
INFORMAL COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA          OCTOBER 4, 2021 
 
CITIZENS TO ADDRESS THE COMMISSION 
 
1. Joey Dasinger – Resolution 21-10-1 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Mayor Durrett 
 
PRESENTATION 
 
PUBLIC HEARING ZONING RESOLUTIONS 
 
CZ-25-2021  Application of Gayle Lockerman from R-1 to R-4 
 
CZ-26-2021  Application of Erle Butts from R-1 to C-5 
 
CZ-27-2021  Application of William Griffy from AG to R-1 
 
CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
RESOLUTIONS         
 
21-10-1* Resolution Amending the Budget of the Montgomery County Election Commission 

for a County Primary 
 
21-10-2* Resolution of the Montgomery County Board of Commissioners Authorizing the 

Acceptance of Grant Funds from the Tennessee Department of Safety & Homeland 
Security, Tennessee Highway Safety Office 

 
21-10-3* Resolution to Adopt the Revised Fee Schedule for Permits Issued by the Montgomery 

County Building and Codes Department 
 
21-10-4* Resolution to Authorize Montgomery County to Enter into a Tri-Party Interlocal 

Agreement between the City of Clarksville, Clarksville-Montgomery County School 
System, and Montgomery County, Tennessee 

 
21-10-5* Initial Resolution Authorizing the Issuance of Not to Exceed Four Hundred Ten 

Thousand Dollars ($410,000) General Obligation Bonds of Montgomery County, 
Tennessee 

 
21-10-6* Resolution Authorizing the Issuance of General Obligation School and Public 

Improvement Bonds of Montgomery County, Tennessee in the Aggregate Principal 
Amount of Not to Exceed $41,410,000 in One or More Series: Making Provision for 
the Issuance, Sale and Payment of Said Bonds, Establishing the Terms Thereof and 
the Disposition of Proceeds Therefrom; and Providing for the Levy of Taxes for the 
Payment of Principal of, Premium, if any, and Interest on the Bonds 

 
 
 



 
 
21-10-8* Resolution of the Clarksville Montgomery County Regional Planning Commission to 

Study and Prepare a Zoning Resolution Update on Use of Planned Unit 
Developments in the Urban Growth Boundary of Montgomery County 

 
*    CONSENT AGENDA CONSIDERATION 
Items in this portion of the agenda are considered to be routine and non-controversial by the County 
Commission and may be approved by one motion; however, a member of the County Commission may 
request that an item be removed for separate consideration. 
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
21-10-7 Resolution of Montgomery County, Tennessee Expressing Opposition to Presidential 

COVID-19 Vaccine Mandate 
 
OLD BUSINESS  
 
REPORTS FOR APPROVAL  
 
1. * Commission Minutes dated September 13, 2021 
2. * County Clerk’s Report and Notary List 
3. * Nominating Committee Nominations 
4. * County Mayor Nominations and Appointments 
 
VERBAL REPORTS 
 
1. School Board Liaison – Josh Beal 
2. Highway Commission Liaison – Rickey Ray 
 
REPORTS FILED 
 
1. Building & Codes Monthly Reports 
 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
 
ADJOURN 















CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

RPC MEETING DATE 09/28/2021 

NAME OF APPLICANT:Gayle Lockerman 

CASE NUMBER: CZ -25 -2021 

AGENT: Jeremy Means 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

TAX PLAT: 082 PARCEL(S): 131.00 

ACREAGE TO BE REZONED: 5.85 

PRESENT ZONING: R-1

PROPOSED ZONING: R-4

EXTENSION OF ZONING 

CLASSIFICATION: YES 

PROPERTY LOCATION: Property located at the northwest comer of the Sango Dr. & Old Sango Rd. intersection. 

CITY COUNCIL WARD: COUNTY COMMISSION DISTRICT: 15 CIVIL DISTRICT: 11 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: A rectangular tract with a single family residence, associated outbuildings & horse 

pasture with a pond. 

APPLICANT'S STATEMENT To extend R-4 zoning from the south to develop a condominium project 

FOR PROPOSED USE: 

GROWTH PLAN AREA: UGB PLANNING AREA: Sango 

PREVIOUS ZONING HISTORY: 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS 

� GAS AND WATER ENG. SUPPORT MGR. 
� GAS AND WATER ENG. SUPPORT COOR. 
� UTILITY DISTRICT 
0 CITY STREET DEPT. 
□ TRAFFIC ENG. - ST. DEPT.
� COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPT.
�CEMC
0 DEPT. OF ELECTRICITY (COE)

1. CITY ENGINEER/UTILITY DISTRICT:

2. STREET DEPARTMENT/
COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT:

3. DRAINAGE COMMENTS:

4. CDE/CEMC:

5. FIRE DEPT/EMERGENCY MGT.:

6. POLICE DEPT/SHERIFF'S OFFICE:

7. CITY BUILDING DEPARTMENT/
COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT:

8. SCHOOL SYSTEM:

DATT 

□ FIRE DEPARTMENT
� EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
0 POLICE DEPARTMENT
� SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
0 CITY BUILDING DEPT.
� COUNTY BUILDING DEPT.
� SCHOOL SYSTEM OPERATIONS 
0 FT. CAMPBELL

□ DIV. OF GROUND WATER
□ HOUSING AUTHORITY
□ INDUSTRIAL DEV BOARD
□ CHARTER COMM.
□ other. ..

