
MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 
OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN 

The City of Starkville, Mississippi 
June 2, 2026 

 
Be it remembered that the Mayor and Board of Alderman met in a Regular Meeting on June 2, 2026 at 5:30 p.m. 
in the Municipal Court Room of City Hall, located at 110 West Main Street, Starkville, MS.  Present were Mayor 
Lynn Spruill, Aldermen Kim Moreland, Sandra Sistrunk, Kyle Skinner, Mike Brooks, William Pochop, Roy A’. 
Perkins and Henry Vaughn, Sr., as well as City Attorney Berk Huskison and City Clerk Joanna McLaurin. 
 
Mayor Lynn Spruill opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance followed by a moment of silence.  
 
REQUESTED REVISIONS TO THE OFFICIAL AGENDA: 
 
Mayor Spruill called for any changes to the agenda as presented. Mayor Spruill added to the agenda to hire 
Michael Moseley as a commercial driver as Human Resource item G, 7. Alderman Moreland added Mayor’s 
Business item A and Human Resource item G, 7 to the consent agenda. There being no additional changes 
requested, the Mayor called for a motion to approve the agenda with consent items. 
 
1. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE OFFICIAL AGENDA WITH CONSENT ITEMS. 
 
Alderman Brooks offered a motion, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, to approve the June 2, 2026 Official 
Agenda as amended. The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Kim Moreland       Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Yea 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted: Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr. Voted: Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, the Mayor declared the motion carried and then read the consented 
items. 
 

OFFICIAL AGENDA OF 
THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 

REGULAR MEETING OF TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 2026 
             5:30 P.M., MUNICIPAL COURT ROOM, CITY HALL -   110 WEST MAIN STREET 
 
I. CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER 
 
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND A MOMENT OF SILENCE  

 
III.  APPROVAL OF THE OFFICIAL AGENDA INCLUDING CONSENTED ITEMS 
 
IV. APPROVAL OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN MINUTES  

A. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 15, 2026, WORK SESSION OF 
THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 

B. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 19, 2026, RECESS MEETING OF 
THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 



V. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS 

A. MAYOR'S COMMENTS 

B. BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS 

VI. CITIZEN COMMENTS 

VII. PUBLIC APPEARANCES 

VIII. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

A. PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF VA 26-04 A REQUEST FOR A 
VARIANCE FROM FRONT YARD SETBACKS FOR A FENCE AND 
WORKSHOP/GARAGE LOCATED AT 235 BROOK AVENUE IN AN SD-2 ZONING 
DISTRICT 

B. PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF VA 26-05 A REQUEST FOR A 
VARIANCE FROM PARKING SETBACK REQUIREMENTS LOCATED AT 301 
HIGHWAY 12 WEST IN A C ZONING DISTRICT 

C. PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION UNDER MISS CODE ANN 21-19-11 TO 
DETERMINE WHETHER THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 101 FAIRFIELD DR, 
STARKVILLE, MS 39759 WITH PARCEL NUMBER 101M-00-003.00, IS IN SUCH A 
STATE OF UNCLEANLINESS AS TO BE A MENACE TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH, 
SAFETY, AND WELFARE OF THE COMMUNITY AND SUCH THAT CLEANUP OF 
THE PROPERTY SHOULD OCCUR. 

IX. MAYOR'S BUSINESS 

A. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR THE FIRST OF TWO PUBLIC HEARINGS TO 
UPDATE THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE TO ESTABLISH A SHORT-TERM 
RENTAL REGISTRY AND OTHER RELATED TOPICS. 

B. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING TO AMEND CITY OF 
STARKVILLE ORDINANCE 26-01 TO REFLECT A CHANGE DUE TO A 
SCRIVENER'S ERROR IN SECTION 2 NEEDING TO STATE "ALCOHOLIC 
BEVERAGES" IN LIEU OF "LIGHT BEER AND WINE" 

C. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE 
INTENT TO ADOPT THE DEFINITION OF HOTEL AND MOTEL AS AUTHORIZED IN 
SENATE BILL 2805 AND MS CODE SECTION 27-65-23.1 AND SUBMITTING TO THE 
STATE TAX COMMISSION 

X. BOARD BUSINESS 

A. THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 

A. AIRPORT 

 

 



1. REQUEST APPROVAL OF CLEARWATER CONSULTANTS INC. WORK 
AUTHORIZATION 26-03 FOR THE 2026 AIP PROJECT PHASE II RUNWAY 18/36 
EXTENSION AND RELATED IMPROVEMENTS. 

2. REQUEST APPROVAL OF FAA 3-28-0068-034-2026 GRANT APPLICATION FOR 
PHASE II OF THE RUNWAY AND PARALLEL TAXIWAY EXTENSION 
PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,952,249.00 WITH A CITY MATCH OF 
$36,402.28 

B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

1. DISCUSSION AND CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR TWO PUBLIC 
HEARINGS TO AMEND THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE. 

C. COURTS 

1. THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

D. ENGINEERING 

1. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE LOW BID FROM ECON 
CONSTRUCTION, INC IN THE AMOUNT OF $91,205.18 FOR THE BRUSH 
ARBOR CEMETERY PROJECT. 

2. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
AGREEMENT WITH ARCHITECTONICS, LLC. TO PROVIDE DESIGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION ADMINISTRATION SERVICES FOR THE LIBRARY 
RENOVATION PROJECT. 

3. CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTING THE MAIN STREET REVITALIZATION 
GRANT FROM THE MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY FOR THE 
NORTH JACKSON ST PROJECT. 

E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 

1. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 
ALL DEPARTMENTS INCLUDING STARKVILLE UTILITIES DEPARTMENT AS 
OF MAY 27, 2026 FOR FISCAL YEAR ENDING 9/30/26, ACKNOWLEDGING 
THAT THE CITY CLERK HAS ATTESTED AND CERTIFIED ON THE COVER OF 
THE CLAIMS DOCKET THAT ALL CLAIMS ON THE DOCKET ARE TRUE, 
ACCURATE, LAWFUL AND PROPER TO THE BEST OF HER KNOWLEDGE, 
FOR PAYMENT PURSUANT TO HER DUTIES UNDER MISS. CODE SECTIONS 
21-39-5, 21-39-7, 21-39-9, 21-39-17 AND 21-15-21. 

2. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE ANNUAL SAFETY TEST WITH KONE 
INC. FOR THE ELEVATORS AT CITY HALL IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,300.00 

3. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL TO ADVERTISE A REQUEST FOR 
PROPOSALS FOR JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR CITY HALL AND THE 
SANITATION DEPARTMENT. 

 

 



F. FIRE DEPARTMENT 

1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO THE 2026 STATEWIDE 
MUNICIPAL AID COMPACT (SMAC) AGREEMENT. 

G. HUMAN RESOURCES 

1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE CHRIS WILLIAMS AS A CITY 
ENGINEER IN THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 

2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE DAVID JELINEK AS A CIVIL ENGINEER 
CO-OP IN THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

3. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JAMES M. PREWITT, III AS POLICE 
OFFICER – III IN THE STARKVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 

4. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JALIL CLEMONS AND MERIDETH 
GRACE GREGG AS NON-CERTIFIED FIREFIGHTERS IN THE STARKVILLE 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

5. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JOHN WES CANTRELL AS CERTIFIED 
FIREFIGHTER IN THE STARKVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 

6. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JOLIE CLEMENTS AND TANNER A. 
HAGUEWOOD AS STUDENT INTERNS IN THE STARKVILLE UTILITIES 
DEPARTMENT. 

H. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 

1. THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

I. PARKS 

1. REQUEST TO APPROVE THE LOW BID FROM COPPERTOP SHEET METAL IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $61,100.00 FOR THE TRAVIS OUTLAW CENTER AND 
ANNEX ROOF REPAIRS. 

2. REQUEST TO APPROVE THE SUMMARY CHANGE ORDER WITH BYRUM 
CONSTRUCTION, INC. FOR THE JL KING CULVERT PROJECT IN THE 
AMOUNT OF A $7,884.12 INCREASE. 

3. CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE THE LOWEST QUOTE OF $61,230.00 FROM H 
& H TURF SOLUTIONS, LLC FOR SOCCER FIELD RENOVATIONS. 

4. CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE THE LOWEST QUOTE OF $38,448.00 OF 
MASON SAND (48 LOADS OF 30 TONS PER LOAD) FROM BURNS LOGISTICS. 

J. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

1. POLICE 

1. THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

 

 



2. CODE ENFORCEMENT 

1. UNDER MISSISSIPPI CODE ANNOTATED 21-19-11(2) AND AS ADOPTED BY 
THE CITY OF STARKVILLE BOARD OF ALDERMEN, THE FOLLOWING 
PROPERTIES ARE FOUND IN VIOLATION OF SAID ORDINANCE AND AR IN 
SUCH A STATE OF UNCLEANLINESS AS TO BE A MENACE TO PUBLIC 
HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE OF THE COMMUNITY AND ARE 
THEREFORE PLACED ON THE PROPERTY MOWING/CLEANUP LIST: 
1710 ARROWHEAD 

K. SANITATION DEPARTMENT 

1. THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

L. UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE THE USG WATER TANK 
INSPECTION 10-YEAR CONTRACT FOR NORTHSTAR INDUSTRIAL PARK 
TANK AND SCALES STREET TANK. 

2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE LOW QUOTE FROM GARNER 
COMMUNICATION SERVICES IN THE AMOUNT OF $9,135.00 FOR CISCO 
SWITCH AND NETWORK MATERIALS FOR THE AMI-GATEKEEPER FIBER 
DISTRIBUTION NETWORK AT THE SOUTHWEST SUBSTATION. 

3. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE LOW QUOTE FROM BILL 
YOUNG IN THE AMOUNT OF $28,850.00 FOR A NEW 10” CHECK VALVE AT 
MONTGOMERY WELL. 

4. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE LOW QUOTE FROM BILL 
YOUNG IN THE AMOUNT OF $33,375.00 FOR REPLACEMENT OF TWO 4” 
CONTROL VALVES AT MONTGOMERY WELL. 

5. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF CHANGE ORDER #1 FOR THE 
BLUEFIELD WATER TREATMENT PLANT PROJECT. 

XII. CLOSED DETERMINATION SESSION 
XIII. OPEN SESSION 

XIV. EXECUTIVE SESSION 

XV. OPEN SESSION 

XVI. RECESS UNTIL JUNE 16, 2026 IN THE COURT ROOM AT 110 WEST MAIN STREET 
 
The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA Coordinator, Stein 
McMullen, at (662) 323-2525, ext 3121 at least forty-eight (48) hours in advance for any services requested. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Consent items: 2-31: 
 

2. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 15, 2026, WORK SESSION OF THE MAYOR 
AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of the 
minutes of the May 15, 2026, work session of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 

3. CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 19, 2026, RECESS MEETING OF THE MAYOR 
AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of the 
minutes of the April 21, 2026, recess meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 

4. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR THE FIRST OF TWO PUBLIC HEARINGS TO UPDATE 
THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE TO ESTABLISH A SHORT-TERM RENTAL REGISTRY 
AND OTHER RELATED TOPICS. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of calling for 
the first of two public hearings to update the unified development code to establish a short-term rental registry 
and other related topics” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

5. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR A PUBLIC HEARING TO AMEND CITY OF 
STARKVILLE ORDINANCE 26-01 TO REFLECT A CHANGE DUE TO A SCRIVENER'S 
ERROR IN SECTION 2 NEEDING TO STATE "ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES" IN LIEU OF 
"LIGHT BEER AND WINE".  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of calling for 
a public hearing to amend city of Starkville ordinance 26-01 to reflect a change due to a scrivener's error in 
section 2 needing to state "alcoholic beverages" in lieu of "light beer and wine"” is enumerated, this consent 
item is thereby approved. 
 

6. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE INTENT TO 
ADOPT THE DEFINITION OF HOTEL AND MOTEL AS AUTHORIZED IN SENATE BILL 2805 
AND MS CODE SECTION 27-65-23.1 AND SUBMITTING TO THE STATE TAX COMMISSION.  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval 
consideration of the approval of a resolution declaring the intent to adopt the definition of hotel and motel as 
authorized in Senate Bill 2805 and MS Code section 27-65-23.1 and submitting to the State Tax Commission” 
is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 
 
 







7. REQUEST APPROVAL OF CLEARWATER CONSULTANTS INC. WORK AUTHORIZATION 26-03 
FOR THE 2026 AIP PROJECT PHASE II RUNWAY 18/36 EXTENSION AND RELATED 
IMPROVEMENTS. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of 
Clearwater Consultants Inc. work authorization 26-03 for the 2026 AIP Project Phase II runway 18/36 
extension and related improvements” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 
8. REQUEST APPROVAL OF FAA 3-28-0068-034-2026 GRANT APPLICATION FOR PHASE II OF 

THE RUNWAY AND PARALLEL TAXIWAY EXTENSION PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF 
$3,952,249.00 WITH A CITY MATCH OF $36,402.28.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2,  2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of FAA 3-
28-0068-034-2026 grant application for phase II of the runway and parallel taxiway extension project in the 
amount of $3,952,249.00 with a city match of $36,402.28” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

9. DISCUSSION AND CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR TWO PUBLIC HEARINGS TO 
AMEND THE UNIFIED DEVELOPMENT CODE. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of calling for 
two public hearings to amend the unified development code” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 
 

10. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE LOW BID FROM ECON CONSTRUCTION, INC 
IN THE AMOUNT OF $91,205.18 FOR THE BRUSH ARBOR CEMETERY PROJECT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of the low 
bid from Econ Construction, Inc in the amount of $91,205.18 for the Brush Arbor Cemetery Project” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

11. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH 
ARCHITECTONICS, LLC. TO PROVIDE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION 
ADMINISTRATION SERVICES FOR THE LIBRARY RENOVATION PROJECT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of the 
professional services agreement with Architectonics, LLC. to provide design and construction administration 
services for the library renovation project” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

12. CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTING THE MAIN STREET REVITALIZATION GRANT FROM 
THE MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY FOR THE NORTH JACKSON ST 
PROJECT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the Main 
Street Revitalization Grant from the Mississippi Development Authority for the North Jackson St Project” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 





























































































13. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE ANNUAL SAFETY TEST WITH KONE INC. FOR THE 
ELEVATORS AT CITY HALL IN THE AMOUNT OF $3,300.00. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of the annual 
safety test with Kone Inc. for the elevators at City Hall in the amount of $3,300.00 
” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 
14. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL TO ADVERTISE A REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS FOR 

JANITORIAL SERVICES FOR CITY HALL AND THE SANITATION DEPARTMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to advertise a 
request for proposals for janitorial services for City Hall and the Sanitation Department” is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

 
15. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ENTER INTO THE 2026 STATEWIDE MUNICIPAL 

AID COMPACT (SMAC) AGREEMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to enter into 
the 2026 Statewide Municipal Aid Compact (SMAC) agreement” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

 
16. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE DAVID JELINEK AS A CIVIL ENGINEER CO-OP IN THE 

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT.  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to hire David 
Jelinek as a civil engineer co-op in the Engineering Department” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

17. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JAMES M. PREWITT, III AS POLICE OFFICER – III 
IN THE STARKVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to hire James 
M. Prewitt, III as police officer – III in the Starkville Police Department” is enumerated, this consent item is 
thereby approved. 

18. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JALIL CLEMONS AND MERIDETH GRACE GREGG 
AS NON-CERTIFIED FIREFIGHTERS IN THE STARKVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to hire Jalil 
Clemons and Merideth Grace Gregg as non-certified firefighters in the Starkville Fire Department 
” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 
 
 
 
 
 





































sMAc Appendix 1 (SMAC Authorized Representatives)

Date:

STATEWIDE MUTUAL AID COMPACT

Name of Covemment:

Mailing Address:

City: , MSZip Code

Authorized Representative to Contact for Emergency Assistance

Primary Representative:

Name:

Title:

Day Phone

Fax No:

l st Alternate Representative:

Narnc:

Night Phone:

Pager No:

Titlc:

Day Phone

Fax No

2nd Alternate Representative:

Name:

Night Phone:

Pager No:

Title:

Day Phone Night Phone:

Pager No:I"ax No

l-15 Rev.3/2022

o

Statc Vendor #

City of Starkville

503 East Lampkin St.

39759

Dewayne Davis 

Fire Chief

662.694.3576 662.694.3576

Jonathan Wade

Fire Inspector

662.769.0387 662.769.0357

Starkville

June 2, 2026





















19. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JOHN WES CANTRELL AS CERTIFIED FIREFIGHTER 
IN THE STARKVILLE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to hire John 
Wes Cantrell as certified firefighter in the Starkville Fire Department” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

20. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE JOLIE CLEMENTS AND TANNER A. HAGUEWOOD 
AS STUDENT INTERNS IN THE STARKVILLE UTILITIES DEPARTMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to hire Jolie 
Clements and Tanner A. Haguewood as student interns in the Starkville Utilities Department” is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 
 

21. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE MICHAEL MOSELEY AS A COMMERCIAL DRIVER IN 
THE SANITATION & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT.  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to hire 
Michael Moseley as a commercial driver in the Sanitation & Environmental Services Department” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

22. REQUEST TO APPROVE THE LOW BID FROM COPPERTOP SHEET METAL IN THE AMOUNT 
OF $61,100.00 FOR THE TRAVIS OUTLAW CENTER AND ANNEX ROOF REPAIRS. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the low bid 
from Coppertop Sheet Metal in the amount of $61,100.00 for the Travis Outlaw Center and Annex roof repairs” 
is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 

23. REQUEST TO APPROVE THE SUMMARY CHANGE ORDER WITH BYRUM 
CONSTRUCTION, INC. FOR THE JL KING CULVERT PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF A 
$7,884.12 INCREASE. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the summary 
change order with Byrum Construction, Inc. for the JL King Culvert Project in the amount of a $7,884.12 
increase” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

24. CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE THE LOWEST QUOTE OF $61,230.00 FROM H & H TURF 
SOLUTIONS, LLC FOR SOCCER FIELD RENOVATIONS. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the lowest 
quote of $61,230.00 from H & H Turf Solutions, LLC for soccer field renovations” is enumerated, this consent 
item is thereby approved. 
 
 
 
 



 

ARCHITECTONICS, PLLC 
THOMAS C. STEWART, ARCHITECT 

 
300-A GREENSBORO STREET l STARKVILLE, MS 39759 

662.615.5588 l INFO@ARCHITECTONICS.INFO 

 
May 14, 2026 

Chris William, P.E. 
City of Starkville 
110 West Main Street 
Starkville, MS 39759 
 
 

Re: Bid results Travis Outlaw Center and Annex Roof Repairs 

Dear Chris: 

Enclosed you will find a certified tabulation of bids received today May 14, 2026.  

The lowest bid amount is $61,100.00.  This bid was from Coppertop Sheet Metal of Columbus, 
Mississippi. 

My recommendation is to accept the Bid from Coppertop Sheet Metal. 

If you have any questions, please contact me anytime. 

 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 
 
Thomas C. Stewart, AIA, NCARB, Architect 
Owner 

Enc. 

