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OFFICIAL AGENDA 
 

THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

OF THE 
 

CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 
 
 

RECESS MEETING OF TUESDAY, JUNE 18, 2013 
5:30 P.M., COURT ROOM, CITY HALL 

101 EAST LAMPKIN STREET 
 

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS ARE NOTED ### AND PROVIDED AS 
APPENDIX A ATTACHED 

 
 
I.  CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER 
 
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND A MOMENT OF SILENCE  
 
III.  APPROVAL OF THE OFFICIAL AGENDA 
 
 A. APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
IV. APPROVAL OF BOARD OF ALDERMEN MINUTES 

 
A.  CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE 

RECESS MEETING OF APRIL 26, 2013 OF THE BOARD OF 
ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.  

 
B.  CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 

OF MAY 7, 2013 OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE. 

 
C.  CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE RECESS MEETING 

OF MAY 21, 2013 OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY 
OF STARKVILLE. 

 
D.  CONSIDERATION OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 

OF JUNE 4, 2013 OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF 
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STARKVILLE.  
 
V. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS  
 

A. MAYOR’S COMMENTS:  
 
 
 INTRODUCTION OF NEW EMPLOYEES:  
 
 MARCUS GILLESPIE—ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT 
 
 
B. BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS: 

    
  
VI.  CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
 

VII.  PUBLIC APPEARANCES 
 

A.  PUBLIC APPEARANCE BY RON COSSMAN ON GRANT EFFORTS 
RELATED TO SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS AND HEALTHIEST 
HOMETOWN.   

 
VIII. PUBLIC HEARING 
 

A. SECOND PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE 
GREENSBORO STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT 
STANDARDS.  

 
B. SECOND PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE NASH 

STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS 
 
C.  SECOND PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE 

OVERSTREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT 
STANDARDS. 

 
D. PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A 

REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY IN THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 
 

IX.  MAYOR’S BUSINESS 
 

A. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF A RESOLUTION ON 
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
AND A REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE. 
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##### B. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING ADVERTISING AND HOLDING 

A PUBLIC HEARING TO PROVIDE CITIZENS WITH AN UPDATE 
REGARDING THE PROGRESS OF THE ACTIVITIES UNDERTAKEN 
THROUGH THE CITY OF STARKVILLE HOME PROGRAM. 

 
X. BOARD BUSINESS 

 
##### A. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE TRAVEL OF THE 

MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN, CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICER AND FINANCE DIRECTOR/CITY CLERK TO THE 
SUMMER MML ANNUAL CONFERENCE IN BILOXI WITH 
ADVANCE TRAVEL REQUESTED.  

 
##### B. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE TRAVEL OF THE 

MAYOR’S YOUTH COUNCIL MEMBERS, YOUTH COORDINATOR 
STEFANIE SHACKELFORD AND TWO PARENT CHAPERONES, 
CYNTHIA JEFFERSON AND CHARLOTTE WARE TO ATTEND THE 
2013 MML MAYOR’S YOUTH COUNCIL YOUTH TRACK ANNUAL 
CONFERENCE IN BILOXI, MS, WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL 
REQUESTED IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $1500.00.  

 
##### C. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE REIMBURSABLE 

TRAVEL OF CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER LYNN SPRUILL 
AND FINANCE DIRECTOR TAYLOR ADAMS TO ATLANTA, GA 
TO ATTEND A MANDATORY BROWNFIELD CONFERENCE FOR 
THE BROWNFIELD ASSESSMENT GRANT #EPA-OSWER-OBLR-
12-07. 

 
##### D.  CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE ADVERTISEMENT 

FOR REQUESTS FOR PROPOSALS FROM ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONSULTANTS FOR THE EPA BROWNFIELD GRANT #EPA-
OSWER-OBLR-12-07 AWARDED TO THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 

 
##### E.  CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION FOR THE CONTINUED 

IMPLEMENTATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF THE EPA 
BROWNFIELD GRANT #EPA-OSWER-OBLR-12-07. 

 
F. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OF THE GREENSBORO 

STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS.  
 
G. CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OF THE NASH STREET 

HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS 
 
H.  CONSIDERATION OF THE ADOPTION OF THE OVERSTREET 

HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS. 
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I. REPORT FROM CITY CLERK/FINANCE DIRECTOR TAYLOR 

ADAMS REGARDING THE PARK COMMISSION AUDIT AND THE  
 FISCAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE FINDINGS. 
 
J. CONSIDERATION OF MAKING APPOINTMENTS TO VACANCIES 

ON THE PARK COMMISSION.  
 
K.  CONSIDERATION OF MAKING AN APPOINTMENT TO THE 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION FOR WARD 4. 
 
L.  CONSIDERATION OF MAKING AN APPOINTMENT(S) TO THE 

MUNICIPAL ELECTION COMMISSION.  
 
M.  CONSIDERATION OF MAKING AN APPOINTMENT TO THE 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION.  
 

 ##### N.  CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION FOR THE CDBG GRANT 
FUNDS STATING A COMMITMENT TO THE PROJECT AND THE 
GOALS FOR JOBS FOR THE EMPLOYMENT OF LOW AND 
MODERATE INCOME RECIPIENTS. 

 
 ##### O. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE INVOICE FROM 

GTPDD FOR THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE CDBG COTTON 
MILL PROJECT IN THE AMOUNT OF $25,000. 

 
##### P. CONSIDERATION OF ALLOWING BANK FIRST TO REMOVE THE 

NON-CONFORMING POLE SIGN AND CONSTRUCT A NON-
CONFORMING MONUMENT SIGN IN A T5 DISTRICT.  

 
XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 

 
A. AIRPORT  

 
  THERE ARE NO AGENDA ITEMS 
 
   B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 1. CODE ENFORCEMENT 
 
  A. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO DECLARE THE 

LIENS ON THE DILAPIDATED PROPERTIES WITH 
THE CHANCERY CLERK FOR THE PURPOSE OF 
SELLING SAID PROPERTIES FOR REIMBURSEMENT 
AND A FINDING OF FACT IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
MS CODE ANN. §21-19-11(3) THAT THE DEBT IS 
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OWED. 
 
 2. ENGINEERING  
 

##### A. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE LOW 
QUOTE FROM WHITES, INC.  FOR A HYDRAULIC 
LIMB SAW FOR THE STREET DEPARTMENT. 

  
 3. PLANNING 
 
  A.  PUBLIC HEARING AND CONSIDERATION OF THE 

RECOMMENDATION BY THE BOARD OF 
ADJUSTMENTS AND APPEALS FOR BAA 13-04: A 
REQUEST FROM CLYDE PRITCHARD FOR A 
SETBACK VARIANCE FOR CAMPUS HAVEN FROM 
25’ TO 8’. 

 
  B. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAT 

FOR HOMEWOOD SUITES, S-2-13. 
 
  C.  REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE PRELIMINARY PLAT 

FOR THE MILL, S-3-13.  
    
C. COURTS 
 

 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 

  D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT  
 
 ##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ADVERTISE FOR SOURCE 

OF SUPPLY BIDS. 
 

 ##### 2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE AN RFP FOR THE 
AMI INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES. 

 
 E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 

 
1. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 

CLAIMS DOCKET FOR ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE 
FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF JUNE 13, 2013.  

 
##### 2. REPORT OF THE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR 

PERIOD ENDING MAY 31, 2013, IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
§21-35-13 OF THE MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972 
ANNOTATED. 
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##### 3.  REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR THE FINANCE 
DIRECTOR/CITY CLERK TO TRAVEL TO THE NIGP 
ANNUAL FORUM. 

  
 F. FIRE DEPARTMENT  
 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 
G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
 

   THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA  
     
  H. PERSONNEL  
 

1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO PROMOTE RONNIE BETTS TO 
FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF LEAD FOREMAN IN THE 
WATER/SEWER DEPARTMENT 

 
2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE 

POSITION OF LINE FOREMAN IN THE WATER/SEWER 
DEPARTMENT. 

 
3. REQUEST APPROVAL TO HIRE WALTER A. SANDERS TO 

FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF CITY PLANNER 
  

   I. POLICE DEPARTMENT  
 
##### 1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO SELL 9 RETIRED PATROL 

VEHICLES AND EQUIPMENT VIA GOVDEALS.COM. WITH 
ALL PROCEEDS COLLECTED FROM THE SALE TO BE 
PLACED INTO POLICE DEPARTMENT BUDGET LINE ITEM 
#001-201-918-805. 

 
J. PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
##### 1.    REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE MANHOLES 

FOR THE NORTH STARKVILLE SEWER IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECTS FROM LEE’S PRECAST CONCRETE, THE 
SUBMITTER OF THE LOWEST QUOTE, IN AN AMOUNT 
NOT TO EXCEED $25,770.80. 

 
 K.  SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
 
  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA  
   

XII.  CLOSED DETERMINATION SESSION 
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XIII.  OPEN SESSION 
 
XIV.  EXECUTIVE SESSION 
 
XV.  OPEN SESSION 
 
XVI. ADJOURN UNTIL JULY 2, 2013 @ 5:30 AT 101 LAMPKIN 

STREET IN THE CITY HALL COURTROOM. 
 

The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA 
Coordinator, Mr. Joyner Williams, at (662) 323-2525, ext. 121 at least forty-
eight (48) hours in advance for any services requested.  
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APPENDIX A  
 
 

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 

IX.  MAYOR’S BUSINESS 
 

B. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING ADVERTISING AND HOLDING A PUBLIC 
HEARING TO PROVIDE CITIZENS WITH AN UPDATE REGARDING THE 
PROGRESS OF THE ACTIVITIES UNDERTAKEN THROUGH THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE HOME PROGRAM. 

 
X. BOARD BUSINESS 
 

A. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE TRAVEL OF THE MAYOR AND 
BOARD OF ALDERMEN, CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER AND FINANCE 
DIRECTOR/CITY CLERK TO THE SUMMER MML ANNUAL CONFERENCE IN 
BILOXI WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL REQUESTED.  

 
B. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING THE TRAVEL OF THE MAYOR’S YOUTH 

COUNCIL MEMBERS, YOUTH COORDINATOR STEFANIE SHACKELFORD 
AND TWO PARENT CHAPERONES, CYNTHIA JEFFERSON AND CHARLOTTE 
WARE TO ATTEND THE 2013 MML MAYOR’S YOUTH COUNCIL YOUTH 
TRACK ANNUAL CONFERENCE IN BILOXI, MS, WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL 
REQUESTED IN THE AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $1500.00. .  

 
C. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE REIMBURSABLE TRAVEL OF 

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER LYNN SPRUILL AND FINANCE DIRECTOR 
TAYLOR ADAMS TO ATLANTA, GA TO ATTEND A MANDATORY 
BROWNFIELD CONFERENCE FOR THE BROWNFIELD ASSESSMENT GRANT 
#EPA-OSWER-OBLR-12-07. 

 
D.  CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE ADVERTISEMENT FOR 

REQUESTS FOR PROPOSALS FROM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS FOR 
THE EPA BROWNFIELD GRANT #EPA-OSWER-OBLR-12-07 AWARDED TO THE 
CITY OF STARKVILLE. 

 
E.  CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION FOR THE CONTINUED 

IMPLEMENTATION AND ADMINISTRATION OF THE EPA BROWNFIELD 
GRANT #EPA-OSWER-OBLR-12-07. 

 
N.  CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION FOR THE CDBG GRANT FUNDS 

STATING A COMMITMENT TO THE PROJECT AND THE GOALS FOR JOBBS 
FOR THE EMPLOYMENT OF LOW AND MODERATE RECIPIENTS. 

 
O. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE INVOICE FROM GTPDD FOR 

THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE CDBG COTTON MILL PROJECT IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $25,000. 
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P. CONSIDERATION OF ALLOWING BANK FIRST TO REMOVE THE NON-
CONFORMING POLE SIGN AND CONSTRUCT A NON-CONFORMING 
MONUMENT SIGN IN A T5 DISTRICT.  

 
XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 
 

A. AIRPORT – NO ITEMS 
 
 B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT  
 

 2. ENGINEERING 
 
  A. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE LOW QUOTE FROM 

WHITES, INC.  FOR A HYDRAULIC LIMB SAW FOR THE STREET 
DEPARTMENT.   

  
 C. COURTS – NO ITEMS  
 
 D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT  
 
  1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ADVERTISE FOR SOURCE OF SUPPLY 

BIDS FOR JULY 1 THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2013. 
 
  2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE AN RFP FOR THE AMI 

INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES. 
  
 E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION  
   
  2. REPORT OF THE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR PERIOD ENDING 

MAY 31, 2013, IN ACCORDANCE WITH §21-35-13 OF THE MISSISSIPPI 
CODE OF 1972 ANNOTATED. 

 
  3.  REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR THE FINANCE DIRECTOR/CITY 

CLERK TO TRAVEL TO THE NIGP ANNUAL FORUM.  
 
 F. FIRE DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
 
 G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY – NO ITEMS 
 
  H. PERSONNEL – NO ITEMS  
  
 I. POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 

 1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO SELL 9 RETIRED PATROL 
VEHICLES AND EQUIPMENT VIA GOVDEALS.COM. WITH ALL 
PROCEEDS COLLECTED FROM THE SALE TO BE PLACED INTO 
POLICE DEPARTMENT BUDGET LINE ITEM #001-201-918-805. 

          
J. PUBLIC SERVICES  
 

1.    REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE MANHOLES FOR THE 
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NORTH STARKVILLE SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FROM LEE’S 
PRECAST CONCRETE, THE SUBMITTER OF THE LOWEST QUOTE, IN 
AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $25,770.80. 

 
 K.  SANITATION DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 

 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: IV.A 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Request approval of the minutes of the April 26, 2013 Recess Meeting of the Board of Aldermen of the 
City of Starkville. 
 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT: Finance and Administration AUTHORIZATION:  Taylor Adams, City Clerk 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: Taylor Adams @ 323-2525  
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:  May 31, 2013 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Approval 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION:  “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE APRIL 26, 2013 MEETING 
OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI.” 
 
 



 

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

The City of Starkville, Mississippi 
April 26, 2013 

 
Be it remembered that the Mayor and Board of Alderman met in a Recess Meeting on April 26, 2013 
at 5:30 p.m. in the Courtroom of City Hall, located at 101 E. Lampkin Street, Starkville, MS. There 
being present were Mayor Parker Wiseman, Aldermen Ben Carver, Sandra Sistrunk, Richard Corey, 
Eric Parker, Jeremiah Dumas,  Roy A.’ Perkins, and Henry Vaughn, Sr. Attending the Board were 
City Attorney Chris Latimer and City Clerk Taylor V. Adams.  
 
Mayor Parker Wiseman opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance followed by a moment of 
silence.  
 

Mayor Parker Wiseman asked for any revisions to the Official Agenda. 

REQUESTED REVISIONS TO THE OFFICIAL AGENDA: 
 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas requested the following changes to the published April 26, 2013 
Official Agenda: 
  

Add to Consent Item IV.A Approval of the Minutes of the March 19, 2013 Meeting of 
the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville. 

 
Add to Consent Item X.A  Approval of calling for the first public hearing on adopting 
the Historic Preservation Ordinance creating the Greensboro Street Historic District and 
adopting the standards for the district at the recess meeting of May 21, 2013. 

 
Add to Consent Item X.B Approval of calling for the first public hearing on adopting 
the Historic Preservation Ordinance creating the Overstreet Historic District and adopting the 
standards for the district at the recess meeting of May 21, 2013. 

 
Add to Consent Item XI.H1  Approval to advertise to fill the positions of Systems 
Administrator in the Electric Department. 

 
Add to Consent Item XI.H2  Approval to advertise to fill the positions of Foreman and 
Equipment Operator in the Street Department. 

 
 
The Mayor asked for further revisions to the published April 26, 2013 Official Agenda. No further 
revisions were requested. 
 
 
1.  A MOTION TO APPROVE THE OFFICAL AGENDA AS REVISED  
 
There came for consideration the matter of approving and adopting the April 26, 2013, Official 
Agenda of the Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, as revised. After discussion, 
and  



 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dunas, to 
approve the April 26, 2013, Official Agenda as modified with items listed as consent, the Board 
voted unanimously to approve the motion. 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



OFFICIAL AGENDA

THE  MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN

OF THE

CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI

RECESS MEETING OF FRIDAY, APRIL 26, 2013
4:00 P.M., COURT ROOM, CITY HALL

101 EAST LAMPKIN STREET

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS ARE NOTED ### AND PROVIDED AS 
APPENDIX A ATTACHED

I. CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND A MOMENT OF SILENCE

III. APPROVAL OF THE OFFICIAL AGENDA

A. APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA

IV. APPROVAL OF BOARD OF ALDERMEN MINUTES

A. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE 
MARCH 19, 2013 RECESS MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD 
OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS 

A. MAYOR’S COMMENTS:

B. BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS:

VI. CITIZEN COMMENTS
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VII. PUBLIC APPEARANCES

THERE ARE NO PUBLIC APPEARANCES FOR THIS AGENDA

VIII. PUBLIC HEARING

THERE ARE NO PUBLIC HEARINGS FOR THIS AGENDA

IX. MAYOR’S BUSINESS

##### A. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION PROVIDING 
CONFIRMATION THAT ACTIVITIES UNDER MISSISSIPPI 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY HOME GRANT #1224-M12-SG-280-
259/1220-M08-SG-280-259-12 WILL COMMENCE WITHIN TWELVE 
(12) MONTHS FROM THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE CONTRACT 
WITH THE STATE.

##### B. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES 
FOR THE MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY HOME 
GRANT #1224-M12-SG-280-259/1220-M08-SG-280-259-12.

X. BOARD BUSINESS

A. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR THE FIRST PUBLIC 
HEARING ON ADOPTING THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION
ORDINANCE CREATING THE GREENSBORO STREET HISTORIC 
DISTRICT AND ADOPTING THE STANDARDS FOR THE DISTRICT 
AT THE RECESS MEETING OF MAY 21, 2013. 

B. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR THE FIRST PUBLIC 
HEARING ON ADOPTING THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
ORDINANCE CREATING THE OVERSTREET HISTORIC DISTRICT 
AND ADOPTING THE STANDARDS FOR THE DISTRICT AT THE 
RECESS MEETING OF MAY 21, 2013. 

C. REPORT FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY ON MATTERS 
REGARDING CARVER DRIVE DITCH. 

D. CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE MATCH 
FOR THE CDBG GRANT FOR SEWER IMPROVEMENTS ON 
GRETA LANE.

##### E. CONSIDERATION OF ADVERTISING FOR LETTERS OF INTEREST 
FOR THE EXISTING AND UPCOMING VACANCIES ON BOARDS 
AND COMMISSIONS SERVING THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.
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F. REPORT FROM PUBLIC SERVICES DIRECTOR DOUG DEVLIN ON 
THE STATUS OF THE SEWER IMPROVEMENTS ON CARVER 
DRIVE.

XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS

A. AIRPORT 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

1. CODE ENFORCEMENT

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

2. ENGINEERING 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

3. PLANNING

A. PUBLIC HEARING AND REZONING REQUEST FOR 
RZ 13-07: A REQUEST BY CLYDE PRITCHARD, 
PRITCHARD ENGINEERING ON BEHALF OF 
TECHNOLOGY MILLS, LLC FOR A REZONING 
FROM R-1 (RESIDENTIAL) TO B-1 (BUFFER) FOR A 
PARCEL LOCATED AT 300 RESEARCH BOULEVARD 
IN WARD 5. 

C. COURTS

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT 

##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ALLOW STARKVILLE ELECTRIC 
DEPARTMENT TO ADVERTISE TO SELL SCRAP 
ALUMINUM WIRE.

E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION

1. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 
CLAIMS DOCKET FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF 
APRIL 22, 2013.
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2. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 
CLAIMS DOCKET FOR ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE 
FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF APRIL 22, 2013.

F. FIRE DEPARTMENT 

##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR MARCO RODRIGUEZ TO 
ATTEND THE NATIONAL FIRE ACADEMY FROM JUNE 10 
THROUGH JUNE 21, 2013 WITH ADVANCED TRAVEL 
AUTHORIZED.

##### 2. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR MARK MCCURDY TO ATTEND 
THE NATIONAL FIRE ACADEMY FROM JULY 8 THROUGH 
JULY 19, 2013 WITH ADVANCED TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.

G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

H. PERSONNEL 

1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE 
POSITION OF SYSTEMS ADMINISTRATOR IN THE 
ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT.

2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE 
POSITIONS OF FOREMAN AND EQUIPMENT OPERATOR 
IN THE STREET DEPARTMENT.

I. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

##### 1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR SGTS. WORD, KELLY, 
JONES, ROUND AND MANIGOLD TO ATTEND THE 
S.T.O.R.M. CONFERENCE IN VICKSBURG WITH ADVANCE 
TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.

J. PUBLIC SERVICES

##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO RETAIN CLEARWATER 
CONSULTING TO PREPARE THE JUSTIFICATION OF NEED 
AND RELATED SECTIONS OF THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE’S CDBG GRANT APPLICATION FOR 
PROVIDING SEWER SERVICES IN SOUTHWEST 
STARKVILLE.
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K. SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

XII. CLOSED DETERMINATION SESSION

XIII. OPEN SESSION

XIV. EXECUTIVE SESSION

A. PENDING LITIGATION

B. PERSONNEL

XV. OPEN SESSION

XVI. ADJOURN UNTIL MAY 7, 2013 @ 5:30 AT 101 LAMPKIN STREET 
IN THE CITY HALL COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT.

The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA 
Coordinator, Mr. Joyner Williams, at (662) 323-2525, ext. 121 at least forty-
eight (48) hours in advance for any services requested.
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APPENDIX A

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA

IX. MAYOR’S BUSINESS

A. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION PROVIDING 
CONFIRMATION THAT ACTIVITIES UNDER MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY HOME GRANT #1224-M12-SG-280-259/1220-M08-SG-280-259-12
WILL COMMENCE WITHIN TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM THE EFFECTIVE 
DATE OF THE CONTRACT WITH THE STATE.  

B. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE 
MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY HOME GRANT #1224-M12-SG-280-
259/1220-M08-SG-280-259-12.

X. BOARD BUSINESS

F. CONSIDERATION OF ADVERTISING FOR LETTERS OF INTEREST FOR THE 
EXISTING AND UPCOMING VACANCIES ON BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS 
SERVING THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.

XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS

A. AIRPORT – NO ITEMS

B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS

C. COURTS – NO ITEMS 

D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT

1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ALLOW STARKVILLE ELECTRIC 
DEPARTMENT TO ADVERTISE TO SELL SCRAP ALUMINUM 
WIRE.

E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION – NO ITEMS

F. FIRE DEPARTMENT 

1. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR MARCO RODRIGUEZ TO ATTEND 
THE NATIONAL FIRE ACADEMY FROM JUNE 10 THROUGH 
JUNE 21, 2013 WITH ADVANCED TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.

2. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR MARK MCCURDY TO ATTEND THE 
NATIONAL FIRE ACADEMY FROM JULY 8 THROUGH JULY 19, 
2013 WITH ADVANCED TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.
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G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY – NO ITEMS

H. PERSONNEL – NO ITEMS

I. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR SGTS. WORD, KELLY, JONES, 
ROUND AND MANIGOLD TO ATTEND THE S.T.O.R.M. CONFERENCE 
IN VICKSBURG WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.

J. PUBLIC SERVICES

1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO RETAIN CLEARWATER CONSULTING TO 
PREPARE THE JUSTIFICATION OF NEED AND RELATED SECTIONS OF 
THE CITY OF STARKVILLE’S CDBG GRANT APPLICATION FOR 
PROVIDING SEWER SERVICES IN SOUTHWEST STARKVILLE.

K. SANITATION DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS



 

 
CONSENT ITEMS 2-14 

2.  CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE MARCH 19, 
2013 RECESS MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR 
THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval of the minutes of the March 19, 2013 recess 
meeting of the Mayor and Board of Alderman for the City of Starkville" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

3. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTING A RESOLUTION PROVIDING 
CONFIRMATION THAT ACTIVITIES UNDER MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY HOME GRANT #1224-M12-SG-280-259/1220-M08-SG-280-259-12 
WILL COMMENCE WITHIN TWELVE (12) MONTHS FROM THE EFFECTIVE 
DATE OF THE CONTRACT WITH THE STATE. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval of adopting a resolution providing that 
activities under Mississippi Development Authority Home Grant #1224-M12-SG-280-
259/1220-M08-SG-280-259-12 will commence within twelve (12) months from the effective 
date of the contract with the State" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 
4. CONSIDERATION OF ADOPTING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE 

MISSISSIPPI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY HOME GRANT #1224-M12-SG-280-
259/1220 M08-SG-280-259-12. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval of adopting policies and procedures for the 
Mississippi Development Authority Home Grant #1224-M12-SG-280-259/1220-M08-SG-
280-259-12" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

5. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR THE FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON 
ADOPTING THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE CREATING THE 
GREENSBORO STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND ADOPTING THE 
STANDARDS FOR THE DISTRICT AT THE RECESS MEETING OF MAY 21, 2013. 
 

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval of calling for the first public hearing on 



 

adopting the Historic Preservation Ordinance creating the Greensboro Street Historic District 
and adopting the standards for the district at the recess meeting of May 21, 2013" is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

6. CONSIDERATION OF CALLING FOR THE FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON 
ADOPTING THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORDINANCE CREATING THE 
OVERSTREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND ADOPTING THE STANDARDS FOR 
THE DISTRICT AT THE RECESS MEETING OF MAY 21, 2013.  

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval of calling for the first public hearing on 
adopting the Historic Preservation Ordinance creating the Overstreet Historic District and 
adopting the standards for the district at the recess meeting of May 21, 2013" is enumerated, 
this consent item is thereby approved. 

7. CONSIDERATION OF ADVERTISING FOR LETTERS OF INTEREST FOR THE 
EXISTING AND UPCOMING VACANCIES ON BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS 
SERVING THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval of advertising for letters of interest for 
letters of interest for the existing and upcoming vacancies on boards and commissions 
serving the City of Starkville" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

8. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ALLOW STARKVILLE ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT 
TO ADVERTISE TO SELL SCRAP ALUMINUM WIRE.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval to allow Starkville Electric Department to 
advertise to sell scrap aluminum wire" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 
9. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR MARCO RODRIGUEZ TO ATTEND THE 

NATIONAL FIRE ACADEMY FROM JUNE 10 THROUGH JUNE 21, 2013 WITH 
ADVANCED TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval for Marco Rodriguez to attend the National 
Fire Academy from June 10 through June 21, 2013 with advanced travel authorized" is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 



 

10. REQUEST APPROVAL FOR MARK MCCURDY TO ATTEND THE NATIONAL 
FIRE ACADEMY FROM JULY 8 THROUGH JULY 19, 2013 WITH ADVANCED 
TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval for Mark McCurdy to attend the National 
fire Academy from July 8 through July 19,2013 with advanced travel authorized" is 
enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 
11. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE POSITION OF 

SYSTEMS ADMINISTRATOR IN THE ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT. 
  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval to advertise to fill the positions of Systems 
Administrator in the Electric Department" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 
 

12. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE POSITIONS OF 
FOREMAN AND EQUIPMENT OPERATOR IN THE STREET DEPARTMENT.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval to advertise to fill the positions of Foreman 
and Equipment Operator in the Street Department" is enumerated, this consent item is 
thereby approved. 
 

13. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION FOR SGTS. WORD, KELLY, JONES, ROUND AND 
MANIGOLD TO ATTEND THE S.T.O.R.M. CONFERENCE IN VICKSBURG WITH 
ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval for Sgts. Word, Kelly, Jones, Round, and 
Manigold to attend the S.T.O.R.M. Conference in Vicksburg with advance travel authorized" 
is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
 

14. REQUEST APPROVAL TO RETAIN CLEARWATER CONSULTING TO 
PREPARE THE JUSTIFICATION OF NEED AND RELATED SECTIONS OF THE 
CITY OF STARKVILLE’S CDBG GRANT APPLICATION FOR PROVIDING 
SEWER SERVICES IN SOUTHWEST STARKVILLE. 

  
Upon the motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn Sr., duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, and adopted by the Board to approve the April 26, 2013 Official Agenda, and to 
accept items for Consent, whereby the "approval to retain Clearwater Consulting to prepare 
the justification of need and related sections of the City of Starkville’s CDBG Grant 



 

Application for providing sewer services in Southwest Starkville" is enumerated, this consent 
item is thereby approved. 

 
END OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS: 
 
 MAYOR’S COMMENTS: 
   
 BOARD COMMENTS: 
 

Alderman Ben Carver offered compliments to the community for the success of the Cotton 
District Arts Festival. 

 
 CITIZEN COMMENTS: 

 
 
 PUBLIC APPEARANCES: 
  

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 
BOARD BUSINESS 

 
15. CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE MATCH FOR THE 

CDBG GRANT FOR SEWER IMPROVEMENTS ON GRETA LANE. 
 

There came consideration of a resolution to approve the match from the CDBG Grant for 
sewer improvements on Greta Lane. Upon the motion of Alderman Sandra Sistrunk to move 
approval of a resolution to approve the match from the CDBG Grant for sewer improvements 
on Greta Lane, duly seconded by Alderman Roy A’. Perkins.   

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Yea 
 

Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried. 

16. REPORT FROM PUBLIC SERVICES DIRECTOR DOUG DEVLIN ON THE 
STATUS OF THE SEWER IMPROVEMENTS ON CARVER DRIVE. 



 

 Public Services Director Doug Devlin made a report on the status of sewer improvements on 
Carver Drive. 

 
17. PUBLIC HEARING AND REZONING REQUEST FOR RZ 13-07: A REQUEST BY 

CLYDE PRITCHARD, PRITCHARD ENGINEERING ON BEHALF OF 
TECHNOLOGY MILLS, LLC FOR A REZONING FROM R-1 (RESIDENTIAL) TO 
B-1 (BUFFER) FOR A PARCEL LOCATED AT 300 RESEARCH BOULEVARD IN 
WARD 5. 

 
There came a public hearing and rezoning request for RZ 13-07: A request by Clyde 
Pritchard, Pritchard Engineering on behalf of Technology Mills, LLC for a rezoning from R-
1 (Residential) to B-1 (Buffer) for a parcel located at 300 Research Boulevard in Ward 5. 
Kevin Watson spoke for the applicant.  After questions from Alderman Richard Corey were 
answered, Alderman Roy A’. Perkins moved approval of rezoning request for RZ 13-07: A 
request by Clyde Pritchard, Pritchard Engineering on behalf of Technology Mills, LLC for a 
rezoning from R-1 (Residential) to B-1 (Buffer) for a parcel located at 300 Research 
Boulevard in Ward 5, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver.   

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Yea 
 

Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried 

 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins and Ben Carver exited the meeting at this time. 
 
18. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 

THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF APRIL 22, 2013. 

There came a request for approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for the Fire 
Department as of April 22, 2013. Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey to move 
approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for the Fire Department as of April 22, 
2013, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas.     

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Absent 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 



 

 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried. 

19. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 
ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF APRIL 22, 2013. 

There came a request for approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for all departments 
except the Fire Department as of April 22, 2013. Upon the motion of Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas to move approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for all departments except 
the Fire Department as of April 22, 2013, duly seconded by Alderman Eric Parker.     

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Absent 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 

 

    April 26, 2013 BOA Meeting 

FIRE REFUND  261  $22,552.92 

  262  $ 

  263  $1,414.00 

  264  $6,196.22 

  267  $5,598.97 

  TOTAL  $35,762.11 

 

General Fund  001  $243,058.41 

Restricted Police Fund  002  $787.25 

Restricted Fire Fund  003  $ 

Airport Fund  015  $2,449.60 

Saniation  022  $64,787.00 

Landfill  023  $16,343.05 

CDBG Henderson Street Project  102  $ 

IT  107  $3,827.97 

CDBG Rehab Loan Program  116  $ 

City Bond and Interest  202  $ 



 

2009 Road Maintenance  304  $ 

Fire Station No. 5  306   

A R R Act  309   

P & R Bond Series 2007  325   

Park & Rec Tourism 2%  375  $2,085.31 

Water/Sewer  400  $142,990.48 

Vehicle Maintenance  500  $422.51 

Hotel/Motel  610  $11,373.41 

2% (VCC, EDA, MSU)  630  $66,095.32 

Total     

Payroll  681  $ 

Total Claims  Total  $554,220.31 

     

 

 

Aldermen Roy A’. Perkins and Ben Carver entered the meeting at this time. 

20. A MOTION TO ENTER INTO A CLOSED SESSION TO DETERMINE IF THERE IS 
PROPER CAUSE FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
There came for consideration the matter of entering a closed session to determine if there is 
proper cause for an executive session.  Upon the motion of Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, duly 
seconded by Alderman Richard Corey, to enter into a Closed Session to determine if there is 
proper cause for Executive Session:  

 
 

Without further discussion, The Board voted as follows: 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion passed. 
 

 Alderman Roy A’. Perkins and Sandra Sistrunk exited the meeting at this time. 
 



 

 
21. A MOTION TO ENTER EXECUTIVE SESSION TO CONSIDER A PERSONNEL 

MATTER AND PENDING LITIGATION RELATED TO THE STARKVILLE 
ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT. 

 
There came for consideration the matter of entering an executive session to discuss a 
personnel matter relating to an employee grievance.  Upon the motion of Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, duly seconded by Alderman Richard Corey, to enter into an executive session to 
discuss a personnel matter related to an employee grievance, 
 
The Board voted as follows: 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion passed. 
 
The Mayor invited the Public back in to make the announcement of the Board’s decision to 
enter into executive session. 

 
At this time the Board entered executive session. 

 
 
22. A MOTION TO EXIT EXECUTIVE SESSION AND RETURN TO OPEN SESSION 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Henry Vaughn 
Sr., to exit Executive Session and return to Open Session, the Board members in attendance 
voted unanimously in favor of the motion. 
 
The Mayor announced that the Board had taken action in executive session.   

 
 
23. A MOTION TO DENY THE GRIEVANCE DATED APRIL 2, 2013 AND APPROVE 

THE RECOMMENDATION OF TERMINATION WITH THE CITY CLERK TO 
NOTIFY THE EMPLOYEE IN NOT MORE THAN THREE DAYS. 

 
 Upon the motion of Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, duly seconded by Alderman Eric Parker, to 

deny the grievance dated April 2, 2013 and to approve the recommendation of termination 
with the City Clerk to notify the employee in not more than three days, the majority of the 
Board members in attendance voted in favor of the motion 

 
23. A MOTION TO RECESS UNTIL MAY 7, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 LAMPKIN STREET IN 

THE CITY HALL COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. 
 



 

Upon the motion of Alderman Sandra Sistrunk, duly seconded by Alderman Richard Corey, 
for the Board of Aldermen to recess the meeting until May 7, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 E. 
Lampkin Street in the City Hall Community Development Department, the Board voted as 
follows:  
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion passed.  

 
 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS THE _______ DAY OF ____________________ 2013.  
 
 
______________________________  
PARKER WISEMAN, MAYOR  
 
 
Attest:  
 
_________________________________  
TAYLOR V. ADAMS, CITY CLERK 
 
 
(SEALED) 
 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: IV.B. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Request approval of the minutes of the May 7, 2013 Regular Meeting of the Board of Aldermen of the 
City of Starkville. 
 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT: Finance and Administration AUTHORIZATION:  Taylor Adams, City Clerk 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: Taylor Adams @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:  May 31, 2013 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Approval 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION:  “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 7, 2013 MEETING OF 
THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI.” 
 
 



 

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

The City of Starkville, Mississippi 
May 7, 2013 

 
Be it remembered that the Mayor and Board of Alderman met in a Recess Meeting on May 7, 2013 at 
5:30 p.m. in the Courtroom of City Hall, located at 101 E. Lampkin Street, Starkville, MS. There 
being present were Mayor Parker Wiseman, Aldermen Ben Carver, Sandra Sistrunk, Richard Corey, 
Eric Parker, Jeremiah Dumas,  Roy A.’ Perkins, and Henry Vaughn, Sr. Attending the Board were 
City Attorney Chris Latimer and City Clerk Taylor V. Adams.  
 
Mayor Parker Wiseman opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance followed by a moment of 
silence.  
 

Mayor Parker Wiseman asked for any revisions to the Official Agenda. 

REQUESTED REVISIONS TO THE OFFICIAL AGENDA: 
 
No revisions were requested. 
 
 
1.  A MOTION TO APPROVE THE OFFICAL AGENDA AS REVISED  
 
There came for consideration the matter of approving and adopting the May 7, 2013, Official Agenda 
of the Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, as revised. After discussion, and  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Sandra Sistrunk, to 
approve the May 7, 2013, Official Agenda as modified with items listed as consent, the Board voted 
unanimously to approve the motion. 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



OFFICIAL AGENDA

THE  MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN

OF THE

CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI

REGULAR MEETING OF TUESDAY, MAY 7, 2013,
5:30 P.M., COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT,

CITY HALL, 101 EAST LAMPKIN STREET

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS ARE NOTED ### AND PROVIDED AS 
APPENDIX A ATTACHED

I. CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND A MOMENT OF SILENCE

III. APPROVAL OF THE OFFICIAL AGENDA

A. APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA

IV. APPROVAL OF BOARD OF ALDERMEN MINUTES

THERE ARE NO MINUTES FOR CONSIDERATION 

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS 

A. MAYOR’S COMMENTS:

B. BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS:

VI. CITIZEN COMMENTS

VII. PUBLIC APPEARANCES

THERE ARE NO PUBLIC APPEARANCES FOR THIS AGENDA
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VIII. PUBLIC HEARING

THERE ARE NO PUBLIC HEARINGS FOR THIS AGENDA

IX. MAYOR’S BUSINESS

THERE IS NO MAYOR’S BUSINESS FOR THIS AGENDA

X. BOARD BUSINESS

##### A. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING A PROCLAMATION 
DECLARING MAY AS MENTAL HEALTH MONTH IN THE CITY 
OF STARKVILLE.

XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS

A. AIRPORT 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

C. COURTS

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

F. FIRE DEPARTMENT 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA
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H. PERSONNEL 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

I. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

J. PUBLIC SERVICES

##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST UNIT 
PRICE BIDS AND PURCHASE SEWER PIPE FOR THE 
CARVER DRIVE PROJECT FROM CONSOLIDATED PIPE 
AND SUPPLY.

K. SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST AND 
BEST PROPOSAL FROM CENTRAL POLY CORP IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $27,756.00 ($5.14 PER ROLL) FOR THE 
PURCHASE OF 5,400 GARBAGE BAGS TO COMPLETE THE 
APRIL BAG DISTRIBUTION PROCESS.

XII. CLOSED DETERMINATION SESSION

XIII. OPEN SESSION

XIV. EXECUTIVE SESSION

THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA

XV. OPEN SESSION

XVI. RECESS UNTIL MAY 21, 2013 @ 5:30 AT 101 EAST LAMPKIN IN 
THE CITY HALL COURTROOM.

The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA 
Coordinator, Mr. Joyner Williams, at (662) 323-2525, ext. 121 at least forty-
eight (48) hours in advance for any services requested.
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APPENDIX A

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA

IX. MAYOR’S BUSINESS – NO ITEMS

X. BOARD BUSINESS

A. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING A PROCLAMATION DECLARING MAY AS 
MENTAL HEALTH MONTH IN THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.

XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS

A. AIRPORT – NO ITEMS

B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS

C. COURTS – NO ITEMS 

D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS

E. FIRE DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS

F. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS

G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY – NO ITEMS

H. PERSONNEL – NO ITEMS

I. POLICE DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS

J. PUBLIC SERVICES

1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST UNIT PRICE BIDS
AND PURCHASE SEWER PIPE FOR THE CARVER DRIVE PROJECT 
FROM CONSOLIDATED PIPE AND SUPPLY.

K. SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST AND BEST PROPOSAL 
FROM CENTRAL POLY CORP IN THE AMOUNT OF $27,756.00 ($5.14 
PER ROLL) FOR THE PURCHASE OF 5,400 GARBAGE BAGS TO 
COMPLETE THE APRIL BAG DISTRIBUTION PROCESS.



 

 
CONSENT ITEMS 2-4 

2.  CONSIDERATION OF APPROVING A PROCLAMATION DECLARING MAY AS 
MENTAL HEALTH MONTH IN THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Sandra Sistrunk, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the May 7, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval a proclamation declaring May as Mental Health Month in 
the City of Starkville" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

3. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST UNIT PRICE BIDS AND 
PURCHASE SEWER PIPE FOR THE CARVER DRIVE PROJECT FROM 
CONSOLIDATED PIPE AND SUPPLY. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Sandra Sistrunk, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the May 7, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval to accept the lowest unit price bids and purchase sewer 
pipe for the Carver Drive Project from Consolidated Pipe and Supply" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

 
4. REQUEST APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST AND BEST PROPOSAL 

FROM CENTRAL POLY CORP IN THE AMOUNT OF $27,756.00 ($5.14 PER 
ROLL) FOR THE PURCHASE OF 5,400 GARBAGE BAGS TO COMPLETE THE 
APRIL BAG DISTRIBUTION PROCESS. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Sandra Sistrunk, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the May 7, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval to accept the lowest and best proposal from Central Poly 
Corp in the amount of $27,756.00 ($5.14 per roll) for the purchase of 5,400 garbage bags to 
complete the April bag distribution process" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

 
END OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS: 
 
 MAYOR’S COMMENTS: 
   
 BOARD COMMENTS: 
 
 CITIZEN COMMENTS: 

 



 

 
 PUBLIC APPEARANCES: 
  

 
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 
BOARD BUSINESS 

 
 
5. A MOTION TO RECESS UNTIL MAY 21, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 LAMPKIN STREET 

IN THE CITY HALL COURT ROOM. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Roy A’. Perkins, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas, for the Board of Aldermen to recess the meeting until May 21, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 
E. Lampkin Street in the City Hall Court Room, the Board voted as follows:  
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion passed.  

 
 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS THE _______ DAY OF ____________________ 2013.  
 
 
______________________________  
PARKER WISEMAN, MAYOR  
 
 
Attest:  
 
_________________________________  
TAYLOR V. ADAMS, CITY CLERK 
 
 
(SEALED) 
 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: IV.C 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6-18-13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT:      Consideration of the approval of the minutes of the recess meeting of May 21, 2013 of the Board of 
Aldermen of the City of Starkville. 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Mayor    AUTHORIZATION: D. Lynn Spruill 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Lynn Spruill @ 323-4583  
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   N/A 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE RECESS MEETING OF MAY 21, 
2013 OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.” 



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

The City of Starkville, Mississippi 
May 21, 2013 

 
Be it remembered that the Mayor and Board of Alderman met in a Recess Meeting on May 21, 2013 
at 5:30 p.m. in the Courtroom of City Hall, located at 101 E. Lampkin Street, Starkville, MS. There 
being present were Mayor Parker Wiseman, Aldermen Ben Carver, Richard Corey, Jeremiah Dumas, 
Roy A.’ Perkins, and Henry Vaughn, Sr. Absent were Aldermen Sandra Sistrunk and Eric Parker. 
Attending the Board were City Attorney Chris Latimer and Deputy City Clerk and Chief 
Administrative Officer, D. Lynn Spruill.  
 
Mayor Parker Wiseman opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance followed by a moment of 
silence.  
 
Mayor Parker Wiseman asked for any revisions to the Official Agenda. 
 
REQUESTED REVISIONS TO THE OFFICIAL AGENDA: 
 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas requested the following changes to the revised and published May 21, 
2013 Official Agenda: 
  

Add to Consent Item IV.A Approval of the Minutes of the April 2, 2013 Regular Meeting 
of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville. 

 
Add to Consent Item IV.B  Approval of the Minutes of the April 16, 2013 Recess 
Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville. 

 
Add to Consent Item XI.H.1 Authorization to hire Nicholas Shumaker and Charles Taylor 
to fill vacant positions of firefighter. 
 
Add to Consent Item XI.H.2 Authorization to hire Marcus Gillespie to fill the vacant 
position of service technician in the Electric Department. 
 
Add to Consent Item XI.H.3 Authorization to promote Tony Sykes to fill the vacant 
position of foreman in the Street Department. 
 
Add to Consent Item XI.H.4 Authorization to advertise to fill the vacant position of lead 
foreman in the water/sewer division of Public Services. 
 

The Mayor asked for further revisions to the published May 21, 2013 Official Agenda.  
 
Alderman Roy A.’ Perkins requested the following changes to the revised and published May 21, 
2013 Official Agenda: 
 

Add to Consent Item X.B.   Approval of accepting the lowest and best bid from Graham 
Roofing for the replacement of the roof at the Oktibbeha County Public Library in the amount of 
$23,889.00 and paying a 50% share of the replacement cost in the amount of $11,944.50.  



 Add to Consent Item X.E.   Approval of the job description as presented and authorization 
to advertise for letters of interest with the deadline of May 30, 2013 at 5:00 P.M. and the Chief 
Administrative Officer to notify the Oktibbeha Bar Association through the lawyer’s mail boxes in 
the Chancery Clerk’s office.  
 
 Add to Consent Item X.H.  Approval of creating a permanent, full-time parking 
enforcement officer position with full benefits at a grade 7/$12.00 per hour to be added to the police 
department budget from the ending fund balance and with a requirement that any change, deletion or 
modification of this position is only with Board authorization.  
 
 Add to Consent Item X.I.   Approval of a resolution authorizing the execution of an 
amended and restated development and reimbursement agreement by and between the City of 
Starkville, Mississippi and Cotton Mill Development Group, LLC, a Mississippi Limited Liability 
Company; and for related purposes.  
 
Alderman Perkins requested that the agenda be reordered to place agenda items X.C and X.D 
immediately following agenda item III.  
 
 
1.  A MOTION TO APPROVE THE OFFICAL AGENDA AS REVISED  
 
There came for consideration the matter of approving and adopting the May 21, 2013, Official 
Agenda of the Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, as revised. After discussion, 
and  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, to approve 
the May 21, 2013, Official Agenda as modified with items listed as consent and with the agenda as 
reordered, the Board voted unanimously to approve the motion. 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried. 

  



 
 
 

OFFICIAL AGENDA 
 

THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

OF THE 
 

CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 
 
 

RECESS MEETING OF TUESDAY, MAY 21, 2013 
5:30 P.M., COURT ROOM, CITY HALL 

101 EAST LAMPKIN STREET 
 

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS ARE NOTED ### AND PROVIDED AS 
APPENDIX A ATTACHED 

 
 

***** ITEMS SHOWN IN ITALICS WITH AN ASTERISK HAVE BEEN ADDED, DELETED OR 
MODIFIED FROM THE ORIGINAL AGENDA 

 
 
I.  CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER 
 
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND A MOMENT OF SILENCE  
 
III.  APPROVAL OF THE OFFICIAL AGENDA 
 
 A. APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
IV. APPROVAL OF BOARD OF ALDERMEN MINUTES 

 
A. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE 

APRIL 2, 2013 REGULAR MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD 
OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.  

 
B. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE 

APRIL 16, 2013, RECESS MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD 
OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 
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V. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS  
 

A. MAYOR’S COMMENTS:  
 

 NEW EMPLOYEE INTRODUCTION: LATOYA WILLIAMS—
POLICE RADIO OPERATOR/RECORDS CLERK 

 
B. BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS: 

  
 
VI.  CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
 

VII.  PUBLIC APPEARANCES 
 

A.  PUBLIC APPEARANCE BY MR. GEORGE MCKEE REGARDING 
INCLUDING HIS PROPERTY ON SOUTH WASHINGTON STREET 
INTO THE OVERSTREET HISTORIC DISTRICT. 

 
VIII. PUBLIC HEARING 
 

A. FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE 
GREENSBORO STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT 
STANDARDS.  

 
B. FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE NASH 

STREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS 
 
C.  FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE 

OVERSTREET HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT 
STANDARDS. 

 
IX.  MAYOR’S BUSINESS 
 

 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 

X. BOARD BUSINESS 
 

A. REPORT FROM RANDY SCRIVNER ON THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE 2012 AUDIT RESULTS.  

 
B.  CONSIDERATION OF ACCEPTING THE LOWEST AND BEST 

PROPOSAL AND APPROVING THE PAYMENT FOR THE 
REPLACEMENT OF THE ROOF ON THE OKTIBBEHA COUNTY 
LIBRARY FROM GRAHAM ROOFING IN THE AMOUNT OF 
$23,889.00 WITH COST TO BE SHARED WITH OKTIBBEHA 
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COUNTY.  
 
C. REPORT FROM JASON WOOTEN OF PEPPER WOOTEN 

ENGINEERS ON THE STATUS OF THE FEMA REQUIREMENTS 
FOR CARVER DRIVE DITCH 

 
D. REPORT FROM THE CITY ATTORNEY ON MATTERS 

REGARDING CARVER DRIVE DITCH.  
 
E. CONSIDERATION OF THE JOB DESCRIPTION FOR THE CITY 

PROSECUTOR AND AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE FOR 
LETTERS OF INTEREST.  

 
##### F. CONSIDERATION OF THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE LOWEST AND 

BEST BID IN THE AMOUNT OF $99,985.58 FROM PRECISION 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR THE INSTALLATION OF THE NEW 
EMERGENCY SIRENS TO BE PURCHASED FROM THE FEMA 
GRANT AWARD. 

 
G.  CONSIDERATION OF MAKING AN APPOINTMENT TO THE 

OKTIBBEHA COUNTY LIBRARY BOARD OF TRUSTEES TO FILL 
OUT THE UNEXPIRED TERM ENDING 9/30/13.  

 
H. DISCUSSION AND CONSIDERATION OF THE EXTENSION OF THE 

POSITION OF THE DOWNTOWN PARKING ENFORCEMENT 
OFFICER POSITION. 

 
I.  CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE 

EXECUTION OF AN AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT 
AND REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE 
CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI AND COTTON MILL 
DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, A MISSISSIPPI LIMITED LIABILITY 
COMPANY; AND FOR RELATED PURPOSES.  

 
 ***** J. CONSIDERATION OF A STUDY BY THE COMMUNITY 

DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR ON IDENTIFYING AND ADOPTING 
SCENIC BYWAY AND ENTRY CORRIDORS INTO THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE.  

 
 ***** K. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE PAYING AGENT 

AGREEMENT FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE GENERAL 
OBLIGATION UTIITY REFUNDING BONDS, SERIES 2013.  
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XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 
 
A. AIRPORT  

 
 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

 
   B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

 
 1. CODE ENFORCEMENT 
 

 ##### A. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE FOR 
BIDS TO MOW THE PROPERTIES DECLARED AS 
DILAPIDATED PROPERTIES IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH MS CODE 21-19-11(1) B. 

 
 2. ENGINEERING  
 

  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
  
 3. PLANNING 
 

  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA  
 

C. COURTS 
 

 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 

  D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT  
 
 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

  
 E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 

 
1. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 

CLAIMS DOCKET FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF 
MAY 16, 2013.  

 
2. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 

CLAIMS DOCKET FOR ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE 
FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF MAY 16, 2013.  

 
 ##### 3. REPORT OF THE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR 

PERIOD ENDING APRIL 30, 2013, IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
§21-35-13 OF THE MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972 
ANNOTATED. 
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 F. FIRE DEPARTMENT  
 

##### 1.  REQUEST APPROVAL OF A COMMERCIAL BURN PERMIT 
FOR BUDDY PRISOCK OF PRISOCK DIRT COMPANY FOR 
THE CREEKSIDE DEVELOPMENT ON OLD WEST POINT 
ROAD. 

 
G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
 

   THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA  
     
  H. PERSONNEL  
 

1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE NICHOLAS 
SHUMAKER AND CHARLES TAYLOR TO FILL VACANT 
POSITIONS OF FIREFIGHTER. 

 
2. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO HIRE MARCUS GILLESPIE 

TO FILL VACANT POSITION OF SERVICE TECHNICIAN IN 
THE ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT. 

 
3. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO PROMOTE/HIRE TONY 

SYKES TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF FOREMAN IN 
THE STREET DEPARTMENT. 

 
4. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE 

VACANT POSITION OF LEAD FOREMAN IN THE 
WATER/SEWER DIVISION OF PUBLIC SERVICES. 

 
5. REQUEST APPROVAL OF JOB DESCRIPTION AND 

AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE POSITION 
OF CITY PLANNER IN THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT. 

 
   I. POLICE DEPARTMENT  

 
##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL SGT. LAURA HINES-ROBERSON 

AND OFFICER MANDY WILSON TO ATTEND 2013 D.A.R.E. 
STATE CONFERENCE WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL 
AUTHORIZED. 

 
##### 2.  REQUEST APPROVAL FOR SGTS ANDY FULTZ, STEVE 

LYLE AND SHAWN WORD TO ATTEND M.A.C.P./F.B.I. 
COMMAND COLLEGE WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL 
AUTHORIZED. 
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##### 3.  REQUEST APPROVAL FOR CHIEF LINDLEY TO TRAVEL 
TO A SUMMER CONFERENCE AND TRADE SHOW IN 
BILOXI, MS WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED. 

 
J. PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
##### 1.    REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A 

WASTEWATER SERVICE CONTRACT WITH MISSISSIPPI 
STATE UNIVERSITY AND THE EAST OKTIBBEHA 
WASTEWATER DISTRICT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY. 

 
##### 2.  REQUEST APPROVAL TO ISSUE A NOTICE TO PROCEED 

TO STIDHAM CONSTRUCTION, THE LOWEST SOURCE OF 
SUPPLY BIDDER, TO REPLACE A FAILING SEWER LINE 
FROM THE TRIM CANE PUMPING STATION TO LONG 
STREET IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $135,331.94. 

 
 K.  SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
 
  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA  
   

XII.  CLOSED DETERMINATION SESSION 
 
XIII.  OPEN SESSION 
 
XIV.  EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
A. PENDING LITIGATION 
 
B.  POTENTIAL LITIGATION 
 
C.  PROPERTY ACQUISITION 
 

XV. OPEN SESSION 
 
XVI. RECESS UNTIL JUNE 4, 2013 @ 5:30 AT 101 LAMPKIN STREET 

IN THE CITY HALL COURTROOM. 
 

The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA 
Coordinator, Mr. Joyner Williams, at (662) 323-2525, ext. 121 at least forty-
eight (48) hours in advance for any services requested.  
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APPENDIX A  
 
 

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 

IX.  MAYOR’S BUSINESS – NO ITEMS 
 
X. BOARD BUSINESS  
 

F. CONSIDERATION OF THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE LOWEST AND BEST BID IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $99,985.58 FROM PRECISION COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR 
THE INSTALLATION OF THE NEW EMERGENCY SIRENS TO BE PURCHASED 
FROM THE FEMA GRANT AWARD. 

 
XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 
 

A. AIRPORT – NO ITEMS 
 

 B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT  
 

 1. CODE ENFORCEMENT 
 

 A. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE FOR BIDS TO 
MOW THE PROPERTIES DECLARED AS DILAPIDATED 
PROPERTIES IN ACCORDANCE WITH MS CODE 21-19-11(1) B. 

    
 C. COURTS – NO ITEMS  
 
 D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
    
 E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION  
   
  3. REPORT OF THE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES FOR PERIOD ENDING 

APRIL 30, 2013, IN ACCORDANCE WITH §21-35-13 OF THE MISSISSIPPI 
CODE OF 1972 ANNOTATED.  

 
 F. FIRE DEPARTMENT  
 
  1.  REQUEST APPROVAL OF A COMMERCIAL BURN PERMIT FOR BUDDY 

PRISOCK OF PRISOCK DIRT COMPANY FOR THE CREEKSIDE 
DEVELOPMENT ON OLD WEST POINT ROAD. 

  
G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY – NO ITEMS 
 
  H. PERSONNEL – NO ITEMS  
  
 I. POLICE DEPARTMENT  
 
  1. REQUEST APPROVAL SGT. LAURA HINES-ROBERSON AND 
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OFFICER MANDY WILSON TO ATTEND 2013 D.A.R.E. STATE 
CONFERENCE WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED. 

 
  2.  REQUEST APPROVAL FOR SGTS ANDY FULTZ, STEVE LYLE 

AND SHAWN WORD TO ATTEND M.A.C.P./F.B.I. COMMAND 
COLLEGE WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED. 

 
  3.  REQUEST APPROVAL FOR CHIEF LINDLEY TO TRAVEL TO A 

SUMMER CONFERENCE AND TRADE SHOW IN BILOXI, MS 
WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED. 

       
J. PUBLIC SERVICES  
 

1.    REQUEST APPROVAL FOR THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A 
WASTEWATER SERVICE CONTRACT WITH MISSISSIPPI STATE 
UNIVERSITY AND THE EAST OKTIBBEHA WASTEWATER DISTRICT 
ON BEHALF OF THE CITY. 

 
2.  REQUEST APPROVAL TO ISSUE A NOTICE TO PROCEED TO STIDHAM 

CONSTRUCTION, THE LOWEST SOURCE OF SUPPLY BIDDER, TO 
REPLACE A FAILING SEWER LINE FROM THE TRIM CANE PUMPING 
STATION TO LONG STREET IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$135,331.94. 

 
 K.  SANITATION DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
 



 

 
CONSENT ITEMS 2-20 

2. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE APRIL 2, 2013 REGULAR 
MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of the minutes of the April 2, 2013 Regular Meeting of the 
Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

3. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE APRIL 16, 2013 RECESS 
MEETING OF THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of the minutes of the April 16, 2013 Recess Meeting of the 
Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

4. A MOTION TO ACCEPT THE LOWEST AND BEST BID IN THE AMOUNT OF 
$99,985.58 FROM PRECISION COMMUNICATIONS, INC. FOR THE 
INSTALLATION OF THE NEW EMERGENCY SIRENS TO BE PURCHASED 
FROM THE FEMA GRANT AWARD. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "lowest and best bid in the amount of $99,985.58 from Precision 
Communications, Inc. for the installation of the new emergency sirens to be purchased from 
the FEMA grant award" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 May 9, 2013 Bid results – Emergency Sirens 

Bidder     Amount 

McCord Communications 
1508 Nobel St 
Anniston, AL 36201    $ 147,537.00 
 
Precision Communications, Inc. 
587 E President St 
Tupelo, MS 38801    $   99,985.58 



5. A MOTION TO AUTHORIZE ADVERTISING FOR BIDS TO MOW THE 
PROPERTIES DECLARED AS DILAPIDATED PROPERTIES IN THE 
ACCORDANCE WITH MS CODE 21-19-11(1)B. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "authorization to bid to mow the properties declared as dilapidated 
properties in the accordance with MS Code §21-19-11(1)B" is enumerated, this consent item 
is thereby approved. 

6. A MOTION TO ACCEPT THE REPORT OF THE RECEIPTS AND 
EXPENDITURES FOR THE PERIOD ENDING APRIL 30, 2013, IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH MS CODE §21-35-13. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "acceptance of the report of the receipts and expenditures for the 
period ending April 30, 2013, in accordance with MS Code §21-35-13" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

7. A MOTION TO APPROVE A COMMERCIAL BURN PERMIT FOR BUDDY 
PRISOCK OF PRISOCK DIRT COMPANY FOR THE CREEKSIDE 
DEVELOPMENT ON OLD WEST POINT ROAD. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of a commercial burn permit for Buddy Prisock of Prisock 
Dirt Company for the Creekside Development on Old West Point Road" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

8. A MOTION TO APPROVE HIRING NICHOLAS SHUMAKER AND CHARLES 
TAYLOR TO FILL THE VACANT POSITIONS OF FIREFIGHTER.  

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of hiring Nicholas Shumaker and Charles Taylor to fill the 
vacant positions of Firefighter" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

9. A MOTION TO HIRE MARCUS GILLESPIE TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION 
OF SERVICE TECHNICIAN IN THE ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT.  

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of hiring Marcus Gillespie to fill the vacant position of 
Service Technician in the Electric Department" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 



10. A MOTION TO HIRE TONY SYKES TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF 
FOREMAN IN THE STREET DEPARTMENT. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of hiring Tony Sykes to fill the vacant position of Foreman 
in the Street Department" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

11. A MOTION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL THE VACANT POSITION OF LEAD 
FOREMAN IN THE WATER/SEWER DIVISION OF PUBLIC SERVICES. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of advertising to fill the vacant position of Lead Foreman in 
the Water/Sewer division of the Public Services Department" is enumerated, this consent 
item is thereby approved. 

12. MOTION TO APPROVE THE TRAVEL OF SGT. LAURA HINES-ROBERSON AND 
OFFICER MANDY WILSON TO ATTEND 2013 D.A.R.E. STATE CONFERENCE 
WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval for Sgt. Laura Hines-Roberson and Officer Mandy Wilson to 
attend 2013 D.A.R.E. State Conference with advance travel authorized" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

13. A MOTION TO APROVE THE TRAVEL OF SGTS ANDY FULTZ, STEVE LYLE 
AND SHAWN WORD TO ATTEND M.A.C.P./F.B.I. COMMAND COLLEGE WITH 
ADVANCE TRAVEL AUTHORIZED. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval for Sgts. Andy Fultz, Steve Lyle and Shawn Word to attend 
M.A.C.P./F.B.I. Command College with advance travel authorized" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

14. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE TRAVEL OF CHIEF LINDLEY TO A SUMMER 
CONFERENCE AND TRADE SHOW IN BILOXI, MS WITH ADVANCE TRAVEL 
AUTHORIZED. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval for Chief Lindley to travel to a summer conference and trade 
show in Biloxi, MS with advance travel authorized" is enumerated, this consent item is 
thereby approved. 



15. A MOTION TO APPROVE FOR THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE A WASTEWATER 
SERVICE CONTRACT WITH MISSISSIPPI STATE UNIVERSITY AND THE EAST 
OKTIBBEHA WASTEWATER DISTRICT  

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval for the Mayor to execute a wastewater service contract with 
Mississippi State University and the East Oktibbeha Wastewater District" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

 
WASTEWATER SERVICE CONTRACT 

Between 
Mississippi State University, City of Starkville, and 

East Oktibbeha Wastewater District 

This contract made and entered into this _____ day of _______________, 2013, by and between East 
Oktibbeha Wastewater District (hereinafter referred to as "Customer"), Mississippi State University 
and the City of Starkville, Mississippi (both hereinafter referred to as "Owner"). 

WHEREAS the Customer is organized and established under the provisions of Section 19-5-151 et 
seq. of the Mississippi Code of 1972 for the purpose of constructing and operating a wastewater 
collection system within a wastewater district more particularly described in Exhibit “1” and requires 
access to a wastewater treatment facility; 

WHEREAS the Customer is authorized pursuant to Section 19-5-175 et seq. of the Mississippi Code 
of 1972 to contract with any municipality, person, firm or corporation for collection, transportation, 
treatment and/or disposal of sewage and for services required incident to the operation and 
maintenance of such systems. 

WHEREAS, by Order Granting Initial Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity issued by the 
Mississippi Public Service Commission (Commission) on April 3, 2012, the Commission ordered 
that the present and future public convenience and necessity justifies and requires the grant of an 
Initial Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to the Customer to serve a specified area of 
Oktibbeha County, Mississippi, described in Exhibit “A” attached to that Order. The Commission 
further ordered that the Customer is granted an Initial Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity pursuant to Section 77-3-1, et seq., as amended, to construct, operate and maintain a sewer 
system so as to furnish sewer service to the public for compensation in a specified area of Oktibbeha 
County described in Exhibit “A” attached to the Order. 

WHEREAS, by Order Approving Sale and Transfer issued by the Mississippi Public Service 
Commission (Commission) on January 11, 2012, the Commission ordered that the sale and transfer 
by Viking Developments, L.L.C. to Customer of Viking’s Certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity and assets used in the construction, operation and maintenance of a sewer system in the 
areas of Oktibbeha County, Mississippi, was authorized and approved. 



WHEREAS, the Mississippi Environmental Quality Permit Board issued State of Mississippi Water 
Pollution Control Permit No. MSU095290 to Customer on January 20, 2012, which granted 
Customer permission to operate a wastewater disposal system related to Sand Creek Properties 
located in Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. The Permit further required the Customer to submit plans 
and specifications for connecting the Sand Creek Properties to the municipal or regional wastewater 
collection and treatment system within six months after the effective date of the Permit. 

WHEREAS the City of Starkville, Mississippi, is a code charter municipality, organized and 
established under the provisions of Section 21-3-1, et. seq. of the Mississippi Code of 1972, with the 
authority to contract thereunder. 

WHEREAS the City of Starkville, Mississippi, has constructed, owns, and operates, through a 
contractual partnership with Mississippi State University, a wastewater treatment facility pursuant to 
Wastewater Treatment Construction Grants Program Number C280379-03, for a service area 
designated as the Wastewater Facilities Planning Area, as shown on Exhibit “2” attached. 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. ________________ enacted on the _______ day of 
_________________ by the City of Starkville, the treatment of wastewater from the Customer in 
accordance with the provisions of said Resolution was approved, and the execution of this contract 
carrying out the said Resolution by the Mayor and attested by the City Clerk was duly authorized; 

WHEREAS, Mississippi State University has approved the treatment of wastewater from the 
Customer in accordance with the provisions of this contract, and the President of Mississippi State 
University has been duly authorized to enter into a contract of this nature by the Board of Trustees of 
State Institutions of Higher Learning; 

WHEREAS the Customer and the Owner desire to enter into a contract, under the terms of which the 
Customer will utilize the Owner's facilities for transportation, treatment, and disposal of domestic 
and commercial wastewater generated within the Customer’s currently established district, more 
particularly described in Exhibit “1”; 

WEREAS this contract is entered into pursuant to the Interlocal Cooperation Act of 1974, as codified 
in Mississippi Code Section 17-13-1 et. seq., and shall not take effect unless approved by the 
Mississippi Attorney General pursuant to Mississippi Code Section 17-13-11, and if so approved, 
until it is filed with the chancery clerk of Oktibbeha County and with the Secretary of State. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and the mutual agreements set forth, the 
parties agree as follows: 

1. Point of Delivery: The Customer is solely responsible for all new construction of facilities required 
for a complete sanitary sewer collection system to the Points of Delivery of the Owner. The Points of 
Delivery for this contract are designated as Mississippi State University’s North Farm Wastewater 
Pumping Station and the existing Viking Delivery Point. 



2. Quantity: To receive Customer’s wastewater at the Point of Delivery during the term of this 
Agreement or any renewal or extension thereof, the quantity of Customer’s wastewater shall not 
exceed 12 Million gallons per month. Quantities in excess of 12 Million gallons per month are 
subject to the following conditions: 

(a) In the event Customer’s wastewater quantity ever exceeds 12 Million gallons per month during 
any one month period, Owner shall notify Customer and Customer shall take immediate action 
toward securing an alternative wastewater treatment provider unless the parties otherwise mutually 
agree in writing. In the event the parties do not reach an agreement, within 90 days of receiving such 
notification from Owner, Customer shall notify Owner in writing of its plan of securing an 
alternative wastewater treatment provider. Customer shall secure an alternative wastewater treatment 
provider within 3 years of receiving first notice of having exceeded the 12 Million gallon per month 
threshold. In the event Customer has not secured an alternative provider within 3 years, this 
Agreement may be terminated at the Owner’s sole discretion. 

(b) In the event Customer’s wastewater quantity ever exceeds 12 Million gallons per month during 
any one month period, Customer shall not accept any additional end-user which generates in excess 
of 5000 gallons per day without the express written permission of Owner. 

(c) Notwithstanding the foregoing, in the event Customer’s wastewater quantity ever exceeds 15 
Million gallons per month during any one month period without the express written approval of the 
Owner, such approval being at Owner’s sole discretion, this Agreement may be terminated at the will 
of the Owner with 90 days written notice to Customer. Customer also shall pay in addition to the 
rates and fees listed in Section 5 below, a surcharge of $3.50 per 1000 gallons of wastewater in 
excess of 15 million gallons per month. 

Customer understands and agrees that excessive inflow and infiltration of storm water into the 
Customer’s system may result in delivery of wastewater to the Owner that – may adversely affect the 
biological wastewater treatment process utilized by the Owner and/or cause sanitary sewer overflows 
(SSO’s) in the Owner’s collection system. Owner shall provide written notification to Customer in 
the event inflow and infiltration of storm water into Customer’s system has adversely affected the 
biological wastewater treatment process utilized by the Owner and/or is causing sanitary sewer 
overflows (SSO’s) in the Owner’s collection system. Once such notification is received, Customer 
shall retain the services of a Mississippi licensed Professional Engineer (Customer’s Engineer) to 
develop and present to the Owner a plan to reduce inflow and infiltration into the Owner’s system 
within 90 days of notification and complete the planned improvements within 180 days of 
notification. The failure of Customer to present and complete a plan to reduce inflow and infiltration 
within the aforementioned time frames or such other time frames mutually agreed to in writing by the 
parties shall constitute a breach of this agreement. The Customer shall reimburse the Owner for the 
Customer’s proportional share of any fines and penalties imposed on the Owner by the Mississippi 
Department of Environmental Quality or the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency directly 
attributed to excessive inflow and infiltration of storm water into the Customer’s collection system. 



3. Connection Fee: Because Customer’s wastewater flow into Owner's system will consume some 
portion of the capacity growth margin of the total existing system, Customer shall pay a connection 
fee upon execution of this Agreement to Mississippi State University. The connection fee will be 
calculated based on the Connection Fee formula set forth in Exhibit “C”, which shall cover any and 
all costs for connection to Owner’s system and any upgrades necessary to accommodate the 
maximum quantity of wastewater specified in Section 2 of the Agreement. It is understood and 
agreed that any future expansions to the Customer's wastewater system or an increase in quantity 
beyond the maximum amount specified in Section 2 may require Customer an additional Connection 
Fee to the Owner in the event such additions or expansions are approved by Owner. Any such 
additional Connection Fee will be negotiated in good faith and mutually agreed if such additions or 
expansions are approved by the Owner. In the event such additional Connection Fee cannot be 
mutually agreed upon, the Owner may terminate this Agreement at Owner’s discretion with 90 days 
written notice. 

4. Point of Delivery Metering: The Customer agrees to furnish, install, operate and maintain at its 
own expense the required metering, meter house and standard necessary devices to provide a single 
metering point at the Point of Delivery for the purpose of determining monthly sanitary sewer billing 
to the Customer. Connection to the Owner's Point of Delivery will be made by the Customer, and 
will be observed/inspected by the Owner. Although a water bill or other indication of water usage 
will not suffice, due to possibility of storm water intrusion contributing to system load, Owner 
reserves the right to require, and Customer agrees to provide Owner with water bills as a means of 
verifying the accuracy of the Point of Delivery meter. The metering point shall be protected within an 
enclosure requiring key access. Customer shall provide Owner with keys in order for Owner to have 
access to the metering point. Customer shall provide and maintain suitable and safe means of access 
(walkway, steps, etc.) to the metering point. The metering equipment used by Customer shall meet 
the specification of the Owner and be compatible with the Owner’s radio monitoring and control 
system. Customer shall also bear the cost of having its metering equipment input into Owner’s radio 
monitoring and control system. Construction plans and specification for any facilities required to 
meter wastewater to the Owner's system shall be approved by the Owner prior to construction. These 
documents will be marked "Approved" by the Owner, and attached to and made a part of this 
Contract. Customer also agrees to recalibrate such metering equipment whenever requested by 
Owner, but at least annually without request. The calibration report shall be promptly forwarded to 
the Owner. 

5. Rate/Billing: The Customer agrees to pay and Mississippi State University will bill Customer each 
month on a per 1,000 gallons rate. Currently, the rate is $2.90 per 1,000 gallons of wastewater. This 
rate may be adjusted as necessary to cover Owner's expenses, and any rate adjustment will be 
consistent with the usual and customary rate charged by the City of Starkville to wastewater 
treatment service customers outside the City of Starkville. Customer is responsible for providing an 
up-to-date billing address. Any amount unpaid after the due date specified on the bill may be subject 
to interest at the rate of 1 1/2 % per month. After sixty days of nonpayment from the due date, 
service may be discontinued upon thirty days' written notice to Customer. The meter shall be read on 
a monthly basis by the appropriate official of the Owner. If Customer's metering device is out of 



service, billing will be based on the highest monthly usage of the prior twelve months and will 
continue as such until meter is repaired and proven to be accurate. 

6. Customer’s Facilities/Connection: All of Customer’s wastewater system materials and installation, 
including residential/commercial collection, designed and installed after the date of this agreement, 
shall be in accordance with the City of Starkville minimum specifications for the construction of 
wastewater systems, latest revision, unless otherwise mutually agreed in writing by the parties. The 
Customer shall submit plans and specifications prepared and certified by a Mississippi licensed 
Professional Engineer (Customer’s Engineer) to the Owner’s inspector for review prior to the 
commencement of construction. The Owner’s inspector shall advise the Customer’s Engineer of any 
concerns regarding the plans and specifications within 30 days after receipt of a copy of the plans and 
specifications. Upon substantial completion of construction, the Customer’s Engineer shall notify the 
Owner’s inspector. The Owner’s inspector shall be allowed thirty (30) days after notification of 
substantial completion to perform a final inspection. The Owner’s inspector shall notify the 
Customer’s Engineer of any non-compliance with the construction documents discovered by the 
Owner’s inspector during final inspection. Any noncompliance with the final plans and specifications 
shall be corrected prior to the release of retained funds to the construction contractor. It is agreed and 
understood that the Owner’s inspector shall either (a) be a Mississippi Licensed Professional 
Engineer or (b) be supervised by a Mississippi Licensed Professional Engineer qualified to inspect 
sewer collection systems. All costs associated with Owner’s inspector and Owner’s inspections shall 
be borne by Owner. Any inspection or failure to inspect or reject shall not render the Owner liable or 
responsible for any damage resulting from defects in the installation of sewer collection systems or 
from accidents which may occur upon Customer's premises. The Customer shall provide Owner 60 
days prior written notice of the expected date of completion of Customer’s wastewater system and 
the first date of initial wastewater flow. 

7. Ownership and Maintenance. The parties agree that the Customer will own and be responsible for 
operation, maintenance and upgrades of all facilities at and upstream of the Points of Delivery, and 
the Owner will be responsible for operation and maintenance from the Points of Delivery 
downstream, excluding the Customer's connection. Customer agrees to repair any damage to the 
Owner's facilities caused by the tap, installation or operation of Customer's pump station. Customer 
further agrees to be responsible for billing and collection of any end-users of its wastewater facilities. 

8. Interruptions of Service. The Owner will use reasonable diligence in supplying wastewater service, 
but shall not be liable for breach of contract or for any loss, injury, or damage to persons or property 
resulting from interruptions in service, failure of a wastewater pump station(s), force main failure or 
any other disruption of services, whether or not caused by Owner’s negligence. 

9. Expansion and Wastewater Characteristics: It is understood and agreed that Owner’s wastewater 
treatment facilities have a finite capacity and permit limits pursuant to the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES). Customer shall not expand the wastewater district set forth 
in Exhibit “1’ without the express written approval of the Owner, such approval being at the Owner’s 
sole discretion. After the first date of use by Customer of Owner’s system, Customer agrees to notify 
Owner in writing of any new connection of a commercial end-user which generates in excess of 



5,000 gallons per day of domestic wastewater prior to such connection. If the connection of any 
commercial end-user, regardless of the amount of wastewater generated, is expected to introduce, or 
does in fact introduce, toxic pollutants or hazardous substances as defined by the Federal Clean 
Water Act, or otherwise adversely affects the Owner’s treatment process in a manner that causes the 
Owner’s treatment process to operate outside its NPDES permit limits, or materially changes the 
flow rate of Customer’s wastewater, then the Owner retains the right to prevent such user from 
connecting to Customer’s system. Failure to receive written approval to expand Customer’s 
wastewater district or to give notice of a new commercial customer as provided herein shall render 
Customer liable for all costs, losses or damage to any of Owner's system caused by the additions or 
expansion and may, at Owner’s discretion, render this agreement voidable upon 90 days written 
notice by Owner to Customer. 

10. Concurrent Water Service Provider: During the entire term of this Agreement, Customer shall 
maintain a contractual relationship with all water service providers providing water to any customer 
within Customer’s wastewater district, such contract enabling Customer to discontinue water services 
to any end-user for nonpayment for wastewater services unless Customer is otherwise specifically 
authorized pursuant to applicable laws and regulations to discontinue water services to any end-user 
for nonpayment for wastewater services. 

11. Termination for Cause: Unless otherwise stated herein, either party may terminate this agreement 
if the other party fails to perform the obligations to the other party under this agreement by providing 
notice in writing of such cause and demand to cure within 90 days of written notice. If either party 
fails to cure, the agreement may be terminated 180 days from the date of first delivering written 
notice to the other party. Customer retains the right to terminate this agreement by providing Owner 
written notice one year prior to termination date in the event an alternative treatment option becomes 
available. 

12. Successors and Assigns. This contract shall inure to the benefit of and shall be binding upon 
respective successors, legal representatives and assigns of the parties hereto, but is not assignable 
without the written consent of the Owner. 

13. Waiver. The failure by Owner at any time to enforce any provision of this agreement shall not be 
construed as a waiver of any such provision. Such failure to enforce shall not affect the validity of the 
contract or any part thereof or the right of Owner to enforce the provision at any time in accordance 
with its terms. 

14. Applicable Law. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the law 
of the State of Mississippi without regard to its choice of law provisions. This Agreement is subject 
to all applicable rules, regulations or laws as may be applicable to similar agreements in the State of 
Mississippi and with Owner. Customer is responsible for and agrees to obtain all necessary permits, 
certificates or the like that may be required by applicable law. Any litigation associated with this 
agreement shall take place in the Circuit Court of Oktibbeha County, Mississippi or United States 
District Court for the Northern District of Mississippi, Eastern Division, depending upon the nature 
of the claim and/or parties involved. 



15. Term. This contract shall extend for a term of 15 years and thereafter may be renewed or 
extended for such term, or terms, as may be agreed upon in writing by the Owner and Customer. In 
the event Customer has not completed connection to Owner’s system within one year of the effective 
date of this Agreement, this Agreement will be voidable at the sole option of the Owner, unless the 
parties otherwise mutually agree in writing and Owner’s agreement will not be unreasonably 
withheld 

16. Miscellaneous. The construction of the wastewater treatment system by the Customer is being 
financed by a loan made or insured by, and/or a grant from, the United States of America, acting 
through Rural Development of the United States Department of Agriculture, and the provisions 
hereof pertaining to the undertakings of the Customer are conditioned upon the approval, in writing, 
of Rural Development. It is understood and agreed that Owner is not subject to or bound by any 
terms or conditions of Customer’s loan or grant with the United States Department of Agriculture, 
nor is Owner subject to any laws or regulations applicable to Customer as a result of accepting such 
loan or grant. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this agreement to be duly executed the day and 
year above written. 

Mississippi State University 

By: ______________________________ 

President 

Attest: 

By: _______________________________ 

Title:_______________________________ 

City of Starkville 

By: _______________________________ 

Mayor 

Attest:_______________________________ 

City Clerk 

Customer: ____________________________ 

By: _________________________________ 

Title: _________________________________ 

Attest: 



By: __________________________________ 

Title: _________________________________ 

 

This contract is approved on behalf of Rural Development, this the ____ day of 
______________________, 2013. 

By:________________________________ 

Title:_______________________________  



16. A MOTION TO ISSUE A NOTICE TO PROCEED TO STIDHAM CONSTRUCTION, 
THE LOWEST SOURCE OF SUPPLY BIDDER, TO REPLACE A FAILING SEWER 
LINE FROM THE TRIM CANE PUMPING STATION TO LONG STREET IN AN 
AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED $135,331.94. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "notice to proceed to Stidham Construction, the lowest source of 
supply bidder, to replace a failing sewer line from the trim cane pumping station to Long 
Street in an amount not to exceed $135,331.94" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

17. A MOTION TO APPROVE ACCEPTING THE LOWEST AND BEST BID FROM 
GRAHAM ROOFING FOR THE REPLACEMENT OF THE ROOF AT THE 
OKTIBBEHA COUNTY LIBRARY IN THE AMOUNT OF $23,889.00 AND PAYING 
A 50% SHARE OF THE REPLACEMENT COST IN THE AMOUNT OF $11,944.50. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "acceptance of the lowest and best bid from Graham Roofing for the 
replacement of the roof at the Oktibbeha County Library in the amount of $23,889.00 and 
paying a 50% share of the replacement cost in the amount of $11,944.50" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

 
18. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE JOB DESCRIPTION AS PRESENTED AND 

AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE FOR LETTERS OF INTEREST WITH THE 
DEADLINE OF MAY 30, 2013 AT 5:00 P.M. AND THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICER TO NOTIFY THE OKTIBBEHA COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION 
THROUGH THE LAWYER’S MAIL BOXES IN THE CHANCERY CLERK’S 
OFFICE. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of the job description as presented and authorization to 
advertise for letters of interest with the deadline of May 30, 2013 at 5:00 P.M. and the Chief 
Administrative Officer to notify the Oktibbeha County Bar Association through the Lawyer’s 
mail boxes in the Chancery Clerk’s office" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

 
19. A MOTION TO CREATE A PERMANENT, FULL-TIME PARKING 

ENFORCEMENT OFFICER POSITION WITH FULL BENEFITS AT A GRADE 
7/$12.00 PER HOUR TO BE ADDED TO THE POLICE DEPARTMENT BUDGET 
FROM THE ENDING FUND BALANCE AND WITH A REQUIREMENT THAT 



ANY CHANGE, DELETION OR MODIFICATION OF THIS POSITION IS ONLY 
WITH BOARD AUTHORIZATION.  

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of a permanent, full-time parking enforcement officer 
position with full benefits at a grade 7/$12.00 per hour to be added to the Police Department 
budget from the ending fund balance and with a requirement that any change, deletion or 
modification of this position is only with Board authorization" is enumerated, this consent 
item is thereby approved. 

20. A MOTION TO APPROVE A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION 
OF AN AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AND REIMBURSEMENT 
AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 
AND COTTON MILL DEVELOPMENT GROUP, LLC, A MISSISSIPPI LIMITED 
LIABILITY COMPANY, AND FOR RELATED PURPOSES.   

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Ben Carver, and 
adopted by the Board to approve the May 21, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items for 
Consent, whereby the "approval of a resolution authorizing the execution of an amended and 
restated development and reimbursement agreement by and between the City of Starkville, 
Mississippi and Cotton Mill Development Group, LLC, a Mississippi Limited Liability 
Company, and for related purposes" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

  



The Mayor and Board of Aldermen (the "Governing Body") of the City of Starkville, 
Mississippi (the "City") took up for consideration the matter of approving a Development 
Agreement in connection with the Tax Increment Financing Plan, Cotton Mill Marketplace 
Project, dated June 2008 (the "TIF Plan"). After a discussion of the subject, Aldermen 

offered and moved the adoption of the following resolution: 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE FORM OF AND EXECUTION OF 
THE AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AND 
REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI AND COTTON MILL DEVELOPMENT 
GROUP, LLC, A MISSISSIPPI LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY; AND 
FOR RELATED PURPOSES. 

WHEREAS, the Governing Body of the City, acting for and on behalf of the City, 
hereby finds, determines, adjudicates and declares as follows: 

1. The City and Cotton Mill Development Group, LLC, a Mississippi limited 
liability company (the "Developer") desire to enter into that certain amended and restated 
development and reimbursement agreement in substantially the same form attached hereto as 
EXHIBIT A (the "Development Agreement"), dated as of April 26, 2013. 

2. The City and the Developer are entering into the Development Agreement 
pursuant to Sections 21-45-1 et seq. of the Mississippi Code of 1972, as amended from time to 
time (the "TIF Act"). 

3. On June 17, 2008, pursuant to the authority of the TIF Act, the City approved and 
adopted the TIF Plan, which provides for the issuance of not to exceed the principal amount of 
Eight Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($8,500,000) tax increment financing bonds of the 
City (the "Bonds") to fund certain infrastructure improvements described in the TIF Plan. 

4. As authorized in the TIF Plan, the City and the Developer may contract to 
undertake the development and construction of necessary infrastructure improvements in order to 
provide needed municipal services and infrastructure to the Tax Increment Financing District 
Property described in the TIF Plan to encourage and foster development and redevelopment 
within the Tax Increment Financing District, including the installation and construction of 
certain infrastructure improvements and related development, all as more fully described in the 
TIF Plan. 

5. It is necessary to approve the form of the Development Agreement and the 
execution thereof. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE 
CITY, AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. That the Development Agreement is hereby approved in the form attached 
hereto as EXHIBIT A, and that the Mayor of the Governing Body and the City Clerk of the City 



are hereby authorized to execute the Development Agreement in substantially the same form, for 
and on behalf of the City. 

SECTION 2. All orders, resolutions or proceedings of this Governing Body in conflict 
with the provisions of this resolution shall be and are repealed, rescinded and set aside, but only 
to the extent of such conflict. 

SECTION 3. For cause, this resolution shall become effective immediately upon the 
adoption thereof. 

Following the reading of the foregoing Resolution, Aldermen 
seconded the motion for its adoption and the question to a roll call vote, and the result was as 
follows: 

Aldermen Ben Carver voted: 
Aldermen Richard Corey voted: 
Aldermen Jeremiah Dumas voted: 
Aldermen Eric Parker voted: 
Aldermen Roy A. Perkins voted: 
Aldermen Sandra C. Sistruck voted: 
Aldermen Hemy N. Vaughn, Sr. voted: 

The motion having received the affirmative vote of a majority of the members present, 
the Mayor declared the motion earned and the resolution adopted this the 21th day of May, 2013. 