No sewer available. Will require offsite water upgrades. 

Traffic Assessment required. 

Ok: Note that the area has poor drainage. 

No Comment(s) Received 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

No Comment(s) Received 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

Sango Elementary, Richview Middle & Clarksville High are in the 3rd fastest 
growing region in Montgomery County. Sango Elementary is at 95% capacity, 

ELEMENTARY: ISANGO I and currently has 1 portable classroom. Richview Middle is at 98% capacity
________ ,,,. and currently has 2 portable classrooms. Clarksville High School is at 101 % 

MIDDLE SCHOOL: l&cHVIEW I capacity and currently has 1 portable classroom. This continued growth
HIGH SCHOOL: lcLARKSVILLE I necessitates additional action to address building capacity and school 

9. FT. CAMPBELL:

10. OTHER COMMENTS:

transportation needs in Montgomery County. Current school boundaries are 
subject to adjustments in order to achieve optimal capacity utilization 
throughout the District. 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

PLANNING STAFF'S STUDY AND RECOMMENDATION 

IMPACT OF PROPOSED USE ON Increased multi-family and/or single-family residential. 

SURROUNDING DEVELOPMENT: 

INFRASTRUCTURE: 

WATER SOURCE: CITY 

STREET/ROAD ACCESSIBILITY: Sango Dr. & Old Sango Rd. 

DRAINAGE COMMENTS: 

SEWER SOURCE: CITY 

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT APPLICANT'S ESTIMATES HISTORICAL ESTIMATES 

LOTS/UNITS: 

POPULATION: 

52 70 

189 

APPLICABLE LAND USE PLAN 

Sango Planning Area: Growth rate for this area is above the overall county average. US 41-A South is the major east-west 
corridor spanning this area & provides an alternative to 1-24 as a route to Nashville. SR 12 is also a corridor that provides 
a good linkage to employment, shopping and schools and should continue to support future growth in this portion of the 
planning area. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

1. The proposed zoning request is consistent with the adopted Land Use Plan.

2. The request is an extension of the R-4 Multi-family Residential District to the south.

3. The adopted Land Use Plan states that it is encouraged to maintain a desirable mixture of housing types throughout the
community.

4. Adequate infrastructure will serve the site & no adverse environmental issues were identified relative to this request.

5. 003
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CASE NUMBER: CZ 25 

APPLICANT: Gayle Lockerman 

PRESENT ZONING R-1

082 

2021 MEETING DATE 09/28/2021 

PROPOSED ZONING R-4 

PARCEL 131.00 TAX PLAT# 

GEN. LOCATION Property located at the northwest comer of the Sango Dr. & Old Sango Rd. 
intersection. 

***************************************************************************************** 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 
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9/27/21, 2:47 PM City of Clarksville Mail - Fwd: Sango Rezoning Case CZ-25-2021 R-1 to R-4 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Fwd: Sango Rezoning Case CZ-25-2021 R-1 to R-4 
1 message 

Angela Latta <angela.latta@cifyofclarksville.com> 
To: John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: trj1957tj via GDL_web Planning Commission <rpc@cityofclarksville.com> 
Date: Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 1 :09 PM 
Subject: Sango Rezoning Case CZ-25-2021 R-1 to R-4 
To: rpc@cityofclarksville.com <rpc@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 1:10 PM 

Cc: turner.stevenl@gmail.com <turner.stevenl@gmail.com>, jodigriffey@hotmail.com <jodigriffey@hotmail.com> 

Attending and speaking at the Regional Planning Commission (RPC) meeting on Tuesday 
September 28th will be: 
- Steve Turner, 3201 Austin Brian Court, Lot 1
- Tom Jacques, 3188 Austin Brian CT., Lot 17 and
- Jodi O'Conner, 3165 Austin Brian Ct., Lot 10

The families of Wilsonway Estates would like to express our opposition to the rezoning the corner 
of Sango Drive and Old Sango Road - Reference CZ-25-2021. This will rezone 5.85 Acres of R-1 
Land to R-4 

Sango has been a well planned low density community with primarily R-1, R-1A and R-2D zones. 
Sango continues to develop in the way as a great family community. 

We are now seeing increased rezoning to R-4 which brings with it significar:itly higher density urban 
housing along with significant issues for the current residents in Sango. 

With this latest request, there is not transition from R-4 to R-1A that is currently located at Austin 
Brian Ct. There is already R-4 housing planned on the south side of Old Sango Road. 