 



  

CERTIFIED BID TABULATION FORM  
                        Page1_ of 1_ 

Project #105-09-25 Bid Date:  May 14, 2026 Time: 2PM 

Project Title:  TRAVIS OUTLAW CENTER AND ANNEX ROOF REPAIRS 

Institution/Agency/Owner:  CITY OF STARKVILLE 

Professional: ARCHITECTONICS PLLC, THOMAS C. STEWART AIA, ARCHITECT 

 
Contractors     Base Bid    Unit Prices 

 
 
__   _COPPERTOP SHEET METAL________ $61,100.00     1._____ _____(    ) 
       COLUMBUS, MS   __       2.___________(    ) 
       Certificate of Responsibility #12260-SC        3.___________(    ) 
       5% Bid Security:_GRAY SURETY____       4.___________(    ) 
       Addenda Received (#1 ) (#  ) (#    ) (#   )        5.___________(    ) 
       Days _____   _______________________   
 
__   _TABOR CONSTRUCTION & DEV.___ $NON RESPONSIVE    1._____ _____(    ) 
       STARKVILLE, MS   __       2.___________(    ) 
       Certificate of Responsibility #18316-MC       3.___________(    ) 
       5% Bid Security:_          4.___________(    ) 
       Addenda Received (#1 ) (#  ) (#    ) (#   )        5.___________(    ) 
       Days _____   _______________________   
 
__   _ARCON GENERAL CONTRACTORS $115,744.62     1._____ _____(    ) 
       BOONEVILLE, MS   __       2.___________(    ) 
       Certificate of Responsibility #26835-MC       3.___________(    ) 
       5% Bid Security:_FCCI INSURANCE____       4.___________(    ) 
       Addenda Received (#1 ) (#  ) (#    ) (#   )        5.___________(    ) 
       Days _____   _______________________   
 
__   _JOHNS & KIRSEY INC.________  $98,000.00     1._____ _____(    ) 
       TUSCALOOSA, MS   __       2.___________(    ) 
       Certificate of Responsibility #23820-MC       3.___________(    ) 
       5% Bid Security:_CINC. INS. CO.____        4.___________(    ) 
       Addenda Received (#1 ) (#  ) (#    ) (#   )        5.___________(    ) 
       Days _____   _______________________   
 
 
 
 
 

I certify that this is a correct tabulation of all bids received for this project on the date stated above. 
 

_______________________________________________________       ________MAY 14, 2026__________ 
  (Authorized Signature)       (Date) 











25. CONSIDERATION TO APPROVE THE LOWEST QUOTE OF $38,448.00 OF MASON SAND (48 
LOADS OF 30 TONS PER LOAD) FROM BURNS LOGISTICS. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the lowest 
quote of $38,448.00 of mason sand (48 loads of 30 tons per load) from Burns Logistics” is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

26. UNDER MISSISSIPPI CODE ANNOTATED 21-19-11(2) AND AS ADOPTED BY THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE BOARD OF ALDERMEN, THE FOLLOWING PROPERTIES ARE FOUND IN 
VIOLATION OF SAID ORDINANCE AND ARE IN SUCH A STATE OF UNCLEANLINESS AS TO 
BE A MENACE TO PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE OF THE COMMUNITY AND 
ARE THEREFORE PLACED ON THE PROPERTY MOWING/CLEANUP LIST:1710 
ARROWHEAD 

Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval under 
Mississippi Code Annotated 21-19-11(2) and as adopted by the city of Starkville Board of Aldermen, the 
following properties are found in violation of said ordinance and are in such a state of uncleanliness as to be a 
menace to public health, safety and welfare of the community and are therefore placed on the property 
mowing/cleanup list:1710 Arrowhead” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 

27. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO EXECUTE THE USG WATER TANK INSPECTION 10-
YEAR CONTRACT FOR NORTHSTAR INDUSTRIAL PARK TANK AND SCALES STREET 
TANK. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval to execute 
the USG water tank inspection 10-year contract for Northstar Industrial Park Tank and Scales Street Tank” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

28. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE LOW QUOTE FROM GARNER 
COMMUNICATION SERVICES IN THE AMOUNT OF $9,135.00 FOR CISCO SWITCH AND 
NETWORK MATERIALS FOR THE AMI-GATEKEEPER FIBER DISTRIBUTION NETWORK 
AT THE SOUTHWEST SUBSTATION. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of the low 
quote from Garner Communication Services in the amount of $9,135.00 for cisco switch and network materials 
for the ami-gatekeeper fiber distribution network at the Southwest Substation” is enumerated, this consent item 
is thereby approved. 

29. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE LOW QUOTE FROM BILL YOUNG IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $28,850.00 FOR A NEW 10” CHECK VALVE AT MONTGOMERY WELL. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the low quote 
from Bill Young in the amount of $28,850.00 for a new 10” check valve at Montgomery Well” is enumerated, 
this consent item is thereby approved. 
 
 
 
 



































Date

5/18/2026

Quote #

INS-254174

Terms

Net 30

Ship Via Valid Until

6/17/2026

Sales Rep

Industrial Solutions

Project Name / Number Sales Support Rep

Hernandez, Sarely Z

E-mail:

cmcclain@starkvilleutilities.com

To:

Starkville Utilities: Colby Mcclain

Quote

Phone#:

(662) 323-3133 ext. 1142

Line
1

2

3

Model / Part#
IE-9310-16P8S4X-
E

PWR-RGD-AC-DC
-H

INS Part#

Qty.
1

1

8

Description
Cisco Catalyst IE-9300 Series Industrial
Ethernet Switch, 16 x Ports 10/100/1000
PoE+ and 8 x 100/1000 SFP Ports
(downlinks), 4 × 1 Gigabit/10 Gigabit SFP+
Ports (uplink), Network  Essentials License,
19″ Rackmount, -40 to 75 deg. C, Power
Supply (Sold Separately).

Cisco PWR-RGD-AC-DC-H High Voltage
AC or DC Power Source for Hazardous
Locations 1, 2 for IE-9300/IE-5000/IE-4010
Series Switch, 150W, 85-264VAC or
88-300VDC Nominal Input. (Must be
Purchased with IE-9300/IE-5000/IE-4010
Switch, For an Individual Spare Power
Supply see Part# PWR-RGD-AC-DC-H=).

GLC-BX-U-I-AX

Lead Time Price/ea.
10,873.08

856.17

150.00

Extended
10,873.08

856.17

1,200.00

Subtotal
Tax
Total

12,929.25
905.05

$13,834.30

Cisco ICPA (Indirect Channel Partner Agreement) Required

To purchase and resell Cisco products, your company must be an authorized Cisco partner.
Please contact your salesperson to begin this process.  Our Cisco Partner Onboarding team will
guide you through the process of becoming an authorized Cisco partner.

The item(s) quoted are special-order, therefore non-cancelable & non-returnable.

Pricing is in US Dollars. Non-freight collect shipping charges will be prepaid and added to the invoice.  Pre-pay and add freight charges quoted are only an estimate and are subject to change at the
time of invoice based on actual carrier charges. Shipping terms are FOB Origin. Sales tax is calculated for shipments to all states with the exception of RI and VT. Customers located in RI and VT are
responsible for direct payment of all sales/use taxes that may be applicable in their state. Purchaser acknowledges that the items contained in this shipment may be controlled by the U.S. Government
and authorized for export only to the country of shipment for use by the purchaser. They may not be resold, transferred, or otherwise disposed of, to any other country or to any person other than
purchaser, either in their original form or after being incorporated into other items, without first obtaining any approvals required under U.S. law and regulations. By accepting this order, purchaser
confirms that it will not resell, transfer, or otherwise dispose of the items contained herein in any manner that foreseeably would cause [INS] to be in violation of applicable export control or sanctions
laws or regulations.
<br />
Returns, if authorized, must occur within 90 days of purchase. A Return Authorization (RMA #) must be provided by INS prior to returning materials. A minimum 20% restocking fee will be applied for all
returns (subject to inspection). Materials that are damaged or not in original packaging will not be accepted. Cancelled orders are subject to a minimum 20% cancellation fee.
<br />
Please review our product support policy at: https://www.industrialnetworking.com/customer-service/
<br />
If Net 30 terms have been selected by the customer as the preferred method of payment, but payment is instead made using a credit card, a 4% processing fee will be applied. If any balance of the
invoice remains unpaid after the Due Date, late fees of 2% per month may be added to the balance of the invoice, without additional notice to the customer, until such late balance is paid.
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30. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ACCEPT THE LOW QUOTE FROM BILL YOUNG IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $33,375.00 FOR REPLACEMENT OF TWO 4” CONTROL VALVES AT 
MONTGOMERY WELL. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval the low quote 
from Bill Young in the amount of $33,375.00 for replacement of two 4” control valves at Montgomery Well” is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

31. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF CHANGE ORDER #1 FOR THE BLUEFIELD 
WATER TREATMENT PLANT PROJECT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Brooks, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve the June 2, 2026 Official Agenda, and to accept items for consent, whereby the “approval of change 
order #1 for the Bluefield Water Treatment Plant Project” is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS: 

MAYOR’S COMMENTS: Mayor Spruill noted that it was a great weekend in Starkville and that the 
Mississippi State baseball team is going to the Super Regionals. Mayor Spruill noted that ARC, Appalachian 
Regional Commission, that consists of 13 states, is holding their conference here in Starkville. The Governor 
picked the location of the conference and he chose Starkville.  

BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS: 

CITIZEN COMMENTS: Alvin Turner, Ward 7, expressed concern with the High School moving on 
campus.  He was concerned with how will they keep the MSU students separated from the high school 
students. He expressed concern of the building across from the Electric Department. He noted he heard about 
the closing of the landfill and would like a better understanding of that.  

Yulanda Haddix, President of the Starkvegas Juneteenth Committee for Unity, spoke about the upcoming 
event. She gave the Mayor and Board of Alderman an update of what they will be doing June 18th - June 21st. 
She encouraged everyone to attend. 

PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF VA 26-04 A REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE 
FROM FRONT YARD SETBACKS FOR A FENCE AND WORKSHOP/GARAGE LOCATED AT 
235 BROOK AVENUE IN AN SD-2 ZONING DISTRICT. 

Community Planner Daniel Havelin presented VA 26-04 a request for a variance from front yard setbacks 
for a fence and workshop/garage located at 235 Brook Avenue in an SD-2 zoning district.  

This is a Variance request by Jimmy McPherson for front yard setbacks for a fence and workshop/garage 
located at 235 Brook Avenue in an SD-2 zoning district with the property #106C-00-038.00. 
 
