? 

level especially the sediment act. 
Encourage low impact development 
Broaden incentives for conservation across all 
sectors: agriculture and development 
(commercial and residential) 
Identify priority areas and create/implement a 
focused plan to protect them. 
Public education for all citizens 

 

Table 3 
Localize development, not spread out 
Limit development 
Water quality Education 
Stormwater best management practices (BMPs) 
Increase buffer widths 
Local control of stormwater and sedimentation 
enforcement 
Low Impact/Green Development 

 

Table 4 
Increase buffers for urban development 
Increase minimum lot size to 2 acres 
Make penalty to violate more than benefit to not. 
Require pervious surfaces for parking 

 

Table 5 
Protect green spaces 
Control surface run-off 
Increase stream buffers 
Control & regulate development 

 

Table 6 
Maintain good riparian/buffer areas. 
More farm ponds to catch sediment, runoff, etc. 
Less fertilizer used on city lawns which ends up 
in storm drains to River (city homeowners  have 
no nutrient training, restrictions) 
Better municipal government-control sewer spills    
END 

(Continued from page 3) 
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What are the issues related to local erosion & sedimentation program? 

One of the options that Franklin County is investigating 

is potentially starting its own program to implement 

the State Sedimentation and Pollution Control Act.  

State staff who currently enforce this act are over-

stretched, according to Gray Hauser and John Holley, 

NC Div. Land Resources.   Participants provided this list 

of  issues related to implementing a local program. 

Is there a need 

Promotes cronyism 

Politics 

Opposition from devpt. community? 

Which agency/dept?  Who pays staff? 

Training needed 

Inspectors and enforcement needs (2) 

Availability of qualified staff +training (2) 

Stormwater impact fees to fund a local program 

Developer fee (impact) 

County dollars needed 

How is it funded? (2) 

Lack of funds (salary, training, etc.) 

Will it be a funded mandate 

Adequate funding and staff for enforcement and 

inspections 

Builds better relationships which encourage compli-

ance 

Public support 

Duplicating efforts 

Whole watershed not just county 

Over regulation 

Under regulation 

Who regulates/carries the BIG stick (2) 

Who controls new (local) agency? (2)  

Fair and objective enforcement 

Better education 

Contractor education on what’s expected 

Establishing levels of service/prioritizing limited 

resources 

Demonstrating cost-effectiveness 

Learn from other folks who have gone through this 

process 

Figuring exact amount on sediment erosion regula-

tion. Violators. 

Protect potential drinking water supplies      END 


