












 
AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Scott Costello, Communications Director 

DATE July 17, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF PROCLAMATION FOR GENO JONES DAY 
  

 

Request:  

Mayor Jordan Reads Proclamation for Geno Jones Day. 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: TANNER NEWMAN, DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

DATE 07/21/26 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR LOT MOWING TN 
  

 

Request:  
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RECORD # PARCEL ID VIOLATION ADDRESS CODE INSP OWNER NAME OWNER ADDRESS

LM-26-349 077P-35-232-00 405 SOUTH FOSTER DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 RS TLGFY LLC PO BOX 8155 GULFPORT MS 39506

LM-26-346 105H-15-032-00 3347 MEADOW DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 RS BROWN LATRAVIOUS 3392 CRAIGMONT CIRCLE TUPELO MS 38801

LM-26-344 078B-28-011-58 1314 BUTLER PARK BOULEVARD, TUPELO, MS 38801 JLB BUTLER PARK LLC 201 WEST MAIN ST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-343 078B-28-010-11 4052 LONGVIEW LAKE DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 JLB BUTLER PARK LLC 201 WEST MAIN ST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-342 078B-28-010-08 BUTLER PARK BLVD JLB BUTLER PARK LLC 201 WEST MAIN ST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-337 078B-28-011-66 1309 HIGH LINE DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 JLB JANIE PARKS PILLOW 1309 HIGH LINE DR TUPELO MS 38801

LM-26-330 076K-23-047-04 1966 BORDEAUX LANE, TUPELO, MS 38804 SB STOCKBURGER DUANE L & JEANE G REVOCABLE TRUST REVOCABLE TRUST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-326 106H-13-002-00 3592 SOUTH GREEN STREET, TUPELO, MS 38801 RS MAIZ ELDA 3592 S GREEN STREET TUPELO MS 38801

LM-26-312 089N-31-078-00 675 WEST MAIN STREET SUITE A, Unit A, TUPELO, MS 38804 JLB JOYNER ERNEST IIIBECK REALTY & PROPERTY MANAGEMENT P O BOX 1095 TUPELO MS 38802

LM-26-153 089F-30-025-00 532 WEST BARNES STREET, TUPELO, MS 38804 EG CHRISTIAN CAREPLEX 906 N MADISON STREET TUPELO MS 38801

OWNER CITY/STATE/ZIP

FINAL LOT MOWING LIST 07/21/26

APPENDIX B



AGENDA REQUEST 

TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: SANDY SHUMAKER, COUNCIL CLERK 

DATE JULY 21, 2026 

SUBJECT: IN THE MATTER OF REVIEW/APPROVE CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

MINUTES OF JULY 7, 2026 

REQUEST:  REVIEW AND APPROVE 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: KIM HANNA, CFO 

DATE 07/21/2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF BILL PAY  KH 
  

 

Request:  

COUNCIL MEMBER ROSIE JONES 

COUNCIL MEMBER BENTLEY NOLAN 

COUNCIL MEMBER NETTIE DAVIS 
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CHECK INFORMATION FOR COUNCIL MEETING 
July 21, 2026 

FUND -CHECK NUMBERS

POOL CASH 

EFT 

TWL ADJUSTMENTS 

ID-443371-443683 

50004453-50004481 

ELECTRONIC TRANSFERS AS SHOWN ON THE FACE OF DOCKET 

INVOICES AS SHOWN ON FACE OF DOCKET 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Abby Christian, Grant Writer 

DATE 16 July 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL FOR MAYOR TO EXECUTE A 

CONTRACT BETWEEN THE MISSISSIPPI OFFICE OF HOMELAND 

SECURITY AND THE CITY OF TUPELO FOR THE SLCGP GRANT 

AWARD NUMBER 24CS366 – FIREWALL, DEPLOYABLE NETWORKING, 

POWER SUPPLY, FIBER LOOP EQUIPMENT AND ENCLOSESURE AC 
  

Request: I’m asking the Council for approval for the Mayor to execute a contract between 

MOHS and the City for award number 24CS366. This award funding is to purchase necessary 

equipment to build a disaster recovery area at Fire Station 5. 

Agency: Mississippi Office of Homeland Security (MOHS) 

Grant: State and Local Cybersecurity Grant Program (SLCGP) 

Match: There is no match for Tupelo. 

