
Community Council Minutes 
For February 23, 2015 

 
Attendees:  John McCardell, John Swallow, Barbara Schlichting, Pam Byerly, Mike Gardner, 
Drew Sampson, David Coe, Theresa Shackelford, Bill Barton, Pixie Dozier, Phil White, Dennis 
Meeks, Michael Hurst, and BJ Heyboer 
 
Absent:  John Flynn, Annie Armour, James Kelley, Shirley Taylor, Nathan Stewart 
 
Minutes by Peggy Alsup 
 
Meeting called to order at 7:05 p.m. 
 
Dr. McCardell began the meeting with a welcome to the new committee members, BJ Heyboer, 
Pixie Dozier, and Bill Barton, as well as the returning members to the Community Council 
meeting. 
 
(1)               Approval of the December Minutes  
Pixie Dozier noted the name of the director of the Sewanee EMS was incorrect in the December 
minutes. Correction was noted and changed from Dr. Matthews to Dr. Matthew Petrilla. Minutes 
were then approved for December. 
 
(2)               Update from the Project Funding Committee – Shackelford 
Theresa Shackelford told the group there is a committee that has been charged with accepting 
proposals from various organizations or any person that wants to request funds for the $10,000 
which is budgeted for this year. She also noted this could be saved and added to next year’s 
$10,000, giving them a larger amount to work with. 
 
The committee has met twice and has received various proposals from small to large. Each item 
is being evaluated to see if it should be reviewed by the Community Council or the University. 
All proposals are due by March 1. The third meeting is scheduled for March 8 and they plan to 
filter the proposals and bring items to the council for discussion. 
 
Questions/Comments: 

 How was the chair of this committee selected? 
 Who made the nominations?  
 Answer was given that everyone on the council was emailed for nominations and that 

there were very few nominations. 
 Point of the funds in the first place was to create a discretionary fund for this council to 

decide how this money was going to be used and it is disturbing that the chair of this 
committee is not of this body. 

 Assumption was made that the membership would consist of members from the 
Community Council. 

 Only this council can disperse funds. The committee will filter the request and make 
recommendations to the council. The council is under no obligation to accept any of the 
proposals. 



 Where did the concept for the filter come from? Concern that the filter for these requests 
is outside of the Community Council. Minutes were read from the August 25, 2014 
minutes:  “…the sub-committee members agree that in 2014-2015 and 2015-2016 that all 
proposals will first be considered by a project funding committee, which is to be 
appointed by the chair. The meetings will be publicized and the proposals, to be 
considered by this committee, will be posted on an appropriate website at least one week 
before the meeting.”  

 Any recommendation for funding would be brought to the council for a decision. The 
sub-committee has no authority beyond recommending a project(s) to the Community 
Council for a vote. 

 The sub-committee spends quite a bit of time determining if the request if for the 
Community Council or if should be directed elsewhere. 

 Thought was the whole purpose of this project was to give the Community Council more 
empowerment in hopes of being more respected by the community. Wrong message is 
being sent when the chair of the sub-committee turned down a request to run for a 
position on the Community Council. 

 This was a way to get more of the community involved.  
 
John McCardell asked if the council wanted to amend the decision made in August regarding the 
sub-committee. Dennis Meeks said he appreciated what a group like this can do to save the 
committee time. He asked if the sub-committee could list all the requests instead of filtering 
them and possibly list their recommendations and why they are endorsing the request(s). 
 
Meetings will be publicized and proposals to be considered will be posted. The Community 
Council ultimately decides what gets chosen. Since the council wants to see all proposals, 
perhaps we do not need a sub-committee, but we can see how it works this time and change it 
later if needed. 
 
3)               RFP Process for Trash Removal and Recycling Services – Gardner 
Mike stated he was hoping to come to the meeting with a formal RFP. However, it has recently 
come to light that on the campus we are not succeeding in our recycling. Franklin County picks 
up a common dumpster at the PPS compound which is for recycling. We are supposed to 
separate paper, plastic and aluminum within the residence halls and on campus. Franklin County 
said what they are picking up is contaminated and has a lot of trash in it. They have 
communicated to PPS that they are not going to continue to take the common dumpster and 
separate the blue bags unless the University makes some changes quickly.  
 