Old Sango Road, Sango Drive and Trough Springs Roads are seeing huge increases in traffic 
already from other developments. Adding up to 90 Family Units on top of the planned 60 is only 
going to make the current traffic situation worse. 

Sango and neighborhood schools are seeing continued increases in the student teacher ratio, to 
the point it is getting way beyond the acceptable State and National averages 

Sango is served by a volunteer fire department. This development places increased and 
unacceptable load on that fire department, putting property and lives at risk. 

We request that the commission decline this rezoning application. We are not opposed to 
rezoning this lot to a R-2D and other redevelopment and rezoning requests that allow for a smooth 
transition from one development to another. We believe this meets the Commission's vision and 
mission statements below. We understand that others will want to enjoy the family atmosphere 
and quality of life that Sango brings. 008



9/27/21, 2:47 PM City of Clarksville Mail - Fwd: Sango Rezoning Case CZ-25-2021 R-1 to R-4 

VISION STATEMENT 

To preserve and promote the unique characteristics of Clarksville Montgomery County to provide 
for a diverse community with a dynamic balance of agriculture and commerce. 

MISSION STATEMENT 

The Regional Planning Commission directs development in Clarksville and Montgomery County in 
a transparent manner that maximizes the use of valuable resources, ensures orderly land use, and 
guides infrastructure placement to support and sustain a rich quality of life for all citizens. 

Sincerely, 

Tom Jacques 
Wilsonway Estates 
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9/27/21, 12:22 PM City of Clarksville Mail - Fwd: Zoning proposals 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Fwd: Zoning proposals 
1 message 

Angela Latta <angela.latta@cityofclarksville.com> 
To: John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: 'Joe Tierney' via GDL_web Planning Commission <rpc@cityofclarksville.com> 
Date: Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 11 :52 AM 
Subject: Zoning proposals 
To: <rpc@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 12:17 PM 

My name is Joe Tierney and my wife and I live directly behind the parcel of current private, R-1 residential land for which 
there is a proposal for changing it to R-4. While I am immensely concerned about the change to R-4 allowing for a too 
many units that would very significantly reduce our property value as well as our neighbors, there are numerous 
community and quality of life issue concerns that I have. 

We ask that this area not be zoned to an R-4 level and that rezoning would not be allowed beyond an R-2O level for 
further reasons included below: 

We would like to express our opposition to the rezoning in on the comer of Sango Drive and Sango Old Road - Reference CZ-25-

2021. This will rezone 5.85 Acres ofR-1 Land to R-4 

Sango has been a well planned low density community with primarily R-1, R-lA and R-2D zones. Sango continues to develop in the 

way as a great family community. 

We are now seeing increased rezoning to R-4 which brings with it significantly higher density urban housing along with significant 

issues for the current residents in Sango. 

With this latest request, there is not transition from R-4 to R-lA that is currently located at Austin Brian Ct. There is already R-4 

housing planned on the south side of Old Sango Road. 

Old Sango Road, Sango Drive and Trough Springs Roads are seeing huge increases in traffic ah-eady from other developments. 

Adding up to 90 Family Units on top of the planned 60 is only going to make the current traffic situation worse. 

Sango and Neighborhood schools are seeing continued increases in the student teacher ratio, to the point it is getting way beyond the 

acceptable State and National averages 

Sango is served by a volunteer fired department. This development places increased and unacceptable load on that fire department, 

putting property and lives at risk. 

We request that the commission decline this rezoning application. We are not opposed to rezoning this lot to a R-2D and 

other redevelopment and rezoning requests that allow for a smooth transition from one development to another. We believe this 

meets the Commission's vision and mission statements below. understand that others will want to enjoy the family atmosphere and 

quality of life that Sango brings. 

Please consider your own commitments: 

VISION STATEMENT 

To preserve and promote the unique characteristics of Clarksville Montgomery County to provide for a diverse community with a 

dynamic balance of agriculture and commerce. 010



9/27/21, 12:22 PM City of Clarksville Mail - Fwd: Zoning proposals 

MISSION STATEMENT 

The Regional Planning Commission directs development in Clarksville and Montgomery County in a transparent manner that 

maximizes the use of valuable resources, ensures orderly land use, and guides infrastructure placement to support and sustain a rich 

quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Tierney. 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

RPC MEETING DATE : 09/28/2021 

NAME OF APPLICANT:Erle Butts 

CASE NUMBER: CZ -26 -2021 

AGENT: Chris Blackwell 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

TAX PLAT: 053 PARCEL(S): 006.06 (p) 

ACREAGE TO BE REZONED: M 

PRESENT ZONING: R-1

PROPOSED ZONING: C-5

EXTENSION OF ZONING 

CLASSIFICATION: YES 

PROPERTY LOCATION: Property fronting on the west frontage of Butts Dr., 600 +/- feet north of the Dover Rd. 