Mayor 

ATTEST: 

Finance Director/City Clerk 

(SEAL) 



EXHIBIT A 

DEVELOPMENT AND REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT 

16120274vl 



AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT 
AND REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT 

THIS AMENDED AND RESTATED DEVELOPMENT AND REIMBURSEMENT 
AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of May 21, 2013 (this "Agreement"), by and 
between the CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI (the "City"), a municipal corporation of 
the State of Mississippi (the "State") and COTTON MILL HOTEL GROUP, LLC, a 
Mississippi limited liability company (the "Developer"), 

WITNESSETH; 

WHEREAS, the City, acting through its Mayor and Board of Aldermen (the "Board") 
pursuant to the Mississippi Tax Increment Financing Act, Title 21, Chapter 45, and Title 57, 
Chapter 64, Mississippi Code of 1972, as amended from time to time (the "Act"), previously 
approved the Tax Increment Financing Redevelopment Plan (the "Redevelopment Plan") for 
the City and conducted hearings on the Redevelopment Plan and amendments thereto in 
accordance with the Act; and 

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2008, the Board adopted a resolution giving notice of its 
intention to approve the Cotton Mill Marketplace Tax Increment Financing Plan as qualified for 
tax increment financing ("TIF"), to amend the Redevelopment Plan to establish and include the 
Cotton Mill Marketplace Tax Increment Financing District (the "TIF District") and adopt the 
Tax Increment Financing Plan Cotton Mill Marketplace Project, June 2008 (the "TIF Plan"), to 
express its intent at a future time or times to issue Tax Increment Financing Bonds in one or 
more series (the "Bonds") in a principal amount not to exceed Eight Million Five Hundred 
Thousand Dollars ($8,500,000) and called a public hearing on the TIF Plan and the issuance of 
the Bonds, all as provided by the Act; and 

WHEREAS, the City published a Notice of Public Hearing on the TIF Plan, and on June 
17, 2008, the Board held a public hearing on the TIF Plan after which the Board adopted a 
resolution giving final approval to the TIF Plan and authorizing the issuance of the Bonds for the 
purpose of constructing or reimbursing Cotton Mill Development, LLC for the cost of acquiring, 
installing and constructing certain infrastructure improvements (the "Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements"), in addition to funding capitalized interest, paying costs of 
issuance and other related fees, as more particularly described in EXHIBIT A hereto (the 
"Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements") and 

WHEREAS, on June 23, 2008, the Board of Supervisors of the County adopted and 
approved the Tax Increment Financing Plan, Cotton Mill Marketplace Project, Oktibbeha 
County, Mississippi, June 2008 (the "County TIF Plan" together with the City TIF Plan, the 
"TIF Plans") after holding a public hearing in connection therewith, and indicated its intent to 
cooperate with the City's efforts to finance all or a portion of the costs of the Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements pursuant to the request of the Developer and by virtue of such 
statutory authority as may now or hereinafter be conferred by the Act and as described in the TIF 
Plans; and 



WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the City and County will enter into an Interlocal 
Cooperation Agreement, pursuant to the Act and the TIF Plans, (the "Interlocal Agreement") 
wherein the City and County will agree to pledge certain ad valorem and sales tax revenues in a 
proportional amount provided therein in connection with City's issuance of the Bonds; 

WHEREAS, the Developer proposes to develop 4.4 acres within the TIF District, as 
more particularly described in EXHIBIT C, attached hereto and made a part hereof (the "Cotton 
Mill Property"'} and to develop a project to be known as the "Cotton Mill Hotel" (the "Project") 
in the City on the Cotton Mill Property and in a portion of the TIF District to be known as the 
"Cotton Mill Hotel Portion" of the TIF District and further described in EXHIBIT A herein 
and attached hereto; and 

WHEREAS, the maximum principal sum of Bonds that may be issued pursuant to this 
Development Agreement for the Project shall not exceed Three Million Dollars ($3,000,000), 
with the proceeds of the Bonds to be used to acquire and construct a portion of the Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements (as defined in the TIF Plan) pertaining to the Project; and 

WHEREAS, the TIF Plan provides for a pledge of up to ninety-five percent (95%) of the 
increased real and personal ad valorem taxes and up to 95% of retail sales tax rebate from the 
State generated by the construction and development of the Project in the Cotton Mill Hotel 
portion of the TIF District, the City and the Developer have agreed for the City to pledge of up to 
seventy-five percent (75%) of the increased real and personal ad valorem taxes and up to 75% of 
retail sales tax rebate from the State generated by the construction and development of the 
Project in the Cotton Mill Hotel Portion TIF District; and 

WHEREAS, as required by the Act, the City and the Developer now desire to enter into 
this Agreement in order to set forth the agreement between the parties for (a) the acquisition, 
construction and installation of the Project and the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements by 
the Developer and (b) the sale and issuance of the Bonds by the City in order to finance all or a 
part of the costs of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements and the costs incident to the sale 
and issuance of the Bonds. 

WHEREAS, this Agreement is authorized by the Act; and 

WHEREAS, it is necessary for the Developer to go forward with the construction of the 
Project described in the TIF Plan in anticipation of the delivery of the Bonds, and as required by 
the Act, this Agreement is being executed and delivered in order to set forth the agreement 
between the Developer and the City for the construction of the Project and the reimbursement to 
the Developer for a portion of the costs of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements from the 
proceeds of the Bonds for the Project in the Cotton Mill Hotel Portion of the TIF District in an 
amount not to exceed Three Million Dollars ($3,000,000) (the "Reimbursement Portion"). 

NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE FOREGOING, THE CITY 
AND THE DEVELOPER HEREBY AGREE AS FOLLOWS: 

1. The Developer shall be responsible for the acquisition and construction of the 
Project, which will consist of high quality mixed use development that is expected to feature a 
hotel, retail, office and parking facilities and the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements 

2 



including but not limited to, public parking facilities, installation and relocation of utilities such 
as water, sanitary sewer, and natural gas lines; relocation of utilities; installation and relocation 
of electrical services; installation of storm drainage; construction of roadways with curb and 
gutter, sidewalks; installation of traffic signalization and signage; grading; landscaping of rights-
of-way; purchase of rights-of-way necessary for the installation of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure 
Improvements described herein; capitalized interest; engineering; TIF Plan preparation fees; 
other incidental costs; and related professional fees. These Cotton Mill Infrastructure 
Improvement costs will equal or exceed the Reimbursement Portion. The Developer will go 
forward with the acquisition, construction and accomplishment of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure 
Improvements prior to the issuance and sale of the Bonds, and the City shall allow the Developer 
to be reimbursed for its expenditures for Infrastructure Improvement costs, upon providing 
documentation of such costs, in an amount equal to qualified expenditures for the Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements, but not to exceed the Reimbursement Portion, on or after the 
issuance of the Bonds; provided, however, that all work and construction, if any, on the Cotton 
Mill Infrastructure Improvements to be dedicated by the Developer to the City must be 
performed in compliance with the City's standards, codes and ordinances and approved by the 
City. 

2. The City hereby commits and promises, subject to conditions set out herein, to 
issue the Bonds and to use a sum, not to exceed the Reimbursement Portion, of the proceeds of 
the sale of the Bonds to support the acquisition, construction and implementation of the Project 
and of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements by reimbursement to the Developer as 
described herein. In consideration of such commitment by the City, the Developer hereby 
commits and promises to construct the Project as described herein. 

3. The City and the Developer hereby agree that at such time as the Bonds are 
issued, the City shall deposit the proceeds of the Bonds into a construction fund (the 
"Construction Fund"). Moneys in the Construction Fund shall be used to reimburse the 
Developer for part of its costs in acquiring and constructing the Cotton Mill Infrastructure 
Improvements up to the amount of the Reimbursement Portion. Upon the determination that the 
Project is completed, any moneys remaining in the Construction Fund shall be transferred to the 
bond and interest fund for the Bonds. The City agrees that at such time as the Bonds are issued 
and sold and the proceeds thereof are deposited in the Construction Fund, it will make timely 
reimbursements to the Developer for the purposes authorized herein within thirty (30) days of 
receipt of a duly completed requisition by the Developer providing documentation of costs and 
the purpose thereof and requesting reimbursement, such requisition being in substantially the 
form attached hereto as EXHIBIT B. 

4. The Developer hereby acknowledge and agree that the City is not authorized to 
use its general funds to pay any part of the cost of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements 
and that the City's obligation to expend funds or reimburse the Developer for costs incurred in 
connection with the acquisition and construction of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements 
is limited to the proceeds of the Bonds. The Developer further acknowledge and agree that if the 
Bonds are not sold and delivered, no resulting liability shall accrue to the City, irrespective of 
expenditures made by the Developer in connection with the acquisition and construction of the 
Project and of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements. However, the City agrees to use its 
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best efforts to issue the Bonds and to provide the moneys described hereinabove for the Cotton 
Mill Infrastructure Improvements. 

5. The City agrees to accept maintenance responsibility for that part, if any, of the 
Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements, which are dedicated to the City, contingent on same 
being constructed in compliance with City standards, codes and ordinances. Any Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements to be dedicated to the City must receive prior approval by the City 
of such dedication. 

6. The Developer acknowledge and agree that they assume the risk of proceeding 
with the acquisition and construction of the Project and of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure 
Improvements prior to the issuance and sale of the Bonds and further acknowledges that the 
City's sole source of funds available to reimburse the Developer for such costs is the proceeds of 
the Bonds. 

7. The City hereby agrees that, at such time or times as such new development has 
occurred within the Cotton Mill Hotel portion of the TIF District to generate sufficient ad 
valorem tax revenues of the City and County and sufficient increase in sales tax revenue rebates 
to pay the Bonds or such part of them as may be issued, it will make all reasonable efforts to 
issue and deliver the Bonds in such amount or amounts and with such details, provisions and 
security as may hereafter be agreed upon by the City and the Developer and which the new 
development can support. The City represents to the Developer that it will use its best efforts to 
issue the Bonds in a timely manner and that it knows of no reason why the Bonds will not be 
issued and delivered. The Bonds may be issued in one or more series. 

8. Neither the Developer nor the City shall assign its obligations or interests in this 
Agreement without prior written consent of the other, which consent shall not be unreasonably 
withheld or delayed. 

9. This Agreement may be executed in several counterparts, each of which shall be 
an original and all of which shall constitute but one and the same instrument. 

[SIGNATURES TO FOLLOW] 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereby have caused this Agreement to be duly 
executed as of the day of , 2013. 

ATTEST: 

City Clerk 

By: 

By: 

CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 

By: 
Mayor 

COTTON MILL HOTEL GROUP, LLC 

NICHOLAS PROPERTIES, LLC, 
Managing Member 

Mark Nicholas, Member 
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EXHIBIT A 

COTTON MILL INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS: The Cotton Mill Infrastructure 
Improvements necessary to induce and support the Developer's Project include the cost of 
constructing various Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements of the Project including, but not 
limited to, parking facilities, installation of utilities such as water, sanitary sewer, and natural gas 
lines; relocation of utilities; installation and relocation of electrical services; installation of storm 
drainage; construction of roadways with curb and gutter, sidewalks; installation of traffic 
signalization and signage; grading; landscaping of rights-of-way; purchase of rights-of-way 
necessary for the installation of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements described 
hereinabove; capitalized interest; engineering; TIF Plan preparation fees; other incidental costs; 
and related professional fees. 

PROJECT: The Developer's Project will consist of the financing of parking facilities, public 
infrastructure and related site improvements and other activities to serve the Cotton Mill Hotel 
and the community as a whole. The Project will be located at . 
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EXHIBIT B 

FORM OF REQUISITION 

City of Starkville, Mississippi 
Tax Increment Financing Bonds 

(Cotton Mill Portion of the TIF District) 

REQUISITION FOR PAYMENT 

The undersigned duly authorized representative of the Cotton Mill Hotel Group, LLC 
(the "Developer"), hereby requests the City of Starkville, Mississippi (the "City""), to reimburse 
the Developer for the following costs or other amounts to be paid from the Construction Fund 
established for the payment of costs and reimbursements in connection with the Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements (as defined in the Amended and Restated Development and 
Reimbursement Agreement, dated as of May 21, 2013, by and between the City and the 
Developer): 

(a) Acquisition and Construction Costs $ 

(b) Other Authorized Costs $ 

Total Costs to be Paid or Reimbursed: $ 

Attached hereto are copies of statements for acquisition transactions and/or invoices or 
statements from a contractor, vendor or supplier for authorized costs of the Cotton Mill 
Infrastructure Improvements to document the amounts requisitioned herein and the nature of 
such expenditures. 

I hereby certify that: 

1. The amounts to be paid from the Construction Fund have been paid or incurred by 
the undersigned in the amounts specified herein. 

2. No requisition with respect to such amounts has previously been delivered to the 
City. 

3. The amounts set forth in this requisition have been properly expended or incurred 
for costs of the Cotton Mill Infrastructure Improvements. 

4. The undersigned has no notice of any vendor's, mechanic's or other liens or right 
to liens, chattel mortgages, conditional sales contracts, security interests or other contracts or 
obligations which should be satisfied or discharged before payment of the amounts set forth in 
this requisition. 

WITNESS the due execution of this requisition this, the day of 
201 . 
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COTTON MILL HOTEL GROUP, LLC 

By: 
Authorized Representative 

APPROVED: 

City of Starkville, Mississippi 

By: 

Title: 
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EXHIBIT C 

Cotton Mill Property 

ButlerSnow 14188601v4 





Exhibit "A" to Option from University Cnvesfments, slrtm'ited Partnership, Grantor, to Nicholas 
Properties, LLC, Grantee. 

IN THE CITY OH STARKV(Ll£vCKllHfiEttA CXiUSlY, MISSISSIPPI 

Commence witli the tntcr^cUomuTjlieNDrliir^rtQf^'ay of Mississippi Hi^iway No. 12 with 
the East right of way of Spring Street amS rim^kjrihSciegrfifiS 56 minutes East along the East right of 
way of Spring Street a distance of 186.4 iaaanlhc iniud pnim of beginning of the property herein 
described; thence run North 85 degrees;43 aaiautu.inert m tDsmnce of263.7 feet; thence run North 2 
degrees 50 minutes East a distance of 3h£t;{tfaciiB£nin South 87 degrees 00 minutes East a 
di$tenceof228 feet; ihcncc run North 3 ibgrucsUB mmuUis'Eust a distance o f 188 feet; thence run 
North 86 degrees 19 minutes West adSstance uf 11® fat; thence ma North 00 degrees 26 minutes 
West a distance of 9.1 feet; thence rum'&ttfth &K-flqgrees34 minutes West a distance of346.6 feet; 
thence run South 9 degrees 16 mtnutesli&laifetance'aflG&eq thenoe run "North 89 degrees 2 
minutes West a distance of 45 feet to rfcefastxigbl Of way off Spring Street; thence run South 2 degrees 
56 minutes West along the East right wfrvHviirSjsnng Sansflu distance of 335.6 feet to the initial point 
ofbeginnmg ofthe property herein desaffltejiLiBuh^iaui-ul'lots 15,17-0,18,19,16,16-A, 17,17-A, 
and 17-B all in Block 31 in tfie City Mississippi, as shown on the A. L. Goodman, Jr. 
Official map ofthe City of Starkville, MissiBippl, 3^53 i'ifition. 

Together witli all ofthe right,.tiWe'imii'jnifirfen^dhc'Cirantor in Mill Street, the easement strips 
for ingress and egress from Spring Stmiitiaof^UiXntigiunillhc common parking areas as described in 
that certain document entitled "Agreeamoir ihileil3itnc:23t 1.976, together with the plat attached 
thereto, appearing of record in Deed of the records in the office ofthe 
Chancery Clerk ofOktibbeha CountyyMbeiiKHgip'i. 

It is the intention ofthe GnmtBTr(h)iafnv^-afliTCu]0)n)perly it owns m Block 31 ofthe City of 
Starkville, Mississippi as shown on thic^.il..C(flntitrmn3iiruiul map ofthe City of Starkville, 
Mississippi, 1951 Edition, whether ocnmtUtjjileBcnlheilwmot. 

IDEOTIFICATIOX 

'GvnerdlHtortner ^^ 



 
END OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 

 
REORDERED BOARD BUSINESS: 

 ATTORNEY LATIMER PROVIDED THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
A REPORT ON THE HISTORY OF THE CARVER DRIVE DITCH 
IMPROVEMENTS. 

 Mr. Latimer provided an historical perspective of the treatment of the Carver Drive ditch. He 
outlined the timeline and the actions of the city in piping and covering a portion of the area in 
the spring of 2010. In January 2011there was a MEMA site visit to the City that informed the 
City that an application for a Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) was required to be filed with 
FEMA. The Board of Aldermen contracted with Pepper-Wooten to conduct the study 
necessary to file the LOMR. In the summer of 2012 the Board voted to naturally restore 
Carver Drive ditch. On August 21, 2012, Mr. Wooten submitted the change to FEMA. From 
August, 2012 to January, 2013 FEMA requested two rounds of supplemental information. 
Mr. Wooten provided that data as requested. On February 19, 2013, the Board approved 
concreting the base and the sides of Carver Drive ditch. On March 9, Jason Wooten sent the 
revised LOMR to FEMA. That set a 90 day clock for FEMA to approve or deny the revised 
plan. On March 28, FEMA served Starkville with another request for supplemental 
information. Mr. Wooten responded to the request from FEMA. On April 24 FEMA wrote 
Starkville again requesting further information stating that all supplemental information had 
to be provided by June 26 or the LOMR request would be terminated. 

 JASON WOOTEN OF PEPPER-WOOTEN PROVIDED AN UPDATE ON THE 
CARVER DRIVE DITCH HYDROLOGY REPORT TO FEMA AND THE REQUEST 
FOR A LETTER OF MAP AMENDMENT (LOMR) 

Mr. Wooten stated that they had submitted the information as it has been requested and that 
the final submittal should put the matter to rest. He did qualify his statement saying that 
FEMA could possibly return with additional requests. 
 
Alderman Perkins inquired about the ability to meet the required deadline for FEMA 
requested documents. Mr. Wooten assured the Board that they would meet that June 26, 2013 
deadline. Alderman Perkins requested that Mr. Wooten keep Mr. Latimer in the 
communications loop as he received responses from FEMA. Mr. Wooten responded that he 
would provide Mr. Latimer all available updates as they were received. 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS: 

 
 MAYOR’S COMMENTS:  
 
 The Mayor introduced Latoya Williams as the new police radio operator/records clerk. 
 
   



 BOARD COMMENTS: 
 

There were no Board comments. 
  
 CITIZEN COMMENTS: 

 
Milo Burnham, Ward 2, requested that his comments about not being in favor of the Park 
Commission made at the Board meeting of April 16, 2013, be included in the minutes of that 
meeting.  
 
Alvin Turner, Ward 7, thanked the electric department for the job they did on the power 
outage over the weekend. He also expressed concerns over the change in the voting from 
Boardtown Village.  
 
Alderman Perkins stated that the Boardtown Village was a voting location for only the North 
Starkville districts not municipal elections. 
 
William Parker of Powerstroke, a business in Starkville, spoke against the Park Commission 
using vendors for equipment that are outside the City of Starkville. He stated that he had not 
received satisfactory answers from the Park Commission when he addressed them at their 
meeting.  

 
 PUBLIC APPEARANCES: 
  

Mr. George McKee made a public presentation stating that he did not believe that it was legal 
for Starkville to include his property in the historic district and requesting that his properties 
on South Washington Street be excluded from the Overstreet Historic District. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 

 
FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE GREENSBORO STREET 
HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS. 
 
Dr. Michael Fazio. Chairman of the Historic Preservation Commission, provided a history of 
the development of the Historic District Ordinance and the steps that the Commission had 
taken to develop the districts and the standards. 
 
The Mayor opened the meeting as a public hearing and asked for comments stating the 
parameters of 15 minutes for each side to present their comments and 3 minutes per speaker.  
 

FOR THE ORDINANCE AGAINST THE ORDINANCE 
Jamie Mixon Tom Carskadon 
Jim Giesen Kim Stevens 
Jason Ward Ginger Carver 
Michelle Jones Mike Barnes 
 Joe Buckner 
  
 



Alderman Sistrunk entered the meeting during the public comment portion of the public 
hearing on the Greensboro Street Historic District.  
 
The Mayor closed the public hearing portion of the meeting and asked for comments from 
the Board of Aldermen.  
 
Alderman Dumas asked for Attorney Latimer to check into the legal issues that were raised 
by Mr. George McKee. He also requested Ms. Michelle Jones to provide her understanding 
of any empirical data regarding the value of homes being in an historic district versus being 
out of an historic district. 
 
Alderman Vaughn suggested that we should be looking at what the residents want who are in 
the districts being affected. He suggested that the City look at a petition or a ballot to make 
any determination on what should be done regarding historic districts.  
 
Alderman Carver suggested that the process is complex and is too restrictive on property 
owners. He stated that the City should not be telling property owners what they can and 
cannot do with their property.  
 
Alderman Vaughn asked why this matter was coming up at the end of the term of this Board 
of Aldermen. Alderman Dumas asked Dr. Fazio to provide a chronological representation of 
the work done by the commission beginning in 2010. 
 
Hearing no more comments from the Board, the Mayor closed the matter as a public hearing.  
The Mayor stated that the hearings on the remaining two districts would proceed since there 
has been an introduction that would serve for the remaining public hearings.  
 
FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE NASH STREET HISTORIC 
DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS 
 
The Mayor opened the floor for public comments on the Nash Street Historic District. He 
stated that the same rules would be followed that were used in the previous hearing. 
 

FOR THE ORDINANCE AGAINST THE ORDINANCE 
Pete Melby Joe Buckner 
Virginia Hamilton Alvin Turner 
John Hamilton Tom Carskaden 
 Robert Buckner 
 
There were no further comments from the public on the Nash Street Historic District. 
 
Alderman Dumas asked Dr. Fazio about tearing down the house on Nash Street and if that 
would have been allowed if this ordinance was in effect.  
 
Alderman Corey asked if there were any Nash Street residents that were against the adoption 
of the Nash Street District. Pete Melby indicated that he was not aware of any dissenting 
property owners on Nash Street.  
 



FIRST PUBLIC HEARING ON THE ADOPTION OF THE OVERSTREET HISTORIC 
DISTRICT AND THE DISTRICT STANDARDS 
 
The Mayor opened the floor for public comments on the Overstreet Historic District. 
 

FOR THE ORDINANCE AGAINST THE ORDINANCE 
Kathy Sherman Morris Liz Collier 
Alice Carol Caldwell Lloyd Rose 
Jamie Mixon Patricia Buckner 
 Bobby Collier 
 Brenda Chambliss 
 Johnny Buckner 
 Dan Craig 
 Joe Buckner 
 Tom Carskaden 
 
 
The Mayor closed the public hearing portion of the meeting and asked for comments from 
the Board of Aldermen.  
 
Alderman Carver stated that the issue was not time sensitive and that the ordinance does not 
have to be voted on the 18th. He is concerned about the encroachment on the rights of 
property owners. There should be more discussion on the adoption of the districts with more 
involvement from the property owners.  
 
Alderman Vaughn asked if there was something that the Board could do to grant relief for 
Ms. Liz Collier of 511 South Jackson Street.  
 
Alderman Perkins requested that the Board take up the matter to provide Ms. Collier relief 
from her restrictions from the Historic Preservation Ordinance.  
 
Alderman Corey exited the meeting at this time.  
 

21. A MOTION TO PROVIDE MS. LIZ COLLIER AUTHORITY TO REBUILD HER 
HOME AT 511 SOUTH JACKSON STREET. 

 
 There came before the Board of Aldermen consideration of the approval for Ms. Liz Collier 

to rebuild her home at 511 South Jackson Street. 
 

Upon the motion of Alderman Perkins, duly seconded by Alderman Vaughn, that the 
homeowner, Liz Collier, of 511 South Jackson Street be allowed to build back her home to 
the former condition before the fire and expressly be exempt from the requirements of 
Starkville code of ordinances 67-31(f), 
 
With unanimous approval of the motion, the Mayor declared the motion passed.  
 
The Mayor moved the meeting into a brief recess.  
 



BOARD BUSINESS 
 
22. A MOTION TO TABLE THE AUDIT REPORT BY RANDY SCRIVNER.  
 
 Upon the motion of Alderman Ben Carver, duly seconded by Alderman Henry Vaughn, to 

table the report from Randy Scrivner of Watkins, Ward and Stafford on the City of Starkville 
2012 Audit, and  

 
 Without no discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
   

Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Yea 
 
The vote resulting in a tie, the Mayor cast the deciding vote against tabling the report. The 
motion to table failed with the vote being 4-3 against tabling the report.  
 
Alderman Perkins asked Mr. Scrivner if there was anything in the report that needed to be 
expanded upon to the Board of Aldermen or did the report speak for itself. Mr. Scrivner 
stated that the report stood on its own and he was before the Board to answer any questions. 
 
Alderman Sistrunk requested the Mr. Scrivner explain the difference between the Park 
Commission audit and the City of Starkville audit. Mr. Scrivner noted that there was a 
material weakness in the Park Commission audit results that impacted the City of Starkville 
audit. Mr. Scrivner noted that there was insufficient internal control on the side of the Park 
Commission to avoid the weaknesses found in the audit. Alderman Sistrunk asked if there 
was any way that the weaknesses noted in the audit could be controlled by the City under the 
current arrangement.  
 
Alderman Dumas recited the issues related to the invoices of the Park Commission and the 
unauthorized check that was part of the finding in the audit of the Park Commission that was 
then reflected in the City’s audit. Mr. Scrivner stated that there was nothing that could be 
done to avoid the circumvention of financial controls related to anything other than the 2% 
money. 
 
Alderman Corey inquired as to the timing of the report and why the audit was as late as it 
was. Mr. Scrivner related the matters of the embezzlement and the finalization of the 
management discussion and analysis as the reasons for the date of the report.  
 
Alderman Sistrunk read the specific findings of the audit and how those findings would be 
solved.  

 
23. A MOTION TO ACCEPT THE REPORT FROM RANDY SCRIVNER OF 

WATKINS, WARD AND STAFFORD ON THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 2012 
AUDIT. 



 
 There came for consideration the matter of accepting the report from Randy Scrivner of 

Watkins, Ward and Stafford on the City of Starkville 2012 Audit.  

 Upon the motion of Alderman Sandra Sistrunk, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas 
to accept the audit report from Watkins, Ward and Stafford, 

 Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows:   

Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Nay 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 
 
The vote resulting in a tie, the Mayor cast the deciding vote in favor of accepting the report. 
The motion to accept the audit report as presented with the vote being 4-3 in favor was 
approved.  
 

25. MOTION TO CHARGE THE CITY CLERK WITH OBTAINING A COPY OF THE  
AUDIT OF THE PARK COMMISSION AND PRESENTING A FINANCIAL 
ANALYSIS AND PROJECTIONS FOR THE BOARD TO CONSIDER HOW TO 
MANAGE PARKS GOING FORWARD NO LATER THAN JUNE 4, 2013.  

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Sistrunk to have the City Clerk tasked to ask for the Park 
Commission audit presented to the Board of Aldermen with a financial analysis and 
projections for the fiscal year for the Park Commission and to include a review of invoices 
outside the 45 day statute, provide the status of the Park Commission internal controls and 
other pertinent information for the Board to consider on how to manage parks going forward 
and to be provided no later than the June 4, 2013, board meeting. The motion was duly 
seconded by Alderman Dumas.  
 
The discussion was as follows: 
 
Alderman Perkins opposed the motion because the motion he believed that it is politically 
motivated and is designed to influence the election. Alderman Perkins stated that he thought 
that the Board was intending to micromanage an independent entity. Alderman Perkins stated 
that the Park Commission has done its job. Aldermen Perkins stated that there were no funds 
misappropriated or converted.  
 
Alderman Dumas stated that there are systemic issues shown by the outstanding invoices and 
use of the 2% funds. Alderman Dumas voiced concerns about having internal controls in 
place to make certain that the 2% funds are not jeopardized through misuse.  
 
  



 Alderman Sistrunk expressed concerns that the Board of Alderman was shirking its 
responsibility if they do not ask the questions and seek answers to control the funds for which 
the Board is responsible.  

 
 There being no further discussion, the Board voted as follows:   

Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Nay 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 
 
The vote resulting in a tie, the Mayor cast the deciding vote in favor of Alderman Sistrunk’s 
motion. The resulting vote was a vote of 4-3 in favor of the motion. The Mayor declared the 
motion passed. 

 
 Alderman Sistrunk exited the chamber.    
 
26. MOTION TO APPROVE THE APPOINTMENT OF JOHN M. NELSON, JR. TO 

THE VACANT POSITION ON THE OKTIBBEHA COUNTY LIBRARY BOARD OF 
TRUSTEES. 

 There came before the Board of Aldermen consideration of making an appointment to the 
Oktibbeha County Library Board of Trustees for the term ending 9-30-2013. Upon the 
motion of Alderman Henry Vaughn, duly seconded by Alderman Richard Corey, to appoint 
Mr. John M. Nelson, Jr. to the vacant position on the Oktibbeha County Library Board of 
Trustees with the term to extend to 9-30-2018, the regular end of the next term, and   

 Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 

 Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Absent 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Yea 
 
With the unanimous approval of the motion by the Board members in attendance and voting 
the Mayor declared the motion passed. 

 
 Alderman Perkins exited the chamber 
 
27. MOTION TO DIRECT THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR TO 

PRESENT A STUDY ON THE SCENIC BYWAYS AND ENTRY CORRIDORS INTO 
THE CITY OF STARKVILLE WITH RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ADOPTION. 



 
 There came for consideration the approval for the Community Development Director to 

conduct and present a study of the scenic byways and entry corridors into the City of 
Starkville. Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas to move approval to direct the Community 
Development Director to make a study and report back to the Board on identifying and 
adopting scenic byways and corridors into the City of Starkville.  

 
 Alderman Carver inquired about the necessity for the direction to the Community 

Development Director if the report was part of the job.  
 
 Alderman Dumas stated that this was part of the job description but that it would support that 

project and make it a priority. 
 

Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 

Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Absent 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 

 
With the vote for approval being 3-1in favor of the motion, the Mayor declared the motion 
passed. 
 
Alderman Sistrunk re-entered the chamber. 
 
Alderman Carver recused himself and exited the chamber. 

 
28. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 

THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF MAY 16, 2013. 

There came a request for approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for the Fire 
Department as of May 16, 2013. Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas to move approval of 
the City of Starkville Claims Docket for the Fire Department as of May 16, 2013, duly 
seconded by Alderman Corey,     

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Recused 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of 3 -1, the Mayor declared the motion carried. 



 Alderman Carver re-entered the chamber. 

26. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 
ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF MAY 16, 2013. 

There came a request for approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for all departments 
except the Fire Department as of May 16, 2013. Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas to 
move approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for all departments except the Fire 
Department as of May 16, 2013, duly seconded by Alderman Carver,     

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of 4-1 of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion carried. 

27. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE JOB DESCRIPTION AND AUTHORIZATION TO 
ADVERTISE TO FILL THE POSITION OF CITY PLANNER IN THE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT. 

 There came for consideration the matter of approving the job description and authorization to 
advertise to fill the position of city planner in the community development department. Upon 
the motion of Alderman Dumas, duly seconded by Alderman Sistrunk,  

Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of 4-1 of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion carried. 

28. A MOTION TO ENTER INTO A CLOSED SESSION TO DETERMINE IF THERE IS 
PROPER CAUSE FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION. 



There came for consideration the matter of entering a closed session to determine if there is 
proper cause for an executive session.  Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas, duly seconded 
by Alderman Sistrunk, to enter into a Closed Session to determine if there is proper cause for 
Executive Session:  

 
Without further discussion, The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion passed. 

 
29. A MOTION TO EXIT CLOSED SESSION. 
 

There came for consideration the matter of exiting closed session and returning to open 
session. Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas, duly seconded by Alderman Sistrunk, to exit 
closed session, 
 
The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion passed. 
 
The Mayor invited the Public back in to make the announcement of the Board’s decision to 
exit closed session. 
 
Alderman Vaughn exited the meeting at this time. 

 
The Mayor announced that the Board had taken action in executive session.   

 
30. A MOTION TO APPROVE SETTLEMENT OF STARKVILLE VS. GILLESPIE FOR 

THE COURT APPOINTED APPRAISED VALUE. 
 



 Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas, duly seconded by Alderman Corey, to approve 
settlement of Starkville vs. Gillespie for the court appointed appraised value, the Board 
members in attendance voted as follows: 

 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Absent 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion passed.  

 
23. A MOTION TO ADJOURN UNTIL JUNE 4, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 LAMPKIN STREET 

IN THE CITY HALL COURT ROOM. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas, duly seconded by Alderman Corey, for the Board of 
Aldermen to adjourn the meeting until June 4, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 E. Lampkin Street in the 
City Hall Court Room, the Board voted as follows:  
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Absent 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Absent 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion passed.  

 
 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS THE _______ DAY OF ____________________ 2013.  
 
 
______________________________  
PARKER WISEMAN, MAYOR  
 
 
Attest:  
 
_________________________________  
D. LYNN SPRUILL, DEPUTY CITY CLERK 
AND CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER 
 
 
(SEALED) 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: IV.D 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6-18-13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT:      Consideration of the approval of the minutes of the regular meeting of June 4, 2013 of the Board of 
Aldermen of the City of Starkville. 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Mayor    AUTHORIZATION: D. Lynn Spruill 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Lynn Spruill @ 323-4583  
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   N/A 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF JUNE 
4, 2013 OF THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.” 



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

The City of Starkville, Mississippi 
June 4, 2013 

 
Be it remembered that the Mayor and Board of Alderman met in a Regular Meeting on June 4, 2013 
at 5:30 p.m. in the Community Development Department of City Hall, located at 101 E. Lampkin 
Street, Starkville, MS. There being present were Mayor Parker Wiseman, Aldermen Ben Carver, 
Sandra Sistrunk, Eric Parker, Richard Corey, Jeremiah Dumas, Roy A.’ Perkins, and Henry Vaughn, 
Sr. Attending the Board were City Attorney Chris Latimer and Deputy City Clerk and Chief 
Administrative Officer, D. Lynn Spruill.  
 
Mayor Parker Wiseman opened the meeting with the Pledge of Allegiance followed by a moment of 
silence.  
 
Mayor Parker Wiseman asked for any revisions to the Official Agenda. 
 
REQUESTED REVISIONS TO THE OFFICIAL AGENDA: 
 
Alderman Eric Parker requested the following changes to the published June 4, 2013 Official 
Agenda: 
  

Add to Consent Item X.F Approval of the consideration of the payment of the 
remaining balance of the wayfaring signage from account #001-142-600-345. 

 
Add to Consent Item XI.H.1  Approval of the request to advertise to fill a vacant position of 
laborer in Sanitation and Environmental Services. 
 
Add to Consent Item XI.H.2  Approval of the revision to the personnel policy manual.  

 
Add to Consent Item X.A.   Approval of appointing Caroline Moore as City of Starkville 
City Prosecutor for $50,000 annual salary including PERS benefits. 
 

The Mayor asked for further revisions to the published June 4, 2013 Official Agenda.  
 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas requested the following changes to the published June 4, 2013 Official 
Agenda: 
 

Add to Consent Item X.C.  Approval of repealing and replacing the landscape ordinance 
1999-01 and amending the City of Starkville Code of Ordinances Chapter 112, Vegetation, 
Article II, Landscaping.  
 

There was a public hearing scheduled to be held for this agenda item. Mayor Wiseman opened the 
meeting as a public hearing. There being no member of the public responding to the Mayor’s call for 
comments, the Mayor closed it as a public hearing.  
 
 



Alderman Sandra Sistrunk requested the following change to the published June 4, 2013 Official 
Agenda: 
 

Remove from the published June 4, 2013 Official Agenda.  Item X.D.     Report from the 
City Clerk/Finance Director Taylor Adams on recommendations from the 2012 Audit 
regarding the Park Commission. Alderman Sistrunk requested that this agenda item be 
postponed until the next Board of Aldermen meeting. 
 

The Mayor asked for any further revisions to the Official Agenda. There being no further revisions 
requested, the Mayor called for a motion to approve the agenda as revised.  
  
1.  A MOTION TO APPROVE THE OFFICAL AGENDA AS REVISED  
 
There came for consideration the matter of approving and adopting the June 4, 2013, Official Agenda 
of the Regular Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, as revised. After discussion, and  
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, to 
approve the June 4, 2013, Official Agenda as modified with items listed as consent, the Board voted 
unanimously to approve the motion. 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the Mayor 
declared the motion carried. 

OFFICIAL AGENDA 
 

THE MAYOR AND BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

OF THE 
 

CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 
 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF TUESDAY, JUNE 4, 2013, 
5:30 P.M.,  

 CITY HALL, 101 EAST LAMPKIN STREET 
 

 
PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS ARE NOTED ### AND PROVIDED AS APPENDIX A 

ATTACHED 
 
 
I.  CALL THE MEETING TO ORDER 
 
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND A MOMENT OF SILENCE  
 
III.  APPROVAL OF THE OFFICIAL AGENDA 
 
 A. APPROVAL OF THE CONSENT AGENDA 
 
IV. APPROVAL OF BOARD OF ALDERMEN MINUTES 

 



THERE ARE NO MINUTES FOR CONSIDERATION 
 

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS  
 

A. MAYOR’S COMMENTS: 
 

NEW EMPLOYEE INTRODUCTIONS: 
FIREFIGHTERS:  NICK SHUMAKER  

CHARLES TAYLOR 
 

B. BOARD OF ALDERMEN COMMENTS: 
 

 
VI.  CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 
 
VII.  PUBLIC APPEARANCES 
 

THERE ARE NO PUBLIC APPEARANCES FOR THIS AGENDA 
 

VIII. PUBLIC HEARING 
 

A.  THIRD PUBLIC HEARING ON THE REPEAL AND REPLACEMENT OF THE 
LANDSCAPE ORDINANCE 1999-01 AND AMENDING THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CHAPTER 112, VEGETATION, ARTICLE 
II, LANDSCAPING. 

 
IX.  MAYOR’S BUSINESS 
 

THERE IS NO MAYOR’S BUSINESS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 
X.  BOARD BUSINESS 

 
 A. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPOINTMENT OF A CITY PROSECUTOR.  
 
 ##### B. CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 

A GAP COMMUNITY. 
 
 C. CONSIDERATION OF THE APPROVAL OF REPEALING AND REPLACING THE 

LANDSCAPE ORDINANCE 1999-01 AND AMENDING THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CHAPTER 112, VEGETATION, ARTICLE 
II, LANDSCAPING.  

 
 D.  REPORT FROM CITY CLERK/FINANCE DIRECTOR TAYLOR ADAMS ON THE 

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE 2012 AUDIT. 
 
 ##### E. CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTING H. WILLIAM (BILL) WEBB TO REPRESENT 

WARD 6 AND APPOINTING DENNIS NORDIN TO REPRESENT WARD 4 ON THE 
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENTS AND APPEALS FOR TERMS ENDING 6-30-2017.  

 
 F. CONSIDERATION OF THE PAYMENT OF THE REMAINING BALANCE OF THE 

WAYFARING SIGNAGE.   
 
##### G. CONSIDERATION OF THE RATIFICATION OF THE INSTALLATION OF THE 

BANNER ON MAIN STREET TO SUPPORT THE SEC REGIONAL BASEBALL 
PLAYOFF SERIES. 



  
 
 

XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 
 
A. AIRPORT  

 
 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 

B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
  
 1. CODE ENFORCEMENT 
 

  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 
 2. ENGINEERING  
 

##### A. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE LOW QUOTE FROM 
ADVANCED FOREST EQUIPMENT FOR A 34 ECO MULCHER. 

  
 3. PLANNING 
 
  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 
 C. COURTS 

 
 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

 
  D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT  

 
  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

 
E. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 
 

1. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS 
DOCKET FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF MAY 30, 2013.  

 
2. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS 

DOCKET FOR ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE FIRE DEPARTMENT 
AS OF MAY 30, 2013.  

 
 F. FIRE DEPARTMENT  
 
  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 

 
G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
 

   THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
  
  H. PERSONNEL  
 

 1. REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO ADVERTISE TO FILL A VACANT 
POSITION OF LABORER IN SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
SERVICES. 

 
 2. REQUEST CONSIDERATION OF A REVISION TO THE PERSONNEL 



POLICY MANUAL. 
    
   I. POLICE DEPARTMENT  
 

 THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 
J. PUBLIC SERVICES 

 
 ##### 1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO PURCHASE PVC SEWER PIPE FROM 

CONSOLIDATED PIPE, A SUBMITTER OF ONE OF THE LOWEST 
QUOTES, IN THE AMOUNT OF $16,506.00 FOR THE TRIM CANE TO 
CARVER DRIVE SEWER PROJECT. 

   
 K.  SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 
   

  THERE ARE NO ITEMS FOR THIS AGENDA 
 

XII.  CLOSED DETERMINATION SESSION 
 
XIII.  OPEN SESSION 
 
XIV.  EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
 A. POTENTIAL LITIGATION 
 
 B.  PERSONNEL  

 
XV. OPEN SESSION 
 
XVI. RECESS UNTIL JUNE 18, 2013 @ 5:30 AT 101 EAST LAMPKIN IN THE CITY 

HALL COURTROOM. 
 

The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA Coordinator, Mr. 
Joyner Williams, at (662) 323-2525, ext. 121 at least forty-eight (48) hours in advance 
for any services requested.  

 
APPENDIX A  

 
 

PROPOSED CONSENT AGENDA 
 
 

IX.  MAYOR’S BUSINESS – NO ITEMS 
 

X. BOARD BUSINESS  
 

B. CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF STARKVILLE A GAP 
COMMUNITY. 

 
E. CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTING H. WILLIAM (BILL) WEBB TO REPRESENT WARD 6 

AND APPOINTING DENNIS NORDIN TO REPRESENT WARD 4 ON THE BOARD OF 
ADJUSTMENTS AND APPEALS FOR TERMS ENDING 6-30-2017. 

 
G. CONSIDERATION OF THE RATIFICATION OF THE INSTALLATION OF THE BANNER 

ON MAIN STREET TO SUPPORT THE SEC REGIONAL BASEBALL PLAYOFF SERIES. 
 



XI. DEPARTMENT BUSINESS 
 

A. AIRPORT – NO ITEMS  
 

 B. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
 
  2. ENGINEERING 
 
   A. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE LOW QUOTE FROM 

ADVANCED FOREST EQUIPMENT FOR A 34 ECO MULCHER. 
 

C. COURTS – NO ITEMS  
 
 D. ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS  
 
 E. FIRE DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
  
  F. FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
 
 G. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY – NO ITEMS 
 
 H. PERSONNEL – NO ITEMS 

 
 I. POLICE DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
          

J. PUBLIC SERVICES  
 

1. REQUEST APPROVAL TO PURCHASE PVC SEWER PIPE FROM 
CONSOLIDATED PIPE, A SUBMITTER OF ONE OF THE LOWEST QUOTES, IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $16,506.00 FOR THE TRIM CANE TO CARVER DRIVE SEWER 
PROJECT. 

 
 K.  SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT – NO ITEMS 
 

CONSENT ITEMS 2-11 

2. A MOTION TO APPROVE A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE A GAP COMMUNITY. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of the resolution declaring the City of Starkville a GAP 
Community" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

 

A RESOLUTION SEEKING TO DECLARE 
THE CITY OF STARKVILLE AS A GAP MUNICIPALITY 

 
WHEREAS, the Growth and Prosperity Program (“GAP”) administered by the Mississippi 
Development Authority (“MDA”) is a program designed for designating certain counties as 



GAP counties and making incentives available to private companies that locate or expand in 
those economically challenged counties in the state;  

WHEREAS, the County Board of Supervisors have determined that Oktibbeha County is 
eligible and for reasons promoting economic development should seek GAP status,  

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville have likewise 
determined that it is in the best interest of the citizens, residents and employees to recognize 
that the City of Starkville by falling within Oktibbeha County qualifies for the GAP program; 
and  

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the 
City of Starkville that it is the intent of the Board of Aldermen to:  

Recognize that the City of Starkville as a municipality within Oktibbeha County is eligible 
for GAP status.  

Consent to the designation of the City of Starkville as a GAP municipality and that by so 
doing, all MDA approved business enterprises will receive up to a ten year ad valorem tax 
exemption otherwise imposed on the business enterprise, except the school portion of that 
tax.  

UPON MOTION of Alderman __________duly seconded by Alderman ___________ the 
aforesaid Resolution was approved with the Aldermen voting as follows:  

Ben Carver Voted:  

Sandra Sistrunk Voted:  

Eric Parker Voted:  

Richard Corey Voted:  

Jeremiah Dumas Voted:  

Roy A.' Perkins Voted:  

Henry Vaughn Voted:  

_____________________________  
PARKER Y. WISEMAN, MAYOR  
 
_____________________________  
TAYLOR V. ADAMS, CITY CLERK  
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS 4th DAY OF JUNE 2013. 

 



3. A MOTION TO APPOINT H. WILLIAM (BILL) WEBB TO REPRESENT WARD 6 
AND APPOINTING DENNIS NORDIN TO REPRESENT WARD 4 ON THE BOARD 
OF ADJUSTMENTS AND APPEALS FOR TERMS ENDING 6-30-2017.  

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of appointing H. William (Bill) Webb to represent Ward 
6 and appointing Dennis Nordin to represent Ward 4 on the Board of Adjustments and 
Appeals for terms ending 6-30-2017" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

4. A MOTION TO RATIFY THE INSTALLATION OF THE BANNER ON MAIN 
STREET TO SUPPORT THE SEC REGIONAL BASEBALL PLAYOFF SERIES. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "the ratification of the installation of the banner on Main Street to 
support the SEC Regional Baseball playoff series" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby 
approved. 

5. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE LOW QUOTE FROM ADVANCED FOREST 
EQUIPMENT FOR A 34 ECO MULCHER. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of the low quote from Advanced Forest Equipment for a 
34 Eco Mulcher" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

6. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE PURCHASE OF PVC SEWER PIPE FROM 
CONSOLIDATED PIPE, A SUBMITTER OF ONE OF THE LOWEST QUOTES IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $16,506.00 FOR THE TRIM CANE TO CARVER DRIVE 
SEWER PROJECT. 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of the purchase of PVC sewer pipe from Consolidated 
Pipe, a submitter of one of the lowest quotes in the amount of $16,506.00 for the Trim Cane 
to Carver Drive sewer project" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

7. A MOTION TO APPROVE THE PAYMENT OF THE REMAINING BALANCE OF 
THE WAYFARING SIGNAGE IN THE AMOUNT OF $5,469.50 FROM ACCOUNT # 
001-142-600-345. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of the payment of the remaining balance of the wayfaring 



signage in the amount of $5,469.50 from account # 001-142-600-345" is enumerated, this 
consent item is thereby approved. 

8. A MOTION TO APPROVE ADVERTISING TO FILL A VACANT POSITION OF 
LABORER IN SANITATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of advertising to fill a vacant position of laborer in 
Sanitation and Environmental Services" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 

9. A MOTION TO REVISE THE PERSONNEL POLICY MANUAL. 
 

Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "approval of revising the personnel policy manual" is enumerated, 
this consent item is thereby approved. 

Recommend approval to change section 3.111, Paragraph A, Item 2 of the Personnel Policy 
Manual to read:  
 
“2.   Except as specifically authorized by the laws of the State of Mississippi, no employee of the 
City of Starkville, except duly authorized law enforcement officials, shall be allowed to carry or 
possess any pistol, firearm, or other weapon on City property.” 
 

10. A MOTION TO APPOINT CAROLINE MOORE AS THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 
CITY PROSECUTOR AT A SALARY OF $50,000.00 TO INCLUDE PERS 
BENEFITS. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "appointment of Caroline Moore as the City of Starkville City 
Prosecutor at a salary of $50,000 including PERS benefits" is enumerated, this consent item 
is thereby approved. 

11. A MOTION TO REPEAL AND REPLACE THE LANDSCAPE ORDINANCE 1999-01 
AND AMEND THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CHAPTER 
112, VEGETATION, ARTICLE II, LANDSCAPING. 

 
Upon the motion of Alderman Richard Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Jeremiah Dumas, 
and adopted by the Board to approve the June 4, 2013 Official Agenda, and to accept items 
for Consent, whereby the "repeal and replacement of the landscape ordinance 1999-01 and 
amending the City of Starkville code of ordinances, Chapter 112, Vegetation, Article II, 
Landscaping" is enumerated, this consent item is thereby approved. 
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-____ 
 

 
AN ORDINANCE REPEALING AND REPLACING ORDINANCE 1999-01 AND 
AMENDING SECTION 112, VEGETATION, ARTICLE II. LANDSCAPING, OF 

THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, ESTABLISHING NEW LANDSCAPING 
REGULATIONS FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, OKTIBBEHA COUNTY, 

MISSISSIPPI 
 
 
 WHEREAS, there is a need to revise and update the City’s current Landscape 

Ordinance and the Code of Ordinances which was adopted in 1999; and  

 WHEREAS, the City’s Tree Advisory Board has prepared the proposed 

Landscape Ordinance to include greater detail in vegetation options, development of a 

Tree Board for resolution of disputes and variances, increased emphasis on 

environmentally sound  plant materials and other related purposes  by the proposed 

Landscape Ordinance; and  

WHEREAS, the  Tree Advisory Board of the City of Starkville has made a 

recommendation that the City’s current Landscape Ordinance be repealed and replaced 

and the Code of Ordinances be amended with the proposed Landscape Ordinance; and 

 WHEREAS, the Mayor and Board of Aldermen, having reviewed the 

recommendations of this proposed Landscape Ordinance from the Tree Advisory Board; 

and 

 WHEREAS, the Mayor and Board of Aldermen believe there is a need to repeal 

and replace the current Landscape Ordinance, and believe that it is in the best interest of 

the City of Starkville to adopt the proposed Landscape Ordinance. 

 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of 

Aldermen of the City of Starkville, Mississippi as follows: 
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SECTION I.  RECITALS 
 
 The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  STATEMENT OF INTENT, PURPOSE AND BODY OF TEXT 
 
Section 1.  Intent. 
The purpose of this landscape ordinance is to protect and promote the general welfare of 
the Starkville citizens and visitors by establishing minimum standards to enhance the 
City’s appearance, to provide for the proper selection, installation and maintenance of 
landscape materials, to promote water conservation, and for the protection of trees and 
native plant communities.   
 
Section 2.  Definitions. 
As used in this Ordinance, the following terms shall have the meanings indicated: 
 

Accessory Vehicular Use Area:  All land upon which vehicles traverse a property, 
excluding parking lots.   
 

Accessway:  A paved or unpaved area intended to provide ingress and egress from a 
public or private right-of-way (ROW) to a public or private premise, including an off-
street parking area.  
  
ANSI A300: American National Standards Institute (ANSI) A300 Standards for Tree Care 
Operations: Tree, Shrub, and Other Woody Plant Management – Standard Practices.  
ANSI A300 standards are the generally accepted industry standards for tree care 
practices.  More information can be found at the Tree Care Industry Association website: 
http://www.tcia.org/standards/A300.htm 
 

Barrier:  A solid and unbroken visual screen, including a masonry wall or solid wood 
fencing which presents a 100% opaque screen.  An open chain-link fence shall not 
constitute a barrier.   
 

Berm:  Mounding of soil that is planted with living plant material designed as a landscape 
buffer yard to screen incompatible land uses or to absorb, or otherwise reduce, nuisance 
impacts such as smoke, glare, or other similar nuisances.   
 

Buffer Yard:  Open spaces, landscape areas, fences, walls, berms, or any combination 
thereof used to physically separate or screen one land use or property from another so as 
to visually shield or block noise, lights, or other nuisances.   
 

Clearing: The removal of vegetation or any manipulation of the soil that results in the 
material damage of vegetation. 
 
Canopy Tree: A tree which typically grows to a mature height of at least 35 feet, 
primarily installed for shade provision. 
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Courtyard: A private or semi-private open space, unobstructed from the ground to the 
sky, that is bounded on three or more sides by walls of a building or by fencing and 
landscaping.   
 

Critical Root Zone (CRZ): Designated areas within the soil and surrounding a tree that 
must be protected for the tree to survive. 
 

Cross-Easement: A right granted by one real property owner to the owner/user of an 
adjacent real property to use the former’s property as a means of accessing without 
trespassing the latter’s otherwise inaccessible property. 
 

Curb Cut: The opening along the curb line at which point vehicles may enter or leave the 
roadway. 
 

Development Review Committee (DRC):  Review authority established by the City of 
Starkville’s Mayor and Board of Aldermen per Ordinance 2008-3, composed of 
representatives from City departments and area utility providers responsible for 
reviewing land development proposals within the City.  
 

Diameter-at-Breast-Height (DBH): A measure of the tree trunk diameter in inches at a 
height of 4½ feet (54 inches) above the finished grade of the ground or, in the case of a 
tree that is divided into multiple trunks below 4½ feet (54 inches), as measured from the 
most narrow point beneath the point of division. 
 

Exotic Vegetation: Plants that do not grow naturally in a region but are brought into this 
region by humans or by other means (e.g., wind, birds and mammals, natural 
disturbances). (Syn. introduced species) 
 

Grass: Any vegetation of a large family (Gramineae or Poaceae) of monocotyledonous 
plants having narrow leaves, hollow stems, and clusters of very small, usually wind-
pollinated flowers.  
 

Ground Cover: Low-growing ornamental living plant material.   
 

Hedge: A solid and unbroken visual screen of self-supporting living plant material.  
  
Interior Parking Space: Any parking space which is not adjacent to a required landscape 
strip.   
 

Impact:  The potential direct or indirect effects of a proposed development on the 
activities, utilities, drainage, circulation, land uses, facilities, environment, and other 
factors, on an existing and/or adjacent property or use.  For purposes of this ordinance, 
the following examples are provided for guidance in determining the need for a buffer 
yard. 
 

No Impact:  Types of land uses which include agricultural, park, golf course and 
similar uses which have a maximum gross density of up to 1 dwelling unit per 
acre.   
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Low Impact:  Types of land uses which include residential uses which have a 
gross density of 1-4 dwelling units per acre. 
 

Medium Impact:  Types of land uses which include neighborhood commercial 
activities and residential land uses which have a gross density of 4-8 dwelling 
units per acre.  
 

High Impact:  Types of land uses which include general commercial activities and 
residential land uses which have a gross density of 8-15 dwelling units per acre. 
 

Very High Impact:  Types of land uses which include intensive commercial, 
manufacturing and industrial activities and residential land uses which have a 
gross density greater than 16 dwelling units per acre.   

 

Landscape Strip: A portion of land containing trees, barriers, ground cover, and/or other 
plant material as required by this Ordinance.   
 

Lawn Grass: Grass species normally grown as permanent lawns in the vicinity of the City 
of Starkville, Mississippi.   
 

Living Plant Material: Grass, ground cover, shrubs, vines, and trees.   
 

On Center: A method of measuring that uses the center (or centerline) of objects as the 
point of measurement. 
 

Opacity: Degree of obscuration of light.  The range is from 0 to 100%.  For example, a 
window has 0% opacity and a solid brick wall has 100% opacity. 
   
Open Space: Any parcel or area of land and/or water, set aside, dedicated, designated, or 
reserved for public or private use or enjoyment.  Includes, but is not limited to, amenities 
such as tot lots, lakes, parks, plazas, courtyards, swimming pools, and passive or active 
recreation facilities.   
 

Plant Unit: A measurement describing the amount of required plant material in flexible 
units, detailed in Table 5-2 of this Ordinance.  
 

Plaza: A public open space that may be improved and landscaped, usually surrounded by 
streets and buildings, sometimes called a square. 
 

Pedestrian Friendly: An environment that encourages comfort, safety, and ease of 
movement by foot.   
 

Perimeter Landscape: The area designated for planting on the edges of a vehicular area, 
to define parking areas and prevent two adjacent lots from becoming one large expanse of 
paving.  
 

Screening: A method of visually shielding or obscuring one abutting or nearby structure 
or land use from another through the use of fencing, walls, berms, or densely planted 
vegetation. 
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Shrubs: Self-supporting, woody plants smaller than a tree and usually branching from or 
near the ground.   
 

Small Trees: A tree which grows to a mature height of less than 35 feet, primarily 
established for aesthetics, but often times used for screening or other purposes.  
 

Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA): Any area within the 100-year floodplain or 
floodway. 
 

Starkville Tree Advisory Board (STAB):  An advisory body to the Board of Aldermen, 
composed of citizen representatives charged with providing guidance to City staff during 
the development and site plan review process for proposed projects within the City, and 
to resolve any related appeals of landscape decisions by the Development Review 
Committee and the Director of Community Development. 
 

Streetscape: All elements that constitute the physical makeup of a street and that, as a 
group, defines its character, including, but not limited to, building frontage; street paving; 
hardscapes; street furniture; landscaping, including trees and other plantings; awnings; 
marquees; signs; and lighting.   
 

Stormwater: Precipitation that accumulates in natural and/or constructed storage and 
stormwater systems during and immediately following a storm event. 
 

Structure: Any building, sign, or permanent, free-standing, outdoor construction having 
above-grade elements. 
 

Trees: Self-supporting, woody perennial plants of species which normally, at maturity, 
have a trunk with a minimum DBH of 2½ to 3 inches, with an overall height of at least 15 
feet. 

Section 3.  General criteria and standards.  
Applicability. This ordinance shall be applicable within the City of Starkville's 
jurisdictional area and shall apply to all new development or redevelopment. 

The following development activities are exempted from this article:  
1. Individual single family residential lots. Provided, however, that single family lots 

that are part of a new subdivision or phased development project are not exempt 
from this article.);  

2. Additions or modifications to existing single family structures; 
3. Land disturbing activities conducted for the purpose of restoration of streams, 

stream banks, riparian zones, or other environmentally protected areas;  
4. Repairs and/or construction deemed emergency in nature; and 
5. Repairs to any stormwater management facility deemed necessary by the City 

Engineer. 

Section 4.  Specifications for required plant materials. 
A.  Canopy trees.    

1. All canopy trees shall be a minimum of 12 feet in height with a minimum of six 
feet of clear trunk space at the time of planting.   



May 14, 2013 DRAFT  Page 6 of 22 

2. Canopy trees shall be a minimum of 2½ inches DBH in size at the time of 
planting.   

3. Canopy trees shall be of a species having an average mature crown of greater than 
30 feet wide and having trunks that can be maintained with over six feet of clear 
wood.   

4. No single tree species shall account for more than 50% of the total number of 
trees if more than four trees are required. 

5. Trees must be spaced between 25 and 50 feet apart, depending on tree species 
characteristics and the function of the respective tree or canopy, ultimately 
determined by the Development Review Committee (DRC). 

6. All trees will be perpetually mulched with organic mulch encompassing at least a 
5 foot diameter centered on the trunk. 

7. All trees installed on-site shall never be trimmed, pruned, or cut back in any way 
that will impede growth to their mature height.  All tree pruning shall conform to 
the ANSI A300 Standards. 

8. Trees will be planted in locations where they can grow to their mature height and 
spread in conformance with ANSI A300 Standards. 

9. A listing of preferred canopy trees can be found in the Landscape Appendix, 
which is adopted by reference herein. 

 

B.  Small trees.   
1. All small trees shall be a minimum of 8 feet in height with a minimum of 4 feet of 

clear trunk space at time of planting.   
2. Small trees shall be a minimum of 1½ inches DBH at the time of planting.  If a 

multi-trunk habit is to be utilized, it will have three (3) or five (5) trunks with a 
minimum DBH of ¾” per trunk. 

3. No single tree species shall account for more than 50% of the total number of 
trees if more than four trees are required.   

4. Small trees shall be spaced between 10 and 25 feet apart, depending on the 
characteristics of the tree species and the function of the respective tree, 
ultimately determined by the Development Review Committee (DRC).   

5. All small trees installed on a site shall never be trimmed, pruned, or cut back in 
any way that would impede growing to their mature height.   

6. Small trees intended to be pruned into specific shapes or topiaries as part of an 
approved site and/or landscape plan, shall be indicated on the plan(s), and 
maintained as such in perpetuity, and shall be subject to Section 11 of this 
Ordinance and ANSI A300 Standards. 

7. Trees will be planted in locations where they can grow to their mature height and 
spread in conformance with the ANSI A300 Standards.   

8. A listing of preferred small trees can be found in the Landscape Appendix. 
    
C.  Shrubs and hedges.   

1. Individually planted shrubs shall be a minimum of 24 inches in height at time of 
installation.   

2. Shrubs planted as part of screening hedges shall have a minimum height of at 
least 36 inches.  At the time of installation, shrubs planted shall be: 2 feet tall for 
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specified 3-foot-high hedges; 2½ feet tall for specified 4-foot-high hedges, and 3 
feet tall for specified 5-foot-high hedges.  

3. The Director of Community Development may waive the size and minimum 
standard specifications if the applicant can demonstrate that current market 
conditions are such that shrubs and hedges meeting these specifications are not 
readily available.   

4. Shrubs shall be planted at a maximum on center distance of 60% of their mature 
spread.   

5. Hedges and shrub masses shall reach the required height and form a solid and 
unbroken visual screen within one year after planting. 

 

D.  Lawn grass. 
1. Grass areas may be sodded, plugged, sprigged, or seeded except that solid sod 

shall be used on slopes, in swales, or any other areas subject to erosion as 
determined by the City Engineer during the review process.   

2. When grass seed is sowed it shall be a variety of seed which produces complete 
coverage within 90 days from sowing.   

3. In areas where a ground cover other than solid sod or grass seed is used, nurse 
grass seed shall be sown for immediate effect and protection until coverage is 
otherwise achieved.   

 

Section 5.  Landscape strips required along roadway frontage. 
A.  Location of landscape strip.  A landscape strip shall be required to be located within 

the property line and/or building setback as established by the land development 
regulations or as otherwise established.  Landscape strips, when required in 
easements, may be adjusted upon recommendation by the Director of Community 
Development.   

 

B.  Minimum standards.  The landscape strip shall comply with minimum standards 
stipulated in Tables 5-1 and 5-2 and below.  (see Figures 1—6 in appendix)   

 
TABLE 5-1. MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR  

LANDSCAPE STRIPS ALONG ROADWAYS  
 

Area of Site 
Minimum Width 

of Required 
Landscape Strip 

Plant Units 
Required per 100 Linear Feet 
of Property Line or Roadway 

0-2 acres 5 linear feet 30 

> 2 and < 5 acres 10 linear feet 60 

> 5 acres 20 linear feet 120 

 
TABLE 5-2.  PLANT UNIT VALUES 

 

Type of Plant Material Plant Units 

Canopy tree 10 
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Small tree 5 

Shrub 1 

 
1. All property shall have canopy trees planted along road right-of-way every 30 

linear feet except in situations where overhead utilities impede tree growth to 
mature height and spread. 

2. All property other than the required landscaped strip lying between a right-of-way 
and off-street parking area, or other vehicular use area shall be landscaped with 
grass, ground cover, organic mulch, shrubs, and/or trees. 

3. Necessary accessways from the public right-of-way through all such landscaping 
shall be permitted to service the parking or other vehicular use areas and such 
accessways may be subtracted from the linear dimension used to determine the 
number of trees and shrubs required. 

4. Trees, as required above, shall be spaced in clusters or situated in strategic 
locations consistent with good principles of design and plant installation.  Trees 
shall be planted in locations where they can grow to their mature height and 
spread. 

 

C.  Screening material in landscape strip requirements. 
1. Any combination of barriers, shrubs, or landscaped berms shall be planted or 

installed along the entire length of each required landscape strip.   
2. In all residential districts, the barrier, shrub, or landscape berm (i.e., berm with 

shrubs) shall be a minimum of 4 feet in height.  (see Figure 7 in appendix)  
3. In all commercial districts, where the barrier, shrub, or landscaped berm along 

street right-of-ways shall be a minimum of 3 feet in height.  (see Figure 8 in 
appendix)   

4. In all manufacturing districts, the barrier, shrubs, or landscaped berm shall be a 
minimum of 5 feet in height.  (see Figure 9 in appendix)   

5. Where a barrier is erected, the barrier shall be restricted to a decorative masonry 
wall pursuant to standards cited in Section 11.B of this Ordinance.  

6. Where a decorative wall is erected, required plant material shall be planted on the 
street side along public right-of-ways and shall be maintained in perpetuity by the 
applicant or successive owners.  

7. All non-living barriers abutting public streets shall be at least 24 inches inside the 
property line or within the building setback line. 

 
Section 6.  Requirements for interior parking areas. 
Table 6-1 herein presents a tabular summary of the minimum requirements for 
landscaping and tree planting within the interior of parking lots and along other 
perimeters of a parking lot. 
 

A.  Size and composition of interior landscaping.  All off-street parking areas, including 
all paved areas for off-street parking stalls, drives, aisles, standing zones, and other 
vehicular use, excepting parking areas for single-family residences, shall be 
landscaped as detailed in Table 6-1.   
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TABLE 6-1. MINIMUM INTERIOR LANDSCAPING FOR  
OFFSTREET PARKING AREAS 

 

Parking Area Minimum Landscape Area 

< 50,000 square feet 5% of total parking area 

> 50,000 square feet 10% of total parking area 
 

1. Each landscaped area shall have a minimum dimension of 10 x 10 feet for a small 
tree, and 30 x 30 feet for a canopy tree.   

2. All landscaped open area shall contain grass, ground cover, or other living plant 
material.  Landscaped area for the interior of parking lots, as well as landscaped 
areas for perimeter requirements and other non-vehicular use areas shall not 
include any permanent water areas to count towards the minimum requirements.   

3. Total number of required trees shall be 1 tree for each 100 square feet or a 
fraction thereof, of required landscape area. 

 

B.  Use of interior landscape strip. (see Figure 10 in appendix)   
1. Interior parking lot landscaping shall, insofar as possible, be used to delineate and 

guide major traffic movements within the parking area and prevent vehicle 
passage across parking lot spaces and drive-aisles.   

2. Landscaped dividing strips with concrete curbing or wheel stops, with or without 
walkways, shall be used to subdivide parking areas.   

3. Landscaping shall be designed so no more than 10 parking stalls shall be in an 
uninterrupted row.   

4. Every 10 parking stalls shall be separated by a parallel landscaped area with 
minimum dimensions of a single parking stall.   

5. The end of each aisle and corner area shall be landscaped.   
6. Where two rows of parking spaces are adjacent (head to head) to one another, a 

landscaped strip with a minimum width of 6 feet shall be planted along the 
common boundary to separate the parking stalls. 

 
Section 7.  Perimeter landscaping requirements. 
Perimeter landscaping defines parking areas and prevents two adjacent lots from 
becoming one large expanse of paving.  Landscaped perimeter areas for all off-street 
parking areas, excepting single-family homes and parking lots for 6 or less vehicles, shall 
meet the standards set in Table 7-1. 
 

TABLE 7-1. MINIMUM PARKING 
LOT PERIMETER LANDSCAPING 

 

Parcel Size Perimeter Landscaping Width 

< 20,000 square feet 5 feet 

20,000 to 50,000 square feet 7½ feet 

> 50,000 square feet 10 feet 
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A.  Required plant material in perimeter landscape strip.  One canopy tree and 10 shrubs 
per 35 linear feet, or a fraction thereof, are required in landscaped perimeter areas.   

 

B.  Cross-easements.  Cross-easements between abutting parking lots together with 
coordinated plans for ingress, egress, and internal traffic and pedestrian circulation 
may be required, and highly encouraged for purposes of maintaining acceptable levels 
of service for traffic circulation and preserving the safety and welfare of the 
community. 

 
Section 8.  Landscape requirements for non-vehicular open space areas. 
Canopy trees shall be planted in the non-vehicular open space, excluding the required 
street frontage landscape strips, interior parking lot landscape strips, and perimeter 
landscape strips, to meet the following requirements: 
 

TABLE 8-1. CANOPY TREE REQUIREMENTS IN 
NON-VEHICULAR OPEN SPACE AREAS 

(see Figure 11 in appendix) 
 

Percent of Site in 
Non-Vehicular Open 

Space (NVOS) 
Tree Requirement 

< 30% 4 trees/500 square feet NVOS 

30—39% 4 trees/625 square feet NVOS 

40—49% 4 trees/750 square feet NVOS 

50—59% 4 trees/875 square feet NVOS 

> 60% 4 trees/1,000 square feet NVOS 
 

A. Grass, ground cover, shrubs, and other landscaping materials shall be used in 
perpetuity to treat all ground not covered by buildings, paving, or other structures. 

  
B.  All structures shall be treated with landscaping around their base so as to enhance the 

appearance of the structure and screen any unsightly features. 
 

C.  Canopy trees, as required above, shall be spaced in clusters or situated in strategic 
locations consistent with good principles of design and plant installation.  Trees will 
be planted in locations where they can grow to their mature height and spread. 

 
Section 9.  Buffer yard and screening of residential and non-residential uses. 
A. To maintain and perpetuate land use compatibility where different types and/or 

intensities of land use activities abut one another, the standards set in Tables 9-1 and 
9-2 shall apply. 

 

B. The Development Review Committee (DRC) may require more restrictive buffer 
yards including a combination of landscape features, fence, or wall as a buffer yard 
between uses of varying intensities. 
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TABLE 9-1.  BUFFER YARD AND LANDSCAPE SCREENING TYPES 
(see Figures 12—15 in appendix) 

 

Buffer 
Yard/Landscape 
Screening Type 

Width of 
Required 

Landscape Strip 

Plant Units   
Required per 100 Linear 

Feet of Property Line 

A 10 linear feet 40 

B 20 linear feet 80 

C 30 linear feet 120 

D 40 linear feet 160 
 

C. A use is considered “no impact,” "low impact," "medium impact," "high impact" or 
“very high impact” based on its effect on the existing/adjacent land use.  These terms 
are defined in the “definitions” section of this Ordinance.  The following criteria shall 
be considered when determining type of impact of a proposed mixed-use or other 
non-residential development: 
1. Noise; 
2. Outdoor parking and loading space; 
3. Exterior storage; 
4. Height of structure; 
5. Production of dust, fumes, and vibrations; 
6. Litter, including use of trash dumpsters; 
7. Lighting; and 
8. Overall design compatibility with adjacent uses, including scale, elevation, 

building material, roof, and fenestration. 
 

TABLE 9-2.  MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR REQUIRED 
BUFFER YARD AND LANDSCAPE SCREENING 

 

Existing/Adjacent Use 

Land Use Intensity 
No  

Impact 
(N) 

Low 
Impact 

(L) 

Medium 
Impact 

(M) 

High 
Impact 

(H) 

Very High 
Impact 

(V) 

No Impact  (N)   None A B C D 

Low Impact  (L)    A None B C D 

Medium Impact  (M)    A B None C D 

High Impact  (H)    D C B None A 

Very High Impact  (V)    D C B A None  

 
Section 10.  Land clearing, excavation or fill. 
A. No site work which: (1) impacts the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) or impacts a 

designated conservation area per the City’s Floodplain Ordinance; (2) redirects and/or 
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increases or reduces off-site natural drainage or runoff from a site per the City’s 
currently adopted Stormwater Ordinance; or (3) results in removal of vegetation, shall 
be undertaken without prior site plan approval.  The site’s landscape shall be 
preserved as much as possible for purposes of enhancing the general site appearance, 
preserving the City’s existing tree canopy as well as preventing excessive stormwater 
runoff, erosion, siltation, and dust.  Violation of this requirement shall be subject to 
Code Enforcement action by the City.   

 

B. An erosion/clearing permit application, including an erosion control and 
sedimentation plan, shall be submitted and approved by the City prior to any clearing 
activity including vegetation removal.  Plans shall be submitted with the application, 
which shall demonstrate compliance with the City's ordinances.  In addition, plans for 
land excavation or fill shall demonstrate that the proposed site alterations shall 
include mitigation techniques designed to comply with performance criteria 
addressing the following: 
1. Native habitat protection; 
2. Site reclamation, including restoration of vegetative cover within disturbed upland 

open space; planting and stabilizing banks of drainage ways and water bodies 
with vegetation tolerant to anticipated changes in water levels, including hydric 
conditions; 

3. Sedimentation and soil erosion control; 
4. Flood damage prevention;  
5. Tree and native vegetation protection; and  
6. Silt barriers provided around construction sites to control dust and dirt particulates 

during the construction process per the City’s Erosion Control Ordinance. 
 
Section 11.  Other general landscape regulations. 
The following general regulations shall apply to all landscaped areas.  In case of a 
conflict with the City of Starkville’s adopted Form Based Code, and any other adopted 
overlay or special zoning district, those adopted regulations shall prevail in their 
corresponding areas. 
 

A.  Protection of plant material.   
1. All landscape strips required by this Ordinance shall be protected from vehicular 

encroachment by raised curbing or permanently secured wheel stops. 
2. All retained and protected vegetation intended to be used to meet the requirements 

of this ordinance shall be protected according to ANSI A300 standards. 
3. Retained and protected vegetation will be inspected and approved prior to the 

issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy or Certificate of Completion.  Protected 
vegetation that is damaged or adversely impacted during the construction process, 
or as a result of non-compliance with this Ordinance, shall be corrected prior to 
final approval and acceptance.   

4. Credit may be given for retained and protected plant material against the 
requirements of this ordinance.  Adjustments may be rendered by the 
Development Review Committee (DRC) to the requirements of this ordinance 
based on demonstrated need by the applicant, petitions by adjacent property 
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owners, or other adjustments allowed by the Director of Community 
Development.   

5. The site plan applicant and successors in ownership shall maintain the landscape 
requirements in perpetuity.  

 
B.  Berm and decorative masonry walls.  Berms are encouraged for use in meeting 

landscape barrier requirements of this Ordinance.   
1. Berms shall be landscaped with living plant material to achieve the required 

heights.   
2. Berms must be at least 1½ feet high with a maximum slope of two to one (2:1).   
3. The minimum width of a berm crown shall be 2 feet. 
4. The berm must be a minimum of 6 feet from the property line. 
5. The berm must be covered with live vegetation.   
6. Where decorative masonry walls (i.e., those faced with brick, stone, stucco, or 

other ornamental materials) are constructed within the required landscape strip, 
the number of required plant units and reduction in the width of a required 
landscape buffer may be requested via waiver from the Starkville Tree Advisory 
Board. The approval or denial of the waiver from the requirements of the 
ordinance will be considered by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen at their next 
regularly scheduled meeting. Notwithstanding, canopy trees shall be provided 
pursuant to Section 3 of this Ordinance.   

7. All such plant materials shall be planted on the side of the wall facing the ROW. 
 

C. Landscape screening.  A landscape strip is required along the entire perimeter of all 
storage, parking, display, sales, or accessory vehicular use areas except along the 
portion or portions of the perimeter which are entirely screened visually from 
adjacent property by buildings on the property being improved.   
 

D.  Clear zone adjacent to the intersection of accessways and/or a roadways. (see Figure 
16 in appendix)  A clear zone shall be created for triangular areas of property on both 
sides of an accessway and/or a roadway, formed by the intersection of each side of 
the accessway and roadway line for a distance of 30 feet in length along the 
accessway and/or roadway and 30 feet in length along the back of curb or edge of 
pavement, and the third line connecting the ends of the two sides.   

 

E.  Required sight distances for landscaping adjacent to public rights-of-way (ROW) and 
points of access.  (see Figure 17 in appendix) 
1. When an accessway intersects a public right-of-way, or when the subject property 

abuts the intersection of two or more public rights-of-way, and if there is a 
sidewalk, all landscaping within the triangular area shall allow unobstructed 
cross-visibility at a level between 36 inches above the sidewalk grade and 8 feet 
above the sidewalk grade. 

2. However, trees shall be permitted, provided the same are pruned so as to allow 
visibility at the levels indicated above, and provided they are located so as not to 
create a traffic hazard.   

 

F.  Required clearance over roadways/fire lanes.  (see Figure 18 in appendix)  All trees, 
whether new or existing, shall have a minimum of 14 feet clearance over all roadways 
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and fire lanes, whether public or private, to allow for the unobstructed passage of 
emergency apparatus to safely travel under.   

 

G.  Attachments to vegetation prohibited.  It shall be unlawful to attach any item to any 
part of a tree, shrub, vine, or any other vegetation except devices prescribed and 
installed by an ISA Certified Arborist or a Mississippi Licensed Tree Surgeon.  

 

H. Screening of trash dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and utility connections.  Trash 
dumpsters, mechanical equipment, and/or utility connections shall be harmonious 
with the building(s) or they shall be located and screened so as not to be visible from 
roadways.  

 

I. Screening of stormwater and drainage facilities.  All stormwater ponds, drainage 
facilities and other structures designed, built, and maintained for the storage or 
conveyance of stormwater, shall be screened with dense, evergreen landscaping 
materials so facilities will not be visible from roadways unless the said facilities serve 
as an amenity to the proposed development which may include rain gardens or 
retention ponds with a water feature.  Classification of a facility as an amenity shall 
be at the discretion of the Director of Community Development and City Engineer.   
1. Trees should be evergreen to provide year-round screening. 
2. Landscaping materials should not inhibit long-term functionality of the proposed 

stormwater management facility. 
3. Trees and shrubs should be selected for placement in or near wet soil conditions. 
4. Berms surrounding drainage ponds should be sodded, and trees and shrubs 

planted, to provide adequate screening.  If used, retaining walls should also be 
screened. 

5. If the drainage pond is usually dry when not in use, there should be adequate 
access for routine maintenance, but this should not negate the need for screening 
from the roadway. 

 

J.  Nuisance plants.  Prior to the issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, Certificate of 
Completion, or other form of approval, for a newly developed or redeveloped site, the 
owner/applicant shall remove all nuisance plants and exotic/invasive vegetation from 
the site for which a development order or permit is requested. 
1. Nuisance plants include those which may or may not be native, and whose growth 

habits are hard to control.   
2. Exotic and invasive vegetation are those plants which have been introduced into 

the area by any number of means and may have undesirable growth habits or 
maintenance constraints. 

3. A list of exotic and invasive plants may be found in the Landscape Appendix. 
 
Section 12.  Plant quality, installation, and maintenance. 
A.  Plant quality and installation.  All plant materials shall be of a species adaptive to the 

Starkville, Mississippi area and shall conform to standards of American Standard for 
Nursery Stock (ANSI Z60.1-2004), as may be amended hereafter.   
1. All grass sod shall be clean and reasonably free of stones or other debris, diseases, 

or noxious pests and also USDA-certified to be free of insect infestation, 
especially imported fire ants.   
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2. Installation of all landscaping shall be in a sound workman-like manner according 
to accepted good planting procedures.  Landscape contractors or installers shall 
ensure percolation of all planting pits prior to installation of landscape materials. 

 

B.  Maintenance.  Maintenance of landscaping shall be the responsibility of the owner, 
tenant, or agent, jointly and separately.  Said landscaping shall be maintained in a 
good condition so as to present a healthy and regularly-maintained appearance, or in 
accordance with the landscape plan approved during the site plan review process.  All 
landscaped areas shall be kept free of noxious weeds, refuse, litter, and debris.   
1. If at any time after issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, Certificate of 

Completion, or other form of written approval, the landscaping of a development 
to which this Ordinance is applicable is found to be in nonconformance, the 
Director of Community Development or designee, shall issue notice to the owner, 
tenant, or agent that action is required to comply with this Section and shall 
describe what action is required to comply.  The owner, tenant, or agent shall 
have 30 days to restore the landscaping as required.  If landscaping is not restored 
within the allotted time, such person shall be in violation of this Ordinance, the 
punishment for which shall be as provided pursuant to the City of Starkville’s 
Code of Ordinances.  

2. If after due process the landowner fails to comply with the order of the City, the 
Mayor and the Board of Aldermen may approve a contract for purposes of 
undertaking required maintenance and bill the property owner or lessee for costs 
incurred. 

 
Section 13.  Native and drought tolerant landscape performance criteria. 
A. Landscape designs shall incorporate appropriate plant material which will survive and 

flourish with comparatively little supplemental irrigation.  These plants shall be 
native, drought tolerant, and non-invasive. (See appendix.) 

 

B. Manufacturing, industrial, commercial, public, and multi-family residential buildings 
or structures and common areas of single- or multi-family residential developments 
shall incorporate native and drought tolerant trees, shrubs, and ground covers in 
landscape plans as a water conservation measure. 

 

C. The Development Review Committee (DRC) shall review all landscape plans to 
verify that the following drought tolerant fundamentals have been utilized: 
1. Consideration for the site's soil characteristics, topography, drainage, and 

microclimatic conditions should be made when making plant selections. 
2. Mulches, whether wood by-products, rock, stone, or gravel shall be specified in 

planting beds to a minimum depth of 3 inches.  
 
Section 14.  Landscape plan submittal, review and waivers. 
A.  Landscape plan required.  The landscape plan shall be prepared pursuant to Title 73 – 

Chapter 2, “Professions and Vocations – Landscape Architects” of the Mississippi 
Code of 1972, Annotated.  A landscape plan shall be submitted to, and approved by, 
the Development Review Committee (DRC) prior to the issuance of a site plan 
approval where applicable, or prior to the issuance of a building or paving permit 
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where a site plan review is not applicable. The landscape plan shall contain the 
following:   
1. Name, address, and telephone number of the owner and designer, including the 

designer’s certification. 
2. North arrow, scale, and date. 
3. Property lines, easements, and rights-of-way with internal boundary and property 

line dimensions. 
4. Location of existing or proposed rights-of-way (e.g., utilities) and other services. 
5. Location and size of any existing or proposed structures and existing cultural or 

historical areas or sites. 
6. Location of all utilities, including service connections, on site. 
7. Location and size of any existing or proposed site features, such as earthen 

mounds, swales, walls, and water areas. 
8. Location and size of any existing or proposed vehicular use areas. 
9. Location and size of any existing or proposed sidewalks, curbs, and wheel stops. 
10. Calculations of required type, dimensions, and square footage of landscape 

materials and of required landscape areas, including: total site area, parking areas, 
other vehicular use areas, percentage of non-vehicular open spaces, perimeter 
landscape strips, interior landscape strips, and required number of trees. 

11. Location of required landscape areas and dimensions. 
12. Topographic contour lines at two-foot minimum intervals. 
13. Location, botanical name, height, and size of all existing plant material to be 

retained and preserved. 
14. Location, size, height, and description of all proposed landscape materials 

including botanical name, quantity, quality, spacing, and specified size and 
specification of all plant materials. 

15. Height, width, type, material, and location of all barriers of nonliving material. 
16. Designations of locations, dimensions, and areas of landscaping for existing or 

proposed signs. 
17. Location of all structures, landscaping, trees over 6 inches Diameter at Breast 

Height (DBH), or other improvements or buildings on adjacent property within 
five feet of the common property line. 

18. Designations and illustrations of all structures and trees over 6 inches in Diameter 
at Breast Height (DBH) within 30 feet of the common property line. 

 

B.  Review and approval procedure.   
1. Landscape plans shall be subject to review and approval as part of the site plan 

review procedure.   
2. The Director of Community Development shall authorize the inspection of all 

landscaping. No Certificate of Occupancy, Certificate of Completion, or other 
form of approval, shall be issued until all landscaping is completed in accordance 
with the submitted landscape plan and requirements of this Section.   

3. The Director of Community Development may allow conditional occupancy valid 
for a period of 30 days with extensions not to exceed an accumulation of 180 days 
if all of the following conditions exist:  
a. Except for the completion of landscaping installation, occupancy would 

normally be allowed. 
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b. Completion of the required landscaping before a permanent certificate of 
occupancy is issued would result in hardship to the applicant, as applied in 
this case.  

c.  At the time the conditional occupancy is requested, the developer/owner shall 
make financial arrangements (by certificate of deposit, or letter of credit) 
satisfactory to the city in the amount of 150% of required landscaping 
calculated at $1.00 to $3.00 per square foot not yet in place to ensure that it 
shall be installed. Any owner/developer wishing to make such financial 
arrangements must also grant the city access to the land to install or complete 
the required landscaping in the event the landscaping installation has not been 
completed at the end of the required extension period. Such financial 
arrangements shall be released when the required landscaping is completed.  

 

C. Irrigation Plan.  The landscape plan shall be accompanied by an irrigation plan 
showing the following information:   
1. Name, address, and telephone number of the irrigation contractor responsible for 

the design. 
2. A schedule of materials (e.g., heads, piping, meters, clocks and timers) with sizes 

and quantities specified. 
3. A scaled drawing showing location of all heads, piping, meters, and clocks. 
4. An indication of the water source to be used (i.e., on-site well, city water, or 

other). 
5. Backflow preventers shall be indicated on the design. 
6. The irrigation design shall provide for 100% coverage of all planted areas and 

irrigation zones shall accommodate plants with similar watering requirements. 
7. All irrigation systems shall include a rain sensor device, or switch, which will 

override the irrigation cycle of the system when adequate rainfall has occurred. 
8. Shrubs, trees, ground covers, and low-mass plantings shall be watered with 

bubblers of low-volume emitters placed in separate zones from turf sprinklers. 
9. In an effort to conserve water, in very narrow areas where sprinkler heads would 

overspray, mulches, gravel, or other nonliving forms of groundcover shall be 
utilized. 

 

D.  Review and approval procedure.   
1. Landscape and irrigation plans shall be subject to review and approval as part of 

the site plan review process.  
2. The Director of Community Development shall authorize the inspection of all 

landscaping and irrigation and no Certificate of Occupancy or Certificate of 
Completion shall be issued until landscaping and irrigation are completed in 
accordance with the approved landscape and irrigation plans and requirements of 
this Ordinance.   

Section 15: Administration  
A. Administrative appeal process.  

1. Any request for a waiver from the administrative decision regarding this 
Ordinance shall be filed with the Director of Community Development and 
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considered by an appointed three member hearing panel of the Starkville Tree 
Advisory Board (STAB).  The application shall:   
a. Be filed on forms provided by the Community Development Department. 
b. State clearly, and in detail, waivers requested and reasons therefore. 
c. Be accompanied by sketches, surveys, data, and/or statistical information. 
d. Be accompanied by an application fee, the amount of which shall be 

determined by the resolution of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
2. The Starkville Tree Advisory Board may recommend said waiver only if it 

determines that said waivers are not contrary to the intent of this Ordinance and 
that a literal enforcement of the Ordinance standards would be impractical and 
result in an unreasonable and unnecessary hardship.  Economic or financial 
hardship alone is not exceptional. 

3. Appeal.  A recommendation by the Starkville Tree Advisory Board for a waiver 
will be placed on the agenda of the City’s Mayor and Board of Aldermen for 
consideration at its next regularly scheduled meeting.  Appeals of the decision by 
the City’s Mayor and Board of Aldermen shall be to a court of competent 
jurisdiction consistent with state statutes.  The appellant is responsible for 
providing a verbatim transcript of the hearing before the City’s Mayor and Board 
of Aldermen, including all exhibits, the transcribed testimony of witnesses, and 
the findings of the City’s Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

B. Minimum requirements. The provisions of this article are for the promotion of the 
public health, safety, morals and general welfare for the City of Starkville, 
Mississippi and are considered to be minimum requirements. Wherever the 
requirements of any other lawfully adopted rules, regulations, ordinances, and deed 
restrictions or covenants filed of record are not in conflict with the intent and purpose 
of this article, but impose more restrictive or higher standards, the more restrictive or 
higher standards shall govern.  
 

C. Enforcement. Violation by any person of the provisions of this article or failure to 
comply with any of its requirements, after written notification by the building director 
of the city of the type, nature, and extent of the violation of this article, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, constitute a misdemeanor.  

Any person who violates the provisions of this article or fails to comply with any of 
its requirements within 90 days after having been duly notified in writing, by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, by the building director of the city, shall, upon 
conviction, thereof, be fined not more than $1,000.00. Each day such violation 
continues shall be considered a new and separate offense. Nothing herein contained 
shall prevent the city from taking such other lawful action as is necessary to prevent 
or remedy any violation.  
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SECTION III.  INVALIDATION/SEVERABILITY 
 

The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect 
the validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than 
the part held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION IV.  CONFLICTS 
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of 
Aldermen of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance 
shall be hereby repealed.   
 