They have decided to go with two separate requests; one for trash removal and one for recycling. 
 
Our current vendor does not have the resources to single stream nor does Franklin County 
receive single stream garbage. (Single stream means you can put paper, plastic and aluminum all 
in the same bag and it is separated at the dump). 
 
PPS has been in contact with a number of vendors who would have to take the recycling 
materials out of Franklin County where single streaming available. They are pursuing this 
option. They will price things out and move forward with two separate requests for proposals. 



Mike noted they are still on schedule to have a plan in place by July 1 and will bring more 
information to the committee. 
 
 
Questions/Comments 

 Why are people not separating? 
 It was noted that recycling is successful in the residential areas. 
 Don’t get the same active participation on campus; residence halls, containers on campus 

are not being used properly.  
 Single streaming is important because recycling is not going to work if it is not 

convenient.  
 
 (4)               Agenda Committee Report – Hurst  
Michael Hurst said they received a request for more transparency with the Agenda Committee. 
Due to this, read the items that did not make the February agenda: 

 Health Concerns with Power Station – Duck River Rep – this was on the agenda, but 
Duck River had to cancel 

 Proposal for Garbage – which was brought to the meeting by Mike Gardner 
 Frequency of meetings – will be on the next agenda as this came in too late to be on this 

agenda 
 Transparency with the Agenda Committee 
 Information on sub-committee for council funds – was brought up and discussed during 

this meeting 
 
Example from previous meeting that did not make the agenda: 
Culvert on Airport Road; question was asked but the subcommittee was able to answer, so it did 
not go on the agenda. 
 
The only thing the committee feels that has fallen short was the resolution for support and high 
speed internet service. This has gone to other people waiting for answers to come back. There is 
a problem with the University being a not-for-profit entity and offering internet service.  
 
John McCardell said the whole point of the agenda committee it to try to review items, answer or 
resolve they ones they can, and only bring items to the council that needs the full council to 
review. 
 
Agenda committee is: Michael Hurst, Pam Byerly, Annie Armour, and John Swallow.  
 
This will become a regular agenda item going forward. 
 
(5)               Announcements and/or Questions 
 
Pam Byerly said the Wellness Center would like to participate in the “Cleanup Day” by 
providing breakfast. Cleanup Day for this year will be in April. Pam said if no one objects, she 
will move forward with this plan. She will also be asking members of the council to try and get 



the community involved to promote better participation. She will notify the Messenger with 
details once the event is planned. 
 
Bill Barton asked if anyone could speak about the retirement community plans. Swallow 
reported Frank Gladu has been working with community members; surveys and information 
have been received which they are discussing with several different retirement planners. He 
recently spoke with a group, Dominion, to develop a master plan to see what the next stages 
would be. Still not clear at this point whether this will be viable but they have enough 
information to take the next steps. Barbara also said Dominion is planning to do a presentation to 
the retirement committee on March 25. 
 
The Trustees Community Relations Committee will be coming April 23. This is an opportunity 
for the community to receive more information regarding the retirement community plans.  
 
A member of the audience asked for an update on the roundabout. Mike Gardner said they have 
been in contact with TDOT and urban planning consultant Brian Wright. TDOT came to them 
with their proposals. However, Mike said they are trying to make some changes and integrate it 
more with our downtown plans. TDOT is aware of the concerns such as narrowness of the lanes 
and parking up and down the street. There is a meeting Thursday, February 26 to continue 
discussions with Brian. Brian prepared a 24 page roundabout study; pros and cons for Sewanee.  
 
John McCardell said the whole purpose of the roundabout was to make it safe to cross 41A. 
TDOT was emphatic that a stop light was not an option. Mike Gardner told the group that an 
important distinction to note:  TDOT said the road is State Route 15, not U.S. Highway 41A. It is 
not a Franklin County road which makes it a state road and TDOT is driving the project.  
 
A member of the audience asked about cell phone service. There is a cell tower in Shapard 
Tower, which has made the cell service better for AT&T. The other cell tower that was to be at 
the School of Theology did not happen. David Coe noted that AT&T service is better than 
Verizon in Sewanee, but Verizon is better everywhere else outside of Sewanee.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 7:45. 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Peggy Alsup 
 
 
 
 
  
 