(US 79) & Butts Dr. intersection. 

CITY COUNCIL WARD: COUNTY COMMISSION DISTRICT: 10 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: Maintained grassland area. 

APPLICANT'S STATEMENT To expand existing self storage business 

FOR PROPOSED USE: 

GROWTH PLAN AREA : UGB PLANNING AREA : Lafayette 

PREVIOUS ZONING HISTORY: 

CIVIL DISTRICT: [ 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS 

� G AS AND WATER ENG. SUPPORT MGR. 
� G AS AND WATER ENG. SUPPORT COOR. 
� UTILITY DISTRICT 
0 CITY STREET DEPT. 
□ TRAFFIC ENG. - ST. DEPT.
� COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPT.
�CEMC
0 DEPT. OF ELECTRICITY (COE)

1. CITY ENGINEER/UTILITY DISTRICT:

2. STREET DEPARTMENT/
COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT:

3. DRAINAGE COMMENTS:

4. CDE/CEMC:

5. FIRE DEPT/EMERGENCY MGT.:

6. POLICE DEPT/SHERIFF'S OFFICE:

7. CITY BUILDING DEPARTMENT/
COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT:

8. SCHOOL SYSTEM:

ELEMENTARY: I 

MIDDLE SCHOOL: '!!!!!!I ----------!!!!l!!!!!!lllfl 
HIGH SCHOOL: .L-.. ________ !lfl!!!t__J

9. FT. CAMPBELL:

10. OTHER COMMENTS:

DATT 

□ FIRE DEPARTMENT
� EMERGENCY M ANAGEMENT
□ POLICE DEPARTMENT
� SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
□ CITY BUILDING DEPT.
� COUNTY BUILDING DEPT.
□ SCHOOL SYSTEM OPERATIONS 
� FT. CAMPBELL

No sewer available 

□ DIV. OF GROUND WATER
□ HOUSING AUTHORITY
□ INDUSTRIAL DEV BO ARD
□ CHARTER COMM.
D Other ...

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

No Comment(s) Received 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

No Comment(s) Received 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

No concerns with zone change. Request compliance with the Sabre Overlay 

requirements when developed. 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

PLANNING STAFF'S STUDY AND RECOMMENDATION 

IMPACT OF PROPOSED USE ON Increased traffic, light & noise. 

SURROUNDING DEVELOPMENT: 

INFRASTRUCTURE: 

WATER SOURCE: WUD SEWER SOURCE: 

STREET/ROAD ACCESSIBILITY: Butts Dr, 

DRAINAGE COMMENTS: 

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT APPLICANT'S ESTIMATES HISTORICAL ESTIMATES 

LOTS/UNITS: 

POPULATION: 

APPLICABLE LAND USE PLAN 

Lafayette Planning Area- This area experienced considerable residential growth in the decade of the 90's. There is room 
for expansion along the SR 3 7 4 corridor. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

1 . The proposed zoning request is consistent with the adopted Land Use Plan. 

2. The proposed C-5 Highway & Arterial zoning request is an extension of the existing C-5 district to the south.

3. The request will permit the extension of the existing self storage facility. Improvements to Butts Dr. may be needed if
additional driveway connections are made to Butts Dr.

4. Compliance with the Ft. Campbell Sabre Overlay regulations will be required at Site Plan Approval.

5. No adverse environmental issues were identified relative to this request.
014
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CASE NUMBER: 

APPLICANT: 

CZ 26 

Erle Butts 

PRESENT ZONING R-1

TAX PLAT# 053 

2021 MEETING DATE 09/28/2021 

PROPOSED ZONING C-5 

PARCEL 006.06 (p) 

GEN. LOCATION Property fronting on the west frontage of Butts Dr., 600 +/- feet north of the Dover 

Rd. (US 79) & Butts Dr. intersection. 

***************************************************************************************** 

!None received as of 4:30 P.M. on 9/27/2021 (A.L.)

P UBLIC COMMENTS 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

RPC MEETING DATE: 09/28/2021 

NAME OF APPLICANT:William Griffy 

CASE NUMBER: CZ-27 -2021 

AGENT: Byard & Mabry 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

TAX PLAT: 053 

ACREAGE TO BE REZONED: 52.11 

PRESENT ZONING: AG 

PROPOSED ZONING: R-1

EXTENSION OF ZONING 

CLASSIFICATION: NO 

PARCEL(S): 197.01 

Agricultural 

PROPERTY LOCATION: Property fronting on the west frontage of York Rd., 3,500 +/- feet west of the Dotsonville 

Rd. & York Rd. intersection. 

CITY COUNCIL WARD: COUNTY COMMISSION DISTRICT: 10 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: A tract with rolling hills currently being row cropped. 