 
SECTION V.  EFFECTIVE DATE 
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage 
in the manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public 

places, place the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time 
in the Starkville Daily News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was 

proposed in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman 

_____________, that the aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted: ______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 

Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 

Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 

Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 



May 14, 2013 DRAFT  Page 20 of 22 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the 4th day of June, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER Y. WISEMAN    TAYLOR V. ADAMS 
Mayor       Finance Director/City Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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Landscape Appendix 
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The following publications and websites are recommended references provided as part of 
the City of Starkville’s Landscape Ordinance which will assist in proper plant selection, 
maintenance and continuing care: 
 
Plant lists: 
Mississippi Trees 
http://www.fwrc.msstate.edu/pubs/ms_trees.pdf 
 
 
Plant lists and management Techniques: 
Mississippi Urban and Community Forestry Management Manual  
http://www.fwrc.msstate.edu/pubs/urbanmanual_second.pdf 
Plant lists are located in Appendix D on page 173. 
 
A Management Guide for Invasive Plants in Southern Forests 
http://www.hort.uconn.edu/cipwg/pdfs/gtr_srs131.pdf 
Nuisance plant lists are located in Appendix A, page 110, & Appendix B, page 115. 
 
Management Techniques: 
ANSI A300: American National Standards Institute (ANSI) A300 Standards for Tree 
Care Operations: Tree, Shrub, and Other Woody Plant Management – Standard Practices.  
ANSI A300 standards are the generally accepted industry standards for tree care 
practices.  More information can be found at the Tree Care Industry Association website: 
http://www.tcia.org/business/ansi-a300-standards 
 
American Standard for Nursery Stock (ANSI Z60.1-2004) 
 
Further resources: 
Mississippi Urban Forest Council 
www.msurbanforest.com 
 
Mississippi State University’s College of Forest Resources 
www.cfr.msstate.edu 
 
Mississippi State University Extension Service 
www.msucares.com 
 
 
 
 
The graphic renderings which appear on the following pages are provided for illustrative 
purposes only and are intended to serve as examples to help explain the landscape 
ordinance more clearly.      
 

http://www.fwrc.msstate.edu/pubs/ms_trees.pdf
http://www.fwrc.msstate.edu/pubs/urbanmanual_second.pdf
http://www.hort.uconn.edu/cipwg/pdfs/gtr_srs131.pdf
http://www.tcia.org/business/ansi-a300-standards
http://www.msurbanforest.com/
http://www.cfr.msstate.edu/
http://www.msucares.com/






































 
END OF CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 

 
 
ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMENTS: 

 
 MAYOR’S COMMENTS:  
 
 The Mayor introduced Nick Shumaker and Charles Taylor as new firefighters. 
   
 BOARD COMMENTS: 
 

Alderman Dumas expressed his appreciation of the city engineer and the new roadwork that 
has been completed. He noted the Russell Street has a 4-way stop at Fellowship Street. 
 

 
 CITIZEN COMMENTS: 

 
Alvin Turner, Ward 7, also expressed concerns over heat and its effects on the City workers. 
 

 PUBLIC APPEARANCES: 
  

There were no public appearances. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 
There were no public hearings. 

 
Alderman Carver recused himself and exited the chamber. 

 
12. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 

THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF MAY 30, 2013. 

There came a request for approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for the Fire 
Department as of May 16, 2013. Upon the motion of Alderman Corey to move approval of 
the City of Starkville Claims Docket for the Fire Department as of May 30, 2013, duly 
seconded by Alderman Parker,     

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Recused 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:   Nay 
 



Having received a majority affirmative vote of 4-2, the Mayor declared the motion carried. 

 Alderman Carver re-entered the chamber. 

14. REQUEST APPROVAL OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CLAIMS DOCKET FOR 
ALL DEPARTMENTS EXCEPT THE FIRE DEPARTMENT AS OF MAY 30, 2013. 

There came a request for approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for all departments 
except the Fire Department as of May 29, 2013. Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas to 
move approval of the City of Starkville Claims Docket for all departments except the Fire 
Department as of May 30, 2013, duly seconded by Alderman Corey,     

 
Without further discussion, the Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:  Nay 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted:  Nay 
 
Having received a majority affirmative vote of 5-2 of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion carried. 

15. A MOTION TO ENTER INTO A CLOSED SESSION TO DETERMINE IF THERE IS 
PROPER CAUSE FOR EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

There came for consideration the matter of entering a closed session to determine if there is 
proper cause for an executive session.  Upon the motion of Alderman Sistrunk, duly 
seconded by Alderman Parker, to enter into a Closed Session to determine if there is proper 
cause for Executive Session:  

 
Without further discussion, The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted: Yea 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor declared the motion passed. 
 
The Mayor exited the meeting at this time passing the duties of chairing the meeting to 
Mayor Pro Tempore Sandra Sistrunk. 
 



16. A MOTION TO ENTER EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
 

There came for consideration the matter of entering executive session to discuss a personnel 
issue and potential litigation matters. Upon the motion of Alderman Dumas to enter executive 
session to discuss personnel matters and matters leading to potential litigation, duly seconded 
by Alderman Parker,  
 
The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Acting Chair 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor Pro Tempore declared the motion passed. 
 
Mayor Pro Tempore Sistrunk invited the Public back in to make the announcement of the 
Board’s decision to enter executive session to discuss personnel matters and potential 
litigation. 
 

17.  A MOTION TO EXIT EXECUTIVE SESSION AND MOVE INTO OPEN SESSION. 
 
 There came for consideration the matter of exiting executive session to move into open 

session. Upon the motion of Alderman Corey to move out of executive session into open 
session, duly seconded by Alderman Dumas,  

 
The Board voted as follows: 
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Acting Chair 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, the 
Mayor Pro Tempore declared the motion passed. 
 
Mayor Pro Tempore Sistrunk announced that the Board had taken action in executive session.   

 
18. A MOTION TO ACCEPT POLICE CHIEF DAVID LINDLEY’S 

RECOMMENDATION FOR TERMINATION EFFECTIVE JUNE 5, 2013.  
 



 Upon the motion of Alderman Parker, duly seconded by Alderman Corey, to accept the 
Police Chief’s recommendation for termination effective June 5, 2013, the Board members in 
attendance voted as follows: 

 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Chair, not voting 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, Mayor 
Pro Tempore Sistrunk declared the motion passed.  
 

19. A MOTION TO AUTHORIZE THE CITY ATTORNEY TO MOVE FORWARD 
WITH LEGAL ACTION FOR RECOURSE AGAINST DEVELOPERS OF 
KIRKLING SUBDIVISION AND BAY MEADOWS SUBDIVISION FOR FAILURE 
OF COMPLETING DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS.  

 
 There came the matter of authorizing the City Attorney, Chris Latimer, to move forward with 

legal action for recourse against developers of Kirkling Subdivision and Bay Meadows 
Subdivision for failure of completing development requirements. Upon the motion of 
Alderman Corey to authorize the city attorney to move forward with legal action for recourse 
against the developers of Kirkling Subdivision and Bay Meadows Subdivision for failure to 
complete development requirements, duly seconded by Alderman Dumas,  

 
the Board members in attendance voted as follows: 

 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Chair, not voting 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, Mayor 
Pro Tempore Sistrunk declared the motion passed.  
 

 
20. A MOTION TO RECESS UNTIL JUNE 18, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 LAMPKIN STREET 

IN THE CITY HALL COURT ROOM. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman Corey, duly seconded by Alderman Dumas, for the Board of 
Aldermen to recess the meeting until June 18, 2013 @ 5:30 at 101 E. Lampkin Street in the 
City Hall Court Room, the Board voted as follows:  
 
Alderman Ben Carver    Voted:  Yea 



Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted:  Acting Chair 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted:  Yea 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted:  Yea 
 
Having received a unanimous affirmative vote of those members present and voting, Mayor 
Pro Tempore Sistrunk declared the motion passed.  

 
 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS THE _______ DAY OF ____________________ 2013.  
 
 
______________________________  
PARKER WISEMAN, MAYOR  
 
 
Attest:  
 
_________________________________  
D. LYNN SPRUILL, DEPUTY CITY CLERK 
AND CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER 
 
 
(SEALED) 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: VII.A. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Appearance by Ron Cossman regarding grant funding for Healthy Hometown and Safe Routes 
to Schools.  
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

SUGGESTED MOTION: N/A 
 
 



From: Ronald Cossman
To: D. Lynn Spruill
Cc: Chris Gottbrath
Subject: Slot on 5/7/2013 BoA agenda
Date: Tuesday, April 30, 2013 12:45:20 PM
Attachments: College Students Sense of Cycling Capability Deters Helmet Use.docx

Hi Lynn:
In my capacity as President of Starkville in Motion (SIM) I would like to request a
 slot on the 5/7/2013 Board of Alderman agenda. The general purpose is to update
the board on health and safety issues. Specifically I will:
1. Summarize the attached research that was conducted on the Starkville safety
helmet ordinance.
2. Provide an update on a Safe Routes to Schools application.
3. Provide an update on a Robert Wood Johnson Roadmaps to Health grant
proposal.
4. Provide an update on the Healthiest Hometown application.

How many hard copies do I need to bring? Is it 5?
Thanks.
Ron Cossman

Ronald E. Cossman, Ph.D.
Research Professor
Director, MS Center for Health Workforce
Social Science Research Center 
P.O. Box 5287 
Mississippi State University 
Mississippi State, MS. 39762 
Office: (662) 325-4801 
E-mail: Ronald.Cossman@ssrc.msstate.edu
Web: http://www.ssrc.msstate.edu

mailto:ronald.cossman@ssrc.msstate.edu
mailto:cao@cityofstarkville.org
mailto:gottbrath@gmail.com
mailto:Ronald.Cossman@ssrc.msstate.edu
http://www.ssrc.msstate.edu/
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ABSTRACT



Proponents frequently cite increased injury protection as a reason for supporting bicycle helmet ordinances; yet, many cyclists oppose such policies. In this study, six focus groups of college students discussed cycling behaviors and attitudes toward using bicycle safety helmets, and perceptions of the local helmet ordinance. The usual concerns were voiced such as “inconvenience” and “helmet hair”. Participants reported very high confidence in their cycling ability and their ability to avoid a crash which might require a helmet. They failed to take into account external factors or the actions of others which may increase risk for injury. They also did not understand how health insurance spreads the financial risk for traumatic events. These findings have implications for designing education campaigns to promote college student health, as well as initiatives for helmet ordinance advocacy.



Keywords: Bicycle Helmets; Helmet Ordinances; Safety Education; College Student Health





INTRODUCTION



D

[bookmark: _GoBack]espite evidence that bicycle helmets may prevent injuries (Attewell, Glase, & McFadden, 2001; Fullerton & Becker, 1991; Thompson, Rivara, & Thompson, 2000; Thompson, Thompson, Rivara, Wolf, 1990), the efficacy of helmets and compulsory helmet ordinances is still debated (Hooper & Spicer, 2012; Robinson, 2006; Robinson, 2007; Elvik, 2011). Because it is an economical means of transportation, college students frequently cycle (Coron, 1996; Gohn & Williams, 2009) yet, report very low rates of helmet usage (Fullerton & Becker, 1991; Weiss, 1996). Students regularly indicate economical, physical, and social barriers to helmet use including cost, inconvenience, personal vanity, and peer ridicule (Coron & McLaughlin, 1996; Ross, Ross, Rahman, & Catalso, 2010; Page, Follett, Scanlan, Hammermeister, & Friessen, 1996). Comprehensive literature review revealed only one study since 1997 which examined helmet use among U.S. college students. This study, which indicated that only 12% of college students wear helmets, focused on the development of a instrument to measure attitudes towards bicycle helmets (Ross, Ross, Rahman, & Cataldo, 2010). As university communities explore helmet policies, it is important to more appropriately understand the attitudes of college students towards this behavior.  



In 2010, the city of Starkville, Mississippi passed an ordinance requiring bike helmets for all ages; however, the local university (Mississippi State University) has no helmet requirement for on-campus cyclists. Thus, some students have become adept at the “ride and pull”, as they cross on to campus removing their helmet (Figure 1).  



The purpose of this project was to better inform safety helmet public education and awareness campaigns at the local level, particularly in university-centered communities. The objective of the study was to gather focus group data to determine student perceptions of cycling safety including objections and resistance to helmet use. The hypothesis was that regulatory context plays a major role in helmet usage, more so than concerns about inconvenience and personal vanity.



[image: Cyclist taking off helmet]

Figure 1. Photo illustration of a college student removing his bicycle helmet when entering the university campus.



METHODS



University students with experience in recreational or commuter cycling were recruited to participate in one of six different focus groups. Participants were recruited through social network postings (Facebook) and campus flyers.  A total of 46 students participated (27 males, 19 females) with 93.5% of the sample consisting of undergraduate students (n=43) between the ages of 15-25. Self-identified commuter cyclists made up 19.6% (n=9) of the sample, while 80.4% (n=37) self-identified as recreational cyclists. The participants were given a passive informed consent document and an opportunity to ask questions about the study prior to beginning each focus group. Each focus group was moderated by university researchers who also serve as representatives on the local city’s health promotion committee. Participants were asked a set of ten questions to determine their thoughts and perceptions related to helmet ordinances, cycling safety, and personal cycling history. 



RESULTS



Despite the general knowledge that safety helmets do provide protection to cyclists (Attewell, Glase, & McFadden, 2001; Fullerton & Becker, 1991; Thompson, Rivara, & Thompson, 2000; Thompson, Thompson, Rivara, Wolf, 1990), few participants reported a history of helmet use as a child. Only 17.4% (n=8) participants reported being required to wear a helmet as a child (<16 years of age) based on parental enforcement. Behavioral continuation was evident among the sample, as the lack of childhood helmet use seemed to impact adult helmet use. Only 13.0% (n=6) of participants reported consistent current use of a safety helmet when cycling for either commuter or recreational purposes. The discussion yielded several common complaints about wearing a helmet (Table 1). Of the participants who do not consistently wear helmets, it was agreed that many of them only wear a helmet in areas where they feel they are likely to get a ticket (per city ordinance) for not wearing a helmet, although only 4.3% (n=2) had received a ticket. 



A consistent theme among participants was to question the amount of protection that a helmet would actually provide in a crash (sample comments in Table 1). Additionally, several participants noted that helmet ordinances actually discourage cycling because students would rather not cycle than wear a safety helmet. The majority of participants (n=43; 93.5%) felt that adults should not be required by law to wear a helmet, but rather should have a choice to make a decision that will only affect their own personal well-being. In contrast, 93.5% (n=43) said that children should be required to wear a helmet. Several participants voiced thoughts that the only person who assumes risk while cycling without a helmet is the cyclist. The theme of helmet use being a personal choice was consistent in all focus groups; however, participants were not able to see the impact of cycling injuries beyond the health of the cyclist.  Researchers asked all participants about the financial impact of cycling injuries on the population and none of the 46 participants were able to explain how health insurance spreads financial risk. It should be noted that only one participant reported that he/she pays for his/her own health insurance. 



No participant reported to have recently had a cycling crash and all were confident of their ability to avoid crashes. When asked about external conditions (potholes, glass in the road) or the actions of others (distracted drivers, car door opening, dog attack or squirrel running across the road), all respondents remained confident of their ability to avoid a crash. General risk perceptions related to other public safety laws varied among participants. Most were supportive of an automobile seat belt requirement because the respondent’s perception is that a car is more dangerous than a bike (Table 1). 



Table 1. Sample focus group comments regarding cycling behaviors and safety helmet use

		Common reasons for not wearing cycling helmet



		· “I just can’t remember to grab it before I leave my apartment.”

· “It’s just inconvenient to carry the helmet all day.” 

· “Nobody wants helmet hair.” 

· “Helmets are too hot, especially in the summer.”

· “I feel like they are too restricting with the chinstrap.  I can see better without one.” 



		Perceptions of other public health safety regulations (such as seatbelt laws)



		· “It is proven that seatbelts save lives, but not proven that helmets save lives.”

· “Driving a car is a deadly weapon that could hurt others. Crashing a bike will only hurt you.”

· “When you wreck a bike you are more likely to skin a knee than fall on your head.”

· “Cars move faster so the scale of measurement is different.”







CONCLUSION



Surprisingly, some college students are not convinced that bike helmets can prevent or reduce head trauma in a crash.  Rather, they envision a cycling crash as something involving a skinned knee, likely based on their childhood experiences. It was not surprising that they found wearing a helmet “restricting”, “cumbersome”, “overkill”, and “annoying.” Interestingly, only a small percentage of participants wore a helmet as a child, which seems to have impacted helmet use as an adult since most have not made cycling with a helmet a regular habit. The most striking finding was, that once young adults citied all the disadvantages to wearing a helmet, underlying their resistance was the personal belief that their own cycling ability would allow them to avoid a crash. This begs the question, should public health education campaigns take an “Everybody crashes” message to young adults?  As expected, most students do not pay for their health insurance and are unaware of how health insurance spreads the financial burden of health care. This finding is important as it has potential to counter the belief that bicycle injuries only affect the individual cyclist and no one else. 
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ABSTRACT 
 

Proponents frequently cite increased injury protection as a reason for supporting bicycle helmet 
ordinances; yet, many cyclists oppose such policies. In this study, six focus groups of college 
students discussed cycling behaviors and attitudes toward using bicycle safety helmets, and 
perceptions of the local helmet ordinance. The usual concerns were voiced such as 
“inconvenience” and “helmet hair”. Participants reported very high confidence in their cycling 
ability and their ability to avoid a crash which might require a helmet. They failed to take into 
account external factors or the actions of others which may increase risk for injury. They also did 
not understand how health insurance spreads the financial risk for traumatic events. These 
findings have implications for designing education campaigns to promote college student health, 
as well as initiatives for helmet ordinance advocacy. 

 
Keywords: Bicycle Helmets; Helmet Ordinances; Safety Education; College Student Health 
 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 

espite evidence that bicycle helmets may prevent injuries (Attewell, Glase, & McFadden, 2001; 
Fullerton & Becker, 1991; Thompson, Rivara, & Thompson, 2000; Thompson, Thompson, Rivara, 
Wolf, 1990), the efficacy of helmets and compulsory helmet ordinances is still debated (Hooper & 

Spicer, 2012; Robinson, 2006; Robinson, 2007; Elvik, 2011). Because it is an economical means of transportation, 
college students frequently cycle (Coron, 1996; Gohn & Williams, 2009) yet, report very low rates of helmet usage 
(Fullerton & Becker, 1991; Weiss, 1996). Students regularly indicate economical, physical, and social barriers to 
helmet use including cost, inconvenience, personal vanity, and peer ridicule (Coron & McLaughlin, 1996; Ross, 
Ross, Rahman, & Catalso, 2010; Page, Follett, Scanlan, Hammermeister, & Friessen, 1996). Comprehensive 
literature review revealed only one study since 1997 which examined helmet use among U.S. college students. This 
study, which indicated that only 12% of college students wear helmets, focused on the development of a instrument 
to measure attitudes towards bicycle helmets (Ross, Ross, Rahman, & Cataldo, 2010). As university communities 
explore helmet policies, it is important to more appropriately understand the attitudes of college students towards 
this behavior.   
 

In 2010, the city of Starkville, Mississippi passed an ordinance requiring bike helmets for all ages; 
however, the local university (Mississippi State University) has no helmet requirement for on-campus cyclists. Thus, 
some students have become adept at the “ride and pull”, as they cross on to campus removing their helmet (Figure 
1).   

 
The purpose of this project was to better inform safety helmet public education and awareness campaigns at 

the local level, particularly in university-centered communities. The objective of the study was to gather focus group 
data to determine student perceptions of cycling safety including objections and resistance to helmet use. The 
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hypothesis was that regulatory context plays a major role in helmet usage, more so than concerns about 
inconvenience and personal vanity. 
 

 
Figure 1. Photo illustration of a college student removing his bicycle helmet when entering the university campus. 

 
METHODS 
 

University students with experience in recreational or commuter cycling were recruited to participate in one 
of six different focus groups. Participants were recruited through social network postings (Facebook) and campus 
flyers.  A total of 46 students participated (27 males, 19 females) with 93.5% of the sample consisting of 
undergraduate students (n=43) between the ages of 15-25. Self-identified commuter cyclists made up 19.6% (n=9) 
of the sample, while 80.4% (n=37) self-identified as recreational cyclists. The participants were given a passive 
informed consent document and an opportunity to ask questions about the study prior to beginning each focus group. 
Each focus group was moderated by university researchers who also serve as representatives on the local city’s 
health promotion committee. Participants were asked a set of ten questions to determine their thoughts and 
perceptions related to helmet ordinances, cycling safety, and personal cycling history.  
 
RESULTS 
 

Despite the general knowledge that safety helmets do provide protection to cyclists (Attewell, Glase, & 
McFadden, 2001; Fullerton & Becker, 1991; Thompson, Rivara, & Thompson, 2000; Thompson, Thompson, 
Rivara, Wolf, 1990), few participants reported a history of helmet use as a child. Only 17.4% (n=8) participants 
reported being required to wear a helmet as a child (<16 years of age) based on parental enforcement. Behavioral 
continuation was evident among the sample, as the lack of childhood helmet use seemed to impact adult helmet use. 
Only 13.0% (n=6) of participants reported consistent current use of a safety helmet when cycling for either 
commuter or recreational purposes. The discussion yielded several common complaints about wearing a helmet 
(Table 1). Of the participants who do not consistently wear helmets, it was agreed that many of them only wear a 
helmet in areas where they feel they are likely to get a ticket (per city ordinance) for not wearing a helmet, although 
only 4.3% (n=2) had received a ticket.  
 

A consistent theme among participants was to question the amount of protection that a helmet would 
actually provide in a crash (sample comments in Table 1). Additionally, several participants noted that helmet 
ordinances actually discourage cycling because students would rather not cycle than wear a safety helmet. The 
majority of participants (n=43; 93.5%) felt that adults should not be required by law to wear a helmet, but rather 
should have a choice to make a decision that will only affect their own personal well-being. In contrast, 93.5% 
(n=43) said that children should be required to wear a helmet. Several participants voiced thoughts that the only 
person who assumes risk while cycling without a helmet is the cyclist. The theme of helmet use being a personal 
choice was consistent in all focus groups; however, participants were not able to see the impact of cycling injuries 
beyond the health of the cyclist.  Researchers asked all participants about the financial impact of cycling injuries on 
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the population and none of the 46 participants were able to explain how health insurance spreads financial risk. It 
should be noted that only one participant reported that he/she pays for his/her own health insurance.  
 

No participant reported to have recently had a cycling crash and all were confident of their ability to avoid 
crashes. When asked about external conditions (potholes, glass in the road) or the actions of others (distracted 
drivers, car door opening, dog attack or squirrel running across the road), all respondents remained confident of their 
ability to avoid a crash. General risk perceptions related to other public safety laws varied among participants. Most 
were supportive of an automobile seat belt requirement because the respondent’s perception is that a car is more 
dangerous than a bike (Table 1).  
 

Table 1. Sample focus group comments regarding cycling behaviors and safety helmet use 
Common reasons for not wearing cycling helmet 

• “I just can’t remember to grab it before I leave my apartment.” 
• “It’s just inconvenient to carry the helmet all day.”  
• “Nobody wants helmet hair.”  
• “Helmets are too hot, especially in the summer.” 
• “I feel like they are too restricting with the chinstrap.  I can see better without one.”  

Perceptions of other public health safety regulations (such as seatbelt laws) 
• “It is proven that seatbelts save lives, but not proven that helmets save lives.” 
• “Driving a car is a deadly weapon that could hurt others. Crashing a bike will only hurt you.” 
• “When you wreck a bike you are more likely to skin a knee than fall on your head.” 
• “Cars move faster so the scale of measurement is different.” 

 
CONCLUSION 
 

Surprisingly, some college students are not convinced that bike helmets can prevent or reduce head trauma 
in a crash.  Rather, they envision a cycling crash as something involving a skinned knee, likely based on their 
childhood experiences. It was not surprising that they found wearing a helmet “restricting”, “cumbersome”, 
“overkill”, and “annoying.” Interestingly, only a small percentage of participants wore a helmet as a child, which 
seems to have impacted helmet use as an adult since most have not made cycling with a helmet a regular habit. The 
most striking finding was, that once young adults citied all the disadvantages to wearing a helmet, underlying their 
resistance was the personal belief that their own cycling ability would allow them to avoid a crash. This begs the 
question, should public health education campaigns take an “Everybody crashes” message to young adults?  As 
expected, most students do not pay for their health insurance and are unaware of how health insurance spreads the 
financial burden of health care. This finding is important as it has potential to counter the belief that bicycle injuries 
only affect the individual cyclist and no one else.  
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-?? 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO OFFICIALLY ADOPT AND ESTABLISH THE HISTORIC 
GREENSBORO STREET DISTRICT, INCLUDING THE APPROVED MAP, THE 

INVENTORY OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES AND AMEND THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE CODE OF ORDINANCES CHAPTER 67 – HISTORICAL 

PRESERVATION; ARTICLE IV, GREENSBORO STREET DISTRICT AND FOR 
RELATED PURPOSES. 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has established a Historic Preservation Commission 
to preserve, promote, and develop the City’s historical resources and to advise the City on the 
designation of historic districts, landmarks, and landmark sites and perform such other functions 
as may be provided by law; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has received a report from a 
consultant to identify the appropriate districts to accomplish the stated goals and directives; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the identified 

properties in the Greensboro Street historic districts and has held public hearings as required by 
the ordinance for the purpose of receiving input from the affected parties and the citizens; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the map and the 

description and the inventory of the Greensboro Street District currently being considered for 
adoption by the Board of Aldermen as an official historic district; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of 
the City of Starkville as follows: 
 
SECTION I.  Recitals. 
 

The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Statement of Purpose and Intent. 
 
A. The City hereby recognizes that through the efforts of the Historic Preservation Commission 

there is the desire to enhance, and perpetuate those aspects of the City having historical, 
cultural, architectural, and archaeological merit. The recognition of specific districts is 
appropriate to provide the protection afforded by the inclusion of the properties in such 
district. This ordinance is intended to recognize and thereby save the historic district known 
as Greensboro Street from unrestricted development, growth and change.  
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SECTION III.  Definitions. 
 

Unless specifically noted otherwise, the following definitions are standard throughout 
this ordinance: 
 
Alteration:  Any change in the exterior appearance or materials of a landmark or a structure 
within a historic district or on a landmark site. Alterations shall include painting of previously 
unpainted brick, repointing of brickwork and sandblasting. 
 

Applicant:  The owner of record of a resource; the lessee thereof with the approval of the owner 
of record in notarized form; or a person holding a "bona fide" contract to purchase a resource. 
 

Appurtenance:  An accessory to a building, structure, object, or site, including, but not limited to, 
landscaping features, walls, fences, light fixtures, steps, paving, sidewalks, shutters, awnings, 
solar panels, satellite dishes, and signs. 
 

Building:  A structure created to shelter any form of human activity. 
 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  An official signed and dated governmental document issued by 
the appropriate governing authority of the City of Starkville to permit specific work in a historic 
district or at a landmark site or landmark, which has been reviewed and approved. 
 

Certified Local Government (CLG):  A federal program authorized by the National Historic 
Preservation Act 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., that provides for the participation of local governments 
in a federal/state/local government preservation partnership.  The federal law directs the State 
Historic Preservation Officer of Mississippi and the Secretary of the Interior to certify local 
governments to participate in this partnership.  Specific Mississippi requirements for the program 
are published in "State of Mississippi, Procedures for the Certified Local Government Program." 
 

City:  The City of Starkville as represented by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

Construction:  Work which is neither alteration nor demolition.  Essentially, it is the erection of a 
new structure which did not previously exist, even if such a structure is partially joined to an 
existing structure. 
 

Demolition:  The intentional removal of a structure within a local historic district or on a 
landmark site or which has been designated as a landmark, including landscape features. 
 

Demolition by Neglect:  Substantial deterioration of a historic structure that results from 
improper maintenance or a lack of maintenance. 
 

Design Review Guidelines:  As adopted by the local Historic Preservation Commission, shall be 
in a written form designed to inform local property owners about historical architectural styles 
prevalent in a community and to recommend preferred treatments and discourage treatments that 
would compromise the architectural integrity of structures in a historic district or on a landmark 
site or individually designated as landmarks. 
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Exterior Features:  Exterior features or resources shall include, but not be limited to, the color, 
kind, and texture of the building material and the type and style of all windows, doors, roofs and 
appurtenances. 
 

Historic District:  A group of two (2) or more tax parcels and their structures, and may be an 
entire neighborhood of structures linked by historical association or historical development. It is 
not necessary that all structures within a historic district share the same primary architectural 
style or be from the same primary historical period. A historic district may also include both non-
residential and residential structures, and may include structures covered by two (2) or more 
zoning classifications. A historic district may include both contributing and non-contributing 
structures.  A historic district is designated by the Commission and approved by the City through 
an ordinance. 
 

Historic Landmark:  A structure of exceptional individual significance, and its historically 
associated land, which typically could not be included within a local historic district or other 
appropriate setting.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and approved by the 
City through an ordinance. 
 

Historic Preservation Commission:  The Historic Preservation Commission, is a local Historic 
Preservation Commission established to advise the local government on matters relating to 
historic preservation, including the designation of historic districts, landmarks and landmark 
sites, and which may be empowered to review applications for permits for alteration, 
construction, demolition, relocation or subdivision for structures in historic districts or on 
landmark sites or designated as landmarks. 
 

Improvement:  Additions to or new construction on landmarks or landmark sites, including, but 
not limited to, buildings, structures, objects, landscape features, and manufactured units, like 
mobile homes, carports, and storage buildings. 
 

Landmark Site:  A location where a primary architectural or historical resource formerly stood or 
a significant historic event took place or an important archeological resource remains.  For the 
purposes of this ordinance, a landmark site encompasses prehistoric or historic sites on 
unimproved or improved land.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and 
approved by the City through an ordinance. 
 

Landscape:  Any improvement or vegetation including, but not limited to:  shrubbery, trees, 
plantings, outbuildings, walls, courtyards, fences, swimming pools, planters, gates, street 
furniture, exterior lighting, and site improvements, including but not limited to, subsurface 
alterations, site regrading, fill deposition, and paving. 
 

National Historic Landmark:  A district, site, building, structure, and/or object that has been 
formally designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of the Interior and 
possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United 
States in history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and that possesses a high 
degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
National Historic Landmarks are automatically listed in the National Register. 
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National Register of Historic Places:  A Federal list of cultural resources worthy of preservation, 
authorized under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as part of a national program to 
coordinate and support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the Nation's 
historic and archaeological resources.  The National Register Program is administered by the 
Commission, by the State Historic Preservation Office, and by the National Park Service under 
the Department of the Interior.  Significant Federal benefits may accrue to owners of properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register. 
 

Object:  A material thing of functional, cultural, historical, or scientific value that may be, by 
nature or design, movable, yet related to a specific setting or environment. 
 

Ordinary Repair or Maintenance:  Work done to prevent deterioration of a resource or any part 
thereof by returning the resource as nearly as practical to its condition prior to such deterioration, 
decay, or damage. Ordinary repair or maintenance includes repainting. 
 

Owner of Record:  The owner of a parcel of land, improved or unimproved, reflected on the City 
tax roll and in County deed records. 
 

Period of Greatest Historic Significance for a Landmark:  The time period during which the 
landmark had been essentially completed but not yet altered. It is also the period during which 
the style of architecture of the landmark was commonplace or typical. If a landmark also 
achieved historical importance in part because of designed landscape features, the period of 
greatest historic significance includes the time period during which such landscape features were 
maintained. 
 

Relocation:  The moving of a structure to a new location on its tax parcel or the relocation of 
such a structure to a new tax parcel. 
 

Resource:  Parcels located within historic districts, individual landmarks, and landmark sites, 
regardless of whether such sites are presently improved or unimproved.  Resources can be both 
separate buildings, districts, structures, sites, and objects and related groups thereof. 
 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Buildings:  A Federal document stating standards and guidelines for the appropriate 
rehabilitation and preservation of historic buildings. 
 
Site:  The location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location itself maintains 
historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing buildings, or objects. 
 

State Historic Preservation Office:  The Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History. 
 

State Historic Preservation Officer:  The Director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History. 
 

Structure:  A man-made object and typically will be visible because of portions which exist 
above grade. Structures built during the historic period, 1700 forward, may in some instances not 
be visible above grade if they are cellars, cisterns, icehouses or similar objects which by their 
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nature are intended to be built into the ground. A structure includes both interior components and 
visible exterior surfaces, as well as attached elements such as signs and related features such as 
walks, walls, fences and other nearby secondary structures or landmark features. 
 

Sub-districts:  Discrete areas within a larger historic district within which separate design 
guidelines are appropriate and that may be created to recognize different zoning classifications or 
historic development patterns which have caused adjacent historic areas to develop at different 
times. 
 

Subdivision:  Any change in the boundaries of a single tax parcel, whether the change results in 
expansion or reduction or a boundary relocation. 
 

Substantial Deterioration:  Structural degradation of such a nature that water penetration into a 
historic structure can no longer be prevented, or structural degradation that causes stress or strain 
on structural members when supports collapse or warp, evidence of which includes defective 
roofing materials, broken window coverings and visible interior decay. 
 

Survey of Resources:  The documentation, by historical research or a photographic record, of 
structures of historical interest within a specified area or jurisdiction or of existing structures 
within a proposed historic district. 
 

Unauthorized Demolition:  The deliberate demolition of a historic structure without prior review 
and approval by a local Historic Preservation Commission or a governing authority to which 
such a Commission has made a recommendation. 
 
SECTION IV.  Greensboro Street District Written Identification and Maps 
 
The Greensboro Street District is described by the following: 
 
The Greensboro Historic District runs along Greensboro Street from 607 Greensboro Street to 
305 Greensboro Street encompassing the all of the properties fronting the south side of 
Greensboro Street to include an additional parcel #102B-00-009.00 located behind 309 
Greensboro Street.  The Greensboro Historic District also runs along the north side of 
Greensboro Street from 606 Greensboro Street to include 302 Greensboro Street consisting of all 
properties fronting Greensboro Street.  
 
Map – See Addendum A 
 
SECTION V.  Designation of the Greensboro Street Historic District. 
 

By ordinance, the City may establish landmarks, landmark sites, and historic districts 
within the area of its jurisdiction.  Such landmarks, landmark sites, or historic districts shall be 
designated following the criteria as specified in Section III. 
 

A.  The Commission initiated the continuing and thorough investigation of the archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, and historic significance of the City’s resources.  The findings have 
been collected in a cohesive format, made a matter of public record, and made available for 
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public inspection.  The Commission has provided complete documentation for the 
Greensboro Street historic district, including: 
1. An inventory of all property within the district, with photographs of each building and an 

evaluation of its significance to the district.   
2. An inventory, which would be in format consistent with the statewide inventory format of 

the Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
(SHPO). 

 
B.  The Commission voted to recommend the nomination of the Greensboro Street District for 

designation as an historic district in the City of Starkville as authorized by the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  

 
C.  The Commission's recommendations to the City for the designation of the Greensboro Street 

historic district include: 
1. A map of the historic district that clearly delineates the boundaries. 
2. A verbal boundary description and justification. 
3. A written statement of significance for the proposed historic district. 
 
Statement of Significance: 
 
The Greensboro Street Historic District is highly cohesive architecturally and contains a 
significant collection of primarily residential structures. It was during the late1860s and early 
1870s that the oldest houses on Greensboro Street began to appear, although the road had 
been a major route leading west from Starkville since early in Starkville’s history. The road 
was named Greensboro because it led to the former town of Greensboro, which, until 1871, 
was the county seat of Choctaw County. Even after the demise of Greensboro, the road 
continued to be known by that name until most of it was incorporated into U.S. Highway 82.  
 
The Greensboro Street Historic District contains many excellent examples of the 
architectural styles common to the area and spanning the different periods of the district's 
growth. The earliest style is the Greek Revival, which continued to enjoy popularity in the 
region after it had declined in most others. Vernacular examples of the style can be found at 
410, 413, and 522 Greensboro Street. Reflecting the area's period of economic recovery 
during the Reconstruction era, these houses do not possess the high-style classical decoration 
found in some of the county's antebellum residences, with the Greek Revival detailing 
limited to simple columned porches and tripartite frontispiece entrances. The house at 404 
Greensboro Street features Greek, Italianate, and Gothic motifs in an unusual eclectic 
ensemble. Several Queen Anne-style houses were built between 1880 and the turn-of-the-
century at 306, 504, 515, 518, 601, and 607 Greensboro Street. The Colonial Revival style 
was used on the houses at 425, 508, 513, and 515 Greensboro Street and feature columned 
verandahs, fan-lighted entrances, and other classical details. By 1920, Craftsman-style 
dwellings began to dot the neighborhood. with versions of the style that were both large and 
small, brick and frame. One of the most outstanding structures within the district is the Old 
Middle School Building constructed in 1927 in the Jacobethan Style. It is one of only a few 
buildings of this type in Mississippi.  
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Additionally, the district is important for containing perhaps the highest concentration of 
residences previously belonging to the economic and civic leaders of Starkville from the 
mid-nineteenth through the early-twentieth centuries. The residents of Greensboro have 
played key roles in the political activities of Starkville through the years, providing three 
mayors, two aldermen, a judge, a sheriff, and a state legislator. Other individuals were 
leaders in the fields of business and education. 

 
 

SECTION XXII.  Invalidation/Severability.   
 
The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are separable and severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect the 
validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION XXIII.  Conflicts.   
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance shall be hereby 
repealed.   
 
SECTION XXIV.  Effective Date.   
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage in the 
manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public places, place 

the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time in the Starkville Daily 
News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was proposed 

in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman _____________, that the 

aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted:______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 

Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 
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Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 

Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 

 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the ______ day of ___________, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular/Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER WISEMAN, Mayor   TAYLOR V. ADAMS, Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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INTRODUCTION AND USE OF THE 
STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC 
DISTRICTS 
 
 Introduction 
 How to Use the Standards 
 Use of the Standards by the Starkville Historic Preservation 

Commission 

 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Starkville has a significant number of historic structures dating 
from the late 1800s to the 1960s. These historic structures 
provide a visual record of the architectural and social history of 
the city. They serve as links to the past and as tangible 
reminders of the people and events that shaped Starkville’s  
development.   
 
The historic resources of Starkville are important for the future 
of the community. Heritage tourism is one of the fastest 
growing industries in the country, and Starkville has the 
potential to benefit from that industry. The city’s historic 
resources can also play an important role in attracting new 
industry and residents.   
 
During the last three decades, interest in historic preservation 
and rehabilitation of historic structures has increased throughout 
the United States. Increasingly people are realizing the value of 
historic structures and the contribution they make to a 
community, both aesthetically and economically. Starkville is 

no exception. The City of Starkville adopted a historic 
preservation ordinance in 2010 to help protect and enhance the 
historic structures in the local historic districts. Under the 
ordinance exterior changes to a building within any of the local 
historic districts must be approved by the Starkville Historic 
Preservation Commission (SHPC). Three of the National 
Register of Historic Places historic districts in Starkville are  
now under the jurisdiction of the Preservation Commission. 
These National Register districts are the Greensboro Street 
Historic District, the Overstreet School Historic District, and 
the Nash Street Historic District. Maps of the district 
boundaries are available in the Planning Department at the 
Starkville City Hall and on-line at the City of Starkville web 
site.   
 
The purpose of the Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts 
is to encourage historic preservation and high design standards 
in Starkville’s local historic districts in order to protect and 
promote the city’s architectural heritage and unique character. 
The Standards provide general recommendations for 
preservation, rehabilitation, alteration, and new construction. 
The Standards should benefit property owners, architects, 
contractors, and public officials and are used by the SHPC, 
which has the primary responsibility for managing change in 
the local historic districts.   
 
The Standards are consistent with preservation principles 
established by the United States Department of the Interior and 
expressed in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation. The Standards address only the exterior features 
of historic buildings, along with walls and fences seen from the 
public right-of-way, which add to Starkville’s unique character. 

INTRODUCTION AND USE OF THE STANDARDS - 1 
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The SHPC will use the Standards for Starkville’s Historic 
Districts and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation in making decisions about the appropriateness of 
work to historic buildings. Any property owner contemplating 
changes to the exterior of a historic resource or planning to 
construct a new building in any of the local historic districts 
must work with the Planning Department and the SHPC. A 
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) from the SHPC must be 
obtained before work can begin on any changes to an existing 
building or on new construction. If the proposed changes are 
consistent with the Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts 
and the Standards for Rehabilitation, the applicant will receive 
a Certificate of Appropriateness and WORK CAN BEGIN 
ONCE ALL NECESSARY PERMITS ARE RECEIVED, 
including those from any applicable city departments.   
 
The Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts, used in 
harmony with the Starkville Historic Preservation Ordinance, 
will assist the SHPC in protecting and preserving local historic 
resources. The Standards do not provide case-specific advice or 
address exceptions; they are only a general guide for changes to 
historic structures and the design of new construction. The 
conditions and characteristics of each structure and the 
appropriateness of proposed alterations will be examined on a 
case-by-case basis. Ultimately, the preservation of Starkville’s 
historic resources does not depend solely on ordinances or 
standards, but on decisions made by the community and its 
citizens.   

HOW TO USE THE STANDARDS 
 
The Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts are intended to 
be easy to use and to allow for quick location of specific 
information. The Standards are divided into topical sections 
with section headings at the top of every other page for easy 
reference. Each section is divided into subsections to enable the 
quick and easy location of specific information. The Standards 
also include photos and illustrations to clarify the text. 
 
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation are 
incorporated into the Standards for Starkville’s Historic 
Districts to insure consistency with federal standards. The 
Standards for Rehabilitation appear as shaded text within the 
applicable sections. Boxed within the text of the Standards for 
Starkville’s Historic Districts are titles of applicable National 
Park Service Preservation Briefs that offer additional technical 
information. Copies of all Preservation Briefs are available on-
line at www.nps.gov, with a summary of them included in 
Appendix D along with resources for additional information 
and a list of pertinent professional organizations for 
consultation. Also included in Appendix C is a glossary of 
preservation-related terms.  
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USE OF THE STANDARDS BY THE STARKVILLE 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION  
 
The SHPC will use the Standards for Starkville’s Historic 
Districts as a guide for making decisions on Certificate of 
Appropriateness applications submitted to the commission. Use 
of the Standards will assist the commission in making 
consistent and fair decisions that are compatible with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and 
sound preservation practices.   
 
Property owners, architects, and contractors can use the 
Standards to plan their projects with reasonable assurance that 
their applications will be approved if the Standards are 
followed. Since the commission reviews each application on a 
case-by-case basis, variances from the Standards and omissions 
within the Standards will be addressed by the SHPC.   
 
 

PRESERVATION PRACTICES 
 
 Introduction to Historic Preservation and Rehabilitation 
 Incentives for the Rehabilitation of Historic Structures 
 Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation 
 Applying the Standards 
 Starkville Preservation Goals 
 
 
INTRODUCTION TO HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION AND REHABILITATION 
 
Architecture is an art form; however it cannot be preserved in a 
climate-controlled, museum environment like fine or decorative 
art. Some historic buildings are preserved in a museum-like 
setting, such as those at Colonial Williamsburg or places like 
Drayton Hall outside of Charleston, South Carolina. Other 
historic buildings used daily for various purposes have to 
evolve to survive. Historic structures that are not adapted 
become empty buildings that deteriorate over time. Eventually 
they collapse or have to removed for reasons of safety. 
Consequently, most historic buildings are rehabilitated with 
changes for a new use rather than being restored to a pure 
historic state.   
 
The federal government defines rehabilitation as the “process of 
returning a property to a state of utility, through repair or 
alteration, which makes possible an efficient contemporary use 
while preserving those portions and features of the property 
which are significant to its historic, architectural, and cultural 
values.”   

PRESERVATION PRACTICES - 2 

The Starkville  
Historic 
Preservation 
Commission works 
to protect unique 
architectural 
features like this 
highly decorative 
dormer at 404 
Greensboro Street. 
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Owning a historic building or structure is a privilege and a 
responsibility. Owners of historic properties should view 
themselves as temporary caretakers of the community’s 
architectural heritage. The key to a successful rehabilitation is 
respecting the historic character of the building and so 
preserving as much of the original historic material and detail as 
possible. Alterations should be designed to be easily reversible, 
which will allow a future owner to return the building to its 
former configuration.  
 
After rehabilitation many historic buildings enjoy a new use.  
The process of rehabilitating a historic building for such a new 
use is termed adaptive reuse. For example, many historic 
railroad depots are today home to restaurants, shops, museums, 
visitor centers, or other uses. Abandoned historic school 
buildings often become affordable apartments, museums, 
conference centers, and performing arts centers. Historic houses 
in commercial areas are often converted to small shops or office 
space. 

INCENTIVES FOR THE REHABILITATION OF 
HISTORIC STRUCTURES 
 
There are special incentives in the form of tax credits for the 
restoration or rehabilitation of historic proprieties listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places or for those eligible for 
listing on the National Register. In Starkville, the Greensboro 
Street Historic District, Overstreet Street School Historic 
District, Nash Street Historic District, and Starkville Downtown 
Historic District are listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places. Buildings within those districts which are listed as 
“Contributing” to the district qualify for tax credits. Maps of the 
National Register historic districts are available from the City of 
Starkville or the Starkville Historic Preservation Commission. 
In the future if other areas of the city are listed on the National 
Register as historic districts they would also qualify.  
 
If a building is outside of a National Register of Historic Places 
historic district and is listed individually on the National 
Register it would also qualify for tax credits. It is possible that 
some structures in Starkville outside of the National Register 
districts listed above and not on the National Register 
individually may qualify for the National Register of Historic 
Places and would therefore be eligible for tax credits. Questions 
about the eligibility of a structure for the National Register of 
Historic Places should be directed to the Historic Preservation 
Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
at 601-576-6940.   
 

Located in a commercial area, the historic houses at 319 
and 321 East Main Street have been adaptively reused as 
office space.  
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Tax credits for the rehabilitation of historic structures are 
available both on the federal and state levels. A tax credit is 
better than a deduction. An income tax deduction merely lowers 
the amount of income subject to taxation, but a credit lowers the 
amount of tax owed. In general, for each dollar of tax credit 
earned, the amount of income tax owed will be reduced by one 
dollar.    
 
Federal Tax Credits - Federal tax credits for rehabilitation of 
historic structures are only available for buildings that are 
income-producing (office, retail, restaurant, residential rental, 
apartments, bed and breakfast, etc.). To qualify the 
rehabilitation must also be substantial, meaning the 
rehabilitation costs must exceed the current value of the building 
minus the value of the land. For example, if the property and 
building are valued at $100,000 on the tax rolls and the land is 
valued at $25,000, the amount spent on rehabilitation must 
exceed $75,000 to qualify for the federal tax credits. The federal 
tax credit is 20% of the total qualified rehabilitation expenses.  
 
State Tax Credits - To qualify for the state tax credit the 
rehabilitation expenditures must exceed: $5,000 in the case of 
an owner-occupied dwelling, or 50% of the total basis in the 
property in non-owner-occupied dwellings. Generally, “basis” is 
the purchase price, minus the cost of the land, plus any 
improvements already made to the property, minus the 
deprecation taken on the property. Buildings do not have to be 
income-producing to qualify, making the state credits more 
accessible to private home owners. The state tax credit is 25% 
of the total qualified rehabilitation expenses.  
 

The state and federal tax credits can also be combined for 
income-producing properties. To take advantage of either or 
both of the credits the rehabilitation work must follow the 
Secretary of Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation. A tax credit 
application form must be completed and approved before any 
work begins to make sure that the project will qualify for the 
credits. The Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
administers both the state tax credit program and the federal tax 
credit program. For the federal credit they review the project at  
the state level before it goes to the National Park Service, which 
makes the final determination.  
 
Application forms and information on the state and federal tax 
credits are available from the Historic Preservation Division of 
the Mississippi Department of Archives and History online at 
www.mdah.state.ms.us or by calling 601-576-6940.  

The Hotel Chester was a successful large-scale federal-tax
-credit project. It was individually listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places and therefore qualified for the 
credit. Smaller-scale projects can also be accomplished 
with the federal and state tax credits.  

PRESERVATION PRACTICES – 2 
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5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques 
or examples of craftsmanship that characterize an historic 
property shall be preserved. 

 

6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than 
replaced. Where the severity of deterioration requires 
replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature shall 
match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual 
qualities and, where possible, materials. Replacement of 
missing features, shall be substantiated by documentary, 
physical, or pictorial evidence.   

 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that 
cause damage to historic materials shall not be used. The 
surface cleaning of structures, if appropriate, shall be 
undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 

 

8. Significant archaeological resources affected by a project 
shall be protected and preserved. If such resources must be 
disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 

 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new 
construction shall not destroy historic materials that 
characterize the property. The new work shall be 
differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with 
the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to 
protect the integrity of the property and its environment. 

 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction 
shall be undertaken in such a manner that if removed in 
the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

Secretary of the Interior’s  
Standards for Rehabilitation 

 
1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be 

placed in a new use that requires minimal change to the 
defining characteristics of the building and its site and 
environment. 

 

2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and 
preserved. The removal of historic materials or alteration 
of features and spaces that characterize a property shall be 
avoided.  

 

3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of 
its time, place, and use. Changes that create a false sense of 
historical development, such as adding conjectural features 
or architectural elements from other buildings, shall not be 
undertaken. 

 

4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have 
acquired historic significance in their own right shall be 
retained and preserved. 

SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S STANDARDS 
 
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation are 
federal standards that describe the appropriateness of treatments 
for the rehabilitation of historic properties and are used during 
both planning and rehabilitation work. Tax Credit projects are 
required to follow the Standards for Rehabilitation, and the 
Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts are consistent with 
them. 
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Applying the Secretary of Interior’s Standards 
 

1. Identify, Retain and Preserve the form, materials, and 
detailing of the property that defines the character of the  
historic property. 

2. Protect and Maintain the character-defining aspects of 
the historic property with the least intervention possible 
and before undertaking other work. Protection includes 
regular maintenance 

3. Repair is the step beyond protect and maintain. It includes 
patching, piecing-in, splicing, and consolidating.  
Repairing also includes limited in-kind replacement. 

4. Replacement  is the last resort in the preservation process 
and is appropriate only if the missing feature cannot 
reasonably be repaired. Replace with the same material if 
possible, but a substitute material may be necessary. 

5. Designs for Missing Features should be based on the 
documented historic appearance of the property. If no 
documentation exists, a new design is appropriate if it 
respects the size, scale, and material of the property.   

STARKVILLE’S PRESERVATION GOALS 
 
Starkville’s preservation goals are outlined in the Statement of 
Purpose and Intent of the Starkville Historic Preservation 
Ordinance, which was adopted by the Mayor and Board of 
Aldermen on May 18, 2010. The goals in the Starkville 
ordinance are similar to the goals outlined in the ordinances of 
many historic communities in Mississippi and across the nation. 
 
In adopting a Historic Preservation Ordinance, the City of 
Starkville has recognized the importance of Starkville's historic 
resources and that these resources are worthy of protection from 
changes that may disrupt their historic character.  
 
The general purpose of the Starkville ordinance is to preserve, 
enhance, and perpetuate buildings having historical, cultural, 
architectural, and archaeological merit. Such activities will, in 
turn, promote and protect the health, safety, prosperity, 
education, and general welfare of the people living in and 
visiting Starkville. 

 

 

APPLYING THE SECRETARY’S STANDARDS 
 
When applying the Standards for Rehabilitation, include the 
following basic steps in the planning process to ensure a 
successful rehabilitation project and a successful review process 
for the intended work.   

6. Alterations/Additions to Historic Buildings are 
sometimes needed to insure continued use, but they should 
not radically change, obscure, or destroy character-
defining spaces, materials, features, or finishes.  

PRESERVATION PRACTICES—2 
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More specifically, the Starkville ordinance is designed to 
achieve the following goals:  

1. Protect, enhance and perpetuate resources which 
represent distinctive and significant elements of the 
City’s historical, cultural, social, economic, political, 
archaeological, and architectural identity; 

2. Insure the harmonious, orderly, and efficient growth and 
development of the City; 

3. Strengthen civic pride and cultural stability through 
neighborhood conservation; 

4. Stabilize the economy of the City through the continued 
use, preservation, and revitalization of its resources; 

5. Protect and enhance the City's attractions to tourists and 
visitors and the support and stimulus to business and 
industry thereby provided; 

6. Promote the use of resources for the education, pleasure, 
and welfare of the people of the city; 

7. Provide a review process for the preservation and 
appropriate development of the city's resources. 

 
The Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts will assist the 
city in fulfilling the goals outlined in the Starkville Historic 
Preservation Ordinance by providing written and illustrated 
Standards for  historic property owners, design professionals, 
and members of the Starkville Historic Preservation 
Commission. Having Standards and standards facilitates the 

work of the Starkville Historic Preservation Commission, whose 
members can make consistent and defensible decisions based on 
recognized preservation and design standards. The public 
benefits, because property owners and building professionals 
can follow the Standards during the planning process with some 
assurance that their projects will receive approval and help 
preserve the historic character of Starkville.  
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THE CERTIFICATE OF  
APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS 
 
 Review Procedure 
 Required Supporting Materials 
 Criteria for Issuance 
 Procedures for Issuance 
 Flow Chart 
 
 
REVIEW PROCEDURE  
 
A Certificate of Appropriateness, hereafter referred to as a 
COA, is required from the Starkville Historic Preservation 
Commission (SHPC) for any action affecting historic resources 
in the historic districts or individual landmarks or landmark 
sites as follows: 

1. New Construction (freestanding or addition) and 
including fences and walls visible from the street 

2. Substantial rehabilitation of a building’s exterior 

3. Changes to exterior building components such as siding, 
windows, doors, porches, etc.  

4. Demolition of existing structures 

5. Relocation of existing structures 

A map of the areas included in the local historic districts is 
available at the Starkville City Hall or online at 
www.cityofstarkville.org.  
 
Anyone desiring to undertake work in any of the local historic  
districts must submit a COA application to the Planning 
Department at the Starkville City Hall. A pre-application 
conference with the Planning Office staff prior to submittal of a 
COA application is highly recommended. Once a COA 
application is received and verified for all required information, 
the application will be forwarded to the SHPC for review.  
 
The SHPC will review the COA application at one of its 
regularly scheduled public hearings to determine if the 
requested work meets the Standards set forth in the Standards 
for Starkville’s Historic Districts and the Secretary of Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation. If the applicant's plans meet the 
commission's approval, a signed COA will be returned to the 
applicant and copied to the Building Department. After any 
required building permits are obtained work may begin. If the 
scope of work changes during construction from what was 
originally approved, the new work must be submitted to the 
SHPC for review. 
 
The applicant or an authorized representative of the applicant 
must attend the public SHPC meeting to present the application.  

THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS  - 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REQUIRED 
SUPPORT MATERIALS 
 
All COA applications must be complete and include the 
required supporting materials listed below before consideration. 
Ten (10) collated copies of the application and all supporting 
materials must be submitted to the Planning Office at City Hall 
for review. 
 
Incomplete COA applications will not be forwarded to the 
SHPC for consideration. 
 
 
New Construction or Substantial Rehabilitation 

• Description of design and materials to be used 
• Site plan (new buildings and additions only) 
• Architectural elevations 
• Comprehensive photographs 
•  Documentation of earlier historic appearance if available     
        (rehabilitation only) 

 
Minor Exterior Changes 

• Description of design and materials to be used 
• Photographs of the existing building 

 
Outbuildings, Fences, and Walls 

• Description of design and materials to be used 
• Site plan 
• Architectural elevations 
• Site photographs 

Demolition and Relocation 
• Photographs of existing building(s).  
• Narrative with a justification for demolition or relocation.  
NOTE: Relocation requires a moving permit and 
Demolition requires a demolition permit from the Building 
Department. For copies, contact the Building Department or 
go to www.cityofstarkville.org.  
 

Application Deadlines 
COA applications and support materials must be submitted at 
least thirty (30) days prior to a regular meeting of the SHPC. 
The SHPC meets on the fourth Tuesday of each month at 5:30 
pm in the City of Starkville Courtroom. A meeting and 
submittal schedule is available for reference at 
www.cityofstarkville.org. 
 
 
CRITERIA FOR ISSUANCE OF A  
CERTIFICATES OF APPROPRIATENESS 
 
The Commission and the City shall use the following criteria in 
granting or denying certificates of appropriateness: 
 
GENERAL FACTORS 
 

1. Architectural design of the existing building, structure, 
or appurtenance and proposed alteration;   

2. Historical significance of the resource; 

3. General appearance of the resource;  
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EXTERIOR ALTERATION 

1. All exterior alterations to a building, structure, or object, 
shall be compatible with the resource itself and other 
resources with which it is related. The original design of 
a building, structure, or object, shall be considered in 
applying these standards. 

2.  Exterior alterations shall not affect the architectural 
character or historic quality of a landmark and shall not 
destroy the significance of landmark sites. 

 
DEMOLITION 

In considering an application for the demolition of a landmark 
or a resource within a historic district, the following shall be 
considered: 

1. The commission shall consider the individual 
architectural, cultural, and/or historical significance of 
the resource. 

 

2. The commission shall consider the importance or 
contribution of the resource to the architectural character 
of the district. 

3. The commission shall consider the importance or 
contribution of the resource to neighboring property 
values. 

4. The commission shall consider the difficulty or 
impossibility of reproducing such a resource because of 
its texture, design, material or detail. 

4. Condition of the resource;  

5. Materials composing the resource; 

6. Size of the resource; 

7. The relationship of the above factors to, and their effect 
upon the immediate surroundings and, if within a 
preservation district, upon the district as a whole and its 
architectural and historical character and integrity.   

 
NEW CONSTRUCTION   

1. The following aspects of new construction shall be 
visually compatible with the buildings and environment 
with which the new construction is visually related, 
including but not limited to: the height, the gross 
volume, the proportion between width and height of the 
façade(s), the proportions and relationship between 
doors and windows, the rhythm of solids to voids created 
by openings in the façade, the materials, the textures, the 
patterns, the trims, and the design of the roof. 

2. The rhythm created by existing building masses and 
spaces between them shall be preserved. 

3. No specific architectural style shall be required. 

 
 
 
 
 

THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS  - 3 



12 STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 

5. Following recommendation for approval of demolition, 
the applicant must seek approval of replacement plans 
prior to receiving a demolition permit and other permits.  
Replacement plans for this purpose shall include, but 
shall not be restricted to, project concept, preliminary 
elevations and site plans, and completed working 
drawings for at least the foundation plan which will 
enable the applicant to receive a permit for foundation 
construction. 

6. Applicants that have received a recommendation for 
demolition shall be permitted to receive such demolition 
permit without additional commission action on 
demolition, following the commission's recommendation 
of a permit for new construction.  Permits for demolition 
and construction shall be issued simultaneously if 
requirements of new construction in the historic district 
are met, and the applicant provides financial proof of his 
ability to complete the project. 

7. When the commission recommends approval of 
demolition of a resource, a permit shall not be issued 
until all plans for the site have received approval from 
all appropriate city boards, commissions departments, 
and agencies. 

 

 

 

 

PROCEDURES FOR ISSUANCE OF A 
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
 
Anyone desiring to take action requiring a certificate of 
appropriateness concerning a resource for which a permit, 
variance, or other authorization from either the City Building 
Official or the City is also required, shall make application 
therefore in the form and manner required by the applicable 
code section or ordinance. Any such application shall also be 
considered an application for a certificate of appropriateness 
and shall include such additional information as may be 
required by the Commission. After receipt of any such 
application, the City Building Official shall be assured that the 
application is proper and complete. No building permit shall be 
issued by the City Building Official, which affects a resource 
without a certificate of appropriateness. In the event that a 
building permit need not be obtained for a building, structure, or 
object to be erected within a historic district or on a landmark or 
landmark site, a certificate of appropriateness is still required 
before such building, structure, or object may be erected. 
Thereafter, such application shall be reviewed in accordance 
with the following procedure: 
 

A. When any such application is filed, the City Building 
Official shall immediately notify the Commission 
Chairman or vice-chairman, if the chairman is 
unavailable, of the application having been filed. 

 
B.  If at the time of filing of an application, there is not a 

Commission meeting already scheduled within thirty 
(30) days of this filing, the chairman or vice-chairman 
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shall set a time and date, which shall be not later than 
fifteen (15) days after the filing of the application for a 
hearing by the Commission, and the City Building 
Official shall be so informed.  

 
C. The applicant shall, upon request, have the right to a 

preliminary conference with commission support staff 
for the purpose of making any changes or adjustments to 
the application, which might be more consistent with the 
Commission's standards. 

 
D.  Not later than fifteen (15) days before the date set for the 

said hearing, the City Building Official shall mail notice 
thereof to the applicant at the address in the application 
and to all members of the Commission. 

 
E.  Notice of the time and place of said hearing shall be 

given by publication in a newspaper having general 
circulation in the community at least ten (10) days 
before such hearing and/or by posting such notice at 
City Hall. 

 
F. At such hearing, the applicant for a certificate of 

appropriateness shall have the right to present any 
relevant evidence in support of the application. 
Likewise, the governing body shall have the right to 
present any additional relevant evidence in support of 
the application. 

 
G. The Commission shall have the right to recommend 

changes and modifications to enable the applicant to 

meet the requirements of the Commission. 
 
H. Within not more than twenty-one (21) days after the 

hearing on an application, the Commission shall act 
upon it, either approving, denying, or deferring action 
until the next meeting of the Commission. Evidence of 
approval of the application shall be by certificate of 
appropriateness issued by the Commission and, 
whatever its decision, notice in writing shall be given to 
the applicant and the City Building Official. 

 
I. Whenever a local Historic Preservation Commission 

shall deny or recommend denial of a certificate of 
appropriateness, an applicant may resubmit a new 
application at any time, except that an applicant must 
wait six (6) months whenever an application for a 
certificate of appropriateness is denied for a landmark 
property of statewide or national significance, and notice 
of any second or subsequent application must be sent to 
the Mississippi Department of Archives and History as 
well as to the local Historic Preservation Commission. 

 
J.  In all cases of applications affecting National Historic 

Landmarks, at least two-thirds of the members of the 
Commission must approve a certificate of 
appropriateness in order for it to be granted. 

 
K. The issuance of a certificate of appropriateness shall not 

relieve an applicant from obtaining a building permit, 
special use permit, variance, or other authorization from 
compliance with any other requirement or provision of 

THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS – 3 
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the laws of the city concerning zoning, construction, 
repair, or demolition. 

 
L.  Denial of a certificate of appropriateness shall be 

binding upon the City Building Official or the agency 
responsible for issuing building permits and shall 
prevent the issuance of other building permits for the 
same parcel until a certificate of appropriateness is 
approved. The Commission chairman or designated 
member shall be responsible for signing of the Building 
Department’s “Building Permit Routing Form” for the 
issuance of a building permit for all applicable 
structures. 

 
M. A certificate of appropriateness may be required for 

work, which does not require a building permit. A 
certificate of appropriateness may be evidenced by either 
a written and dated letter to an owner or applicant or 
such a letter accompanied by a signed and dated stamp 
on the face of any and all architectural or project 
drawings prepared for a project. 

 
N.  A certificate of appropriateness shall expire after six (6) 

months if work has not begun. 
 
 

APPEALS 
 
The applicant who desires to appeal a decision by the 
commission shall file a written appeal to the City Planner within 
ten (10) calendar days after the determination of the issue by the 

Commission. Any such appeal shall be reviewed by the Board 
of Aldermen at their next regularly scheduled meeting upon the 
record established before the Commission after the formal 
approval of the minutes of the Commission at which the matter 
was decided. Any local property owner or organization within 
160’ of the property line in question that is aggrieved or 
damaged by the Commission’s decision may appeal in the same 
manner. 
 
 
BUILDING PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 
 
In addition to a COA Application, most proposals will require a 
building permit from the Building Department at City Hall. 
Building permits will not be issued without proof of a COA. 
After application approval, the COA expires if construction does 
not begin within six (6) months of approval by the SHPC.  
 
The SHPC must review and approve any modifications or 
amendments to the approved plans prior to the beginning of 
work. 
 
All work must be completed as presented to and approved by 
the SHPC. 
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CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS 
Is a Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) required for my project? 

 
When a property owner desires to make exterior alterations or additions to a historic resource located within a local historic district a 
Certificate of Appropriateness is required unless the scope of the project consists only of routine maintenance (i.e.: repainting, replac-
ing asphalt shingle roofs with like materials, repairing existing materials with like kind materials, etc.) executed in conformance with 
the Secretary of the Interiors Standards, or the work consists solely of interior modifications or repairs. 
 

Flow Chart of the COA Application Process: 

 
 

Project  
Conception 

Exterior 
Maintenance 

Exterior  
Addition,  
Alteration 

Or 
Demolition/
Relocation 

Interior  
Maintenance 

Or 
Alterations 

Note: Applicants considering applying for Federal of State Tax Credits for Historic Preservation projects are strongly encouraged to make contact with the 
Mississippi Department of Archives and History regarding the tax credit process prior to proceeding with the development of the design to ensure that all 
proposed work is in compliance with the requirements of the tax credit process. The City of Starkville Historic Preservation Commission does not approve tax 
credits, nor does approval for tax credits constitute a Certificate of Appropriateness from the Starkville Historic Preservation Commission. 

 

See 
Note 

 

See 
Note  

 

See 
Note  

COA 
Is Not  

Required  

COA 
Is Not  

Required  

COA 
Is 

Required 

Apply for 
Building Permit 

if necessary  

Develop 
Required 

Submittals 

Submit to 
SHPC for 
Review 

COA is Issued 
or Denied by 

SHPC 

 

COA  
Issued 

 

COA 
Denied 

 

Withdraw 
Application 

Revise and 
Resubmit to 

SHPC 

Submit to 
Building 

Department 
for  

Permitting 
Contact Building 
Department for  
review process.  

SHPC meets monthly Allow 30 days 

Contact Building 
Department for review 

process.  

See Application 

THE CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PROCESS – 3 
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GENERAL MAINTENANCE 
 
 Introduction to Maintenance 
 Maintenance and Inspection Checklist 

 
 
INTRODUCTION TO MAINTENANCE: 
 
Historic buildings generally require more monitoring and 
maintenance than newer construction. However, historic 
buildings offer rich detailing and character that is rarely 
affordable in new construction. Regular inspection and prompt 
maintenance will preserve original building components and 
avoid expensive replacement costs.  
 
The following maintenance and inspection checklist identifies 
components of historic buildings that should be checked 
regularly and items to look for that could cause problems or be 
signs of potential problems.  
 
 
MAINTENANCE AND INSPECTION CHECKLIST: 
 
ROOF 
 
Inspect:  Once a year 
 
Check For: Roof shingles and ridge caps that are loose, 

broken, torn, or missing and so can allow water 
infiltration 

 

  Problems with flashing along valleys and 
parapets or around chimneys, dormers, and 
vents, which can allow water infiltration 

 
 Water infiltration visible in interior attic spaces, 

which may be indicative of the problems 
described above  

 
GUTTERS AND DOWNSPOUTS 
 
Inspect:  Every 6 months 
 
Check For: Sagging, bent, or loose gutters 
 

Deteriorated gutters that leak when it rains or 
those that drip when it is no longer raining, 
usually indicating debris or holes in gutters  
 
Gutters coming loose from fascia boards and 
downspouts coming loose from gutters or walls 
 
Gutters coming loose from fascia boards and 
downspouts coming loose from gutters or walls 

 
SIDING 
 
Inspect:   Once a year 
 
Check For: Cracking, blistering, or peeling paint, which may 

indicate moisture problems 
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GENERAL MAINTENANCE – 4 

Loose, cracked, or damaged siding boards or 
bricks, which could allow water infiltration 
 
Deteriorated mortar in masonry walls, which may 
indicate rising or falling damp 
 
Excessive buildup of mold and mildew on the 
surface of siding, which may indicate moisture 
retention underneath the siding 
 

DOORS AND WINDOWS 
 
Inspect:  Every 6 months 
 
Check For: Missing or loose caulking around door and 

window openings, which could allow water 
infiltration 

 
 Glass panes with missing or deteriorated glazing, 

which could lead to glass falling out and allow 
water to seep into the window sash and so cause 
deterioration 

  
 Cracked or loose glass 
 
PORCHES 
 
Inspect:  Every 6 months 
 
Check For: Signs of compression beneath posts or columns, 

which may indicate rotted beams and joists  

  Rotted fascia boards, which could allow water 
infiltration 

 
 Loose or warped porch floor boards, which may 

indicate moisture problems below them 
 
 Rotted or damaged floor boards, which could 

allow water infiltration 
 
 Water stains on the porch ceiling, which may 

indicate problems with the roofing or flashing 
 
 Damage to columns and/or posts from rot or 

insect infestation, which could allow water 
infiltration or cause structural failure 

 
FOUNDATION 
 
Inspect:  Once a year 
 
Check For: Recent tilting or shifting of piers, new cracks in 

mortar joints or masonry, which may indicate 
foundation movement 
 
Growth of moss or the appearance of green 
staining which may indicate moisture retention at 
the foundation possibly due to water pooling 
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EXTERIOR SIDING, SUPPORTING PIERS, 
AND CRAWL SPACE ENCLOSURE  
 
 Exterior Siding 

 Masonry - Stone, Brick, Concrete, Stucco 
 Wood 
 Substitute Siding  
 Metal 

 Supporting Piers and Foundation Walls 
      Maintenance, Repair, Replacement, Alteration, and  

        Installation 
 Crawl Space Enclosure 

      Maintenance, Repair, Replacement, Alteration, and  
        Installation 

 
 
EXTERIOR SIDING  
 
The primary purpose of exterior siding is to protect the structure 
and interior of a building from weather. Historic buildings 
feature a variety of exterior finishes, many of which can be 
decorative as well as functional. Siding is often a character-
defining feature of a building. Queen Anne-style houses often 
mix clapboard and shingle siding, Tudor-style houses usually 
feature combinations of brick and stone, while Craftsman-style 
houses are usually sided in wood clapboards. Changing or 
covering the historic siding can decrease the historic value of a 
building. Each type of exterior siding comes with its own 
special benefits and unique preservation challenges. 

MASONRY - STONE, BRICK, CONCRETE, 
STUCCO, AND MORTAR   
 
Brick and stone are two of the most durable historic building 
materials. In the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, brick and 
stone served as  structural materials as well as siding. In 
twentieth-century buildings, brick and stone are more likely to 
be veneers applied to buildings that are framed in wood or 
metal.   
 
The most common types of stone used in historic buildings in 
the United States are sandstone, limestone, marble, granite, 
slate, and fieldstone. Stone was not a popular building material 
in Mississippi, since good stone usually had to be imported.  
The use of stone in early buildings was generally limited to 
lintels, keystones, thresholds, splash blocks, and paving. In the 
early twentieth-century stone was sometimes used on facades of 
banks and public buildings.   
 
The masonry buildings in Starkville mostly use brick. The 
brick of Starkville’s early-twentieth-century commercial 
buildings is structural, but most later residential buildings, 
including Tudor-, Craftsman-, and Ranch-style houses are brick 
veneer. Brick can be decorative as well as functional with some 
buildings featuring cornices of protruding brick, recessed brick 
panels, brick arches defining window and door openings, and 
patterned brickwork giving visual interest to the façade. 
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Concrete is the name used for a composition material 
consisting of sand, gravel, crushed stone, or other coarse 
aggregate that is bound together with a cementitious material, 
such as lime or cements. Adding water initiates a chemical 
reaction that causes the mixture to harden. Various concrete 
mixtures have been used in building for centuries, but concrete 
is generally considered to be a twentieth-century building 
material. 
 
Concrete can also be poured in molds to form different shapes, 
often decorative in nature, which can then be applied to building 
facades. Concrete panels that were cast with the name of a 
building sometimes appear in parapets of commercial or public 
buildings. Blocks can also be formed from concrete and 
installed like stone or used in smaller pieces for features such as 
lintels, sills and caps. This type of concrete is often called Cast-
Stone.   

Reinforced concrete is given tensile strength by the inclusion of 
metal bars within the cement and aggregate mixture before it 
hardens. Both un-reinforced and reinforced concrete can be cast-
in-place or pre-cast. Hollow-cast concrete blocks with rusticated 
or vermiculated surfaces became popular in the early twentieth 
century.  
 
Stucco is the term used for exterior plaster, traditionally a 
mixture of lime and sand, with hair or straw added as a binder.  
Typically, stucco is applied as a two or three-part coating 
directly onto masonry, or applied over wood or metal lath to a 
wood-frame structure. Stucco surfaces were used in 
commercial , public, and residential applications in Starkville.  
 
Builders and/or masons sometimes applied a stucco finish over 
brick to arrest structural deterioration caused by rising damp and 
soft brick. In the early twentieth-century, builders and masons, 
began to use hard Portland cement as a stucco finish, which has 
created problems for owners of historic buildings, as it traps 
moisture and is difficult to remove without damaging the 
underlying brick. 
 
Mortar is used to bond masonry units, whether stone, brick, 
terra cotta, or concrete block. Before 1880, mortar was generally 
soft and consisted primarily of lime and sand. It allowed for the 
contraction and expansion of the masonry units caused by 
temperature change and allowed for easy removal and 
replacement if necessary. After 1880, hard Portland cement 
mortars became more popular, making it harder to repair 
masonry and allowing less opportunity for contraction and 
expansion.  
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The old Starkville 
High School on 
Greensboro Street 
has a combination 
of brick in 
decorative patterns 
and cast-stone 
blocks for the 
entrance and cast-
stone decorative 
panels. 
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR  
 
Retain and repair original masonry wherever possible.  
Although very durable, masonry buildings are still susceptible to 
damage and deterioration resulting from poor materials, lack of 
maintenance, and/or inappropriate rehabilitation efforts. 
 
BRICK AND STONE 
Most of the brick buildings in Starkville are built with bricks 
that were evenly fired and uniform in size, which make them 
durable and long lasting if properly maintained.   
 
Masonry buildings are subject to rising damp, a condition that 
occurs when the ground at the base of the building is constantly 
wet and moisture is wicked up the building from the ground 
through the masonry. Rising damp causes deterioration of both 

masonry and mortar and can damage interior wall surfaces. 
Historic brick buildings sometimes have a damp course below 
or at grade, which is a layer of slate intended to disrupt the 
capillary action of the moisture in the brick. Masonry buildings 
can also be subject to falling damp when water penetrates near 
or at the top of a brick wall and seeps downward. 
   
To prevent rising damp, slope the ground away from the 
building to allow proper drainage. Make sure that water from 
downspouts does not pool at the base of the spouts and that the 
spouts channel water away from the building. Many problems 
with rising damp have been ameliorated by simply removing 
foundation plantings, which contribute to moisture retention 
around the base of buildings. Avoid exterior waterproof coatings 
because they prevent rising damp from evaporating through the 
exterior surface and accelerate the deterioration of interior wall 
surfaces.   
 
Falling damp is a problem common to brick buildings that have 
parapet walls (walls that extend above the roof) and is usually 
the result of damage, deterioration, or poor flashing-installation 
between the wall and the roof surface. Unfortunately, water can 
penetrate the tops of parapet walls, and sometimes capping the 
parapet wall with metal is the only solution to falling damp.  
 
To halt and cover the damage caused by rising and falling damp 
many property owners and contractors have applied stucco to 
the bases or tops of walls. Unfortunately, the stucco only 
exacerbates the problem. Impeded from easily evaporating at the 
lower portion of the wall, rising damp simply climbs higher. 
Stucco on the upper portion of a wall causes the falling damp to 

The house at 512 Greensboro Street has stucco-covered 
exterior walls. . 
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extend downward. In many cases, property owners and 
contractors have used Portland-cement stucco in an attempt to 
stop the water infiltration and have irreparably damaged their 
historic masonry. Portland cement is harder than brick and 
stone and is almost impossible to remove without damaging the 
masonry beneath.     
 

Other masonry problems are usually related to water. Poorly 
maintained gutters and downspouts that do not control water 
runoff are far worse than no gutters and downspouts because 
large amounts of water can be discharged at one spot. Areas 
adjacent to windows and doors are particularly susceptible to 
water damage due to poorly maintained sills, flashing, capping, 
roofing, and caulking. Where masonry meets a different 
material surface such as wood, a bead of caulk needs to be 
applied to seal the gap between the two materials and maintain 
a connection between the two when the different materials 
contract and expand at different rates. When caulk becomes 
brittle it should be replaced, as it no longer provides the 
flexibility to seal the gap when the materials change size. 

This kitchen building behind a historic mansion in Natchez 
shows the effects of rising damp along the base of the build-
ing. Water running along the façade and pooling at the base 
of the side elevation is the source of the problem. Controlling 
water run-off and preventing the pooling of water will correct 
the problem.   

This building is suffering from falling damp most likely from 
water that is infiltrating at the top of the parapet and causing 
the noticeable stucco discoloration at the top of the wall and 
the problems with the stucco losing its bond with the brick 
below and falling off of the building.     
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Moisture problems in masonry walls are better handled by 
addressing the source of water infiltration than by trying to 
cover them up with coatings of other materials.   
 
Brick and stone should only be cleaned to halt deterioration or 
to remove very heavy soiling. Employ the gentlest means 
possible using only low-pressure water and a mild detergent, if 
necessary. A soft brush with water can also be used to help 
remove dirt. High-pressure water will erode mortar and force 
too much water into the masonry wall. Sandblasting should 
never be used, as it will not only erode mortar but will also 
remove the glazed outer surface of brick, which provides a 
weather-resistant coating, and so hasten deterioration.  
 
Bricks and stone that have never been painted should not be 
painted nor should commercial sealants or waterproof coatings 
be applied, except in extreme circumstances. Paint and 
commercial sealants can trap water in the bricks or stone and 
create additional problems, especially on interior surfaces where 
the water trapped in the wall will try to escape. Paint also 
becomes a maintenance issue as it tends to flake off. If a brick 
or stone building has been painted, it is acceptable to repaint. 
Paint can be removed with chemicals or other gentle methods. 
Sandblasting should never be used to remove paint.   
 
 

This National Park Service photograph illustrates the 
negative effects of sandblasting, which should never be used 
to clean brick buildings. Sandblasting will not only erode 
mortar but will also remove the glazed outer surface of brick, 
leaving a dimpled surface and hastening deterioration.  

The owner of this brick building tried to stop the mortar 
erosion and water infiltration by smearing concrete over the 
deteriorated areas. This makes it very difficult to properly 
repair the problems in the future and will cause damage to 
the bricks if an attempt is made to remove the concrete. 
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CONCRETE 
Inferior materials, poor workmanship, inherent structural-design 
defects, environmental factors, and poor maintenance all are 
sources of deterioration in concrete. Moisture, however, is the 
primary source of concrete deterioration. Cracking is inevitable 
over a period of time, and hairline, nonstructural cracks are not 
a major problem as long as they do not provide a conduit for 
water to enter the building. Serious concrete problems are often 
caused by corrosion of reinforcing bars or by deflection of 
concrete beams and joists.   
      
 
STUCCO 
Traditional stucco is applied by hand in a two-part process on 
solid masonry walls or on lath made of wood or a metal mesh  
(primarily in the twentieth century). Historic stucco is not a very 
long-lasting building material and needs regular maintenance. 
Historically, owners periodically whitewashed stucco, which 
renewed the finish, filled hairline cracks, and increased stability. 
As with other masonry materials, most stucco deterioration 
derives from water infiltration. Water infiltration causes wood 
lath to rot and metal lath to rust, both of which cause stucco 
failure. The causes of water infiltration are generally the same 
for stucco as for other forms of masonry. 
 
Repairs should be designed to keep excessive water away from 
the stucco, with emphasis on repairs to the roof, gutters, 
downspouts, flashing, and parapet walls, as well as on directing 
rainwater runoff at ground level away from wall surfaces. 
Inappropriate repairs and treatments often contribute to 
deterioration, particularly if hard Portland cement is used to 

make repairs. Like mortar used to bond masonry, stucco used in 
repairs should be softer than the original masonry that it covers. 
Commercially available caulking compounds are not suitable for 
patching cracks in stucco as they weather differently than 
stucco. Most stucco repairs require the skill of a professional 
plasterer who will use a proper mixture of lime and sand for the 
stucco patch, which will allow it to breathe and allow for water 
vapor to escape. Modern synthetic stuccos do not have the same 
properties as traditional stucco and should not be used for 
repairs.  
 
 
MORTAR 
Preserve original mortar where possible and replace or repoint 
only where necessary. Mortar used to bond masonry should be 
softer than the masonry, which will allow for contraction and 
expansion and for easy removal and replacement when 
necessary. The recommended formula for historic brick mortar 
is one part lime by volume to two parts sand. To increase 
workability, Portland cement can be added, but only to a 
maximum of one-fifth of the volume of lime. 

The spot repointing of this brick wall 
does not match the original in color, 
texture, or form of joints. Joints are too 
large and mortar is smeared on the face 
of bricks.  The tell-tale, dark gray color 
and texture of the mortar indicates that 
Portland cement mortar was used. The 
cracked and spalled brick (center top) 
resulted from the expansion of the 
harder Portland mortar.    
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Mortar for repointing should match the original mortar in color, 
texture, and form (type of mortar joint; manner in which the 
joint was originally struck by the mason). Mortar joints should 
be slightly recessed, and masonry surfaces should be free of 
mortar.  
 
Using a mortar that is too hard, like Portland cement, will cause 
cracking and spalling (surface erosion) because it prevents 
bricks from expanding and contracting with changes in 
temperature and humidity. To match the color of mortar for 
repointing, samples need to be laid up weeks before work 
begins to allow for color changes during drying. 

REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION  
 
Consider replacement only when it is not feasible to repair 
masonry features by patching, piecing, or consolidating.  
Replacement should be based on the physical and/or 
photographic evidence of the original feature. For example, 
replacement bricks should match the original in size, color, and 
texture. Consider substituting compatible materials only if the 
same kind of material is not technically or economically 
feasible.   

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs:  1 - The Cleaning and Waterproof Coating
 of Masonry Buildings 
Preservation Briefs: 2 - Repointing Mortar Joints in Historic 
 Brick Buildings 
Preservation Briefs:  6 - Dangers of Abrasive Cleaning to  
 Historic Buildings 
Preservation Briefs:  7 - The Preservation of Historic Glazed   
 Architectural Terra-Cotta 
Preservation Briefs: 15 - Preservation of Historic Concrete:  
 Problems and General  Approaches  
Preservation Briefs: 22 - The Preservation and Repair of  
 Historic Stucco 
Preservation Briefs: 38 - Removing Graffiti from Historic  
 Masonry 
Preservation Briefs: 39 - Controlling Unwanted Moisture  
 in Historic Buildings 
Preservation Briefs: 42 - The Maintenance, Repair and  
 Replacement of Historic Cast Stone 

This photograph supplied by Chagrin Falls 
Preservation in Ohio illustrates the spalling 
that can occur only five years after using 
Portland-cement mortar in repointing.   
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SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S RECOMMENDATIONS - 
MASONRY 
 
Identify, retain, and preserve 
Recommended: 

Identifying, retaining, and preserving masonry features that 
are important in defining the overall historic character of a 
building, such as walls, brackets, railings, cornices, window 
architraves, door pediments, steps, columns and details such 
as tooling and bonding patterns, coatings, and color. 
 

Not Recommended: 
Removing or radically changing masonry features which are 
important in defining the overall historic character of the 
building so that, as a result, the character is diminished. 
 
Replacing or rebuilding a major portion of exterior masonry 
walls that could be repaired so that, as a result, the building 
is no longer historic and is essentially a new construction. 
 
Applying paint or other coatings such as stucco to masonry 
that has been historically unpainted or uncoated to create a 
new appearance. 
 
Removing paint from historically painted masonry. 
 
Radically changing the type of paint or coating or its color. 

 
Protect and maintain 
Recommended: 
      Protecting and maintaining masonry by providing proper  

 

drainage so that water does not stand on flat, horizontal 
surfaces or accumulate in curved decorative features. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to evaluate and treat the various causes of mortar 

joint deterioration such as leaking roofs or gutters, 
differential settlement of the building, capillary action, or 
extreme weather exposure. 

 
Recommended: 
 Cleaning masonry only when necessary to halt deterioration 

or remove heavy soiling. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Cleaning masonry surfaces when they are not heavily soiled 

to create a new appearance, thus needlessly introducing 
chemicals or moisture into historic materials. 

 
Recommended: 
 Carrying out masonry surface cleaning tests after it has been 

determined that such cleaning is appropriate. Tests should be 
observed over a sufficient period of time so that both the 
immediate and long range effects are known to enable 
selection of the gentlest method possible.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Cleaning masonry surfaces without testing or without 

sufficient time for the testing results to be of value.     
 

Recommended: 
      Cleaning masonry surfaces with the gentlest method 
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possible, such as low pressure water and detergents, using 
natural bristle brushes. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Sandblasting brick or stone surfaces using dry or wet grit or 

other abrasives. These methods of cleaning permanently 
erode the surface of the material and accelerate 
deterioration. 

 
 Using a cleaning method that involves water or liquid 

chemical solutions when there is any possibility of freezing 
temperatures. 

 
 Cleaning with chemical products that will damage masonry, 

such as using acid on limestone or marble, or leaving 
chemicals on masonry surfaces. 

 
 Applying high pressure water cleaning methods that will 

damage historic masonry and the mortar joints. 
 
Recommended: 
 Inspecting painted masonry surfaces to determine whether 

repainting is necessary. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing paint that is firmly adhering to, and thus 

protecting, masonry surfaces. 
 

Recommended:   
 Removing damaged or deteriorated paint only to the next 

sound layer using the gentlest method possible (e.g., hand- 

 scraping) prior to repainting. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Using methods of removing paint which are destructive to 

masonry, such as sandblasting, application of caustic 
solutions, or high pressure water-blasting.  

 
Recommended: 
 Applying compatible paint coating systems following proper 

surface preparation. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to follow manufacturers’ product and application 

instructions when repainting masonry.  
 
Recommended: 
 Repainting with colors that are historically appropriate to the 

building and the district. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Using new paint colors that are inappropriate to the historic 

building and district. 
 
Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of the masonry to determine 

whether more than protection and maintenance are required, 
that is, if repairs to the masonry features will be necessary. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of masonry features. 
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  Repointing with a synthetic caulking compound. 
 
 Using a “scrub” coating technique to re-point instead of 

traditional repointing methods. 
 
Recommended: 
 Duplicating old mortar joints in width and in joint profile. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Changing the width or joint profile when repointing. 
 
Recommended: 
 Repairing stucco by removing the damaged material and 

patching with new stucco that duplicates the old in strength, 
composition, color, and texture. 

 
Not Recommended 
 Removing sound stucco; or repairing with new stucco that is 

stronger than the historic material or does not convey the 
same visual appearance. 