The applicant is seeking a dimensional variance from the Unified Development Code (UDC) to build a 
20’x36’ detached workshop/garage and replace an existing privacy fence on their property. Because the lot 
is bordered by public rights-of-way on three sides, zoning regulations technically classify three sides of 
the property as "front yards," which strictly limits fence heights to 3½ feet and imposes strict setback 
requirements for new structures. The workshop is proposed for the east side of the home along Gardenia 
Drive, an area that has functionally served as the property's backyard since at least 2004. 
 
To proceed with these upgrades, the applicant requires formal relief from UDC Sections 13.9.1.B.1.c and 
13.9.1.B.6.b. This variance would allow the new workshop to sit within the required front yard setback of 
Gardenia Drive and permit a standard privacy fence in areas where heights are normally restricted. The 



















request is noted as being generally compatible with the neighborhood's established residential 
development pattern and the historic, longstanding layout of the property itself. 
 
Based on the analysis of the criteria contained in Section 3.7.1 staff recommends Approval of the request 
with the following conditions: 
 

1. The accessory structure shall substantially conform to the site plan submitted with VA 26-04. 
2. Any replacement fence within the variance area shall not exceed eight (8) feet in height. 
3. No portion of the structure or fence shall encroach into public right-of-way or utility easements. 

 
The request was noticed in accordance with Section 3.4.3.E of the Unified Development Code. 
 

1. 12 property owners of record within 160 feet of the subject property were notified directly by mail 
of the request.   

2. A legal ad was published in the Starkville Daily News on May 9, 2026. 
3. A sign was posted on the property in a conspicuous location.  

As of this date, the Planning Office has no response to the notifications. 
 
At the May 27, 2026, the Board of Adjustments and Appeals voted unanimously to recommend approval 
of the request with the three staff recommended conditions of approval. 

Alderman Brooks noted other similar variance requests and asked could some of these be avoided with 
minimal changes to the UDC, particularly since updates are coming up. Mr. Havelin noted that there are 
such few properties like this it would not be necessary to make the UDC change.  

Jimmy McPherson, the applicant, stated that they will only be replacing the fence in the same footprint 
that has been there and adding a shop for hobbies. He noted that since both of their children will be 
attending MSU, they have decided to keep the house and stay in Starkville permanently.  

Mayor Spruill opened the Public Hearing to the public.  

There being no comments, Mayor Spruill closed the Public Hearing.  

32. PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF VA 26-04 A REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE 
FROM FRONT YARD SETBACKS FOR A FENCE AND WORKSHOP/GARAGE LOCATED AT 
235 BROOK AVENUE IN AN SD-2 ZONING DISTRICT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Sistrunk, duly seconded by Alderman Brooks, and adopted by the Board to 
approve VA 26-04 a request for a variance from front yard setbacks for a fence and workshop/garage located at 
235 Brook Avenue in an SD-2 zoning district. The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Kim Moreland Voted: Yea      
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Yea 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins Voted: Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, Mayor Spruill declared the motion passed.  
 
 



 
 
 
 

 
The purpose of this report is to provide information regarding Variance Request by Jimmy 
McPherson for front yard setbacks for a fence and workshop/garage located at 235 Brook 
Avenue in an SD-2 zoning district with the property #106C-00-038.00. Please see 
attachments 1- 4. 
 

SUMMARY 
 
The applicant is planning a future workshop/garage. The proposed location for the structure 
is on the east side of the house adjacent to Gardenia Drive. The lot is bordered by public 
right-of-way on three sides. Per Section 4.6.2.G.1, the front yard is defined as “A space 
extending the full width of the lot between the principal building and the front lot line. On 
corner lots, any side adjacent to the street shall be considered a front yard”. Under that 
definition, the subject property technically has three front yards. The property is addressed 
off of Brook Avenue which makes it the primary street. Gardenia Drive and Canna Avenue 
would be classified as secondary streets. Based on aerial photograph, front yard along 
Gardenia Drive and Canna Avenue has been used as a backyard since at least 2004. A 
privacy fence, play set, and other accessory structures have been placed in that area for 
most of the home’s existence. Portions of the existing and proposed replacement privacy 
fence are located within areas classified as front yards due to the parcel’s multiple street 
frontages, including areas located between the principal structure façade and adjacent 
rights-of-way where fence height is otherwise limited to 3 1/2 feet. 
 
The current issue is that the applicant would like to place a workshop/garage structure in 
the approximate location of the existing play set and would also like to have the ability to 
replace the existing privacy fence with another privacy fence in the future. To allow for this, 
a dimensional variance from the setback requirements within the front yard would be 
needed. The requested variance is generally compatible with the longstanding residential 
development pattern present on the property and within the surrounding neighborhood. 
 
The applicant is requesting relief from Sections 13.9.1.B.1.c and 13.9.1.B.6.b of the UDC to 
allow a 20’x36’ detached workshop/garage within the required front yard setback of 
Gardenia Drive and to permit replacement of the existing privacy fence within areas where 
fence height is otherwise limited to 3½ feet. (see Attachment 1 for proposed placement).  
 

STAFF REPORT 
To: Members of the Board of Adjustments & Appeals 

From: Daniel Havelin, City Planner (662-323-2525 ext. 3136)  
Lyle MeCaskey, Assistant City Planner (662-323-2525 ext. 3130) 

Subject: Public hearing and consideration of VA 26-04 a request for a variance from 
front yard setbacks for a fence and workshop/garage located at 235 Brook 
Avenue in an SD-2 zoning district.  

Date: May 27, 2026 

THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENTS & APPEALS 
CITY HALL, 110 WEST MAIN STREET 

STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 39759 



Staff finds the applicant has met the burden of proof necessary to justify granting the 
requested variance. Based on the analysis of the criteria contained in Section 3.7.1 staff 
recommends Approval of the request. 
 
If the request for Variance is recommended for approval or denial, the applicant’s 
requests will be heard by the Board of Aldermen at the June 2, 2026, meeting.  
 

VARIANCE REQUEST FROM 
 
13.9.1 Accessory Use Or Structures (Excluding Dwellings) 
 
A. Definition: An accessory use or structure that is incidental and subordinate to the 
principal use of the principal building. Structures with a kitchen area, full bathroom, 
electricity, and is heated or cooled shall be considered accessory dwellings. 
 
B. Accessory use or structure for residential uses 
 
1. Garage, carport, workshop, and pool houses  

a. No garage, carport, workshop, or pool house shall be erected within ten (10) feet 
of any other building unless attached to the principal structure, or within five (5) feet 
of a property line unless stated otherwise in a district’s base dimensional standards. 
b. No garage, carport, workshop, and pool house shall occupy more than thirty (30) 
percent of the required rear yard.  
c. An accessory structure shall not occupy any part of a required front yard or side 
yard except garages and carports if allowed in that district.  
d. A garage, carport, workshop, and pool houses cannot be used as an office or 
habitable space without meeting the requirements of the current adopted 
technical codes. 

 
6. Fences 

a. From the street facing facade of any principal building to the right-of-way line of 
the streets, fences shall not be more than three and a half (3 ½) feet in height.  
b. Fences located behind the front facade of the principal building shall not 
exceed eight (8) feet in height. 
c. Razor wire shall not be placed on any fence. 
d. See development standards charts for additional fencing requirements. 

 
CRITERIA FOR VARIANCE REVIEW AND APPROVAL (Section 3.7.1) 

 
3.7.1. Criteria for variance review and approval. 

A. Special Conditions. That special conditions and circumstances exist which are 
peculiar to the land, structure, or building involved, and the same conditions are 
not applicable to other land, structures, and buildings in the surrounding area.   

B. Literal Interpretation. That the literal interpretation of the provisions of this Code 
would deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the 
same district under the terms of this Code. 

C. Hardship. That the hardship has not resulted from the actions of the applicant. 
D. Special Privilege. That granting the variance requested will not confer on the 

applicant any special privilege that is denied by this Code to other lands, structures, 
or buildings in the same district. 



E. Minimum Variance. That granting the variance is the minimum variance that will 
make possible the reasonable use of the land, building, or structure. The request 
does not appear to create adverse impacts on adjacent properties due to the 
existing residential context and established screening pattern. 

F. Consistency with Comprehensive Plan. That the granting of the variance will be 
consistent with the general purpose, intent, goals, objectives, and policies of the 
Comprehensive Plan and this code and will not be injurious to surrounding areas or 
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare. 
 

STAFF ANALYSIS OF CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL 
 

A. Special Conditions. The subject property is uniquely impacted by frontage on Brook 
Avenue, Gardenia Drive, and Canna Avenue. Under Section 4.6.2.G.1 of the 
Unified Development Code, each street frontage constitutes a front yard, resulting 
in three required front yard setback areas on a single residential parcel. This 
condition is not typical of most residential lots within the SD-2 zoning district and 
substantially reduces the area available for customary accessory residential 
improvements. 

B. Literal Interpretation. Literal enforcement of the front yard setback and fence 
height requirements would substantially limit the applicant’s ability to place 
customary residential accessory structures in areas historically functioning as the 
rear yard of the property. Due to the unique three-front-yard configuration, strict 
application of the ordinance would impose a burden greater than that 
experienced by similarly zoned residential properties. 

C. Hardship. The hardship is created by the original lot configuration and surrounding 
public rights-of-way and is not the result of actions taken by the applicant. The 
property’s unusual frontage arrangement existed prior to the current request and 
limits reasonable placement options for accessory structures. 

D. Special Privilege. Approval of the variance would not authorize a use prohibited 
within the SD-2 district and would not confer a special privilege inconsistent with 
similarly situated properties. The request is limited to dimensional relief necessitated 
by the unique physical characteristics of the lot. 

E. Minimum Variance. The requested variance represents the minimum relief 
necessary to allow reasonable placement of a detached accessory structure and 
continued screening of the functional rear yard area. Due to the multiple front yard 
setbacks affecting the parcel, alternative compliant locations are substantially 
constrained. 