APPLICANT'S STATEMENT For single family development 

FOR PROPOSED USE: 

GROW TH PLAN AREA: UGB PLANNING AREA: High point 

PREVIOUS ZONING HISTORY: 

CIVIL DISTRICT: � 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS 

� GAS AND WATER ENG. SUPPORT MGR. 
� GAS AND WATER ENG. SUPPORT COOR. 
� UTILITY DISTRICT 
0 CITY STREET DEPT. 
0 TRAFFIC ENG. - ST. DEPT. 
� COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPT. 
�CEMC 
0 DEPT. OF ELECTRICITY (COE) 

1. CITY ENGINEER/UTILITY DISTRICT:

2. STREET DEPARTMENT/
COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT:

3. DRAINAGE COMMENTS:

4. CDE/CEMC:

5. FIRE DEPT/EMERGENCY MGT.:

6. POLICE DEPT/SHERIFF'S OFFICE:

7. CITY BUILDING DEPARTMENT/
COUNTY BUILDING DEPARTMENT:

8. SCHOOL SYSTEM:

ELEMENTARY:

MIDDLE SCHOOL: 

HIGH SCHOOL: 

9. FT. CAMPBELL:

!LIBERT�. ' .  ' ' ' '" ' ' ' 

!NEW PROVIDENCE
!NORTHWEST

10. OTHER COMMENTS:

' 
Ii 

' 

DATT 
□ FIRE DEPARTMENT
� EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
□ POLICE DEPARTMENT
� SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT
□ CITY BUILDING DEPT.
� COUNTY BUILDING DEPT.
� SCHOOL SYSTEM OPERATIONS
□ FT. CAMPBELL

No sewer available. 

□ DIV. OF GROUND WATER
□ HOUSING AUTHORITY
□ INDUSTRIAL DEV BOARD
□ CHARTER COMM.
□ Other. ..

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

No Comment(s) Received 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

No Comment(s) Received 

Comments received from department and they had no concerns. 

Liberty Elementary & New Providence Middle School are in the fourth fastest 

growing region in Montgomery County. Liberty Elementary is at 100% 

capacity & currently has 5 portable classrooms. New Providence Middle is at 

95% capacity & currently has 1 portable classroom. This development is 

adjacent to and existing school; sidewalks for pedestrians or bike access need to 

be included in the development phase. No traffic access to the campus will be 

granted. This continued growth necessitates additional action to address 

building capacity and school transportation needs in Montgomery County. This 

development could add additional students and require additional infrastructure 

and funding. Current school boundaries are subject to adjustments in order to 

achieve optimal capacity utilization throughout the District. 
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CLARKSVILLE-MONTGOMERY COUNTY REGIONAL PLANNING 

STAFF REVIEW - ZONING 

PLANNING STAFF'S STUDY AND RECOMMENDATION 

IMPACT OF PROPOSED USE ON Increased single family residential density. 

SURROUNDING DEVELOPMENT: 

INFRASTRUCTURE: 

WATER SOURCE: WOODLAWN SEWER SOURCE: 

STREET/ROAD ACCESSIBILITY: York Rd, 

DRAINAGE COMMENTS: 

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT APPLICANT'S ESTIMATES HISTORICAL ESTIMATES 

LOTS/UNITS: 

POPULATION: 

APPLICABLE LAND USE PLAN 

100 

270 

High Point Planning Area - Plan for increased commercial development along Dover Road, mixed use area situated in 
west Clarksville/Montgomery County, recent availability to the City of Clarksville's Sewer System has increased 

' development potential for the area,

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: APPROVAL 

1. The proposed zoning request is consistent with the adopted Land Use Plan.

2. The proposed R-1 Single Family Zoning District is not out of character with the existing surrounding developments &
recent residential subdivision submittals.

3. Adequate infrastructure serves the site & no adverse environmental issues were identified relative to this request.

4. 

5. 021
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CASE NUMBER: CZ 27 

APPLICANT: William Griffy 

PRESENT ZONING AG 

TAX PLAT# 053 

2021 MEETING DATE 09/28/2021 

PROPOSED ZONING R-1 

PARCEL 197.01 

GEN. LOCATION Property fronting on the west frontage of York Rd., 3,500 +/- feet west of the 

Dotsonville Rd. & York Rd. intersection. 
***************************************************************************************** 

lcopy of email in the file. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 
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9/27/21, 4:19 PM 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

Rezoning 
1 message 

Bob Peddie <bobp@filmwerks.com> 

City of Clarksville Mail - Rezoning 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 3:55 PM 
To: 11john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com11 <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

I live at 1030 York rd, I am against because there is enough houses in this area already and the traffic would be terrible. 
They act like this is a race track now, it won't get better with more houses. If you would like to see it I can set up a game 
camera for you to prove my point. I will attend the meeting. 