 
Recommended: 
 Cutting damaged concrete back to remove the source of 

deterioration (often corrosion on metal reinforcement bars).  
The new patch must be applied carefully so it will bond 
satisfactorily with, and match, the historic concrete. 

 
Not Recommended: 

Patching concrete without removing the source of 
deterioration. 

 

REPAIR 
Recommended: 
 Repairing masonry walls and other masonry features by 

repointing the mortar joints where there is evidence of 
deterioration such as disintegrating mortar, cracks in mortar 
joints, loose bricks, damp walls, or damaged plasterwork.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing non-deteriorated mortar from sound joints, then 

repointing the entire building to achieve a uniform 
appearance. 

 
Recommended:  
 Removing deteriorated mortar by carefully hand-raking the 

joints to avoid damaging the masonry. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Using electric saws and hammers rather than hand tools to 

remove deteriorated mortar from joints prior to repointing. 
 
Recommended: 
 Duplicating old mortar in strength, composition, color, and 

texture. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Repointing with mortar of high portland cement content 

(unless it is the content of the historic mortar). This can 
often create a bond that is stronger than the historic material 
and can cause damage as a result of the differing coefficient 
of expansion and the different porosity of the material and 
the mortar.  
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Recommended: 
 Repairing masonry features by patching, piecing-in, or 

consolidating the masonry using recognized preservation 
methods. Repair may also include the limited replacement in 
kind - or with compatible substitute material - of those 
extensively deteriorated or missing parts of masonry features 
when there are no surviving prototypes such as terra-cotta 
brackets or stone balusters. 

 
Not Recommended; 
 Replacing an entire masonry feature such as a cornice or 

balustrade when repair of the masonry and limited 
replacement of deteriorated or missing parts are appropriate.   

 
 Using a substitute material for the replacement part that does 

not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 
the masonry feature or that is physically or chemically 
incompatible.   

 
Recommended: 
 Applying new or non-historic surface treatments such as 

water-repellent coatings to masonry only after repointing 
and only if masonry repairs have failed to arrest water 
penetration problems. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Applying waterproof, water repellent, or non-historic 

coatings such as stucco to masonry as a substitute for 
repointing and masonry repairs. Coatings are frequently 
unnecessary, expensive, and may change the appearance of 
historic masonry as well as accelerate its deterioration.   

REPLACE 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire masonry feature that is too 

deteriorated to repair - if the overall form and detailing are 
still evident - using the physical evidence as a model to 
reproduce the feature. Examples can include large sections 
of a wall, a cornice, balustrade, column, or stairway. If using 
the same kind of material is not technically or economically 
feasible, then a compatible substitute material may be 
considered.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing a masonry feature that is not repairable and not 

replacing it; or replacing it with a new feature that does not 
convey the same visual appearance.  

 
Design for Missing Historic Features 
 Recommended: 
 Designing and installing a new masonry feature such as 

steps or a door pediment when the historic feature is 
completely missing. It may be an accurate restoration using 
historical, pictorial, and physical documentation; or be a 
new design that is compatible with the size, scale, material, 
and color of the historic building. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Creating a false historical appearance because the replaced 

masonry feature is based on insufficient historical, pictorial, 
and physical documentation.  Introducing a new masonry 
feature that is incompatible in size, scale, material, and 
color.  
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WOOD - CLAPBOARD, WEATHERBOARD, BEVELED SIDING, 
DROP SIDING, SHIPLAP SIDING, TONGUE-AND-GROOVE 
SIDING, CENTER-MATCHED SIDING, BOARD-AND-BATTEN 
SIDING, NOVELTY SIDING, SHINGLE SIDING 

 
Wood has played a major role in the construction of historic 
buildings in almost every period and style. It is used structurally 
and as flooring, siding, ornament, and interior finish. The 
availability of wood and its ability to be planed, sawn, gouged, 
and carved contribute to its usefulness and popularity. Wood is 
the most common exterior siding materials used on residential 
buildings in Starkville.   

 
 
Clapboard, weatherboard, and lap siding are generally 
interchangeable and generic terms to describe wood siding 
consisting of horizontal boards that overlap to shed water.  
Typically, board width varies from 6 to 9 inches, and boards 
overlap at least 1 inch. Very early houses sometimes had siding 
as wide as 12 or more inches.   
 
Beveled siding is a type of lap siding that refers to horizontal 
boards that are beveled, or tapered, with the upper edge thinner 
than the lower edge. Beveled siding includes both plain and 
rabbeted patterns. Overlapping beveled siding creates a bold 
shadow line and leaves a cavity between the siding board and 
the stud or sheathing behind. Rabbeted beveled siding is milled 
to fit over the thin edge of the preceding course, which allows 
the overlapping siding to lie flat against the studs or sheathing.  
Rabbeted beveled siding is sometimes called drop siding.   

The house at 518 Greensboro retains its original lap 
siding.  
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Shiplap siding is not beveled and lies flat against studs or 
sheathing. Each piece of siding has a cut out on the top front 
and lower rear so that the boards lap over or under the adjoining 
piece of siding. Often the boards are cut and nailed to create 
decorative channels.   
 
Tongue-and-Groove or flush siding is usually found on 
protected wall surfaces such as those under a porch. It is not 
beveled and lies flat against studs or sheathing. Each piece of 
siding has a cut out or groove at the bottom and a small, thin 
projection, or tongue, at the top which is smaller than the width 
of the board. The tongue then fits in the groove of the board 
above, making the wall surface completely flat. Tongue-and-
groove siding is also sometimes called center-matched siding. 

The shiplap siding on the left is not beveled and so lies flat 
against the wall studs or sheathing. Its installation leaves a 
visible channel. The tongue-and-groove or flush siding on the 
right does not leave a visible channel and is more appropriate 
for protected exterior walls.  

Plain beveled siding Rabbeted beveled siding 

Shiplap siding Tongue-and-groove siding 
This house at 101 
Nash Street has 
beveled wood siding, 
which is typical of the 
Craftsman style of 
architecture.  
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Board-and-batten siding consists of vertical boards that are 
laid flat against structural members and are spaced at least 1/2 
inch apart to allow for expansion. Wood strips, called battens, 
are applied atop the boards to cover the spaces. Board-and-
batten siding is often associated with vernacular buildings. 

Novelty siding is a term sometimes applied to rabbeted siding 
types that are grooved at the top. They were popular in the early 
twentieth-century. Some architectural historians also use the 
term novelty siding to describe the narrow siding with rounded 
edges that was popular during the Colonial Revival period from 
circa 1900 to 1940. The term novelty siding is also used to 
describe late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century boards that 
were beaded and/or grooved for use on exterior ceilings, 
sheltered exterior walls, and interior wall surfaces. This form of 
siding is usually referred to as simply “beaded-board.”   

The house at 405 East Gillespie has shiplap siding .  

The house at 105 East Gillespie has board-and-batten 
siding under the entry porch.  
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF WOOD SIDING 
 
Wood is susceptible to damage and deterioration from the lack 
of maintenance, insect infestation, and inappropriate 
rehabilitation efforts. But if properly installed and maintained 
wood siding will last for a long time. Whenever possible retain 
and repair original wood siding rather than replace it. The key is 
regular maintenance and repainting to prevent water infiltration. 

Shingle siding is most commonly found on Queen Anne and 
Craftsman-style houses. Shingles are small pieces of cut wood 
with straight, rounded, or angled edges. Queen Anne-style 
buildings often have shingles in combination with other siding 
materials, and sometimes mix different patterns of shingles 
together to form interesting designs. Shingle siding appears 
most frequently on upper wall sections and on gables. The fish-
scale pattern was one of the most popular, featuring shingles 
with rounded edges that when placed together look like the 
scales of a fish.  
 

Wood shingles, or shakes, were also used on later houses such 
as those in the Tudor and Ranch styles. However, unlike the 
decorative patterned shingles of the Queen Anne style they are 
rectangular and so less decorative, but sometimes applied in 
random widths. 

The gable of 
406 Green 
Street has 
rounded 
shingles in a  
pattern 
commonly 
known as fish
-scale. It also 
has a central 
diamond 
pattern using 
pointed 
shingles.  

The house at 402 Greensboro Street has wood-shake siding 
applied in a random width pattern..  
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Inspect siding frequently for cracked or sprung siding boards, 
which should be sealed or reattached to prevent water from 
penetrating. Check also for damage from insects, particularly 
termites, which climb upward in search of damp wood.  Inspect 
and maintain caulking to prevent water infiltration.  Caulk 
around windows and doors and at junctions of trim and siding.   
 
Inspect to make sure that leaking gutters or downspouts are not 
causing damage to the wood siding. 
 
Repaint when paint on siding begins to peel and chip. Before 
repainting, the surface should be scraped, sanded, and washed.  
If mildew is present, the source of the mildew should be 
determined, corrected, and the surface cleaned prior to 
repainting. Some mildew is inevitable on shaded areas in hot, 
humid weather; however, excessive mildew indicates a 
problem. Mildew preventives can also be added to paint. 
 
High-pressure water washing is not necessary or advisable to 
clean the surface of wood. Normal hose pressure is sufficient. 
When sanding, do not use rotary sanders with sanding discs, 
because they can damage the wood and leave swirl marks on 
the surface of the siding. Also, do not use a rotary wire stripper, 
which can seriously damage the siding. 
 
Sections of siding that have severe alligatoring (rough surface 
where partial layers of earlier paint have not been completely 
removed) or peeling may require total paint removal before 
repainting. An electric heat plate or electric heat gun is  
effective if not held too long in one place. Generally, chemicals 

are not necessary except to supplement thermal methods. Do 
not use a blow torch, which can set fire to the building.   
 
Carefully follow the instructions of paint manufacturers when 
applying paint. If using latex paint on top of oil-based paint, be 
sure to first apply an oil-based primer. Also, follow instructions 
concerning weather conditions and drying time. If a building is 
painted properly, the finish can last ten years or more with 
occasional washing and touch-ups.  
 
Problems with exterior paint are most often related to improper 
preparation. However, some problems result from improper 
application. For example, not allowing sufficient drying time 
between coats can cause the top layer to wrinkle.  

These National Park Service photographs illustrate a painted 
finish with severe peeling (left) and the use of an electric heat 
gun (right) to remove a deteriorated paint finish.   
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Moisture from both the interior and exterior can also cause 
problems with exterior paint finishes. Moisture trapped in wall 
cavities by blown-in insulation can cause paint failure when  
there is no vapor barrier. Painting on very humid days or after a 
heavy rain can also cause problems if the siding has absorbed 
moisture. It is best to paint on a very dry, sunny day.  

REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION  
 
Consider replacement siding only when repair is not feasible.  
The appearance of replacement siding should be based on the 
physical and/or photographic evidence of the original siding.   
 
Remove and replace rotted and badly split siding to prevent 
moisture penetration. Use boards of the same dimension and 
thickness for replacement. Make sure that the replacement 
material conveys the same appearance as the original. Using the 
same type of wood is not always best. For example, modern 
cypress available at lumberyards is not the best choice to 
replace historic cypress siding. Modern cypress does not have 
the qualities of the old-growth cypress used in historic houses 
and does not typically hold up as well as redwood or some other 
types of wood.   
 
 
SUBSTITUTE SIDING - ASBESTOS SHINGLES, 
PERMASTONE, ALUMINUM, VINYL, CEMENT FIBER, 
SYNTHETIC STUCCO 

 
Substitute siding became popular in the twentieth century, with 
many homeowners installing it in the hope of eliminating 
maintenance problems associated with wood. Manufacturers 
and installers usually tout substitute siding as being 
maintenance free, which is not usually the case. 
 
Prior to World War II, many owners of older houses installed 
asbestos shingles on top of their existing wood siding. After 
World War II, homeowners turned first to aluminum siding and 

These two Queen Anne-
style houses in Natchez 
were restored in the mid-
1980s and feature typical 
late nineteenth-century 
paint schemes. Both 
houses were thoroughly 
scraped, sanded, washed, 
primed (oil primer), and 
painted (two finish coats of 
latex). Both houses have 
insulated attics but no wall 
insulation. Their mid-
1980s paint job still looked 
good over a decade later 
and didn’t have to be 
repainted until the late 
1990s. .     
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Inappropriate asbestos-shingle siding was installed over the 
historic horizontal wood lap siding. The width and shape of 
the asbestos siding is not compatible with that of the historic 
wood siding, and the asbestos siding can obscure moisture 
and termite damage.  

then, during the past twenty years, to vinyl siding. During the 
last decade, builders across the nation have begun installing 
cement-fiber siding and synthetic stucco on new houses to 
simulate the appearance of wood clapboard and lime stucco. 
 
Asbestos-shingle siding, composed of cement and asbestos, is 
an original siding material on many buildings dating prior to 
1960. It was popular for houses built in the Minimal Traditional 
and Ranch styles. Many owners of historic houses also installed 
asbestos shingles on top of their original wood siding. Like 
vinyl siding today, manufacturers and installers of asbestos 
shingles touted their product as being maintenance free. 
However, the color in asbestos shingles fades, and most houses 
clad in asbestos shingles have been painted. Asbestos shingles 
are also brittle and subject to cracking. Most important, asbestos 
shingles are now considered to be a hazardous material and 
require special handling and disposal.  
 
Replacing damaged asbestos shingles can be challenging, as 
they are no longer manufactured. Sometimes they can be found 
at an architectural salvage store. It may also be possible to 
remove a shingle from a less prominent place to replace a 
damaged shingle on a more prominent location. However, care 
must be taken not to crack the tiles, which can be hazardous.  
There are now non-asbestos replacement shingles made to 
replicate asbestos shingles.   
 
Many historic-property owners have successfully removed 
asbestos shingles and exposed their original wood siding. 
Unfortunately, some property owners have also discovered that 
the installation of their asbestos shingles involved the nailing of 

wood strips, and that the nails split the original siding. Like 
vinyl and aluminum, asbestos shingles also hamper proper 
maintenance by concealing any moisture and termite damage. 
 
Removing asbestos shingles can be costly due to environmental 
hazards. Many communities require that property owners hire 
asbestos-abatement companies to undertake this removal.  
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Aluminum siding dates to the 1960s and is still available from 
manufacturers today. Although advertised as being maintenance 
free, much of the aluminum siding installed in the 1960s has 
been painted. Aluminum siding is subject to scratching, denting, 
and chalking. Special care should be taken in cleaning 
aluminum siding, because power washing can dent the surface.  
It can also be difficult to replace individual pieces of aluminum 
siding, as patterns are sometimes discontinued and not easily 
matched. Follow the directions of paint manufacturers in 
painting aluminum siding, which requires a specially formulated 
primer. Like asbestos-shingles and vinyl siding, aluminum 
siding hampers proper maintenance by concealing damage from 
moisture and termites. 
 
Vinyl siding is an original siding material on many late-
twentieth- and early twenty-first-century houses and owners of 
historic buildings all across America have installed vinyl siding 
over their original wood siding. Like those of asbestos shingles 
and aluminum siding, manufacturers and installers of vinyl 
siding promote it as being maintenance free. Unfortunately, the 
color in vinyl siding does fade, and vinyl siding can be 
discolored or spotted by something as simple as a yard 
sprinkler. Most paint manufacturers now produce specially 
formulated paint for vinyl siding, which indicates that many 
homeowners are now painting their vinyl siding.  
 
The inability to match replacement vinyl siding when making 
repairs to existing vinyl siding is a common reason for painting.  
Like aluminum siding, vinyl siding will dent, so it should not be 
pressure-washed, which can also force water under the siding at 
junctions. Heat from fire or even a nearby BBQ grill can also 
cause vinyl siding to burn and melt.   

Examples of vinyl siding showing the installation of J-
channels around every opening and the historic trim. (In 
many cases, such trim does not survive the installation 
process.) 

This photograph illustrates 
how vinyl siding negatively 
alters the exterior 
appearance of a historic 
building, as the vinyl siding 
after installation is nearly 
flush with the trim around 
the windows and the use of 
the J-channels changes the 
appearance of the historic 
trim. 

The installation of vinyl siding alters the appearance of a 
historic wood structure. Particularly disconcerting are the J-
channels, or vinyl strips, around windows, doors, and corner 
blocks which are installed to prevent water from infiltrating 
behind the siding.  
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Improperly installing vinyl siding can result in moisture 
penetration and retention, which is very damaging to buildings. 
Random inspections of houses with vinyl siding reveal that 
many installers pay little or no attention to the manufacturer’s 
specifications. Installation of vinyl siding can also irreparably 
damage original wood siding, which sometimes splits when 
hanging strips are nailed to the surface. Like the installation of 
asbestos-shingle and aluminum siding over original siding, the 
installation of vinyl siding hampers proper maintenance by 
concealing damage from moisture and termites.  
 
Due to the potential damage vinyl siding can cause to historic 
siding and the change in appearance of the building after 
installation of vinyl siding, many cities, like Charleston, 
Savannah, Vicksburg, and Natchez, restrict the use of vinyl 
siding in historic districts. 

Cement-fiber siding is a relatively new product that has been 
used across the country in new construction. The siding is 
composed of ground sand, Portland cement, cellulose fiber, and 
other additives. It is often referred to as Hardie Plank, a trade 
name used by a popular manufacture of the product. Cement-
fiber siding is more appropriate than vinyl siding for new 
construction in historic districts because it installs like wood and 
looks more like wood. Both a shingle-pattern siding and lap 
siding are available in cement fiber. Like wood, it requires 
periodic painting. 
 
Closely follow recommendations for installation to avoid 
problems such as wavy wall surfaces caused by underlying foam 
sheathing and over-nailing from power nailers, which can crack 
the siding.  
 
Cement-fiber siding is the most appropriate substitute siding for 
historic buildings that have lost their original siding. But 
builders still need to compensate for potential irregularities in 
historic wall framing in order to achieve a flat surface  with the 
cement-fiber boards.    
 
Manufacturers maintain that cement fiber siding is impervious 
to rot and termites, and they generally offer a 50-year 
manufacturer’s warranty.   

Water trapped 
behind the vinyl 
siding on this 
house in Ripley 
caused the wood 
siding underneath 
to deteriorate, a 
condition not  
noticed until the 
vinyl siding fell 
off. 
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Synthetic stucco (Drive-It, Dryvit, E.I.F.S.) is used as a 
substitute for real stucco. E.I.F.S. is an abbreviation for exterior 
insulation finishing system. Dryvit is a trade name for E.I.F.S. 
Synthetic stucco systems involve the application of a plasticized 
cement-stucco product on top of an exterior-mounted, 
polystyrene foam-board insulation panel. This material is 
usually coated with an acrylic polymer sealant. The installation 
of synthetic stucco can be tricky, and it is important that a 
qualified installer does the installation and follows the 
manufacturer’s instructions.  
 
Synthetic stucco has been used across the country for siding on 
residences and commercial buildings, but it has been the focus 
of multiple lawsuits. The major problem with E.I.F.S. is its 
tendency to retain moisture and to mask termite infestation. 
Some termite inspectors will require that dirt be excavated from 
around the slab to prove no termites are present. Some builders 

Cement-fiber siding is 
available in a shingle 
pattern.   

Cement-fiber siding is 
available in lap siding with 
a smooth or textured finish.   

USE OF VINYL SIDING IN STARKVILLE: 
 
The Starkville Historic Preservation Commission does not allow 
the use of vinyl siding for historic buildings. Vinyl siding is also 
not recommended for new construction in historic districts.  
 
 
USE OF CEMENT-FIBER SIDING IN STARKVILLE: 
 
Cement-fiber siding, or Hardie Plank, will require approval of 
the Starkville Historic Preservation Commission before it can be 
used on a structure in a historic district. Any proposed use of it  
should match as closely as possible the dimensions of the siding 
it is replacing or covering. Siding on new constriction should be 
close in its dimensions to historic wood siding on neighboring 
historic buildings.   

recommend E.I.F.S. only for metal-frame structures. The 
publicity about lawsuits has hurt the resale of houses with 
synthetic stucco. E.I.F.S. is also not as strong as traditional 
stucco, which is applied to bricks, concrete blocks, or lath 
attached to wood or metal-frame structures. Synthetic stucco 
does have its place, and it is sometimes used in the restoration of  
reconstructed parapets on historic storefronts. 
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs:  6 – Dangers of Abrasive Cleaning to  
 Historic Buildings 
Preservation Briefs:  8 – Aluminum and Vinyl Siding on  
 Historic Buildings:  The Appropriateness of Substitute  
 Materials for Resurfacing Historic Wood Frame Buildings 
Preservation Briefs: 10 – Exterior Paint Problems on Historic 
 Woodwork 
Preservation Briefs: 16 – The Use of Substitute Materials on 
 Historic Building Exterior 

SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS - WOOD 
 
Identify, Retain, and Preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving wood features that are 

important in defining the overall historic character of the 
building such as siding, cornices, brackets, window 
 architraves, and doorway pediments; and their paints,  
finishes and colors. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing or radically changing the wood features which 

are important in defining the overall historic character of the 
building, so that, as a result, the character is diminished. 

 

 Removing a major portion of the historic wood from a 
facade instead of repairing or replacing only the deteriorated 
wood, then reconstructing the facade with new material in 
order to achieve a uniform or "improved" appearance. 

 
 Radically changing the type of finish or its color or accent 

scheme so that the historic character of the exterior is 
diminished.  

 
 Stripping historically painted surfaces to bare wood, then 

applying clear finishes or stains in order to create a “natural 
look.” 

  
 Stripping paint or varnish to bare wood rather than repairing 

or reapplying a special finish, i.e., like stripping a grained 
finish to an exterior wood feature such as a front door. 

 
Protect and Maintain 
Recommended: 
 Protecting and maintaining wood features by providing 

proper drainage so that water is not allowed to stand on flat, 
horizontal surfaces or accumulate in decorative features. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to identify, evaluate, and treat the causes of wood 

deterioration, including faulty flashing, leaking gutters, 
cracks and holes in siding, deteriorated caulking in joints 
and seams, plant material growing too close to wood 
surfaces, or insect or fungus infestation. 

 
 

EXTERIOR SIDING, SUPPORTING PIERS, AND CRAWL SPACE ENCLOSURE  - 5 



40 STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 

Recommended: 
 Applying chemical preservatives to wood features such as 

beam ends or outriggers that are exposed to decay hazards 
and are traditionally unpainted. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Using chemical preservatives such as creosote which can 

change the appearance of wood  features unless they were 
used historically. 

 
Recommended: 
  Retaining coatings such as paint that help protect the wood 

from moisture and  ultraviolet light. Paint removal should be 
considered only where there is paint surface deterioration 
and as part of an overall maintenance program which 
involves repainting  or applying other appropriate protective 
coatings.   

 
Not Recommended: 
  Stripping paint or other coatings to reveal bare wood, thus 

exposing historically coated surfaces to the effects of 
accelerated weathering.  

 
Recommended: 
  Inspecting painted wood surfaces to determine whether 

repainting is necessary or if cleaning is all that is required.   
 
Not Recommended: 
  Removing paint that is firmly adhering to, and thus, 

protecting wood surfaces. 
 

  Replacing an entire wood feature such as a cornice or wall 
when repair of the wood and limited replacement of 
deteriorated or missing parts are appropriate. 

 
  Using substitute material for the replacement part that does 

not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 
the wood feature or that is physically or chemically 
incompatible.   

 
Recommended: 
  Removing damaged or deteriorated paint to the next sound 

layer using the gentlest method possible (hand-scraping and 
hand-sanding), then repainting. 

 
Not Recommended: 
  Using destructive paint removal methods such as propane or 

butane torches,  sandblasting or waterblasting. These 
methods can irreversibly damage historic   woodwork. 

 
Recommended: 
  Using with care electric hot-air guns on decorative wood 

features and electric heat plates on flat wood surfaces when 
paint is so deteriorated that total removal is necessary  

  prior to repainting. 
 
Not Recommended: 
  Using thermal devices improperly so that the historic 

woodwork is scorched. 
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Recommended: 
  Using chemical strippers to supplement other methods such 

as hand-scraping, hand sanding, and the above-mentioned 
thermal devices. Detachable wooden elements such as 
shutters, doors, and columns may - with the proper 
safeguards - be chemically dip stripped. 

 
Not Recommended: 
  Failing to neutralize the wood thoroughly after using 

 chemicals so that new paint does not adhere. 
 
 Allowing detachable wood features to soak too long in a 

 caustic solution so that the wood grain is raised and the 
 surface roughened. 

 
Recommended: 
 Applying compatible paint-coating systems following 

proper surface preparation. 
 
Not Recommended 
 Failing to follow manufacturers’ product and application 

instructions when repainting exterior woodwork. 
 
Recommended: 
 Repainting with colors that are appropriate to the historic 

building and district. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Using new colors that are inappropriate to the historic 

building or district. 
 

Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of the wood to determine 

whether more than protection and maintenance are required, 
that is, if repairs to wood features will be necessary. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of wood features. 
 
Repair 
Recommended: 
 Repairing wood features by patching, piecing in, 

consolidating, or otherwise reinforcing the wood using 
recognized preservation methods. Repair may also include 
the limited replacement in kind - or with compatible 
substitute material - of those extensively deteriorated or 
missing parts of features where there are surviving 
prototypes such as brackets, molding, or sections of siding. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing an entire wood feature such as a cornice or wall 

when repair of the wood and limited replacement of 
deteriorated or missing parts are appropriate. 

 
 Using substitute materials for the replacement part that does 

not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 
the wood features or that is physically incompatible. 
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METAL - LEAD, TIN, ZINC, COPPER, BRONZE, BRASS, IRON, 
STEEL, NICKEL ALLOYS, STAINLESS STEEL, AND 
ALUMINUM 
 
Metals used in historic buildings include lead, tin, zinc, copper, 
bronze, brass, iron, steel, and, to a lesser extent, nickel alloys, 
stainless steel, and aluminum. Metal is used both to roof 
buildings and to clad exterior walls. Corrugated tin was very 
popular for siding and roofing from the 1920s to 1940s in rural 
America. Corrugated tin as exterior siding returned to popularity 
in the 1990s, when it was embraced by architects designing 
modern houses. Although traditionally associated with interior 
ceilings, pressed metal has also been used as exterior cladding, 
particularly on historic storefronts.   
 
Metal storefronts appeared in New York as early as the 1820s, 
but the most extravagant use of metal in commercial facades 
generally dates to the second half of the nineteenth century and 
the first decade of the twentieth century. By the late nineteenth 
century, builders all across America had easy access to metal 
building components from catalogues that offered entire 
facades, posts and columns, porches, steps, entablatures, 
cornices, cresting, scrolls, grilles, window sash, window lintels, 
and all sorts of decorative details. 
 
The elaborate use of metal storefronts and metal ornament is 
more common in large urban areas, but even a smaller city like  
Starkville has buildings that use metal components, such as that 
at 123 East Main Street, which has cast-iron columns supporting 
the storefront, and those at 104 and 106 East Main Street, which 
have cast-iron window hoods.  

Replace 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire wood feature that is too 

deteriorated to repair - if the overall form and detailing are 
still evident - using the physical evidence as a model to 
reproduce the feature. Examples of wood features include a 
cornice, entablature or balustrade. If using the same kind of 
material is not technically or economically feasible, then a 
compatible substitute material may be considered. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing an entire wood feature that is not repairable and 

not replacing it; or replacing it with a new feature that does 
not convey the same visual appearance.   

 
Design for Missing Historic Features 
Recommended: 
 Designing and installing a new wood feature such as a 

cornice or doorway when the historic feature is completely 
missing. It may be an accurate restoration using historical, 
pictorial, and physical documentation; or be a new design 
that is compatible with the size, scale, material, and color of 
the historic building. 

  
Not Recommended: 
 Creating a false historical appearance because the replaced 

wood feature is based on insufficient historical, pictorial, 
and physical documentation. 

 
 Introducing a new wood feature that is incompatible in size, 

scale, material, and color.   
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Original metal should be preserved and repaired. Metals should 
be identified to make sure that incompatible metals are not 
placed together. When dissimilar metals are in contact with one 
another in the presence of an electrolyte, galvanic action occurs, 
resulting in the deterioration of the metal with the lower 
galvanic number. The electrolyte may be rain water running 
from one surface to another or moisture from the air containing 
enough acid to cause it to act as an electrolyte. Since copper has 
one of the highest galvanic numbers of the active metals, it will 
often cause corrosion when in direct contact with other metals.  
 
Architectural metal is subject to damage from excessive 
moisture, and standing water can cause it to corrode.  
Architectural metal ornament is also susceptible to wind 
damage, so methods of attachment should be routinely inspected 
and repaired.  

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs:   6 – Dangers of Abrasive Cleaning 
Preservation Briefs: 11 - Rehabilitating Historic Storefronts 
Preservation Briefs: 27 - The Maintenance and Repair of  
 Architectural Cast Iron 

The building 
at 123 East 
Main Street 
has cast-iron 
columns 
supporting 
the storefront.  

Repair deteriorated architectural metal by patching, splicing, 
and reinforcing whenever possible. Use the gentlest means 
possible in cleaning architectural metal. If sanding, scraping, 
and wire-brushing do not sufficiently prepare the surface for 
repainting, low-pressure sandblasting can be used safely and 
effectively. Always try a test patch in an inconspicuous place 
before sandblasting. Using alkaline paint removers and acidic 
cleaners is usually not a good idea since the chemicals seep 
through cracks and cause damage to hidden, internal surfaces. 
Metals that were originally painted should be repainted 
following the recommendations of paint manufacturers. Do not 
use water-based paints because they cause immediate oxidation 
on the surface of the metal. Also make sure that metal surfaces 
are completely dry before painting. 

 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Architectural metal that is too deteriorated to repair should be 
replaced when possible with matching metal. Several companies 
manufacture cast and pressed metal in historic patterns. If the 
same kind of material is not available or is not economically  
feasible, use a substitute material that conveys the same  
appearance. Missing cast-iron uprights on storefronts can often 
be replicated in wood. Some metal ornament can be replicated 
in fiberglass.   
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SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS - METAL 
 
Identify, Retain, and Preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving architectural metal 

features such as columns, capitals, window hoods, or 
stairways that are important in defining the overall historic 
character of the building; and their finishes and colors.  
Identification is also critical to differentiate between metals 
prior to work. Each metal has unique properties and thus 
requires different treatments. 

Not Recommended: 
 Removing or radically changing architectural metal features 

which are important in defining the overall historic character 
of the building so that, as a result, the character is 
diminished. 

 
 Removing a major portion of the historic architectural metal 

from a façade instead of  repairing or replacing only the 
deteriorated metal, then reconstructing the façade with new 
material in order to create a uniform, or “improved” 
appearance. 

 
 Radically changing the type of finish or its historic color or 

accent scheme.  
 
Protect and Maintain 
Recommended: 
 Protecting and maintaining architectural metals from 

corrosion by providing proper drainage so that water does 

not stand on flat, horizontal surfaces or accumulate in 
curved, decorative features.  

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to identify, evaluate, and treat the causes of 

corrosion, such as moisture from leaking  roofs or gutters. 
 
 Placing incompatible metals together without providing a 

reliable separation material. Such incompatibility can result 
in galvanic corrosion of the less noble metal, e.g., copper 
will corrode cast iron, steel, tin, and aluminum.   

 
Recommended: 
 Cleaning architectural metals, when appropriate, to remove 

corrosion prior to repainting or applying other appropriate 
protective coatings. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Exposing metals which were intended to be protected from 

the environment. 
 
 Applying paint or other coatings to metals such as copper, 

bronze, or stainless steel that were meant to be exposed. 
 
Recommended: 
 Identifying the particular type of metal prior to any cleaning 

procedure and then testing to assure that the gentlest 
cleaning method possible is selected or determining that 
cleaning is inappropriate for the particular metal. 
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Not Recommended: 
 Using cleaning methods which alter or damage the historic 

color, texture, and finish of the metal; or cleaning when it is 
inappropriate for the metal. 

   
 Removing the patina of historic metal. The patina may be a 

protective coating on some metals, such as bronze or copper, 
as well as a significant historic finish. 

 
Recommended: 
 Cleaning soft metals such as lead, tin, copper, terneplate, 

and zinc with appropriate chemical methods because their 
finishes can be easily abraded by blasting methods. 

Not Recommended: 
 Cleaning soft metals such as lead, tin, copper, terneplate, 

and zinc with grit blasting which will abrade the surface of 
the metal. 

 
Recommended: 
 Using the gentlest cleaning methods for cast iron, wrought 

iron, and steel - hard metals - in order to remove paint 
buildup and corrosion. If hand-scraping and wire brushing 
have proven ineffective, low pressure grit blasting may be 
used as long as it does not abrade or damage the surface. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to employ gentler methods prior to abrasively 

cleaning cast iron, wrought iron, or  steel; or using high 
pressure grit blasting.   

 
 

Recommended: 
 Applying appropriate paint or other coating systems after 

cleaning in order to decrease the corrosion rate of metals or 
alloys. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to re-apply protective coating systems to metals or 

alloys that require them after cleaning so that accelerated 
corrosion occurs. 

 
Recommended: 
 Repainting with colors that are appropriate to the historic 

building or district. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Using new colors that are inappropriate to the historic 

building or district. 
 
Recommended: 
 Applying an appropriate protective coating such as lacquer 

to an architectural metal feature such as a bronze door which 
is subject to heavy pedestrian use. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to assess pedestrian use or new access patterns so 

that architectural metal features are subject to damage by use 
or inappropriate maintenance such as salting adjacent 
sidewalks.   

 
Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of the architectural metals 
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to determine whether more than protection and maintenance 
are required, that is, if repairs to features will be necessary. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of architectural metal features.   
 
Repair 
Recommended: 
 Repairing architectural metal features by patching, splicing, 

or otherwise reinforcing the metal following recognized 
preservation methods. Repairs may also include the limited 
replacement in kind - or with a compatible substitute 
material - of those extensively deteriorated or missing parts 
or features when there are surviving prototypes such as 
porch balusters, column capitals or bases; or porch cresting.   

 
Not Recommended: 
  Replacing an entire architectural metal feature such as a 

column or a balustrade when repair of the metal and limited 
replacement of deteriorated or missing parts are 
appropriate. 

 
  Using a substitute material for the replacement part that 

does not convey the visual appearance of the surviving 
parts of the architectural metal feature or is that physically 
or chemically incompatible.   

 
Replace 
Recommended: 
  Replacing in kind an entire architectural metal feature that 

is too deteriorated to repair - if the  overall form and 
detailing are still evident - using the physical evidence as a 
model to reproduce the feature. Examples could include 
cast-iron porch steps or steel-sash windows. If using the 
same kind of material is not technically or economically 
feasible, then a compatible substitute material may be 
considered. 

 
Not Recommended: 
  Removing an architectural metal feature that is not 

repairable and not replacing it; or replacing it with a new 
architectural metal feature that does not convey the same 
visual appearance.   

 
Design for Missing Historic Features 
Recommended: 
 Designing and installing a new architectural metal feature 

such as a metal cornice or cast-iron capital when the historic 
feature is completely missing. It may be an accurate 
restoration using historical, pictorial, and physical 
documentation; or be a new design that is compatible with 
the size, scale, material, and color of the historic building.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Creating a false historical appearance because the replaced 

architectural metal feature is  based on insufficient historical, 
pictorial, and physical documentation. 

 
 Introducing a new architectural metal feature that is 

incompatible in size, scale, material and color.   
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SUPPORTING PIERS AND FOUNDATION WALLS 
 
Historic frame buildings were traditionally built on brick piers 
or foundation walls. A lesser number were built on stone, and 
for vernacular buildings some piers were fashioned from wood 
stumps. Only a small number of historic buildings in 
Mississippi had stone piers and few, if any, had stone 
foundation walls. Historically, masons left openings in 
foundation walls for ventilation, and these openings were often 
filled with metal grilles or wood architectural features like 
framed lattice or framed bars. 
 
 
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION AND 
INSTALLATION 
 
Following the Standards in the general masonry section, 
maintain and repair existing original brick piers and foundation 
walls when possible. If piers are too deteriorated to repair, the 
mason should build new piers on the perimeter of the building 
that match as closely as possible the original ones. In some 
cases, the same appearance can be achieved by using 
reproduction, wood-mould bricks as a veneer over concrete 
blocks or less-expensive bricks. In replacing piers that are not 
visible, the mason can use concrete block or less expensive 
brick that does not match the original.   
 
Maintain and repair original grilles or other original ventilation 
infill in foundation walls. Replace to match if the original 
feature is too deteriorated to repair. Reproduction grilles are 
inexpensive and easily obtained. Add additional ventilation to 
discourage moisture accumulation.   

If possible, maintain and repair existing original stone or wood-
stump piers. If they are too deteriorated to repair, replace them 
to match the original stone or wood-stump piers that are visible 
on the perimeter. Piers that are not visible can be replaced with 
brick or concrete block. Remember that wood-stump piers can 
serve as conduits for termites migrating from the ground to the 
structure of the building. Stumps should be treated with wood 
preservative and periodically checked for termites.  Houses can 
be protected from termites by a bait system, as well as a barrier 
system.      
 
 
CRAWL SPACE ENCLOSURE 
 
Most historic houses built on piers had some type of crawl space 
enclosure to keep animals from getting beneath the house. 
Spaces between perimeter piers were most often filled with 
lattice panels. However, many historic houses have decorative 
brick, louvered panels, spaced horizontal or vertical boards, or 
simple chicken wire. Usually, the grander the house, the grander 
the crawl-space enclosure.   
 
In an attempt to modernize or increase energy efficiency, many 
owners of historic buildings have created solid foundation walls 
by filling the space between perimeter piers. Most commonly, 
homeowners hire masons to construct brick walls to span the 
space between piers, and they build them flush with the surface 
of the piers. In addition to compromising the historic 
appearance of the building, such enclosures can be visually 
disruptive, as masons rarely match the brick or mortar color of 
the piers, and their workmanship is often inferior. Some 
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homeowners, particularly those in less-affluent neighborhoods, 
have filled the spaces between perimeter piers with concrete 
block, tin, vinyl siding, plywood, and plastic.  

The lattice used to enclose the crawl space beneath this 
historic house in Natchez is inappropriately installed, as it 
overlaps and obscures the brick supporting piers. 

This crawl-space enclosure between the original brick piers 
has altered the historic character of the house. The 
enclosure has no vents to provide air circulation beneath 
the house.  

MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, 
AND INSTALLATION 
 
Original crawl-space enclosures should be preserved and 
repaired when possible. The design of replacement infill should 
be based on physical evidence or historic photographs when 
available. In the absence of such documentation, the design of 
the crawl space enclosure should be based on the appearance of 
or the documentation on a similar property in the same 
geographic area. Some vernacular buildings, like country stores 
and tenant houses, never had any type of crawl space enclosure, 
meaning that lattice panels would be an inappropriate infill for 
them.   
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The house at 401 Gillespie Street has lattice between its  
brick foundation piers, which is an appropriate treatment.   

Historic-property owners who seek more enclosure than that 
provided by the appropriate historic treatment have options that 
are inexpensive and do not compromise the historic character of 
the building. Simply stapling black roofing paper or attaching 
black-painted insulation panels to the backs of traditional lattice 
panels will block chilling winds without being visible. The 
black backing showing through green lattice appears as  
darkness beneath the house. The backing has the added benefit 
of preventing the growth of weeds behind the lattice. 
 
Homeowners who want total masonry enclosure of the crawl 
space have alternatives that will not compromise the historic 
appearance of their houses. New masonry walls can be recessed 
behind the face of the original piers. When painted black and 
fronted by lattice panels, the new masonry walls are not visible.  
Since the new walls will be painted, they can be built from 
inexpensive brick or concrete block. 
 
Even houses that originally had no crawl space enclosure can 
retain their historic appearance by the addition of simple 
enclosures behind the perimeter piers. Examples include black-
painted panels, which are attached behind the perimeter piers, 
or deeply recessed, black-painted masonry walls. The black-
painted masonry disappears into the shadow of the crawl space 
if the wall is deeply recessed.   
 
When adding crawl space enclosures, be sure to provide 
adequate ventilation to prevent moisture accumulation beneath 
the house.   

While not as appropriate as wood lattice, this brick lattice 
pattern does allow the foundation to breathe. 
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs: 39 - Controlling Unwanted Moisture in 
 Historic Buildings 

This homeowner recessed the new brick crawl space enclo-
sure, which is not historically appropriate. This treatment 
would be more appropriate if the new brick were painted 
black and faced with lattice.   

ROOFS, GUTTERS, SPOUTS, DRAINAGE 
 
 Roofs 

 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 
 Acceptable Roofing Materials for Starkville 
 Solar Panels 
 

 Gutters, Spouts, Drainage 
 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and   Installation 

 
 
ROOFS 
 
A weather-tight roof that allows good water run-off is essential 
to the long-term preservation of a historic building. A poorly 
maintained roof allows water to infiltrate, causing damage to 
roof sheathing, structural members, and interior finishes.  
 
Varying shapes, ornaments, and finishes make roofs decorative 
as well as functional. Roofs are part of a building’s style. 
Complex roofs with multiple gables are typical of the Queen 
Anne style. Clay tile roofs are distinctive features of Spanish 
Colonial Revival- and Mission-style buildings. Multiple steeply 
pitched roofs are hallmarks of the Tudor Revival style. Roofs 
with overhanging eaves and exposed rafter tips or tails are 
indicative of the Craftsman style.   
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Chimneys are also indicative of a building’s style and age. 
Chimneys are major decorative elements in the Queen Anne and  
Tudor Revival styles. Dormers, which light and ventilate upper 
stories, are important parts of architectural compositions and 
appear in several different styles, including the Queen Anne and 
the Craftsman/Bungalow as well as classical-revival styles. 
 

The house at 406 Green Street has multiple gable roofs, 
which are typical of the Queen Anne style.   

The house at 512 Greensboro Street has a clay-tile roof, 
which is a character-defining feature of the Spanish Colonial 
Revival style.  

The house at 113 Nash Street has a prominent front chimney 
and multiple high-pitched gables typical of the Tudor Revival 
style. 
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The house at 305 Greensboro has a pyramidal roof.  

The house at 504 
Greensboro Street 
features  decorative jig-
sawn vergeboard or 
bargeboard in the upper 
portion of the gable. The 
shingles are arranged in 
a diamond pattern and 
the roof has ridge caps. 

The house at 401 East Gillespie has a dormer with four 
ganged windows and a shed roof. 

In Starkville, most roofs are gabled or hipped. However, there 
are representative examples of pyramidal, shed, and flat roofs. 
Roofs are sometimes crowned by clerestories, towers, cupolas, 
spires, metal cresting, and balustrades. In some Queen Anne-
style buildings, roof gables terminate in decorative vergeboards 
(also called bargeboards) of cut or sawn wood. Roof surfaces 
can be decorative with shingles or tiles forming patterns and 
textures. Asbestos shingles were often arranged in a diamond 
pattern and older roofing systems often had decorative ridge 
caps, usually of clay tile.   
 
Wood shingles were used in Mississippi throughout the 
nineteenth century and into the early twentieth-century, but few 
homeowners opt for wood shingles today. Standing-seam metal 
roofs were not widely used in Mississippi until after the Civil 
War and were used more on commercial than residential 

buildings until the late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century 
when they became more popular for houses. The most common 
roofing materials in Starkville today are asphalt, composition, or 
asbestos shingles.      
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
If possible, retain and repair original roofing materials such as  
slate shingles, standing-seam metal, clay tile, and asbestos 
shingles. Also retain and repair ornamental roof elements, such 
as ridge caps and chimneys that pierce the roof.    
 
Water-stained ceilings are usually the first indicators of a leaky 
roof. Poorly installed or deteriorated flashing is sometimes at 
fault. Blocked gutters and downspouts can also cause water to 
back up and damage the interior of a building.   Some water-
stained ceilings result from rain penetrating windows or siding 
that has split or popped loose. Stained ceilings can also result 
from leaking plumbing pipes and central cooling units installed 
in overhead spaces. Building owners should undertake a 
thorough investigation before replacing the roof, particularly if 
the existing roof appears to be in good condition. Finding the 
source of a roof leak can be difficult, since water sometimes 
enters at one place, runs along a rafter, and exits some distance 
from the actual leak.   
 
If possible inspect roofs annually to prevent leaks before they 
cause major damage. Missing or broken shingles and holes in 
metal roofs are indications that a roof needs repair. Metal roofs 
may need periodic painting or application of a sealant to inhibit 
rust. Examine puffed areas of standing-seam roofs, which could 
indicate the failure of fastening clips. Excessive noise from  
metal roofs during wind storms can also indicate the failure of 
roof clips. Regularly inspect the flashing in roof valleys, around 
chimneys, and along parapets and dormers. Check flashing or 
seals around roof vents and exhaust pipes. Visit the attic during 

heavy rain storms to look for evidence of water infiltration. Pin 
points of light may also be visible from the attic on sunny days 
and indicate perforations in roofing. 
 
Roof repair can be dangerous and is best done by competent 
professionals. Slate, asbestos, and clay-tile shingles require 
special expertise, since they crack and break easily. Proper 
repair of a standing-seam metal roof involves soldering.  
Competent roofers also know that certain metals, like copper 
and iron, are incompatible and should not be used together.   
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Signs that a roof may need replacement include sagging, 
numerous missing or broken shingles, bare patches with no 
shingles, excessive wear on composition or asphalt shingles, 
and substantial water staining or damaged plaster on interior 
ceilings. Extensive applications of roofing tar on metal roofs 
can also indicate that they need replacement.   
 
If old roofing is too deteriorated to repair, install new roofing to 
match the original as closely as possible, if feasible, especially 
where there are patterned roofs or decorative shingles. If not 
feasible, use a substitute material that approximates the original 
as closely as possible in texture, pattern, and color. 
“Architectural” composition shingles are very popular, as they 
look like wood shakes when installed in a weathered-wood 
blend and are appropriate for historic houses. 
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Before installing a new roof, remove old roofing down to the 
roof sheathing. Installing new roofing atop old roofing produces 
an uneven surface, adds additional weight to the roof structure, 
and makes leaks harder to detect. Removing the old roofing 
material will also allow the roof sheathing to be inspected to 
make sure that it is sound and does not need replacement.  
 
Installation of a new roof represents a substantial financial 
investment, and property owners should consider seeking the 
services of an architect or reputable general contractor to insure 
that the roof is properly installed, especially for complicated 
roofs with multiple gables or intersections of roof surfaces.  
 
Regarding V-crimp roofs, experienced contractors and roofers 
know that they should be attached at the crimp and not by 
screws and washers into the flat surface of the panels. Often, 
washers crack when screwed too tight and they also deteriorate 
with time, allowing water to penetrate through the holes created 
by the screws. Some experienced roofers still prefer to install 
composition shingles by hand-nailing rather than machine-
nailing, since machine-nailing sometimes drives the nail too far 
into the shingle to hold it securely.    
 

ACCEPTABLE ROOFING MATERIALS FOR  
STARKVILLE: 
 
Asphalt or Composition Shingles: 
 

1. Roofing shingles should be 3-Tab shingles or 
“Architectural” shingles.   

 
2.   Patterned shingles are allowed on a case-by-case basis 

with approval of the SHPC. 
 

 
Metal Roofing: 
 

1. A change in roofing material from shingle to metal  
requires approval by the SHPC. 

 
2.  Metal roofing will only be allowed on a case-by-case 

basis, and its appropriateness will depend on the 
architectural style of the building. 

 
3.  In no case should a commercial R-Panel metal roof be 

installed on a residential structure.  
 
4.  If metal roofing is approved, V-Crimp, standing seam, or 

corrugated panels are the acceptable choices, depending 
on the architectural style of the building.  
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SOLAR PANELS 
 
The installation of solar panels on a roof is only acceptable if 
they are not visible from the public right of way and are 
appropriately sized for the roof and installed flat with the roof 
surface. Solar panels are allowed on the roofs of commercial 
buildings as long as they are not visible from the street.   
 
 

 

GUTTERS, SPOUTS, AND DRAINAGE  
 
The purpose of gutters and downspouts is to control water run-
off from the roof and to help protect the siding and architectural 
features from water damage. Some historic buildings did not 
originally have gutters or downspouts. Vernacular buildings, in 
particular, were less likely to have them. Gutters on nineteenth-
century buildings were often boxed wood gutters which were an 
integral part of the cornice. These built-in gutters were 
sometimes called concealed gutters and often featured metal 
scuppers that channeled the water to the downspouts. Gutters 
that were attached rather than integral were generally half-
round, and historic downspouts were almost always round.  

 
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Many historic buildings have lost their original boxed cornices 
as a result of re-roofing. Surviving, original box gutters and any 
original scuppers should be retained and repaired, if possible.  
Often roofers simply do not want to take the time to repair and 
reline box gutters and will recommend covering the integral 
gutter and hanging a metal gutter on the face of the cornice.  
However, attaching a gutter in front of a boxed cornice changes 
the character of the building. 
 
Frequently inspect built-in and attached gutters and downspouts 
to keep them free of debris and to check for areas that may need 
relining or replacement. During heavy rain, look for gutters that 
overflow or downspouts that discharge little or no water. That is 
a sign of blocked downspouts, usually from leaves or other 
debris stuck in the opening where the gutter meets the 
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Corrugated metal is an appropriate 
roofing material for late-nineteenth- 
and twentieth-century vernacular 
buildings like tenant houses and 
outbuildings.    

V-crimp metal is an appropriate 
roofing material for late-nineteenth- 
and twentieth-century vernacular 
buildings.  

R-panel metal roofing is not 
appropriate for historic buildings 
due to its commercial quality and 
use. 

Types of Metal Roofing Systems 
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downspout. Inspect gutters and downspouts to make sure they 
are attached properly at joints and there is no deterioration from 
rust. If that occurs, large amounts of water can discharge on to 
decorative features, siding, or other areas that may be prone to 
rapid deterioration.   
 
Inspect the ground at the base of the building to make sure that 
water drains away from the building and does not pool at the 
base of downspouts and so does not cause deterioration to 
foundations. Reshape the ground if necessary to allow for 
proper drainage away from the foundation. Be wary of 
foundation plantings and brick edging that hold water at the 
base of buildings. Foundation plantings can be particularly 
damaging to masonry buildings by keeping the ground at the 
base of the building moist and so contributing to rising damp. 
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Remove deteriorated gutters and downspouts to prevent further 
harm to the building. Install new gutters and downspouts with 
dimensions sufficient to carry the water from the roof. Properly 
install gutter clips to assure that gutters maintain the necessary 
slope for carrying water to downspouts. New gutters should be 
in keeping with the architectural style of the building and should 
not obscure architectural details or necessitate the removal of 
historic architectural elements.  

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs:   4 - Roofing for Historic Buildings 
Preservation Briefs: 19 - The Repair and Replacement of 

Historic Wooden Shingle Roofs 
Preservation Briefs: 29 - The Repair and Replacement of 

Historic Slate Roofs 

SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S RECOMMENDATIONS - 
ROOFS 
 
Identify, retain, and preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving roofs - and their 

functional and decorative features - that are important in 
defining the overall historic character of the building. This 
includes the roof’s shape, such as hipped, gambrel and 
mansard; decorative features such as cupolas, cresting, 
chimneys, and weather vanes; and roofing material such as 
slate, wood, clay tile, and metal, as well as its size, color, 
and patterning. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Radically changing, damaging, or destroying roofs which 

are important in defining the overall historic character of the 
building so that, as a result, the character is diminished. 

 
 Removing a major portion of the roof or roofing material 

that is repairable, then reconstructing it with new material in 
order to create a uniform, or “improved” appearance. 
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 Changing the configuration of a roof by adding new features 
such as dormer windows, vents, or skylights so that the 
historic character is diminished. 

 
 Stripping the roof of sound historic material such as slate, 

clay tile, wood, and architectural metal. 
 
 Applying paint or other coatings to roofing material which 

has been historically uncoated. 
 
Protect 
Recommended: 
 Protecting and maintaining a roof by cleaning the gutters 

and downspouts and replacing deteriorated flashing. Roof 
sheathing should also be checked for proper venting to 
prevent moisture condensation and water penetration; and to 
insure materials are free from insect infestation. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to clean and maintain gutters and downspouts 

properly so that water and debris collect and cause damage 
to roof fasteners, sheathing, and the underlying structure. 

 
Recommended: 
 Providing adequate anchorage for roofing materials to guard 

against wind damage and moisture penetration. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Allowing roof fasteners, such as nails and clips to corrode so 

that roofing material is subject to accelerated deterioration. 
 

Recommended: 
 Protecting a leaking roof with plywood and building paper 

until it can be properly repaired. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Permitting a leaking roof to remain unprotected so that 

accelerated deterioration of historic building materials - 
masonry, wood, plaster, paint and structural members -
occurs. 

 
Repair 
Recommended: 
 Repairing a roof by reinforcing the historic materials which 

comprise roof features. Repairs will also generally include 
the limited replacement in kind - or with compatible 
substitute material - of those extensively deteriorated or 
missing parts of features when there are surviving 
prototypes such as cupola louvers, dentils, dormer roofing; 
or slates, tiles, or wood shingles on a main roof. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing an entire roof feature such as a cupola or dormer 

when repair of the historic materials and limited 
replacement of deteriorated or missing parts are appropriate. 

 
 Failing to reuse intact slate or tile when only the roofing 

substrate needs replacement. 
 
 Using a substitute material for the replacement part that does 

not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 
the roof or that is physically or chemically incompatible. 
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Replace 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire feature of the roof that is too 

deteriorated to repair - if the overall form and detailing are 
still evident - using the physical evidence as a model to 
reproduce the feature.  Examples can include a large section 
of roofing, or a dormer or chimney. If using the same kind 
of material is not technically or economically feasible, then 
a compatible substitute may be considered.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing a feature of the roof that is unrepairable, such as 

a chimney or dormer, and not replacing it; or replacing it 
with a new feature that does not convey the same visual 
appearance.   

 
Design for Missing Historic Features 
Recommended: 
 Designing and constructing a new feature when the historic 

feature is completely missing, such as a chimney or cupola.  
It may be an accurate restoration using historical, pictorial, 
and physical documentation; or be a new design that is 
compatible with the size, scale, material, and color of the 
historic building.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Creating a false historic appearance because the replaced 

feature is based on insufficient historical, pictorial, and 
physical documentation. 

 
 

 Introducing a new roof feature that is incompatible in size, 
scale, material, and color. 

 
Alterations/Additions for New Use 
Recommended: 
  Installing mechanical and service equipment on the roof 

such as air conditioning, transformers, or solar collectors 
when required for the new use so that they are 
inconspicuous from the public right of way and do not 
damage or obscure character-defining features. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Installing mechanical or service equipment so that it 

damages or obscures character-defining features, or is 
conspicuous from the public right of way. 

 
Recommended: 
 Designing additions to roofs such as residential, office, or 

storage spaces; elevator housing; decks and terraces; or 
dormers or skylights when required by the new use so that 
they are inconspicuous from the public right-of-way and do 
not damage or obscure character-defining features.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Radically changing a character-defining roof shape or 

damaging or destroying character-defining roofing material 
as a result of incompatible design or improper installation 
techniques.   
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WINDOWS, DOORS, SHUTTERS, AWNINGS 
AND CANOPIES 
 
 
 Windows 

 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement 
 Alteration, and Installation 
 Window Screens 
 Storm Windows 
 Burglar Bars 

 Doors 
 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 
 Screen Doors 
 Storm Doors 
 Burglar Doors 

 Shutters 
 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 

 Awnings and Canopies 
  Maintenance and Repair 
  Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 
 

 
 
 
 
 

WINDOWS 
 
Windows have four basic functions: (1) admitting light, (2) 
providing fresh air and ventilation, (3) providing a visual 
connection to the outside, and (4) enhancing the appearance of 
the building. Windows are an important character-defining 
feature of a building and contribute to its architectural richness, 
especially in the patterning of the window panes and the 
arrangement of the windows on the façade.   
 
Windows were a necessity before electricity and air-
conditioning, as they provided light and ventilation. Historically, 
porches and louvered shutters allowed windows to remain open 
and so facilitated air movement while keeping the rain out. 
Window screens were a later development to keep insects out. 
Today we rely primarily on electricity to light and cool our 
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buildings, and property owners sometimes regard windows as 
“energy drains” on heating and cooling systems. Owners and 
builders often rush to replace historic wood windows with new 
wood, vinyl, or metal replacement windows that advertise, but 
do not usually deliver, substantial energy savings and lower 
maintenance costs. 
 
The mass-produced windows of today do not have the character 
or detail of historic windows and lack such features as 
imperfections in glass panes and specially milled sash and 
muntins that reflect the style and period of the building. Many 
historic windows have been in place for 50 to 100 years and will 
last even longer with simple maintenance. Today’s windows are 
usually not as durable as original historic windows and normally 
have a life cycle of only 10 to 30 years.  
 
Historic windows were made in different configurations, styles, 
and materials for different styles of architecture. The most 
common type of historic window is the double-hung wood sash 
which features two rectangular glazed frames or sashes that  
slide up and down in separate tracks along the side of the 
window frame. Wood double-hung sash windows were used in 
most architectural styles from Queen Anne to Ranch. Less 
common were casement windows which have a sash that swings 
out from the window frame. Wood casement windows were 
often used in the Tudor Revival style, while steel casements 
where often used in the Ranch style. 
 

The division of window panes is indicative of a building style 
and construction period. Windows are often described by the 
number of panes in each sash. For instance a window that has a 
single pane in an upper and lower sash is described as a one-
over-one window, whereas as a window with six panes in each 
sash is described as a six-over-six window.  
 
Early architectural styles featured smaller windows with 
multiple small panes. The Queen Anne style was the first to take 
full advantage of the new glass manufacturing technology, 
which made possible large panes of glass and so one-over-one 
or two-over-two windows. Later architectural styles had 
windows with various numbers of window panes. The Tudor 
Revival and Colonial Revival styles reverted back to smaller 
panes, typically with six-over-six windows, while the Craftsman 
style used several different configurations: three-over-one, four-
over-one, and nine-over-one. The Minimal Traditional and 
Ranch styles typically used six-over-six or eight-over-eight 
windows.   

Double-Hung Sash Window Casement Window 
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Window Configuration for Different Architectural Styles in Starkville 

Queen Anne 
Colonial Revival 

Queen Anne Colonial Revival 
Ranch 

Minimal Traditional 

Craftsman 

Tudor Revival 

Craftsman 

Tudor Revival Ranch 
Minimal Traditional 

Ranch 
Minimal Traditional 

Ranch 
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Scraping, painting, glazing, and weather stripping can make a 
historic window look better, operate easier, and conserve 
energy. Preserving an original window is also better for the 
environment, as it saves room in landfills and consumes less  
energy and materials than the manufacture of a new window. 
Deterioration that requires major repair or partial replacement is 
usually confined to the places where rain or condensation is 
likely to occur: the bottom rail of the sash, corner joints, and the 
intersection of muntins. If excessive rot exists, new pieces can 
be made to replace the rotten ones. Also, modern windows come 
in standard sizes and may not easily fit into historic window 
openings, which are often not a standard size or are no longer  
square due to uneven building settlement.    
 
The wood used in older sash is generally far better than the 
wood used today in most replacement windows. Modern 
insulated windows do conserve energy, but the energy savings is 
minimal and often payback on the cost of the new windows 
versus energy savings takes years or decades to achieve. Double
-pane windows are also subject to moisture infiltration and often 
become cloudy and nearly opaque over time when the window 
seals break or degrade. The only remedy for a cloudy, insulated 
window is complete replacement of the unit. In the hot, moist 
Mississippi climate, many of the insulated windows installed in 
the 1980s needed replacement before the year 2000. Modern 
metal and vinyl windows are not appropriate for historic 
buildings, and their installation decreases the historic value of a 
building. Vinyl-coated wood windows may initially require less 
painting, but they too are subject to fading and rot due to water 
leaking through the seams. The best way to conserve energy is 
to retain and repair the existing historic windows and properly 

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Owners, architects, and contractors should make every effort to 
preserve historic windows and to repair and restore them rather 
than replacing them. Historic wood windows have proved their 
value through their very survival. In Natchez, for example, 
many houses from 150 to 200 years old retain the majority of 
their original wood windows. All too often people think a 
window is beyond repair when it is easily repairable. Peeling 
paint, loose putty, broken sash cords, stuck sash, and broken 
glass panes are not indications that windows need replacement. 
Usually only a small amount of work is needed to repair them,  
saving thousands of dollars in new replacement windows.   

Replacement of original windows devalues a historic building 
and removes important evidence that indicates its age and style. 
 
Windows should be considered significant to a building if they  

1. are original, 
2. reflect the overall design intent of the building, 
3. reflect the period, regional style, or local building       

practices, 
4. reflect changes to the building during major periods or 

events, and/or 
5. are examples of excellent craftsmanship or design. 

  
After considering window significance, owners, architects, and 
contractors  can plan appropriate treatments based on an 
investigation of the physical condition of the window.   
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seal and weather-strip the window and/or install storm 
windows.   
 
The three components of a typical historic window are the wood 
sash and mullions, glass panes, and glazing compound. The 
glazing compound is the putty-type substance that holds the 
glass panes inside the window frame and mullions. It is the 
weakest link of the three components and is intended to be 
weak to allow for changes in expansion of the window frame 
material so as to not crack the glass. It also makes it easy to 
replace broken panes. Over time, glazing compound hardens 
and cracks, which allows water and air to penetrate the sash. 
Windows need re-glazing about every twenty years or when the 
glazing compound becomes hard and is no longer flexible. 
 
Homeowners should examine window frames and sashes 
regularly to check for operational soundness. The window sill, 
joints between the sill and the jamb, corners of the bottom rails, 
and mullion joints are typical points where water collects and 
deterioration begins. Opening and closing over the years and 
seasonal temperature changes weakens the joints and can cause 
slight separation. This slight separation makes the joints more 
vulnerable to water, which is readily absorbed into the end grain 
of the wood. If severe deterioration exists in these areas, it will 
usually be apparent on visual inspection. Before undertaking 
any repairs, identify and eliminate all sources of moisture 
penetration. 

REPLACEMENT 
 
All attempts should be made to repair or rehabilitate an existing 
historic window before replacement is considered. When a 
historic window is too far deteriorated for repair and a 
replacement is needed, the following characteristics should be 
considered before deciding on what type of new window should 
be selected as a replacement:  
 

1. pattern and size of the window openings 

2. proportions of the frame and sash 

3. configuration of window panes 

4. profiles of the window mullions 

5. nature of the glass 
 

The search for a replacement window can begin after the 
contribution of the window to the building has been determined. 
The replacement should retain, to the degree possible, the 
character of the historic window. The best replacement is a 
custom-made sash duplicating the original. Such a sash not only 
maintains the historic appearance of the building but it also 
simplifies and lowers the cost of installation. Salvage yards are 
good sources for inexpensive, matching sash. Recycled historic 
windows are a better choice than replacement windows of 
incompatible design. Also, relocating a window from an 
inconspicuous area of the house to a more prominent location is 
preferable to replacement with a window of incompatible 
design. 
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This metal window is not 
appropriate for a historic 
house. It is an obvious 
replacement for a much 
larger window that has been 
removed. The original 
window hole has been filled 
by unpainted boards. Modern 
metal windows with 
horizontal divisions, like this 
one and the one above, are 
not suitable for historic 
buildings.   

The metal window on the left is inappropriate for a 
historic structure and does not convey the same 
appearance as the neighboring original window. 

WINDOW REPLACEMENT IN STARKVILLE 
 
Rehabilitation of existing windows is strongly encouraged and 
preferred to replacing historic windows. Any replacement of 
existing windows requires approval by the SHPC.  
 
After all attempts to preserve the original window or to find a 
replacement window of the same material have been 
unsuccessful, it will be acceptable to replace the historic 
window after approval and based on the following criteria: 
 

1. Evidence must be presented of an unsuccessful attempt 
to repair the original window before replacement will be 
considered.  

2. Windows on the front façade should be preserved or 
replaced with relocated windows of the same material, 
size and configuration. 

3. Replacement windows for side and rear façades should 
be of wood but may be clad in vinyl or metal on the 
outside.  

4. Replacement windows should match as closely as 
possible the size, style, and configuration of the original 
windows. 

5. Metal or vinyl windows should only be considered for 
accessory buildings, and should have an appropriate  
finish. No bare-metal windows will be approved.  
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs: 9 – The Repair of Historic Wooden   
      Windows 
Preservation Briefs: 13 – The Repair and Thermal Upgrading of 
 Historic Steel Windows 

ALTERATION AND NEW WINDOW INSTALLATION 
 
Developing new uses for interior spaces in historic buildings 
often results in alterations to windows. The installation of 
kitchens, bathrooms, and closets is a major cause of window 
removal and inappropriate alterations to historic windows. 
Many historic houses have had original window openings 
shortened in height and filled in with inappropriate sash to 
accommodate the installation of kitchen counters. More creative 
and appropriate solutions are possible. For example, kitchen 
counters can be dropped to window-sill level to create a desk 
area or window seat. Better than altering the historic window is 
to run the counter across the window after painting the inside 
surface of the window panes black to obscure the counter 
installation from the exterior. 
 
Removal of a window to accommodate interior changes will 
require approval by the SHPC. If the window is not on a 
primary facade, the window frame should be retained on the 
exterior and filled in with shutters in a closed position or a 
panel installed within the existing frame and painted the wall 
color. The window sash and interior window trim should be 
labeled and stored on site in an attic, basement, or garage so that 
it can be reinserted at a later date. 
 
If a new function for an interior space requires a new window 
opening, the placement of the opening should be considered in 
relation to the existing windows on the façade. Historic façades 
often have a regular pattern to the window openings, which may 
be disturbed by the installation of a new opening. If the 
installation of a new window opening will not be visually 

disruptive then the new window should be compatible with the 
design of the building and original windows. New window 
openings should not appear on the front façade of a historic 
building.  

WINDOWS, DOORS, SHUTTERS, AWNINGS, AND CANOPIES  - 7 



66 STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS - WINDOWS 
 
Identify, retain and preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving windows - and their 

functional and decorative features - that are important in 
defining the overall historic character of the building. Such 
features can include frames, sash, muntins, glazing, sills, 
heads, hood molds, paneled or decorated jambs and 
moldings, and interior and exterior shutters and blinds. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing or radically changing windows which are 

important in defining the historic character of a building so 
that as a result, the character is diminished. 

 
 Changing the number, location, size or glazing pattern of 

windows through cutting new  openings, blocking-in 
windows, and installing replacement sashes that do not fit 
the historic window opening. 

 
 Changing the historic appearance of windows through the 

use of inappropriate designs, materials, finishes, or colors 
which noticeably change the sash, depth of reveal, and 
muntin configuration; the reflectivity and color of the 
glazing; or the appearance of the frame. 

 
 Obscuring historic window trim with metal or other 

material. 

  

 Stripping windows of historic material such as wood, cast-
iron, and bronze. 

 
Recommended: 
 Conducting an in-depth survey of the conditions of existing 

windows early in rehabilitation planning so that repair and 
upgrading methods and possible replacement methods and 
possible replacement options can be fully explored. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing windows solely because of peeling paint, broken 

glass, stuck sash, and high air infiltration. These conditions, 
in themselves, are no indication that windows are beyond 
repair.  

 
Protect and Maintain 
Recommended: 
 Protecting and maintaining the wood and architectural metal 

which comprise the window frame, sash, muntins, and 
surrounds through appropriate surface treatments such as 
cleaning, rust removal, limited paint removal, and re-
application of protective coating systems. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to provide adequate protection of materials on a 

cyclical basis so that deterioration of the windows results. 
 
Recommended: 
 Making windows weather tight by re-caulking and replacing 

or installing weatherstripping. These actions also improve  
 thermal efficiency. 
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 Not Recommended: 
 Retrofitting or replacing windows rather than maintaining 

the sash, frame, and glazing. 
 
Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of materials to determine 

whether more than protection and maintenance are required, 
i.e., if repairs to windows and window features will be 
required. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of historic windows. 
 
Repair 
Recommended: 
 Repairing window frames and sash by patching, splicing, 

consolidating or otherwise reinforcing. Such repair may also 
include replacement in kind of those parts that are either 
extensively deteriorated or are missing when there are 
surviving prototypes such as architraves, hoodmolds, sash, 
sills, and interior or exterior shutters and blinds. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing an entire window when repair of materials and 

limited replacement of deteriorated or missing parts are 
appropriate. 

 
 Failing to reuse serviceable window hardware such as brass 

sash lifts and sash locks. 
 

 Using substitute material for the replacement part that does 
not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 
the window or that is physically or chemically incompatible.   

 
Replace 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire window that is too deteriorated 

to repair using the same sash and pane configuration and 
other design details. If using the same kind of material is not 
technically or economically feasible when replacing 
windows deteriorated beyond repair, then a compatible 
substitute material may be considered. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing a character-defining window that is not repairable 

and blocking it in; or replacing it with a new window that 
does not convey the same visual appearance.   

 
Design for Missing Historic Features 
Recommended: 
 Designing and installing new windows when the historic 

windows (frames, sash, and glazing) are completely 
missing. The replacement windows may be an accurate 
restoration using historical, pictorial, and physical 
documentation; or be a new design that is compatible with 
the window openings and the historic character of the 
building.  

 
Not Recommended: 
 Creating a false historical appearance because the replaced 

window is based on insufficient historical evidence, or 
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installing windows that are characteristic of another 
architectural style. 

 
 Introducing a new window design that is incompatible with 

the historic character of the building. 
 
Alterations/Additions for the New Use  
Recommended: 
 Designing and installing additional windows on rear or other 

non-character-defining elevations if required by the new use.  
New window openings may also be cut into exposed party 
walls.  Such design should be compatible with the overall 
design of the building, but not duplicate the fenestration 
pattern and detailing of a character-defining elevation. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Installing new windows, including frames, sash, and muntin 

configuration that are incompatible with the building’s 
historic appearance or obscure, damage, or destroy character
-defining features. 

 
Recommended: 
 Providing a setback in the design of dropped ceilings when 

they are required for the new use to allow for the full height 
of the window openings. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Inserting new floors or furred-down ceilings which cut 

across the glazed areas of windows so that the exterior form 
and appearance of the windows are changed.   

WINDOW SCREENS 
 
Screens for windows became popular in the late nineteenth-
century and historic window screens are typically of two types - 
(1) exterior, full-size screens in wooden frames that hang from 
brackets at the top and latch from the inside at the bottom, and 
(2) interior, half-size screens in wooden frames that slide on 
interior tracks. Both types of window screens were easy to 
install and remove seasonally. With the advent of air 
conditioning, many owners of older homes have discarded the 
screens, and new houses often have windows with no provision 
for window screening. 
 
 
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, 
AND INSTALLATION 
 
Repairing existing wood screens is preferable to replacement.  
Many owners of historic properties have maintained the interior 
sliding screens that were either original features or additions to 
their historic homes. The exterior, full-size aluminum screens 
that are available today detract from the historic appearance of a 
building and are easly damaged by simple bending. Inexpensive 
alternatives to installed aluminum screens are the light-weight 
wood and aluminum screens that are portable and adjustable in 
width. They are available in a variety of heights and widths and 
have a minimal cost per window. These screens consist of two 
sliding frames that adjust to fit inside an open window and are 
held in place by the window tracks and the weight of the upper 
sash. 



STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 69 

STORM WINDOWS 
 
Storm windows are an easy and economical way to improve the 
energy efficiency of existing windows and are preferable to 
replacing historic windows. Exterior storm windows are 
generally more efficient in conserving energy than interior 
storm windows; however, they detract from the historic 
appearance of a structure. Exterior storm windows are also 
more difficult to remove for cleaning. Interior storm windows 
are ideal for people who like to remove storm windows in order 
to open windows seasonally and for easy cleaning.  
 
 
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, 
AND INSTALLATION 
 
New storm windows installed on the interior are more 
preferable than exterior storm windows, as they preserve the 

These inappropri-
ately sized alumi-
num window 
screens alter the 
appearance of the 
historic windows.   

historic character of the building. However, interior storm 
windows have increased potential for condensation and 
deterioration, so they should be checked periodically for 
problems. The outer window should be loose enough to allow 
moisture to leak to the outside and so prevent condensation 
build up, or there should be a small gap between the storm 
window and the interior window frame for the same purpose.  
 
If more than one storm window panel must be installed in a 
single window opening due to height, the junction of the storm 
window panels should occur behind the meeting rail of the 
original sash. The use of thermo plastic available at hardware 
stores is not recommended. 
 
WARNING:  At least one storm window in every room should be 
easily removable without the use of any equipment (such as a 
screwdriver) for easy egress out the window in case of fire.     
 
The different kinds of storm windows include: 
  

Magnetic - This system features a permanent bar 
magnet attached around the interior window frame, 
similar to refrigerator magnets. The metal frame of the 
storm window then “locks” to the magnetic strip, 
forming a seal to minimize air infiltration.   
 
Velcro - Like magnetic storm windows there is an  
attachment bar installed around the interior window 
frame. The storm window then has a Velcro strip around 
the frame which adheres to the bar.   
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Exterior storm windows alter the exterior 
appearance of historic buildings and are difficult to 
remove for cleaning. 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs: 3 – Conserving Energy in Historic  
  Buildings 

These photographs of windows in two historic houses 
illustrate the use of interior storm windows. They are  
easier to remove for cleaning, not visible on the exterior of 
the house, and are barely visible on the interior. 
Manufacturers of interior storm windows offer storm 
windows that are attached either by clip or by magnetic 
seal, like the examples pictured above.  

Clip-in - This system requires a small number of holes 
in the window frames for clips that hold the storm 
windows in place and form the seal. 
 
Screw-in-place - The storm windows in this system are 
attached to the window frame by screws that go through 
the storm-window frames and into the window frame. 
These storm windows are more difficult to remove than 
other types since they require a screw driver.   

 
Track Storm Windows - These are typically found on 
the exterior and consist of another window with its own 
track installed on the outside of the existing window.  
These storm windows obscure the historic window trim 
and frame and jut out beyond the wall surface and 
window frame.   
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SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S 
RECOMMENDATIONS - ENERGY CONSERVATION 
 
Windows 
Recommended: 
 Utilizing the inherent energy conserving features of a 

building by maintaining windows and louvered blinds in 
good operable condition for natural ventilation.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing historic shading devices rather than keeping them 

in an operable condition. 
 
Recommended: 
 Improving thermal efficiency with weather stripping, storm 

windows, caulking, interior shades, and, if historically 
appropriate, blinds and awnings.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing historic multi-paned windows with new thermal 

sash utilizing false muntins. 
 
Recommended: 
 Installing interior storm windows with air-tight gaskets, 

ventilating holes, and/or removable clips to insure proper 
maintenance and to avoid condensation damage to historic 
windows. 

 
  

Not Recommended: 
 Installing interior storm windows that allow moisture to 

accumulate and damage the window.  
 
Recommended: 
 Installing exterior storm windows which do not damage or 

obscure the windows and frames. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Installing new exterior storm windows which are 

inappropriate in size or color. 
 
 Replacing windows or transoms with fixed thermal glazing 

or permitting windows and transoms to remain inoperable 
rather than utilizing them for their energy conserving 
potential.   

 
Recommended: 
 Considering the use of lightly tinted glazing on non-

character defining elevations if other energy retrofitting 
alternatives are not possible. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Using tinted or reflective glazing on character-defining or 

other conspicuous elevations 
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Security or burglar bars are not appropriate for historic 
windows because they alter the historic character of the 
windows.     

SECURITY BARS 
 
Security or burglar bars are not recommended for windows in 
Starkville’s historic districts. The installation of bars radically 
alters the exterior appearance of a historic building. Only in 
major urban districts were burglar bars an original feature of 
some buildings. Security or burglar bars give a negative 
impression to potential residents, businesses, and tourists 
because widespread installation implies a high crime rate. 
Property owners should consider electronic security systems for 
safety and appearance.   
 
 
 

Security or burglar bars mask the historic details of this 
Queen Anne cottage, illustrated by the detail image on the 
bottom 
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Doors of Starkville 

DOORS 
 
Doors do not occur as frequently as windows; however, they are 
often the focal point of a building’s façade since they are the 
entry to the building. Front doors are sometimes accentuated by 
the use of frontispieces, sidelights, and transoms.  
 
Original doors often provide clues to both the style and date of 
a building. Queen Anne doors are sometimes richly ornamented 
with wood carving and etched or stained-glass panels. The 
leaded-glass doorways of some early Colonial Revival houses 
are the most outstanding architectural features of the buildings, 
while doors used in later versions of the style are often wood 
with six panels. Doors on Craftsman houses tend to be simpler 
than with other styles, with glass in the upper portion of the  
door or a full door of glass with multiple divisions. Tudor 
houses usually have arched doors. Altering and removing 
historic doors decreases the historic value of a building and 
removes important clues that identify its date and style. 

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Wherever possible, retain and repair original doors and door 
openings, including frames, lintels, fanlights, sidelights, 
transoms, hardware, and moldings. All of these features 
contribute to the richness of a historic building.   
 
Original doors that have never been painted should remain 
unpainted. Doors and interior millwork in late-nineteenth- and 
early-twentieth-century houses were often left unpainted and 
then varnished. Doors that were originally painted should 
remain painted. Original wood graining and other decorative 
finishes should also be preserved. 
 
Dip-stripping and sandblasting can cause irreparable damage to 
historic doors. Doors that are dip-stripped are sometimes left 
too long in the solution and/or are improperly neutralized. Dip-
stripping tends to raise the grain of the wood and often results 
in “fuzzy” doors. It also loosens glue joints. Sandblasting 
erodes the soft, porous fibers of the wood faster than the hard, 
dense fibers and so creates ridges and valleys. Sandblasting also 
erodes projecting carvings and moldings and creates a porous 
surface. 
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Replacement of existing exterior doors in Starkville must be 
approved by the SHPC. The repair or rehabilitation of an 
existing door is strongly encouraged before a replacement door 
is considered. If an original door is too deteriorated to repair, it 

Craftsman Tudor Queen Anne 
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This mass-produced, leaded-glass 
door is not appropriate for this mid-
twentieth-century Colonial Revival 
cottage, which would have most like-
ly featured a six-panel door.  

This Queen Anne-style house 
has lost its original corner 
porch, entrance doorway, and 
stoop. The original doorway 
would have featured a transom 
and door with glazed upper 
panel. The original porch was 
enclosed and a new, 
inappropriate 1970s door with 
raised panels was installed.   

should be replaced with a door that matches as closely as 
possible the original door in size, design or configuration, and 
finish. Missing or broken hardware should be replaced with 
reproductions to match the original. New hardware should 
match the architectural style of the building. For example, 
elaborately decorated, cast-metal hinges may be suitable for 
Queen Anne buildings dating to the late nineteenth-century, but 
they are inappropriate for later houses and styles.   
 
If the existing door is not original and is inappropriate for the 
style of the building, a replacement door may be installed based 
both on historical evidence and the architectural style of the 
building. The new door can be custom-made to match the 
missing original based on a historic photograph, if one exists.  
Without a historic photograph, an original door from a building 
similar in age and style can also serve as a design model for a 
new custom-made door. Salvage companies may also provide a 
source for a recycled door appropriate to the style of the 
building and the size of the door opening.  
 
Avoid replacement doors that are incompatible with the style of 
the house. Sliding glass doors and French (glazed) doors have 
replaced many original paneled doors in historic houses. Glazed 
Queen Anne doors have sometimes been replaced by paneled 
doors to create a more modern appearance.   
 
Today, hundreds of original historic doors are being replaced all 
across America with mass-produced, leaded-glass doors that are 
fine for new houses but are inappropriate for historic buildings.   



STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 75 

The wood screen door of 
this Tudor Revival-style 
house at 111 Nash Street 
properly fits the arched 
door opening and is 
simple in design. 

SCREEN DOORS 
 
Screen doors were often original features in late-nineteenth- and 
early-twentieth-century houses and were practical additions to 
earlier houses. Some Queen Anne, Tudor Revival, and Spanish 
Colonial Revival houses have elaborate screen doors that echo 
the detailing of the house.  
 
 
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Historic screen doors should be preserved and repaired. 
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
New screen doors for historic houses should be made of wood, 
with stiles and rails echoing the design of the entrance door.  
They should be painted or stained to match the entrance door. 
 
Metal screen doors, particularly those with metal panels in the 
lower section, are inappropriate for historic buildings. Also 
inappropriate are stock screen doors that are too large or too 
small and result in the alteration of the size of the door opening. 
 
 
STORM DOORS 
 
Storm doors are allowed. It is recommended that the design be 
as unobtrusive as possible. They should properly fit the existing 
historic opening and not require any modifications to the size of 
the frame.  

This screen door on the house at 
311 Hogan Street is a simple 
design that properly fits the 
door opening and with the 
character of the house. It is also 
painted the same color as the 
entry door so that its impact is 
minimized. 
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SECURITY DOORS 
 
Metal security or burglar doors are inappropriate for historic 
doorways, and their use is discouraged in the historic districts of 
Starkville. These metal doors are sometimes elaborately 
decorated and radically alter the character of a historic building. 
Metal security doors also give a negative impression to 
potential residents, businesses, and tourists, because their 
existence implies a high crime rate. In addition they can be a 
safety hazard in an emergency when quick egress is needed 
from the house, as many security doors have a key that is 
required to open the door.  

SHUTTERS 
 
Architectural historians use the term blind in reference to the 
hinged louvered panels affixed to the outside of a window or 
door and the term shutter in reference to hinged panels or 
boards that have no louvers. Today’s homeowners and 
contractors generally use the term shutter to encompass both 
shutters and blinds. 
 
Blinds and shutters once played an important role in daily life.  
In early houses, paneled and batten shutters provided privacy, 
security, and protection from storms. Blinds fulfilled those 
same functions, but they also admitted light and air. Before air-
conditioning, blinds were especially useful in summer, because 
they allowed air circulation while providing shade and allowing 
windows to remain open during rain. The adjustable louvers 
that became popular in the mid nineteenth-century made it 
easier to operate the blinds for maximum efficiency. Even 
today, window shutters and blinds can add to the energy 
efficiency of a house. Closing shutters and blinds during the day 
reduces sunlight and heat buildup.   
 
Queen Anne-style houses typically have operable shutters 
mounted on shutter hinges attached to the window frame. Some 
twentieth-century historic houses, like Colonial Revival houses, 
dating from 1920 onward, and Minimal Traditional-style 
houses, dating from 1940 onward, feature original shutters or 
blinds that are purely ornamental and were never intended to be 
operable. Such shutters are often attached to the house on the 
outside of the window frame. These houses have no shutter 
hardware. Craftsman-style houses did not have shutters. 

A metal security door and sidelight grilles (right) obscure the 
historic doorway of this Colonial Revival house. Burglar 
doors and barred windows also increase the risk of death 
from fire by making it difficult to exit the building or for 
rescue personnel to enter the building.     
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Window and door shutters and blinds should be maintained and 
repaired rather than replaced. Often the wood used in the 
historic shutter or blind is far better than wood available today.  
Blinds too deteriorated to repair can provide spare parts for the 
repair of other blinds. 
 
Avoid dip-stripping historic shutters and blinds because it 
loosens joints and hastens deterioration. Scrape and sand 
shutters and blinds before repainting. Retain original shutter and 
blind hardware, where possible, and otherwise replace with 
reproduction hardware to match the missing original. 
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 

 
Before replacement of any original shutters or blinds is 
considered, all attempts should be made to repair them. Those 
structures that had shutters historically can have replacement 
shutters installed if the original ones are too deteriorated to 
repair. Replacements should be of the same size and 
configuration and mounted in the same location as the originals. 
If all original shutters or blinds are missing and there is physical 
or photographic evidence of shutters, then the new ones should 
be patterned after the original ones. If no photographs exist of 
the original shutters or blinds, a similar historic building with 
shutters or blinds can be used as a guide. The use of vinyl or 
aluminum replacement shutters will not be allowed, as they do 
not have the same appearance as historic wood shutters. Vinyl 
shutters and blinds, as well as many stock replacements in 

wood, are not appropriate, as the proportions and detailing are 
usually incorrect for historic buildings. 
 
Use original hardware to hang shutters and blinds, where 
possible, and buy reproduction hardware when needed. When 
hanging operable shutters or blinds without appropriate 
hardware, install the shutters to appear to be operable. 
 
Do not install shutters or blinds when inappropriate for the 
architectural style of the building or when no evidence of 
historic shutters or blinds exists. As mentioned, twentieth-
century Craftsman-style houses, for example, rarely featured 
shutters or blinds.   
 
When installing replacement shutters or blinds, make sure that 
they are the same height and width as the window opening when 
they are closed or if they were closed. Installing shutters or 
blinds on picture windows is inappropriate.  

Although these applied shutters are not operable they are 
appropriate for this house at 405 South Montgomery Street,  
as they are characteristic of the Minimal Traditional style of 
the house. 
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AWNINGS AND CANOPIES 
 

Awnings on commercial and residential buildings have been 
popular since the nineteenth century. Historic photographs of 
many Mississippi cities illustrate the commercial use of canvas 
awnings to help control temperature, prevent merchandize from 
fading in display windows, and protect customers from sun and 
rain. Some twentieth-century commercial buildings, particularly 
those dating to 1920 and later, originally featured metal or 
wood canopies suspended from buildings.  
 
Canvas awnings were not as widely used on residential 
buildings, but historic photographs document operable awnings 
on late-nineteenth- and early-twentieth-century houses, 
particularly in coastal areas.   

The window shutters of these two houses are original and 
properly fit the windows. The house on the left displays 
original shutters that are properly sized and hung for paired 
windows and a bay window. 

Shutters on this window 
are too short, too narrow, 
and incorrectly hung 
outside the window frame.    

The vinyl shutters flanking 
the window on this Queen 
Anne-style house are too 
narrow and incorrectly hung 
outside the window frame. 
Paneled shutters are also 
inappropriate for the style.  

The shutters on this 
house at 601 Greensboro 
Street are properly 
mounted on shutter 
hinges so they can close 
and properly fit the 
window opening. 
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 porte-cochere. Pole supported awnings should not be used 
to shade individual windows.   

 
Traditional Canvas Awnings - Residential 

Although canvas awnings were not widely used on 
residential buildings, they are preferable to metal awnings.  
Install canvas awnings to emphasize rather than obscure the 
architectural detailing of a building.   
 
Install individual awnings over each window rather than 
spanning two windows with a single awning.  
 
Adding a canvas awning to shelter an entrance of a house is 
preferable to the addition of a structural porch canopy or 
porte cochere.   

 
Choose colors, patterns, and designs that are subdued to 
avoid disrupting the character of the neighborhood. 

Canvas awnings are appropriate for residential buildings if 
they are correctly hung. The awning above left is correctly 
hung, but the one in the center is not, as it spans two 
individual windows. The metal awnings above right are not 
appropriate for historic buildings.   

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Original awnings and canopies of wood or metal should be 
preserved and repaired where possible. 
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Original awnings and canopies of wood or metal that are 
missing or too deteriorated to repair should be replaced to match 
the original as existing or documented in historic photographs. 
 