F. Consistency with Comprehensive Plan and UDC. The request is generally consistent 
with the Comprehensive Plan’s goals of preserving neighborhood character, 
supporting established residential development patterns, and allowing reasonable 
residential use of property. The proposed improvements are residential in nature 
and are compatible with the surrounding neighborhood context. 

 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

 
1. The subject property is located at 235 Brook Avenue within the SD-2 zoning district 

and is bordered by public rights-of-way along Brook Avenue, Gardenia Drive, and 
Canna Avenue. 



2. Pursuant to Section 4.6.2.G.1 of the Unified Development Code, each street frontage 
constitutes a front yard, resulting in three required front yard setback areas on the 
parcel. 

3. The multiple street frontages create a development condition that is not commonly 
shared by similarly situated residential lots within the SD-2 zoning district. 

4. The area proposed for the accessory structure and fence has historically functioned 
as the practical rear yard area of the property for many years and contains existing 
residential improvements and screening elements. 

5. Strict application of the front yard setback requirements would significantly reduce 
the reasonable area available for customary residential accessory structures on the 
property. 

6. The hardship associated with the request is attributable to the physical configuration 
of the lot and surrounding rights-of-way and was not created by the current property 
owner. 

7. The requested variance is limited to dimensional relief necessary to allow placement 
of a detached accessory structure and replacement of existing fencing associated 
with the functional rear yard area. 

8. The request involves dimensional relief only and does not authorize any prohibited 
use within the SD-2 zoning district. 

9. The requested variance will not substantially alter the residential character of the 
surrounding neighborhood. 

10. The requested variance is generally consistent with the intent of the Unified 
Development Code and the City of Starkville Comprehensive Plan. 

 
NOTIFICATION 

 
The request was noticed in accordance with Section 3.7.3.E of the Unified Development 
Code. 

1. 12 property owners of record within 160 feet of the subject property were notified 
directly by mail of the request.   

2. A legal ad was published in the Starkville Daily News on May 9, 2026. 
3. A sign was posted on the property in a conspicuous location.  

 
As of this date, the Planning Office has no phone calls for or against this request. 
 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 
Any condition attached to the approval of a variance by the Mayor and Board of 
Aldermen shall run with the land and shall be binding upon the applicants, their heirs, and 
successors. The Planning Department requests the following conditions of approval: 

1. The accessory structure shall substantially conform to the site plan submitted with 
VA 26-04. 

2. Any replacement fence within the variance area shall not exceed eight (8) feet in 
height. 

3. No portion of the structure or fence shall encroach into public right-of-way or utility 
easements. 

 
  



 
  



 
Attachment 2 - Zoning 

  



 
Attachment 3 – Floor Plan 

  



Attachment 4 – Proposed Rendering 



PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF VA 26-05 A REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE 
FROM PARKING SETBACK REQUIREMENTS LOCATED AT 301 HIGHWAY 12 WEST IN 
A C ZONING DISTRICT.  

Community Planner Daniel Havelin presented VA 26-05 a request for a variance from parking setback 
requirements located at 301 Highway 12 west in a C zoning district.  

Curt Crissey, on behalf of Brewski’s, for a Variance after the fact from parking setback requirements 
located at 301 Highway 12 West in a C zoning district with the parcel number 102G-00-034.00. 

The subject property, currently operating as a gas station and convenience store, is considered legally 
nonconforming because its building and parking lot layout existed before the City adopted its Unified 
Development Code (UDC) in December 2019. Under UDC Section 3.17.4, such nonconforming features 
are permitted to continue but are strictly prohibited from being enlarged, extended, or altered in any way 
that increases their degree of nonconformity. Any modifications to the site layout or access must fully 
comply with current development standards. 

In the fall of 2025, the applicant secured a right-of-way permit to relocate a driveway on Louisville Street. 
Between December 2025 and February 2026, the Assistant City Engineer conducted several requested 
inspections, ultimately approving the concrete forms for the sidewalk and the driveway apron only. 
However, on February 13, 2026, city engineering staff observed the contractor pouring and finishing 
concrete in an adjacent green space that was entirely outside the scope of the approved permit. The 
applicant was formally notified by the City Engineer to return the site to its original condition. 

A subsequent site inspection on March 16, 2026, revealed extensive UDC violations. The applicant had not 
only paved the parking setbacks on his own property but had also paved the parking setbacks of the 
adjacent Middleton Court Shopping Center, creating illegal nonconformities on both properties. 
Furthermore, the applicant failed to remove the concrete from the old driveway within the City’s right-of-
way as required by the permit. Following a meeting with the Mayor and City Planner, the Planning 
Department issued a formal notice of violation on March 30, 2026, giving the applicant 30 days to bring the 
site into compliance. 

The adjacent property owners also received a notice of violation in April 2026. Their legal counsel 
responded that the work was done entirely without their authorization or prior knowledge, and the 
encroaching pavement on their property was promptly removed and their violation dismissed. Meanwhile, 
the City issued second and third notices of violation to the applicant in late April and May 2026, as he 
failed to restore his site or provide a legible, accurate site plan necessary to process a variance request. 

Although the applicant submitted a variance application dated February 27, 2026, it contained an illegible 
drawing illustrating the proposal. Due to the lack of clear details or an updated plan from the applicant, the 
Planning Department proceeded with the variance request based on field observations, interpreting it as a 
request to retain the unpermitted paving within the parking setback areas and the Louisville Street right-of-
way.  

Staff finds the applicant has not met the burden of proof necessary to justify granting the requested 
variance. Based on the analysis of the criteria contained in Section 3.7.1 staff recommends denial of the 
request. 

The request was noticed in accordance with Section 3.4.3.E of the Unified Development Code. 
 

1. 7 property owners of record within 160 feet of the subject property were notified directly by mail of 
the request.  

2. A legal ad was published in the Starkville Daily News on May 9, 2026. 
3. A sign was posted on the property in a conspicuous location.  



As of this date, the Planning Office has received one in favor of the request (exhibit 1). At the first public 
hearing, the applicant submitted a site plan to the Board of Adjustment and Appeals (exhibit 2). 

At the May 27, 2026, the Board of Adjustments and Appeals voted unanimously to recommend denial of 
the request. 

Alderman Brooks asked that if the concrete beside the original driveway was supposed to be removed. Mr. 
Havelin stated that the concrete inside the right-of-way was supposed to be removed along with the 5 feet 
inside the setback. Alderman Brooks asked was the drawing the original permit. Mr. Havelin stated that it 
was the original permit for the work within the right of way. He stated that there was never a permit issued 
for the work on the site. Alderman Brooks asked who did the drawing. Mr. Havelin stated that Mr. 
Kachelman did the drawing.  

Curt Crissy, owner of Brewski’s, noted that the Engineer’s were nice guys and informative. Mr. Crissy 
stated that this all started when he and Rackley Oil Company started talking about how they could improve 
the parking area in the ingress and egress of Brewski’s.  Several options were discussed. Mr. Crissy noted 
that they spoke with the City and presented ideas and the City liked it with the entrance away from the 
intersection.  He understood that his contractors then got the permit. Mr. Crissy stated that he then 
contacted Marcus McGee who is a 3rd generation concrete contractor. He stated that they then contacted the 
City for them to instruct them on what they could do. Mr. Crissy noted that they submitted the forms to the 
City and they were approved and they poured the concrete and had it inspected and moved to the next 
phases. He stated that they told the City that they would connect with the pavement of the shopping center 
parking lot and that he is the only business in town not connected to the out parcel. Mr. Crissy noted that no 
one ever told him he was out of compliance and that all the communication he had was with the public and 
they liked what he was doing. He stated they were down to the end of the project and someone with the 
City came and told him he was out of compliance and did not have a permit to do this work. He stated that 
everything they have done has been positive for Starkville He asked for the Board’s support to keep it as it 
is now.  

Ashley Ray, 2nd generation owner of this company, then spoke requesting approval of the variance. She 
stated that what she wanted to address was the back of Brewski’s as it was an eye sore in need of 
improvements. Ray noted that the grass that was there was constantly torn up by people exiting the 
property. She noted that it would cause the grass to be rutted up and it would cause potholes in that area. 
Ray noted they wanted to do this to make the appearance up to Starkville’s standards. She stated that being 
the 2nd generation owner, that they plan to continue to be here as long as she is alive and hopes it passes to 
one of her children.  

Mayor Spruill noted that she believed there was miscommunication and that she spoke to the City 
Engineers and none of them approved the work on the additional paving that was done.  

Mayor Spruill opened the Public Hearing to the public.  

There being no comments, Mayor Spruill closed the Public Hearing.  

Alderman Sistrunk noted that the appearance was good and the idea of moving the entrance further away  
from the intersection was good. She stated that she didn’t think they fixed the problem of driving down 
through the shopping center. She noted that she wasn’t sure where the miscommunication occurred but 
there was a permitted level of work that was done and that level of work was exceeded. Alderman Vaughn 
asked Mr. Havelin to pull up the image and asked what was out of compliance. Mr. Havelin showed the 
area that was out of compliance and noted that if they would had gotten a permit the work would never 
have been approved at the current configuration. Discussion on the request ended. 

 



33. PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF VA 26-05 A REQUEST FOR A VARIANCE 
FROM PARKING SETBACK REQUIREMENTS LOCATED AT 301 HIGHWAY 12 WEST IN 
A C ZONING DISTRICT.  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Sistrunk, duly seconded by Alderman Moreland, and adopted by the Board to 
deny VA 26-05 a request for a variance from parking setback requirements located at 301 Highway 12 west in a 
C zoning district. The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Kim Moreland Voted: Yea      
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Yea 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins Voted: Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: Nay 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, Mayor Spruill declared the motion passed.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

 
The purpose of this report is to provide information regarding Variance request by Curt 
Crissey on behalf of Brewski’s for a Variance after the fact from parking setback 
requirements located at 301 Highway 12 West in a C zoning district with the parcel number 
102G-00-034.00. Please see attachments 1- 7. 
 