Filmwerks International 

Bob Peddie 
Cell-(910)431-6942 
Office-(910)675-1145 

026



9/24/2021 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

Rezone Proposal CZ-27-2021 
1 message 

Walter Miller, AJ6T <aj6t@comcast.net> 

City of Clarksville Mail - Rezone Proposal CZ-27-2021 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Thu, Sep 23, 2021 at 6:43 PM 
To: john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com, rpc@cityofclarksville.com 

Dear Mr. Spainhoward, 

I have received your letter regarding rezone proposal CZ-27-2021. The land in question is immediately adjacent to my 
property and residence at 951 York Road, Clarksville, TN 37042. 

I am opposed to single-family residential development on Parcel #197.01 , and I request that my name be placed on the 
list of speakers at the Planning Commission meeting on September 28, and the two Regional Planning Commission 
meetings (October 4 and October 11 ). 

Respectfully, 

Walter E Miller 
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9/24/2021 

City 

of 

Clarksville 

York Road 

1 message 

City of Clarksville Mail - York Road 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Julie Bisgaard <jbisgaard740@gmail.com> T hu, Sep 23, 2021 at 4:26 PM 
To: john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com 

Good afternoon Mr. Spainhoward, 
I am a resident of York Road and I would like to speak on T uesday, September 28 at 2:00. I am against the rezoning of 
Tax Map 053, Parcel #197.01 from AG to R-1. 
Thank you, 
Julie Bisgaard 
931-220-1367
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9/27/21, 2:47 PM 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

York Road CZ-27-2021 
1 message 

Julie Bisgaard <jbisgaard740@gmail.com> 

City of Clarksville Mail - York Road CZ-27-2021 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 1 :59 PM 
To: John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

I am writing this letter in response to the possible rezoning of land on York Road. I have lived on York Road since 1993 
and I am opposed to the rezoning of this 52 acre plot of land from agriculture to residential. 

When we moved to Clarksville, it was our intention to live in a quieter setting outside of the city. We have loved living on 
York Road because our expectations have been met. The many neighbors would agree that we all moved to this area 
because of the quiet, rural setting. 

Over the years though we have noticed the traffic increase dramatically. In front of our own house, I would guess that we 
have seen 10 or so cars go off into the ditch. York Road is a small two lane road with little to no shoulder and a ditch 
along the majority of the roadside. The accidents that have occured in front of our house usually result in the car going 
into the ditch and having to be towed out. Cars already do not respect the speed limit on York Road and a subdivision 
further down the road would only increase the traffic, increase the number of accidents and possible deaths. One only 
needs to look at Dotsonville Road to understand the severity of traffic/accidents/fatalities in this area. 

I am an avid walker and walk down York Road most every day. Since 1993 I can tell you that the sinkholes along York 
Road have become even more pronounced. There's already an observed sinkhole at the back of this proposed rezoning 
parcel. This does not seem conducive for a housing development because it would affect the water drainage in that 
area. And would York Road be able to handle a subdivision's water needs and septic or sewer needs? 

One of the things I enjoy on my walk is seeing the many deer, turkeys, birds and other wildlife. With the new 
developments being built on Highway 79, Ogburn Chapel Road, and now possibly York Road, animal homes will be 
displaced. 

As I've walked along York Road, I've gotten to know many of the neighbors even though we are very widely spaced apart. 
I know that there are families that have lived on this road for up to 60 years, and some of them have large parcels of land 
that have been in their families for generations. It's been a joy for me to hear the stories of the history of this land. I 
understand that Clarksville is growing, but I feel strongly that Clarksville needs to work at protecting and preserving the 
long history of our community. 

Again, for these reasons, I am opposed to Parcel #197 .01 being rezoned from agriculture to a single family residential 
district. 

Respectfully, 

Julie Bisgaard 
7 40 York Road 
Clarksville, TN. 37042 
931-220-1367
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9/27/21, 3:47 PM City of Clarksville Mail - Fwd: Case# CZ-27-2021 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Fwd: Case# CZ-27-2021 
1 message 

Evelyn Rhoades <evelynrhoades21963@att.net> 
To: john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com 

I had mistyped your email and just got the notification. 

Sent from my iPhone 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Evelyn Rhoades <evelynrhoades21963@att.net> 
Date: September 27, 2021 at 1 :02:02 PM CDT 
To: john.spainhoward@cituofclarksville.com 
Subject: Case# CZ-27-2021 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 3:20 PM 

My name is Evelyn Rhoades, our property is directly behind the proposed development. We have lived here 
fo 13 years. 
I have many concerns with this project. 
First and foremost is the amount of traffic increase. To access York Rd you have to use Dotsonville or S 
Liberty Church, both roads are narrow with no shoulders. The intersections at each end are unsafe. This 
development could easily add 200-500 additional vehicles on these roads. 
Is there going to be city sewer or a giant septic system? If septic where will it be located? I have no desire 
to have a huge septic back up in my back yard. Or storm drainage issues from poorly designed 
neighborhoods. 
The schools in this area are already crowded, adding potentially 1 00's more students is not a well thought 
out plan. 
Obviously I purchased my property for its location and lack of development around it. I love looking out my 
windows and seeing nature, NOT houses. 