Install new awnings without damaging window trim or other 
architectural components. Take care to insure that the awning 
does not become a source of water infiltration.   
 
Types of Awnings:  
 
Metal and Wood Awnings 

Metal and wood awnings are not appropriate for historic 
buildings unless they were an original design feature of the 
building as evidenced by historic photographs.   

 
Vinyl Awnings  
 Vinyl awnings are not appropriate for historic buildings. 

 
Pole-supported Awnings 
 Pole-supported awnings are appropriate for entrances on 

certain commercial buildings to provide protection from 
rain. A pole-supported, canvas awning is preferable to the 
addition of a non-historic porch, vinyl or metal awning, or  
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PORCHES, ENTRANCES, ENTRY STEPS, AND  
ACCESSIBILITY 
 
 Porches 

 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and   Installation 

 Entrances 
 Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and   Installation 

 Entry Steps 
  Maintenance and Repair 
 Replacement, Alteration, and   Installation 

 Accessibility 
 Health and Safety 

 
 
PORCHES 
 
Porch is a broad term that encompasses porticoes, galleries, 
piazzas, and verandas — terms that are both regionally and 
architecturally inspired. For example, in Natchez, “gallery” is 
the common term for the porches that are such an integral part 
of the city’s architecture. However, in Charleston, South 
Carolina, the popular term is “piazza.”  
 
A porch is often a dominant architectural feature of a historic 
building and is both functional and decorative. It provides shade 
and outdoor living space in the summer and protects entrances 

from the elements. A historic porch, with its columns, posts, 
balustrades, brackets, or other decorative details, also helps to 
define a building’s architectural style and period of 
construction.   
 
Porch components include columns or posts, which are the 
vertical members that support the roof structure. They can either 
be full height from the floor to the ceiling or can be shorter and 
sit on masonry piers that extend from the porch floor or ground 
level. Column styles vary from simple wood posts to turned 
columns, box columns, or versions of the classical orders 
including Tuscan, Doric, Ionic, Corinthian, and Composite. 
Within the classical orders there are smooth columns or fluted 
columns, which have shallow concave groves running vertically 
up the column shaft.  
 
Often a set of short vertical elements known as balusters 
support a horizontal rail between columns. The balusters 
together with the rail are termed a balustrade. Baluster designs 
should correspond to the architectural style of the building. 
Versions of wood balusters include turned (of various shapes 
and design), square, and flat-sawn-cut. Balusters can also be 
made of iron or other metals. In some cases historic houses 
were built without a balustrade and one should not be installed 
on them unless required for safety. If a balustrade does need to 
be installed it should be appropriate for the style of the building. 
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This house at 522 Greensboro Street originally had a 
partial-width front-facing gable porch supported by wood 
box columns typically of the Greek Revival style. It was 
later expanded to be a full-width porch, all of it  
supported by wood box columns.  

In Starkville porches are found on most of the architectural 
styles including Greek Revival, Queen Anne, Colonial Revival, 
and Craftsman. Sometimes the Minimal Traditional and Ranch 
styles have porches. The French Eclectic style usually does not 
have an entry porch. Porches can be integral to the building, 
meaning the porch is actually inset beneath the front slope of the 
roof, or can be attached, where a separate roof structure covers 
the porch.  
 

Column Capital 

Top Rail 

Baluster 

Balustrade 

Column Base 

Column Shaft  

Bottom Rail 

PORCH COMPONENTS Greek Revival-style buildings have both inset porches and 
attached porches, with some running the full width of the 
facade. Greek Revival-style porches typically have columns that 
are round, fluted, or boxed. These columns usually support 
either a frieze and cornice or a full entablature. Handrails are 
often built of component parts and shaped to shed water. 
Balusters may be elaborately turned or rectangular.   

Porches on Queen Anne-style houses are usually large and often 
wrap around two or more elevations. They are supported by 
turned columns (a shaft that is turned by a lathe to produce 
varying diameters in a decorative pattern), sometimes with 
decorative brackets attached. Turned balusters (also turned by a 
lathe to produce a varying diameter pattern) are frequently used. 
A later version of the Queen Anne style called Free Classic 
Queen Anne favored classical-style columns instead of turned 
ones.   

Frieze 

Entablature 
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The porch at 110 East Gillespie Street wraps around 
two elevations and is supported by turned columns with 
decorative brackets, all characteristic of the Queen 
Anne style.  

This Colonial Revival House at 425 Greensboro Street   
features a full-width first-story porch supported by Ionic 
columns on brick pedestals. The second-story front-
facing gable porch is also supported by Ionic columns.  

Colonial Revival porches dating to the early twentieth-century 
echo the designs of the previous periods, with columns based on 
the Roman orders. Columns are often paired and sometimes 
stand on bases or pedestals. Balusters of Colonial Revival 
houses are usually turned. Porches tend to run the full width of 
façades. During the latter stages of the Colonial Revival style, 
smaller porches became popular, mainly located in front of the 
entry and supported by classical columns. In some cases there is 
no porch, just a classical surround attached to the façade at the 
entry, which may be slightly recessed.  
 

The house at 306 Greensboro Street is Queen Anne in 
form, with a porch that is supported by classical 
Tuscan style columns, making it Free Classic Queen 
Anne in style. 
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The Neoclassical Revival-style porch differs from the Colonial 
Revival-style porch principally in its reliance on Grecian orders 
for its columns, its monumentality, and its symmetry.  Typically 
porches on two-story Neoclassical Revival-style houses are full 
height and centered on the main façade.  
 
The Craftsman style usually features wide, deep porches 
supported by tapered box columns on brick piers. Often a low 
brick wall was used for a balustrade between the columns.  
Concrete porch decks, which require less maintenance than 
wooden ones and are more durable, were also used on 
Craftsman style houses. Pergolas were frequently incorporated 
into the design of Craftsman houses as additional outside living 
space.   

This Craftsman-style house at 507 South Jackson Street has 
an undercut full-width porch supported by tapered columns 
on masonry piers.  

The Tudor Revival-style house at 525 University Street has 
two porches: a small gabled entrance porch and a larger 
integral porch to the right serving as an outdoor living 
space.   

Porches on Tudor Revival houses are generally not large or 
prominent. Unsheltered concrete entry decks were often used 
instead of porches. Simple gabled entrance surrounds were 
typically used around the entry door. Although entry porches 
were not that popular for Tudor Revival-style houses, side 
porches were often employed for additional outdoor living 
space. They usually appear beneath the main roof or in a 
projecting gable and are enclosed by low brick walls and 
supporting piers. 

Ranch-style houses of the mid-twentieth-century sometimes 
have porches; however, they are usually only concrete slabs 
beneath roof overhangs. Contemporary or Modern-style houses 
feature variations on the traditional porch with wide 
overhanging sloped roofs or entry porches tucked under roof 
lines like those of  Ranch houses. 
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Porches are one of the most expressive architectural features of 
historic buildings. They provide an enjoyable outdoor living 
space and protect openings from weather. Most porches are 
constructed of wood components and require regular 
maintenance. Deferring maintenance can lead to failure of 
porch members and decking requiring expensive repair or 
replacement. Simple failure to clean and maintain gutters can 
cause deterioration of porch posts or columns, which are often 
difficult to repair and particularly expensive to replace.   
 

Failure to clean 
and maintain 
gutters is the 
primary cause of  
porch 
deterioration 
such as the 
damage caused 
to the column 
capital here.   

If possible, retain and repair original porch materials and 
detailing. The materials that were used to build a historic porch 
are usually far superior to what is available today. Instead of 
replacing, epoxies can be used to repair deteriorated sections of 
original turned posts, columns, and balusters. Butt joints are 
more subject to rot from water infiltration, so repairs to box 
columns and square- or rectangular-cross-section posts should 
be made with sloping joints to shed water.  
 
Failure to paint and maintain porch decking accelerates the 
deterioration of perimeter beams and joists. Bases of posts and 
columns should be periodically checked for signs of settlement, 
which indicates deterioration and compression of supporting 
perimeter beams. Porches should be routinely painted, and 
joints, cracks in posts, columns, and balustrades should be 
carefully caulked to prevent water infiltration. 
 
Improper repair of deteriorated tongue-and-groove flooring can 
hasten deterioration. When making repairs to porch decking, do 
not saw the rotten ends of tongue-and-groove flooring back to 
the first supporting joist as this will create a junction that will be 
particularly vulnerable to water damage. Differences in 
thickness between old and new flooring can also create 
depressions that hold water.  
 
Avoid installing landscaping close to porches, as it tends to 
obscure porch components, trap moisture, and hide any 
deterioration. The root systems of trees planted near concrete 
porch decks or patios can also cause damage to the slabs.   
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These two Natchez shotgun houses illustrate how changing 
the porch components alters the historic appearance and 
integrity of a historic house. The original columns of the 
house on the left were replaced with metal trellis columns, 
while the house on the right has wood columns, which are 
also replacements but are more in keeping with the original 
appearance of the building.   

REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
If historic porch materials are too deteriorated to repair, 
replacements should duplicate, as closely as possible, the 
deteriorated original. Inappropriate replacements alter the 
historic appearance of a historic building and greatly devalue its 
architectural significance. Among the most common 
inappropriate replacements are substituting poured concrete for 
an original wood porch, removing wood columns or posts and 
installing metal substitutes, and replacing original wood 
balusters with metal or inappropriate wood substitutes. 
 
Use treated wood when replacing or scabbing onto original 
porch framing, such as joists and perimeter beams. When 
reconstructing a wood-frame porch, be sure that the floor is 
pitched to drain water, with the recommended pitch being 1:48 
or a fall of one inch for every forty-eight inches.   
 
When replacing, repairing, or installing new wood porch 
flooring, use treated, tongue-and-groove flooring in a width and 
thickness that matches the original porch flooring or is suitable 
for the period in which the house was built. If in doubt, match 
the width of the porch flooring boards to the width of the 
interior flooring. Prime all sides of the tongue-and-groove 
flooring before installation. Be sure that the flooring boards 
extend beyond the fascia board 1½ to 2 inches to allow water to 
run off.   
 
Reproduction and custom-made columns and posts are readily 
available from a variety of suppliers. Many stock reproduction 
columns are near replicas of the columns used in twentieth-

century historic buildings. However, some nineteenth-century 
houses will require custom-made columns to properly fit the 
proportions of the building. Sometimes the best and least 
expensive method for obtaining a reproduction column is to ship 
an original column to the company making the reproduction. 
Shipping costs are often less than the expense of an architectural 
drawing.   
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ENTRANCES 
 
An entrance is often the focal point of the façade of a historic 
building. Architectural components of entrances include 
frontispieces, doors, sidelights, transoms, fanlights, brackets, 
hoods, stoops, and loggias. Entrances, like porches, reflect the 
style and period of buildings.   
 
Queen Anne-style houses tend to have transomed and 
elaborately decorated doors, some with etched or stained-glass 
panels. Colonial Revival and Neoclassical Revival entrances are 
often grand, with elaborate leaded-glass fanlights, transoms, and 
glazed doors. Tudor Revival entrance doorways are often arched 
and defined by gabled projections that shelter arched doors with 
small glazed openings. Doors of Craftsman Bungalows are 
generally fully or partially glazed and are usually sheltered 
beneath the deep porches so typical of the style.   

Queen Anne Colonial Revival 

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Original entrances with their associated components and 
detailing should be maintained and repaired. Replacing original 
doors or other features lessens the historic value of a building.  
Entrances with elaborate fanlights, sidelights, and/or leaded 
glass need to be periodically checked to make sure that glazing 
and metal components are in good condition.   
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
If original entrance features are too deteriorated to repair, they 
should be replaced to match the original as closely as possible.  
If an existing entrance has been altered and a decision is made 
to restore it, the missing features should be based both on 
historical evidence and the architectural style of the building. If 
there is no historical documentation of the original entrance, 
then the form of a new entrance should be based on other 
historic building entrances of the same architectural style found 
in the area.   

Craftsman Tudor Revival  
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ENTRY STEPS 
 
Entry steps, like entrances themselves, can be character-
defining features of a historic building. Nineteenth-century 
houses generally have wood or stuccoed-brick entry steps.  
Because entry steps are normally exposed to the weather, few 
historic houses retain original wood entry steps. Most wood 
entry steps built for today’s historic houses are crude imitations 
of the original entry steps. Historic architectural pattern books 
and historic photographs can provide design resources for 
building appropriate entry steps.   
 
The main components of entry steps are treads, risers and 
stringers. Treads are the flat boards of the stairs. Risers are the 
upright boards beneath the treads. Stringers are the diagonal 
boards along the sides that the treads and risers are connected 
to. The overhang of the tread above both the riser and stringer 
should be about equal. Correctly detailed wood steps for a 
nineteenth-century house will have bull-nosed treads, a beaded 
stringer, and a bed mould beneath the tread.  
 
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
If possible original entry steps with their associated components 
and detailing should be maintained and repaired.   
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
If original entry steps are too deteriorated to repair, replacement 
steps should match the original as closely as possible. If no 
evidence exists to document the original entry steps, new steps 
should be based on the architectural style of the building.  
 

Avoid installing entry steps that are incompatible with the age 
and style of the building. Simple entry steps with open risers are 
not appropriate for more sophisticated historic buildings, as they 
were generally found on historic dependency buildings, country 
stores, or other vernacular buildings. Concerns about 
maintenance have caused many owners of historic homes to 
replace wood steps with brick steps. The color, texture, and 
pattern of exposed brick can be visually disruptive and 
overwhelm the historic character of a building. In the nineteenth 
and early-twentieth century, brick steps on historic buildings 
were traditionally stuccoed.  

The steps of the 
house at 305 
Greensboro 
Street are 
appropriately 
constructed of 
wood.   
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This Craftsman style 
house at 309 Greensboro 
Street has a tiled porch 
deck with concrete entry 
steps flanked by low brick 
wing walls having cast-
stone caps.   

The brick steps overpower this house and detract from the 
historic character of the building.  

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs: 15 – Preservation of Historic Concrete 
Preservation Briefs: 17 –Architectural Character  
Preservation Briefs: 35 –Understanding Old Buildings:  The 
 Process of Architectural Investigation 
Preservation Briefs: 40 –Preserving Historic Ceramic Tile  
 Floors 

The concrete steps of this 
Tudor Revival-style house at 
212 South Washington are 
appropriate for the style of 
the house.  



STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 89 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS -  
ENTRANCES AND PORCHES 
 
Identify, retain and preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving entrances - and their 

functional and decorative features - that are important in 
defining the overall historic character of the building such as 
doors, fanlights, sidelights, pilasters, entablatures, columns, 
balustrades, and stairs.  

 
 Not Recommended: 
 Removing or radically changing entrances and porches 

which are important in defining the overall historic character 
of the building so that, as a result, the character is 
diminished.  

 
 Stripping entrances and porches of historic material such as 

wood, cast iron, terra cotta tile, and brick. 
 
 Removing an entrance or porch because the building has 

been reoriented to accommodate a new use. 
 
 Cutting new entrances on the primary elevation. 
 
 Altering utilitarian or service entrances so they appear to be 

formal entrances by adding paneled doors, fanlights, and 
sidelights. 

 

Protect and Maintain 
Recommended: 
 Protecting and maintaining the masonry, wood, and 

architectural metal that comprise entrances and porches 
through appropriate surface treatments such as cleaning, rust 
removal, limited paint removal, and re-application of 
protective coating systems. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to provide adequate protection to materials on a 

cyclical basis so that deterioration of entrances and porches 
results.   

 
Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of materials to determine 

whether more than protection and maintenance are required, 
that is, if repairs to entrance and porch features will be 
necessary. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of historic entrances and porches.   
 
Repair 
Recommended: 
 Repairing entrances and porches by reinforcing the historic 

materials. Repair will also generally include the limited 
replacement in kind - or with compatible substitute material 
- of those extensively deteriorated or missing parts of 
repeated features where there are surviving prototypes such 
as balustrades, cornices, entablatures, columns, sidelights, 
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and stairs. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing an entire entrance or porch when the repair of 

materials and limited replacement of parts are appropriate.   
 
 Using a substitute material for the replacement parts that 

does not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts 
of the entrance and porch or that is physically or chemically 
incompatible. 

 
Replace 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire entrance or porch that is too 

deteriorated to repair - if the form and detailing are still 
evident - using the physical evidence as a model to 
reproduce the feature. If using the same kind of material is 
not technically or economically feasible, then a compatible 
substitute material may be considered. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing an entrance or porch that is not repairable and not 

replacing it; or replacing it with a new entrance or porch that 
does not convey the same visual appearance. 

ACCESSIBILITY 
 
The enactment of the Americans with Disabilities Act in 1990 
(also the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 and Section 504 of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973) has presented new challenges 
for owners of historic properties open to the public, most of 
which are not exempt from providing accessibility.  
 
The goal when making a building accessible is to provide the 
highest level of access with the lowest level of negative impact 
on historic character. In many cases historic buildings can be 
made accessible with few physical alterations. Modification 
may be as simple and inexpensive as a ramp and the creation of 
a designated parking space. Some buildings, particularly those 
with first stories raised well above ground level may present a 
formidable challenge that can only be overcome by the 
installation of a lift.  
 
Too often property owners construct insensitive, overpowering 
ramps that overwhelm historic properties. Careful planning done 
by design and historic-preservation professionals can ensure that  
historic character is preserved and that the building is accessible 
to disabled visitors. 
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
  Preservation Briefs: 32 –Making Historic Properties  
  Accessible 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS - ACCESSIBILITY 
 
 Recommended: 
  Identifying the historic building’s character-defining spaces, 

features, and finishes so that accessibility code-required 
work will not result in their damage or loss. 

 
 Not Recommended: 
  Undertaking code-required alterations before identifying 

those spaces, features or finishes which are character-

defining and must therefore be preserved. 
 
Recommended: 
 Complying with barrier-free access requirements, in such a 

manner that character-defining spaces, features, and finishes 
are preserved. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Altering, damaging, or destroying character-defining 

features in attempting to comply with accessibility 
requirements. 

  
Recommended: 
 Working with local disability groups, access specialists, and 

historic preservation  specialists to determine the most 
appropriate solution to access problems. 

  
Not Recommended: 
 Making changes to buildings without first seeking expert 

advice from access specialists and historic preservationists, 
to determine solutions. 

 
Recommended: 
 Providing barrier-free access that promotes independence 

for the disabled person to the highest degree practicable, 
while preserving significant historic features. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Providing access modifications that do not provide a 

reasonable balance between independent, safe access and 
preservation of historic features. 

A discrete 
ramp at the 
front of this  
building in 
Port Gibson 
provides 
accessibility 
without being 
too prominent. 
Current  
building codes 
would require 
a railing.  
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HEALTH AND SAFETY 
 
Evolving local, state, and federal regulations regarding health, 
welfare, and life-safety codes can affect the exterior appearance 
of historic buildings. Fire codes for residential use of 
commercial buildings may require additional fire-rated 
staircases or fire escapes. An apartment conversion of a second 
story in a historic building may require additional stairs and 
street entrances or exits, which could necessitate alterations to 
historic facades or interiors. Fire codes also often require 
alterations to entrance doors of buildings that are open to the 
public. Historically, most entrance doors opened inward, but fire 
codes may require that such doors open outward.  
 
Original balustrades on historic porches and balconies may need 
to be modified to meet code requirements, and buildings that 
historically had no balustrades may now need them. If that is the 
case, the alterations should be visually appropriate for the 
historic character or be unobtrusive. To solve the problem of 

raising the height of a balustrade a plain horizontal rod or bar 
can be installed above a historic balustrade . When in doubt 
about how to make appropriate alterations to meet safety codes, 
consult historic-preservation professionals or preservation 
architects who can suggest ways to meet code requirements 
while minimizing alterations to a historic structure.  
 
Many historic buildings contain materials that have been 
determined to be toxic or potentially hazardous to occupants 
and/or workers. Materials like roofing, siding, insulation, and 
floor coverings sometimes contain asbestos. Some historic 
buildings have been painted with lead-based paint, which was 
banned about 1978. Owners of a historic building must insure 
that all workers involved in the encapsulation, repair, or removal 
of toxic materials are properly trained and that the disposal of 
toxic materials conforms to health, welfare, and life-safety 
codes. 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS - HEALTH AND SAFETY 
 
Recommended: 
 Identifying the historic building’s character-defining spaces, 

features, and finishes so that code-required work will not 
result in their damage or loss. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Undertaking code-required alterations to a building or site 

before identifying those spaces, features, or finishes which 
are character-defining and most therefore be preserved. 

Recommended: 
 Designing new or additional means of access that are 

compatible with the historic property and its setting. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Designing new or additional means of access without 

considering the impact on the historic property and its 
setting.   
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Recommended: 
 Complying with health and safety codes, including seismic 

code requirements, in such a manner that character-defining 
spaces, features, and finishes are preserved. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Altering, damaging, or destroying character-defining spaces, 

features, and finishes while making modifications to a 
building or site to comply with safety codes. 

 
Recommended: 
 Removing toxic building materials only after thorough 

testing has been conducted and only after less invasive 
abatement methods have been shown to be inadequate. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Destroying historic interior features and finishes without 

careful testing and without considering less invasive 
abatement methods. 

 
Recommended: 
 Providing workers with appropriate personal protective 

equipment for hazards found in the worksite. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing unhealthful building materials without regard to 

personal and environmental safety. 
 
Recommended: 
 Working with local code officials to investigate systems, 

methods, or devices of equivalent or superior effectiveness 

and safety to those prescribed by code so that unnecessary 
alterations can be avoided. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Making changes to historic buildings without first exploring 

equivalent health and safety systems, methods, or devices 
that may be less damaging to historic spaces, features, and 
finishes. 

 
Recommended: 
 Upgrading historic stairways and elevators to meet health 

and safety codes in a manner  that assures their preservation, 
i.e., so that they are not damaged or obscured. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Damaging or obscuring historic stairways and elevators or 

altering adjacent spaces in the process of doing work to meet 
code requirements. 

 
Recommended: 
 Installing sensitively designed fire suppression systems, 

such as sprinkler systems that result in retention of historic 
features and finishes. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Covering character-defining wood features with fire-

resistant sheathing which results in altering their visual 
appearance. 

 
Recommended: 
 Applying fire-retardant coating, such as intumescent paints, 
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which expand during fire to add thermal protection to steel. 
 

Not Recommended: 
 Using fire-retardant coatings if they damage or obscure 

character-defining features. 
 

Recommended: 
 Adding a new stairway or elevator to meet health and safety 

codes in a manner that preserves adjacent character-defining 
features and spaces. 

 
 

Not Recommended: 
 Radically changing, damaging, or destroying character-

defining spaces, features, or finishes when adding a new 
code-required stairway or elevator. 

 
Recommended: 
 Placing a code-required stairway or elevator that cannot be 

accommodated within the historic building in a new exterior 
addition.  Such an addition should be on an inconspicuous 
elevation. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Constructing a new addition to accommodate code-required 

stairs and elevators on character-defining elevations highly 
visible from the street, or where it obscures, damages, or 
destroys character-defining features. 

ADDITIONS TO HISTORIC BUILDINGS, AND 
NEW CONSTRUCTION 

 
 Additions to Historic Buildings 
 New Construction 

   Height 
   Proportion and Scale 
  Openings 
   Massing 
   Spacing and Setback 
   Roof Shape 
   Orientation 
   Materials and Texture 

 
 
 
ADDITIONS TO HISTORIC BUILDINGS 
 
An addition to a historic structure can be visually disruptive. 
Before contemplating an addition look for ways to alter non-
significant interior spaces to accommodate new needs. If that is 
not possible, new additions should be made in a manner that 
preserves the character and detailing of the historic building. A 
new addition should not be radically different, nor should it 
mimic exactly the appearance of the historic building. A new 
addition should be clearly differentiated from the old, so the 
addition reads as an addition and not as part of the historic 
building.  
 
A new addition to a historic building is considered to be 
successful if it preserves significant historic materials and 
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features, preserves the existing historic character, and protects 
the historic significance by making a visual distinction between 
what is old and what is new. 
 
Existing additions should be preserved if they are over fifty 
years old or were done without sacrifice to the architectural 
integrity of the historic building. However, not all additions are 
significant and worthy of preservation. Many later additions 
were poorly designed and constructed and they detracted from 
the original form, materials, or craftsmanship of the historic 
building to which they were added. 
 
Many new additions are needed as modern bathrooms, kitchens, 
and additional living space. Some historic houses simply cannot 
accommodate the necessities of modern living within the 
existing exterior walls. If the house has a rear porch, an option 
to provide more interior space would be to enclose all or a 
portion of the porch, being careful not to alter the character-
defining features of the porch.   
 
An addition should be designed so it is secondary to the original 
building. It should be smaller than the original building and 
sited in a secondary position, such as on the rear or an 
inconspicuous side. It should be made of materials similar to 
those  on the historic building. Adding a brick addition to a 
historic frame building is inappropriate because the texture and 
color of the brick will draw attention to the addition. Likewise, 
roof material should be similar. If siding materials on the 
addition matches those on the original structure, vertical trim 
should be used to visually differentiate the junction between old 
and new sections. Existing corner boards and trim elements 

should be maintained to differentiate the original structure from 
the addition.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
The scale and rhythm of features on the historic building should 
be incorporated into the addition design. Using similar height 
lines for doors and windows and a similar rhythm of the 
openings will help the addition harmonize with the historic 
building. Architectural detailing should complement rather than 
exactly duplicate the detailing of the historic resource. If the 
historic building has an elaborate Queen Anne- or Colonial 
Revival-style doorway, the entrance to a new addition should be 
compatible but plain, to keep the focus on the historic doorway. 

This rear addition is secondary to the original house and 
reads as an addition. The materials used are new, yet they 
are similar to the original house. 
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The new addition (on the 
right), to the historic 
Yalobusha County 
Courthouse in Water Valley is 
connected to the historic 
courthouse (on the left) by a 
glass-enclosed hyphen. This 
helps the addition read as 
separate from the historic 
building.  

The side addition to this historic house is inappropriate as 
it uses different materials and heights for the openings and 
a different roof shape. The entry to this house has also 
been inappropriately remodeled with an incompatible  
front door.  

Any new addition should be designed to be reversible without 
significant damage being done to the historic building or any 
loss of its architectural detailing. For example, if an addition or 
porch enclosure obscures an original window, retain the window 
in place and close the shutter. If built-ins in a new addition or 
enclosure of a porch renders an original doorway inoperable, 
retain the doorway and convert it into a shallow closet with 
shelving. 
 
Generally, the most successful way to add space to a historic 
building is to construct a small hyphen or connector to the 
addition from the house. This results in minimal damage to the 
historic building and clearly differentiates the new from the old. 
When added to a historic house, the hyphen sometimes takes the 
form of a covered walkway, which can be sided with lattice or 
jalousies. Connectors between historic commercial buildings 
and additions sometimes include glass walls, which leave the 
exterior wall of the historic building visible. Architectural 
hyphens or connectors should be recessed from the streetscape.   

This carport addition is very successful, as it does not 
compete with the historic house, is located towards the 
rear, and uses similar materials and roof pitch.   
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inconspicuous side of a historic building; and limiting its 
size and scale in relationship to the historic building. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Designing a new addition so that its size and scale in relation 

to the historic building are out of proportion, thus 
diminishing the historic character. 

 
Recommended: 
 Designing new additions in a manner that makes clear what 

is historic and what is new. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Duplicating the exact form, material, style, and detailing of 

the historic building in the new addition so that the new 
work appears to be part of the historic building. 

 
 Imitating a historic style or period of architecture in new 

additions, especially for contemporary uses such as drive-in 
banks or garages.   

 
Recommended: 
 Considering the attached exterior addition both in terms of 

the new use and the appearance of other buildings in the 
historic district or neighborhood. Design for the new work 
may be contemporary or may reference design motifs from 
the historic building. In either case, it should always be 
clearly differentiated from the historic building and be 
compatible in terms of mass, materials, relationship of solids 
to voids, and color.   

 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: 
 
Preservation Briefs: 14 – New Exterior Additions to Historic 
 Buildings:  Preservation Concerns 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S  
RECOMMENDATIONS -  
NEW ADDITIONS TO HISTORIC BUILDINGS  
 
Recommended: 
 Placing functions and services required for the new use in 

non-character-defining interior spaces rather than 
constructing a new addition. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Expanding the size of the historic building by constructing a 

new addition when the new use could be met by altering non
-character defining interior spaces. 

 
Recommended: 
 Constructing a new addition so that there is the least 

possible loss of historic materials and so that character-
defining features are not obscured, damaged, or destroyed.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Attaching a new addition so that the character-defining 

features of the historic building are obscured, damaged, or 
destroyed. 

 
Recommended: 
 Locating the attached exterior addition at the rear or on an 
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NEW CONSTRUCTION  
 
New construction in a historic neighborhood does not have to 
mimic or copy architectural styles of the past. It should  
harmonize with the existing buildings rather than be intrusive. 
An ultra modern, multi-story building would be out of place in 
Starkville’s historic neighborhoods and disrupt the historic 
character. New buildings should be designed to be compatible 
with the height, proportion, scale, massing, setback, roof shape, 
orientation, and materials of their neighboring historic 
structures.  
 
Height 
 
Using a height similar to its neighbors for a new buildings 
contributes to the visual continuity of a historic neighborhood. 
The height of new construction should be compatible with 
existing historic buildings and vary no more than 10 percent 
from the height of adjacent buildings. Existing historic 
residential buildings and the majority of historic commercial 
buildings in Starkville are no more than two stories in height.   

Not Recommended: 
 Designing and constructing new additions that result in the 

diminution or loss of the historic character of the resource, 
including its design, materials, workmanship, location, or 
setting. 

 
 Using the same wall plane, roof line, cornice height, 

materials, siding lap or window type to make additions 
appear to be a part of the historic building.   

 
Recommended: 
 Placing new additions such as balconies and greenhouses on 

non-character-defining elevations and limiting the size and 
scale in relationship to the historic building. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Designing new additions such as multi-story greenhouse 

additions that obscure, damage, or destroy character-
defining features of the historic building. 

 
Recommended: 
 Designing additional stories, when required for the new use, 

that are set back from the wall plane and are as 
inconspicuous as possible when viewed from the street. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Construction of additional stories so that the historic 

appearance of the building is radically changed. 

Not Appropriate 

The height of new 
construction should 
be compatible with 
that of adjacent 
structures and 
within 10 percent 
of their height. 

Appropriate 
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The circa 1870 historic building on the left in Natchez is in 
the same block as the circa 1965 building on the right, which  
is an example of incompatible new commercial construction 
with inappropriate height, scale, and proportion for the 
streetscape. 

Openings 
 
The pattern of neighboring historic buildings with their ratio of 
window and door openings to wall surface, also known as the 
solid to void ratio, should be similar with new construction. 
Windowless walls are particularly intrusive, since historic 
buildings are characteristically and frequently punctuated by 
window and door openings. The proportion and scale of window 
and door openings to the wall surface should also be compatible 
with adjacent historic buildings. Typically, window openings 
should measure 1:2 or 1:3 in width-to-height ratios.  
 

Proportion and Scale 
 
New construction should follow the proportion and scale of the 
historic neighborhood. Scale refers to the relationship between 
the size of buildings and humans. Buildings are said to have a 
human scale when the building and its details are discernible 
from the sidewalk. When the scale of a building dwarfs a 
pedestrian, the scale becomes monumental. Proportion refers to 
the relationship between the sizes of adjacent buildings. The 
size is determined by the width and height of a building. For 
example, a one-story Ranch-style house with eight-foot ceilings 
would be out of proportion in a neighborhood of tall Queen 
Anne houses with steeply pitched roofs.  

The proportions of new construction should be compatible 
with adjacent structures and maintain similar width-to-
height ratios. 

Not Appropriate 

Appropriate 
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Massing 
 
New construction should be designed to reflect the massing 
pattern of historic neighborhoods. The term massing refers to 
how the basic parts of buildings fit together. Massing can be as 
simple as a square or rectangular block or as complicated as a 
Queen Anne-style building with multiple gables, bays, towers, 
turrets, porches, and wings.   
 
 
Rhythm of Spacing and Setback 
 
A setback is the distance between a building and its property 
lines and spacing refers to the distance between neighboring 
buildings. The rhythm of the existing setbacks should be 
adhered to with new construction and vary no more than 10 

percent from its neighbors. A new building should also follow 
the spacing pattern among the historic buildings in the block.  

 
Roof Shape 
 
The shape and pitch of roofs for new construction should follow 
those of existing roofs in the neighborhood. New construction 
should also follow the general established pattern of roof 
orientation in terms of using a front-gable roof, side-gable roof, 
or a combination of the two.   

The relationship between the door and window openings of 
new construction and neighboring historic buildings should 
be compatible. 

Appropriate 

Not Appropriate 

The setback of neighboring buildings should be followed 
with new construction along with the spacing between 
existing buildings.  

Setback Line 

Too far from setback line 

Too much space 

Street 
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Orientation 
 
The front of new buildings should be oriented to the street and  
parallel to the lot lines, maintaining the traditional pattern of the 
block. 

Roof shapes and pitch and orientation of new construction 
should be compatible with the historic buildings in the 
neighborhood. 

Not Appropriate Not Appropriate 

Appropriate 

New construction 
should be oriented to 
face the street, in 
keeping with its 
historic neighbors. 

Appropriate 

Not Appropriate 

The Matt Ross Administration Building in Port Gibson is 
one of Mississippi’s most successful examples of designing a 
new building to fit into a historic context. Although built in 
the 1990s using modern technology of the time, the building 
complements its neighbors and echoes the historic character 
of Market Street in downtown Port Gibson. 

Materials and Textures 
 
The materials used in new construction should be similar to 
those commonly found in Starkville’s neighborhoods. Historic 
residential structures in Starkville were commonly sided in 
wood or brick, while the commercial area used brick or stucco. 
Roofing material for new buildings should also be compatible 
with the existing roofing material in the neighborhood. Siding 
for new construction should match as nearly as possible the 
design and pattern of historic wood or brick siding in the 
historic neighborhood.   
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OUTBUILDINGS, FENCES AND WALLS, 
BUILDING SITE AND SETTING 
 
 Outbuildings 

  Maintenance and Repair 
  Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 

 Fences and Walls 
  Maintenance and Repair 
  Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 

 Building Site, Setting, and Relocation of Historic Buildings 
 

 
OUTBUILDINGS 
 
For support purposes many historic houses had additional 
buildings, commonly known as outbuildings or dependency 
buildings, behind them. Very early houses often had kitchens in 
separate buildings to minimize the chance of the main house’s 
catching fire. Other types of early outbuildings included privies, 
barns, and carriage houses. The number of outbuildings 
decreased throughout the nineteenth century and by World War 
II most of America’s houses featured only a detached garage. In  
the mid twentieth-century the garage became an integral part of 
the residence. Historic outbuildings represent a particularly 

endangered type of historic resources since most have become 
functionally obsolete. The preservation of outbuildings should 
be undertaken, as they increase the value of a historic property. 

The detached garage at 405 South Montgomery Street is an 
excellent example of a historic outbuilding and was  
constructed around the time of the main house in the 1940s. 
Its siding matches that of the main house and it has a cased 
opening for a single car. This garage did not have a door. 
Doors of this period were mostly barn-style swing doors. Roll
-up garage doors became popular later.   
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MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Maintain and repair historic outbuildings using the Standards 
for a main building. Consult the appropriate sections of the 
Standards for Starkville’s Historic Districts for the various 
components of an outbuilding, such as roofs, doors, windows, 
siding, etc.   
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
If necessary, build an additional outbuilding rather than replace 
a historic outbuilding that no longer fulfills its original function. 
Investigate new uses for the obsolete outbuilding. A historic 
garage may be inadequate for today’s multi-car, modern family, 
but it can be sensitively rehabilitated as an office, storage space, 
or guesthouse. 
 
The design of a new outbuilding should complement other 
historic buildings on the site. The Standards for additions and 
new construction can also provide ideas for making a new 
outbuilding compatible with the historic buildings on the site. 
Victorian gazebos, for example, are out of character in the front 
yard of a Ranch-style house. The construction of new 
outbuildings should not disrupt the historic setting of the 
property and should not require the removal of important 
landscape features.  

FENCES AND WALLS 
 
Most historic houses built before 1900 featured fences built 
primarily to keep animals out of the yard. Today, they are 
erected for privacy, decoration, and protection of children and 
pets.  
 
Early fences were typically built of wood, with pickets used to 
enclose house yards and separate them from the sidewalk or 
street. Picket fencing in the nineteenth century often featured a 
skirt or base board, which could be easily replaced when 
deteriorated without disturbing the pickets.   
 
Iron gained popularity when it became readily available in the 
late nineteenth-century through mail-order catalogs. Iron 
fencing was either wrought or cast in molds with more ornate 
fencing being cast. Historic iron fences were usually ordered in 
pre-assembled sections, which could be easily installed on-site 
between iron posts and were usually decorative.   
 
Vertical board fences were often used in more urban areas to 
enclose rear yards, screen side yards, and provide privacy 
between buildings. The vertical and horizontal structural 
members of board fences were traditionally located on the inside 
of the fence, meaning that the flat portion faced the public side. 
 
In the mid twentieth-century, chain-link fencing became the 
most popular fencing material in America. It was often installed 
in both front and rear yards.  
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Generally, in Mississippi, masonry privacy walls were not 
original features of historic landscapes, unless they functioned 
as retaining walls. In the early 1900s low masonry walls became 
popular for front yards and sometimes had iron-work fencing 
incorporated above them. 
 
 
 
 

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
Original fences and walls should be retained and repaired when  
possible. Picket fences are easily repairable, as a damaged 
picket can often be easily removed and replaced. Replacement 
wood pickets that are treated and so are resistant to rot and 
infestation will last longer than the traditional ones. For iron 
fencing, it may be very difficult to find a replacement in the 
same pattern, especially if it was decoratively cast.  

REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Replace deteriorated or missing historic fencing and walls with 
new fencing or walls to match the original as documented by 
surviving physical evidence, in historic photographs, or in 
drawings. Choose new treated wood for its resistance to rot and 
insect infestation. Painted aluminum may be substituted for iron, 
as it has the same appearance. Picket and rail fencing is also 
available in vinyl, but the vinyl products do not have the same 
appearance and are not recommended.   
 
If no documentation exists for the design of original fencing or 
walls, new designs should be based on surviving or documented 
original fencing or walls at a neighborhood house of similar 
style. Fences and walls that are inappropriate in design and 
materials detract from the historic character of the property.  
 
Vertical board fences and masonry walls taller than three feet 
are not appropriate for front yards of historic buildings. Be wary 
of fence designs that mix construction materials, unless 
documented by physical evidence or historic photographs and 
drawings. Popular, but inappropriate, are fences constructed of 
vertical brick piers that are spanned by vertical boards, pickets,  
or panels of wrought iron. These materials were not historically 
combined for fencing, and fences with this design are more 
appropriate for modern subdivisions. In general, metal fences 
should have metal posts and wood fences should have wood 
posts. Chain-link fencing is not appropriate for historic 
properties and should be used only where it is not visible from 
the street.   
 

The house at 504 Greensboro Street has a historically 
compatible wood picket fence with a base board below the 
wood pickets along with wood posts at the corners of the 
fence sections.  
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Install new fences to screen parking areas, mechanical 
equipment, garbage cans, or other unsightly areas. Such fences 
may be composed of pickets, vertical board, or lattice. New 
fences should harmonize with the architectural style of the 
house. Install new board fences with framing members facing 
inward and the smooth surface facing outward. 
 
 
BUILDING SITE, BUILDING SETTING, AND THE 
RELOCATON OF HISTORIC BUILDINGS 
 
The location of a historic building on its site is important not 
only to its lot but also to the neighborhood. The sites of some 
historic properties are significant in their own right. The setting 
is the general area or neighborhood in which a historic property 
is located. Maintaining the integrity of the site and setting are 
important in protecting the value of a historic building.   
 
Relocating historic structures or removing them from a site 
diminishes the historic character and historic significance of a 
property. Moving historic buildings onto a new site creates a 
false historic appearance and devalues the relocated building.  
Generally, historic buildings should be preserved on their 
original sites unless their survival requires that they be 
relocated. The new site for a relocated historic building should 
have the same character as the original site.  

The historic house above was moved to Raymond from 
outside the city because the owner wanted to demolish it. To 
save the house the only option was to move it. It was  
relocated to the locally designated Raymond Historic 
District, where it was restored for use as a bed and 
breakfast. 
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SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S RECOMMENDATIONS - 
BUILDING SITE 
 
Identify, retain, and preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving buildings and their 

features as well as features of the site that are important in 
defining its overall historic character. Site features may 
include circulation systems such as walks, paths, roads, or  
parking; vegetation such as trees, shrubs, fields, or 
herbaceous plant material; landforms such as terracing, 
berms or grading; furnishings such as lights, fences, or 
benches; decorative elements such as sculpture, statuary or 
monuments; water features including fountains, streams, 
pools, or lakes; and subsurface archaeological features 
which are important in defining the history of the site. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing or radically changing buildings and their features 

or site features which are important in defining the overall 
historic character of the property so that, as a result, the 
character is diminished. 

 
Recommended: 
 Retaining the historic relationship between buildings and 

landscape. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing or relocating buildings or landscape features thus 

destroying the historic relationship between buildings and 
the landscape. 

 Removing or relocating historic buildings on a site or in a 
complex of related historic structures - such as a mill 
complex or farm - thus diminishing its historic character. 

 
 Moving buildings onto the site, thus creating a false 

historical appearance. 
 
 Radically changing the grade level of the site. For example, 

changing the grade adjacent to a building to permit 
development of a formerly below-grade area that would 
drastically change the historic relationship of the building to 
its site.   

 
Recommended: 
 Providing proper drainage to assure that water does not 

erode foundation walls; drain toward the building; or 
damage or erode the landscape. 

  
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to maintain adequate site drainage so that buildings 

and site features are damaged or destroyed; or alternatively, 
changing the site grading so that water no longer drains 
properly.   

 
Recommended: 
 Minimizing disturbance of terrain around buildings or 

elsewhere on the site, thus reducing the possibility of 
destroying or damaging important landscape features or 
archeological resources. 
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Not Recommended: 
 Introducing heavy machinery into areas where it may disturb 

or damage important landscape features or archeological 
resources. 

 
Recommended: 
 Surveying and documenting areas where the terrain will be 

altered to determine the potential impact to important 
landscape features or archeological resources. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to survey the building site prior to the beginning of 

rehabilitation work which results in damage to, or 
destruction of, important landscape features or archeological 
resources. 

 
Protect and maintain  
Recommended: 
 Protecting, e.g., preserving in place important archeological 

resources. 
  
Not Recommended: 
 Leaving known archeological material unprotected so that it 

is damaged during rehabilitation work. 
 
Recommended: 
 Planning and carrying out any necessary investigation using 

professional archeologists and modern archeological 
methods when preservation in place is not feasible.   

 
 

Not Recommended: 
 Permitting unqualified personnel to perform data recovery 

on archeological resources to that improper methodology 
results in the loss of important archeological material.   

 
Recommended: 
 Preserving important landscape features, including ongoing 

maintenance of historic plant material. 
  
Not Recommended: 
 Allowing important landscape features to be lost or 

damaged due to a lack of maintenance. 
  
Recommended: 
 Protecting building and landscape features against arson and 

vandalism before rehabilitation work begins, i.e., erecting 
protective fencing and installing alarm systems that are 
keyed into local protection agencies.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Permitting the property to remain unprotected so that the 

building and landscape features or archeological resources 
are damaged or destroyed. 

 
 Removing or destroying features from the building or site 

such as wood siding, iron fencing, masonry balustrades, or 
plant material.   

 
Recommended: 
 Providing continued protection of masonry, wood, and 

architectural metals which comprise the building and site 
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features through appropriate cleaning, rust removal, limited 
paint removal, and re-application of protecting coating 
systems. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to provide adequate protection of materials on a 

cyclical basis so that deterioration of building and site 
features results. 

 
Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of materials and features to 

determine whether more than protection and maintenance 
are required, that is, if repairs to building and site features 
will be necessary. 

  
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of building and site features.  
 
Recommended: 
 Repairing features of the building and site by reinforcing 

historic materials. 
 
Not Recommended:   
 Replacing an entire feature of the building or site such as a 

fence, walkway, or driveway when repair of materials and 
limited compatible replacement of deteriorated or missing 
parts are appropriate. 

 
 Using a substitute material for the replacement part that does 

not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 

the building or site feature that is physically or chemically 
incompatible.   

 
Replace 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire feature of the building or site 

that is too deteriorated to repair if the overall form and 
detailing are still evident. Physical evidence from the 
deteriorated feature should be used as a model to guide the 
new work. This could include an entrance or porch, 
walkway, or fountain. If using the same kind of material is 
not technically or economically feasible, then a compatible 
substitute material may be considered.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing a feature of the building or site that is 

unrepairable and not replacing it; or replacing it with a new 
feature that does not convey the same visual appearance.  

 
Recommended: 
 Replacing deteriorated or damaged landscape features in 

kind. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Adding conjectural landscape features to the site such as 

period reproduction lamps, fences, fountains, or vegetation 
that is historically inappropriate, thus creating a false sense 
of historic development.   
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Design for Missing Historic Features 
Recommended: 
 Designing and constructing a new feature of a building or 

site when the historic feature is completely missing, such as 
an outbuilding, terrace, or driveway. It may be based on 
historical, pictorial, and physical documentation; or be a 
new design that is compatible with the historic character of 
the building and site.   

 
Not Recommended:  
 Creating a false historical appearance because the replaced 

feature is based on insufficient historical, pictorial, and 
physical documentation. 

 
 Introducing a new building or site feature that is out of scale 

or of an otherwise inappropriate design. 
 
 Introducing a new landscape feature, including plant 

material, that is visually incompatible with the site, of that 
alters or destroys the historic site patterns or  vistas.   

 
Alterations/Additions for the New Use 
Recommended: 
 Designing new onsite parking, loading docks, or ramps 

when required by the new use so that they are as unobtrusive 
as possible and assure the preservation of the  historic 
relationship between the building or buildings and the 
landscape. 

 
Not Recommended:  
 Locating any new construction on the building where 

important landscape features will be damaged or destroyed, 
for example removing a lawn and walkway and installing a 
parking lot. 

 
 Placing parking facilities directly adjacent to historic 

buildings where automobiles may cause damage to the 
buildings or to important landscape features. 

 
 Introducing new construction onto the building site which is 

visually incompatible in terms of size, scale, design, 
materials, color, and texture; which destroys important 
landscape features. 

 
Recommended: 
 Removing insignificant buildings, additions, or site features 

which detract from the historic character of the site. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing a historic building in a complex of buildings; or 

removing a building feature, or a landscape feature which is 
important in defining the historic character of the site.   

 
 
SECRETARY OF INTERIOR’S   
RECOMMENDATIONS - SETTING 
 
Identify, Retain, and Preserve 
Recommended: 
 Identifying, retaining, and preserving building and 

landscape features which are important in defining the 
historic character of the setting. Such features can include 
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roads and streets, furnishings such as lights or benches, 
vegetation, gardens and yards, adjacent open space such as 
fields, parks, commons, or woodlands, and important views 
or visual relationships. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing or radically changing those features of the setting 

which are important in defining the historic character. 
 
Recommended: 
 Retaining the historic relationship between buildings and 

landscape features of the setting. For example, preserving 
the relationship between a city common and its adjacent 
historic houses, municipal buildings, historic roads, and 
landscape features. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Destroying the relationship between the buildings and 

landscape features within the setting by widening existing 
streets, changing landscape materials or constructing 
inappropriately located new streets or parking. 

 
 Removing or relocating historic buildings or landscape 

features, thus destroying the historic relationship within the 
setting. 

 
Protect and Maintain 
Recommended: 
 Protecting and maintaining historic building materials and 

plant features through appropriate treatments such as 
cleaning, rust removal, limited paint removal, and 

reapplication of protective coating systems; and pruning and 
vegetation management. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Failing to provide adequate protection of materials on a 

cyclical basis which results in the deterioration of building 
and landscape features. 

 
Recommended: 
 Protecting buildings and landscape features against arson 

and vandalism before rehabilitation work begins by erecting 
protective fencing and installing alarm systems that are 
keyed into local protection agencies. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Permitting the building and setting to remain unprotected so 

that interior or exterior features are damaged. 
 
Not Recommended: 
 Stripping or removing features from buildings or the setting 

such as wood siding, iron fencing, terra cotta balusters, or 
plant material.  

 
Recommended: 
 Evaluating the overall condition of the building and 

landscape features to determine whether more than 
protection and maintenance are required, that is, if repairs to 
features will be necessary. 
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Not Recommended: 
 Failing to undertake adequate measures to assure the 

protection of building and landscape features. 
 
Repair 
Recommended: 
 Repairing features of the building and landscape by 

reinforcing the historic materials. Repair will also generally 
include the replacement in kind - or with a compatible 
substitute material - of those extensively deteriorated or 
missing parts of features which there are surviving 
prototypes such as porch balustrades or paving materials.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Replacing an entire feature of the building or landscape 

when repair of materials and limited replacement of 
deteriorated or missing parts are appropriate. 

 
 Using a substitute material for the replacement part that does 

not convey the visual appearance of the surviving parts of 
the building or landscape, or that is physically, chemically, 
or ecologically incompatible.   

 
Replace 
Recommended: 
 Replacing in kind an entire feature of the building or 

landscape that is too deteriorated to repair - when the overall 
form and detailing are still evident - using the physical 
evidence as a model to guide the new work. If using the 
same kind of material is not feasible, then a compatible 
substitute material may be considered. 

Not Recommended: 
 Removing a feature of the building or landscape that is 

unrepairable and not replacing it; or replacing it with a new 
feature that does not convey the same visual appearance.   

 
Design for Missing Historic Features 
Recommended: 
 Designing and constructing a new feature of the building or 

landscape when the historic feature is completely missing, 
such as row house steps, a porch, a streetlight, or terrace. It 
may be a restoration based on documentary or physical 
evidence; or be a new design that is compatible with the 
historic character of the setting.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Creating a false historical appearance because the replaced 

feature is based on insufficient documentary or physical 
evidence. 

 
 Introducing a new building or landscape feature that is out 

of scale or otherwise inappropriate to the setting’s historic 
character, e.g., replacing picket fencing with chain link 
fencing. 

 
Alterations/Additions for the New Use 
Recommended: 
 Designing required new parking so that it is as unobtrusive 

as possible, thus minimizing the effect on the historic 
character of the setting. “Shared” parking should also be 
planned so that several businesses can utilize one parking 
area as opposed to introducing random, multiple lots. 
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Not Recommended: 
 Placing parking facilities directly adjacent to historic 

buildings which cause damage to historic landscape features, 
including removal of plant material, relocation of paths and 
walkways, or blocking of alleys. 

 
Recommended: 
 Designing and construction new additions to historic 

buildings when required by the new use. New work should 
be compatible with the historic character of the setting in 
terms of size, scale, design, material, color, and texture.   

 
Not Recommended: 
 Introducing new construction into historic districts that is 

visually incompatible or that destroys historic relationships 
within the setting. 

 
Recommended: 
 Removing insignificant buildings, additions, or landscape 

features which detract from the historic character of the 
setting. 

 
Not Recommended: 
 Removing a historic building, building feature, or landscape 

feature that is important in defining the historic character of 
the setting.   
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The following was compiled from National Register Historic 
District nominations for the Downtown Starkville Historic 
District, Greensboro Street Historic District, Overstreet School 
Historic District, and Nash Street Historic District.  
 
 
STARKVILLE’S BEGINNINGS 
 
In 1831, there was a small settlement called Boardtown in the 
location that was to become Starkville. It is believed that the 
name stems from the use of clapboards for the buildings rather 
than the customary logs used by similar early settlements in the 
area. On December 23rd, 1833 Oktibbeha County was 
established from the territory acquired by the United States 
through the 1830 Treaty of Dancing Rabbit with the Choctaw 
Indians. 

Robert A. Lampkin and William B. Cushman sold twenty-five 
acres on a ridge near two springs for a town site in 1834 for the 
sum of $10,000 to Elijah Hogan in his role as the president of 
the board of police. The land was divided into blocks and 
streets. The lots within the blocks were offered for sale through 
auctions and private sales, except for one centrally located lot 
which was reserved for the courthouse. The small Boardtown 
settlement was absorbed into the new town site and in 1835 was 
made a county seat and its name changed to Starkville. The 
name was chosen in memory of General John Stark, the hero of 
the battle of Bennington. On the reserved lot the first courthouse 
and jail were constructed, both of hewn logs.  
 
In 1837, Starkville was incorporated by the state legislature and 
that same year the log courthouse was replaced with a larger 
brick courthouse. By 1838, Starkville already had two hotels, 
five stores, two groceries, a school, two churches, four 
attorneys, and two physicians. However, the progress and 
growth of Starkville did not last very long as the national Panic 
of 1837 took its toll on businesses and banks across the country.  
Ten years later Starkville had declined and only had a few stores 
and one grocer. 
 
From 1848 until the start of the Civil War was a time of 
prosperity for the county as it recovered from the Panic and 
agricultural production increased. As the county seat, Starkville 
served as the center for agricultural trade in the area. While 
Starkville does not appear in the 1860 census, it is estimated that 
the population was around 150. As did other towns in 
Mississippi, Starkville’s growth halted during the Civil War.  
 

APPENDIX A:  
HISTORY AND ARCHITECTURE OF  
STARKVILLE 
 
 Historical and Architectural Background of Starkville 
 Architectural Styles in Starkville 
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RECONSTRUCTION AND THE GREAT FIRE  
 
Like most other towns in the South, Starkville struggled to 
rebuild its economy after the Civil War. Farming was the chief 
economic generator during Reconstruction and Starkville 
continued to serve as the county center for trade and commerce. 
Shortly after the war Starkville still had only a few frame stores, 
some residences, and a few churches.  
 
In 1874, after two failed attempts to build a rail line through 
Starkville, the Mobile and Ohio Railroad built a branch from 
Artesia to Starkville. With the completion of the line Starkville 
experienced a boom in population. However, tragedy struck on 
April 25, 1875 in the form of a great fire which destroyed fifty-
two buildings in the business district. After the fire, Main Street 
was widened by twenty feet to its current width of one hundred 
feet to prevent any future fires from jumping the street. Even 
though most merchants had no insurance or were insured by 
insolvent companies, rebuilding began almost immediately.  
 
 
GROWTH BEFORE THE NEW CENTURY 
  
In 1878, the Mississippi Legislature authorized the building of 
an Agricultural and Mechanical College for Mississippi. As a 
member of the state locating committee Colonel W.B. 
Montgomery of Starkville was instrumental in having the 
college located in Oktibbeha County. Construction began 
shortly after the site was selected just outside of the town limits. 
The first session of the college began in 1880, with about one 
hundred students and Confederate-veteran General Stephen D. 

Lee as president. As it grew, the college had a positive impact 
on Starkville, helping it to grow and sustain its economy over 
the years. In 1932, the Mississippi Agricultural and Mechanical 
College was renamed Mississippi State College by the state 
legislature and in 1958 the name was changed to Mississippi 
State University.  
 
By 1880, Starkville’s population had tripled from that in 1870. 
In 1883 the Illinois Central Railroad completed a line from 
Aberdeen to Durant through Starkville helping to increase rail 
traffic and opening up new trade territory. 
 
There was a well developed commercial area along Main Street 
by 1885 and many of those buildings have survived. Growth 
continued but at a slower pace until the end of the century. 
 
 
GROWTH IN THE NEW CENTURY 
 
The population continued to increase after the turn of the 
century. New commercial buildings, including a hotel, were 
constructed. In 1902, the John M. Stone Cotton Mill began 
operations on a site between downtown and the college. 
Commercial buildings stood on both sides of South Lafayette 
Street.  
 
When the boll-weevil caused a sharp decline in cotton 
production around 1910, farmers looked for another 
commodity. In Starkville it was dairy cattle. A cooperative 
creamery was organized around 1914 and was given space on 
the college campus, and this was the beginning of the organized 
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dairy industry in Mississippi. A new Illinois Central Railroad 
Passenger Depot was constructed around 1915 which survives 
to this day.  
 
By 1920, the population in Starkville had decreased by about a 
hundred people from 1910. However, the 1920s saw a good deal 
of building. With the success of the banking industry two banks 
built impressive buildings on Main Street around 1920. 
Churches were also building new brick structures in the mid 
1920s. In 1926 the Hotel Chester was completed. In 1926 the 
Borden Southern Company opened a condensery for preserving 
milk.  
 
In 1923, Starkville only had one paved street. However, with the 
building boom in the 1920s all of the more important business 
streets and principal residential streets were paved by 1928. 
Other factories opened in Starkville including the Coca-Cola 
Bottling Works in 1928, the Starkville Ice Cream Company in 
1928, and the Starkville Canning Company in 1935. In response 
to the medical needs of the community, Dr. F.B. Long opened 
the Oktibbeha County Hospital in 1927 at the northwest corner 
of Main and Washington Streets.  
 
During the 1930s the population increased. A combination 
Armory and City Hall was constructed in 1930. In 1935, a new 
brick post office was built on East Main Street. The John M. 
Stone Cotton Mill was expanded in the 1930s, more than 
doubling its size, and was bought out and renamed the J.W. 
Sanders Cotton Mill, Inc.  
 
 

The Oktibbeha County Hospital operated by Dr. Long closed in 
1944 and in 1948 the county purchased a site on Lampkin Street 
and built a new hospital facility which was completed in 1950. 
The Baptist Church constructed a new sanctuary next to the 
earlier church in 1962. A new courthouse and jail were 
constructed in 1964 replacing the earlier facilities on the same 
site. Two large banking structures were constructed in the 300 
block of East Main Street in the 1970s.  
 
 
COMMERCIAL HISTORIC DISTRICT ARCHITECTURE 
 
The most architecturally significant structures in the Downtown 
Starkville Historic District include the Oktibbeha County 
Courthouse, the former U.S. Post Office, the Hotel Chester, the 
former People’s Savings Bank building at 200 East Main Street, 
the First Presbyterian Church, the United Methodist Church, the 
First Baptist Church (both old and new), and the former 
Oktibbeha County Hospital.  
 
Most of the commercial buildings are simple and vernacular in 
nature and constructed from the late 1800s into the early 1900s. 
Most of the original storefronts have been altered over time with 
an increase in the size of the storefront openings to 
accommodate large plate glass windows in metal or wood 
frames. Some buildings were altered to have the recessed entries  
typical of the 1920s and 1930s. Some of the later commercial 
buildings constructed in the district retain their original 
configuration.  
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The earliest commercial buildings in Starkville date to around 
1885 and include 110 Court Square, as well as 100 and 102 East 
Main Street, both of which have been significantly altered. 
Several commercial buildings that were constructed in the 
district before the turn of the nineteenth century survive, 
including 104, 106, 108, 115, 117, 119, and 127 East Main 
Street. The turn of the century brought the construction of 
several buildings which still remain including 212, 214, and 218 
East Main Street. 
 
Two of the most architecturally significant commercial 
buildings in the downtown are banks constructed in the Beaux-
Arts style at 200 and 203 East Main Street. Another very 
significant commercial building, architecturally and historically, 
is the Hotel Chester located at 223 East Main Street. It was 
designed in the Spanish Colonial Revival style in 1926 by the 
prolific Mississippi architect N.W. Overstreet.  
 
Several simple one-story vernacular brick commercial buildings 
were constructed in the 100 block of North Lafayette Street 
around 1930. In 1931, a two-story brick theater and lodge hall 
was constructed at 101 West Main Street.  
 
There were several buildings constructed around 1940, 
including 214 and 229 South Jackson Street. By the 1950s there 
was little space left for the construction of commercial buildings 
in the district and only a few new buildings were constructed, 
including 303 Hogan Street and 110-112 North Lafayette Street.   
 
The 1960s and 1970s saw commercial construction that was 
mostly free standing, with the majority built in the 300 block of 

East Main Street. Excellent examples of the Modern style are 
found at 308 and 314 East Main Street. The one at 308 was built 
as a Western Auto store around 1965, and the building at 314 
was constructed as an office for Bell South around 1960. There 
were two stylistically important banks constructed in the 1970s: 
one at 301 East Main Street constructed in the New Formalism 
style in 1972, the other located across the street at 300 East 
Main Street built in the Brutalist style around 1975.  
 
Two historic service stations are found in the district, both 
constructed in the Craftsman style. One is located at 304 East 
Lampkin Street and was constructed around 1920, and the other 
is located at 111 West Main Street and was constructed around 
1930. 
  
Several important governmental buildings are located within the 
downtown. One is the Oktibbeha County Courthouse located at 
101 East Main Street and built in the Neoclassical style in 1964. 
Directly behind the courthouse is the old Oktibbeha County Jail 
facing Jefferson Street, which was built in a more modern style 
at the same time as the courthouse. Both were designed by 
Thomas Wakeman, Associates - Architects and Engineers.  
 
A few buildings associated with the railroad remain in the 
district. The historic Illinois Central Railroad passenger depot 
located at 223 South Jackson Street was constructed in the 
Craftsman style around 1915. The other depot across South 
Jackson Street was used for freight and was constructed around 
1915 as well. North of the railroad tracks, across from the 
passenger depot, is a wood-frame warehouse building at 221 
South Jackson Street, which was most likely constructed around 
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1940 for use in conjunction with the railroad.  
 
There are several architecturally significant religious structures 
located in the district. The First Baptist Church property at 106 
East Lampkin Street includes the original 1889 Gothic Revival 
building and the new Colonial Revival-style sanctuary built in 
1962. The Gothic Revival-style Episcopal Church of the 
Resurrection at 105 North Montgomery Street was completed 
around 1913. The 1925 First Methodist Church at 200 West 
Lampkin Street and the 1924 First Presbyterian Church at 307 
East Main Street were both built in the Neo-Classical Revival 
style.  
 
 
RESIDENTIAL HISTORIC DISTRICTS 
 
The Greensboro Street Historic District is highly cohesive 
architecturally and contains a significant collection of primarily 
residential structures. It was during the late1860s and early 
1870s that the oldest houses on Greensboro Street began to 
appear, although the road had been a major route leading west 
from Starkville since early in Starkville’s history. The road was 
named Greensboro because it led to the former town of 
Greensboro, which, until 1871, was the county seat of Choctaw 
County. Even after the demise of Greensboro, the road 
continued to be known by that name until most of it was 
incorporated into U.S. Highway 82.  
 
The Greensboro Street Historic District contains many excellent 
examples of the architectural styles common to the area and 
spanning the different periods of the district's growth. The 

earliest style is the Greek Revival, which continued to enjoy 
popularity in the region after it had declined in most others. 
Vernacular examples of the style can be found at 410, 413, and 
522 Greensboro Street. Reflecting the area's period of economic 
recovery during the Reconstruction era, these houses do not 
possess the high-style classical decoration found in some of the 
county's antebellum residences, with the Greek Revival detailing 
limited to simple columned porches and tripartite frontispiece 
entrances. The house at 404 Greensboro Street features Greek, 
Italianate, and Gothic motifs in an unusual eclectic ensemble. 
Several Queen Anne-style houses were built between 1880 and 
the turn-of-the-century at 306, 504, 515, 518, 601, and 607 
Greensboro Street. The Colonial Revival style was used on the 
houses at 425, 508, 513, and 515 Greensboro Street which  
feature columned verandahs, fan-lighted entrances, and other 
classical details. By 1920, Craftsman-style dwellings began to 
dot the neighborhood. with versions of the style that were both 
large and small, brick and frame. One of the most outstanding 
structures within the district is the Old Middle School Building 
constructed in 1927 in the Jacobethan Style. It is one of only a 
few buildings of this type in Mississippi. 
 
Additionally, the district is important for containing perhaps the 
highest concentration of residences previously belonging to the 
economic and civic leaders of Starkville from the mid-
nineteenth through the early-twentieth centuries. The residents 
of Greensboro have played key roles in the political activities of 
Starkville through the years, providing three mayors, two 
aldermen, a judge, a sheriff, and a state legislator. Other 
individuals were leaders in the fields of business and education.  
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The Overstreet School Historic District is located south of 
downtown Starkville and is significant as an expression of the 
growth and development of the town from 1870 to 1940, when 
it changed from a small courthouse village with an agricultural 
economy to an industrial center for the county and one of 
Mississippi's major educational centers.   
 
The district is also important as a physical record of the pattern 
of social and economic relations between whites and blacks in 
small-town Mississippi in the late nineteenth and early twentieth 
centuries. Many of the houses of upper-middle-class white 
families originally had adjacent housing for black domestic 
workers. Several of these ancillary buildings still stand, 
including the cooks' houses behind 401 East Gillespie, 301 
South Washington, and 514 South Washington. In the midst of 
the district is a traditionally black enclave on South Lafayette 
Street which includes the house long occupied by Robert Weir, 
a prominent leader of the African American community and the 
only African American to own and operate a business on Main 
Street in the decades before World War II.  
 
A private school was established on South Jackson Street in the 
1880s. In 1897 the Starkville Public School was erected on that 
site at the northeast corner of South Jackson and Green streets. 
The building still stands as Overstreet School, but it has been 
enlarged and altered several times.  
 
The neighborhood flourished in the first and second decades of 
the twentieth century. A burst of construction occurred in the 
late 1920s, possibly due to the opening of the Borden 
condensary immediately to the northeast of the district in 1926. 

Through the 1930s sporadic construction continued. In the years 
immediately following World War II, residential development 
shifted to other locations in the city.  
 
The Overstreet district is distinguished architecturally by its 
variety of architectural styles embodying the architectural tastes 
of middle-class townspeople. It contains some of Starkville 's 
best examples of late Victorian vernacular, Queen Anne, and 
Colonial Revival residential architecture, as well as numerous 
Craftsman bungalows and Tudor cottages. Among the more 
notable houses are 110 East Gillespie Street, which is 
Starkville’s most important surviving example of the Queen 
Anne style; 304 South Jackson Street, a fine Colonial Revival 
house; 306 South Jackson Street, which is transitional in style 
between the Free Classic mode of Queen Anne and the Colonial 
Revival style; and 514 South Washington Street, which is a 
combination of Colonial Revival- and Craftsman-style features.   
 
The Nash Street Historic District is located several blocks east 
of downtown and halfway between the historic commercial 
center of Starkville and the Mississippi State University campus. 
It is a small district, only one block long and comprised of 
1930s-era homes. It is locally significant because, as the earliest 
and most intact of the city's twentieth-century suburban 
subdivisions, it represents and embodies the transformation of 
Starkville from a small, agriculturally-oriented trading center to 
a modern, university-oriented city. Starkville's earlier housing 
was clustered around the central business district, with the 
Greensboro neighborhood adjacent to the west side of the 
district and the Overstreet neighborhood to the south.  
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ARCHITECTURAL STYLES IN STARKVILLE  
 
The city of Starkville has a significant collection of historic 
buildings and structures, whose architectural styles and forms 
reflect the history of the city from the late 1800s to the 1960s. 
These buildings can be found in the Greensboro Street Historic 
District, Nash Street Historic District, and the Overstreet School 
Historic District, all listed on the National Register of Historic 
Places.  
 
Even though Starkville was first settled in the 1830s after the 
Treaty of Dancing Rabbit it was much later that Starkville saw 
substantial growth. After the treaty, white settlers moved into 
the area and began building small frame buildings. In 1835, 
Starkville became the county seat which brought commerce and 
trade to the area necessitating the construction of commercial 
buildings. When the railroad was completed in 1874 the town 
grew and more permanent buildings were constructed. In 1878, 
the Mississippi A&M College opened, further increasing 
development; and the college gradually grew into a university. 
Many fine homes and commercial buildings were constructed in 
the late 1800s which still survive. As the city grew in the early 
1900s more construction took place both downtown and in 
residential areas.   
 
Starkville has many architectural styles typical of small cities in 
Mississippi, including Gothic Revival, Queen Anne, Colonial 
Revival, Neo-Classical, Craftsman, Tudor Revival, Minimal 
Traditional, and Ranch. Generally, as in much of Mississippi, 
Starkville lagged behind the national architectural trends by 
several years. 

The Nash Street Subdivision was laid out by surveyor John H. 
Wellborne in 1913 and was known as the "College Addition." It 
was not until the early 1930s, when the Nash Street lots were 
property of the East End Land and Improvement Company, that 
lots were purchased and houses built. This coincided with 
growth of the college. Being the city's first true planned and 
recorded subdivision, rather than subdivided lots such as those 
in the Greensboro Street Historic District or the Overstreet 
School  Historic District, it became the local model for 
developing suburban subdivisions. Included in it were large lots, 
paved streets with curbs and gutters, and sidewalks with a 
planting space between the sidewalk and the curb. The 
fashionable Nash Street Subdivision became known as the 
"Garden District" of Starkville for the large trees that were 
preserved when the subdivision was built.  
 
The building styles in the district reflect the architectural tastes 
of university administrators, professors, and successful business 
owners who built the houses. The district is the only 
architecturally significant concentration of 1930s domestic 
housing remaining in Starkville reflecting Tudor Revival, 
Colonial Revival, and Craftsman styles of architecture. Among 
the more notable houses are the Tudor Revival-style houses at 
108 and 113 North Nash Street, the house at 104 North Nash 
Street with Federal details, the Craftsman-style house at 115 
North Nash Street, which was the first house constructed in the 
neighborhood, and the brick house at 107 North Nash.   
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GOTHIC REVIVAL 
national date range          1840 - 1880 

 
The Gothic Revival style was derived from European medieval 
architecture and was primarily used for churches until 
popularized as a residential style by Andrew Jackson Downing 
in his 1850 publication, The Architecture of Country Houses.  
The most distinguishing architectural feature of Gothic Revival 
buildings is the pointed arch. Other features include steeply 
pitched roofs, wall dormers, hood molds over doors and 
windows, bargeboards, pinnacles, battlements, and window 
tracery. “Carpenter” Gothic refers to Gothic Revival buildings 
executed in wood by carpenters who finished the exterior wall 
surfaces in horizontal lap siding or vertical board-and-batten  
siding and utilized the newly invented mechanized jigsaw to 
create ornament for porches and eaves. 
 
There are both religious and residential examples of the Gothic 
Revival style in Starkville. The old First Baptist Church at 106 
East Lampkin Street and the Episcopal Church of the 
Resurrection at 105 North Montgomery Street are examples of 
the style. They have asymmetrical facades, pointed-arch 
windows, buttresses, and bell towers. A residential example of 
the style is found at 202 East Gillespie Street and can be 
classified as “Carpenter” Gothic because of its lap siding, 
steeply pitched cross-gable roof, and vergeboards. Another 
example located at 208 South Washington Street has multiple 
steeply pitched gable roofs and vergeboards. (The porch of the 
house has been altered in the Craftsman Style.)  

First Baptist Church - 106 East Lampkin Street  

202 East Gillespie Street  
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GREEK REVIVAL 
national date range         1825-1860 
 

Greek Revival-style buildings have their origins in the temples 
of ancient Greece. Archaeological investigations in the early 
nineteenth-century heightened interest in Grecian architecture, 
and its popularity led to new buildings being constructed based 
on Greek models.   
 
Greek Revival-style buildings are typically rectangular blocks 
with relatively low-pitched roofs that feature a wide trim band 
or frieze beneath the cornice. They have little or no surface 
decoration, square-headed openings, and rectangular transoms. 
The Greek orders appear on the exterior both as columns and 
pilasters, with square or box columns being particularly 
indicative of the style. The absence of bases on columns 
distinguishes the Grecian Doric from the Roman Doric of the 
Federal style. Windows usually have six-over-six, double-hung 
sash, and doors usually feature two vertical panels or four 
panels elaborated with Grecian moldings.  
 
Starkville has a few vernacular examples of the Greek Revival 
style such as those at 410, 413, and 522 Greensboro Street. The 
house at 522 Greensboro Street is the least altered. They all 
have a rectangular form, symmetrical three-bay façades, six-
over-six wood, double-hung sash, and entry doors flanked by 
sidelights with transoms above. The porch at 413 Greensboro  
has been altered in the Craftsman Style.  

522 Greensboro Street 

413 Greensboro Street  
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QUEEN ANNE AND 
FREE CLASSIC QUEEN ANNE 

national date range         1880 - 1900 
  

The nineteenth-century Queen Anne-style was named and 
popularized by a group of English architects. The style relied 
more on medieval precedents than on those from the early 
eighteenth-century reign of Queen Anne. In the U.S. it is 
characterized by irregular plans and massing. Queen Anne 
buildings are highly ornamented and exhibit a variety of forms, 
textures, materials and colors. Distinctive architectural features 
included steep gables, towers, turrets, tall chimneys, porches 
with slender, turned columns, projecting pavilions, bays, and 
encircling verandas. Colored glass panels appear in doors and 
windows. Windows are usually large with one-over-one or two-
over-two pane configurations. Wall expanses have wood lap 
siding and decorative shingles often appear on projecting bays 
and in gables, producing highly textured wall surfaces.  
 
The popularity of the Queen Anne style was aided by the 
expansion of the railroad across the country, which allowed for 
the easy delivery of mass-produced decorative elements.  
 
There are several examples of this style in Starkville. The most 
elaborate is the two-story house at 110 East Gillespie Street 
which has an asymmetrical façade, a front-facing gable bay, and 
a full-width wrap-around porch supported by turned columns 
with brackets. One-story examples in Starkville include 400 
Green Street, 504 Greensboro Street, 314 South Jackson Street, 
and 403 South Jackson Street. All retain many original exterior 
features, such as multi-gable roofs, porches supported by 110 East Gillespie Street  

delicate turned columns, and decorative brackets.   
 
Several of Starkville’s Queen Anne-style houses have been 
modified over the years, mostly at their porches where columns 
have been replaced. The Queen Anne-style houses at 302 East 
Gillespie Street, 406 Green Street, and 310 Hogan Street all 
have original porches modified in the Craftsman style, meaning 
that the original light and delicate turned columns have been 
replaced with stouter wood columns on brick piers.  
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406 Green Street  

504 Greensboro Street  

As the Queen Anne style gave way to the Colonial Revival 
style, architectural hybrids appeared.  Buildings that retained the 
Queen Anne form often were dressed in the classical detailing 
of the Colonial Revival style. These hybrids have become 
known as the Free Classic Queen Anne style. 
 
The houses at 204 East Wood Street and 306 Greensboro Street 
are examples of the Free Classic Queen Anne style. They 
exhibit the form of the Queen Anne style and the detailing of the 
Colonial Revival style, in particular Tuscan-order porch 
columns.  

306 Greensboro Street 
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306 South Jackson Street  

515 Greensboro Street  

COLONIAL REVIVAL 
national date range            1880 - 1955 
 

The Philadelphia Centennial of 1876 inspired an interest in 
America's colonial architectural heritage, which resulted in the 
Colonial Revival style. The style creatively combined a variety 
of colonial styles and contemporary elements to produce 
buildings as innovative as they were derivative.  
 
Architectural details associated with the Colonial Revival-style 
include dentiled cornices, classical columns, colonettes on 
pedestals, turned balusters, dormer windows, and glazed and 
leaded doors, transoms, and sidelights. Often architectural 
elements were intentionally exaggerated or rendered out of 
proportion with other elements.  
 
The earliest Colonial Revival-style buildings often had the 
Queen Anne massing but featured classical detailing. Early 
high-style Colonial Revival-style buildings were often very 
innovative, but later examples of the style reflect a growing 
interest in historic accuracy.   
 
The house at 306 South Jackson Street is an early transitional 
example of the Colonial Revival style with more of a Queen 
Anne form but with classical detailing. The house at 515 
Greensboro Street is a later example of the style with a 
symmetrical facade. Other Colonial Revival examples include 
425 Greensboro Street, 508 Greensboro Street, 513 Greensboro, 
409 Hogan Street, 304 South Jackson Street, 114 Nash Street 
and 514 South Washington Street. The former Starkville Post 
Office at 302 East Main Street is a public building example of 
the style.  
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NEO-CLASSICAL  
national date range         1895 - 1950 
 

The Neo-Classical style made greater use of the Greek 
architectural orders. The style became popular after it appeared 
in 1893 at the World’s Columbian Exposition in Chicago.   
 
Buildings in the style tend to be monumental and symmetrical. 
Stone finishes are common and facades often have colossal 
columns and pilasters which are full height, even on two-story 
buildings. Single-story examples of the style often have 
pyramidal roofs with undercut full-width porches. Windows 
often feature transoms and are filled with large, single-light or 
multi-light sash. Shorter attic stories are also common.  
 
There are a few examples of the Neo-Classical style in 
Starkville including the houses at 305, 308, and 311 East 
Gillespie Street, which all feature pyramidal roofs with full-
width porches supported by classical columns. The house at 520 
Greensboro Street is also Neo-Classical in style, having a 
pyramidal roof and full-width porch. An addition was added to 
the side of the porch. Both the First Presbyterian Church at 307 
East Main Street and the United Methodist Church at 200 West 
Lampkin Street are religious-building examples of the style.  
 

305 East Gillespie Street  

305 Greensboro Street 
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CRAFTSMAN/BUNGALOW 
national date range         1905 - 1930 
 

The term bungalow describes both a house form and an 
architectural style, although the bungalow house form is 
sometimes dressed in varying architectural styles. Although the 
name came from India, inspirations for the style came more 
from Japanese architectural traditions. The most common 
bungalow form is a one-story house with gently pitched broad 
gables and wide overhanging eaves. Structural members, like 
purlins, ridge beams, and rafters, are visible and extend beyond 
the walls and roof. Porch supports often consist of relatively 
short wood columns set atop brick pedestals, with the columns 
often tapered or boxed.  
 
The English Arts and Crafts movement was influential in the 
development of the bungalow style. The movement emphasized 
hand craftsmanship as a reaction against the machine age.  
Ironically, bungalows were massed produced in great numbers 
and could even be ordered from Sears Roebuck and other 
companies as pre-fabricated houses. Most Craftsman-style 
houses have wood lap siding. Brick was used less frequently. 
Windows typically have multi-pane upper sash over single-pane 
lower sash. Doors are usually simple with few if any panels and 
large lights, sometimes with multiple divisions.  

 
There are several examples of the Craftsman/Bungalow style in 
Starkville including 111 East Gillespie Street, 401 East Gillespie 
Street, 311 Greensboro Street, 502 Greensboro Street, 507 South 
Jackson Street, and 405 South Washington Street. All have low-
pitched roofs, wide overhanging eaves, and large porches with 
boxed columns atop brick pedestals.  111 East Gillespie Street  

311 Greensboro Street  



STANDARDS FOR STARKVILLE’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS 127 

TUDOR REVIVAL 
national date range         1890 - 1940 

 
The Tudor Revival style was derived from a variety of early 
English building traditions. Houses are typically asymmetrically 
massed and feature steeply pitched roofs, usually with cross-
gables, decorative half-timbering, arched doorways, and multi-
pane windows. Chimneys are sometimes elaborately detailed 
and positioned prominently on the front façade. Doors are often 
board and batten with glazed panels. Windows tend to be 
grouped in bands. Casement windows of either wood or metal 
were often used. The majority of Tudor Revival-style houses are 
brick, with decorative brick patterning and stucco or stone trim. 
Half-timbering often appears in gables or at second-story walls. 
Wood-frame examples are less common. 
 
Starkville has several examples of the Tudor Revival style. One-
story brick examples can be found at 506 Greensboro Street, 
113 Nash Street, 525 University Street, and 212 Washington 
Street. All of them have asymmetrical massing and multiple 
gables, and some have  arched entrances and massive brick 
chimneys. A two-story brick version at 108 Nash Street has 
asymmetrical massing, a massive front chimney and half-
timbering with stucco on the second-floor facade. There are two 
simplified versions of the Tudor Revival style in wood located 
at 102 and 111 Nash Street. Both have asymmetrical massing, 
cross-gable roofs, arched doorways, and multi-pane windows. 
 

506 Greensboro Street 

108 Nash Street 
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SPANISH ECLECTIC 
national date range         1915 - 1940 
 

The Spanish Eclectic style is a derivative of the earlier Mission 
Style, which originated in California in the 1890s. It called upon 
the Hispanic heritage of the state, with its missions and early 
Spanish Colonial architecture. The style features dormer or roof 
parapets that are “Mission” shaped, tile roofs, stucco siding, 
arched openings, and usually multi-paned windows. Buildings 
in the Spanish Eclectic style typically do not have a parapet and 
feature low-pitched roof with little-to-no overhang and clay 
barrel tiles, asymmetrical stucco façades, and multi-pane 
windows.  
 
The only example of the Spanish Eclectic style in Starkville is 
located at 512 Greensboro Street. It has a low-pitched roof of 
clay tiles, asymmetrical façade covered in stucco, and multi-
pane windows.  

512 Greensboro Street  

FRENCH ECLECTIC 
national date range         1915 - 1945 
 

The French Eclectic-style was based on many centuries of 
French, as well as English, domestic architecture so is similar to 
the Tudor Revival style. French Eclectic-style houses, unlike 
Tudor Revival-style houses, do not have front-facing cross-
gable roofs, but they do have asymmetrical massing, massive 
exterior chimneys, and brick and stucco siding. French Eclectic-
style houses also have multi-pane windows, often with 
diamond-pattern panes, and sometimes have conical towers as 
entrance features.  
 
The only example of the style in Starkville is located at 427 
Greensboro Street. It has a conical entrance tower, diamond-
pane windows, massive chimney, and brick walls.  

427 Greensboro Street 
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MINIMAL TRADITIONAL 
national date range         1935 - 1960 
 

The economic depression of the 1930s brought on a new, 
simplified, and economical style called the Minimal Traditional, 
which has restrained detailing and features small floor plates 
and simple massing. Roofs are generally low pitched and 
usually have at least one front-facing gable. Other 
characteristics are multi-pane windows with applied shutters, a 
limited use of decorative features, asymmetrical facades, and 
small or no porches. 
 
After World War II houses in this style were built in great 
numbers across the country to satisfy the housing demand.  
Many new subdivisions were created and populated by houses 
in this style. 
 
Examples of the Minimal Traditional style in Starkville include 
107 East Gillespie Street, 409 East Gillespie Street, 313 
Greensboro Street, 603 South Jackson Street, 305 South 
Montgomery Street, 405 South Montgomery Street, and 117 
Nash Street. All have multi-pane windows with applied shutters, 
and front-facing gables. Most have asymmetrical massing. 

305 South Montgomery Street  

409 East Gillespie Street 
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RANCH 
      national date range         1935 - 1975 
  
The Ranch style originated in California in the 1930s and 
became the dominant residential style in America for almost 
forty years.  The style was loosely based on early Spanish 
Colonial precedents in the American Southwest, modified by 
influence borrowed from Craftsman and Prairie modernism of 
the early twentieth-century.  
 
Ranch-style houses are normally one-story, asymmetrical 
compositions with low-pitched roofs and wide overhanging 
eaves, which emphasize the horizontal. Ranch houses 
frequently include built-in garages or carports, rear patios, and 
partially enclosed courtyards. Ranch houses feature cross-gable, 
hipped, and side-gabled roofs. Wall surfaces are finished in 
both brick and wood and often have a combination of the two. 
Large picture windows and ribbon windows were also popular, 
with applied and inoperable shutters as original features.   
 
In Starkville there are many examples of Ranch style. The 
houses located at 400 South Jackson Street and 517 South 
Jackson Street have both brick and wood siding and integral 
carports. The house at 105 East Gillespie Street is an all-wood 
version with an integral garage. The house at 507 South 
Washington Street is sided in stone veneer and wood. The 
houses at 203 East Wood Street and 404 South Washington 
Street are brick examples. All of these houses have low-sloped 
roofs, asymmetrical facades, and horizontal lines, and most 
have picture windows.  

517 South Jackson Street  

105 East Gillespie Street  

507 South Washington Street 
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APPENDIX B:  
LANDSCAPE RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 Sidewalks, Walkways, Driveways, Courtyards, and Patios 

  Maintenance and Repair 
  Replacement, Alteration, and Installation 

 Landscape Objects and Lighting 
  Maintenance, Repair, Replacement, Alteration, and  

 Installation 
 Trees, Hedges, Bushes, Flower Beds, etc. 

  Maintenance, Replacement, and Installation 
 
 
SIDEWALKS, WALKWAYS, DRIVEWAYS,  
COURTYARDS, AND PATIOS 
 
Paved sidewalks, walkways, driveways, courtyards, and patios 
are all landscape features that are associated with urban 
buildings. Rural communities generally had graveled drives and 
graveled walks, with brick used sparingly as an exterior paving 
material.  
 
In more urban areas, brick was the most common paving 
material in the nineteenth century, and it was typically laid 
without mortar on a bed of sand. The use of concrete as a paving 
material for sidewalks, walkways, and driveways began in the 
early twentieth century. 
 
 

MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 
 
When possible maintain and repair historic paving rather than 
replacing it. Nineteenth-century brick paving, which was 
historically laid without mortar, can often be leveled and 
repaired by reworking the sand bed and replacing damaged 
brick. Gaps in historic brick paving should not be filled with a 
hard mortar, as it will cause damage to the bricks when they 
expand and contract. The use of sand between bricks will allow 
bricks to expand and contract without damage. Maintain and 
repair historic graveled drives and walks. 
 
 
REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, AND INSTALLATION 
 
If repairing historic paving is not possible, new paving should 
be installed to match the deteriorated original paving in color 
and size.   
 
Driveways and parking areas paved with concrete are usually 
additions to historic buildings built before 1920. Excepting 
patios and courtyards, the installation of new paving is generally 
a response to the growing number of cars. In accommodating 
new driveways, parking areas, and walkways, property owners 
should consider the historic character of the site and the setting, 
as well as the materials used for paving. New paved driveways 
and parking areas need to be as unobtrusive as possible. 
 
Install new paved driveways or parking areas in the least 
conspicuous part of the historic property. Circular driveways or  
parking areas should not be installed in front of historic 
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buildings, unless historically documented. The paving of a long 
gravel driveway is also inappropriate because it gives historic 
properties a modern subdivision appearance. Asphalt is not an 
appropriate paving material for driveways and parking areas on 
historic properties. Also inappropriate is concrete stamped  to 
resemble brick or cobblestone paving. Recommended paving 
materials are red brick, concrete, and exposed-aggregate 
concrete.   

Concrete driveway strips were very popular in the early 
twentieth century and should be maintained if existing as they 
are historic in nature and provide less of a visual impact than a 
full driveway of concrete.  

Concrete strips are appropriate for driveways as they 
minimize the impact on the historic property and the 
neighborhood. 

The front yard of this historic house has been 
inappropriately paved for parking. Cars parked at street 
front and the absence of landscaping disrupt the character 
of the historic neighborhood. 

