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CITY OF STATESVILLE STORM WATER ADVISORY COMMISSION MEETING 
June 15, 2017 – 11:30 A.M. 
CITY HALL – 2nd FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM 
STATESVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 
 
Voting Members present:  Frederick Foster, Steve Knight, Phillip Myers, Arthur Peacock, 

Daniel Pope, David Reese, Mary Katherine Harbin, Chad Lackey 
 
Voting Members Absent:  Jim Lawton    
 
Ex-Officio/Non-Voting  
Members: Brian Long 
 
Staff present:   Derek Slocum, Brenda Fugett, Nancy Davis 
 
Others: Doug Jewell – Jewell Engineering Consultants 
 
Media: 0 
 
 
Derek Slocum called the meeting to order. He advised that City Council has approved the 2017-
2018 budget.  
 
Doug Jewell distributed handouts to members. Jewell stated that he would like to discuss the 
potential stormwater program functional components and what pieces are needed, or are 
desirable to be included in this stormwater program. He reviewed previous meeting discussions 
and advised that staff is compiling a master list of stormwater sites with issues in Statesville; 
there are up to 62 at this point. Jewell explained that the stormwater program will be an ongoing 
program even once problems are fixed because growth sometimes creates new ones. Staff 
hopes to create regulations and ways to help stem future problems. There are a number of 
agencies already that are charged to try to handle this. The National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) is the primary regulatory requirement that the City has to deal 
with. There are a number of other regulatory elements, such as the Clean Water Act, the Water 
Supply Watershed Protection Program as well as others; some of which are already being 
handled by others, for example the Erosion Control Program that is being handled by Iredell 
County.  
 
At the request of Mr. Jewell, Commission members listed what they perceived to be problems 
related to stormwater in Statesville that he or staff may have not seen. Below is a list of 
problems names by members: 
 
 1. Streambank Erosion 
 2. Lack of appropriate maintenance plan for existing 
 3. Stormwater Structures or lack of funding to follow plan 
 4. Citywide policy on discharge control 
 5. Sheet flow on streets in high traffic areas 
 6. Greenways under water with silt/dirt left remaining once the water recedes 
 7. Standing water 
 8. City Policy Re: right-of-way maintenance 
 9. General erosion from run-off 
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 10. Filling drainage pipes causing back-ups 
 11. Below capacity culverts 
 12. Failing stormwater structures 
 13. City’s ability to address stormwater problems off the right-of-ways 
 14. Stormwater systems that are not adequately sized 
 15. No penalty for violations 
 16. Lack of education concerning pollution from runoff 
 17. Drainage issues related to different agencies-NCDOT, Iredell Co., USACOE 
 18. City resources to conduct maintenance (staff, equipment, funding) 
 19. Eroding infrastructure 

20. Grandfathering issues on private property. Mr. Jewell talked about retrofits that 
have been discussed at the State level, who has recognized that this is a 
problem, but has not mandated them. 

21. Filtering methods for draining impermeable surfaces 
22. Lack of awareness of water quality issues 
23. Stream water quality 
24. Flooding in roadways 
25. Coordination with NCDOT and other agencies 
 

Commission members then grouped the issues listed above under the headings listed below: 
 
 1. Design Standards 
 2. Stormwater Education 
 3. Safety Relation to Roads 
 4. Water Quality/Environmental 
 
Mr. Jewell gave a slide presentation on the Functional Components for a Municipal Stormwater 
Program. 
 
Mr. Slocum asked where other communities get funding for water quality retro-fit 
implementation. Mr. Jewell replied usually they are funded through grants for which the 
competition is very high and getting them is very, very difficult. 
 
Mr. Jewell advised the Commission members that it is getting to the point where it needs to 
recommend to Council either going forward or not with a stormwater utility. He asked members 
to be thinking about that for discussion at the next meeting. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 
 
 
 