Thank you for your time. 

Sent from my iPhone 
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9/27/21, 3:46 PM 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

Case numberCZ-27-2-21 
1 message 

Larry Meek <lbmeek1956@aol.com> 
Reply-To: Larry Meek <lbmeek1956@aol.com> 

City of Clarksville Mail - Case numberCZ-27-2-21 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 2:54 PM 

To: 1

1john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com11 <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mr. Spainhoward ..... . 

I live at the intersection of Dotsonville Road and York Road. I am opposed to the development of the land on York Road. 
Case Number CZ-27-2-21. T he traffic is terrible as is right now. I don't think that Dotsonville Road and York Road could 
handle any more traffic than we have currently. I am opposed to this development. Thank you, Larry Meek 
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9/27/21, 2:28 PM 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

Rezone Proposal CZ-27-2021 
1 message 

Walter Miller, AJ6T <aj6t@comcast.net> 
To: john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com 

Mr. Spainhoward, 

City of Clarksville Mail - Rezone Proposal CZ-27-2021 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 2:03 PM 

I am writing to you and the Planning Commission to express my strong objection to the proposal to rezone the 52 acre 
plot on York Road from agricultural to R1 (CZ-27-2021 ). 

I own and live on the 15.3 acre plot immediately adjacent to the property in question. I moved here with the expectation 
of a quiet retirement in a semi-rural area with widely spaced single family homes interspersed with trees and cultivated 
land. A large development next door will spoil my environment by bringing in excessive noise, traffic and crime. York 
Road is narrow and windy, and cannot safely support the increased traffic that a new subdivision with 100 or more houses 
would bring. 

There is already adequate nearby development underway on properties on Highway 79. Those properties are out in the 
open, not surrounded by trees and other widely separated homes. A new development on York Road is unnecessary, 
and it is inconsistent with the Mission Statement of the Montgomery County Land Use Plan which states in part that 
development will be be guided by the the principle 11to support and sustain a rich quality of life for all citizens.11 

In addition, there are other practical reasons that should preclude development on the subject land. That property has 
poor drainage, and there is a large sinkhole already there that drains water from adjacent lands, including mine. 
Concrete and asphalt on a new development will only exacerbate the drainage problem, perhaps severely. 

As revealed at a recent Water Commission meeting, the water supply to that property is inadequate to support a large 
development with multiple new hookups, and fire hydrants there would be unable to provide adequate pressure for fire 
engines. 

Along with another neighbor, I have personally canvassed up and down York Road (and parts of South Liberty Church 
Road and Dotsonville Road) to ask residents their opinions about the rezoning proposal and the prospects for a new 
housing development on the subject property. Every single resident that we were able to speak with expressed their 
opposition to the plan, and I will present to the Planning Commission tomorrow a petition signed by over 50 residents 
asking that this rezoning be disapproved. 

Respectfully, 

Walter E Miller, P.E. 

951 York Road 
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9/27 /21, 11 :40 AM City of Clarksville Mail - Rezoning 950 York Road 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Rezoning 950 York Road 
1 message 

Samantha Canter <samantha.canler325@gmail.com> 
To: 11john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com11 <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Mon, Sep 27, 2021 at 11 :10 AM 

Good morning, my husband Steven Canler and I are opposed to the rezoning of the 950 York Road property. We moved 
here from Alaska to find a home as much as possible in the country of Clarksville. We wanted to stay away from cookie 
cutter houses that are being built everywhere in this town, high traffic and high crime rate areas. We love being 
surrounded by trees and seeing the wildlife in our yard on York road. Our road is already 45 mph and people who do not 
live down here fly down it every day. By adding cookie cutter homes on this road it is only going to make it worse. We 
have seen cars go into our ditches in front of our houses, cars slam on their breaks from deer and turkeys and car 
accidents due to speeding. Clarksville is already expanding enough as it is and it shouldn't be brought into the 
neighborhoods where the citizens want the privacy of the country. York Road is going to be the main access point for 950 
York Road and building these subdivisions is going to cause more harm than good. Our small road will suffer from higher 
traffic causing damage, our neighbors who walk the road for exercise will be at an increased risk of danger due to more 
people driving, and i truly believe the crime rate will increase in this area by building as many houses as possible on the 
50 acres giving criminals easier access to the homes in close proximity of each other. We want to continue to enjoy the 
peace and quiet of our neighborhood and the scenery without these homes being built. 
Thank you 
Samantha & Steven 
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9/27/2021 City of Clarksville Mail - Rezoning of 52 acres on upper York Road from Ag toR-1 

City 

of 

Clarksville 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Rezoning of 52 acres on upper York Road from Ag toR-1 
1 message 

Laverne/Tim Gjellstad <tngjellstad@yahoo.com> 
To: 1

1john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com11 <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Dear Mr. Spainhoward, 
My wife and I are against the rezoning of the above property for the following reasons: 

1. Too much traffic for our rural roads to safely handle that many houses.
2.Our infrastructure is not adequate for that density.
3. Our schools are already at capacity.