New brick sidewalks, walkways, and driveways for historic 
properties, should have butt-jointed bricks, or bricks laid 
without mortar joints. Brick paving is easier to maintain and 
repair without mortar joints. Bricks can be laid in sand atop a 
concrete base to provide a level surface. Historically, 
herringbone was the most popular brick paving pattern. 
Normally bricks in this pattern were held in place by a border of 
bricks laid on end.  
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This brick sidewalk in Natchez was properly laid in a 
herringbone pattern with a brick end border and in a 
sand bed with sand “mortar.”  

LANDSCAPE OBJECTS AND LIGHTING 
 
Older properties often have historic landscape objects such as 
fountains, urns, benches, or bird baths. 
 
 
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, ALTERATION, 
AND INSTALLATION 
 
Maintain and repair historic fountains, urns, benches, sundials, 
trellises, bird baths, and other landscape ornaments. Replace 
missing or badly deteriorated landscape ornaments based on 
physical evidence or historic photographs and drawings. 
 
Install exterior lighting fixtures that compliment the 
architectural style of the house. Avoid the introduction of new 

TREES, HEDGES, BUSHES, FLOWER BEDS, ETC. 
 
MAINTENANCE, REPLACEMENT, AND INSTALLATION 
 
Every effort should be made to retain historic plant material, 
unless it is causing damage to historic buildings or is a safety 
hazard due to decay. The City of Starkville has a landscape ordi-
nance, and it addresses installation and maintenance of land-
scaping.  
 
Replace historic plant material with new plants of the same or 
similar species. Use quick-growth dense shrubbery to hide park-
ing areas, mechanical systems, and neighboring intrusions.  Do 
not plant trees with damaging root systems near building foun-
dations, walkways, sidewalks, driveways, patios, or courtyards. 
Avoid introducing new plant material that is incompatible with 
the historic property and/or setting. Tall hedges should not be 
planted in front of historic properties or in front of new con-
struction in a historic neighborhood. 
 
 

landscape ornaments if their scale and design are inappropriate 
for a historic property. Large-scale lighting should not be used 
in yards. Cast-iron fountains, which were rarely seen at historic 
Mississippi residences, should also not be used. Refrain from 
over-decorating front yards with too many landscape ornaments. 
Permanent yard art, like wood cutouts, plastic animals, and 
sculptures, is also inappropriate for front yards in historic 
neighborhoods.   
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Shrubs around a historic house should be planted a minimum 
distance of three feet from the foundation walls. This will  mini-
mize the amount of moisture near the foundation and will allow 
any moisture to escape from foundation walls when they are 
heated by sunlight. 
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APPENDIX C: ARCHITECTURAL TERMS 
 
 
ANTIQUITIES ACT OF MISSISSIPPI - The Antiquities Act of 
1972 was enacted to locate, protect, and preserve sites, objects, 
buildings, shipwrecks, and locations of historical, archeological, 
or architectural interest in the state. The approval of the 
Mississippi Department of Archives and History is required for 
the transfer of, or construction activities on, state, county, or 
municipal lands or water which may affect objects, buildings, 
shipwrecks, and locations of historical, archaeological, or 
architectural interest. 
 
ARCH - A means of spanning an opening using small masonry 
units. Typically, a curved structural element which spans an 
opening and supports weight above. 
 
ARCHITRAVE - The molding around a door or window 
opening. Also, in classical architecture, the lowest member of 
the entablature resting on the capital of the column. 
 
BALUSTER - A short post or pillar in a series between a top 
and bottom rail. 
 
BALUSTRADE - A series of balusters, or posts, with a top and 
bottom rail, as along a staircase. 
 
BAY - The regular division of the facade of a building, usually 
defined by windows or other vertical elements. 
 
 
 

BEADED BOARD - A siding of narrow boards with beads 
running between boards, usually used on exterior ceilings.  
 
BELT COURSE - A horizontal band around a building at a 
floor level, often of a contrasting material. 
 
BOARD AND BATTEN - Vertical siding consisting of flat 
members with narrow projecting strips to cover the joints 
between them. 
 
BOND - The pattern in which bricks are laid to increase the 
strength or enhance the design. 
 
BRACKET - A small carved or sawn wooden projecting 
element which supports a horizontal member such as a cornice. 
 
CAPITAL - The top member of a column or pilaster. 
 
CASEMENT WINDOW - A window hinged on the side and  
opening outward. 
 
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS - A document 
evidencing the approval of the  preservation commission for 
work in the historic district as proposed by an applicant. 
 
CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT - A federal program 
authorized by the National Historic Preservation Amendments 
Act of 1980 that provides for the participation of local 
governments in a federal/state/local government preservation 
partnership. The federal law directs the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Department of Interior to 
certify local governments to participate in this partnership. 
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CLAPBOARD - Siding consisting of overlapping horizontal 
boards, usually thicker at one edge than the other. 
 
COLUMN - A vertical support, usually supporting a horizontal 
member or roof above. 
 
CORNERBOARD - A vertical strip of wood placed at the 
corners of a frame building to terminate the wood siding and 
give the corner a finished appearance. 
 
CORNICE - A projecting ornamental molding along the top of a 
wall, window, or door. 
 
DORMER - A window that projects from a sloping roof and that 
is sheltered by its own smaller roof. 
 
DOUBLE-HUNG WINDOW - A window with two sashes, one 
sliding vertically over the other. 
 
EAVE - The overhang at the bottom edge of a roof that projects 
beyond the wall surface. 
 
ENTABLATURE - In classical architecture, the horizontal 
group of elements immediately above the columns or pilasters 
and consisting of an architrave, frieze, and cornice. 
 
ELEVATION - A drawing of a building facade or object, 
without an allowance for perspective. An elevation drawing will 
have a proper scale in fixed proportion to the actual building. 
 
 

FACADE - An exterior wall of a building; an elevation.  
 
FANLIGHT - A semi-circular window over a door with radial 
bars in the form of a open fan. 
 
FASCIA - A horizontal board that covers the ends of rafters. 
 
FENESTRATION - The pattern of windows and doors on an 
elevation. 
 
FLASHING - A sheet, usually of metal, used to make an 
intersection of materials weather tight. 
 
FRIEZE - A horizontal band located beneath the cornice at the 
junction of the exterior wall and roof eaves. 
 
GABLE - The triangular section of a wall that carries a pitched 
roof. 
 
GABLE ROOF - A roof with a central ridgepole and one slope 
at each side. 
 
GINGERBREAD TRIM - Pierced curvilinear ornament made 
with a jig or scroll saw, such as a bargeboard or vergeboard. 
 
HIPPED ROOF - A roof with uniform slopes on all four sides. 
 
HISTORICAL EVIDENCE - Any documented evidence such as 
newspaper articles, historic photographs, or other historic 
descriptions describing or illustrating how a structure looked 
during some specified time in its history.. 
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HISTORIC REHABILITATION TAX CREDITS (FEDERAL) 
- The Tax Reform Act of 1976 established the first federal tax 
credits to encourage rehabilitation of older historic buildings.  
Currently, a 20% tax credit is available. To qualify to receive 
tax credits, the building must be income producing, such as 
commercial space or residential rental. If only a certain portion 
of a structure is income producing, the tax credit may be 
received, but only for the percentage of the building that is 
income producing.  
 
To qualify for Federal Historic Tax Credits: 

1. A building must be listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places, either individually or as a contributing 
building or structure in a National Register district 

2.  The rehabilitated building must be income producing, 
either for commercial or residential rental purposes.   

3. The rehabilitation work must be done in accordance 
with the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation. 

4. An application must first be processed and reviewed by 
the  Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
before submittal to the National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior. 

 
JAMB - The side of a doorway or window opening. 
 
LATTICE - An openwork grill of interlacing wood strips,  
usually in a diagonal pattern, used as screening. 
 
LIGHTS - A section of window, the pane or glass. 
 

LINTEL - A beam that spans an opening. A horizontal element 
over a window or door opening that supports the wall above. 
 
MISSISSIPPI LANDMARK - A public site, object, building, 
ship-wreck, or location of historical, archeological, or 
architectural interest officially designated a landmark by the 
Mississippi Department of Archives and History as empowered 
under the provisions of the Antiquities Act. An easement in 
perpetuity is filed with the deed in the chancery clerk’s office in 
the county where the landmark is located. Approval of the 
Mississippi Department of Archives and History is required for 
any construction activities or transfer of property ownership. 
 
MULLION - The strip of wood separating the lights of a 
window. 
 
MUNTIN - The strip of wood separating the lights of a window. 
 
NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK - A district, site, 
building, structure, and/or object that has been formally 
designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of 
the Interior and possesses exceptional value or quality in 
illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United States in 
history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and 
that possesses a high degree of integrity of location, design, 
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
Designation of a National Historic Landmark status 
automatically lists a property in the National Register of Historic 
Places. 
 
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES - The 
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official list of the nation’s cultural resources worthy of 
preservation. Authorized under the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966, the National Register is part of a 
national program to coordinate and support public and private 
efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect our historic and 
archaeological resources. The National Register is administered 
on the federal level by the National Park Service, Department of 
the Interior, and on the state level by the Mississippi Department 
of Archives and History. Certified Local Governments now also 
have to approve National Register nominations. 
 
NATIONAL TRUST FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION - The 
only national, private, nonprofit organization chartered by 
Congress with the responsibility for encouraging public 
participation in the preservation of sites, buildings, and objects 
significant in American history and culture. The National Trust 
no longer receives federal financial assistance. Its income 
derives from membership dues, endowment funds, 
contributions, grants, and proceeds from program services. 
 
PALLADIAN WINDOW - An arched window flanked by two 
smaller square-headed windows. 
 
PARAPET - The uppermost portion of the exterior wall which 
extends above the roof line.  It forms the top line of the building  
silhouette. 
 
PEDIMENT - A low-pitched gable above a portico, doors, or 
window(s), often with decorative elements or inside it.  
 
 

PIER - An upright element, usually of masonry, which serves as 
a support for the floor joists and walls. 
 
PILASTER - A shallow rectangular pier projecting only slightly 
beyond a wall surface and normally having a capital and a base. 
 
PITCH - The slope of a roof. 
 
PORTICO - A roofed space, open or partially enclosed, forming 
the entrance and center piece of a facade, often with detached or 
attached columns and a pediment. 
 
QUOIN - Units of stone, brick, or other material used to 
accentuate the corners of a building. 
 
RAFTERS - Structural members carrying a sloping roof. 
 
RIDGE - The line at the top of a sloped roof. 
 
RISER - The vertical face of a stair step. 
 
SASH - The movable frame holding the glass in a window  
or door. 
 
SCROLLWORK - Open woodwork produced by a jigsaw. 
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SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S STANDARDS FOR 
REHABILITATION AND GUIDELINES FOR 
REHABILITATING HISTORIC STRUCTURES - A federal 
document delineating ten standards and numerous guidelines 
for the sensitive rehabilitation and preservation of historic 
buildings. These ten standards are the ten commandments of 
preservation theology and are integrated into most of America’s 
preservation ordinances. 
  
SIDELIGHT - A narrow vertical window usually found on both 
sides of a door. 
 
SIDING - The material used to cover the exterior of a building 
to weatherproof it. 
 
SILL - The horizontal water-shedding member at the bottom of 
a door or window frame. 
 
SOFFIT - The underside of a cornice. 
 
STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER; OFFICE - 
The official within each state who has been designated and 
appointed by the governor to administer the federal and state 
historic preservation program in a state (in Mississippi, the 
director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History ); that agency of the state which provides administrative 
and technical support to the state historic preservation officer in 
carrying out federal and state historic programs. In Mississippi, 
the state historic preservation office is the Historic Preservation 
Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History.   

STUCCO - A type of exterior plaster applied as a two- or three-
part coating directly onto masonry, or applied over wood or 
metal lath to a wood frame structure. Stucco is sometimes 
scored and colored to represent stone blocks. 
 
TERRA COTTA - Cast and fired clay units used as 
ornamentation. 
 
TRANSOM - A small operable or fixed window located above a 
door or window. 
 
TREAD - Horizontal part of a stair step. 
 
TURNED COLUMN - A column that has been turned on a lathe 
to form rounded bands and shapes.   
 
TRELLIS - Lattice work, as an outdoor screen, often used as a 
support for vines and other plantings. 
 
TURRET - A small, slender tower with a conical roof. 
 
VERGEBOARD - The face board set under the roof edge of a 
gable, sometimes jig sawn. 
 
VERNACULAR - Architecture that is not high style and 
academic but indigenous and characteristic of a locality. Local 
materials are normally used in the construction of vernacular 
buildings. Shotgun and dog-trot houses are examples of 
vernacular architecture.   
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APPENDIX D:  
ADDITIONAL RESOURCES 
 
 
PROFESSIONAL 
 
Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
Historic Preservation Division 
P.O. Box 571 
Jackson, MS 39205 
601-576-6940 
www.mdah.state.ms.us/hpres 
 
 
Mississippi Heritage Trust 
P.O. Box 577 
Jackson, MS 39205 
601-354-0200 
www.mississippiheritage.com 
 
 
National Trust for Historic Preservation 
1785 Massachusetts Ave., NW 
Washington D.C. 20036 
202-673-4141 
www.preservationnation.org 
 
The National Trust for Historic Preservation also has an extensive 
collection of preservation related books for sale  which can be 
viewed at: www.preservationbooks.org 

TECHNICAL PUBLICATIONS 
 
Illustrated Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings -U.S. 
Department of the Interior, National Park Service 
www.nps.gov/history/hps/TPS/tax/rhb/ 
 
 
Preservation Briefs Series - U.S. Department of the Interior, 
National Park Service 
 
The following are short pamphlets published by the National 
Park Service to aid in the preservation of historic structures.    
Each pamphlet focuses on a certain aspect of preservation work  
or a building component. Below are the titles of the each brief 
that is available on the National Park Service web site: 
www.nps.gov/history/hps/tps/briefs/presbhom.htm 
 
01: Assessing Cleaning and Water-Repellent Treatments for 
 Historic Masonry Buildings 
02: Repointing Mortar Joints in Historic Masonry Buildings 
03: Conserving Energy in Historic Buildings 
04: Roofing for Historic Buildings 
05: The Preservation of Historic Adobe Buildings 
06: Dangers of Abrasive Cleaning to Historic Buildings 
07: The Preservation of Historic Glazed Architectural  
 Terra-Cotta 
08: Aluminum and Vinyl Siding on Historic Buildings: The  
 Appropriateness of Substitute Materials for Resurfacing  
 Historic Wood Frame Buildings 
09: The Repair of Historic Wooden Windows 
10: Exterior Paint Problems on Historic Woodwork 
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11: Rehabilitating Historic Storefronts 
12: The Preservation of Historic Pigmented Structural Glass 
 (Vitrolite and Carrara Glass) 
13: The Repair and Thermal Upgrading of Historic Steel  
 Windows 
14: New Exterior Additions to Historic Buildings: Preservation  
 Concerns 
15: Preservation of Historic Concrete: Problems and General  
 Approaches 
16: The Use of Substitute Materials on Historic Building  
 Exteriors 
17: Architectural Character - Identifying the Visual Aspects of  
 Historic Buildings as an Aid to Preserving Their Character 
18: Rehabilitating Interiors in Historic Buildings - Identifying  
 Character-Defining Elements 
19: The Repair and Replacement of Historic Wooden Shingle  
 Roofs 
20: The Preservation of Historic Barns 
21: Repairing Historic Flat Plaster - Walls and Ceilings 
22: The Preservation and Repair of Historic Stucco 
23: Preserving Historic Ornamental Plaster 
24: Heating, Ventilating, and Cooling Historic Buildings:  
 Problems and Recommended Approaches 
25: The Preservation of Historic Signs 
26: The Preservation and Repair of Historic Log Buildings 
27: The Maintenance and Repair of Architectural Cast Iron 
28: Painting Historic Interiors 
29: The Repair, Replacement, and Maintenance of Historic 
 Slate Roofs 
30: The Preservation and Repair of Historic Clay Tile Roofs 
31: Mothballing Historic Buildings 

32: Making Historic Properties Accessible 
33: The Preservation and Repair of Historic Stained and Leaded 
 Glass 
34: Applied Decoration for Historic Interiors: Preserving  
 Historic Composition Ornament 
35: Understanding Old Buildings: The Process of Architectural  
 Investigation 
36: Protecting Cultural Landscapes: Planning, Treatment and  
 Management of Historic Landscapes 
37: Appropriate Methods of Reducing Lead-Paint Hazards in  
 Historic Housing 
38: Removing Graffiti from Historic Masonry 
39: Holding the Line: Controlling Unwanted Moisture in  
 Historic Buildings 
40: Preserving Historic Ceramic Tile Floors 
41: The Seismic Retrofit of Historic Buildings: Keeping  
 Preservation in the Forefront 
42: The Maintenance, Repair and Replacement of Historic Cast 
 Stone 
43: The Preparation and Use of Historic Structure Reports 
44: The Use of Awnings on Historic Buildings: Repair,  
 Replacement and New Design 
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        AGENDA ITEM NO: VIII.B. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6-18-13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT: Second Public hearing on the adoption of the ordinance creating the Nash Street Historic District and 
the adoption of the standards.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT: Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION: Aldermen Corey and Dumas 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Alderman Richard Corey @ 694-0690 and Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas  312-2412 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   The Board of Aldermen held their first public hearing on this matter on May 21, 
2013. 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  The Historic Preservation Commission held public hearings on the 
adoption of the ordinance and the district standards and recommended them forward to the Board of Aldermen at 
their meeting of February 26, 2013.  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: N/A  
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: N/A 
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-?? 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO OFFICIALLY ADOPT AND ESTABLISH THE HISTORIC NASH 
STREET DISTRICT, INCLUDING THE APPROVED MAP, THE INVENTORY OF 
AFFECTED PROPERTIES AND AMEND THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CODE OF 

ORDINANCES CHAPTER 67 – HISTORICAL PRESERVATION; ARTICLE IV, NASH 
STREET DISTRICT AND FOR RELATED PURPOSES. 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has established a Historic Preservation Commission 
to preserve, promote, and develop the City’s historical resources and to advise the City on the 
designation of historic districts, landmarks, and landmark sites and perform such other functions 
as may be provided by law; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has received a report from a 
consultant to identify the appropriate districts to accomplish the stated goals and directives; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the identified 

properties in the Nash Street historic districts and has held public hearings as required by the 
ordinance for the purpose of receiving input from the affected parties and the citizens; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the map and the 

description and the inventory of the Nash Street District currently being considered for adoption 
by the Board of Aldermen as an official historic district; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of 
the City of Starkville as follows: 
 
SECTION I.  Recitals. 
 

The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Statement of Purpose and Intent. 
 
A. The City hereby recognizes that through the efforts of the Historic Preservation Commission 

there is the desire to enhance, and perpetuate those aspects of the City having historical, 
cultural, architectural, and archaeological merit. The recognition of specific districts is 
appropriate to provide the protection afforded by the inclusion of the properties in such 
district. This ordinance is intended to recognize and thereby save the historic district known 
as Nash Street from unrestricted development, growth and change.  

 
SECTION III.  Definitions. 
 

Unless specifically noted otherwise, the following definitions are standard throughout 
this ordinance: 
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Alteration:  Any change in the exterior appearance or materials of a landmark or a structure 
within a historic district or on a landmark site. Alterations shall include painting of previously 
unpainted brick, repointing of brickwork and sandblasting. 
 

Applicant:  The owner of record of a resource; the lessee thereof with the approval of the owner 
of record in notarized form; or a person holding a "bona fide" contract to purchase a resource. 
 

Appurtenance:  An accessory to a building, structure, object, or site, including, but not limited to, 
landscaping features, walls, fences, light fixtures, steps, paving, sidewalks, shutters, awnings, 
solar panels, satellite dishes, and signs. 
 

Building:  A structure created to shelter any form of human activity. 
 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  An official signed and dated governmental document issued by 
the appropriate governing authority of the City of Starkville to permit specific work in a historic 
district or at a landmark site or landmark, which has been reviewed and approved. 
 

Certified Local Government (CLG):  A federal program authorized by the National Historic 
Preservation Act 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., that provides for the participation of local governments 
in a federal/state/local government preservation partnership.  The federal law directs the State 
Historic Preservation Officer of Mississippi and the Secretary of the Interior to certify local 
governments to participate in this partnership.  Specific Mississippi requirements for the program 
are published in "State of Mississippi, Procedures for the Certified Local Government Program." 
 

City:  The City of Starkville as represented by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

Construction:  Work which is neither alteration nor demolition.  Essentially, it is the erection of a 
new structure which did not previously exist, even if such a structure is partially joined to an 
existing structure. 
 

Demolition:  The intentional removal of a structure within a local historic district or on a 
landmark site or which has been designated as a landmark, including landscape features. 
 

Demolition by Neglect:  Substantial deterioration of a historic structure that results from 
improper maintenance or a lack of maintenance. 
 

Design Review Guidelines:  As adopted by the local Historic Preservation Commission, shall be 
in a written form designed to inform local property owners about historical architectural styles 
prevalent in a community and to recommend preferred treatments and discourage treatments that 
would compromise the architectural integrity of structures in a historic district or on a landmark 
site or individually designated as landmarks. 
 

Exterior Features:  Exterior features or resources shall include, but not be limited to, the color, 
kind, and texture of the building material and the type and style of all windows, doors, roofs and 
appurtenances. 
 

Historic District:  A group of two (2) or more tax parcels and their structures, and may be an 
entire neighborhood of structures linked by historical association or historical development. It is 
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not necessary that all structures within a historic district share the same primary architectural 
style or be from the same primary historical period. A historic district may also include both non-
residential and residential structures, and may include structures covered by two (2) or more 
zoning classifications. A historic district may include both contributing and non-contributing 
structures.  A historic district is designated by the Commission and approved by the City through 
an ordinance. 
 

Historic Landmark:  A structure of exceptional individual significance, and its historically 
associated land, which typically could not be included within a local historic district or other 
appropriate setting.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and approved by the 
City through an ordinance. 
 

Historic Preservation Commission:  The Historic Preservation Commission, is a local Historic 
Preservation Commission established to advise the local government on matters relating to 
historic preservation, including the designation of historic districts, landmarks and landmark 
sites, and which may be empowered to review applications for permits for alteration, 
construction, demolition, relocation or subdivision for structures in historic districts or on 
landmark sites or designated as landmarks. 
 

Improvement:  Additions to or new construction on landmarks or landmark sites, including, but 
not limited to, buildings, structures, objects, landscape features, and manufactured units, like 
mobile homes, carports, and storage buildings. 
 

Landmark Site:  A location where a primary architectural or historical resource formerly stood or 
a significant historic event took place or an important archeological resource remains.  For the 
purposes of this ordinance, a landmark site encompasses prehistoric or historic sites on 
unimproved or improved land.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and 
approved by the City through an ordinance. 
 

Landscape:  Any improvement or vegetation including, but not limited to:  shrubbery, trees, 
plantings, outbuildings, walls, courtyards, fences, swimming pools, planters, gates, street 
furniture, exterior lighting, and site improvements, including but not limited to, subsurface 
alterations, site regrading, fill deposition, and paving. 
 

National Historic Landmark:  A district, site, building, structure, and/or object that has been 
formally designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of the Interior and 
possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United 
States in history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and that possesses a high 
degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
National Historic Landmarks are automatically listed in the National Register. 
 

National Register of Historic Places:  A Federal list of cultural resources worthy of preservation, 
authorized under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as part of a national program to 
coordinate and support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the Nation's 
historic and archaeological resources.  The National Register Program is administered by the 
Commission, by the State Historic Preservation Office, and by the National Park Service under 
the Department of the Interior.  Significant Federal benefits may accrue to owners of properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register. 
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Object:  A material thing of functional, cultural, historical, or scientific value that may be, by 
nature or design, movable, yet related to a specific setting or environment. 
 

Ordinary Repair or Maintenance:  Work done to prevent deterioration of a resource or any part 
thereof by returning the resource as nearly as practical to its condition prior to such deterioration, 
decay, or damage. Ordinary repair or maintenance includes repainting. 
 

Owner of Record:  The owner of a parcel of land, improved or unimproved, reflected on the City 
tax roll and in County deed records. 
 

Period of Greatest Historic Significance for a Landmark:  The time period during which the 
landmark had been essentially completed but not yet altered. It is also the period during which 
the style of architecture of the landmark was commonplace or typical. If a landmark also 
achieved historical importance in part because of designed landscape features, the period of 
greatest historic significance includes the time period during which such landscape features were 
maintained. 
 

Relocation:  The moving of a structure to a new location on its tax parcel or the relocation of 
such a structure to a new tax parcel. 
 

Resource:  Parcels located within historic districts, individual landmarks, and landmark sites, 
regardless of whether such sites are presently improved or unimproved.  Resources can be both 
separate buildings, districts, structures, sites, and objects and related groups thereof. 
 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Buildings:  A Federal document stating standards and guidelines for the appropriate 
rehabilitation and preservation of historic buildings. 
Site:  The location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location itself maintains 
historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing buildings, or objects. 
 

State Historic Preservation Office:  The Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History. 
 

State Historic Preservation Officer:  The Director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History. 
 

Structure:  A man-made object and typically will be visible because of portions which exist 
above grade. Structures built during the historic period, 1700 forward, may in some instances not 
be visible above grade if they are cellars, cisterns, icehouses or similar objects which by their 
nature are intended to be built into the ground. A structure includes both interior components and 
visible exterior surfaces, as well as attached elements such as signs and related features such as 
walks, walls, fences and other nearby secondary structures or landmark features. 
 

Sub-districts:  Discrete areas within a larger historic district within which separate design 
guidelines are appropriate and that may be created to recognize different zoning classifications or 
historic development patterns which have caused adjacent historic areas to develop at different 
times. 



 

Page 5 of 8 

 

 

Subdivision:  Any change in the boundaries of a single tax parcel, whether the change results in 
expansion or reduction or a boundary relocation. 
 

Substantial Deterioration:  Structural degradation of such a nature that water penetration into a 
historic structure can no longer be prevented, or structural degradation that causes stress or strain 
on structural members when supports collapse or warp, evidence of which includes defective 
roofing materials, broken window coverings and visible interior decay. 
 

Survey of Resources:  The documentation, by historical research or a photographic record, of 
structures of historical interest within a specified area or jurisdiction or of existing structures 
within a proposed historic district. 
 

Unauthorized Demolition:  The deliberate demolition of a historic structure without prior review 
and approval by a local Historic Preservation Commission or a governing authority to which 
such a Commission has made a recommendation. 
 
SECTION IV.  Nash Street District Written Identification and Maps 
 
The Nash Street District is described by the following: 
 
The Nash Street Historic District runs along North Nash Street from University Drive to 108 N. 
Nash Street on the west side of North Nash Street; and along North Nash Street from 108 N. 
Nash Street to College View Street along both sides of North Nash Street. 
 
See Appendix A for the map. 
 
SECTION V.  Designation of the Nash Street Historic District. 
 

By ordinance, the City may establish landmarks, landmark sites, and historic districts 
within the area of its jurisdiction.  Such landmarks, landmark sites, or historic districts shall be 
designated following the criteria as specified in Section III. 
 

A.  The Commission initiated the continuing and thorough investigation of the archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, and historic significance of the City’s resources.  The findings have 
been collected in a cohesive format, made a matter of public record, and made available for 
public inspection.  The Commission has provided complete documentation for the Nash 
Street historic district, including: 
1. An inventory of all property within the district, with photographs of each building and an 

evaluation of its significance to the district.   
2. An inventory, which would be in format consistent with the statewide inventory format of 

the Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
(SHPO). 

 
B.  The Commission voted to recommend the nomination of the Nash Street District for 

designation as an historic district in the City of Starkville as authorized by the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  
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C.  The Commission's recommendations to the City for the designation of the Nash Street 

historic district include: 
 

1. A map of the historic district that clearly delineates the boundaries. See Appendix A. 
2. A verbal boundary description and justification. 
3. A written statement of significance for the proposed historic district. 
 
Statement of Significance: 
 
The Nash Street Historic District is located several blocks east of downtown and halfway 
between the historic commercial center of Starkville and the Mississippi State University 
campus. It is a small district, only one block long and comprised of 1930s-era homes. It is 
locally significant because, as the earliest and most intact of the city's twentieth-century 
suburban subdivisions, it represents and embodies the transformation of Starkville from a 
small, agriculturally-oriented trading center to a modern, university-oriented city. Starkville's 
earlier housing was clustered around the central business district with the Greensboro 
neighborhood adjacent to the west side of the district and the Overstreet neighborhood to the 
south. 
 
The Nash Street Subdivision was laid out by surveyor John H. Wellborne in 1913 and was 
known as the "College Addition." It was not until the early 1930s, when the Nash Street lots 
were property of the East End Land and Improvement Company, that lots were purchased 
and houses built. This coincided with growth of the college. Being the city's first true planned 
and recorded subdivision, rather than subdivided lots such as those in the Greensboro Street 
Historic District or the Overstreet School Historic District, it became the local model for 
developing suburban subdivisions. Included in it were large lots, paved streets with curbs and 
gutters, and sidewalks with a planting space between the sidewalk and the curb. The 
fashionable Nash Street Subdivision became known as the "Garden District" of Starkville for 
the large trees that were preserved when the subdivision was built.  
 
The building styles in the district reflect the architectural tastes of university administrators, 
professors, and successful business owners who built the houses. The district is significant 
because it is the only architecturally significant concentration of 1930s domestic housing 
remaining in Starkville. Located in the district are some of Starkville's best examples of 
1930s domestic architecture, reflecting Tudor Revival, Colonial Revival, and Craftsman 
styles of architecture. Among the more notable houses are the Tudor Revival-style houses at 
108 and 113 North Nash Street, the house at 104 North Nash Street with Federal details, the 
Craftsman-style house at 115 North Nash Street, which was the first house constructed in the 
neighborhood, and the brick house at 107 North Nash. 
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SECTION XXII.  Invalidation/Severability.   
 
The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are separable and severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect the 
validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION XXIII.  Conflicts.   
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance shall be hereby 
repealed.   
 
SECTION XXIV.  Effective Date.   
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage in the 
manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public places, place 

the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time in the Starkville Daily 
News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was proposed 

in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman _____________, that the 

aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted:______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 

Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 

Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 
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Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 

 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the ______ day of ___________, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular/Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER WISEMAN, Mayor   TAYLOR V. ADAMS, City Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Nash Street Historic District
2010

PARCEL NO. HOUSE # STREET OWNER'S NAME MAILING ADDRESS CITY, STATE & ZIP IN OR OUT
117M-00-187.00 525 University Drive Patrick Bryan Etux 306 Hogan Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-188.00 101 N. Nash Street Jason Barrett Properties LLC 427 Greensboro Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-230.00 Michael Mitchell P. O. Box 80293 Starkville, MS  39760 IN
117M-00-228.00 Filip D. Suminto To Etux 103 Daffodill Drive Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-229.00 105 N. Nash Street Crabtree Properties LLC P. O. Box 502 Starkville, MS  39760 IN
117M-00-226.00 Cooper Callaway P. O. Box 888 Starkville, MS  39760 IN
117M-00-223.00 P.O. Melby III Etux 112 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-222.00 111 N. Nash Street Daniel Fox 111 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-221.01 113 N. Nash Street James L. Codling Etux 113 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-219.00 FLP Wadlington 500 Wadlington Road Sledge, MS  38670 IN
117M-00-220.00 115 N. Nash Street FLP Wadlington 500 Wadlington Road Sledge, MS  38670 IN
117M-00-238.00 116 N. Nash Street Mrs. Larry Lolley 116 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-237.00 114 N. Nash Street Bellson LLC 402 Lampkin Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-236.00 112 N. Nash Street P.O. Melby III Etux 112 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-238.00 116 N. Nash Street Mrs. Larry Lolley 116 N. Nash Street Starkville,  MS  39759 In
117M-00-235.00 108 N. Nash Street John W. Hamilton Etux 108 N. Nash Street Starkvile, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-234.00 St. Joseph Catholic Church 106 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-233.00 Catholic Diocese of Jackson P. O. Box 2248 Jackson, MS  39225 IN
117M-00-232.00 Catholic Diocese of Jackson P. O. Box 2248 Jackson, MS  39225 IN
117M-00-231.00 Perry C. Rackley P. O. Drawer 826 Starkville, MS 39760 IN
101D-00-022.00 601 University Drive Perry C. Rackley P. O. Drawer 826 Starkville, MS  39760 IN
101D-00-021.00 Larry Whiteaker Etux, c/o Lisa Tomasi 698 Regatta Court Naples, Florida  34103 IN
101D-00-020.00 Catholic Diocese of Jackson P.O. Box 2248 Jackson, MS  39225 IN
117M-00-218.00 P.O. Melby III Etux 112 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 IN
117M-00-189.03 521-1/2 University Drive Stacy A. Eustachy 3621 Woodland Street Ames, IA  50010 OUT
117M-00-189.01 521-1/2 University Drive Charles D. Klaskala Etux 804 South Lake Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-189.00 521-1/2 University Drive Dan Camp Family  Real Est. 104 1/2 Maxwell Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-190.00 Sparrow Properties LLC 236 Inner Circle Maxwell AFB,   AL  36113 OUT
117M-00-190.01 Sparrow Properties LLC 236 Inner Circle Maxwell AFB,   AL  36113 OUT
117M-00-191.00 519 University Drive Melisa G. Rivers 519 University Drive Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-227.00 Michael Mitchell P. O. Box 80293 Starkville, MS  397560 OUT

PHYSICAL ADDRESS



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Nash Street Historic District
2010

PARCEL NO. HOUSE # STREET OWNER'S NAME MAILING ADDRESS CITY, STATE & ZIP IN OR OUT
PHYSICAL ADDRESS

117M-00-225.00 Martin F. Jue Etux P.O. Box 494 MS State, MS  39762 OUT
117M-00-224.00 209 N. Nash Street James Codling Etal 113 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-221.01 Philip O. Melby III Etux 112 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-221.00 Linley Properties LLC 326 Highway 12 W. Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-212.00 David W. Jackson 1865 Oktoc Road Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-215.00 205 N. Nash Street Charles Taze Fulford III Etux 205 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-216.00 Philip O. Melby III Etux 112 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-217.00 Philip O. Melby III Etux 112 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-239.00 200 N. Nash Street Brian J. Kelley 200 N. Nash Street Starkville, MS  #9759 OUT
117M-00-254.00 Dan Camp Real Estate 104 1/2 Maxwell Drive Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-255.00 Dan Camp Real Estate  104 1/2 Maxwell Drive Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-256.00 105 Herbert Street Andrew B. Boyles Etal 105 Herbert Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-257.00 103 Herbert Street John Paul Dmino Etux 103 Herbert Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-258.00 101 Herbert Street St Joseph Catholic Church Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-259.00 Natchez Diocese Catholic Church Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
101D-00-019.00 Natchez Diocese Catholic Church Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
101D-00-108.00 600 University Drive Dan Camp Real Estate 104 1/2 Maxwell Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
101D-00-023.00 526 University Drive Faoro Family Trust 10451 Deerfoot Drive Great Falls, VA  22066 OUT
101D-00-024.00 524 University Drive Colbert W. Jones 586 CR 102 Oxford, MS  38655 OUT
101D-00-025.00 522 University Drive A & M Properties LLC 523 E. Gillespie Street Starkville, MS  39759 OUT
117M-00-186.00 Charles B. Smith P.o. Box 1565 Starkville, MS  39760 OUT
117M-00-185.00 Leslie O. Meigs 7341 Fairmont Drive Foley, MS  36535 OUT



Nash Street Historic District 

 
Boundary Description 

The Nash Street Historic District runs along North Nash Street from University Drive to 108 N. 
Nash Street on the west side of North Nash Street; and along North Nash Street from 108 N. Nash 
Street to College View Street along both sides of North Nash Street. 

 

 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: VIII.C. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6-18-13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT: Second Public hearing on the adoption of the ordinance creating the OverStreet Historic District and the 
adoption of the standards.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT: Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION: Aldermen Corey and Dumas 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Alderman Richard Corey @ 694-0690 and Alderman Jeremiah 
Dumas  312-2412 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   The Board of Aldermen held their first public hearing on this matter on May 21, 
2013. 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  The Historic Preservation Commission held public hearings on the 
adoption of the ordinance and the district standards and recommended them forward to the Board of Aldermen at 
their meeting of February 26, 2013.  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: N/A  
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: N/A 
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-?? 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO OFFICIALLY ADOPT AND ESTABLISH THE HISTORIC 
OVERSTREET DISTRICT, INCLUDING THE APPROVED MAP, THE INVENTORY 
OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES AND AMEND THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CODE OF 

ORDINANCES CHAPTER 67 – HISTORICAL PRESERVATION; ARTICLE IV, 
OVERSTREET STREET DISTRICT AND FOR RELATED PURPOSES. 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has established a Historic Preservation Commission 
to preserve, promote, and develop the City’s historical resources and to advise the City on the 
designation of historic districts, landmarks, and landmark sites and perform such other functions 
as may be provided by law; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has received a report from a 
consultant to identify the appropriate districts to accomplish the stated goals and directives; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the identified 

properties in the Overstreet historic district and has held public hearings as required by the 
ordinance for the purpose of receiving input from the affected parties and the citizens; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the map and the 

description and the inventory of the Overstreet District currently being considered for adoption 
by the Board of Aldermen as an official historic district; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of 
the City of Starkville as follows: 
 
SECTION I.  Recitals. 
 

The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Statement of Purpose and Intent. 
 
A. The City hereby recognizes that through the efforts of the Historic Preservation Commission 

there is the desire to enhance, and perpetuate those aspects of the City having historical, 
cultural, architectural, and archaeological merit. The recognition of specific districts is 
appropriate to provide the protection afforded by the inclusion of the properties in such 
district. This ordinance is intended to recognize and thereby save the historic district known 
as Overstreet from unrestricted development, growth and change.  

 
 
 
 
SECTION III.  Definitions. 
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Unless specifically noted otherwise, the following definitions are standard throughout 

this ordinance: 
 
Alteration:  Any change in the exterior appearance or materials of a landmark or a structure 
within a historic district or on a landmark site. Alterations shall include painting of previously 
unpainted brick, repointing of brickwork and sandblasting. 
 

Applicant:  The owner of record of a resource; the lessee thereof with the approval of the owner 
of record in notarized form; or a person holding a "bona fide" contract to purchase a resource. 
 

Appurtenance:  An accessory to a building, structure, object, or site, including, but not limited to, 
landscaping features, walls, fences, light fixtures, steps, paving, sidewalks, shutters, awnings, 
solar panels, satellite dishes, and signs. 
 

Building:  A structure created to shelter any form of human activity. 
 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  An official signed and dated governmental document issued by 
the appropriate governing authority of the City of Starkville to permit specific work in a historic 
district or at a landmark site or landmark, which has been reviewed and approved. 
 

Certified Local Government (CLG):  A federal program authorized by the National Historic 
Preservation Act 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., that provides for the participation of local governments 
in a federal/state/local government preservation partnership.  The federal law directs the State 
Historic Preservation Officer of Mississippi and the Secretary of the Interior to certify local 
governments to participate in this partnership.  Specific Mississippi requirements for the program 
are published in "State of Mississippi, Procedures for the Certified Local Government Program." 
 

City:  The City of Starkville as represented by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

Construction:  Work which is neither alteration nor demolition.  Essentially, it is the erection of a 
new structure which did not previously exist, even if such a structure is partially joined to an 
existing structure. 
 

Demolition:  The intentional removal of a structure within a local historic district or on a 
landmark site or which has been designated as a landmark, including landscape features. 
 

Demolition by Neglect:  Substantial deterioration of a historic structure that results from 
improper maintenance or a lack of maintenance. 
 

Design Review Guidelines:  As adopted by the local Historic Preservation Commission, shall be 
in a written form designed to inform local property owners about historical architectural styles 
prevalent in a community and to recommend preferred treatments and discourage treatments that 
would compromise the architectural integrity of structures in a historic district or on a landmark 
site or individually designated as landmarks. 
 

Exterior Features:  Exterior features or resources shall include, but not be limited to, the color, 
kind, and texture of the building material and the type and style of all windows, doors, roofs and 
appurtenances. 
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Historic District:  A group of two (2) or more tax parcels and their structures, and may be an 
entire neighborhood of structures linked by historical association or historical development. It is 
not necessary that all structures within a historic district share the same primary architectural 
style or be from the same primary historical period. A historic district may also include both non-
residential and residential structures, and may include structures covered by two (2) or more 
zoning classifications. A historic district may include both contributing and non-contributing 
structures.  A historic district is designated by the Commission and approved by the City through 
an ordinance. 
 

Historic Landmark:  A structure of exceptional individual significance, and its historically 
associated land, which typically could not be included within a local historic district or other 
appropriate setting.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and approved by the 
City through an ordinance. 
 

Historic Preservation Commission:  The Historic Preservation Commission, is a local Historic 
Preservation Commission established to advise the local government on matters relating to 
historic preservation, including the designation of historic districts, landmarks and landmark 
sites, and which may be empowered to review applications for permits for alteration, 
construction, demolition, relocation or subdivision for structures in historic districts or on 
landmark sites or designated as landmarks. 
 

Improvement:  Additions to or new construction on landmarks or landmark sites, including, but 
not limited to, buildings, structures, objects, landscape features, and manufactured units, like 
mobile homes, carports, and storage buildings. 
 

Landmark Site:  A location where a primary architectural or historical resource formerly stood or 
a significant historic event took place or an important archeological resource remains.  For the 
purposes of this ordinance, a landmark site encompasses prehistoric or historic sites on 
unimproved or improved land.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and 
approved by the City through an ordinance. 
 

Landscape:  Any improvement or vegetation including, but not limited to:  shrubbery, trees, 
plantings, outbuildings, walls, courtyards, fences, swimming pools, planters, gates, street 
furniture, exterior lighting, and site improvements, including but not limited to, subsurface 
alterations, site regrading, fill deposition, and paving. 
 

National Historic Landmark:  A district, site, building, structure, and/or object that has been 
formally designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of the Interior and 
possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United 
States in history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and that possesses a high 
degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
National Historic Landmarks are automatically listed in the National Register. 
 

National Register of Historic Places:  A Federal list of cultural resources worthy of preservation, 
authorized under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as part of a national program to 
coordinate and support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the Nation's 
historic and archaeological resources.  The National Register Program is administered by the 
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Commission, by the State Historic Preservation Office, and by the National Park Service under 
the Department of the Interior.  Significant Federal benefits may accrue to owners of properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register. 
 

Object:  A material thing of functional, cultural, historical, or scientific value that may be, by 
nature or design, movable, yet related to a specific setting or environment. 
 

Ordinary Repair or Maintenance:  Work done to prevent deterioration of a resource or any part 
thereof by returning the resource as nearly as practical to its condition prior to such deterioration, 
decay, or damage. Ordinary repair or maintenance includes repainting. 
 

Owner of Record:  The owner of a parcel of land, improved or unimproved, reflected on the City 
tax roll and in County deed records. 
 

Period of Greatest Historic Significance for a Landmark:  The time period during which the 
landmark had been essentially completed but not yet altered. It is also the period during which 
the style of architecture of the landmark was commonplace or typical. If a landmark also 
achieved historical importance in part because of designed landscape features, the period of 
greatest historic significance includes the time period during which such landscape features were 
maintained. 
 

Relocation:  The moving of a structure to a new location on its tax parcel or the relocation of 
such a structure to a new tax parcel. 
 

Resource:  Parcels located within historic districts, individual landmarks, and landmark sites, 
regardless of whether such sites are presently improved or unimproved.  Resources can be both 
separate buildings, districts, structures, sites, and objects and related groups thereof. 
 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Buildings:  A Federal document stating standards and guidelines for the appropriate 
rehabilitation and preservation of historic buildings. 
 
Site:  The location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location itself maintains 
historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing buildings, or objects. 
 

State Historic Preservation Office:  The Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History. 
 

State Historic Preservation Officer:  The Director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History. 
 

Structure:  A man-made object and typically will be visible because of portions which exist 
above grade. Structures built during the historic period, 1700 forward, may in some instances not 
be visible above grade if they are cellars, cisterns, icehouses or similar objects which by their 
nature are intended to be built into the ground. A structure includes both interior components and 
visible exterior surfaces, as well as attached elements such as signs and related features such as 
walks, walls, fences and other nearby secondary structures or landmark features. 
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Sub-districts:  Discrete areas within a larger historic district within which separate design 
guidelines are appropriate and that may be created to recognize different zoning classifications or 
historic development patterns which have caused adjacent historic areas to develop at different 
times. 
 

Subdivision:  Any change in the boundaries of a single tax parcel, whether the change results in 
expansion or reduction or a boundary relocation. 
 

Substantial Deterioration:  Structural degradation of such a nature that water penetration into a 
historic structure can no longer be prevented, or structural degradation that causes stress or strain 
on structural members when supports collapse or warp, evidence of which includes defective 
roofing materials, broken window coverings and visible interior decay. 
 

Survey of Resources:  The documentation, by historical research or a photographic record, of 
structures of historical interest within a specified area or jurisdiction or of existing structures 
within a proposed historic district. 
 

Unauthorized Demolition:  The deliberate demolition of a historic structure without prior review 
and approval by a local Historic Preservation Commission or a governing authority to which 
such a Commission has made a recommendation. 
 
SECTION IV.  Overstreet District Written Identification and Maps 
 
The Overstreet District is described by the following: 
 
The Overstreet Historic District runs along South Washington Street on the western side of the 
street from 202 S. Washington Street south to 516 South Washington ending at West Wood 
Street; on the eastern side of South Washington from 213 South Washington to 525 South 
Washington; both sides of South Lafayette Street from 302 South Lafayette Street to East Wood 
Street; both sides of South Jackson Street from 301 South Jackson to 601South Jackson Street on 
the east side and from 300 to 520 on the west side of South Jackson Street; 300 & 302 Worley 
Street; and both sides of South Montgomery Street from 200 South Montgomery Street to East 
Gillespie Street and from 209 South Montgomery to East Gillespie.   
 
The Overstreet Historic District also includes 101 McKinley Street; both sides of West & East 
Gillespie Streets from South Washington Street to South Montgomery Street; both sides of 
Green Street from South Jackson Street to South Montgomery Street; and the south side of 
Hogan Street from South Jackson Street to South Montgomery Street; the north side of Hogan 
Street from 307 Hogan Street to South Montgomery Street. The district also includes 204 and 
206 Wood Street located on the south side of Wood Street and all Wood Street addresses located 
on the north side of between South Jackson and South Washington Street.   
 
SECTION V.  Designation of the Overstreet Street Historic District. 
 

By ordinance, the City may establish landmarks, landmark sites, and historic districts 
within the area of its jurisdiction.  Such landmarks, landmark sites, or historic districts shall be 
designated following the criteria as specified in Section III. 
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A.  The Commission initiated the continuing and thorough investigation of the archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, and historic significance of the City’s resources.  The findings have 
been collected in a cohesive format, made a matter of public record, and made available for 
public inspection.  The Commission has provided complete documentation for the Overstreet 
historic district, including: 
1. An inventory of all property within the district, with photographs of each building and an 

evaluation of its significance to the district.   
2. An inventory, which would be in format consistent with the statewide inventory format of 

the Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
(SHPO). 

 
B.  The Commission voted to recommend the nomination of the Overstreet District for 

designation as an historic district in the City of Starkville as authorized by the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  

 
C.  The Commission's recommendations to the City for the designation of the Overstreet historic 

district include: 
1. A map of the historic district that clearly delineates the boundaries. 
2. A verbal boundary description and justification. 
3. A written statement of significance for the proposed historic district. 
 
The Overstreet School Historic District is located south of downtown Starkville and is 
significant as an expression of the growth and development of Starkville from 1870 to 1940, 
when Starkville changed from a small courthouse village with an agricultural economy to an 
industrial center for the county and one of Mississippi's major educational centers. 
 
The district is also important as a physical record of the pattern of social and economic 
relations between whites and blacks in small-town Mississippi in the late nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries. Many of the houses of upper-middle-class white families originally 
had adjacent housing for black domestic workers. Several of these ancillary buildings still 
stand, including the cooks' houses behind 401 East Gillespie, 301South Washington, and 514 
South Washington. In the midst of the district is a traditionally black enclave on South 
Lafayette Street which includes the house long occupied by Robert Weir, a prominent leader 
of the African American community and the only African American to own and operate a 
business on Main Street in the decades before World War II. A private school was 
established on South Jackson Street in the 1880s. In 1897 the Starkville Public School was 
erected on that site at the northeast corner of South Jackson and Green streets. 
 
The building still stands as Overstreet School, but it has been enlarged and altered several 
times. The neighborhood flourished in the first and second decades of the twentieth century. 
A burst of construction occurred in the late 1920s, possibly due to the opening of the Borden 
condensary immediately to the northeast of the district in 1926. Through the 1930s sporadic 
construction continued. In the years immediately following World War II, residential 
development shifted to other locations in the city. The Overstreet district is distinguished 
architecturally by its variety of architectural styles embodying the architectural tastes of 
middle-class townspeople. It contains some of Starkville 's best examples of late Victorian 
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vernacular, Queen Anne, and Colonial Revival residential architecture, as well as numerous 
Craftsman bungalows and Tudor cottages. Among the more notable houses are 110 East 
Gillespie Street, which is Starkville’s most important surviving example of the Queen Anne 
style; 304 South Jackson Street, a fine Colonial Revival house; 306 South Jackson Street, 
which is transitional in style between the Free Classic mode of Queen Anne and the Colonial 
Revival style; and 514 South Washington Street, which is a combination of Colonial Revival- 
and Craftsman-style features. 

 
 

SECTION XXII.  Invalidation/Severability.   
 
The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are separable and severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect the 
validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION XXIII.  Conflicts.   
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance shall be hereby 
repealed.   
 
SECTION XXIV.  Effective Date.   
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage in the 
manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public places, place 

the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time in the Starkville Daily 
News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was proposed 

in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman _____________, that the 

aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted:______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 
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Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 

Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 

Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 

 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the ______ day of ___________, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular/Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER WISEMAN, Mayor   TAYLOR V. ADAMS, Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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Overstreet School Historic District 

 
Boundary Description 

The Overstreet Historic District runs along South Washington Street on the western side of the 
street from 202 S. Washington Street south to 516 South Washington ending at West Wood Street; 
on the eastern side of South Washington from 213 South Washington to 525 South Washington; 
both sides of South Lafayette Street from 302 South Lafayette Street to East Wood Street; both 
sides of South Jackson Street from 301 South Jackson to 601South Jackson Street on the east side 
and from 300 to 520 on the west side of South Jackson Street; 300 & 302 Worley Street; and both 
sides of South Montgomery Street from 200 South Montgomery Street to East Gillespie Street and 
from 209 South Montgomery to East Gillespie.   

The Overstreet Historic District also includes 101 McKinley Street; both sides of West & East 
Gillespie Streets from South Washington Street to South Montgomery Street; both sides of Green 
Street from South Jackson Street to South Montgomery Street; and the south side of Hogan Street 
from South Jackson Street to South Montgomery Street; the north side of Hogan Street from 307 
Hogan Street to South Montgomery Street. The district also includes 204 and 206 Wood Street 
located on the south side of Wood Street and all Wood Street addresses located on the north side of 
between South Jackson and South Washington Street.   

 

 





















 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: VIII.D. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Public Hearing on the adoption of a Redevelopment Authority Resolution. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  Mayor Wiseman 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  Mayor Wiseman @ 323-2525 

 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

SUGGESTED MOTION: N/A 
 
 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: IX.A. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6-18-13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT:      Consideration of the approval of a resolution for a redevelopment authority for the City of Starkville. 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Mayor    AUTHORIZATION: Mayor Wiseman 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Mayor Wiseman @ 323-2525 or Lynn Spruill @ 323-4583  
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   N/A 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE RESOLUTION TO ESTABLISH A 
REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE.” 
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A RESOLUTION DETERMINING THAT A BLIGHTED AREA, AS DEFINED IN 
SECTION 43-35-3(i) OF THE MISSISSIPPI CODE OF 1972, AS AMENDED, 
EXISTS IN THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI, AND THAT THE 

REHABILITATION, CONSERVATION, AND OR REDEVELOPMENT OF THE 
AREA IS NECESSARY IN THE INTEREST OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH, 

SAFETY, MORALS, AND WELFARE OF THE RESIDENTS OF THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI. 

 
WHEREAS, the Mississippi Urban Renewal Law, Title 43, Chapter 35, Article 1, 
Mississippi Code of 1972, et seq., as amended, authorizes municipalities in Mississippi to 
carry out urban renewal projects as defined therein, following findings of need as 
determined in § 43-35-11; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has determined pursuant to Mississippi Code § 43-35-
3 that an area of blight exists in the municipality as outlined in Articles I and II  of the 
Urban Renewal Plan, which is attached hereto as Exhibit “A” as if fully stated herein; ; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has not heretofore elected pursuant to Mississippi 
Code § 43-35-31 to have its urban renewal powers as defined therein exercised by either 
an urban renewal agency or a housing authority; and 
 
WHEREAS, the governing body of the City of Starkville does determine that the 
rehabilitation, conservation, redevelopment, or a combination thereof, of such area or 
areas, is necessary in the interest of the public health, safety, morals or welfare of the 
residents of the City of Starkville, and that the City should exercise its urban renewal 
powers pursuant to § 43-35-31 by and through an Urban Renewal Agency created and 
operating pursuant to § 43-35-33; and 
 
WHEREAS, the governing body of the City of Starkville desires that said Urban 
Renewal Agency be vested with the urban renewal powers as defined in Mississippi Code 
§§ 43-35-15 and 43-35-31.     
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF 
THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI, that 
 
SECTION 1:  There exists an area of blight within the City of Starkville as defined in the 
foregoing preamble and accompanying statements of fact found in the accompanying 
Urban Renewal Plan (Exhibit A). 
 
SECTION 2:  The rehabilitation, conservation, and redevelopment of such area is 
necessary in the interest of the public health, safety, morals, and welfare of the residents 
of the City of Starkville. 
 
SECTION 3:  The governing body of the City of Starkville has elected to have such 
urban renewal powers as are conferred upon the City by the Laws of the State of 
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Mississippi to be exercised by an urban renewal agency hereby designated the Starkville 
Redevelopment Authority. 
 
SECTION 4:  The Starkville Redevelopment Authority is hereby vested with all of the 
rights, powers, functions, and duties as outlined in Mississippi Code §§ 43-35-15 and 43-
35-31.  
 
SECTION 5:  The Starkville Redevelopment Authority will be led by a board of 
commissioners as outlined in Mississippi Code § 43-35-33. 
 
Upon the motion of Alderman _________, duly seconded by Alderman _______, that the 
Resolution be adopted, a roll call vote was taken which resulted as follows: 
 

Alderman Ben Carver    Voted: ____ 
Alderman Sandra Sistrunk   Voted: ____ 
Alderman Eric Parker    Voted: ____ 
Alderman Richard Corey   Voted: ____ 
Alderman Jeremiah Dumas   Voted: ____ 
Alderman Roy A’. Perkins   Voted: ____ 
Alderman Henry Vaughn, Sr.   Voted: ____ 

 
Adopted this the ___ day of _________, A.D., 2012, at the Regular or Recess Meeting of 
the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, Oktibbeha County, 
Mississippi. 
 
 
 
______________________________  ______________________________ 
Parker Wiseman, Mayor    Taylor Adams,  Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 

 
JULY 26, 2012 

 
 

FINAL PLAN
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CITY OF STARKVILLE 

URBAN RENEWAL PLAN 
 
ARTICLE I:  DESCRIPTION OF URBAN RENEWAL PROJECT AREA 
 
The Urban Renewal Area covered by this Urban Renewal Plan is an area in the City of Starkville, 
Mississippi (the “City”).  The legal boundaries of the Urban Renewal Areas are described as any 
property within the T4, T5, and T6 zoning district of the city as adopted in November of 2011.  A 
boundary map indicating the limits of the Urban Renewal Area is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.  
The area includes 472 parcels and their adjacent public rights-of-way.   

 
 
ARTICLE II:  BLIGHTING CONDITIONS FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
The City of Starkville has taken great strides to improve the core area of its downtown including 
the creation of a designated Main Street Program and ongoing infrastructure and building 
improvements.  While the success of downtown’s revitalization is unquestioned, blighting 
conditions exist throughout the area defined in Article I above. 
 
In order to conserve and enhance the improvements taking place, rehabilitate areas 
surrounding downtown currently in a state of deterioration and decline, and encourage 
investment that will make the area more desirable for investment and thusly preserve the 
health, safety, morals, and welfare of Starkville Residents, the City of Starkville is undertaking 
this Urban Renewal Plan. 
 
As defined in section 43-35-3(i) of the Mississippi Code of 1972, as amended a “Blighted Area” 
is defined as any area that has one or more of the following characteristics: 
 

1. Substantial number of slum, deteriorated or deteriorating structures. 
2. Predominance of defective or inadequate street layout. 
3. Faulty lot layout in relations to size, adequacy, accessibility or usefulness, unsanitary or 

unsafe conditions. 
4. Deterioration of site or other improvements. 
5. Diversity of ownership. 
6. Tax or special assessment delinquency exceeding the fair market value of the land. 
7. Defective or unusual conditions of title. 
8. Existence of conditions, which endanger life or property by fire and other causes. 

 
For the area as defined in Article 1 above number 1, 3, and 4 are determined to be blighting 
influences on the defined district.  

 
1. Substantial number of slum, deteriorated, or deteriorating structures:  A windshield 

survey of the 472 parcels within the study area identified in Article 1 above indicated that 
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there are buildings on 86% percent of the parcels.   The windshield survey is a drive by 
assessment of building conditions from the street and provides a generalized overview of 
building conditions.  14% were vacant and undeveloped land.  48% of the parcels contained 
buildings in “standard” condition meaning they had no visible building code violations from 
the street.  30% of the parcels contained buildings with notable minor repairs necessary to 
make them code compliant.  Indicators of these minor repairs would include peeling paint, 
lack of yard maintenance, aging roof, minor repair to brickwork, or similar repairs. 8% of the 
parcels contained buildings that likely will require major repairs to make them code 
compliant.  A major repair would likely require renovation costs that exceed the current 
value of the building in order to make it code compliant for occupancy.  For Starkville, many 
of these buildings have been vacant for extended periods of time.   

 
3. Faulty lot layout in relation to size, adequacy, accessibility, or usefulness: As mentioned 

there are 472 parcels within the Urban Renewal Project Area.  Many of these lots were 
platted in the early development of Starkville and are small compared with contemporary 
platting.  The lots range in size from .012 acres to 10.9 acres with an average acreage of .42 
acres per lot.  Over half of the acreage of the study area (59%) is occupied by substandard 
buildings or is a vacant parcel.  In fact, vacant parcels account for 25% of the land area 
inside the designated district.  Many of these lots are very small, some are accessed by 
minor streets.  Several of the largest parcels within the district are so large that the 
accessibility to the parcel is inhibited by its size.  This is particularly true of parcels along 
Russell Street and Highway 182. 
 

4. Deterioration of site or other improvements:  Ageing public infrastructure inhibits the 
redevelopment of the district.  As much of the area was developed prior to the automobile, 
the district suffers from parking problems that will be exacerbated by future infill 
development.  Existing streets need repaving including a much needed resurfacing of 
Highway 182.   Underground infrastructure consists of ageing clay and cast iron pipes that 
are inadequate for modern uses.  Sidewalks in the district have been studied in detail.  Only 
12% of the sidewalks within the district are complaint with the Americans for Disability Act 
(ADA).  35% of the street frontages have no sidewalks and the balance (50%) is non ADA 
compliant with nearly one third having impediments to ADA compliance.  This issue is 
particularly problematic downtown where utility poles and stairs proliferate making 
accessibility for the disabled a major problem for many streets. 
 
 

ARTICLE III:  URBAN RENEWAL PLAN OBJECTIVES 
 
The Urban Renewal Plan is the guiding document for the creation of the Starkville 
Redevelopment Authority as the urban renewal agency for the City of Starkville.  The Starkville 
Redevelopment Authority (the Authority) will pursue objectives set forth in this plan.  The 
major objectives of this Urban Renewal Plan are as follows: 
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• To provide maximum opportunity for development by private enterprise in the declared 
area. 

• To create improved infrastructure improvements in the declared area including but not 
limited to streets, sidewalks, lighting, street furniture, parks, plazas, open space, drainage, 
utility service, and pedestrian and cyclist amenities. 

• To encourage the development of vacant land in accordance with the Comprehensive Plan 
and other plans of the City of Starkville. 

• To rehabilitate, renovate, or remove substandard structures and to retain and improve 
structures that contribute to the character and economic viability of Starkville. 

• To upgrade existing businesses and encourage new ones  within the district in accordance 
with the applicable codes, ordinances and regulations of the City. 

• To achieve land use changes and appropriate urban character in accordance with the 
Comprehensive Plan, Zoning and Form Based Code objectives of the City of Starkville. 

• To provide attractive gateways and corridors to the Central Business District of the City. 

 
ARTICLE IV:  TECHNIQUES TO BE USED TO MEET OBJECTIVES 
 
It is the goal of the City of Starkville that the Starkville Redevelopment Authority will primarily 
implement this Urban Renewal Plan using the powers conferred upon the City by the 
Mississippi Urban Renewal Law, Miss. Code Sec. Ann. 43-35-1 et seq., and adopted by 
resolution of  the Board of Alderman of the City of Starkville.   
 
The techniques to be used to meet the objectives of this Urban Renewal Plan may include the 
following: 
 

A. Acquisition of real property through purchase, lease, acceptance of donation, and other 
means as allowed by Mississippi Urban Renewal Law;  
 

B. Disposition of real property through the sale, lease, or other means as allowed in 
Mississippi Urban Renewal law.  

 
C. Rehabilitation of existing buildings that are either substandard (as used here not in 

compliance with the current building code of the City), or structures which in the 
judgment of the owner will result in higher and better use as a result of rehabilitation;  

 
D. Pursuing public-private partnerships whether by entering into development agreements, 

certificates of participation, and other techniques to develop or redevelop property;  
 

E. Construction of infrastructure improvements that may eliminate environmental 
deficiencies and blight and that will encourage rehabilitation and investment by private 
enterprise.    
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F. Demolition and removal of buildings that are deemed to be in a condition that makes 

them unable to be rehabilitated or whose location and condition combines to inhibit 
redevelopment.   

 
G. Consolidation of Title in order to eliminate diverse patterns of ownership, which prevent 

or restrict development of large tracts of land.  Consolidation of title may also occur in 
the event that the Authority determines that optimum utilization of a particular tract of 
land cannot be attained because of diversity of ownership and that action by the 
Authority is likely to enhance the possibility of development of such tract. 

 
H. Acquisition and distribution of funds in order to finance the objectives of this plan.  The 

Authority may pursue grant, foundation, and other funds to finance the goals of this 
plan and may also administer those funds to encourage investment through loan 
programs, grants, and other techniques. Such loans, grants, and other techniques shall 
be made upon such terms and conditions as the Authority shall determine. 

 
I. Encouragement of rehabilitation and redevelopment by private enterprise.  The 

Authority, to the greatest extent possible, shall afford maximum opportunity, consistent 
with the sound needs of the City of Starkville, for the rehabilitation or redevelopment of 
the Urban Renewal Areas by private enterprise.  

 
This plan expressly reserves the power of eminent domain for the Board of Alderman and as 
such this power is not granted to the Starkville Redevelopment Authority. 
 
 
ARTICLE V: IMPLEMENTING THE URBAN RENEWAL PLAN 
 
The Appalachian Regional Commission, in cooperation with the City of Starkville, Starkville Main 
Street, and the Mississippi Main Street Association, completed a Community Planning Charrette 
Report in July of 2011.  That report outlined specific recommendations for revitalizing the 
geographic area identified in this plan.  Specifically, the report identified “expanding 
downtown” beyond the traditional core and exploring revitalization efforts in this expanded 
area.  The techniques outlined in Article IV will stabilize, revitalize, and enhance the Urban 
Renewal Plan area. The projects listed below will address the objectives of this plan but are not 
intended to limit the scope of the Starkville Redevelopment Authority. 

1. Enhance existing and create new gateways within the boundary of the Urban Renewal Area. 

2. Enhance roadway and utility infrastructure and connections to downtown with an emphasis 
on accommodating pedestrians and bicyclists. Priority streetscape enhancements should 
occur along Russell Street and Highway 182/MLK Drive.   

3. Foster development opportunities throughout the Urban Renewal Area including but not 
limited to the following developments identified in the Community Planning Charrette 
Report and consistent with plans developed along with the form-based code. 
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a. Facilitate a gateway development opportunity at the corner of Jackson Street and 
Highway 182/MLK Drive. 

b. Preserve and encourage opportunities for phased mixed-use infill development, 
including residential development and upper floor residential development, along 
Highway 182/MLK Drive. 

c. Facilitate infill development along the Russell-Lampkin Corridor link Between 
Downtown and MSU.   

4. Develop a parking strategy for downtown as Starkville transitions from “surface lots” to 
structured parking in support of additional mixed-use development. Numerous sites 
throughout the core lend themselves to structured parking—even just two levels—because 
of the topography that slopes away from Main Street.  

5. Create a focal point “terminus” to Main Street. Currently, Main Street lacks a strong 
terminus at its western end. While the existing road geometry and topography presents 
some challenges, there is an opportunity to create a civic gathering space and visual 
terminus utilizing a significant public art installation and a building redevelopment site on 
the former utilities building site.  

6. Promote public art throughout the urban renewal area. In addition to the public art 
opportunities currently identified by the Arts Council and the Design Committee of 
Starkville Main Street throughout downtown, implement public art opportunities as part of 
the infill development areas identified in number three above.  

 
 
ARTICLE VI: LAND USES, MAXIMUM DENSITIES AND BUILDING REQUIREMENTS 
 

A. Land Uses and Maximum Densities 
This Urban Renewal Plan shall be deemed to refer to the most recent land use and 
zoning codes adopted by the City of Starkville.  The land use, density, and design criteria 
outlined in the City’s land use plans and zoning codes supersedes this plan.   
 

B. Building Requirements 
Any new construction and any rehabilitation in the Urban Renewal Areas pursuant to 
this Urban Renewal Plan shall conform to the requirements of the City’s building code as 
in effect on the date thereof. 

 
 
ARTICLE VI:  PROVISIONS OF REGULATIONS DECLEARED TO BE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS 
 
The regulations set forth in this Urban Renewal Plan shall be interpreted and applied as 
minimum requirements.  Whenever the requirements of these regulations are at variance with 
the requirements of any other lawfully adopted rules, regulations, ordinances, deed 
restrictions, or covenants, the most restrictive, or that imposing the highest standard, shall 
govern. 
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ARTICLE VII:  REAL PROPERTY ACQUISITION 
 

A. Procedures 
All property acquisitions shall be made in accordance with the Mississippi Urban 
Renewal Law.  There will be no special consideration, either discrimination against nor 
favoritism for, any group or owner.  Neither race, nor creed, nor color, nor national 
origin shall in any way affect land acquisition decisions, appraised values or offer 
procedures. 
 

B. Property to be Acquired: 
The Authority shall acquire all real property (as defined in the Mississippi Urban 
Renewal Law) required for needed public facilities in the Urban Renewal Areas.  The 
Authority shall also, from time to time at its discretion, acquire mortgages made to 
finance costs of (1) acquiring real property, (2) demolishing and removing buildings and 
improvements, and (3) constructing improvements in the Urban Renewal Plan, where 
necessary to eliminate unhealthful, unsanitary, or unsafe conditions, lessen density, 
eliminate obsolete or other uses detrimental to the public welfare, or otherwise to 
remove or prevent the spread of blight or deterioration. 

 
 
ARTICLE VIII: RELATIONSHIP OF OBJECTIVES TO CITY’S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
 
This plan is in compliance with the overall goals and objectives as defined in the City’s 
Comprehensive plan as adopted by the Planning and Zoning Commission and the Board of 
Aldermen.  Some of the key goals and objectives that this plan addresses are as follows: 
 
The City of Starkville wishes to: 
 
• Enhance the visual appearance and living environment of the City through effective design, 

landscaping, and control of visual clutter.  
 
• Maintain and enhance existing uses and facilities and provide additional uses and facilities 

based on anticipated needs.  
 
• Promote the preservation of historically significant structures and/or districts within the 

City and maximize the conservation of the established character of these facilities and 
areas. 

 
• Encourage the stabilization of existing commercial areas and the development of new 

commercial nodes in locations which have good vehicular access to local residential market 
areas; and, minimal conflict or encroachment with either existing or newly developing 
residential land use areas in the vicinity.  
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• Make a positive first impression to travelers coming to and through Starkville. 
 
• Be a city where streets and sidewalks are well maintained, and have water and sewer 

systems that are safe and in good working order.  

• Be a community with thriving recreational and cultural facilities, including museums, 
community theaters, art galleries and other cultural amenities, and appropriate active and 
passive recreation areas and programs. 

• Will be an interesting, vibrant and well-planned community that discourages urban sprawl 
and encourages the best possible interrelationship of land uses, which includes mixed uses 
with higher densities where appropriate. 

• When necessary, utilize code enforcement to protect and preserve stable residential areas 
and redevelop vacant land adjoining stable areas.  

• Phase out existing commercial and industrial uses and other uses incompatible with the 
residential character of transitional areas in the City and have them replaced with 
compatible uses.  

 
ARTICLE IX:  WAIVER OF REQUIREMENTS 
 
Any requirement of condition contained in this Urban Renewal Plan may upon request of the 
Starkville Redevelopment Authority and for good cause shown, be waived or modified by the 
City of Starkville Board of Aldermen. 
 
 
ARTICLE X:  PROVISIONS FOR AMENDING THIS URBAN RENEWAL PLAN 
 
This Urban Renewal Plan May be modified in accordance with provisions of the Mississippi 
Urban Renewal Law. 
 





 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: IX.B. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE:  06/18/2013 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE: l  
 
SUBJECT:

 

   Consideration of approving the advertising of and the holding of a public hearing to 
provide citizens with an update regarding the progress of the activities undertaken 
through the City of Starkville HOME Program. 

 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING 

 
FISCAL NOTE:
 

  N/A 

 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Mayor and Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION
    

:  Mayor Parker Wiseman 

 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
      Spencer Broocks at GTPDD   (662) 320-2009 

      Chanteau O. Wilson  (662) 323-4583, ext. 100  or 

 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: 
 

 N/A 

 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:
 

  N/A 

 
PURCHASING:
 

 N/A 

 
DEADLINE: 
 

 N/A 

 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  
 

DATE – DESCRIPTION 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  N/A 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  N/A 
 
Suggested Motion:  “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE ADVERTISING OF AND THE HOLDING OF A PUBLIC  
HEARING TO PROVIDE CITIZENS WITH AN UPDATE REGARDING THE PROGRESS OF THE 
ACTIVITIES UNDERTAKEN THROUGH THE CITY OF STARKVILLE HOME PROGRAM.” 
 
           



HOME INVESTMENT PARTNERSHIPS PROGRAM 
PUBLIC MEETING 

 
The City of Starkville was awarded a grant from the Mississippi Development Authority, 
Community Services Division, through funding made available by the HOME Program.  A 
public meeting will be held July 8, 2013 at 2:00 PM, in the conference room of Starkville City 
Hall.  The purpose for this meeting is to provide citizens with information regarding the progress 
of the activities undertaken through the HOME Program and to receive citizen input concerning 
that progress.  All comments are welcome. 
 
Comments must be submitted in writing to the following address by July 5, 2013: 
 

City of Starkville HOME Program 
P.O. Box 828 

Starkville, MS 39760-0828 
 

The City of Starkville is accessible to persons with disabilities. Please call the ADA Coordinator, 
Mr. Joyner Williams, at (662) 323-2525, ext. 121 at least forty-eight (48) hours in advance for 
any services requested. 
 
Please run one (1) time as a block advertisement, as small as possible, in the Starkville Daily 
News on June 21, 2013. 
 
Please send proof of publication to: 
 
Spencer Broocks, Administrator 
Golden Triangle Planning & Development District, Inc. 
Post Office Box 828 
Starkville, MS 39760-0825 
 
Please send bill to: City of Starkville 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: X.A. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE:  06/18/2013 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE: l  
 
SUBJECT:

 

   Consideration of approving the travel of Mayor Parker Wiseman, Finance Director/City   
Clerk Taylor Adams, Chief Administrative Officer D. Lynn Spruill and the Board of 
Aldermen to attend the 2013 MML Annual Leadership Conference in Biloxi, MS, with 
advance travel requested in the amount not to exceed $1250.00 per attendee. 

AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:
 

   (please see attachment for the itemized amounts) 

 
FISCAL NOTE:
 

  N/A 

 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Mayor & Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION
    

:  Mayor Parker Wiseman 

 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
 

     Chanteau O. Wilson  (662) 323-4583, ext. 100 

 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: 
 

 N/A 

 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:
 

  N/A 

 
PURCHASING:
 

 N/A 

 
DEADLINE: 
 

 N/A 

 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  
 

DATE – DESCRIPTION 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  N/A 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  N/A 
 
Suggested Motion:  “MOVE APPROVAL OF AUTHORIZING ADVANCE TRAVEL IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO 
EXCEED $1200.00 FOR THE MAYOR, FINANCE DIRECTOR/ CITY CLERK, CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICER AND THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN TO ATTEND THE 2013 MML ANNUAL LEADERSHIP 
CONFERENCE IN BILOXI, MS.” 
 
 
           



2013 MML Annual Leadership Conference 

2013 MML Annual Conference Registration  
(Payable to Mississippi Municipal League

Mississippi Municipal League  
600 E. Amite Street, Suite 104  

)  

Jackson, MS 39201 

Line Item Amount 

Parker Wiseman  001-020-610-350 $235.00 

Donna Lynn Spruill 001-020-610-350 $235.00 

Taylor Adams  001-145-610-350 $235.00 

Ben Carver  001-100-610-350 $235.00 

Lisa Wynn  001-100-610-350 $235.00 

David Little  001-100-610-350 $235.00 

Jason Walker  001-100-610-350 $235.00 

Scott Maynard  001-100-610-350 $235.00 

Roy A`. Perkins 001-100-610-350 $235.00 

Henry Vaughn   001-100-610-350 $235.00 

 Total $2,350.00 

 
 

Hotel Reservation (Payable to Beau Rivage
Beau Rivage 

) 

P.O. Box 7347 
D’Iberville, MS  39540 

Line Item Amount 

Parker Wiseman        (PM#  454242439) 001-020-610-350 $616.00 

Donna Lynn Spruill     (PM#  454242439) 001-020-610-350 $462.00 

Taylor Adams    (PM#  454242439) 001-145-610-350 $462.00 
Ben Carver     (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
Lisa Wynn     (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
David Little     (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
Jason Walker    (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
Scott Maynard    (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
Roy A`. Perkins       (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
Henry Vaughn     (PM#  454242439) 001-100-610-350 $462.00 
(please reference the PM # 454242439  when mailing payment)      
 

Total $4,774.00 

 
 

PER DIEM (approximation) 
(check Payable to each person

Line Item 
)  

Amount 

Parker Wiseman    (transportation, food and incentives) 001-020-610-350 $187.00+ gas receipt 

Donna Lynn Spruill   (transportation, food and incentives) 001-020-610-350 $510.32 

Taylor Adams    (transportation, food and incentives) 001-145-610-350 $510.32 

Ben Carver     (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

Lisa Wynn     (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

David Little       (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

Jason Walker     (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

Scott Maynard     (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

Roy Perkins     (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

Henry Vaughn     (transportation, food and incentives) 001-100-610-350 $510.32 

(please give checks to Chanteau Wilson) Total $4779.88+ 

 
Wiseman - $1038.00+ 
Spruill - $1207.32 
Adams - $1207.32 
Carver - $1207.32 
Wynn - $1207.32 
Little - $1207.32 
Walker - $1207.32 
Maynard - $1207.32 
Perkins - $1207.32 

              $11903.88+ 
Vaughn - $1207.32 

 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: X.B. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE:  06/18/2013 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE: l  
 
SUBJECT:

 

   Consideration of approving the travel of 10 Mayor’s Youth Council Members, Youth 
Coordinator Stefanie Shackelford and two parent chaperones, Cynthia Jefferson and 
Charlotte Ware to attend the 2013 MML Mayor’s Youth Council Youth Track 
Conference in Biloxi, MS, with advance travel requested in the amount not to exceed 
$1500.00.  Included in the price gasoline and parking expenses are not to exceed $200.00 
and food expenses are not to exceed $250.00.    

AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:
be submitted upon return.  Surplus funds will be returned to the 
City of Starkville. 

     (please see attachment for the itemized amounts). Receipts will  

 
FISCAL NOTE:
 

  N/A 

 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Mayor & Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION
    

:  Mayor Parker Wiseman 

 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:
      Stefanie Ashford (662) 694-1110 

      Chanteau O. Wilson (662) 323-4583, ext. 100 

 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: 

 

 Board of Aldermen approved advanced travel for the Mayor’s Youth Council 
to last year’s MML Youth Track Conference. 

 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:
 

  N/A 

 
PURCHASING:
 

 N/A 

 
DEADLINE: 
 

 N/A 

 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  
 

DATE – DESCRIPTION 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  N/A 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  N/A 
 
Suggested Motion:  “MOVE APPROVAL OF AUTHORIZING ADVANCE TRAVEL IN THE AMOUNT NOT 
TO EXCEED $1500.00 FOR 10 MAYOR’S YOUTH COUNCIL MEMBERS, YOUTH COORDINATOR 
STEFANIE SHACKELFORD-ASHFORD AND TWO PARENT CHAPERONES, CYNTHIA JEFFERSON AND 
CHARLOTTE WARE WHO WILL ATTEND THE 2013 MML MAYOR’S YOUTH COUNCIL YOUTH TRACK 
CONFERENCE IN BILOXI, MS. INCLUDED IN THE PRICE GASOLINE AND PARKING EXPENSES ARE 
NOT TO EXCEED $200.00 AND FOOD EXPENSE IS NOT TO EXCEED $250.00.    
 
 
           



Mayor’s Youth Council Youth Track Conference 
Mississippi Gulf Coast 

July 15 – 16, 2013 
 
 
Conference Attendees:    Youth Coordinator: 

1. DaJ’ai Ashford    Stefanie Shackelford 
2. De’Angelo Bush 
3. Valencia Epps 
4. Vincent Epps    Chaperone(s): 
5. Erica Ratliff    Cynthia Jefferson (Parent) 
6. Andy Reardon    Charlotte Ware (Parent) 
7. Tyler Tate 
8. Evan Thiam 
9. Evan Ware 
10. Toni Williams 

 
Total Registration Fee    $325 

Hotel Accommodations 
Palace Casino (4 rooms for 1 night)  $398.72     
 
Transportation (Van Rental)    $169.78 

Gas      $200 (not to exceed amount) 

Food      $250 (not to exceed amount) 

 

Total Amount Requested   $1,400.66 

 

 

*Receipts will be submitted upon return and surplus funds will be returned to the City of Starkville. 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.C 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of the approval of the travel of the Chief Administrative Officer and the City Clerk to 
Atlanta September 4 & 5, 2013 for the mandatory Brownfield grant conference.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  The Brownfield grant conference is being held in Atlanta and is a fully 
reimbursable grant required conference. The dates of the conference are September 4 & 5, 2013 and have been 
submitted as a part of the initial grant submission.  
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE TRAVEL FOR THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE 
OFFICER D. LYNN SPRUILL AND THE CITY CLERK TAYLOR ADAMS TO ATLANTA FOR THE 
MANDATORY BROWNFIELD GRANT CONFERENCE.” 
 
 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.D. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of the approval of issuing an RFP for Environmental Consultants for the Brownfield 
Grant.  
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE ADVERTISEMENT FOR REQUESTS FOR 
PROPOSALS FROM ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS FOR THE EPA BROWNFIELD GRANT 
#EPA-OSWER-OBLR-12-07 AWARDED TO THE CITY OF STARKVILLE. 
 
 



The City of Starkville is soliciting proposals from qualified environmental consulting firms 
for conducting Phase I and Phase II environmental assessments, project management and 
reporting, community involvement, and cleanup planning activities related to the EPA 
Brownfield Assessment grant.  This request for qualifications provides specifications and 
requirements for prospective, qualified firms to complete a proposal with itemized cost 
estimates for services. Proposals must be submitted no later than 5 pm on July 10, 2013, 
in order to be considered. 
 
This work will be funded under a Brownfield Assessment Grant awarded by the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Proposal work should meet any federal 
requirements for work funded by the EPA Brownfield Grant. 
 
The City of Starkville, Mississippi Brownfield Assessment Grant project will be a process 
driven by stakeholders, citizens and public officials committed to redeveloping neglected 
properties to produce economic opportunities for jobs, retail, and housing.  Assessing 
properties will help address citizens’ concerns while aligning with the elements of the 
comprehensive plan, EPA’s FY 2011-2015 Strategic Plan and the Livability Principles 
developed jointly by EPA, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), and 
the U.S. Department of Transportation.   

Objective and Scope 
 
The overall objective of this project is to assess the environmental conditions of distressed 
properties with the most potential for redevelopment in order to restore them as economic 
and social engines within the City of Starkville.  The Scope of Services as outlined in this 
RFP is preliminary.  The final scope and contract will be negotiated upon selection and 
accepted by the Board of Aldermen.  The Scope of Services includes, but is not limited to: 

 
• Draft project Workplan and Community Involvement Plan for EPA’s review and 

approval 

• Prepare and submit site eligibility requests to EPA and MDEQ,  

• Prepare Data Quality Objectives and a Generic Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) 
and Site-specific QAPPs as required upon final site prioritization and selection,  

• Obtain access to sites  

• Conduct Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) in compliance with EPA’s All 
Appropriate Inquiry (AAI) regulations and ASTM E 1527-05 standards, 

• Conduct Asbestos/Lead-based Paint Inspections and Surveys and develop cost estimates 
for asbestos and/or lead-based paint abatement,  

• Prepare Site-Specific Addendums to the QAPP, and 

• Conduct Phase II ESAs consistent with state and federal regulations, 

• Prepare OSHA compliant Health and Safety Plans, 

• Create an inventory of brownfield sites,     



• Prepare all necessary reporting forms including but not limited to: Quarterly Reports and 
Property Profiles,  

• Maintain EPA’s ACRES database,    

• Attend the EPA New Grantees Workshop held in Atlanta, GA at no expense to the City 
or EPA. Approximate date September 4 & 5, 2013, 

• Inform and involve communities, civic organizations and citizen groups in the decision-
making process, for project goals, objectives and operations of the project and in 
constructing the foundation plans for the future cleanup and redevelopment of brownfield 
sites within Starkville, 

• Attend and (as necessary) facilitate public meeting(s) at a minimum once a quarter, 

• Develop cleanup and redevelopment plans, 

• Assist in preparing an Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA), and 

• Assist in developing a site prioritization and selection process for candidate sites. 
 
All proposals and subsequent work plans will be reviewed by the City of Starkville Board of 
Aldermen to determine if activities will meet stated objectives of the project before the 
start of environmental site assessment activities. All work will be consistent with 
appropriate EPA and state guidelines and must be approved by the City prior to 
implementation. 

Schedule 
The project start date is October 1, 2013. Estimated time for the completion of this grant is 
3 years from start date.  The project is funded by a grant from the Environmental 
Protection Agency and has strict deadlines and guidelines that must be met.  

Project Deliverables 
All deliverables should be submitted to the Chief Administrative Officer, City of Starkville. 
The proposal should provide a description of the documents that are part of the 
deliverables.  At a minimum, the following project deliverables are expected: 
 

• Monthly and Quarterly Reports 

• Acres Entry Information 

• Site Inventory and GIS maps 

• Property Profiles 

• Generic QAPP 

• Site Specific QAPP 

• Cleanup and Redevelopment Plans 



Consultant Selection 
The City will select a consultant based on individual or firm capabilities; past like or similar 
experience; key staff assigned to project; amount of time dedicated to project, and 
knowledge of the geographic area. All selected consultants, team member firms and 
subcontractors must be registered to do business in the State of Mississippi. All prime firms 
must be an MDEQ-Approved Brownfield Consulting Firm. 
 
The selected consultant will have extensive experience managing Brownfield Assessment 
projects or other EPA grant and programs within Region 4 and the State of Mississippi. 
 
Selected consultants will demonstrate a good working knowledge and experience with 
meeting Phase I and Phase II requirements, federal grant guidelines and other regulations. 
The selected consultant will also be adept at providing community engagement. 
 
The City of Starkville is seeking firms with the following minimum qualifications: 
 

• At least (5) years of experience working on EPA Brownfield Projects including 
experience with conducting Phase I and Phase II ESAs, preparation of QAPP, Health and 
Safety Plans, facilitating community involvement, Cleanup and Redevelopment Planning,  

• Personnel with at least (5) years of experience working with local government addressing 
redevelopment issues,  

• At least (5) years of environmental consulting experience,  

• One professionally registered geologist and/or one professionally registered engineer in 
the State of Mississippi, and 

• An MDEQ -Approved Brownfield Consulting Firm. 
 
Responses to this Request for Qualifications shall include the following: 
 

1. Consultant’s Qualifications and Capabilities 
Describe the consultant’s experience as it relates to the management of EPA grants, 
brownfield projects, grant applications, and grant management.  Specifically, describe the 
number, type and variety of Phase I ESAs that meet EPA’s “All Appropriate Inquiry” 
Standard and Phase II ESA’s associated with QAPP.  
 

2. Past Project Experience 
Include summaries of relevant brownfield projects completed in Mississippi and/ or in 
communities similar in size and scope to the City of Starkville. Summarize the scope of 
work and provide client’s contact information for performance verification. 
 

3. Key Staff 
Identify specific personnel that will be assigned to key roles for the project:  



Personnel identified in the proposal must be the principal staff that will work on the 
project and represent the majority of the hours billed to the project. Consultants must 
provide an organizational chart and resumes for the Project Manager and Lead Technical 
Staff member. Resumes shall not exceed 2 pages in length. Project staff must meet all 
local, state, and federal requirements to perform work. Provide percentage of time each 
staff member will spend on project relative to other projects. Identify and describe use of 
MWBE and/or DBE in overall project. 
 

4. Budget and Major Milestone Timeline 
 

5. Example Work Products (at least one Phase I ESA and one Phase II ESAs in compliance 
with applicable regulations and requirements) shall be submitted on a CD in digital PDF 
format. 
 
Submittal Information 
 
The Board of Aldermen is not obligated to enter into any contract on the basis of 
any submittal in response to this RFQ. The Board reserves the right to request 
additional information from any consultant submitting under this RFQ if it deems 
necessary. The Board reserves the right to interview any consultant submitting 
under this RFQ. 
 
Any questions concerning the RFQ shall be directed in writing to Ms. D. Lynn 
Spruill, Chief Administrative Officer, City of Starkville by email to 
cao@cityofstarkville.org by July 8th at 5:00 pm. Responses to questions can be 
provided to all who receive a copy of the RFP. 
 
The Board reserves the right, in its sole discretion to reject all submissions, reissue a 
subsequent RFQ, terminate, restructure or amend this procurement process at any 
time. This RFQ is not a bid request. 
 