SUMMARY 
 
The subject property is currently a gas station and convenience store. The building and site 
are considered legally nonconforming because they existed prior to adoption of the Unified 
Development Code (UDC) in December 2019. The nonconforming site issues include the 
parking lot layout. The existing parking lot area does not conform to the development 
standards of the UDC. Section 3.17.4 of the UDC states that a legal nonconforming features 
may be continued subject to the following limitations: 
 
A. Increase in nonconformity prohibited. No action shall be taken which increases the 

degree or extent of the nonconformity. Any enlargement, extension, structural 
alteration, layout changes, access modifications, landscaping, and other changes to 
the site shall conform to all current requirements use and development standards. 
 

B. Continuation permitted. For a development existing before the effective date of current 
regulations, a feature made nonconforming by a change in use and development 
standards may continue to exist until any proposed improvements on the site require site 
plan approval or the existing principal structure on the same site as the nonconforming 
feature is modified to the extent that the construction cost, as determined by the 
Building Department, for the modification is less than fifty percent (50%) of its tax 
assessor’s replacement value or an appraised replacement value at the time of 
modification of the structure only, not including the land. A remodel of an existing 
structure shall be considered a modification. 

 
In the fall of 2025, the applicant communicated with the City’s Engineering Department 
about relocating a driveway. The Engineering Department provided the applicant with a 
detailed plan showing the removal of the old drive and the location of the new drive. On 
September 8, 2025, the applicant responded to the email with plan “This looks good to 
me…”. On September 17, 2025 a right-of-way permit was issued to the applicant 
(Attachment 3). 
 

STAFF REPORT 
To: Members of the Board of Adjustments & Appeals 

From: Daniel Havelin, City Planner (662-323-2525 ext. 3136)  
Lyle MeCaskey, Assistant City Planner (662-323-2525 ext. 3130) 

Subject: Public hearing and consideration of VA 26-05 a request for a variance from 
parking setback requirements located at 301 Highway 12 West in a C zoning 
district.  

Date: May 27, 2026 

THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENTS & APPEALS 
CITY HALL, 110 WEST MAIN STREET 

STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 39759 



On December 8, 2025, the applicant requested the Assistant City Engineer, Stephan 
Kachelman, to come on site prior to pouring the new sidewalk and driveway. The following 
day Mr. Kachelman met the applicant and his contractor on site to discuss the project and 
the phasing of the concrete pour.   
 
On December 10, 2025 at the request of the contractor, Mr. Kachelman inspected the 
concrete forms for the sidewalk only. At that time, he noted that the forms were sloping in 
the wrong direction and they needed to be corrected. The following day, at the request of 
the contractor, Mr. Kachelman returned to inspect the forms. At that time, he approved the 
forms for the sidewalk only. 
 
On December 23, 2025 at the request of the contractor, Mr. Kachelman inspected the 
concrete forms for the concrete apron. That is the portion of the driveway between the 
sidewalk and Louisville Street. Mr. Kachelman approved the form for the apron only. This was 
the last time that the contractor contacted the city for inspections. 
 
On February 13, 2026, Associate Engineer Chris Williams observed a contractor pouring and 
finishing concrete in the green space area that was not part of the driveway permit. Mr. 
Williams spoke with the applicant about him exceeding the scope of the permit. The 
applicant was told to contact the Building Department on the following Tuesday to rectify 
the situation. 
 
On February 25, 2025, the City Engineer, Cody Burnett, sent an email informing the applicant 
that he exceeded the scope of the permit and needs to return the site to its original 
condition. 
 
On March 16, 2026, City Planner Daniel Havelin and Assistant City Planner Lyle MeCaskey 
went to observe the site from the right-of-way to determine if it was compliant with the UDC. 
At that time, it was discovered that the applicant had not only paved the parking setbacks 
of his property, but also paved the parking setbacks of the adjacent property (Middleton 
Court Shopping Center). This made both properties illegal nonconformities due to the 
expansion of an already nonconforming parking lot. The applicant also failed to remove 
the concrete from the City’s right-of-way from the old driveway that was part the permit 
(Attachment 4). 
 
The applicant met with the Mayor and the City Planner to discuss options for coming into 
compliance. At that time, he was told to remove all of the concrete within the parking 
setback on both his property and the adjacent shopping center’s property. He would also 
need to remove the paving within the right-of-way. He was asked if he could apply for a 
variance to keep the paving. The response was he could apply for a variance for his 
property, but the adjacent property owner would need to part of the variance for their 
property. The right-of-way paving can not be part of the variance request because it is just 
prohibited and needs to be removed. 
 
On March 30, 2026, the Planning Department sent the applicant a notice of violation. The 
letter gave the applicant 30 days to bring the site into compliance. 
 
On April 9, 2026, the Planning Department sent the property owners of Middleton Court a 
notice of violation. On April 14, 2026, the attorney representing the property owners of 
Middleton Court emailed a letter in response to the notice (Attachment 5). Their response 
letter states “South Star Starkville LLC did not perform, authorize or consent to any of the 



work giving rise to the Notice of Violation and had no prior knowledge that work would be 
conducted on or impacting its Property.” The following week the paving on the Middleton 
Court side of the property line was removed and violation dismissed (Attachment 6). 
 
On April 20, 2026, the applicant contacted Lyle MeCaskey about the notice of violation and 
variance request. He stated that the concrete on the adjacent property had been 
removed. Mr. MeCaskey informed him that he needs to provide a legible site plan for the 
variance application.  
 
On April 21, 2026, the Planning Department sent the applicant a second notice of violation. 
The letter gave the applicant until April 30, 2026 to either bring the site into compliance or 
have a complete variance application with a legible site plan. The applicant reached out 
to Mr. MeCaskey again on April 22, 2026. Mr. MeCaskey explained the letter and the need 
for an accurate plan illustrating his variance request. 
 
On May 5, 2026, the Planning Department sent the applicant a third notice of violation. The 
letter explained that the applicant has not corrected the issue or supplied the required site 
plan illustrating his variance request. 
 
The variance request application is dated February 27, 2026 (Attachment 7). Included in 
that application was an illegible drawing illustrating the request. Without any further detail 
on what the applicant is actually requesting, the Planning Department decided to proceed 
with the variance request without an updated site plan. Therefore, based on field 
observations and the submitted application materials, staff interprets the request as seeking 
approval to retain paving located within the required parking setback areas along the 
southern property line and Louisville Street right-of-way. 
 
Staff finds the applicant has not met the burden of proof necessary to justify granting the 
requested variance. Based on the analysis of the criteria contained in Section 3.7.1 staff 
recommends denial of the request. 
 
If the request for Variance is recommended for approval or denial, the applicant’s requests 
will be heard by the Board of Aldermen at the June 2, 2026, meeting.  
 

VARIANCE REQUEST FROM 
 
Commercial Use   
D. Parking Setbacks C 
D1. From primary street 5’ 
D2. From side street 5’ 
D3. From side and rear property line 5’ 
D4. From side and rear property line adjacent to 
detached residential See buffer yard requirements 

*lots must be of a sufficient size to accommodate the proposed use and meet all 
subsequent development standards 
**see use chart and additional standards 

 
 

 



 
CRITERIA FOR VARIANCE REVIEW AND APPROVAL (Section 3.7.1) 

 
3.7.1. Criteria for variance review and approval. 

A. Special Conditions. That special conditions and circumstances exist which are 
peculiar to the land, structure, or building involved, and the same conditions are not 
applicable to other land, structures, and buildings in the surrounding area.   

B. Literal Interpretation. That the literal interpretation of the provisions of this Code would 
deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same 
district under the terms of this Code. 

C. Hardship. That the hardship has not resulted from the actions of the applicant. 
D. Special Privilege. That granting the variance requested will not confer on the 

applicant any special privilege that is denied by this Code to other lands, structures, 
or buildings in the same district. 

E. Minimum Variance. That granting the variance is the minimum variance that will 
make possible the reasonable use of the land, building, or structure. 

F. Consistency with Comprehensive Plan. That the granting of the variance will be 
consistent with the general purpose, intent, goals, objectives, and policies of the 
Comprehensive Plan and this code and will not be injurious to surrounding areas or 
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare. 

 
STAFF ANALYSIS OF CRITERIA FOR APPROVAL 

 
Variance requests are evaluated based on the standards established in 
Section 3.7.1 of the Unified Development Code. The applicant bears the 
burden of demonstrating compliance with each applicable criterion. 

 
A. Special Conditions. There is no evidence of a special condition relating to the 

property. Several newer developments and redevelopments in the area comply with 
the required parking setbacks and applicable nonconformity standards. 

B. Literal Interpretation. Strict enforcement of the parking setbacks does not deprive the 
applicant of the continued use of the property.  

C. Hardship. Any hardship associated with the request results from actions undertaken 
by the applicant after permit issuance and therefore does not constitute a qualifying 
hardship under Section 3.7.1.C. 

D. Special Privilege. Granting this variance would give special privilege to the applicant 
that was not given to several newer developments and redevelopments in the area.  

E. Minimum Variance. The applicant had previously had reasonable use of the land. 
This variance is unnecessary to continued operations of the business and is therefore 
not a minimum variance. 

F. Consistency with Comprehensive Plan and UDC. Granting the requested variance 
would not be consistent with the intent of the Unified Development Code or the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan. The required parking setbacks are intended to provide 
separation between parking areas, public rights-of-way, and adjacent properties 
while supporting safe access, drainage, landscaping, and corridor appearance. 
Allowing paving within required setback areas after unapproved construction would 
undermine the intent of the UDC’s nonconformity provisions and may create 
precedent for similar encroachments elsewhere in the City. 