Fri, Sep 24, 2021 at 3:06 PM 

4.The developer will take his profit, but will live somewhere else. He cares little about our lives here.
5. I am sure if you lived here,you would share our views and objections.

Timothy and Jane Gjellstad 
730 York Road, Clarksville,TN. 37042 
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9/27/2021 

City 
of 
Clarksville 

Case#CZ-27-2021 

1 message 

mawmawwhit@aol.com <mawmawwhit@aol.com> 
Reply-To: mawmawwhit@aol.com 

City of Clarksville Mail - Case#CZ-27-2021 

John Spainhoward <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

Sun, Sep 26, 2021 at 11:39 PM 

To: "john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com11 <john.spainhoward@cityofclarksville.com> 

I am totally against the rezoning of property on York road Case# CZ-27-2021 from AG to R1 because there are so 
many problems that it could cause with traffic, water, noise and a lot of other things. 
There is no reason for more housing in this area. 

Sincerely, 
Concerned neighbor 
Virginia Whitlow 
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We are writing to voice our opposition to the rezoning of property located at 950 York 

Road in Clarksville. 

I suffer from PTSD which causes me to struggle with crowds, noise and creates a 

distrust inside of me for many people. That is why we chose to live at 911 York Road, 

which backs up to the property in question; also allowing me insight into some of the 

potential issues with the development of this property. 

The land is a pond when it rains. It collects water from the surrounding areas and 
pools, which may lead to issues with any housing developments. Too many residents in 

the county have already been subjected to flooding due to houses being built in areas 

with water runoff issues. 

It is also a safe harbor for wildlife. There are all species of Tennessee wildlife that can 

be seen daily. We fear that encroaching too far into the undeveloped areas will lead to 

a reduction in the wildlife population, or force those animals out into the roadways 

causing accidents. 

And while I am on the roads, Highway 79 has seen some improvements, but Dotsonville 

and York Roads are both narrow and winding roads. On a good day, they are already 

crowded and dangerous. Adding the traffic that will occur with a multiple dwelling 
subdivision will definitely lead to congestion, accidents and deaths. Any widening of 

these roads to alleviate this issue would lead to a decrease in the property values of 

existing residents as imminent domain is claimed and property taken. 

Those who move to this area do so with the expectations of living in a more private 

setting, reduced traffic and crowding as well as some quiet and solitude. Those that are 

new to the area have bought existing property with the same expectations; not for large 

housing developments. 

Mr. Griffey, who bought the land from Dr. Lindsey, is not a member of this community -

he lives closer to Memorial Drive. He does not understand the desire for the people 

who live in the York Road area's need for that lifestyle to not be disrupted. 

We can also talk about the increased noise and trash pollution, the overcrowding of 

local schools, potential increase in crime or all that comes with increased development 

over time; but I feel certain that this letter lets you know where we stand. 

We love this community and the residents. 

We appreciate their desire for a more rural, private lifestyle. 

And we are strongly opposed to the rezoning for the above listed reasons. 

Thank you 

Rex and Tammy Cheatham 

911 York Road 
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NOMINATING COMMITTEE 
 

October 11, 2021 
 
 
 
DELINQUENT TAX SALES & RELEASE 
 
_______________________ nominated to replace Commissioner Rickey Ray for a two-year 
term to expire October 2023. 
 
_______________________ nominated to replace Commissioner Walker Woodruff for a two-
year term to expire October 2023. 
 
_______________________ nominated to replace Commissioner Carmelle Chandler for a two-
year term to expire October 2023. 
 
 
 
BOARD OF HEALTH 
 
Amy Conner Black (registered nurse position) is nominated to serve another four-year term to 
expire October 2025. 
 
 
 
BEER BOARD 
 
_________________________ nominated to fill the unexpired term of Jason Knight with term to 
expire July 2024. 
 
 
COMMITTEE ON INVESTMENT 
 
_________________________ nominated to fill the unexpired term of Jason Knight with term to 
expire September 2023. 



COUNTY MAYOR NOMINATIONS 
 

October 11, 2021 
 
 
 
ANIMAL CARE & CONTROL COMMITTEE 
 
Commissioner Tangi Smith nominated to fill the unexpired term of Jason Knight with term to 
expire January 2022. 
 
 
LIBRARY BOARD 
 
Commissioner Chris Rasnic nominated to fill the unexpired term of Jason Knight with term to 
expire July 2023. 
 
 
 
 
 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
 
 

COUNTY MAYOR APPOINTMENTS 
 
 
 
SPORTS AUTHORITY 
 
Bradley Jackson reappointed for a six-year term to expire October 2027. 
 
Bob Yates reappointed for a six-year term to expire October 2027. 
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