Responses to this RFQ must include 5 bound copies and 1 electronic version on CD.  
It must be clearly marked on the outside Brownfield Assessment Project. 
 
The proposal shall not exceed 20 pages in length (not including front and back covers, 
table of contents, and appendix), printed on 81/2” x 11” paper and bound.  The Font type 
shall be Times New Roman and shall not be smaller than 10-font size. Please attach a 
cover letter including the company name, contact person and title, address, telephone 
number and email address. 
 

mailto:cao@cityofstarkville.org


Final Selection will be made by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen at the recess 
meeting in July, 2013. 
 
The deadline for submission is July 10th, 2013 at 5:00pm. Proposals submitted after 
date and time will not be accepted. 
 
Please direct packages to: 
  

Mail and Express Delivery may 
be made to: 
 
City of Starkville 
Attn: D. Lynn Spruill 
101 East Lampkin Street 
Starkville, MS 39759 
 
 
 
 



Point Scoring And Evaluation 
 
Responses will be evaluated based on the following criteria. The maximum score for each 
section follows. 
 

1. Company background and general statement of your firm’s capabilities (15 
points) 

2. Qualifications of your key staff and personnel who will be performing the work (25 
points) 

3. Identification and use of DBE/MWBE firms in overall project (10) 
4. Specialized experience with Brownfield projects in Mississippi (30 points) 
5. Location of the firm (15 points) 
6. Knowledge and experience working in the project area (5) 

 
Total Maximum Possible Score 100 points 
 



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: X.E. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6-18-13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT:      Consideration of the approval of a resolution for the implantation and administration of the EPA 
Brownfield Grants in the amount of $400,000.00. 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: $400,000.00 from the EPA for Brownfield Assessment grants. 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Administration   AUTHORIZATION: Lynn Spruill 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Lynn Spruill @ 323-4583  
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   The Board of Aldermen approved the application of the Brownfield grant.  
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
The Grants were awarded and the submittals for the work product were provided on June 14, 2013 and the grant 
funds will be provided on October 1, 2013.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE RESOLUTION FOR THE ADMINISTRATION AND 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE EPA BROWNFIELD GRANTS IN THE AMOUNT OF $400,000.” 



       
 
 

A RESOLUTION FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION AND PROJECT MANAGEMENT OF 
THE 2013 BROWNFIELD GRANT PROGRAM FOR THE CITY OF STARKVILLE 

 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF STARKVILLE ESTABLISHING A NEW SPECIAL REVENUE 
FUND ENTITLED: "EPA BROWNFIELDS STARKVILLE GRANTS PROJECT" AND 
APPROPRIATING GRANT AWARDS FROM THE UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY IN THE AMOUNT OF $200,000, WHICH WILL BE USED FOR 
ACTIVITIES ASSESS POTENTIALLY PETROLEUM-CONTAMINATED SITES AND $200,000, 
WHICH WILL BE USED TO ASSESS POTENTIALLY HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE 
CONTAMINATION OR HAZARDOUS/PETROLEUM-MIXED CONTAMINATED SITES AND ; 
AUTHORIZING THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER TO EXECUTE THE NECESSARY 
DOCUMENTS TO IMPLEMENT ACCEPTANCE , IMPLEMENTATION AND PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT OF SAID GRANTS .  
 
WHEREAS the City of Starkville has received a grant from the Environmental Protection Agency for the 
purpose of assessing the existence and impact of local Brownfields within the City limits; and 
 
WHEREAS the Brownfield Assessment Grant is in the amount of $400,000.00 for the determination of 
both petroleum based and hazardous substance determinations; and 
 
WHEREAS it is in the best interest of the City of Starkville to accept the grant funds in that they are 
intended to promote the health, safety and welfare of the Citizens of the City of Starkville; and  
 
WHEREAS it is the intention of the Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville to promote economic 
development through the assessment, planning and seeking future grants for Brownfield cleanup;  
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF ALDERMEN OF THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI:  
 
Section 1. The following new Special Revenue Fund is established and resources are appropriated as 
described below:  
 
FUND TITLE: EPA Brownfields Assessment Grants Project  
RESOURCES: United States Environmental Protection Agency $400,000.00  
APPROPRIATIONS: Inventory and Assessment of potential petroleum-contaminated sites $200,000.00 
Inventory and Assessment of potential hazardous substance, contamination or hazardous/petroleum-
mixed contaminated sites $200,000.00 



TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS: $400,000.00  
 
Section 2.  The Chief Administrative Officer is authorized {1} to execute the necessary documents 

to implement acceptance of said grants.  
 
Section 3.  Authorization for the Chief Administrative Officer to implement and to manage grant 

project includes: {1} Release RFP for an Environmental Consultant; {2} Develop 
Workplan and Community Involvement Plan for project; Develop Site Prioritization and 
Selection protocol for selection of sites to be considered for assessment , clean-up and 
redevelopment; Generating required Reporting Deliverables for grant management and 
accountability.  

 
UPON MOTION of Alderman ________________ duly seconded by Alderman 
___________________________ the aforesaid Resolution was put to a roll call vote with the Aldermen 
voting as follows: 
 

Ben Carver   Voted:    
 

Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:    
 

Eric Parker   Voted:    
 

Richard Corey  Voted:     
 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:    
 

Roy A.' Perkins  Voted:    
 

Henry Vaughn  Voted:    
 
 
       _____________________________ 
       PARKER Y. WISEMAN, MAYOR 
 
        
       _____________________________ 
       TAYLOR V. ADAMS,  
       CITY CLERK 
 
 
 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS ___ DAY OF _____ 2013. 

 
 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.F. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of the approving the ordinance adopting the Greensboro Street district as an  historic 
district in the City of Starkville and approving the design standards.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: The Board of Aldermen held the first public hearing at the recess meeting of May 21, 
2013.  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: The Historic Preservation Commission approved  recommending the 
Historic Districts of Greensboro, Nash and Overstreet at their meeting of February 26, 2013.  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE GREENSBORO 
HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DESIGN STANDARDS.” 
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-?? 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO OFFICIALLY ADOPT AND ESTABLISH THE HISTORIC 
GREENSBORO STREET DISTRICT, INCLUDING THE APPROVED MAP, THE 

INVENTORY OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES AND AMEND THE CITY OF 
STARKVILLE CODE OF ORDINANCES CHAPTER 67 – HISTORICAL 

PRESERVATION; ARTICLE IV, GREENSBORO STREET DISTRICT AND FOR 
RELATED PURPOSES. 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has established a Historic Preservation Commission 
to preserve, promote, and develop the City’s historical resources and to advise the City on the 
designation of historic districts, landmarks, and landmark sites and perform such other functions 
as may be provided by law; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has received a report from a 
consultant to identify the appropriate districts to accomplish the stated goals and directives; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the identified 

properties in the Greensboro Street historic districts and has held public hearings as required by 
the ordinance for the purpose of receiving input from the affected parties and the citizens; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the map and the 

description and the inventory of the Greensboro Street District currently being considered for 
adoption by the Board of Aldermen as an official historic district; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of 
the City of Starkville as follows: 
 
SECTION I.  Recitals. 
 

The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Statement of Purpose and Intent. 
 
A. The City hereby recognizes that through the efforts of the Historic Preservation Commission 

there is the desire to enhance, and perpetuate those aspects of the City having historical, 
cultural, architectural, and archaeological merit. The recognition of specific districts is 
appropriate to provide the protection afforded by the inclusion of the properties in such 
district. This ordinance is intended to recognize and thereby save the historic district known 
as Greensboro Street from unrestricted development, growth and change.  
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SECTION III.  Definitions. 
 

Unless specifically noted otherwise, the following definitions are standard throughout 
this ordinance: 
 
Alteration:  Any change in the exterior appearance or materials of a landmark or a structure 
within a historic district or on a landmark site. Alterations shall include painting of previously 
unpainted brick, repointing of brickwork and sandblasting. 
 

Applicant:  The owner of record of a resource; the lessee thereof with the approval of the owner 
of record in notarized form; or a person holding a "bona fide" contract to purchase a resource. 
 

Appurtenance:  An accessory to a building, structure, object, or site, including, but not limited to, 
landscaping features, walls, fences, light fixtures, steps, paving, sidewalks, shutters, awnings, 
solar panels, satellite dishes, and signs. 
 

Building:  A structure created to shelter any form of human activity. 
 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  An official signed and dated governmental document issued by 
the appropriate governing authority of the City of Starkville to permit specific work in a historic 
district or at a landmark site or landmark, which has been reviewed and approved. 
 

Certified Local Government (CLG):  A federal program authorized by the National Historic 
Preservation Act 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., that provides for the participation of local governments 
in a federal/state/local government preservation partnership.  The federal law directs the State 
Historic Preservation Officer of Mississippi and the Secretary of the Interior to certify local 
governments to participate in this partnership.  Specific Mississippi requirements for the program 
are published in "State of Mississippi, Procedures for the Certified Local Government Program." 
 

City:  The City of Starkville as represented by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

Construction:  Work which is neither alteration nor demolition.  Essentially, it is the erection of a 
new structure which did not previously exist, even if such a structure is partially joined to an 
existing structure. 
 

Demolition:  The intentional removal of a structure within a local historic district or on a 
landmark site or which has been designated as a landmark, including landscape features. 
 

Demolition by Neglect:  Substantial deterioration of a historic structure that results from 
improper maintenance or a lack of maintenance. 
 

Design Review Guidelines:  As adopted by the local Historic Preservation Commission, shall be 
in a written form designed to inform local property owners about historical architectural styles 
prevalent in a community and to recommend preferred treatments and discourage treatments that 
would compromise the architectural integrity of structures in a historic district or on a landmark 
site or individually designated as landmarks. 
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Exterior Features:  Exterior features or resources shall include, but not be limited to, the color, 
kind, and texture of the building material and the type and style of all windows, doors, roofs and 
appurtenances. 
 

Historic District:  A group of two (2) or more tax parcels and their structures, and may be an 
entire neighborhood of structures linked by historical association or historical development. It is 
not necessary that all structures within a historic district share the same primary architectural 
style or be from the same primary historical period. A historic district may also include both non-
residential and residential structures, and may include structures covered by two (2) or more 
zoning classifications. A historic district may include both contributing and non-contributing 
structures.  A historic district is designated by the Commission and approved by the City through 
an ordinance. 
 

Historic Landmark:  A structure of exceptional individual significance, and its historically 
associated land, which typically could not be included within a local historic district or other 
appropriate setting.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and approved by the 
City through an ordinance. 
 

Historic Preservation Commission:  The Historic Preservation Commission, is a local Historic 
Preservation Commission established to advise the local government on matters relating to 
historic preservation, including the designation of historic districts, landmarks and landmark 
sites, and which may be empowered to review applications for permits for alteration, 
construction, demolition, relocation or subdivision for structures in historic districts or on 
landmark sites or designated as landmarks. 
 

Improvement:  Additions to or new construction on landmarks or landmark sites, including, but 
not limited to, buildings, structures, objects, landscape features, and manufactured units, like 
mobile homes, carports, and storage buildings. 
 

Landmark Site:  A location where a primary architectural or historical resource formerly stood or 
a significant historic event took place or an important archeological resource remains.  For the 
purposes of this ordinance, a landmark site encompasses prehistoric or historic sites on 
unimproved or improved land.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and 
approved by the City through an ordinance. 
 

Landscape:  Any improvement or vegetation including, but not limited to:  shrubbery, trees, 
plantings, outbuildings, walls, courtyards, fences, swimming pools, planters, gates, street 
furniture, exterior lighting, and site improvements, including but not limited to, subsurface 
alterations, site regrading, fill deposition, and paving. 
 

National Historic Landmark:  A district, site, building, structure, and/or object that has been 
formally designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of the Interior and 
possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United 
States in history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and that possesses a high 
degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
National Historic Landmarks are automatically listed in the National Register. 
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National Register of Historic Places:  A Federal list of cultural resources worthy of preservation, 
authorized under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as part of a national program to 
coordinate and support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the Nation's 
historic and archaeological resources.  The National Register Program is administered by the 
Commission, by the State Historic Preservation Office, and by the National Park Service under 
the Department of the Interior.  Significant Federal benefits may accrue to owners of properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register. 
 

Object:  A material thing of functional, cultural, historical, or scientific value that may be, by 
nature or design, movable, yet related to a specific setting or environment. 
 

Ordinary Repair or Maintenance:  Work done to prevent deterioration of a resource or any part 
thereof by returning the resource as nearly as practical to its condition prior to such deterioration, 
decay, or damage. Ordinary repair or maintenance includes repainting. 
 

Owner of Record:  The owner of a parcel of land, improved or unimproved, reflected on the City 
tax roll and in County deed records. 
 

Period of Greatest Historic Significance for a Landmark:  The time period during which the 
landmark had been essentially completed but not yet altered. It is also the period during which 
the style of architecture of the landmark was commonplace or typical. If a landmark also 
achieved historical importance in part because of designed landscape features, the period of 
greatest historic significance includes the time period during which such landscape features were 
maintained. 
 

Relocation:  The moving of a structure to a new location on its tax parcel or the relocation of 
such a structure to a new tax parcel. 
 

Resource:  Parcels located within historic districts, individual landmarks, and landmark sites, 
regardless of whether such sites are presently improved or unimproved.  Resources can be both 
separate buildings, districts, structures, sites, and objects and related groups thereof. 
 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Buildings:  A Federal document stating standards and guidelines for the appropriate 
rehabilitation and preservation of historic buildings. 
 
Site:  The location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location itself maintains 
historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing buildings, or objects. 
 

State Historic Preservation Office:  The Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History. 
 

State Historic Preservation Officer:  The Director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History. 
 

Structure:  A man-made object and typically will be visible because of portions which exist 
above grade. Structures built during the historic period, 1700 forward, may in some instances not 
be visible above grade if they are cellars, cisterns, icehouses or similar objects which by their 



Page 5 of 8 

 

nature are intended to be built into the ground. A structure includes both interior components and 
visible exterior surfaces, as well as attached elements such as signs and related features such as 
walks, walls, fences and other nearby secondary structures or landmark features. 
 

Sub-districts:  Discrete areas within a larger historic district within which separate design 
guidelines are appropriate and that may be created to recognize different zoning classifications or 
historic development patterns which have caused adjacent historic areas to develop at different 
times. 
 

Subdivision:  Any change in the boundaries of a single tax parcel, whether the change results in 
expansion or reduction or a boundary relocation. 
 

Substantial Deterioration:  Structural degradation of such a nature that water penetration into a 
historic structure can no longer be prevented, or structural degradation that causes stress or strain 
on structural members when supports collapse or warp, evidence of which includes defective 
roofing materials, broken window coverings and visible interior decay. 
 

Survey of Resources:  The documentation, by historical research or a photographic record, of 
structures of historical interest within a specified area or jurisdiction or of existing structures 
within a proposed historic district. 
 

Unauthorized Demolition:  The deliberate demolition of a historic structure without prior review 
and approval by a local Historic Preservation Commission or a governing authority to which 
such a Commission has made a recommendation. 
 
SECTION IV.  Greensboro Street District Written Identification and Maps 
 
The Greensboro Street District is described by the following: 
 
The Greensboro Historic District runs along Greensboro Street from 607 Greensboro Street to 
305 Greensboro Street encompassing the all of the properties fronting the south side of 
Greensboro Street to include an additional parcel #102B-00-009.00 located behind 309 
Greensboro Street.  The Greensboro Historic District also runs along the north side of 
Greensboro Street from 606 Greensboro Street to include 302 Greensboro Street consisting of all 
properties fronting Greensboro Street.  
 
Map – See Addendum A 
 
SECTION V.  Designation of the Greensboro Street Historic District. 
 

By ordinance, the City may establish landmarks, landmark sites, and historic districts 
within the area of its jurisdiction.  Such landmarks, landmark sites, or historic districts shall be 
designated following the criteria as specified in Section III. 
 

A.  The Commission initiated the continuing and thorough investigation of the archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, and historic significance of the City’s resources.  The findings have 
been collected in a cohesive format, made a matter of public record, and made available for 
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public inspection.  The Commission has provided complete documentation for the 
Greensboro Street historic district, including: 
1. An inventory of all property within the district, with photographs of each building and an 

evaluation of its significance to the district.   
2. An inventory, which would be in format consistent with the statewide inventory format of 

the Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
(SHPO). 

 
B.  The Commission voted to recommend the nomination of the Greensboro Street District for 

designation as an historic district in the City of Starkville as authorized by the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  

 
C.  The Commission's recommendations to the City for the designation of the Greensboro Street 

historic district include: 
1. A map of the historic district that clearly delineates the boundaries. 
2. A verbal boundary description and justification. 
3. A written statement of significance for the proposed historic district. 
 
Statement of Significance: 
 
The Greensboro Street Historic District is highly cohesive architecturally and contains a 
significant collection of primarily residential structures. It was during the late1860s and early 
1870s that the oldest houses on Greensboro Street began to appear, although the road had 
been a major route leading west from Starkville since early in Starkville’s history. The road 
was named Greensboro because it led to the former town of Greensboro, which, until 1871, 
was the county seat of Choctaw County. Even after the demise of Greensboro, the road 
continued to be known by that name until most of it was incorporated into U.S. Highway 82.  
 
The Greensboro Street Historic District contains many excellent examples of the 
architectural styles common to the area and spanning the different periods of the district's 
growth. The earliest style is the Greek Revival, which continued to enjoy popularity in the 
region after it had declined in most others. Vernacular examples of the style can be found at 
410, 413, and 522 Greensboro Street. Reflecting the area's period of economic recovery 
during the Reconstruction era, these houses do not possess the high-style classical decoration 
found in some of the county's antebellum residences, with the Greek Revival detailing 
limited to simple columned porches and tripartite frontispiece entrances. The house at 404 
Greensboro Street features Greek, Italianate, and Gothic motifs in an unusual eclectic 
ensemble. Several Queen Anne-style houses were built between 1880 and the turn-of-the-
century at 306, 504, 515, 518, 601, and 607 Greensboro Street. The Colonial Revival style 
was used on the houses at 425, 508, 513, and 515 Greensboro Street and feature columned 
verandahs, fan-lighted entrances, and other classical details. By 1920, Craftsman-style 
dwellings began to dot the neighborhood. with versions of the style that were both large and 
small, brick and frame. One of the most outstanding structures within the district is the Old 
Middle School Building constructed in 1927 in the Jacobethan Style. It is one of only a few 
buildings of this type in Mississippi.  
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Additionally, the district is important for containing perhaps the highest concentration of 
residences previously belonging to the economic and civic leaders of Starkville from the 
mid-nineteenth through the early-twentieth centuries. The residents of Greensboro have 
played key roles in the political activities of Starkville through the years, providing three 
mayors, two aldermen, a judge, a sheriff, and a state legislator. Other individuals were 
leaders in the fields of business and education. 

 
 

SECTION XXII.  Invalidation/Severability.   
 
The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are separable and severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect the 
validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION XXIII.  Conflicts.   
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance shall be hereby 
repealed.   
 
SECTION XXIV.  Effective Date.   
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage in the 
manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public places, place 

the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time in the Starkville Daily 
News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was proposed 

in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman _____________, that the 

aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted:______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 

Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 
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Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 

Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 

 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the ______ day of ___________, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular/Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER WISEMAN, Mayor   TAYLOR V. ADAMS, Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.G. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of the approving the ordinance adopting the Nash Street district as an  historic district in 
the City of Starkville and approving the design standards.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: The Board of Aldermen held the first public hearing at the recess meeting of May 21, 
2013.  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: The Historic Preservation Commission approved  recommending the 
Historic Districts of Greensboro, Nash and Overstreet at their meeting of February 26, 2013.  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE NASH STREET 
HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DESIGN STANDARDS.” 
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ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-?? 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO OFFICIALLY ADOPT AND ESTABLISH THE HISTORIC NASH 
STREET DISTRICT, INCLUDING THE APPROVED MAP, THE INVENTORY OF 
AFFECTED PROPERTIES AND AMEND THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CODE OF 

ORDINANCES CHAPTER 67 – HISTORICAL PRESERVATION; ARTICLE IV, NASH 
STREET DISTRICT AND FOR RELATED PURPOSES. 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has established a Historic Preservation Commission 
to preserve, promote, and develop the City’s historical resources and to advise the City on the 
designation of historic districts, landmarks, and landmark sites and perform such other functions 
as may be provided by law; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has received a report from a 
consultant to identify the appropriate districts to accomplish the stated goals and directives; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the identified 

properties in the Nash Street historic districts and has held public hearings as required by the 
ordinance for the purpose of receiving input from the affected parties and the citizens; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the map and the 

description and the inventory of the Nash Street District currently being considered for adoption 
by the Board of Aldermen as an official historic district; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of 
the City of Starkville as follows: 
 
SECTION I.  Recitals. 
 

The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Statement of Purpose and Intent. 
 
A. The City hereby recognizes that through the efforts of the Historic Preservation Commission 

there is the desire to enhance, and perpetuate those aspects of the City having historical, 
cultural, architectural, and archaeological merit. The recognition of specific districts is 
appropriate to provide the protection afforded by the inclusion of the properties in such 
district. This ordinance is intended to recognize and thereby save the historic district known 
as Nash Street from unrestricted development, growth and change.  

 
SECTION III.  Definitions. 
 

Unless specifically noted otherwise, the following definitions are standard throughout 
this ordinance: 
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Alteration:  Any change in the exterior appearance or materials of a landmark or a structure 
within a historic district or on a landmark site. Alterations shall include painting of previously 
unpainted brick, repointing of brickwork and sandblasting. 
 

Applicant:  The owner of record of a resource; the lessee thereof with the approval of the owner 
of record in notarized form; or a person holding a "bona fide" contract to purchase a resource. 
 

Appurtenance:  An accessory to a building, structure, object, or site, including, but not limited to, 
landscaping features, walls, fences, light fixtures, steps, paving, sidewalks, shutters, awnings, 
solar panels, satellite dishes, and signs. 
 

Building:  A structure created to shelter any form of human activity. 
 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  An official signed and dated governmental document issued by 
the appropriate governing authority of the City of Starkville to permit specific work in a historic 
district or at a landmark site or landmark, which has been reviewed and approved. 
 

Certified Local Government (CLG):  A federal program authorized by the National Historic 
Preservation Act 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., that provides for the participation of local governments 
in a federal/state/local government preservation partnership.  The federal law directs the State 
Historic Preservation Officer of Mississippi and the Secretary of the Interior to certify local 
governments to participate in this partnership.  Specific Mississippi requirements for the program 
are published in "State of Mississippi, Procedures for the Certified Local Government Program." 
 

City:  The City of Starkville as represented by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

Construction:  Work which is neither alteration nor demolition.  Essentially, it is the erection of a 
new structure which did not previously exist, even if such a structure is partially joined to an 
existing structure. 
 

Demolition:  The intentional removal of a structure within a local historic district or on a 
landmark site or which has been designated as a landmark, including landscape features. 
 

Demolition by Neglect:  Substantial deterioration of a historic structure that results from 
improper maintenance or a lack of maintenance. 
 

Design Review Guidelines:  As adopted by the local Historic Preservation Commission, shall be 
in a written form designed to inform local property owners about historical architectural styles 
prevalent in a community and to recommend preferred treatments and discourage treatments that 
would compromise the architectural integrity of structures in a historic district or on a landmark 
site or individually designated as landmarks. 
 

Exterior Features:  Exterior features or resources shall include, but not be limited to, the color, 
kind, and texture of the building material and the type and style of all windows, doors, roofs and 
appurtenances. 
 

Historic District:  A group of two (2) or more tax parcels and their structures, and may be an 
entire neighborhood of structures linked by historical association or historical development. It is 
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not necessary that all structures within a historic district share the same primary architectural 
style or be from the same primary historical period. A historic district may also include both non-
residential and residential structures, and may include structures covered by two (2) or more 
zoning classifications. A historic district may include both contributing and non-contributing 
structures.  A historic district is designated by the Commission and approved by the City through 
an ordinance. 
 

Historic Landmark:  A structure of exceptional individual significance, and its historically 
associated land, which typically could not be included within a local historic district or other 
appropriate setting.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and approved by the 
City through an ordinance. 
 

Historic Preservation Commission:  The Historic Preservation Commission, is a local Historic 
Preservation Commission established to advise the local government on matters relating to 
historic preservation, including the designation of historic districts, landmarks and landmark 
sites, and which may be empowered to review applications for permits for alteration, 
construction, demolition, relocation or subdivision for structures in historic districts or on 
landmark sites or designated as landmarks. 
 

Improvement:  Additions to or new construction on landmarks or landmark sites, including, but 
not limited to, buildings, structures, objects, landscape features, and manufactured units, like 
mobile homes, carports, and storage buildings. 
 

Landmark Site:  A location where a primary architectural or historical resource formerly stood or 
a significant historic event took place or an important archeological resource remains.  For the 
purposes of this ordinance, a landmark site encompasses prehistoric or historic sites on 
unimproved or improved land.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and 
approved by the City through an ordinance. 
 

Landscape:  Any improvement or vegetation including, but not limited to:  shrubbery, trees, 
plantings, outbuildings, walls, courtyards, fences, swimming pools, planters, gates, street 
furniture, exterior lighting, and site improvements, including but not limited to, subsurface 
alterations, site regrading, fill deposition, and paving. 
 

National Historic Landmark:  A district, site, building, structure, and/or object that has been 
formally designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of the Interior and 
possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United 
States in history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and that possesses a high 
degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
National Historic Landmarks are automatically listed in the National Register. 
 

National Register of Historic Places:  A Federal list of cultural resources worthy of preservation, 
authorized under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as part of a national program to 
coordinate and support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the Nation's 
historic and archaeological resources.  The National Register Program is administered by the 
Commission, by the State Historic Preservation Office, and by the National Park Service under 
the Department of the Interior.  Significant Federal benefits may accrue to owners of properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register. 



 

Page 4 of 8 

 

 

Object:  A material thing of functional, cultural, historical, or scientific value that may be, by 
nature or design, movable, yet related to a specific setting or environment. 
 

Ordinary Repair or Maintenance:  Work done to prevent deterioration of a resource or any part 
thereof by returning the resource as nearly as practical to its condition prior to such deterioration, 
decay, or damage. Ordinary repair or maintenance includes repainting. 
 

Owner of Record:  The owner of a parcel of land, improved or unimproved, reflected on the City 
tax roll and in County deed records. 
 

Period of Greatest Historic Significance for a Landmark:  The time period during which the 
landmark had been essentially completed but not yet altered. It is also the period during which 
the style of architecture of the landmark was commonplace or typical. If a landmark also 
achieved historical importance in part because of designed landscape features, the period of 
greatest historic significance includes the time period during which such landscape features were 
maintained. 
 

Relocation:  The moving of a structure to a new location on its tax parcel or the relocation of 
such a structure to a new tax parcel. 
 

Resource:  Parcels located within historic districts, individual landmarks, and landmark sites, 
regardless of whether such sites are presently improved or unimproved.  Resources can be both 
separate buildings, districts, structures, sites, and objects and related groups thereof. 
 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Buildings:  A Federal document stating standards and guidelines for the appropriate 
rehabilitation and preservation of historic buildings. 
Site:  The location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location itself maintains 
historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing buildings, or objects. 
 

State Historic Preservation Office:  The Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History. 
 

State Historic Preservation Officer:  The Director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History. 
 

Structure:  A man-made object and typically will be visible because of portions which exist 
above grade. Structures built during the historic period, 1700 forward, may in some instances not 
be visible above grade if they are cellars, cisterns, icehouses or similar objects which by their 
nature are intended to be built into the ground. A structure includes both interior components and 
visible exterior surfaces, as well as attached elements such as signs and related features such as 
walks, walls, fences and other nearby secondary structures or landmark features. 
 

Sub-districts:  Discrete areas within a larger historic district within which separate design 
guidelines are appropriate and that may be created to recognize different zoning classifications or 
historic development patterns which have caused adjacent historic areas to develop at different 
times. 
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Subdivision:  Any change in the boundaries of a single tax parcel, whether the change results in 
expansion or reduction or a boundary relocation. 
 

Substantial Deterioration:  Structural degradation of such a nature that water penetration into a 
historic structure can no longer be prevented, or structural degradation that causes stress or strain 
on structural members when supports collapse or warp, evidence of which includes defective 
roofing materials, broken window coverings and visible interior decay. 
 

Survey of Resources:  The documentation, by historical research or a photographic record, of 
structures of historical interest within a specified area or jurisdiction or of existing structures 
within a proposed historic district. 
 

Unauthorized Demolition:  The deliberate demolition of a historic structure without prior review 
and approval by a local Historic Preservation Commission or a governing authority to which 
such a Commission has made a recommendation. 
 
SECTION IV.  Nash Street District Written Identification and Maps 
 
The Nash Street District is described by the following: 
 
The Nash Street Historic District runs along North Nash Street from University Drive to 108 N. 
Nash Street on the west side of North Nash Street; and along North Nash Street from 108 N. 
Nash Street to College View Street along both sides of North Nash Street. 
 
See Appendix A for the map. 
 
SECTION V.  Designation of the Nash Street Historic District. 
 

By ordinance, the City may establish landmarks, landmark sites, and historic districts 
within the area of its jurisdiction.  Such landmarks, landmark sites, or historic districts shall be 
designated following the criteria as specified in Section III. 
 

A.  The Commission initiated the continuing and thorough investigation of the archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, and historic significance of the City’s resources.  The findings have 
been collected in a cohesive format, made a matter of public record, and made available for 
public inspection.  The Commission has provided complete documentation for the Nash 
Street historic district, including: 
1. An inventory of all property within the district, with photographs of each building and an 

evaluation of its significance to the district.   
2. An inventory, which would be in format consistent with the statewide inventory format of 

the Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
(SHPO). 

 
B.  The Commission voted to recommend the nomination of the Nash Street District for 

designation as an historic district in the City of Starkville as authorized by the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  
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C.  The Commission's recommendations to the City for the designation of the Nash Street 

historic district include: 
 

1. A map of the historic district that clearly delineates the boundaries. See Appendix A. 
2. A verbal boundary description and justification. 
3. A written statement of significance for the proposed historic district. 
 
Statement of Significance: 
 
The Nash Street Historic District is located several blocks east of downtown and halfway 
between the historic commercial center of Starkville and the Mississippi State University 
campus. It is a small district, only one block long and comprised of 1930s-era homes. It is 
locally significant because, as the earliest and most intact of the city's twentieth-century 
suburban subdivisions, it represents and embodies the transformation of Starkville from a 
small, agriculturally-oriented trading center to a modern, university-oriented city. Starkville's 
earlier housing was clustered around the central business district with the Greensboro 
neighborhood adjacent to the west side of the district and the Overstreet neighborhood to the 
south. 
 
The Nash Street Subdivision was laid out by surveyor John H. Wellborne in 1913 and was 
known as the "College Addition." It was not until the early 1930s, when the Nash Street lots 
were property of the East End Land and Improvement Company, that lots were purchased 
and houses built. This coincided with growth of the college. Being the city's first true planned 
and recorded subdivision, rather than subdivided lots such as those in the Greensboro Street 
Historic District or the Overstreet School Historic District, it became the local model for 
developing suburban subdivisions. Included in it were large lots, paved streets with curbs and 
gutters, and sidewalks with a planting space between the sidewalk and the curb. The 
fashionable Nash Street Subdivision became known as the "Garden District" of Starkville for 
the large trees that were preserved when the subdivision was built.  
 
The building styles in the district reflect the architectural tastes of university administrators, 
professors, and successful business owners who built the houses. The district is significant 
because it is the only architecturally significant concentration of 1930s domestic housing 
remaining in Starkville. Located in the district are some of Starkville's best examples of 
1930s domestic architecture, reflecting Tudor Revival, Colonial Revival, and Craftsman 
styles of architecture. Among the more notable houses are the Tudor Revival-style houses at 
108 and 113 North Nash Street, the house at 104 North Nash Street with Federal details, the 
Craftsman-style house at 115 North Nash Street, which was the first house constructed in the 
neighborhood, and the brick house at 107 North Nash. 
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SECTION XXII.  Invalidation/Severability.   
 
The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are separable and severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect the 
validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION XXIII.  Conflicts.   
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance shall be hereby 
repealed.   
 
SECTION XXIV.  Effective Date.   
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage in the 
manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public places, place 

the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time in the Starkville Daily 
News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was proposed 

in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman _____________, that the 

aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted:______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 

Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 

Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 
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Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 

 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the ______ day of ___________, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular/Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER WISEMAN, Mayor   TAYLOR V. ADAMS, City Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.H. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of the approving the ordinance adopting the Overstreet district as an  historic district in 
the City of Starkville and approving the design standards.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: The Board of Aldermen held the first public hearing at the recess meeting of May 21, 
2013.  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: The Historic Preservation Commission approved  recommending the 
Historic Districts of Greensboro, Nash and Overstreet at their meeting of February 26, 2013.  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE OVERSTREET 
HISTORIC DISTRICT AND THE DESIGN STANDARDS.” 
 
 



Page 1 of 8 

 

ORDINANCE NUMBER 2013-?? 
________________________________________________________________________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO OFFICIALLY ADOPT AND ESTABLISH THE HISTORIC 
OVERSTREET DISTRICT, INCLUDING THE APPROVED MAP, THE INVENTORY 
OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES AND AMEND THE CITY OF STARKVILLE CODE OF 

ORDINANCES CHAPTER 67 – HISTORICAL PRESERVATION; ARTICLE IV, 
OVERSTREET STREET DISTRICT AND FOR RELATED PURPOSES. 

________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has established a Historic Preservation Commission 
to preserve, promote, and develop the City’s historical resources and to advise the City on the 
designation of historic districts, landmarks, and landmark sites and perform such other functions 
as may be provided by law; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has received a report from a 
consultant to identify the appropriate districts to accomplish the stated goals and directives; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the identified 

properties in the Overstreet historic district and has held public hearings as required by the 
ordinance for the purpose of receiving input from the affected parties and the citizens; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission has approved the map and the 

description and the inventory of the Overstreet District currently being considered for adoption 
by the Board of Aldermen as an official historic district; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of 
the City of Starkville as follows: 
 
SECTION I.  Recitals. 
 

The foregoing recitals are true and correct, and included herein. 
 
SECTION II.  Statement of Purpose and Intent. 
 
A. The City hereby recognizes that through the efforts of the Historic Preservation Commission 

there is the desire to enhance, and perpetuate those aspects of the City having historical, 
cultural, architectural, and archaeological merit. The recognition of specific districts is 
appropriate to provide the protection afforded by the inclusion of the properties in such 
district. This ordinance is intended to recognize and thereby save the historic district known 
as Overstreet from unrestricted development, growth and change.  

 
 
 
 
SECTION III.  Definitions. 
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Unless specifically noted otherwise, the following definitions are standard throughout 

this ordinance: 
 
Alteration:  Any change in the exterior appearance or materials of a landmark or a structure 
within a historic district or on a landmark site. Alterations shall include painting of previously 
unpainted brick, repointing of brickwork and sandblasting. 
 

Applicant:  The owner of record of a resource; the lessee thereof with the approval of the owner 
of record in notarized form; or a person holding a "bona fide" contract to purchase a resource. 
 

Appurtenance:  An accessory to a building, structure, object, or site, including, but not limited to, 
landscaping features, walls, fences, light fixtures, steps, paving, sidewalks, shutters, awnings, 
solar panels, satellite dishes, and signs. 
 

Building:  A structure created to shelter any form of human activity. 
 

Certificate of Appropriateness:  An official signed and dated governmental document issued by 
the appropriate governing authority of the City of Starkville to permit specific work in a historic 
district or at a landmark site or landmark, which has been reviewed and approved. 
 

Certified Local Government (CLG):  A federal program authorized by the National Historic 
Preservation Act 16 U.S.C. 470 et seq., that provides for the participation of local governments 
in a federal/state/local government preservation partnership.  The federal law directs the State 
Historic Preservation Officer of Mississippi and the Secretary of the Interior to certify local 
governments to participate in this partnership.  Specific Mississippi requirements for the program 
are published in "State of Mississippi, Procedures for the Certified Local Government Program." 
 

City:  The City of Starkville as represented by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen. 
 

Construction:  Work which is neither alteration nor demolition.  Essentially, it is the erection of a 
new structure which did not previously exist, even if such a structure is partially joined to an 
existing structure. 
 

Demolition:  The intentional removal of a structure within a local historic district or on a 
landmark site or which has been designated as a landmark, including landscape features. 
 

Demolition by Neglect:  Substantial deterioration of a historic structure that results from 
improper maintenance or a lack of maintenance. 
 

Design Review Guidelines:  As adopted by the local Historic Preservation Commission, shall be 
in a written form designed to inform local property owners about historical architectural styles 
prevalent in a community and to recommend preferred treatments and discourage treatments that 
would compromise the architectural integrity of structures in a historic district or on a landmark 
site or individually designated as landmarks. 
 

Exterior Features:  Exterior features or resources shall include, but not be limited to, the color, 
kind, and texture of the building material and the type and style of all windows, doors, roofs and 
appurtenances. 
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Historic District:  A group of two (2) or more tax parcels and their structures, and may be an 
entire neighborhood of structures linked by historical association or historical development. It is 
not necessary that all structures within a historic district share the same primary architectural 
style or be from the same primary historical period. A historic district may also include both non-
residential and residential structures, and may include structures covered by two (2) or more 
zoning classifications. A historic district may include both contributing and non-contributing 
structures.  A historic district is designated by the Commission and approved by the City through 
an ordinance. 
 

Historic Landmark:  A structure of exceptional individual significance, and its historically 
associated land, which typically could not be included within a local historic district or other 
appropriate setting.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and approved by the 
City through an ordinance. 
 

Historic Preservation Commission:  The Historic Preservation Commission, is a local Historic 
Preservation Commission established to advise the local government on matters relating to 
historic preservation, including the designation of historic districts, landmarks and landmark 
sites, and which may be empowered to review applications for permits for alteration, 
construction, demolition, relocation or subdivision for structures in historic districts or on 
landmark sites or designated as landmarks. 
 

Improvement:  Additions to or new construction on landmarks or landmark sites, including, but 
not limited to, buildings, structures, objects, landscape features, and manufactured units, like 
mobile homes, carports, and storage buildings. 
 

Landmark Site:  A location where a primary architectural or historical resource formerly stood or 
a significant historic event took place or an important archeological resource remains.  For the 
purposes of this ordinance, a landmark site encompasses prehistoric or historic sites on 
unimproved or improved land.  A historic landmark is designated by the Commission and 
approved by the City through an ordinance. 
 

Landscape:  Any improvement or vegetation including, but not limited to:  shrubbery, trees, 
plantings, outbuildings, walls, courtyards, fences, swimming pools, planters, gates, street 
furniture, exterior lighting, and site improvements, including but not limited to, subsurface 
alterations, site regrading, fill deposition, and paving. 
 

National Historic Landmark:  A district, site, building, structure, and/or object that has been 
formally designated as a National Historic Landmark by the Secretary of the Interior and 
possesses exceptional value or quality in illustrating or interpreting the heritage of the United 
States in history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture and that possesses a high 
degree of integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.  
National Historic Landmarks are automatically listed in the National Register. 
 

National Register of Historic Places:  A Federal list of cultural resources worthy of preservation, 
authorized under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 as part of a national program to 
coordinate and support public and private efforts to identify, evaluate, and protect the Nation's 
historic and archaeological resources.  The National Register Program is administered by the 
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Commission, by the State Historic Preservation Office, and by the National Park Service under 
the Department of the Interior.  Significant Federal benefits may accrue to owners of properties 
listed or determined eligible for listing in the National Register. 
 

Object:  A material thing of functional, cultural, historical, or scientific value that may be, by 
nature or design, movable, yet related to a specific setting or environment. 
 

Ordinary Repair or Maintenance:  Work done to prevent deterioration of a resource or any part 
thereof by returning the resource as nearly as practical to its condition prior to such deterioration, 
decay, or damage. Ordinary repair or maintenance includes repainting. 
 

Owner of Record:  The owner of a parcel of land, improved or unimproved, reflected on the City 
tax roll and in County deed records. 
 

Period of Greatest Historic Significance for a Landmark:  The time period during which the 
landmark had been essentially completed but not yet altered. It is also the period during which 
the style of architecture of the landmark was commonplace or typical. If a landmark also 
achieved historical importance in part because of designed landscape features, the period of 
greatest historic significance includes the time period during which such landscape features were 
maintained. 
 

Relocation:  The moving of a structure to a new location on its tax parcel or the relocation of 
such a structure to a new tax parcel. 
 

Resource:  Parcels located within historic districts, individual landmarks, and landmark sites, 
regardless of whether such sites are presently improved or unimproved.  Resources can be both 
separate buildings, districts, structures, sites, and objects and related groups thereof. 
 

Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Buildings:  A Federal document stating standards and guidelines for the appropriate 
rehabilitation and preservation of historic buildings. 
 
Site:  The location of a significant event, a prehistoric or historic occupation or activity, or a 
building or structure, whether standing, ruined, or vanished, where the location itself maintains 
historical or archaeological value regardless of the value of any existing buildings, or objects. 
 

State Historic Preservation Office:  The Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi 
Department of Archives and History. 
 

State Historic Preservation Officer:  The Director of the Mississippi Department of Archives and 
History. 
 

Structure:  A man-made object and typically will be visible because of portions which exist 
above grade. Structures built during the historic period, 1700 forward, may in some instances not 
be visible above grade if they are cellars, cisterns, icehouses or similar objects which by their 
nature are intended to be built into the ground. A structure includes both interior components and 
visible exterior surfaces, as well as attached elements such as signs and related features such as 
walks, walls, fences and other nearby secondary structures or landmark features. 
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Sub-districts:  Discrete areas within a larger historic district within which separate design 
guidelines are appropriate and that may be created to recognize different zoning classifications or 
historic development patterns which have caused adjacent historic areas to develop at different 
times. 
 

Subdivision:  Any change in the boundaries of a single tax parcel, whether the change results in 
expansion or reduction or a boundary relocation. 
 

Substantial Deterioration:  Structural degradation of such a nature that water penetration into a 
historic structure can no longer be prevented, or structural degradation that causes stress or strain 
on structural members when supports collapse or warp, evidence of which includes defective 
roofing materials, broken window coverings and visible interior decay. 
 

Survey of Resources:  The documentation, by historical research or a photographic record, of 
structures of historical interest within a specified area or jurisdiction or of existing structures 
within a proposed historic district. 
 

Unauthorized Demolition:  The deliberate demolition of a historic structure without prior review 
and approval by a local Historic Preservation Commission or a governing authority to which 
such a Commission has made a recommendation. 
 
SECTION IV.  Overstreet District Written Identification and Maps 
 
The Overstreet District is described by the following: 
 
The Overstreet Historic District runs along South Washington Street on the western side of the 
street from 202 S. Washington Street south to 516 South Washington ending at West Wood 
Street; on the eastern side of South Washington from 213 South Washington to 525 South 
Washington; both sides of South Lafayette Street from 302 South Lafayette Street to East Wood 
Street; both sides of South Jackson Street from 301 South Jackson to 601South Jackson Street on 
the east side and from 300 to 520 on the west side of South Jackson Street; 300 & 302 Worley 
Street; and both sides of South Montgomery Street from 200 South Montgomery Street to East 
Gillespie Street and from 209 South Montgomery to East Gillespie.   
 
The Overstreet Historic District also includes 101 McKinley Street; both sides of West & East 
Gillespie Streets from South Washington Street to South Montgomery Street; both sides of 
Green Street from South Jackson Street to South Montgomery Street; and the south side of 
Hogan Street from South Jackson Street to South Montgomery Street; the north side of Hogan 
Street from 307 Hogan Street to South Montgomery Street. The district also includes 204 and 
206 Wood Street located on the south side of Wood Street and all Wood Street addresses located 
on the north side of between South Jackson and South Washington Street.   
 
SECTION V.  Designation of the Overstreet Street Historic District. 
 

By ordinance, the City may establish landmarks, landmark sites, and historic districts 
within the area of its jurisdiction.  Such landmarks, landmark sites, or historic districts shall be 
designated following the criteria as specified in Section III. 
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A.  The Commission initiated the continuing and thorough investigation of the archaeological, 
architectural, cultural, and historic significance of the City’s resources.  The findings have 
been collected in a cohesive format, made a matter of public record, and made available for 
public inspection.  The Commission has provided complete documentation for the Overstreet 
historic district, including: 
1. An inventory of all property within the district, with photographs of each building and an 

evaluation of its significance to the district.   
2. An inventory, which would be in format consistent with the statewide inventory format of 

the Historic Preservation Division of the Mississippi Department of Archives and History 
(SHPO). 

 
B.  The Commission voted to recommend the nomination of the Overstreet District for 

designation as an historic district in the City of Starkville as authorized by the Historic 
Preservation Ordinance.  

 
C.  The Commission's recommendations to the City for the designation of the Overstreet historic 

district include: 
1. A map of the historic district that clearly delineates the boundaries. 
2. A verbal boundary description and justification. 
3. A written statement of significance for the proposed historic district. 
 
The Overstreet School Historic District is located south of downtown Starkville and is 
significant as an expression of the growth and development of Starkville from 1870 to 1940, 
when Starkville changed from a small courthouse village with an agricultural economy to an 
industrial center for the county and one of Mississippi's major educational centers. 
 
The district is also important as a physical record of the pattern of social and economic 
relations between whites and blacks in small-town Mississippi in the late nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries. Many of the houses of upper-middle-class white families originally 
had adjacent housing for black domestic workers. Several of these ancillary buildings still 
stand, including the cooks' houses behind 401 East Gillespie, 301South Washington, and 514 
South Washington. In the midst of the district is a traditionally black enclave on South 
Lafayette Street which includes the house long occupied by Robert Weir, a prominent leader 
of the African American community and the only African American to own and operate a 
business on Main Street in the decades before World War II. A private school was 
established on South Jackson Street in the 1880s. In 1897 the Starkville Public School was 
erected on that site at the northeast corner of South Jackson and Green streets. 
 
The building still stands as Overstreet School, but it has been enlarged and altered several 
times. The neighborhood flourished in the first and second decades of the twentieth century. 
A burst of construction occurred in the late 1920s, possibly due to the opening of the Borden 
condensary immediately to the northeast of the district in 1926. Through the 1930s sporadic 
construction continued. In the years immediately following World War II, residential 
development shifted to other locations in the city. The Overstreet district is distinguished 
architecturally by its variety of architectural styles embodying the architectural tastes of 
middle-class townspeople. It contains some of Starkville 's best examples of late Victorian 
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vernacular, Queen Anne, and Colonial Revival residential architecture, as well as numerous 
Craftsman bungalows and Tudor cottages. Among the more notable houses are 110 East 
Gillespie Street, which is Starkville’s most important surviving example of the Queen Anne 
style; 304 South Jackson Street, a fine Colonial Revival house; 306 South Jackson Street, 
which is transitional in style between the Free Classic mode of Queen Anne and the Colonial 
Revival style; and 514 South Washington Street, which is a combination of Colonial Revival- 
and Craftsman-style features. 

 
 

SECTION XXII.  Invalidation/Severability.   
 
The requirements and provisions of this Ordinance are separable and severable.  If any article, 
section paragraph, sentence, or portion thereof, be declared by any court of competent 
jurisdiction to be void, invalid, or inoperative, the decision of the Court shall not affect the 
validity or applicability of the Ordinance as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
held void, invalid, or otherwise inoperative. 
 
SECTION XXIII.  Conflicts.   
 

All Ordinances, parts of Ordinances or Resolutions of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
of the City of Starkville that conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance shall be hereby 
repealed.   
 
SECTION XXIV.  Effective Date.   
 

This Ordinance shall become effective and be in force from and after its passage in the 
manner provided by law on or after the 30th day after its adoption. 

 
The City Clerk is directed to post the Ordinance in three conspicuous public places, place 

the Ordinance on the City’s website and to publish the Ordinance one time in the Starkville Daily 
News, obtaining proof of publication thereof.   

 
 

THE FOREGOING ORDINANCE, having first been reduced to writing, was proposed 

in a motion by Alderman ____________, duly seconded by Alderman _____________, that the 

aforesaid Ordinance be adopted.  The vote being as follows: 

 

Ben Carver   Voted: _____ 

Richard Corey   Voted:______ 

Jeremiah Dumas  Voted: _____ 
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Eric Parker   Voted: _____ 

Roy A’. Perkins  Voted:______ 

Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:______ 

Henry Vaughn, Sr.  Voted: ______ 

 

ORDAINED AND ADOPTED, this the ______ day of ___________, A.D., 2013, at the 

Regular/Recess Meeting of the Mayor and Board of Aldermen of the City of Starkville, 

Oktibbeha County, Mississippi. 

______________________________  ______________________________ 
PARKER WISEMAN, Mayor   TAYLOR V. ADAMS, Clerk 
City of Starkville, Mississippi   City of Starkville, Mississippi 
 
 
         (SEAL) 
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         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.I. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Report from the Finance Director, Taylor Adams, on the Park Commission as requested by the Board 
of Aldermen on May 21, 2013. 
 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:    AUTHORIZATION: Board of Aldermen 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: Taylor Adams @ 323-2525 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: The Board of Aldermen requested a report regarding the status of the Park 
Commission finances based on the audit report at the meeting of May 21, 2013. 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:  June 14, 2013 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  N/A 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: N/A 
 
 



 
 

Starkville Park Commission Financial Position 
 
The Board of Aldermen charged Finance Director, Taylor Adams, at the most recent Board meeting of 
May 21, 2013, to provide them factual data regarding the financial status of the Park Commission’s 2013 
budget.  
 
The following sources of information were utilized: 
 
(1) September 30th 2012 audited financial statements, 
 
(2) City of Starkville budgeted park improvement monies,  
 
(3) Reports from vendors and park commission employees.  
 
(4) Known funding received from the City of Starkville annual budget process to the Park Commission 
 
Referencing the Net Asset Unassigned of -$39,008, the Park Commission expenses exceed revenue. 
Audit page 2 shows total current assets of $26,178 and current liabilities of $64,811. It should be noted 
that Park Commission revenues for Fiscal year 2012 exceeded total expenses. This was accomplished 
through park revenue received outside of the City of Starkville and an additional one-time donation 
from a single vendor.  
 
The monies funded by the City of Starkville are $180,000 of 2% tax revenue. This revenue is used by the 
park or provided to the Park Commission for park improvements. Using a three year average for 
reference that account is fully extended every year. 
 
In the current fiscal year, 2013, roughly $120,000 of those dollars were extended at the beginning of the 
period, i.e. within the first quarter. This left the park with approximately $60,000 for the remainder of 
the fiscal year ending, September 30, 2013. As of April 2013 that account is fully extended and there are 
no funds in the park improvement account that is funded from the City.  
 
An initial look at the operational accounts show that as of Thursday, May 23, 2013, the Park Commission 
owed the Starkville Electric Department $103,799.28. The average monthly electric cost for the Park 
Commission is approximately $18,800.00. This would reflect an arrearage of approximately 5 months. 
That would agree with statements by Commissioner Moreland dated 12/6/2012 relating to utilities 
funding needs. Using the average monthly electric invoicing, the remaining costs of the utilities for the 
Park Commission through the end of the fiscal year would be approximately $75,200.00. That would 
require $178,999.28 to satisfy the current arrearage and the expected costs through September 30, 
2013. It should be noted that there also appears to be procedural gaps in bill payment as certain 
accounts show to be beyond the 45 day legal payment limit.  



 
The monthly amount that the City provides the Park Commission for operations based on the annual 
funding divided over the twelve month time period is $70,366.67. That leaves a remaining operational 
budget as of June 1, 2013 of $281,466.68.  
 
Monthly payroll for the Park Commission is at its peak in the summer months and that information is 
not factored into the operational funding status of the Park Commission for the remainder of the fiscal 
year. There is no consideration for additional overhead costs that would impact the remaining 
operational budget.  
 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.J. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of making appointment(s) to the Park Commission.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: There are currently three (3) known vacancies on the Park Commission starting 
June 30, 2013. They are Dorothy Isaac, whose term ends as of 6-30-2017; Chris Taylor, who resigned and whose 
term ends 6-30-17 and Scott Maynard, whose term ends 6-30-14.  
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF APPOINTING _______________________ TO THE 
PARK COMMISSION FOR THE TERM ENDING 6-30-2020; _______________________ FOR THE 
TERM 6-30-2017 AND _______________________ FOR THE TERM ENDING 6-30-14.” 
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THE CITY OF STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 
 
 

MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES, BOARDS, 
COMMITTEES, AND COMMISSIONS 

  
 
Highlighted names represent vacancies or near term upcoming vacancies 
Updated June 13, 2013 
 
 UEXTERNAL/COMMUNITY STANDING COMMITTEES  
 
 
            UNAME U                                          UTERM  EXPIRES 
  
 
UGOLDEN TRIANGLE REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITYU   (5-year term) 
  

Frank Chiles  07/01/14 
  
USTARKVILLE HOUSING AUTHORITYU (5-year term) 
  

Sophia S. Nickels       09/05/14 
            Floyd Johnson        09/05/15 
            Larnzy Carpenter       09/05/16 
            Loren (Bo) Bell                                                                         09/05/13 
            Jerry Jefferson    09/05/17 
  
UMUNICIPAL AIRPORT BOARDU (3-year term) 
             
            Jimmy Richardson                                                                    12/31/15 
            Bendetrese Reese       12/31/14  
            Brian Portera    12/31/13 
  
 Board of Aldermen liaison  Ben Carver    
 City Staff support  Airport Manager   
 
ULIBRARY BOARD OF TRUSTEESU (5-year term) 
  
            Dolton McAlpin         Ward 5                                       09/30/16 
            John M. Nelson, Jr. Ward 1      09/30/18 
            Nancy Walsh        09/30/14 

Velisia Wynn   09/30/15 
            Jack McCarty        09/30/17
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UOKTIBBEHA COUNTY HERITAGE MUSEUM COMMITTEE U (3-year term) 
  
            Dennis Bock        09/30/13 
            Ruth Morgan        09/30/15 
            Billy Poe                            Ward IV    09/30/14 
            Emily Jones                09/30/14 
   

Board of Aldermen liaison Richard Corey 
 City Staff support  City Engineer 
 
USTARKVILLE PARK COMMISSIONU (7-year term) 
  
            Ray Berryhill                          Ward III                                    06/30/19 
            Dorothy Isaac                         Ward VI                                               06/30/13 
            Dan Moreland         Ward VI                                06/30/15 
            Scott Maynard                        Ward V                                     06/30/14 
            Wendell W. Gibson                Ward II                                               06/30/18 
  Pete Melby   Ward IV    06/30/16 
            Chris Taylor Ward VII    06/30/17 
 
 Board of Aldermen liaison Eric Parker 
  
UPLANNING/ZONING COMMISSIONU (6-year term) 
  

Dora Herring Ward I                                    06/30/15 
James Hicks Ward II           06/30/14 
Jerry Emison  Ward III                                    06/30/15 
Jason Walker  Ward IV    06/30/15 

            Jeremy Murdock                     Ward V                                     06/30/15 
            Ira Loveless                             Ward VI                                06/30/17 
            John Moore                              Ward VII                           06/30/17  
   
 Staff support   City Planner 
  
UBOARD OF ADJUSTMENTS AND APPEALS U (4-year term) 
              
            Lee Carson     Ward I                                                06/30/15 

Milo Burnham       Ward II    06/30/14 
Vacant    Ward III                                     06/30/16 

            Dennis Nordin   Ward IV    06/30/17 
 Marco Nicovich       Ward V                                                06/30/15 

Bill Webb    Ward VI                                             06/30/17 
            John Hill Ward VII    06/30/14 
 
 Staff support   City Planner 
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STARKVILLE SCHOOL BOARD (5-year term) 
(terms end at the first meeting in March/held on the first Tuesday after the first Monday 
of the month)  
            Eddie Myles, Jr.                                                                        03/03/14 
            Lee Brand        03/03/15 
            Eric Heiselt        03/08/16 
            Jenny Turner       03/07/17 
            Keith H. Coble      (elected position)                                          03/01/18 
 
GOLDEN TRIANGLE SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY (4-year term) 
  
           Ralph Nobles        12/31/16 
            H.W. Webb, Jr.                                                                        12/31/15 
            P.C. McLaurin, Jr.                                                                     12/31/14          
            D. Lynn Spruill       12/31/13 
 
MUNICIPAL ELECTION COMMISSION (4-year term) 
  

Kayla Gilmore                                                               07-01-13 
Annie Johnson                                                         07-01-13 
Page Leftwich                                                                                 07-01-13 

            Jim McKell                                                                  07-01-13        
Kirk Rosenhan            07-01-13  

 
 City Staff support  City Clerk 
  
   
CITY OF STARKVILLE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE (3 year term) 
 
 Joseph (Dallas) Breen Ward 1      03-01-16 
 Chris Gottbrath Ward 2      03-01-14 
 Kane Overstreet Ward 3      03-01-15 
 Dennis Nordin  Ward 4      03-01-14 
 Jim Gafford  Ward 5      03-01-15 
 Dorothy Isaac  Ward 6      03-01-14 
 Alvin Turner   Ward 7      03-01-16 
 
 ADA membership: 
          03-01-16 
          03-01-15 
  
 Board of Aldermen liaison Jeremiah Dumas  
 City Staff support  City Engineer 
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CITY OF STARKVILLE TREE ADVISORY BOARD (4 year term) 
 

Pam Collins  ISA Certified Arborist   05-01-14 
John Cartwright GIS Specialist     05-01-14 
Brian Templeton Landscape Architect    05-01-14 
Jane Loveless  Master Gardener/Garden Club  05-01-14 
Stephen Grado MS Urban Forestry Council (MUFC) Rep 05-01-14 
Robert Brzuszek Plant Ecology Expert    05-01-14 
Jonathan Howell Tree and Landscape Ordinance Specialist 05-01-14 
Richard Harkess Horticulture Expert    05-01-14 
Kris Godwin  Wildlife Ecology Expert   05-01-14 
 
Board of Aldermen Liaison Jeremiah Dumas 
City Staff support  Landscape Division Head 

 
CITY OF STARKVILLE HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION (3 year term) 
 
 Joy Day Greene       07-01-13 
 Thomas Walker       07-01-13 
 Jason Barrett        07-01-13 
 Cyndi Sullivan       07-01-15 
 Maxine Hamilton       07-01-15 
 Michael Fazio        07-01-15 
 W. Briar Jones        07-01-14 
 
 Board of Aldermen Liaison Richard Corey 
 City Staff support  City Planner  
 
CITY OF STARKVILLE STORMWATER HEARING BOARD 
 
 Jack Harder        07-01-13 
 Mary Love Tagert       07-01-13 
 Gregg Russell        07-01-13 
 
 Board of Aldermen Liaison Eric Parker 

City Staff support  City Engineer 
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AD HOC COMMITTEES 
 
THERE ARE CURRENTLY NO AD HOC COMMITTEES AUTHORIZED 
 
STANDING INTERNAL COMMITTEES 
 
AUDIT & BUDGET COMMITTEE 
 
Roy Perkins 
Eric Parker 
Sandra Sistrunk 
Mayor Wiseman 
 
Ex-Officio Support Staff: 
Lynn Spruill - Chairperson  
Taylor Adams - Finance Director 
Debbie Clark - City Accountant  



Wednesday, June 12, 2013 
 
Lynn Spruill, Chief Administrative Officer 
City of Starkville, Mississippi 
101 East Lampkin Street 
Starkville, Mississippi 39759 
 
Dear Ms. Spruill: 
 
My name is LeKesha Perry and I saw fit to make Starkville, and specifically Ward 5, my home. Today, I 
write with great excitement and hope as I submit my letter of interest to be considered for the upcoming 
Ward 5 vacancy on the Starkville Parks Commission (SPC).  Currently, the seat is occupied by now 
Alderman-elect Scott Maynard, who has served this ward and Starkville admirably.  As he moves to his 
new post, I believe that my experience and knowledge of Starkville’s parks, but parks and recreation in 
general, coupled with my passion to serve, all make me a good candidate for consideration. 
 
In 2008 I served as an Intern for Starkville Parks and Recreation Department (SPRD).  In that capacity, I 
was responsible for various budget, administrative, and programmatic functions.  Part of my job duties 
included: analyzed monthly department budgeting and accounting reports to maintain expenditure 
controls; performed cost-benefit analyses to compare operating programs; reviewed financial requests 
and explored alternative financing methods for FY2008-2009; examined budget estimates for 
completeness, accuracy, and conformance with procedures and regulations for FY2008-09 budget, to 
name a few. 
 
Following the successful completion of my internship, I continued to volunteer with SPRD and the 
Commission; most notably in 2011 I volunteered with a group of city and parks officials, and other 
citizen volunteers to comprise the Playful City USA Task Force.  Our efforts were rewarded when 
Starkville was designated as one of 151 cities around the nation as a “Playful City USA.” As part of the 
application process, the Task Force was responsible for proposing projects that would foster 
collaboration and partnership with various entities, but chiefly, projects that would encourage and 
provide citizens, particularly children, increased opportunities to play.  Working with the Task Force 
members was rewarding within itself, but to see the application through to a successful result has 
allowed for the improvement of health and wellness outcomes for all of our citizens. 
 
I believe with my experience and qualifications with working with both the parks department and 
commission, as well as my experience with working in and serving the community, makes me a good 
candidate to fill the vacant post on the Commission.  I thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
LeKesha L. Perry 
Ward 5 



D. Lynn Spruill 
Chief Administrative Officer 
City of Starkville 
101 E. Lampkin Street 
Starkville, MS 39759 
 
 
June 12, 2013 
 
Dear Ms Spruill: 
 
 I would like to be considered for the Starkville Park Commission.  
 
  
Yours truly, 
 
Jane B Loveless 
108 Trotter Lane 
Starkville, MS 39759-8468 
(662) 320-9574  or Cell (662) 312-0107 
 
 
 



 

 
Betty A Robertson 

109 Hilliard Street 

Starkville, Ms. 39759 

brobertson2936@att.net 

06/13/2013 

To: Starkville Board of Aldermen 

  

I am interested in serving on the Park Commission for the City of 
Starkville. I am a resident of ward 7.  Starkville Parks and recreation have 
a wealth of sporting activities to offer to the Starkville Community for both 
youth and adults.  I would like to volunteer my services because my 
children and grandchildren have utilized the Parks and Activities that is 
offered through parks and recreation.  I am a 29 years employee for the 
Mississippi Department of Health (WIC Program).  I work with the youth 
department at Sixteen Section Missionary Baptist Church.  I am offering 
my service to the City of Starkville, and would like to be considered for a 
position on the Park’s Commission.  

  

Sincerely, 

Betty A. Robertson 

 
 

 

mailto:brobertson2936@att.net




 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.K. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of making an appointment to the Planning and Zoning Commission.  
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: There will be a vacancy on  the Planning and Zoning Commission associated 
with Commissioner Jason Walker’s transition to the Board of Aldermen.  
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF APPOINTING _______________________ TO THE 
PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION FOR THE TERM ENDING 6-30-15.” 
 
 



W. Michael Brooks, Certified General Appraiser 
 

P.O. Box 806 • Starkville, Mississippi 39760 
(662) 324-2300 

 
 

June 12, 2013 
 
 
Lynn Spruill 
Chief Administrative Officer 
City of Starkville 
101 E Lampkin St 
Starkville, MS 39759 
 
 
Dear Lynn, 
 
I would like to take this opportunity to express my interest in the vacant position on the Planning and 
Zoning Commission for the Ward 4 representative.  As a certified real estate appraiser, I encounter a 
variety of zoning issues on a daily basis.  When I receive a new appraisal assignment, one of my first 
critical tasks is to examine the zoning map in my office.  In determining the highest and best use of a 
particular property, the first test is whether or not the proposed use is “legally permissible”.  Many times 
this is primarily determined by the allowable uses in the particular zoning classification.  I have worked 
with numerous developers on issues regarding non-conforming uses and renovation projects that 
required a zoning change.  I am aware of the new overlay district and have seen how this should spur 
development in this area.  I have also worked in numerous areas with either lax or no zoning and am 
aware of the negative long term effect this can have. 
 
New development may very well be the lifeblood of the community and should be encouraged.  However, 
while final decisions are the responsibility of the Board of Alderman, in my opinion, the Planning and 
Zoning Commission is, in effect, the first line of defense with respect to keeping Starkville moving forward 
in a manner that will make all citizens proud and ensure a desirable quality of life.  As such, it is obvious 
that the current Planning and Zoning Commission members take their responsibility seriously.  Their 
decisions, though not always popular, demonstrate their careful thought and extensive research into the 
matters before them.  Since Starkville is a dynamic community and change is evident, I have noted their 
struggles with determining whether the character of a neighborhood had changed.  I do not profess to be 
an expert in zoning, but if chosen for this position, I would pledge to commit the time and energy 
necessary to make informed decisions that consider not only the wants and desires of a particular 
developer, but also what is in the best long term interests of the community as a whole.  For, as you 
know, any new building or development constructed today will likely outlive us both. 
 
If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to give me a call.  Thank you for your 
consideration.   
 
Respectfully submitted,    

W. Michael Brooks 
Mississippi Certified General 
Real Estate Appraiser 
License #: GA-673 
 
 



William Michael Brooks, Certified General Appraiser 
 

P.O. Box 806 • Starkville, Mississippi 39760 
(662) 324-2300 

 
William Michael Brooks 
P.O. Box 806 
Starkville, Mississippi 39760 
Telephone:  662-324-2300 
Cell Phone: 662-341-2300 
Facsimile:  240-201-0236 
E-Mail:  wmbrooks@wmbrooks.com 
 
 
Experience: 
 
Mississippi Licensed Real Estate Appraiser, 1999 to Present.  Certified General Appraiser of Commercial 
and Residential Real Estate.  MS License #: GA-673 
 
Mississippi Licensed Real Estate Broker, REALTOR®, 1988 to Present.  General Real Estate Business 
with an emphasis on the marketing and management of land and timberland.  MS License #: 10316 
 
President, W.M Brooks, Inc., 1999 to 2001.  Responsible for management of State of Mississippi 
Licensed Contractor entitled to practice Municipal and Public Works Construction; Clearing, Grubbing, 
Snagging; Concrete; and Excavation, Grading and Drainage. 
 
President, Brooks Brothers Timber Co. Inc., 1983 to 1999.  Responsible for the management of 
$6,000,000.00 timber purchasing and contracting business.  Negotiated land and timber purchases and 
sales. 
 
Chief Pilot, Garan Manufacturing Company, 1988 to 1993.  Responsible for the operation of a two aircraft 
flight department for a major garment manufacturing company.  Negotiated the purchase of additional 
aircraft and hanger.  Licensed Commercial Multi-Engine Instrument Rated Pilot. 
 
Senior Tax Accountant, Arthur Andersen and Company, New Orleans, Louisiana, 1981 to 1983.  
Responsible for direct supervision of staff accountants in the preparation of tax returns for corporate 
clients.   
 
General Education: 
 
Mississippi State University, 1981, Bachelors of Professional Accountancy, School of Accountancy. 
 
Mathiston High School, 1978, Valedictorian, Star Student 
 
Appraisal Education: 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Biloxi, MS, 6/2012, 7 hours. Course of Study:  Real Estate 
Finance, Value and Investment Performance 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 5/2012, 14 hours. Course of Study:  
Fundamentals of Separating Real Property, Personal Property and Intangible Business Assets.  A 
comprehensive exam followed this course 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 8/2011. 7 hours. Course of Study:  The 
Uniform Appraisal Dataset from Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac. 
 



The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 6/2011. 24 hours. Course of Study:  
Comprehensive Appraisal Workshop. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 4/2011. 7 hours. Course of Study:  National 
USPAP Update Course. 
 
The Real Estate Institute, Columbus, MS, 3/2011, 8 Hours.  Course of Study:  Agency, License Law and 
Contracts. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Jackson, MS, 2/2011.  40 Hours.  Course of Study: 
Advanced Applications..  A comprehensive exam followed this course 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 8/2010.  30 Hours.  Course of Study: General 
Appraiser Report Writing and Case Study..  A comprehensive exam followed this course 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Biloxi, MS, 6/2010.  7 Hours.  Course of Study: Introduction 
to Conservation Easement Valuation 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Biloxi, MS, 6/2010.  2 Hours.  Course of Study: Appraisal 
License Law Update and Disciplinary Issues 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 2/2010.  40 Hours.  Course of Study: 
Advanced Sales Comparison and Cost Approach..  A comprehensive exam followed this course 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Flowood, MS, 11/2009.  30 Hours.  Course of Study:  
General Appraiser Market Analysis & Highest and Best Use.  A comprehensive exam followed this 
course. 
 
The Real Estate Institute, Starkville, MS, 8/2009, 4 Hours.  Course of Study:  Agency and the Real Estate 
Professional. 
 
The Real Estate Institute, Starkville, MS, 8/2009, 2 Hours.  Course of Study:  Real Estate License Law. 
 
The Real Estate Institute, Starkville, MS, 8/2009, 2 Hours.  Course of Study:  Multiple Offer Madness. 
 
U.S. Department of HUD, Starkville, MS 2009, 4 Hours.  Changes & Updates for FHA Single Family 
Appraisals, MAB #7178, MREC # 4984. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Pearl, MS, 2009. 7 hours. Course of Study:  National USPAP 
Update Course. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Ridgeland, MS, 3/2009. 40 hours. Course of Study:  
Advanced Income Capitalization.  A comprehensive exam followed this course.   
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Starkville, MS, 2009. 7 hours. Course of Study:  Residential 
Sales Comparison Approach. 
 
National Association of REALTORS®, 2008. 2 hours.  Course of Study:  REALTOR®, Code of Ethics, 
Quadrennial Training. 
 
U.S. Department of HUD, Jackson, MS 2008, 7 Hours.  Appraising the FHA Property, MAB #7353. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Chicago, IL, 2008. 8 hours. Course of Study:  Online Business Practices and 
Ethics. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Biloxi, MS, 2008. 7 hours. Course of Study:  Appraising 
Convenience Stores, MAB #7530. 
 



The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Biloxi, MS, 2008. 4 hours. Course of Study:  Loss Prevention 
Seminar, MAB #7349. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Pearl, MS, 2008. 7 hours. Course of Study:  National USPAP 
Update Course, MAB #4634. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Starkville, MS, 2008. 8 hours. Course of Study:  Appraising 
Agricultural Land in Transition. 
The Real Estate Institute, Tupelo, MS, 2007, 4 Hours.  Course of Study:  Agency and the Real Estate 
Professional. 
The Real Estate Institute, Tupelo, MS, 2007, 2 Hours.  Course of Study:  Real Estate License Law. 
 
The Real Estate Institute, Tupelo, MS, 2007, 2 Hours.  Course of Study:  Real Estate Transfer Disclosure. 
 
McKissock Data Systems, Virtual Classroom, 2006.  5 hours.  Course of Study: Technology for Today’s 
Appraiser. 
 
McKissock Data Systems, Virtual Classroom, 2006.  3 hours.  Course of Study: The Dirty Dozen. 
 
Van Education Center, 2006. 7 hours. Course of Study:  National USPAP Update Course. 
 
Computaught, Inc., 2006. 7 hours. Course of Study:  A URAR Form Review. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Mississippi Chapter, Starkville, MS, 2006. 7 hours. Course of Study:  Appraising 
Forest Land and Timberland. 
 
Mississippi Association of REALTORS®, 2005. 4 hours.  Course of Study:  Mississippi Agency Law. 
 
Mississippi Association of REALTORS®, 2005. 4 hours.  Course of Study:  Mississippi License Law and 
Contract Law. 
 
Mississippi Association of REALTORS® 2005.  hours.  Course of Study:  Red Flags: Property Inspection 
Guide. 
 
National Association of REALTORS®, 2005. 2 hours.  Course of Study:  REALTOR®, Code of Ethics, 
Quadrennial Training. 
 
McKissock Data Systems, Virtual Classroom, 2004.  7 hours.  Course of Study: FHA Appraising Today. 
 
Realco Realty, Ralph Washington - Instructor, Jackson, MS, 2003. 2 hours.  Course of Study:  Real 
Estate Agency Law, 958. 
 
Realco Realty, Ralph Washington - Instructor, Jackson, MS, 2003. 2 hours.  Course of Study:  Real 
Estate Contract Law, 957. 
 
Realco Realty, Ralph Washington - Instructor, Jackson, MS, 2003. 2 hours.  Course of Study:  Real 
Estate License Law, 956. 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Jackson, MS, 2003. 7 hours. Course of Study:  National USPAP Update Course, 
400.   
 
The Appraisal Institute, Jackson, MS, 2003. 8 hours. Course of Study:  Scope of Work 
 
The Appraisal Institute, Jackson, MS, Oct-2002.  8 hours.  Standards of Professional Practice, Part B.  A 
comprehensive exam followed this course.   
 
The Appraisal Institute, Atlanta, GA, 2001.  39 hours.  Course of Study:  Basic Income Capitalization.  A 
comprehensive exam followed this course. 



 
J. Dan Schroeder, Real Estate Education Company, 2000.  16 hours of Appraisal Education.  Course of 
Study:  Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice. 
 
Mississippi REALTOR® Institute, 2000. 30 hours of Appraisal Education.  Course of Study:  Residential 
Appraisal Report Writing.  A comprehensive demonstration Appraisal Report was required for successful 
completion of this course. 
The Lincoln Graduate Center, 2000.  Total of 60 hours of Appraisal Education.  Course of Study included:  
Appraisal of Residential Property, 30 hours; Writing the Narrative Appraisal Report, 15 hours; and Farm 
and Land Appraisal, 15 hours 
 
J. Dan Schroeder, Real Estate Education Company, 1999.  90 hours of Appraisal Education.  Course of 
Study included:  The Nature of Real Property, The Valuation Process, Steps in Cost Approach and Site 
Valuation, The Market Comparison Approach, Direct Capitalization, and Uniform Standards of 
Professional Appraisal Practice. 
 
Graduate REALTOR® Institute, 1988, 120 hours Real Estate Education. 
 
Professional Associations: 
 
Associate Member, The Appraisal Institute.   
 
National Association of REALTORS® 
 
Mississippi Association of REALTORS® 
 
Golden Triangle Association of REALTORS® 
 
Northeast Mississippi Association of REALTORS® 
 
Partial List of Clients:  Lending Institutions 
 
BancorpSouth, Starkville, Mississippi 
BankFirst Financial Services, Starkville, Mississippi 
Bank of Kilmichael, Kilmichael, Mississippi 
Cadence Bank, Maben, Starkville, Columbus, Mississippi 
CB & S Bank, Eupora, Starkville, Mississippi 
Chase Manhattan Bank, Horsham, Pennsylvania 
Citizens National Bank, Columbus, Mississippi 
Commercial Bank, DeKalb, Mississippi 
First State Bank, Waynesboro, Mississippi 
First Franklin Financial Corporation, Kennesaw, Georgia 
Guaranty Bank & Trust Company, Belzoni, Mississippi 
Magna Bank, Memphis, Tennessee 
National Bank of Commerce, Memphis, Tennessee 
Regions Bank, Eupora, Columbus, Starkville, Mississippi 
Renasant Bank, Louisville, Tupelo, Starkville, West Point, Mississippi 
The Bank of Vernon, Vernon, Alabama 
The First Bank, N.A., Hattiesburg, Mississippi 
The Peoples Bank & Trust Co., Louisville, Mississippi 
 
Partial List of Clients:  Governmental Organizations 
 
City of Ackerman, Ackerman, Mississippi 
City of Eupora, Eupora, Mississippi 
City of Starkville, Starkville, Mississippi 
City of Starkville, Electric Department, Starkville, Mississippi 
Golden Triangle Planning and Development District, Starkville, Mississippi 



Honorable John M. Montgomery, Special Court of Eminent Domain 
Lowndes County School Board, Columbus, Mississippi 
Mississippi State University, Mississippi State, Mississippi 
Oktibbeha County Board of Supervisors, Starkville, Mississippi 
Oktibbeha County Hospital, Starkville, Mississippi  
Town of Brooksville, Brooksville, Mississippi 
USDA, Rural Development, Starkville, Mississippi 
 
Partial List of Clients:  Attorneys, Contractors, Commercial Entities 
 
4-County Electric Power Association, Columbus, Mississippi 
Aurora Flight Sciences, Manassas, Virginia 
Barnes, Broom and McLeod, P.A., Flowood, Mississippi 
Charles E. Morgan Construction Co., Starkville, Mississippi  
Crigler Family Vision Center, Starkville, Mississippi 
David McReynolds Construction, Starkville, Mississippi 
David W. Sanders, Steele Plantation, Starkville, Mississippi 
Dr. G. Leroy Howell, Starkville, Mississippi 
George M. Mitchell, Jr., Attorney at Law, Eupora, Mississippi 
Hewlett Wood Products, Starkville, Mississippi 
John S. Moore, Attorney at Law, Starkville, Mississippi 
Julie Brown, Attorney at Law, Starkville, Mississippi 
Kilgore Lumber Company, Stewart, Mississippi 
Mark G. Williamson, Attorney At Law, Starkville, Mississippi 
Parkerson Lumber Company, Weir, Mississippi 
Pearson Lumber Company, Winona, Mississippi 
Prudential Relocation, Washington, DC 
Stribling Equipment, LLC, Jackson, Mississippi 
Tabor Construction and Development, Starkville, Mississippi 
Ward, Rogers and Faver, PLLC, Attorneys at Law, Starkville, Mississippi 
 
William Michael Brooks 
Mississippi Certified General  
Real Estate Appraiser 
License #: GA-673 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.L. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of making appointment(s) to the Municipal Election Commission 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  Taylor Adams @ 323-2525 or D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: There will be 4 vacancies on the Municipal Election Commission whose terms 
expire on July 1, 2013. All but one of the members have expressed their intent not to return to this service.  
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF APPOINTING _______________________ TO THE 
MUNICIPAL ELECTION COMMISSION FOR THE TERM ENDING 07-01-17.” 
 
 





From: juliia williams
To: cao@cityofstarkville.org.
Subject: Attention: Lynn Spruill, ( city board vacancies).
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 10:28:04 PM

 Good  Evening Ms Spruill,

My Name is Julia Williams. I am a concerned citizen here in the city of starkville.  As a matter
of fact, I was born and raised here. I am very interested in our city government and I would like
to serve on any of the boards and to help plan for the growth of our community. At the present time
I am  a Teacher Assistant with the Starkville School District and a Senior at Mississippi State
University majoring in Political Science. I have been interested in serving in our city
government and volunteering for many years but I was not motivated by no other citizen.  In
the pass I did do volunteer work during election times at the pole on Gillespie Street Center
when Mrs. Evans was Election Commissioner.

Even though I am not serving on any of the city's government boards, but I am very involved in the
decision making process that board members go through. The progress and the growth of our city
should
very important to all citizens.

I believe that I would be a great assest to the Board of Adjustments and Appeals or the Municipal
Election
Commission. What a great Opportunityand a honor this will be for me to represent my community by
engaging and serving in our local city government.

Thank you in advance for informing the citizens of this communities about these vacancies. Frank
Young
knows me very well if you need a quick reference.

Respectfully  Submitted,

Julia Williams

contact information-662-418- 3930 or 662 268-8451

mailto:wjlwllmss@aol.com
mailto:cao@cityofstarkville.org.






 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.M. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of making appointment(s) to the Historic Preservation Commission 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: There will be 3 vacancies on the Historic Preservation  Commission whose 
terms expire on July 1, 2013. As of this time only Ms. Joy Day Green has expressed her desire not to seek 
reappointment. 
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF APPOINTING _______________________ TO THE 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION FOR THE TERM ENDING 07-01-16.” 
 
 



From: ryan ashford
To: cao@cityofstarkville.org
Subject: Starkville Committees
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 1:45:59 PM

Ms. Spruill,
I have reviewed the committee vacancies and I will be submitting a letter for Historic
Preservation and Board of Adjustments.  On the Board of Adjustments, it appears
that you only have opening for a Ward III person.  I'm from Ward II.  Thanks  

-- 
Ryan Ashford
662-425-3481
Have a blessed day.

mailto:ashfordr1@gmail.com
mailto:cao@cityofstarkville.org


 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.N. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  N.  CONSIDERATION OF A RESOLUTION FOR THE CDBG GRANT FUNDS STATING A 
COMMITMENT TO THE PROJECT AND THE GOALS FOR JOBS FOR THE EMPLOYMENT OF LOW AND 
MODERATE INCOME RECIPIENTS. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF A RESOLUTION FOR THE CDBG GRANT FUNDS 
STATING A COMMITMENT TO THE PROJECT AND THE GOALS FOR JOBS FO RTHE 
EMPLOYMENT OF LOW AND MODERATE INCOME RECIPIENTS.” 
 
 



 
 
 

R E S O L U T I O N 
 

 WHEREAS, the City of Starkville has been awarded a Katrina Community Development Block Grant, 
Economic Development Public Improvements Category (Grant Number R-103-347-01-KED) by the Mississippi 
Development Authority, Community Services Division; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Special Condition II-R. of the Grant Agreement with effective dates of October 26, 2010, 
states that "The Sub-grantee shall submit to the Disaster Services Division, Mississippi Development Authority, 
a copy of the official minutes containing the resolution which must state firm commitment to the National 
Objective for this Community Development Block Grant project."  
 
 THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by City of Starkville, Mississippi, assembled in Regular Session 
on the 18th day of June, 2013, that it is firmly committed to the National Objective for this Community 
Development Block Grant project, which is making at least fifty-one percent (51%) of the 152 permanent, full-
time jobs to be created by Cooley Center, LLC, available to persons from low-and moderate-income households; 
and that the said Cooley Center, LLC entered into a "Memorandum of Understanding" on the 20th day of 
February, 2013, agreeing, among other things, to accomplish same. 
 
 AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Taylor Adams, as City Clerk, is authorized and directed to 
transmit certified copies of this resolution to the said Mississippi Development Authority, Community Services 
Division, and other agencies as needed. 
 
 ADOPTED on this, the 18th day of June 2013, by the City of Starkville, Mississippi. 
  
UPON MOTION of Alderman __________________duly seconded by Alderman ________________ 

 
the aforesaid Resolution was put to a roll call vote with the Aldermen voting as follows: 

 
Ben Carver    Voted:  
Sandra Sistrunk  Voted:  
Eric Parker   Voted:  
Richard Corey  Voted:  
Jeremiah Dumas  Voted:  
Roy A. Perkins  Voted:  
Henry Vaughn  Voted:  

       __________________________________________ 
       PARKER Y. WISEMAN, MAYOR 
 
       __________________________________________ 
       TAYLOR ADAMS, CITY CLERK 
 

 
SIGNED AND SEALED THIS 18TH DAY OF JUNE, 2013. 

 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.O. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:   Consideration of the payment of the invoice from GTPDD for the administration of the CDBG grant 
for the parking garage in the amount of $25,000.00. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:   Administration   AUTHORIZATION:  D. Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The funds will not be paid until the grant is funded but the requirement is for 
the obligation to accounted  for through this invoicing method.  
 
 

POSSIBLE MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF THE PAYMENT TO GTPDD FOR THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES ASSOCIATED WITH THE CDBG GRANT FOR THE PARKING 
GARAGE IN CONJUNCTION WITH THE MSU CONFERENCE CENTER AND THE MILL.” 
 
 





 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: X.P. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Consideration of a request by Ted Roman on behalf of Bank First to replace a non-conforming pole 
sign with a non-conforming monument sign in a T5 district on Russell Street. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Board of Aldermen  AUTHORIZATION:  Alderman Dumas 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  Jeremiah Dumas @ 312-2412 or D. Lynn Spruill @ 323-2525 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   
 
 

SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL OF ALLOWING BANK FIRST TO REMOVE A NON-
CONFORMING POLE SIGN AND PLACE A NON-CONFORMING MONUMENT SIGN IN A T5 DISTRICT” 
 
 



From: Ted Roman
To: cao@cityofstarkville.org
Subject: !01 Russell St new sign
Date: Tuesday, June 11, 2013 4:47:09 PM

Lynn, 
 
BankFirst Financial Services has a bank located at 101 Russell Street in Starkville. We
are requesting a permit to build a brand new monument sign which would comply
with all city specifications and requirements. Please put us on the agenda for the
next Board of Alderman meeting to consider approval of the sign as detailed in a
separate email.
 
Thank you for this consideration and I look forward to hearing from you.
 
Regards, Ted
 

 
Ted W. Roman
BankFirst Financial Services
P. O. Box 1348
Starkville, MS. 39760
Dir. 662-320-8901
Fax 662-323-8292
Cell 662-418-7020
troman@bankfirstfs.com
This electronic mail message and any files transmitted with it are intended exclusively for the individual or entity
to which it is addressed. The message, together with any attachment, may contain confidential and/or privileged
information. Any unauthorized review, use, print, save, copy, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you
have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender by reply email and delete all  copies.

mailto:troman@bankfirstfs.com
mailto:cao@cityofstarkville.org
mailto:troman@bankfirstfs.com
mailto:troman@bankfirstfs.com
mailto:troman@bankfirstfs.com
mailto:troman@bankfirstfs.com


 

 
 

CCITY OF STARKVILLE 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION 

AGENDA  ITEM NO: XI.B.1.A 
AGENDA  DATE: June 18, 2013, 
PAGE: 1 of5 

 
SUBJECT: REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO DECLARE THE LIENS ON THE DILAPIDATED PROPERTIES 
WITH THE CHANCERY CLERK FOR THE PURPOSE OF SELLING SAID PROPERTIES FOR REIMBURSEMENT 
AND A FINDING OF FACT IN ACCORDANCE WITH MS CODE ANN. §21-19-11(3) THAT THE DEBT IS OWED. 
 

 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 

 
 

FISCAL NOTE:  N/A 
 
 

REQUESTING 
DEPARTMENT:   Community Development 

DIRECTOR'S 
AUTHORIZATION: William L. Snowden 

 
 
 

FOR  MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  William L. Snowden@ 323-2525  x 119 
 
 

PRIOR BOARD  ACTION: N/A 
 
 

BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: Recommend Approval 
 
 

PURCHASING: N/A 

DEADLINE:  N/A 

 
 
 

AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: N/A 
 
 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The properties listed in the spreadsheet have been the subject of the City’s 
findings regarding dilapidated properties. The structures have been torn down and the properties maintained.  

 
 
 
POSSIDLE MOTION: "REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO DECLARE THE LIENS ON THE DILAPIDATED 
PROPERTIES WITH THE CHANCERY CLERK FOR THE PURPOSE OF SELLING SAID PROPERTIES FOR 
REIMBURSEMENT AND A FINDING OF FACT IN ACCORDANCE WITH MS CODE ANN. §21-19-11(3) 
THAT THE DEBT IS OWED.” 