 



 
FINDINGS OF FACT 

 
1. The subject property contains a legally nonconforming parking layout established 

prior to adoption of the UDC. 
2. The applicant obtained a right-of-way permit for driveway modifications only. 
3. The applicant installed additional paving beyond the approved permit scope. 
4. The additional paving expanded parking into required setback areas. 
5. The expansion increased the degree of the site’s existing nonconformity. 
6. The property remains capable of reasonable commercial use without the requested 

variance. 
7. Any hardship associated with the request resulted from actions undertaken by the 

applicant or contractor after permit issuance. 
 

NOTIFICATION 
RIA FOR VARIANCE REVIEW AND APPROVAL (Section 3.7.1) 
The request was noticed in accordance with Section 3.7.3.E of the Unified Development 
Code. 

1. 7 property owners of record within 160 feet of the subject property were notified 
directly by mail of the request.   

2. A legal ad was published in the Starkville Daily News on May 9, 2026. 
3. A sign was posted on the property in a conspicuous location.  

 
As of this date, the Planning Office has had no response to the notifications 
 

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL 
 
Any condition attached to the approval of a variance by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
shall run with the land and shall be binding upon the applicants, their heirs, and successors.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



 
 
 
 



 
  



Attachment 3- Right-of-way Permit 
 

 
  



 



 



 



Attachment 5- Response to notice of violation from Middleton Court 

 
 



 
 

  



 



 



Attachment 7- Orginal Appication 

 



 



 
 



PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION UNDER MISS CODE ANN 21-19-11 TO 
DETERMINE WHETHER THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 101 FAIRFIELD DR, STARKVILLE, 
MS 39759 WITH PARCEL NUMBER 101M-00-003.00, IS IN SUCH A STATE OF 
UNCLEANLINESS AS TO BE A MENACE TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND 
WELFARE OF THE COMMUNITY AND SUCH THAT CLEANUP OF THE PROPERTY 
SHOULD OCCUR. 

Seargent Samantha Gillen presented under Miss. Code Ann. § 21-19-11 to determine whether the property 
located at 101 FAIRFIELD DR, STARKVILLE, MS 39759, with the parcel number 101M-00-003.00, and is in 
such a state of uncleanliness as to be a menace to the public health, safety, and welfare of the community and 
such that cleanup of the property should occur. 
 
Initial inspection of 101 FAIRFIELD DR, STARKVILLE, MS 39759, with the parcel number 101M-00-
003.00, was performed by Code Enforcement Officer Michael Harvey on February 20, 2026. This inspection 
provided evidence that the property contained conditions not suitable for public health and safety, such as 
rotting wood on the base of the front pillars. The facia and weather strips were also rotten and hanging loose. 
There also appeared to be some rotten wood around the window frame. 
 
A Notice of Violation was mailed to GARDNER CHRISTOPHER A, the property owner of the 101 Fairfield 
DR, STARKVILLE, MS 39759, as well as the property address on March 4, 2026 by Officer Michael. Harvey. 
 
On April 28, 2026 a neighbor filed a complaint to Code Enforcement advising the building is causing issues to 
their subdivision as it may be providing a habitat for unwanted wildlife and vermin in the area. They are also 
concerned with the overall upkeep of the property being neglected. The neighbor provided photos that they had 
taken of 101 Fairfield. These photos provided a closer view of the property and showed vegetation covering 
one of the brick walls and starting to take over part of the porch area. The photos also showed holes in portions 
of the fascia and soffit around the building. 
 
An Administrative Inspection Warrant was signed by Judge Kelley on May 13, 2026 and served on May 19, 
2026. Building Official Stein McMullen was present during the execution of this warrant. The Administrative 
Inspection Warrant showed rotten wood all around the outside of the house. The soffit of the house is rotten 
and missing in some places. Inside the back part of the home a portion of the roof has collapsed, causing a 
large hole that allows sunlight and the exterior elements to enter the interior of the structure. There are holes 
and cracks in several of the walls along with major water damage and mold. 
 
Notices of the Public Hearing were posted on the front entrance window at City Hall and on the property on 
May 19, 2026. A Notice of Public Hearing was mailed on May 19, 2026, to the property taxpayer/owner, 
GARDNER CHRISTOPHER A. Taxpayer/owner information was obtained through the Oktibbeha County 
Chancery Court where property and valorem tax is collected and through Deed records. 
 
Christopher Gardner, property owner, noted that he has been trying to find someone to purchase the property as 
is. He noted that he currently owns 3 houses, 2 in Starkville, that his mother passed away a year ago and now 
owns her property as well. He noted that owning 3 properties is not financially possible. He noted that he is 
retired from Mississippi State and is currently trying to sell this property Gardner stated that he thought the 
hole in the roof had been repaired. Mayor Spruill asked if he had been inside the property and he stated that he 
had been inside the house today. Mayor Spruill asked if he was making any effort to fix the property. He noted 
that owning 3 houses and fixing the property was not feasible for him. Mr. Gardner stated that he has talked 
with serval people about purchasing the property as is. Mayor Spruill asked if he has a realtor and he noted that 
he had been speaking with a friend who is a realtor who is helping but hasn’t signed a contract. Mayor Spruill 
asked if he had a timeline for selling or fixing the house and he asked for 6-8 weeks. Vice Mayor Perkins noted 
that he was concerned about the state of uncleanliness of this property based upon all of the evidence that has 
been presented and that the property is a menace to health, safety, and welfare to the community. He noted that 
this is a very nice and upscale community, and he believes this property fits within the meaning of the law as a 



menace. Vice Mayor Perkins noted that he believes 6-8 weeks is too long to get this property in proper 
condition. He noted that he has not heard any evidence that convinces him that the Board should give Gardner 
that amount of time to fix the property. He stated that he believes this needs to be done immediately. Vice 
Mayor Perkins asked Mr. Gardner if the City asked that he cleanup the property immediately, what would his 
response be, could he get it done that quickly. Mr. Gardner stated that he could get the outside repairs done this 
week and has someone who would be willing to do the work but that he has been hesitant to do so because he 
was trying to sell the property as is. Vice Mayor Perkins noted that he is not in favor of giving this property 
owner a long time and he is ready to move forward. He noted that the Board has heard the property owner’s 
statement and that he indicated that he has other financial responsibilities and noted that he does not believe 
that the work will be done in that timeframe.  

Mayor Spruill opened the Public Hearing to the public.  

Lynn McConnell, resident and homeowner in Fairfield Commons, spoke for the residents.  She noted that 
she and her husband purchased their home in 2020 during the pandemic. She stated that when seeing the 
property at the time she thought that going through the pandemic was the reason the home had not been 
kept up but that it never got better. She stated that she has been there 6 years now and has not seen 
anything happen to the property. McConnell noted that the neighborhood has an active HOA and they take 
pride in their properties. She stated if you know Fairfield Commons then you know there are 2 streets, 
Sheffield and Fairfield, and there is one way in and one way out and that you always must go by this 
property no matter where you live in Fairfield Commons. She asked the Board to please help them figure 
out what to do with this situation. Mrs. McConnell noted that they have an original homeowner who has 
lived in the neighborhood for 32 years and she just celebrated her 94th birthday, Mrs. Betty Leigh Duncan. 
Mrs. Duncan was unable to attend the meeting and asked for Mrs. McConnell to speak on her behalf, that 
she was very concerned. She has seen this house in all its glory and over the last decade she has watched 
this house deteriorate.  

Mayor Spruill asked if the homeowners association has rules and regulations that allow them to do 
something about the property. McConnell stated they do have a board and they do communicate with the 
residents. She noted that they have Board meetings annually every August and Gardner knows that his 
property has been on the agenda. She also stated that there are annual dues required by the HOA. 
McConnell noted the HOA has deed restrictions on file in the courthouse and they are set to expire in 2027 
but they are in the process of updating them as they were originally filed in 1987 when the neighborhood 
was built. She noted that they are adding an addendum to restrict short term rentals in the neighborhood. 

Pam Warken, resident and homeowner in Fairfield Commons, spoke next. She stated that code 
enforcement was very helpful. She noted that even with the deed restrictions they are not substantial 
enough to deal with a problem of this magnitude. She stated that they consider this to be a public safety 
issue in terms of the mold and the rodents. Warken noted that this property continues to be a problem and 
she even has tried to bring some buyers to Gardner. She stated that she does not think anything will 
happen with this home. She stated that a neighbor has found rodents in her garage a couple of times and 
the rats have even gotten in her car and caused damage. She stated that it is beyond their control to handle 
this kind of problem. She asked the Board not to give any more time on this property for repair and for the 
City to enforce the code and to take the appropriate action on this property.  

There being additional no comments, Mayor Spruill closed the Public Hearing.  

Mayor Spruill asked Building Inspector McMullen did he go into the house with code enforcement. He 
stated that he did. Mayor Spruill asked was it demolish worthy. McMullen noted that most of the damage 
and leaks were confined to one area of the house with a flat roof and that the rest of the house was not 
impacted, excepting some molding. He noted that the roof has since been repaired except for the flat roof 
area. He stated that the bones of the house were still good, but there was mold. Alderman Vaughn asked 
Mr. Gardner if he had a realtor to help with the sell of the property. Gardner stated he did and she helped 



with the sale of another of his properties. Alderman Vaughn stated that 8 weeks was too long and asked 
Gardner how long did he think it would take and Gardner asked for at least 4-6 weeks. Alderman Vaughn 
offered a motion to find this property is in such a state of uncleanliness is to be a menace to public health, 
safety and welfare and such that cleanup of the property should occur witin 4 weeks. Alderman Sistrunk 
offered a friendly amendment with a 8-week timeframe to sale or make repairs to the property. Alderman 
Vaughn accepted the amendment. Vice Mayor Perkins asked Mayor Spruill after the the 8 weeks expire, 
what are the next steps. Mayor Spruill noted that if there is no improvement made then it would be for the 
City to determine to board it up and put a lien on the property.  If not addressed the City would be in a 
position to demolish it. Alderman Skinner agreed with Vice Mayor that there needs to be a quicker 
timeline. Alderman Sistrunk asked if the property were to sell would the 8-week timeline go with the new 
owner of the property. Mayor Spruill noted that with a new owner it would give the opportunity to revisit 
and get a building permit and move forward with remediation. Alderman Brooks agrees with Alderman 
Skinner and believes 8 weeks is too long. He noted that he is worried we will not get what we want out of 
this. Alderman Moreland stated that nothing would be able to be done sooner than the 8-week timeline. 
Alderman Sistrunk stated that the 8-week timeline allows time for the sell and getting permits.  

The motion was then amended to include a requirement that the property owner have building permits or 
that construction be underway within the 8-week time-frame. 

34. PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION UNDER MISS CODE ANN 21-19-11 TO 
DETERMINE WHETHER THE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 101 FAIRFIELD DR, STARKVILLE, 
MS 39759 WITH PARCEL NUMBER 101M-00-003.00, IS IN SUCH A STATE OF 
UNCLEANLINESS AS TO BE A MENACE TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, AND 
WELFARE OF THE COMMUNITY AND SUCH THAT CLEANUP OF THE PROPERTY 
SHOULD OCCUR. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Vaughn, duly seconded by Alderman Moreland, and adopted by the Board to 
approve under Miss Code Ann 21-19-11 to determine whether the property located at 101 Fairfield Dr, 
Starkville, MS 39759 with parcel number 101M-00-003.00, is in such a state of uncleanliness as to be a menace 
to the public health, safety, and welfare of the community and such that cleanup of the property should occur in 
an 8-week period with building permits and under construction. The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Kim Moreland Voted: Yea      
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Nay 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins Voted: Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, Mayor Spruill declared the motion passed.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



City of Starkville Unified Development Code, section 16.1.1 sub section D. Can be located at 
https://www.cityofstarkville.org/ under the City Ordinances then Unified Development Code. 
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Section 21-19-11 
Determination that property or parcel of land is menace; authorized municipal employee may make the determination that 
property or parcel of land is menace under certain circumstances; notification to property owner; hearing; cleaning private 
property; cost and penalty as assessment against property; appeal; cleaning certain perpetual care cemetery property; application 
for reimbursement for costs of cleanup from perpetual care cemetery trust fund. 

(1) To determine whether property or parcel of land located within a municipality is in such a state of uncleanliness as 
to be a menace to the public health, safety and welfare of the community, a governing authority of any municipality shall conduct 
a hearing, on its own motion, or upon the receipt of a petition signed by a majority of the residents residing within four hundred 
(400) feet of any property or parcel of land alleged to be in need of the cleaning. Notice shall be provided to the property owner 
by: 

(a) United States mail two (2) weeks before the date of the hearing mailed to the address of the subject property, except 
where the land or structure(s) is apparently vacant, and to the address where the ad valorem tax notice for such property is sent by 
the office charged with collecting ad valorem tax; and 

(b) Posting notice for at least two (2) weeks before the date of a hearing on the property or parcel of land alleged to be 
in need of cleaning and at city hall or another place in the municipality where such notices are posted. 
Any notice required by this section shall include language that informs the property owner that an adjudication at the hearing that 
the property or parcel of land is in need of cleaning will authorize the municipality to reenter the property or parcel of land for a 
period of two (2) years after final adjudication without any further hearing if notice is posted on the property or parcel of land and 
at city hall or another place in the municipality where such notices are generally posted at least seven (7) days before the property 
or parcel of land is reentered for cleaning. A copy of the required notice mailed and posted as required by this section shall be 
recorded in the minutes of the governing authority in conjunction with the hearing required by this section. 

If, at such hearing, the governing authority shall adjudicate the property or parcel of land in its then condition to be a 
menace to the public health, safety and welfare of the community, the governing authority, if the owner does not do so himself, 
shall proceed to clean the land, by the use of municipal employees or by contract, by cutting grass and weeds; filling cisterns; 
securing abandoned or dilapidated buildings; removing rubbish, abandoned or dilapidated fences, outside toilets, abandoned or 
dilapidated buildings, slabs, personal property, which removal of personal property shall not be subject to the provisions of 
Section 21-39-21, and other debris; and draining cesspools and standing water therefrom. The governing authority may by 
resolution adjudicate the actual cost of cleaning the property and may also impose a penalty not to exceed One Thousand Five 
Hundred Dollars ($1,500.00) or fifty percent (50%) of the actual cost, whichever is more. The cost and any penalty may become 
a civil debt against the property owner, and/or, at the option of the governing authority, an assessment against the property. The 
"cost assessed against the property" means either the cost to the municipality of using its own employees to do the work or the 
cost to the municipality of any contract executed by the municipality to have the work done, and administrative costs and legal 
costs of the municipality. For subsequent cleaning within the one-year period after the date of the hearing at which the property or 
parcel of land was adjudicated in need of cleaning, upon seven (7) days' notice posted both on the property or parcel of land 
adjudicated in need of cleaning and at city hall or another place in the municipality where such notices are generally posted, and 
consistent with the municipality's adjudication as authorized in this subsection (1), a municipality may reenter the property or 
parcel of land to maintain cleanliness without further notice or hearing no more than six (6) times in any twelve-month period 
with respect to removing or securing abandoned or dilapidated buildings, slabs, dilapidated fences and outside toilets, and no 
more than twelve (12) times in any twenty-four-month period with respect to cutting grass and weeds and removing rubbish, 
personal property and other debris on the land, and the expense of cleaning of the property, except as otherwise provided in this 
section for removal of hazardous substances, shall not exceed an aggregate amount of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000.00) per 
year, or the fair market value of the property subsequent to cleaning, whichever is more. The aggregate cost of removing 
hazardous substances will be the actual cost of such removal to the municipality and shall not be subject to the cost limitations 
provided in this subsection. The governing authority may assess the same penalty for each time the property or land is cleaned as 
otherwise provided in this section. The penalty provided herein shall not be assessed against the State of Mississippi upon request 
for reimbursement under Section 29-1-145, nor shall a municipality clean a parcel owned by the State of Mississippi without first 
giving notice. Upon written authority from the Secretary of State's office, for state-owned properties, a municipality may forgo 
the notification process that is prescribed in this subsection and proceed to clean the properties and assess costs as prescribed in 
this subsection, except that penalties shall not be assessed against the State of Mississippi. 
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101 Fairfield DR, STARKVILLE, MS 39759, with the parcel number 101M-00-003.00  

(Property Link) 
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First Notice of Violation issued on March 4, 2026. 
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The photographs below were taken from the public view at the city road by Officer Harvey at the 
first inspection on February 20, 2026 at approximately 14:30 hrs.  
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The following photographs were provided by a neighbor on April 28:  
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Public Hearing Notice for 101 Fairfield DR., Starkville, MS 39759 
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The photograph below was taken by Officer Harvey on May 19, 2026, of the Public Hearing 
Notice posted in the front window at City Hall.  

(POSTED AT CITY HALL IN WINDOW OF THE FRONT ENTRANCE) 

​  

(CALLCARD)​
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Public Hearing notice was posted on the property by Officer Harvey on May 19, 2026. 

     ​ 

(Call Card) 
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Public Hearing notice mailed to the property & property owner via US mail on May 19, 2026. 

(PHOTOS OF MAIL SENT) ​ 

​  

(Call Card) 
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This Administrative Inspection Warrant was executed by Officer Michael Harvey, and Building Official 
Stein McMullen on May 19, 2026, at approximately 0830 hrs. Photographs were taken of the property and 
of the structure. 
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(CALL CARD) 
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35. CONSIDERATION OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Pochop, duly seconded by Alderman Skinner, to approve the City of Starkville 
Claims Docket for all departments including Starkville Utilities, as of , May 27, 2026 for fiscal year ending 9/30/26, 
acknowledging that the City Clerk has attested and certified on the cover of the claims docket that all claims on 
the docket are true, accurate, lawful and proper to the best of her knowledge, for payment pursuant to her duties 
under Miss. Code Sections 21-39-5, 21-39-7, 21-39-9, 21-39-17 and 21-15-21. The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Kim Moreland         Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Yea 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted: Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: Nay 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, Mayor Spruill declared the motion passed. 
 

General Fund 001 $233,446.18 
Airport Fund 015 $72,686.67 
Restricted Airport 016 $67,606.06 
Sanitation/Environmental 
Services 

022 $22,731.62 

SS4A Grant Fund 304 $90,184.75 
G. O. Bond Fund 305 $99,078.68 
Main Street Project 311 $109,927.32 
Parks Capital Project Fund 312 $48,422.72 
Park & Rec Tourism 375 $4,588.90 
Park Bonds 2020 380 $700.00 
Payroll 

 
$715,509.06 

Payroll Starkville Utilities 
 

$3,711,022.94 
Starkville Utilities 

 
$153,399.57 

Starkville Water  
 

$1,797,778.23 
Grand Total 

 
$7,127,082.70 

 
36. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE CHRIS WILLIAMS AS A CITY ENGINEER IN 

THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Sistrunk, duly seconded by Alderman Pochop, and adopted by the Board to 
approve to hire Chris Williams as a City Engineer in the Engineering Department. The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Kim Moreland  Voted: Yea      
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Yea 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins Voted: Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, Mayor Spruill declared the motion passed.  
 



37. MOTION TO RECESS UNTIL JUNE 16, 2026 @ 5:30 P.M. IN THE COURT ROOM AT 110 WEST MAIN 
STREET. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Vaughn, duly seconded by Alderman Skinner, for the Board of Aldermen to recess 
the meeting until June 16, 2026 @ 5:30 at 110 West Main Street in the Court Room of City Hall, the Board voted 
as follows:  
 
Alderman Kim Moreland       Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Kyle Skinner Voted: Yea 
Alderman Mike Brooks Voted: Yea 
Alderman William Pochop Voted: Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted: Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote, Mayor Spruill declared the motion passed.  
 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS THE 16th DAY OF JUNE, 2026.              

                                                                                                                                                                                                
Attest:  

 
 
______________________________  
D. LYNN SPRUILL, MAYOR                                                       

_______________________________                                                                                            
JOANNA MCLAURIN, CITY CLERK 
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