§ 21-19-11. Determination that property or parcel of land is menace; notification to 
property owner; hearing; cleaning private property; cost and penalty as civil debt against 
property owner; appeal  
 
 
(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 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 one 
(1) year after the hearing 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; removing rubbish, dilapidated fences, outside toilets, dilapidated buildings, 
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, 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 dilapidated 
buildings, 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 
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 less. 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. 
 
(2) If the governing authority declares, by resolution, that the cost and any penalty shall be 
collected as a civil debt, the governing authority may authorize the institution of a suit on 
open account against the owner of the property in a court of competent jurisdiction in the 
manner provided by law for the cost and any penalty, plus court costs, reasonable 
attorney's fees and interest from the date that the property was cleaned. 
 
(3) (a) If the governing authority does not declare that the cost and any penalty shall be 
collected as a civil debt, then the assessment above provided for shall be a lien against the 
property and may be enrolled in the office of the circuit clerk of the county as other 
judgments are enrolled, and the tax collector of the municipality shall, upon order of the 
board of governing authorities, proceed to sell the land to satisfy the lien as now provided 
by law for the sale of lands for delinquent municipal taxes. 
 
(b) (i) All assessments levied under the provisions of this section shall be included with 
municipal ad valorem taxes and payment shall be enforced in the same manner in which 
payment is enforced for municipal ad valorem taxes, and all statutes regulating the 
collection of other taxes in a municipality shall apply to the enforcement and collection of 
the assessments levied under the provisions of this section, including utilization of the 
procedures authorized under Sections 17-13-9(2) and 27-41-2. 
 
(ii) All assessments levied under the provisions of this section shall become delinquent at 
the same time municipal ad valorem taxes become delinquent. Delinquencies shall be 
collected in the same manner and at the same time delinquent ad valorem taxes are 
collected and shall bear the same penalties as those provided for delinquent taxes. If the 
property is sold for the nonpayment of an assessment under this section, it shall be sold in 
the manner that property is sold for the nonpayment of delinquent ad valorem taxes. If the 
property is sold for delinquent ad valorem taxes, the assessment under this section shall be 
added to the delinquent tax and collected at the same time and in the same manner. 
 



(4) All decisions rendered under the provisions of this section may be appealed in the same 
manner as other appeals from municipal boards or courts are taken. 
 
(5) Nothing contained under this section shall prevent any municipality from enacting 
criminal penalties for failure to maintain property so as not to constitute a menace to public 
health, safety and welfare. 
 
HISTORY: SOURCES: Codes, 1930, §§ 2456, 2457; 1942, § 3374-171; Laws, 1922, ch. 
220; Laws, 1950, ch. 491, § 171; Laws, 1962, ch. 545; Laws, 1964, ch. 498; Laws, 1966, 
ch. 593, § 1; Laws, 1971, ch. 360, § 1; Laws, 1976, ch. 335; Laws, 1977, ch. 330; Laws, 
1985, ch. 350; Laws, 1987, ch. 321; Laws, 1989, ch. 322, § 1; Laws, 1991, ch. 395, § 1; 
Laws, 1992, ch. 479 § 1; Laws, 2001, ch. 576, § 1; Laws, 2005, ch. 427, § 1; Laws, 2009, 
ch. 503, § 1; Laws, 2010, ch. 471, § 1, eff from and after July 1, 2010; Laws, 2010, ch. 
475, § 1, eff from and after passage (approved Apr. 1, 2010.)  



PHYSICAL ADDRESS PARCEL NUMBER` OWNER LIEN AMOUNT

1061/2 Yellow Jacket Drive 102H-00-047.00 Emma Macon $1,963.99
311 N. Washington Street 118P-00-078.00 Wendell Leonard $4,079.70
Lot Behind Pizza Hut at 211 102G-00-038.00 Leslie Brasell $2,933.23
MS Highway 12 W.
207 Ware Street 118O-00.179.00 Margaret Winston Collier $3,405.35
118 Curtis Circle 102C-00-168.00 William H. Spruell $4,804.75
Beattie Street 118O-00-208.00 Flora Brown $6,949.57
Beattie Street 118O-00-208.00 Flora Brown $1,000.00
120 Beattie Street 118O-00-248.00 Willie  Wilson $4,576.08
120 Beattie Street 118O-00-148.00 Willie Wilson $700.00
W. Main Street 118O-00-338.00 Sallie Barnes $4,367.31
Curtis Circle 102C-00-144.00 Kizmet Johnson $3,768.15
Curtis Circle 102C-00-144.00 Kizmet Johnson $700.00
121 Curtis Circle 102C-00-165.00 Willie Simmons $3,349.03

$42,597.16

DILAPIDATED STRUCTURE LIENS



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: XI.B.1.A 

CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: 6/18/13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 1 

 

SUBJECT:  CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF THE LOW QUOTE FROM WHITES, INC.  FOR A 

HYDRAULIC LIMB SAW FOR THE STREET DEPARTMENT. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  001-301-820-874  

 

FISCAL NOTE:  
 

 

REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
ALDERMAN:     AUTHORIZATION: Yes  

 

 

FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  Edward C. Kemp, City Engineer, 323-2525 x. 111 

 

PRIOR BOARD ACTION:  n/a 

 

BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: n/a 

 

PURCHASING: n/a 

 

 

DEADLINE: none  

 

 

AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 

 

 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 

 

  

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   

 

Staff Recommends APPROVAL UAPPR 

Attached are two quotes for an equipment-mounted limb saw attachment. This attachment will 

primarily used with our rubber-tired hoe and will be used to clear/ cut overhanging limbs in the 

street right-of-ways. This is a piece of equipment that was approved as part of the FY 12-13 

Budget for and is sorely needed in the Street department. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Suggested Motion: MOVE TO APPROVE THE LOW QUOTE FROM WHITES, INC FOR THE TURBO SAW. 

 

 

 

 

 





















 

 
 

CCITY OF STARKVILLE 
RECOMMENDATION FOR  BOARD  ACTION 

AGENDA  ITEM NO: XI.B.3.A 
AGENDA  DATE: June 18, 2013, 
PAGE: 1 of5 

 
SUBJECT: A Front Yard Variance for property located along State Highway 12 East, Case #BAA 13-03 

 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 

 
 

FISCAL NOTE:  N/A 
 
 

REQUESTING 
DEPARTMENT:   Community Development 

DIRECTOR'S 
AUTHORIZATION: William L. Snowden 

 
 
 

FOR  MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  William L. Snowden@ 323-2525  x 119 
 
 

PRIOR BOARD  ACTION: N/A 
 
 

BOARD  AND COMMISSION ACTION: Recommend Approval 
 
 

PURCHASING: N/A 

DEADLINE:  N/A 

 
 
 

AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: N/A 
 
 
 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: N/A 
 
 
 
 

POSSIDLE MOTION: "Recommend Approval of a Front Yard Variance for property located along State Highway 
12 East, Case #BAA 13-03" 



To:  Board of Adjustments and Appeals 
 

From:   William  L. Snowden, Director of Community Development 
 

Subject: BAA Case 13-03, Petition of Clyde Pritchard, agent for Madison Retail, LLC, 
requesting a front yard variance for property located along Highway 12 East 

 
 
 

BACKGROUND 
 

The subject property is a 10.67 acre site, located on Highway 12, just north of the Research and 
Development Park. The applicant proposes the construction of approximately 168 units of student 
housing (536 bedrooms).   Ingress and egress will be off of Highway 12. The estimated construction cost 
is $17 million. All zoning requirements are met with the exception of a 25' front yard setback along 
Highway 12. 

 
 
 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE REQUEST 
 

Article IV, Section 2-176 (3) of the Zoning Ordinance sets forth the following six (6) criteria that should 
be met in granting a variance.  Each is examined below. 

 
1. Existence of Special Conditions  or Circumstance: 

 
The proposed student housing development will be located on a large, triangular piece of 

property that is bounded on the west by Highway 12 and on the east by the Kansas City Southern 
Railroad right of way.  (See attached site plan) 

 
The requested variance that the applicant is seeking is to have an 8' front yard along Highway 12 

rather than the 25' required in a B-1 Zoning District Classification.   As the attached site plan shows, the 
MDOT right of way for Highway 12 is 185' from the subject property's western most boundary.  The 
proposed apartment buildings along this stretch will be a total of 193' (185+ 8) from the Highway 12 
roadway. 

 
The building could be moved to the east to meet the 25' setback.  However, the topography of 

the eastern side of the property that abuts the railroad right of way is severely steep (a 35' drop from 
pad elevation).  If the building were moved in this direction, a 20' high, 800' long retaining wall would 
have to be constructed along the eastern railroad right of way.  This construction would not only be 
costly (about$ 320,000), but it would also require the approval of the Kansas City Southern Railroad. 

 
Therefore, special conditions and circumstances exist on the subject property. 

 
 
 

2. Conditions Not Created By the Applicant: 
 

As stated in Criteria 1, above, the subject property has two (2) unique topographical 
characteristics: 



 

 
(a)  The 185' eastern right of way on Highway 12; and (b) the steep slope on the western 
side. 

 
These conditions were not created by the applicant. 

 
 
 

3. Special Privileges Not Conferred: 
 

The granting of the front yard variance would not confer a special privilege to the 
subject property.  As stated in Criteria 1, above, the subject property has two (2) unique 
topographical characteristics: 

 
(a) The 185' Highway 12 right of way of the east side of the property; and (b) the steep 
slope on the western side. 

 
 
 

4. Hardship Conditions Exists: 
 

As stated above, there are two (2) unique topographical conditions on the subject 

property. Therefore, a hardship does exist on the subject property. 

 
 

5. Only Minimum Variance Will Be Granted: 
 

The requested relief from the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance is the minimum 
variance necessary for the reasonable use of the subject development. 

 
 
 

6. Not Injurious to the Public Welfare: 
 

Granting of this variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of the 
Zoning Ordinance and it will not be injurious to the area or otherwise detrimental to the public 
interest or welfare. 

 
 
 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
 
 

Based on the above analysis of the six (6) standards outlined in the Zoning Ordinance 
for the granting of variances, the staff recommends that the requested front yard variance be 
approved. 

 



















                                                                                                                                
 
                                                                                                                                AGENDA ITEM NO:  
                                                                                                                                AGENDA DATE: June, 18, 2013 
 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION Request authorization to advertise for source of supply bids 
for Electric Department material for the period July 1,2013, through December 31, 2013. 
 
SUBJECT: 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: 
 
FISCAL NOTE: 
 
REQUESTING                                                                         DIRECTOR'S Terry N. Kemp, General Manager 
DEPARTMENT: Electric                                                       AUTHORIZATION: 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: Terry N Kemp 323-3133 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A  
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A 
 
PURCHASING: 
 
DEADLINE: 
 
 

 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
         AMOUNT                                        DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Request authorization to advertise for source of supply bids for Electric 
Department material for the period July 1, 2013 through December 31, 2013. 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL FOR ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT TO ADVERTISE FOR 
SOURCE OF SUPPLY BIDS FOR PERIOD JULY 1, 2013  THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2013.” 
 

 



                                                                                                                                
 
                                                                                                                                AGENDA ITEM NO:  
                                                                                                                                AGENDA DATE: June, 18, 2013 
 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION  
 
 
SUBJECT: Request authorization to rent a digger derrick from Global Rental while a new digger derrick and body 
is being is placed on SED Unit 36 chassis.    SED Unit 36 will be delivered to Altec in July with the delivery of the 
new unit to SED expected end of September. 
 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  $3000/month from FY13 budget 
 
FISCAL NOTE: 
 
REQUESTING                                                                         DIRECTOR'S Terry N. Kemp, General Manager 
DEPARTMENT: Electric                                                       AUTHORIZATION: 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT: Terry N Kemp 323-3133 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A  
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A 
 
PURCHASING: 
 
DEADLINE: 
 
 

 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
         AMOUNT                                        DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Request authorization to rent a digger derrick truck from Global Rental while 
Altec is placing a digger derrick and body of SED Unit 36 chassis. 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL TO AUTHORIZE STARKVILLE ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT 
TO RENT A REPLACEMENT DIGGER DERRICK FROM GLOBAL RENTAL.” 
 



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO:   
        AGENDA DATE:    June 18, 2013                                                                                       
 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   Request authorization to issue a Request for Proposal 
(RFP) for Advanced Metering Infrastructure and Services.   This request will solicit proposals from 
qualified and experienced companies offering combined-solutions advanced metering infrastructure and 
fully-hosted AMI services for City electric and water utilities.     

                                              
 
SUBJECT:       
 
     
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:      
 
  
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S              Terry N. Kemp, General Manager 
DEPARTMENT:  Electric                AUTHORIZATION:   
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Terry Kemp   323-3133 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A   
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING:     
 
 
DEADLINE:   
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   Request the City of Starkville Board of Alderman authorize the issue of a RFP 
for Advanced Metering Infrastructure and Services for City electric and water utilities. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “Move approval for issuing an RFP for Advanced Metering Infrastructure and Service for 
City electric and water utilities.” 
 

 







































 
        AGENDA ITEM NO: 
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE: 6/18/13  
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE:                                    
 
 
SUBJECT:  May 2013 Financial Statements 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:   
  
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT:  Administration  AUTHORIZATION:  Taylor Adams City Clerk  
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:    
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION:   None 
 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:  N/A  
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Recommend approval of the May 2013 Financials   
 
 
 
 
 
 

SEE ATTACHED 
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Balance Sheet Report
City of Starkville, MS Account Summary

As Of 05/31/2013

Account Name Balance

Fund: 001 - GENERAL FUND

Assets

001-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 1,610,451.43

001-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

001-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

001-000-015-030 PETTY CASH 3,820.00

001-000-021-100 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 669,913.85

001-000-022-110 RESERVE FOR BAD DEBT-RET CHECK 4,384.04

001-000-022-111 A/R RETURNED CHECKS 21,920.43

001-000-022-113 BAD DEBT RESERVE/BAD CHECKS -13,668.62

001-000-053-202 DUE FROM OTHER FUNDS 228.34

001-000-053-206 DUE FROM WATER & SEWER FUND -604.79

001-000-053-207 DUE FROM LANDFILL 3,861.42

001-000-053-232 DUE FROM COLLECTORS FUND 91,685.00

001-000-054-205 DUE FROM STARKVILLE ELECTRIC 68,240.00

001-000-054-208 DUE FROM PARKS & RECREATION 9,071.88

001-000-070-251 FUEL INVENTORY 25,810.77

001-003-053-215 DUE FROM COPS MORE GRANT 0.00

001-005-054-208 DUE FROM PARKS & RECREATION 0.00

001-010-053-225 DUE FROM TRI-CO TASK FORCE 0.00

001-022-053-209 DUE FROM SANITATION 0.00

001-023-053-207 DUE FROM LANDFILL 0.00

001-023-053-231 DUE FROM LANDFILL 0.00

001-302-148-229 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

001-400-053-206 DUE FROM WATER & SEWER FUND 0.00

001-500-053-227 DUE FROM VEHICLE MAINTENANCE 34,500.00

001-681-053-221 DUE FROM PAYROLL CLEARING 100,000.00

2,629,613.75Total Assets: 2,629,613.75

Liability

001-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 335,358.94

001-000-118-790 SUSPENSE ACCOUNT -24,499.79

001-000-118-795 CORRECTIONS ON PAYROLL 0.00

001-000-120-618 SEIZED FUNDS 62,423.65

001-000-149-691 MUNICIPAL COURT BOND ESCROW 223,108.60

001-000-160-697 DONATION FIRE 3,147.90

001-000-160-698 DONATION POLICE 3,222.20

001-000-160-700 SPD SPECIAL PROJECTS/DONATIONS 0.00

001-000-160-709 ADA WORKSHOP 0.00

001-000-164-260 COURT COLLECTION FEE 2,777.25

001-000-189-658 DUE TO OTHER FUND 70,543.66

001-500-185-665 DUE TO CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP 0.00

001-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND -829.00

675,253.41Total Liability:

Equity

001-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 2,298,909.04

001-000-192-985 RESERVED FOR INVENTORY 6,179.51

2,305,088.55Total Beginning Equity:

11,516,668.88Total Revenue

11,867,397.09Total Expense

-350,728.21Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 2,629,613.75

1,954,360.34Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):



Balance Sheet Report As Of 05/31/2013

6/13/2013 3:38:32 PM Page 2 of 23

Account Name Balance

Fund: 002 - RESTRICTED POLICE FUND

Assets

002-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 35,598.77

002-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

002-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

35,598.77Total Assets: 35,598.77

Liability

002-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

002-000-120-618 SEIZED FUNDS 3,756.87

002-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

3,756.87Total Liability:

Equity

002-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 27,414.37

27,414.37Total Beginning Equity:

10,597.50Total Revenue

6,169.97Total Expense

4,427.53Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 35,598.77

31,841.90Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):



Balance Sheet Report As Of 05/31/2013
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 003 - RESTRICTED FIRE FUND

Assets

003-000-001-001 003 DUE TO A/P & PY POOL 42,641.33

003-000-001-012 CASH-DGNB 0.00

42,641.33Total Assets: 42,641.33

Liability

003-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

003-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

003-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

003-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 42,641.33

003-000-191-975 RESTRICTED FIRE FUND 0.00

42,641.33Total Beginning Equity:

0.00Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

0.00Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 42,641.33

42,641.33Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):



Balance Sheet Report As Of 05/31/2013
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 015 - AIRPORT FUND

Assets

015-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 130,415.71

015-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

015-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK -67,110.38

015-000-001-022 FAA CASH IN BANK/CADENCE 0.00

015-000-001-023 FAA CITY OF STK/BANKFIRST 0.00

015-000-021-081 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 225.00

015-000-055-203 DUE FROM T C HAWKINS -147.50

63,382.83Total Assets: 63,382.83

Liability

015-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 3,690.63

015-681-148-661 DUE TO PAYROLL CLEARING 0.00

015-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

3,690.63Total Liability:

Equity

015-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 3,455.73

015-000-193-982 FUND BALANCE-RESTRICTED AIRPRT 0.20

3,455.93Total Beginning Equity:

112,953.36Total Revenue

56,717.09Total Expense

56,236.27Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 63,382.83

59,692.20Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 016 - RESTRICTED AIRPORT

Assets

016-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 227,287.95

016-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 67,110.38

016-000-001-022 FAA CASH IN BANK/CADENCE 0.00

294,398.33Total Assets: 294,398.33

Liability

016-000-100-600 POOLED ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

016-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

016-000-193-982 FUND BALANCE-RESTRICTED AIRPORT 617,752.08

617,752.08Total Beginning Equity:

0.00Total Revenue

323,353.75Total Expense

-323,353.75Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 294,398.33

294,398.33Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 022 - SANITATION

Assets

022-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 75,625.10

022-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

022-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

022-000-021-100 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 410,265.93

022-000-053-207 DUE FROM LANDFILL 0.00

022-000-082-331 IMPROVMENTS OTHER THAN BUILDINGS 0.00

022-000-086-322 NEW VEHICLE 0.00

022-000-086-323 COMPUTERS & COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 0.00

022-000-088-321 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 3,995,733.50

022-000-096-341 BUILDING 0.00

022-000-097-391 ALLOWANCE FOR DEPRECIATION -2,448,142.00

2,033,482.53Total Assets: 2,033,482.53

Liability

022-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 31,343.36

022-000-118-606 ACCRUED LEAVE 54,489.74

022-000-118-790 SUSPENSE ACCOUNT -309.61

022-000-189-690 LEASE PAYABLE 812,553.32

022-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 48.93

022-001-148-651 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

022-500-185-665 DUE TO CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP 0.00

022-681-148-661 DUE TO PAYROLL CLEARING 0.00

022-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

898,125.74Total Liability:

Equity

022-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 1,174,137.22

1,174,137.22Total Beginning Equity:

1,679,829.25Total Revenue

1,718,609.68Total Expense

-38,780.43Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 2,033,482.53

1,135,356.79Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 023 - LANDFILL ACCOUNT

Assets

023-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 34,621.07

023-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

023-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

023-000-021-102 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-CITY -33.00

023-000-021-104 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-COUNTY 34,093.18

023-000-021-105 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-OTHER 144.15

023-000-021-106 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-GATE 29,037.84

023-000-021-108 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-STATE ASSESS -557.36

023-000-022-113 BAD DEBT RESERVE/BAD CHECKS 716.00

023-000-080-300 LAND 16,800.00

023-000-082-310 TRANSFER STATION 24,110.00

023-000-082-331 IMPROVMENTS OTHER THAN BUILDINGS 0.00

023-000-086-322 NEW VEHICLE 25,000.00

023-000-088-320 EQUIPMENT 868,820.86

023-000-088-321 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 0.00

023-000-096-341 BUILDING 0.00

023-000-097-391 ALLOWANCE FOR DEPRECIATION -750,602.71

282,150.03Total Assets: 282,150.03

Liability

023-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 19,180.05

023-000-118-606 ACCRUED LEAVE 6,090.66

023-000-189-658 DUE TO OTHER FUNDS 0.00

023-000-189-690 LEASE PAYABLE 82,388.56

023-001-148- DUE TO GENERAL FUND 2,284.27

023-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

023-001-148-651 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

023-500-185-665 DUE TO CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP 0.00

023-681-148-661 DUE TO PAYROLL CLEARING 0.00

023-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

109,943.54Total Liability:

Equity

023-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 153,371.71

023-000-191-991 RETAINED EARNINGS 0.00

153,371.71Total Beginning Equity:

192,262.10Total Revenue

173,427.32Total Expense

18,834.78Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 282,150.03

172,206.49Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 102 - CDBG HENDERSON STREET PROJECT

Assets

102-000-001-001 102 DUE TO A/P & PY POOL 0.00

102-000-001-012 CASH-DGNB 0.00

102-000-001-016 CASH-DBNG 11 2956 8 0.00

102-000-051-122 NOTES RECEIVABLE-APARTMENTS 14.19

14.19Total Assets: 14.19

Liability

102-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

102-000-188-692 REHAB/BLDG ESCROW 6,475.91

102-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

102-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

6,475.91Total Liability:

Equity

102-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE -6,461.25

-6,461.25Total Beginning Equity:

0.00Total Revenue

0.47Total Expense

-0.47Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 14.19

-6,461.72Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 104 - CDBG IVY GUEST HOUSE LOAN

Assets

104-000-022-110 RESERVE FOR BAD DEBT-RET CHECK -250,000.00

104-000-051-120 NOTES RECEIVABLE 250,000.00

0.00Total Assets: 0.00

Liability

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

0.00Total Beginning Equity:

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 0.00

0.00Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 105 - 1994 2% RESTAURANT TAX

Assets

105-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 3,527.04

105-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

105-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

3,527.04Total Assets: 3,527.04

Liability

105-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

105-682-148-654 DUE TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

105-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 3,527.04

3,527.04Total Beginning Equity:

0.00Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

0.00Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 3,527.04

3,527.04Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 106 - LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS

Assets

106-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 3,264.01

106-000-001-011 CASH IN BANK FIRST 0.00

106-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

3,264.01Total Assets: 3,264.01

Liability

106-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

106-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 3,264.01

3,264.01Total Beginning Equity:

0.00Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

0.00Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 3,264.01

3,264.01Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 107 - COMPUTER ASSESMENTS

Assets

107-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH -45,897.16

107-000-001-011 CASH IN BANK FIRST 0.00

107-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

-45,897.16Total Assets: -45,897.16

Liability

107-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

107-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

107-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE -25,684.62

-25,684.62Total Beginning Equity:

45,425.01Total Revenue

65,637.55Total Expense

-20,212.54Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): -45,897.16

-45,897.16Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 116 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROGRAM

Assets

116-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 0.00

116-000-001-017 CASH-DGNG 02 0372 9 0.00

116-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

116-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

116-000-021-112 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-RET CHECKS 281.29

116-000-022-113 BAD DEBT RESERVE/BAD CHECKS -200.45

80.84Total Assets: 80.84

Liability

116-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

116-000-118-790 SUSPENSE ACCOUNT -32.34

-32.34Total Liability:

Equity

116-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 31,482.68

31,482.68Total Beginning Equity:

0.00Total Revenue

31,369.50Total Expense

-31,369.50Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 80.84

113.18Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 120 - TVA HEWLETT WOOD PROD & IVY GUEST HOUSE

Assets

120-000-051-121 NOTE RECEIVABLE-GLOBAL AIRCRFT 41,698.65

41,698.65Total Assets: 41,698.65

Liability

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

120-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 21,966.71

120-000-193-983 FUND BALANCE-HOTEL 19,731.94

41,698.65Total Beginning Equity:

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 41,698.65

41,698.65Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 125 - MIDDLETON MARKETPLACE TIF BOND

Assets

125-000-001-001 125-DUE TO A/P & PY POOL 0.00

125-000-001-013 CASH IN BANK/CADENCE 2,204.80

2,204.80Total Assets: 2,204.80

Liability

125-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

125-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

125-682-148-653 DUE TO ACCTS PAYABLE 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

125-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 2,198.33

2,198.33Total Beginning Equity:

6.47Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

6.47Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 2,204.80

2,204.80Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 150 - FEDERAL FORFEITED FUNDS

Assets

150-000-001-001 DUE TO A/P & PY POOL 0.00

150-000-001-013 CASH IN BANK/CADENCE 50.00

50.00Total Assets: 50.00

Liability

150-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

150-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 0.00

0.00Total Beginning Equity:

50.00Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

50.00Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 50.00

50.00Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 202 - CITY BOND & INTEREST

Assets

202-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 78,168.72

202-000-001-013 CASH IN BANK/CADENCE 23,803.05

202-000-001-019 CASH-M & F 5500004 0.00

202-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK -23,803.05

202-000-053-201 DUE FROM ECONOMIC DEV/TOURISM 86,363.51

164,532.23Total Assets: 164,532.23

Liability

202-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

202-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

202-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

202-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 114,046.56

114,046.56Total Beginning Equity:

1,234,508.19Total Revenue

1,184,022.52Total Expense

50,485.67Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 164,532.23

164,532.23Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 203 - SCHOOL BOND & INTEREST

Assets

203-000-001-001 203 DUE TO A/P & PY POOL 0.00

203-000-001-010 CASH DGNB 11 2833 9 0.00

203-000-001-013 SCHOOL B & I/CADENCE BANK 472,312.99

472,312.99Total Assets: 472,312.99

Liability

203-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

203-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 471,001.47

471,001.47Total Beginning Equity:

1,311.52Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

1,311.52Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 472,312.99

472,312.99Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 304 - 2009 ROAD MAINTENANCE BOND

Assets

304-000-001-001 304 DUE TO A/P & PY POOL 0.00

304-000-001-011 CASH IN BANK FIRST 0.00

304-000-001-013 CASH IN BANK/CADENCE 0.00

0.00Total Assets: 0.00

Liability

304-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

304-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

304-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 248,591.30

248,591.30Total Beginning Equity:

627,093.82Total Revenue

875,685.12Total Expense

-248,591.30Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 0.00

0.00Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 375 - PARK AND REC TOURISM

Assets

375-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 386,956.31

375-000-001-014 CASH IN THE BANK 0.00

375-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

386,956.31Total Assets: 386,956.31

Liability

375-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

375-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

375-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 450,876.40

450,876.40Total Beginning Equity:

419,966.31Total Revenue

483,886.40Total Expense

-63,920.09Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 386,956.31

386,956.31Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 400 - WATER & SEWER DEPARTMENTS

Assets

400-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 3,537,837.45

400-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

400-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

400-000-001-024 WATER/BANCROPSOUTH 0.00

400-000-015-030 PETTY CASH 50.00

400-000-021-100 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 10,995.50

400-000-021-101 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABE-W/S SALES 944,167.04

400-000-021-105 ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE-OTHER 94,844.21

400-000-021-107 A/R-WATER UNBILLED 158,383.79

400-000-021-109 A/R-SEWER UNBILLED 100,580.19

400-000-054-204 DUE FROM SED 144,038.89

400-000-070-250 INVENTORY 243,269.47

400-000-080-300 LAND 0.00

400-000-082-310 TRANSFER STATION 0.00

400-000-082-331 IMPROVMENTS OTHER THAN BUILDINGS 0.00

400-000-086-322 NEW VEHICLE 0.00

400-000-086-323 COMPUTERS & COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 0.00

400-000-088-321 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT -711,899.00

400-000-096-340 WATER & SEWER PLANT 45,957,989.00

400-000-097-390 ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION -24,834,276.00

25,645,980.54Total Assets: 25,645,980.54

Liability

400-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 158,362.89

400-000-100-601 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE -9,134.98

400-000-108-605 CUSTOMER DEPOSITS PAYABLE 295,218.89

400-000-118-606 ACCRUED LEAVE 62,222.74

400-000-147-662 DUE TO STARKVILLE ELECTRIC 2,788.49

400-000-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 1,764.04

400-000-159-696 ACCRUED TAXES PAYABLE 115,008.86

400-000-160-699 ORDINANCE 2006-01 11,136.58

400-000-171-701 CAP LOAN #06-347-CP-01 259,754.00

400-000-172-702 ADVANCE-CITY OF STARKVILLE 438,545.00

400-000-174-703 WATER POLLUTION CONTROL #2 238,442.00

400-000-175-704 DRINKING WATER IMP REV LOAN 369,727.00

400-000-176-705 DRINKING WATER REV LOAN #2 917,853.00

400-000-177-706 DRINKING WATER REV LOAN #3 1,294,856.00

400-000-178-707 DRINKING WATER REV LOAN #4 706,339.00

400-000-179-708 WATER POLLUTION CONTROL REV LO 2,654,295.00

400-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND -3,440.21

400-001-148-651 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 0.00

400-500-185-665 DUE TO CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP 0.00

400-681-148-661 DUE TO PAYROLL CLEARING 505.97

400-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

7,514,244.27Total Liability:

Equity

400-000-180-970 CONTRIBUTIONS-FED & OTHER GRNT 8,967,665.26

400-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 0.00

400-000-191-991 RETAINED EARNINGS 8,669,212.06

17,636,877.32Total Beginning Equity:

6,417,431.71Total Revenue

5,922,572.76Total Expense

494,858.95Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 25,645,980.54

18,131,736.27Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 500 - CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP

Assets

500-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH -150,721.84

500-000-001-020 CITY OF STK/BANK FIRST 0.00

500-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

500-000-053-200 DUE FROM GENERAL FUND 0.00

500-000-053-206 DUE FROM WATER & SEWER FUND 0.00

500-000-053-207 DUE FROM LANDFILL -0.72

500-000-053-209 DUE FROM SANITATION -2,824.22

500-000-054-205 DUE FROM STARKVILLE ELECTRIC 0.00

500-000-054-208 DUE FROM PARKS & RECREATION -2,596.07

500-000-070-250 INVENTORY 42,199.87

500-000-082-330 SHOP IMPROVEMENTS 77,970.89

500-000-086-322 NEW VEHICLE 0.00

500-000-086-323 COMPUTERS & COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 0.00

500-000-088-321 MACHINERY & EQUIPMENT 63,758.11

500-000-096-341 BUILDING 0.00

500-000-097-390 ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION -89,214.00

-61,427.98Total Assets: -61,427.98

Liability

500-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 5,713.87

500-000-118-606 ACCRUED LEAVE 11,693.52

500-000-118-790 SUSPENSE ACCOUNT -434.69

500-001-148-650 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 3.00

500-001-148-651 DUE TO GENERAL FUND 34,500.00

500-681-148-661 DUE TO PAYROLL CLEARING 0.00

500-682-148-652 DUE TO A/P CLEARING FUND 0.00

51,475.70Total Liability:

Equity

500-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE -193,438.86

500-000-195-993 CONTIBUTED CAPITAL 141,448.00

-51,990.86Total Beginning Equity:

115,447.31Total Revenue

176,360.13Total Expense

-60,912.82Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): -61,427.98

-112,903.68Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Account Name Balance

Fund: 604 - UNEMPLOYMENT FUND

Assets

604-000-001-001 CLAIM ON POOLED CASH 77,820.15

604-000-001-011 CASH IN BANK FIRST 0.00

604-000-001-021 CITY OF STK/CADENCE BANK 0.00

77,820.15Total Assets: 77,820.15

Liability

604-000-100-600 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 0.00

0.00Total Liability:

Equity

604-000-190-990 FUND BALANCE 57,820.15

57,820.15Total Beginning Equity:

20,000.00Total Revenue

0.00Total Expense

20,000.00Revenues Over/Under Expenses

Total Liabilities, Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit): 77,820.15

77,820.15Total Equity and Current Surplus (Deficit):
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Budget Report
City of Starkville, MS Group Summary

For Fiscal: 2012-2013 Period Ending: 05/31/2013

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

ActivityCategory
Current

Total Budget
Original

Total Budget
Percent

Used

Fund: 001 - GENERAL FUND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

200 - TAXES 4,467,956.66420,487.304,979,397.00 4,979,397.00 -511,440.34 -89.73 %

220 - LICENSES AND PERMITS 108,118.069,818.00203,050.00 203,050.00 -94,931.94 -53.25 %

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 5,065,106.71596,665.017,799,215.00 7,799,215.00 -2,734,108.29 -64.94 %

280 - CHARGES FOR GOVERNMENTAL SERVICES 15,197.000.0039,500.00 39,500.00 -24,303.00 -38.47 %

330 - FINES AND FORFEITS 1,006,038.8491,203.731,395,300.00 1,395,300.00 -389,261.16 -72.10 %

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 98,985.127,253.60103,780.00 103,780.00 -4,794.88 -95.38 %

360 - CHARGES FOR SERVICES 15,056.7619.8720,540.00 20,540.00 -5,483.24 -73.30 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 740,209.73106,689.222,301,200.00 2,301,200.00 -1,560,990.27 -32.17 %

11,516,668.881,232,136.7316,841,982.00 16,841,982.00 -5,325,313.12Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -68.38 %

11,516,668.881,232,136.7316,841,982.00 16,841,982.00 -5,325,313.12Total Revenue: -68.38 %

Expense

Department: 100 - BOARD OF ALDERMEN

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 90,817.8413,646.85137,560.00 137,560.00 46,742.16 66.02 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 10,240.50622.0726,750.00 26,750.00 16,509.50 38.28 %

101,058.3414,268.92164,310.00 164,310.00 63,251.66Total Department: 100 - BOARD OF ALDERMEN: 61.50 %

Department: 110 - MUNICIPAL COURT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 243,371.2139,782.05363,535.00 363,535.00 120,163.79 66.95 %

500 - SUPPLIES 8,221.732,034.2210,000.00 10,000.00 1,778.27 82.22 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 13,792.801,963.2123,525.00 23,525.00 9,732.20 58.63 %

265,385.7443,779.48397,060.00 397,060.00 131,674.26Total Department: 110 - MUNICIPAL COURT: 66.84 %

Department: 111 - YOUTH COURT

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 609.6269.70550.00 550.00 -59.62 110.84 %

609.6269.70550.00 550.00 -59.62Total Department: 111 - YOUTH COURT: 110.84 %

Department: 120 - MAYORS OFFICE

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 129,873.3521,739.81193,458.00 193,458.00 63,584.65 67.13 %

500 - SUPPLIES 1,082.03116.747,000.00 7,000.00 5,917.97 15.46 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 8,681.57690.8828,800.00 28,800.00 20,118.43 30.14 %

139,636.9522,547.43229,258.00 229,258.00 89,621.05Total Department: 120 - MAYORS OFFICE: 60.91 %

Department: 123 - IT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 97,651.2515,737.01148,893.00 148,893.00 51,241.75 65.58 %

500 - SUPPLIES 1,380.7677.493,000.00 3,000.00 1,619.24 46.03 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 39,722.072,775.6745,478.00 45,478.00 5,755.93 87.34 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 61,500.280.0020,000.00 20,000.00 -41,500.28 307.50 %

200,254.3618,590.17217,371.00 217,371.00 17,116.64Total Department: 123 - IT: 92.13 %

Department: 130 - ELECTIONS

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 0.000.001,000.00 1,000.00 1,000.00 0.00 %

500 - SUPPLIES 559.050.0015,000.00 15,000.00 14,440.95 3.73 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 12,893.175,608.3424,000.00 24,000.00 11,106.83 53.72 %

13,452.225,608.3440,000.00 40,000.00 26,547.78Total Department: 130 - ELECTIONS: 33.63 %

Department: 142 - CITY CLERKS OFFICE

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 222,183.7336,085.00380,742.00 380,742.00 158,558.27 58.36 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 89,740.8036,338.0985,000.00 102,468.00 12,727.20 87.58 %

311,924.5372,423.09465,742.00 483,210.00 171,285.47Total Department: 142 - CITY CLERKS OFFICE: 64.55 %

Department: 145 - OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 1,905.560.002,500.00 2,500.00 594.44 76.22 %

500 - SUPPLIES 9,836.39495.8612,000.00 12,000.00 2,163.61 81.97 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 448,997.7750,444.58634,087.00 634,087.00 185,089.23 70.81 %
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Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

ActivityCategory
Current

Total Budget
Original

Total Budget
Percent

Used

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 5,603.310.000.00 0.00 -5,603.31 0.00 %

466,343.0350,940.44648,587.00 648,587.00 182,243.97Total Department: 145 - OTHER ADMINISTRATIVE: 71.90 %

Department: 159 - BONDING-CITY EMPLOYEES

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 2,100.00350.009,000.00 9,000.00 6,900.00 23.33 %

2,100.00350.009,000.00 9,000.00 6,900.00Total Department: 159 - BONDING-CITY EMPLOYEES: 23.33 %

Department: 160 - ATTORNEY AND STAFF

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 54,148.609,290.4980,518.00 80,518.00 26,369.40 67.25 %

54,148.609,290.4980,518.00 80,518.00 26,369.40Total Department: 160 - ATTORNEY AND STAFF: 67.25 %

Department: 169 - LEGAL

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 114,688.781,000.00160,000.00 160,000.00 45,311.22 71.68 %

114,688.781,000.00160,000.00 160,000.00 45,311.22Total Department: 169 - LEGAL: 71.68 %

Department: 180 - PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 69,751.5210,995.28102,043.00 102,043.00 32,291.48 68.36 %

500 - SUPPLIES 1,684.56521.203,000.00 3,000.00 1,315.44 56.15 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 564.468.607,600.00 7,600.00 7,035.54 7.43 %

72,000.5411,525.08112,643.00 112,643.00 40,642.46Total Department: 180 - PERSONNEL ADMINISTRATION: 63.92 %

Department: 190 - CITY PLANNER

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 78,066.9316,634.53195,415.00 195,415.00 117,348.07 39.95 %

500 - SUPPLIES 1,507.79126.446,150.00 6,150.00 4,642.21 24.52 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 13,784.06961.7034,768.00 34,768.00 20,983.94 39.65 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 1,197.170.000.00 0.00 -1,197.17 0.00 %

94,555.9517,722.67236,333.00 236,333.00 141,777.05Total Department: 190 - CITY PLANNER: 40.01 %

Department: 192 - GENERAL GOVERN BLDG & PLANT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 20,016.023,048.9428,924.00 28,924.00 8,907.98 69.20 %

500 - SUPPLIES 805.88140.003,500.00 3,500.00 2,694.12 23.03 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 17,608.051,975.4143,200.00 43,200.00 25,591.95 40.76 %

38,429.955,164.3575,624.00 75,624.00 37,194.05Total Department: 192 - GENERAL GOVERN BLDG & PLANT: 50.82 %

Department: 194 - OTHER-OUTSIDE CONTRIB & APPRSL

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 9,236.000.0039,052.00 39,052.00 29,816.00 23.65 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 0.000.002,000.00 2,000.00 2,000.00 0.00 %

9,236.000.0041,052.00 41,052.00 31,816.00Total Department: 194 - OTHER-OUTSIDE CONTRIB & APPRSL: 22.50 %

Department: 195 - TRANSFERS TO OTHER AGENCIES

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 500.000.005,000.00 5,000.00 4,500.00 10.00 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 232,017.3859,768.32221,847.00 221,847.00 -10,170.38 104.58 %

990 - TRANSFERS 23,201.370.0010,000.00 30,000.00 6,798.63 77.34 %

255,718.7559,768.32236,847.00 256,847.00 1,128.25Total Department: 195 - TRANSFERS TO OTHER AGENCIES: 99.56 %

Department: 196 - CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 11,964.935,284.9765,000.00 65,000.00 53,035.07 18.41 %

11,964.935,284.9765,000.00 65,000.00 53,035.07Total Department: 196 - CEMETERY ADMINISTRATION: 18.41 %

Department: 197 - ENGINEERING

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 116,007.9218,780.08167,551.00 167,551.00 51,543.08 69.24 %

500 - SUPPLIES 1,309.71177.151,700.00 1,700.00 390.29 77.04 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 14,630.103,212.5717,036.00 17,036.00 2,405.90 85.88 %

131,947.7322,169.80186,287.00 186,287.00 54,339.27Total Department: 197 - ENGINEERING: 70.83 %

Department: 200 - POLICE ADMINISTRATION

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 69,256.3411,411.41100,455.00 100,455.00 31,198.66 68.94 %

69,256.3411,411.41100,455.00 100,455.00 31,198.66Total Department: 200 - POLICE ADMINISTRATION: 68.94 %

Department: 201 - POLICE DEPARTMENT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 2,060,478.84335,072.303,047,615.00 3,047,615.00 987,136.16 67.61 %

500 - SUPPLIES 204,684.3326,461.05180,796.00 180,796.00 -23,888.33 113.21 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 233,661.8018,345.01233,529.00 233,529.00 -132.80 100.06 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 0.000.00132,200.00 132,200.00 132,200.00 0.00 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 55,709.544,701.1650,000.00 50,000.00 -5,709.54 111.42 %

2,554,534.51384,579.523,644,140.00 3,644,140.00 1,089,605.49Total Department: 201 - POLICE DEPARTMENT: 70.10 %
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Department: 204 - SEATBELT GRANT

500 - SUPPLIES 471.47471.476,750.00 6,750.00 6,278.53 6.98 %

471.47471.476,750.00 6,750.00 6,278.53Total Department: 204 - SEATBELT GRANT: 6.98 %

Department: 215 - CUSTODY OF PRISONERS

500 - SUPPLIES 110,552.5710,856.40195,000.00 195,000.00 84,447.43 56.69 %

110,552.5710,856.40195,000.00 195,000.00 84,447.43Total Department: 215 - CUSTODY OF PRISONERS: 56.69 %

Department: 230 - POLICE TRAINING

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 29,900.6515,830.9824,292.00 24,292.00 -5,608.65 123.09 %

29,900.6515,830.9824,292.00 24,292.00 -5,608.65Total Department: 230 - POLICE TRAINING: 123.09 %

Department: 237 - FIRING RANGE

500 - SUPPLIES 48.000.008,000.00 8,000.00 7,952.00 0.60 %

48.000.008,000.00 8,000.00 7,952.00Total Department: 237 - FIRING RANGE: 0.60 %

Department: 240 - POLICE-COMMUNICATION SERV

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 5,251.00997.006,750.00 6,750.00 1,499.00 77.79 %

5,251.00997.006,750.00 6,750.00 1,499.00Total Department: 240 - POLICE-COMMUNICATION SERV: 77.79 %

Department: 244 - WIRELESS COMMUNICATION

800 - DEBT SERVICE 21,137.392,641.1931,695.00 31,695.00 10,557.61 66.69 %

21,137.392,641.1931,695.00 31,695.00 10,557.61Total Department: 244 - WIRELESS COMMUNICATION: 66.69 %

Department: 245 - DISPATCHERS

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 163,553.4429,294.70240,452.00 240,452.00 76,898.56 68.02 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 24,194.0014,194.0040,000.00 40,000.00 15,806.00 60.49 %

187,747.4443,488.70280,452.00 280,452.00 92,704.56Total Department: 245 - DISPATCHERS: 66.94 %

Department: 250 - NARCOTICS BUREAU

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 12,527.04902.0526,027.00 26,027.00 13,499.96 48.13 %

12,527.04902.0526,027.00 26,027.00 13,499.96Total Department: 250 - NARCOTICS BUREAU: 48.13 %

Department: 254 - DUI GRANT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 57,696.7810,489.5984,257.00 84,257.00 26,560.22 68.48 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 4,292.901,908.0010,563.00 10,563.00 6,270.10 40.64 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.001,200.00 1,200.00 1,200.00 0.00 %

61,989.6812,397.5996,020.00 96,020.00 34,030.32Total Department: 254 - DUI GRANT: 64.56 %

Department: 260 - FIRE ADMINISTRATION

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 59,659.049,814.8486,694.00 86,694.00 27,034.96 68.82 %

59,659.049,814.8486,694.00 86,694.00 27,034.96Total Department: 260 - FIRE ADMINISTRATION: 68.82 %

Department: 261 - FIRE DEPARTMENT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 2,137,556.15325,012.353,167,256.00 3,167,256.00 1,029,699.85 67.49 %

500 - SUPPLIES 43,903.645,836.1460,950.00 60,950.00 17,046.36 72.03 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 99,516.6810,369.36140,785.00 140,785.00 41,268.32 70.69 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 128,460.640.0052,236.00 52,236.00 -76,224.64 245.92 %

2,409,437.11341,217.853,421,227.00 3,421,227.00 1,011,789.89Total Department: 261 - FIRE DEPARTMENT: 70.43 %

Department: 262 - FIRE PREVENTION

500 - SUPPLIES 3,242.92320.456,000.00 6,000.00 2,757.08 54.05 %

3,242.92320.456,000.00 6,000.00 2,757.08Total Department: 262 - FIRE PREVENTION: 54.05 %

Department: 263 - FIRE TRAINING

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 31,276.756,339.9437,842.00 37,842.00 6,565.25 82.65 %

31,276.756,339.9437,842.00 37,842.00 6,565.25Total Department: 263 - FIRE TRAINING: 82.65 %

Department: 264 - FIRE COMMUNICATIONS

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 31,451.804,429.2448,514.00 48,514.00 17,062.20 64.83 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 13,323.521,665.4419,985.00 19,985.00 6,661.48 66.67 %

44,775.326,094.6868,499.00 68,499.00 23,723.68Total Department: 264 - FIRE COMMUNICATIONS: 65.37 %

Department: 267 - FIRE STATIONS AND BUILDINGS

500 - SUPPLIES 17,539.484,585.3225,000.00 25,000.00 7,460.52 70.16 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 32,580.123,951.2455,000.00 55,000.00 22,419.88 59.24 %

50,119.608,536.5680,000.00 80,000.00 29,880.40Total Department: 267 - FIRE STATIONS AND BUILDINGS: 62.65 %
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Department: 281 - BUILDING/CODES OFFICE

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 104,342.4015,437.76195,364.00 195,364.00 91,021.60 53.41 %

500 - SUPPLIES 3,841.31415.517,150.00 7,150.00 3,308.69 53.72 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 10,576.481,425.1820,354.00 20,354.00 9,777.52 51.96 %

118,760.1917,278.45222,868.00 222,868.00 104,107.81Total Department: 281 - BUILDING/CODES OFFICE: 53.29 %

Department: 290 - CIVIL DEFENSE/WARNING SYSTEM

500 - SUPPLIES 0.000.00500.00 500.00 500.00 0.00 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 10,309.83463.745,000.00 5,000.00 -5,309.83 206.20 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.002,500.00 5,032.00 5,032.00 0.00 %

10,309.83463.748,000.00 10,532.00 222.17Total Department: 290 - CIVIL DEFENSE/WARNING SYSTEM: 97.89 %

Department: 293 - HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 13,815.3813,815.380.00 0.00 -13,815.38 0.00 %

13,815.3813,815.380.00 0.00 -13,815.38Total Department: 293 - HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT: 0.00 %

Department: 301 - STREET DEPARTMENT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 373,276.9350,374.80562,301.00 562,301.00 189,024.07 66.38 %

500 - SUPPLIES 134,877.5132,638.28137,022.00 137,022.00 2,144.49 98.43 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 57,312.311,880.9268,272.00 68,272.00 10,959.69 83.95 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 46,508.000.000.00 0.00 -46,508.00 0.00 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 6,657.47595.2664,699.00 64,699.00 58,041.53 10.29 %

618,632.2285,489.26832,294.00 832,294.00 213,661.78Total Department: 301 - STREET DEPARTMENT: 74.33 %

Department: 302 - STREET LIGHTING

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 318,597.6136,145.00450,000.00 450,000.00 131,402.39 70.80 %

318,597.6136,145.00450,000.00 450,000.00 131,402.39Total Department: 302 - STREET LIGHTING: 70.80 %

Department: 319 - SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

500 - SUPPLIES 0.000.009,700.00 9,700.00 9,700.00 0.00 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 14,473.670.0059,036.00 59,036.00 44,562.33 24.52 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 150,941.420.00211,681.00 211,681.00 60,739.58 71.31 %

165,415.090.00280,417.00 280,417.00 115,001.91Total Department: 319 - SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL: 58.99 %

Department: 360 - ANIMAL CONTROL

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 51,049.438,362.9274,424.00 74,424.00 23,374.57 68.59 %

500 - SUPPLIES 375.730.004,400.00 4,400.00 4,024.27 8.54 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 11,191.211,849.2416,000.00 16,000.00 4,808.79 69.95 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 106,000.0026,500.00106,000.00 106,000.00 0.00 100.00 %

168,616.3736,712.16200,824.00 200,824.00 32,207.63Total Department: 360 - ANIMAL CONTROL: 83.96 %

Department: 500 - LIBRARIES

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 170,400.0042,600.00170,400.00 170,400.00 0.00 100.00 %

170,400.0042,600.00170,400.00 170,400.00 0.00Total Department: 500 - LIBRARIES: 100.00 %

Department: 541 - MSU COOPERATIVE PROJECTS HORSE PARK

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 50,000.0012,500.0050,000.00 50,000.00 0.00 100.00 %

50,000.0012,500.0050,000.00 50,000.00 0.00Total Department: 541 - MSU COOPERATIVE PROJECTS HORSE PARK: 100.00 %

Department: 550 - PARKS AND REC DEPARTMENT

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 703,666.7070,366.67844,400.00 844,400.00 140,733.30 83.33 %

703,666.7070,366.67844,400.00 844,400.00 140,733.30Total Department: 550 - PARKS AND REC DEPARTMENT: 83.33 %

Department: 600 - CAPITAL PROJECTS

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 5,890.51517.1410,000.00 10,000.00 4,109.49 58.91 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 755,762.44184,988.56740,000.00 720,000.00 -35,762.44 104.97 %

761,652.95185,505.70750,000.00 730,000.00 -31,652.95Total Department: 600 - CAPITAL PROJECTS: 104.34 %

Department: 653 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROG

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 6,500.000.0013,500.00 13,500.00 7,000.00 48.15 %

6,500.000.0013,500.00 13,500.00 7,000.00Total Department: 653 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROG: 48.15 %

Department: 800 - DEBT SERVICE

800 - DEBT SERVICE 804,847.908,255.74854,569.00 854,569.00 49,721.10 94.18 %

804,847.908,255.74854,569.00 854,569.00 49,721.10Total Department: 800 - DEBT SERVICE: 94.18 %



Budget Report For Fiscal: 2012-2013 Period Ending: 05/31/2013

6/13/2013 3:45:58 PM Page 5 of 26

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

ActivityCategory
Current

Total Budget
Original

Total Budget
Percent

Used

Department: 900 - INTERFUND TRANSACTIONS

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 20,800.00800.00678,685.00 658,685.00 637,885.00 3.16 %

20,800.00800.00678,685.00 658,685.00 637,885.00Total Department: 900 - INTERFUND TRANSACTIONS: 3.16 %

11,867,397.091,726,335.9816,841,982.00 16,841,982.00 4,974,584.91Total Expense: 70.46 %

-350,728.21-494,199.250.00 0.00 -350,728.21Total Fund: 001 - GENERAL FUND:
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Fund: 002 - RESTRICTED POLICE FUND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

330 - FINES AND FORFEITS 10,597.500.0020,000.00 20,000.00 -9,402.50 -52.99 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.0023,892.00 23,892.00 -23,892.00 0.00 %

10,597.500.0043,892.00 43,892.00 -33,294.50Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -24.14 %

10,597.500.0043,892.00 43,892.00 -33,294.50Total Revenue: -24.14 %

Expense

Department: 251 - DRUG EDUCATION FUND

500 - SUPPLIES 3,730.021,698.3713,750.00 13,750.00 10,019.98 27.13 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,678.0027.002,500.00 2,500.00 822.00 67.12 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 761.950.000.00 0.00 -761.95 0.00 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.0027,642.00 27,642.00 27,642.00 0.00 %

6,169.971,725.3743,892.00 43,892.00 37,722.03Total Department: 251 - DRUG EDUCATION FUND: 14.06 %

6,169.971,725.3743,892.00 43,892.00 37,722.03Total Expense: 14.06 %

4,427.53-1,725.370.00 0.00 4,427.53Total Fund: 002 - RESTRICTED POLICE FUND:
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Fund: 003 - RESTRICTED FIRE FUND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 0.000.00124,488.00 124,488.00 -124,488.00 0.00 %

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 0.000.0010.00 10.00 -10.00 0.00 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.0042,945.00 42,945.00 -42,945.00 0.00 %

0.000.00167,443.00 167,443.00 -167,443.00Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: 0.00 %

0.000.00167,443.00 167,443.00 -167,443.00Total Revenue: 0.00 %

Expense

Department: 560 - MISSING DESCRIPTION FOR DEPT - 560

500 - SUPPLIES 0.000.0010,367.00 10,367.00 10,367.00 0.00 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 0.000.00104,314.00 104,314.00 104,314.00 0.00 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.0052,762.00 52,762.00 52,762.00 0.00 %

0.000.00167,443.00 167,443.00 167,443.00Total Department: 560 - MISSING DESCRIPTION FOR DEPT - 560: 0.00 %

0.000.00167,443.00 167,443.00 167,443.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00Total Fund: 003 - RESTRICTED FIRE FUND:
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Fund: 010 - MULTI-UNIT DRUG TASK FORCE

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.0025,937.00 25,937.00 -25,937.00 0.00 %

0.000.0025,937.00 25,937.00 -25,937.00Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: 0.00 %

0.000.0025,937.00 25,937.00 -25,937.00Total Revenue: 0.00 %

Expense

Department: 252 - DRUG TASK FORCE

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.0025,937.00 25,937.00 25,937.00 0.00 %

0.000.0025,937.00 25,937.00 25,937.00Total Department: 252 - DRUG TASK FORCE: 0.00 %

0.000.0025,937.00 25,937.00 25,937.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00Total Fund: 010 - MULTI-UNIT DRUG TASK FORCE:



Budget Report For Fiscal: 2012-2013 Period Ending: 05/31/2013

6/13/2013 3:45:58 PM Page 9 of 26

Fiscal
Activity

Variance
Favorable

(Unfavorable)
Period

ActivityCategory
Current

Total Budget
Original

Total Budget
Percent

Used

Fund: 015 - AIRPORT FUND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 54,987.007,982.0070,951.00 70,951.00 -15,964.00 -77.50 %

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 15,469.194,060.809,600.00 9,600.00 5,869.19 -161.14 %

360 - CHARGES FOR SERVICES 42,497.179,428.4155,948.00 55,948.00 -13,450.83 -75.96 %

112,953.3621,471.21136,499.00 136,499.00 -23,545.64Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -82.75 %

112,953.3621,471.21136,499.00 136,499.00 -23,545.64Total Revenue: -82.75 %

Expense

Department: 505 - AIRPORT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 26,069.984,291.2146,527.00 46,527.00 20,457.02 56.03 %

500 - SUPPLIES 1,873.88114.0811,650.00 11,650.00 9,776.12 16.08 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 25,801.985,148.6537,300.00 37,300.00 11,498.02 69.17 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 2,971.250.0023,275.00 23,275.00 20,303.75 12.77 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.0017,747.00 17,747.00 17,747.00 0.00 %

56,717.099,553.94136,499.00 136,499.00 79,781.91Total Department: 505 - AIRPORT: 41.55 %

56,717.099,553.94136,499.00 136,499.00 79,781.91Total Expense: 41.55 %

56,236.2711,917.270.00 0.00 56,236.27Total Fund: 015 - AIRPORT FUND:
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Fund: 016 - RESTRICTED AIRPORT

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 0.000.00577,209.00 577,209.00 -577,209.00 0.00 %

0.000.00577,209.00 577,209.00 -577,209.00Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: 0.00 %

0.000.00577,209.00 577,209.00 -577,209.00Total Revenue: 0.00 %

Expense

Department: 515 - RESTRICTED FAA PROJECTS

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 323,353.750.00577,209.00 577,209.00 253,855.25 56.02 %

323,353.750.00577,209.00 577,209.00 253,855.25Total Department: 515 - RESTRICTED FAA PROJECTS: 56.02 %

323,353.750.00577,209.00 577,209.00 253,855.25Total Expense: 56.02 %

-323,353.750.000.00 0.00 -323,353.75Total Fund: 016 - RESTRICTED AIRPORT:
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Fund: 022 - SANITATION

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 1,679,829.25210,655.122,532,000.00 2,532,000.00 -852,170.75 -66.34 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.00130,000.00 130,000.00 -130,000.00 0.00 %

1,679,829.25210,655.122,662,000.00 2,662,000.00 -982,170.75Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -63.10 %

1,679,829.25210,655.122,662,000.00 2,662,000.00 -982,170.75Total Revenue: -63.10 %

Expense

Department: 322 - SANITATION DEPARTMENT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 576,911.7588,431.15805,934.00 805,934.00 229,022.25 71.58 %

500 - SUPPLIES 102,734.7712,016.71196,000.00 196,000.00 93,265.23 52.42 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 393,002.2849,588.19714,861.00 714,861.00 321,858.72 54.98 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 48,915.794,891.5858,699.00 58,699.00 9,783.21 83.33 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 74,517.390.00151,846.00 151,846.00 77,328.61 49.07 %

1,196,081.98154,927.631,927,340.00 1,927,340.00 731,258.02Total Department: 322 - SANITATION DEPARTMENT: 62.06 %

Department: 325 - RUBBISH

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 108,352.1614,868.03205,767.00 205,767.00 97,414.84 52.66 %

500 - SUPPLIES 36,541.888,978.8142,500.00 42,500.00 5,958.12 85.98 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 20,474.37651.8831,500.00 31,500.00 11,025.63 65.00 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 137,744.9913,774.50165,294.00 165,294.00 27,549.01 83.33 %

303,113.4038,273.22445,061.00 445,061.00 141,947.60Total Department: 325 - RUBBISH: 68.11 %

Department: 341 - LANDSCAPING

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 161,157.3424,821.28217,231.00 217,231.00 56,073.66 74.19 %

500 - SUPPLIES 27,999.864,757.1643,500.00 43,500.00 15,500.14 64.37 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 30,257.10984.1428,868.00 28,868.00 -1,389.10 104.81 %

219,414.3030,562.58289,599.00 289,599.00 70,184.70Total Department: 341 - LANDSCAPING: 75.76 %

1,718,609.68223,763.432,662,000.00 2,662,000.00 943,390.32Total Expense: 64.56 %

-38,780.43-13,108.310.00 0.00 -38,780.43Total Fund: 022 - SANITATION:
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Total Budget
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Fund: 023 - LANDFILL ACCOUNT

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 123,147.820.00218,224.00 218,224.00 -95,076.18 -56.43 %

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 211.980.000.00 0.00 211.98 0.00 %

360 - CHARGES FOR SERVICES 33,532.39173.7855,000.00 55,000.00 -21,467.61 -60.97 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 35,369.910.000.00 0.00 35,369.91 0.00 %

192,262.10173.78273,224.00 273,224.00 -80,961.90Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -70.37 %

192,262.10173.78273,224.00 273,224.00 -80,961.90Total Revenue: -70.37 %

Expense

Department: 323 - SANITARY LANDFILL

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 75,928.179,278.52156,028.00 156,028.00 80,099.83 48.66 %

500 - SUPPLIES 14,384.681,614.2719,000.00 19,000.00 4,615.32 75.71 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 25,372.082,560.6335,164.00 35,164.00 9,791.92 72.15 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 41,416.394,558.4038,032.00 38,032.00 -3,384.39 108.90 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 16,326.0016,326.0025,000.00 25,000.00 8,674.00 65.30 %

173,427.3234,337.82273,224.00 273,224.00 99,796.68Total Department: 323 - SANITARY LANDFILL: 63.47 %

173,427.3234,337.82273,224.00 273,224.00 99,796.68Total Expense: 63.47 %

18,834.78-34,164.040.00 0.00 18,834.78Total Fund: 023 - LANDFILL ACCOUNT:
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Total Budget
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Fund: 102 - CDBG HENDERSON STREET PROJECT

Expense

Department: 653 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROG

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.470.000.00 0.00 -0.47 0.00 %

0.470.000.00 0.00 -0.47Total Department: 653 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROG: 0.00 %

0.470.000.00 0.00 -0.47Total Expense: 0.00 %

0.470.000.00 0.00 -0.47Total Fund: 102 - CDBG HENDERSON STREET PROJECT: 0.00 %
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Current
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Total Budget
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Fund: 105 - 1994 2% RESTAURANT TAX

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.003,527.00 3,527.00 -3,527.00 0.00 %

0.000.003,527.00 3,527.00 -3,527.00Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: 0.00 %

0.000.003,527.00 3,527.00 -3,527.00Total Revenue: 0.00 %

Expense

Department: 650 - 1994 2% RESTAURANT TAX

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 0.000.003,527.00 3,527.00 3,527.00 0.00 %

0.000.003,527.00 3,527.00 3,527.00Total Department: 650 - 1994 2% RESTAURANT TAX: 0.00 %

0.000.003,527.00 3,527.00 3,527.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00Total Fund: 105 - 1994 2% RESTAURANT TAX:
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Fund: 106 - LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.003,264.00 3,264.00 -3,264.00 0.00 %

0.000.003,264.00 3,264.00 -3,264.00Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: 0.00 %

0.000.003,264.00 3,264.00 -3,264.00Total Revenue: 0.00 %

Expense

Department: 253 - LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BLOCK GR

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.003,264.00 3,264.00 3,264.00 0.00 %

0.000.003,264.00 3,264.00 3,264.00Total Department: 253 - LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT BLOCK GR: 0.00 %

0.000.003,264.00 3,264.00 3,264.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00Total Fund: 106 - LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS:
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Fund: 107 - COMPUTER ASSESMENTS

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

330 - FINES AND FORFEITS 35,425.010.0067,981.00 67,981.00 -32,555.99 -52.11 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 10,000.000.0010,000.00 10,000.00 0.00 -100.00 %

45,425.010.0077,981.00 77,981.00 -32,555.99Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -58.25 %

45,425.010.0077,981.00 77,981.00 -32,555.99Total Revenue: -58.25 %

Expense

Department: 112 - COMPUTER ASSESMENTS

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 27,357.850.0039,701.00 39,701.00 12,343.15 68.91 %

800 - DEBT SERVICE 38,279.703,827.9738,280.00 38,280.00 0.30 100.00 %

65,637.553,827.9777,981.00 77,981.00 12,343.45Total Department: 112 - COMPUTER ASSESMENTS: 84.17 %

65,637.553,827.9777,981.00 77,981.00 12,343.45Total Expense: 84.17 %

-20,212.54-3,827.970.00 0.00 -20,212.54Total Fund: 107 - COMPUTER ASSESMENTS:
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Fund: 116 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROGRAM

Expense

Department: 653 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROG

500 - SUPPLIES 31,369.500.000.00 0.00 -31,369.50 0.00 %

31,369.500.000.00 0.00 -31,369.50Total Department: 653 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROG: 0.00 %

31,369.500.000.00 0.00 -31,369.50Total Expense: 0.00 %

31,369.500.000.00 0.00 -31,369.50Total Fund: 116 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROGRAM: 0.00 %
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Fund: 125 - MIDDLETON MARKETPLACE TIF BOND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 6.470.000.00 0.00 6.47 0.00 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.002,196.00 2,196.00 -2,196.00 0.00 %

6.470.002,196.00 2,196.00 -2,189.53Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -0.29 %

6.470.002,196.00 2,196.00 -2,189.53Total Revenue: -0.29 %

Expense

Department: 655 - MIDDLETON MARKETPLACE PROJ TIF

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.002,196.00 2,196.00 2,196.00 0.00 %

0.000.002,196.00 2,196.00 2,196.00Total Department: 655 - MIDDLETON MARKETPLACE PROJ TIF: 0.00 %

0.000.002,196.00 2,196.00 2,196.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

6.470.000.00 0.00 6.47Total Fund: 125 - MIDDLETON MARKETPLACE TIF BOND:
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Fund: 202 - CITY BOND & INTEREST

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 1,234,508.19525,954.43742,486.00 742,486.00 492,022.19 -166.27 %

1,234,508.19525,954.43742,486.00 742,486.00 492,022.19Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -166.27 %

1,234,508.19525,954.43742,486.00 742,486.00 492,022.19Total Revenue: -166.27 %

Expense

Department: 850 - CITY BOND & INTEREST

800 - DEBT SERVICE 1,184,022.52475,468.76742,486.00 742,486.00 -441,536.52 159.47 %

1,184,022.52475,468.76742,486.00 742,486.00 -441,536.52Total Department: 850 - CITY BOND & INTEREST: 159.47 %

1,184,022.52475,468.76742,486.00 742,486.00 -441,536.52Total Expense: 159.47 %

50,485.6750,485.670.00 0.00 50,485.67Total Fund: 202 - CITY BOND & INTEREST:
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Fund: 203 - SCHOOL BOND & INTEREST

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 1,311.520.00200.00 200.00 1,111.52 -655.76 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.00470,994.00 470,994.00 -470,994.00 0.00 %

1,311.520.00471,194.00 471,194.00 -469,882.48Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -0.28 %

1,311.520.00471,194.00 471,194.00 -469,882.48Total Revenue: -0.28 %

Expense

Department: 860 - SCHOOL BOND & INTEREST

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.00471,194.00 471,194.00 471,194.00 0.00 %

0.000.00471,194.00 471,194.00 471,194.00Total Department: 860 - SCHOOL BOND & INTEREST: 0.00 %

0.000.00471,194.00 471,194.00 471,194.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

1,311.520.000.00 0.00 1,311.52Total Fund: 203 - SCHOOL BOND & INTEREST:
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Fund: 304 - 2009 ROAD MAINTENANCE BOND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 626,711.190.000.00 0.00 626,711.19 0.00 %

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 382.630.000.00 0.00 382.63 0.00 %

627,093.820.000.00 0.00 627,093.82Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: 0.00 %

627,093.820.000.00 0.00 627,093.82Total Revenue: 0.00 %

Expense

Department: 311 - STORM DRAINAGE MAINTENANCE

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 3,387.600.000.00 0.00 -3,387.60 0.00 %

3,387.600.000.00 0.00 -3,387.60Total Department: 311 - STORM DRAINAGE MAINTENANCE: 0.00 %

Department: 313 - LOUISVILLE ST WIDENING PROJ

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 49,401.240.000.00 0.00 -49,401.24 0.00 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 821,771.280.000.00 0.00 -821,771.28 0.00 %

871,172.520.000.00 0.00 -871,172.52Total Department: 313 - LOUISVILLE ST WIDENING PROJ: 0.00 %

Department: 328 - CENTRAL AVENUE REBUILD

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 1,125.000.000.00 0.00 -1,125.00 0.00 %

1,125.000.000.00 0.00 -1,125.00Total Department: 328 - CENTRAL AVENUE REBUILD: 0.00 %

875,685.120.000.00 0.00 -875,685.12Total Expense: 0.00 %

-248,591.300.000.00 0.00 -248,591.30Total Fund: 304 - 2009 ROAD MAINTENANCE BOND:
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Fund: 375 - PARK AND REC TOURISM

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

230 - INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVENUES 419,966.3157,078.94600,000.00 600,000.00 -180,033.69 -69.99 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 0.000.00454,743.00 454,743.00 -454,743.00 0.00 %

419,966.3157,078.941,054,743.00 1,054,743.00 -634,776.69Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -39.82 %

419,966.3157,078.941,054,743.00 1,054,743.00 -634,776.69Total Revenue: -39.82 %

Expense

Department: 551 - PARK & REC TOURISM

800 - DEBT SERVICE 303,898.750.00387,080.00 387,080.00 83,181.25 78.51 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 179,987.651,947.72667,663.00 667,663.00 487,675.35 26.96 %

483,886.401,947.721,054,743.00 1,054,743.00 570,856.60Total Department: 551 - PARK & REC TOURISM: 45.88 %

483,886.401,947.721,054,743.00 1,054,743.00 570,856.60Total Expense: 45.88 %

-63,920.0955,131.220.00 0.00 -63,920.09Total Fund: 375 - PARK AND REC TOURISM:
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Fund: 400 - WATER & SEWER DEPARTMENTS

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 187,480.740.00175,000.00 175,000.00 12,480.74 -107.13 %

360 - CHARGES FOR SERVICES 3,629,950.97440,445.585,167,000.00 5,167,000.00 -1,537,049.03 -70.25 %

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 2,600,000.000.004,113,409.00 4,113,409.00 -1,513,409.00 -63.21 %

6,417,431.71440,445.589,455,409.00 9,455,409.00 -3,037,977.29Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -67.87 %

6,417,431.71440,445.589,455,409.00 9,455,409.00 -3,037,977.29Total Revenue: -67.87 %

Expense

Department: 721 - NEW CONSTRUCTION REHAB

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 148,996.2922,085.10316,856.00 316,856.00 167,859.71 47.02 %

500 - SUPPLIES 27,531.725,993.6535,500.00 35,500.00 7,968.28 77.55 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 378,365.0460,946.501,353,700.00 1,353,700.00 975,334.96 27.95 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 4,140.004,140.0045,000.00 45,000.00 40,860.00 9.20 %

559,033.0593,165.251,751,056.00 1,751,056.00 1,192,022.95Total Department: 721 - NEW CONSTRUCTION REHAB: 31.93 %

Department: 723 - WATER DEPARTMENT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 811,051.27121,210.501,173,188.00 1,173,188.00 362,136.73 69.13 %

500 - SUPPLIES 123,232.0115,873.36256,500.00 256,500.00 133,267.99 48.04 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 120,668.5135,752.04739,415.00 739,415.00 618,746.49 16.32 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 27,915.791,147.008,000.00 8,000.00 -19,915.79 348.95 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 28,590.181,239.602,396,620.00 2,396,620.00 2,368,029.82 1.19 %

1,111,457.76175,222.504,573,723.00 4,573,723.00 3,462,265.24Total Department: 723 - WATER DEPARTMENT: 24.30 %

Department: 726 - WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 198,988.1733,437.43292,598.00 292,598.00 93,609.83 68.01 %

500 - SUPPLIES 33,622.854,869.8282,500.00 82,500.00 48,877.15 40.75 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 346,942.2467,445.87562,687.00 562,687.00 215,744.76 61.66 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 5,375.000.00150,000.00 150,000.00 144,625.00 3.58 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 875.00875.0025,000.00 25,000.00 24,125.00 3.50 %

585,803.26106,628.121,112,785.00 1,112,785.00 526,981.74Total Department: 726 - WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT: 52.64 %

Department: 730 - BOND AND OTHER FUND DEBT

800 - DEBT SERVICE 3,018,695.1549,594.74645,312.00 645,312.00 -2,373,383.15 467.79 %

3,018,695.1549,594.74645,312.00 645,312.00 -2,373,383.15Total Department: 730 - BOND AND OTHER FUND DEBT: 467.79 %

Department: 740 - DRINKING WATER TREATMENT

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 107,845.1420,325.00183,653.00 183,653.00 75,807.86 58.72 %

500 - SUPPLIES 84,655.743,376.38328,500.00 328,500.00 243,844.26 25.77 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 419,326.9491,738.09472,880.00 472,880.00 53,553.06 88.68 %

700 - GRANTS, SUBSIDIES, AND ALLOCATIONS 5,527.500.00350,000.00 350,000.00 344,472.50 1.58 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 3,443.220.0037,500.00 37,500.00 34,056.78 9.18 %

620,798.54115,439.471,372,533.00 1,372,533.00 751,734.46Total Department: 740 - DRINKING WATER TREATMENT: 45.23 %

Department: 747 - MDA CAP LOAN SEWER IMPROVEMENTS

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 24,685.0016,288.750.00 0.00 -24,685.00 0.00 %

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 2,100.002,100.000.00 0.00 -2,100.00 0.00 %

26,785.0018,388.750.00 0.00 -26,785.00Total Department: 747 - MDA CAP LOAN SEWER IMPROVEMENTS: 0.00 %

5,922,572.76558,438.839,455,409.00 9,455,409.00 3,532,836.24Total Expense: 62.64 %

494,858.95-117,993.250.00 0.00 494,858.95Total Fund: 400 - WATER & SEWER DEPARTMENTS:
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Fund: 500 - CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

340 - MISCELLANEOUS 115,447.310.00353,348.00 353,348.00 -237,900.69 -32.67 %

115,447.310.00353,348.00 353,348.00 -237,900.69Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -32.67 %

115,447.310.00353,348.00 353,348.00 -237,900.69Total Revenue: -32.67 %

Expense

Department: 193 - INTERNAL SERVICE (SHOP)

400 - PERSONNEL SERVICES 59,846.468,911.8383,921.00 83,921.00 24,074.54 71.31 %

500 - SUPPLIES 110,941.586,118.53262,346.00 262,346.00 151,404.42 42.29 %

600 - CONTRACTUAL SERVICES 5,572.09115.987,081.00 7,081.00 1,508.91 78.69 %

176,360.1315,146.34353,348.00 353,348.00 176,987.87Total Department: 193 - INTERNAL SERVICE (SHOP): 49.91 %

176,360.1315,146.34353,348.00 353,348.00 176,987.87Total Expense: 49.91 %

-60,912.82-15,146.340.00 0.00 -60,912.82Total Fund: 500 - CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP:
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Fund: 604 - UNEMPLOYMENT FUND

Revenue

Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED

380 - TRANSFERS AND NON REVENUE RECEIPTS 20,000.000.0057,820.00 77,820.00 -57,820.00 -25.70 %

20,000.000.0057,820.00 77,820.00 -57,820.00Total Department: 000 - UNDESIGNATED: -25.70 %

20,000.000.0057,820.00 77,820.00 -57,820.00Total Revenue: -25.70 %

Expense

Department: 604 - MISSING DESCRIPTION FOR DEPT - 604

900 - CAPITAL OUTLAY 0.000.0057,820.00 77,820.00 77,820.00 0.00 %

0.000.0057,820.00 77,820.00 77,820.00Total Department: 604 - MISSING DESCRIPTION FOR DEPT - 604: 0.00 %

0.000.0057,820.00 77,820.00 77,820.00Total Expense: 0.00 %

20,000.000.000.00 0.00 20,000.00Total Fund: 604 - UNEMPLOYMENT FUND :

Report Total: -562,630.37 -491,707.920.00 0.00 -491,707.92
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001 - GENERAL FUND -350,728.21-494,199.250.00 0.00 -350,728.21

002 - RESTRICTED POLICE FUND 4,427.53-1,725.370.00 0.00 4,427.53

003 - RESTRICTED FIRE FUND 0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00

010 - MULTI-UNIT DRUG TASK FORCE 0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00

015 - AIRPORT FUND 56,236.2711,917.270.00 0.00 56,236.27

016 - RESTRICTED AIRPORT -323,353.750.000.00 0.00 -323,353.75

022 - SANITATION -38,780.43-13,108.310.00 0.00 -38,780.43

023 - LANDFILL ACCOUNT 18,834.78-34,164.040.00 0.00 18,834.78

102 - CDBG HENDERSON STREET PROJECT -0.470.000.00 0.00 -0.47

105 - 1994 2% RESTAURANT TAX 0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00

106 - LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS 0.000.000.00 0.00 0.00

107 - COMPUTER ASSESMENTS -20,212.54-3,827.970.00 0.00 -20,212.54

116 - CDBG REHAB LOAN PROGRAM -31,369.500.000.00 0.00 -31,369.50

125 - MIDDLETON MARKETPLACE TIF BOND 6.470.000.00 0.00 6.47

202 - CITY BOND & INTEREST 50,485.6750,485.670.00 0.00 50,485.67

203 - SCHOOL BOND & INTEREST 1,311.520.000.00 0.00 1,311.52

304 - 2009 ROAD MAINTENANCE BOND -248,591.300.000.00 0.00 -248,591.30

375 - PARK AND REC TOURISM -63,920.0955,131.220.00 0.00 -63,920.09

400 - WATER & SEWER DEPARTMENTS 494,858.95-117,993.250.00 0.00 494,858.95

500 - CITY VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SHOP -60,912.82-15,146.340.00 0.00 -60,912.82

604 - UNEMPLOYMENT FUND 20,000.000.000.00 0.00 20,000.00

Report Total: -562,630.37 -491,707.920.00 0.00 -491,707.92



 
         AGENDA ITEM NO: XI.E.3 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      AGENDA DATE: June 18, 2013,   
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    PAGE: l of 
 
SUBJECT:  Request approval for the City Clerk to attend the NIGP Annual Forum August 24-28, 2013.  This 
conference will allow us to gather all of the continuing education needed to maintain our Certified Purchasing Office 
designation for the next fiscal year. 
 
 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:  N/A 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE:  
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT: Finance and Administration AUTHORIZATION:  Taylor Adams, City Clerk 
 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Taylor Adams @ 323-2525 ext. 117 
 
 
PRIOR BOARD ACTION: N/A 
 
 
BOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION: N/A 
 
 
PURCHASING: N/A 
 
 
DEADLINE:  June 14, 2013 
 
 
 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: 
 
 AMOUNT  DATE – DESCRIPTION 
 
  
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Approval 
 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: “MOVE APPROVAL FOR THE CITY CLERK TO ATTEND THE NIGP 
ANNUAL FORUM.” 
 
 



 
 
       

 
 
 
AGENDA ITEM NO:    Department Business—Personnel—XI.H.1 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      
AGENDA DATE:   June 18, 2013 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    
PAGE: l of 1 
 
SUBJECT:   Request approval to promote Ronnie Betts to fill a vacant position of Lead Foreman in the 
Water/Sewer Division of Public Services. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING Approved budgeted position   
 
REQUESTING DIRECTOR'S DEPARTMENT:   Doug Devlin, Public Services Director 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Randy Boyd, Personnel Officer 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY:   The Board approved advertising to fill this position on May 21, 2013. 
Virgil Bush, who just retired from this position, was at a salary of $39,157.  This position supervises the Foremen 
in the Department and the crews under them.  The other foremen that this position will supervise are at salaries 
ranging from $33,772 to $36,297.  Mr. Betts is currently at a salary of $27,818.  We are recommending a salary 
increase to bring him to Grade 10, step 6 with a salary of $34,441.29 ($16.56 hour) so that his salary is at least in 
close proximity to those that he will supervise. 
 
AMOUNT         The position of Lead Foreman in the Water/Sewer Division of Public Services is in our salary 
grade 10 (2080 hours).  The range is Step 1, $29,708.51 ($14.28 hour) to Step 10b, $39,539.26 ($19.01 hour).  
The salary recommendation is Grade 10, step 6, $34,441.29 ($16.56 hour). 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  (Suggested Motion)  Move approval to promote Ronnie Betts to fill a vacant 
position of Lead Foreman in the Water/Sewer Division of Public Services at a salary of Grade 10, step 6, 
$34,441.29 ($16.56 hour).  Subject to six-month probationary period. 
 
DATE SUBMITTED: June 14, 2013 
 

   



 
 
       

 
 
 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  Department Business—Personnel—XI.H.2 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      
AGENDA DATE:   June 18, 2013 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    
PAGE: l of 1 
 
SUBJECT:   Request authorization to advertise to fill a vacant position of Foreman in the Water/Sewer Division 
of Public Services 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING: Budgeted position   
 
REQUESTING DIRECTOR'S DEPARTMENT:   Doug Devlin, Public Services 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Randy Boyd, Personnel Officer 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY: This position will be open due to the promotion of Ronnie Betts to fill the 
Lead Forman position.  The job description states: 

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (WATER/SEWER DIVISION) 
Foreman 
Duties–This is a position of a working foreman in charge of installation, repair and maintenance of water 
distribution and sewer collection systems; to operate heavy equipment; to perform standby operations; 
and to perform related tasks as required.  Physical work involved with this position includes, but is not 
limited to, lifting, walking, shoveling, digging and climbing. 
Minimum Qualifications– Graduation from high school or G.E.D. equivalent; a working knowledge of 
machinery operations and maintenance procedures, possess a Class A Commercial driver’s license; some 
experience in pipe laying or related field, some experience in a construction related field and the ability to 
perform the essential job functions.  Must be able to obtain certification as MDEQ Operator II-C within 
one year of entry into the position. 

 
AMOUNT:          Salary Grade 9, 2080 hours with the established range from step 1 rate of $27,008.51 
($12.98 hour) to Step 10b rate of $35,944.78 ($17.28 hour)  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  (Suggested Motion)  Recommend approval to advertise to fill the position of 
Foreman in the Water/Sewer Division of Public Services. 
 
DATE SUBMITTED: June 14, 2013 
 
 



 
 
       

 
 
 
AGENDA ITEM NO:    Department Business—Personnel—XI. H. 3. 
CITY OF STARKVILLE      
AGENDA DATE:   June 18, 2013 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION    
PAGE: l of 1 
 
SUBJECT:   Recommendation to hire Walter A. Sanders to fill the vacant position of City Planner in the 
Community Development Department. 
 
AMOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING Current budgeted funds   
 
REQUESTING DIRECTOR'S DEPARTMENT:   Bill Snowden, Community Development Director 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:   Randy Boyd, Personnel Officer or Lynn Spruill, CAO 
 
AUTHORIZATION HISTORY:   The Board approved advertising to fill this position on May 21, 2013.  We 
had 26 candidates submit applications.  Six candidates were interviewed. 
 
Walter Sanders is a native of Greenville, MS.  He earned a Master’s from University of Southern MS with an 
emphasis in Community and Regional Planning.  He has approximately 13 years experience in planning and 
regulatory compliance fields, having worked for the City of Auburn, AL as a Planner and Georgia Power 
Company and Verizon in contract positions with regulatory compliance responsibility for projects with local, 
state, and federal requirements. 
 
AMOUNT     This position is in our salary grade 16 (2080 hours) with range of  $52,631 to $70,046.  The salary 
recommendation is a starting salary of Grade 16, Step 4B,  $58,662.60 ($28.20 hour) 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  (Suggested Motion)  Move approval to hire Walter A. Sanders to fill the 
position of City Planner with a salary of Grade 16, Step 4B,  $58,662.60 ($28.20 hour).  Subject to one year 
probationary period. 
 
DATE SUBMITTED: June 14, 2013 
 

 



::ITY OF STARKVILLE
~ECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION

AGENDA ITEMNO:
DATE: JUNE 18,2013
PAGE: I of I

mBJECT: REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO SELL 9 RETIRED PATROL VEHICLES ALONG WITH
~QUlPMENT VIA GOVDEALS.COM. ALL MONIES COLLECTED FROM THE SALE OF THESE
vEHICLES TO BE PLACED INTO SPD BUDGET LINE ITEM #001-201-918-805

\MOUNT & SOURCE OF FUNDING:
nSCAL NOTE:

~EQUESTING
[)EP ARTMENT: Starkville Police

!fOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:

i>RIOR BOARD ACTION:

fJOARD AND COMMISSION ACTION:

i>URCHASING:

[)EADLINE:

DIRECTOR'S
AUTHORIZATION:

David B. Lindley
CHIEF OF POLICE

\UTHORIZATION HISTORY: THIS IS THE SAME PROCEDURE AS HAS BEEN UTILIZED IN THE
i>AST.

\TTACHEMENTS (1)



DA VID B. LINDLEY
CHIEF OF POLICE

_ STARRVI1JLE;
PdL'Ic~~D~PAR:FMENT

- ~ ~ ~- -

101 E. LAMPKIN STREET

STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI 39759
TELEPHONE
662-323-4135

To: Chief David B. Lindley

From: Master Sergeant Andy Fult

Date: 10 June 2013

Re: Surplus Property

I am requesting that the following retired patrol vehicles be declared surplus
property and that we be allowed to dispose of such property by auctioning the
vehicles on GOVDEALS.COM website. We also have several vehicle dividers,
equipment trays, consoles and old light bars that we can no longer use. These items
should also be declared surplus property so that they may be disposed of by the
same means. As soon as we have board approval I will move forward with the sale
of these surplus property items.

2004 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71 WX4Xl69604

2004 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71 W84X169603

2004 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71 Wl4Xl69605

2004 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71 W34X 169606

2004 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71 W74X169608

2004 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71 W74X169611

2003 Ford Crown Vie 2FAFP71W63Xl13528

2003 Ford Expedition 1FMRU17W53LC02021

1996 Ford Crown Vie 2FALP71W3TX203920

"PROTECT AND SERVE"



 
        AGENDA ITEM NO:  XI, J, 1   
CITY OF STARKVILLE     AGENDA DATE:  6/18/13 
RECOMMENDATION FOR BOARD ACTION   PAGE: l of 5 
 
SUBJECT:  REQUEST AUTHORIZATION TO PURCHASE MANHOLES FOR THE NORTH 
STARKVILLE SEWER IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS FROM LEE’S PRECAST CONCRETE, 
THE SUBMITTER OF THE LOWEST QUOTE, IN AN AMOUNT NOT TO EXCEED 
$25,770.80.   
 
SOURCE OF FUNDING:  MDA CAP Loan 
 
 
REQUESTING     DIRECTOR'S 
DEPARTMENT: Public Services   AUTHORIZATION: Doug Devlin 
 
 
FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:  Doug Devlin, 324-4011, ext. 128 
 
 
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Two quotes were received and tabulate as follows: 
 
 
 

  Carver Woodcrest Total         
Item Qty Qty Qty Lees Precast Concrete Hanson Pipe & Precast 

32 Base 18 X 18 7   7 $698.00 $4,886.00 $953.42 $6,673.94 
32 Base 18 x 15 1   1 $698.00 $698.00 $903.42 $903.42 
32 Base 15 x 15 4 3 7 $698.00 $4,886.00 $853.42 $5,973.94 
32 Base 15 x 12   1 1 $678.00 $678.00 $853.42 $853.42 

Cone 12 4 16 $290.00 $4,640.00 $369.43 $5,910.88 
48 Riser 13   13 $375.00 $4,875.00 $492.58 $6,403.54 
32 Riser 3   3 $255.00 $765.00 $328.79 $986.37 
16 Riser 5   5 $135.00 $675.00 $163.58 $817.90 
8" Boots 12   12 $42.00 $504.00 $39.00 $468.00 

10" Boots 2   2 $65.00 $130.00 $46.00 $92.00 
6" Grade Rings 6 1 7 $43.00 $301.00 $38.00 $266.00 
4" Grade Rings 6 2 10 $39.00 $390.00 $28.00 $280.00 

    
Total $23,428.00 Total $29,629.41 

   
Contingency 10% $2,342.80 

 
$2,962.94 

   
Requested Auth. $25,770.80 

 
$32,592.35 

 
 
 
 
 
Authorization to purchase these manholes from Lee’s Precast Concrete in an amount not to exceed $25,770.80 is 
requested. 
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