The following grant funds are 

obligated: 
 

Cost Summary Source of Funds Match Ratio% 

Contractual Services $11,696.00 Federal $105,696.00 $0.00 70% 

Equipment $92,000.00 State $45,298.29 $0.00 0% 

Training $0.00 Local $0.00 $0.00 0% 

Other $2,000.00 Other $0.00 $0.00 0% 

Total $105,696.00 Total: $150,994.29 $0.00 100% 

Submission Deadline: 7/31/26 
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State and Local Cybersecurity Grant 
Program  

(SLCGP) Award Appendix 
Documentation for Award Packet. 

 
Please return the following forms along with the Award 
Letter and Award Agreement for a complete Award 
Packet.  
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Below please assign three (3) separate persons to hold the following responsibilities: Sub-Recipient Grant 
Administrator, Financial Officer, and the Grant Authorized Signatory Official.  The Sub-Recipient Administrator 
will be responsible for the day-to-day activities, correspondence, and management of the grant program. The 
Financial Officer is responsible for the payment, purchasing and gathering of all financial information and back 
up documentation. The Grant Authorized Signatory Official is the overall head of the agency that holds the full 
responsibility of the program to remain in state and federal compliances.  
 
Staff that may be funded through a grant cannot be an authorized official on the grant without the written approval 
of the Executive Director. 
 
Agency Name: _____________________________Grant Number: __________________________________ 
 
Agency Address: ___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Agency Phone Number: __________________________ Agency Fax Number: _______________________ 
 
 
 
 
I certify that I understand and agree to comply with the general and fiscal provisions of this grant agreement 
including all terms and conditions; to comply with provisions of the regulations governing these funds and all 
other federal and state laws; that all information presented is correct; that there has been appropriate coordination 
with the awarded agency.  I am duly authorized by the Sub-Recipient to perform the tasks of the Sub-Recipient 
Grant Administrator (SGA), as they relate to the requirements of this Grant Agreement; costs incurred prior to 
Grantee approval may result in the expenditures being absorbed by the Sub-Recipient; and, that the receipt of 
these grant funds through the Grantee will not supplant state or local funds. 
 
Name: ___________________________________ Title: __________________________________________ 
 (Designated Sub-Recipient Grant Administrator) 

 
Phone Number: ___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Email Address: ____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Signature of Sub-Recipient Grant Administrator: _______________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Grant Agreement Certifications 

Sub-Recipient Grant Administrator (SGA) Certification 
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I certify that I understand and agree to comply with the general and fiscal provisions of this grant agreement 
including all terms and conditions; to comply with provisions of the regulations governing these funds and all 
other federal and state laws; that all information presented is correct; that there has been appropriate coordination 
with the awarded agency.  I am duly authorized by the Sub-Recipient to perform the tasks of the Financial Officer, 
as they relate to the requirements of this Grant Agreement; costs incurred prior to Grantee approval may result in 
the expenditures being absorbed by the Sub-Recipient; and, that the receipt of these grant funds through the 
Grantee will not supplant state or local funds. 
 
Name: ___________________________________ Title: __________________________________________ 
 (Sub-Recipient Financial Officer) 

 
Phone Number: ___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Email Address: ____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Signature of Sub-Recipient Financial Officer: __________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
I certify that I understand and agree to comply with the general and fiscal provisions of this grant agreement 
including all terms and conditions; to comply with provisions of the regulations governing these funds and all 
other federal and state laws; that all information presented is correct; that there has been appropriate coordination 
with the awarded agency.  I am duly authorized by the Sub-Recipient to perform the tasks of the Grant Authorized 
Signatory Official, as they relate to the requirements of this Grant Agreement; costs incurred prior to Grantee 
approval may result in the expenditures being absorbed by the Sub-Recipient; and, that the receipt of these grant 
funds through the Grantee will not supplant state or local funds. 
 
Name: ___________________________________ Title: __________________________________________ 
 (Grant Authorized Signatory Official) 

 
Phone Number: ___________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Email Address: ____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
Signature of Authorized Signatory Official: ___________________________________________________ 
 
 
 

Financial Officer Certification 

Authorized Signatory Official Certification 
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Please provide a detailed description of work and grant activities that the awarded jurisdiction will take part in 
with the use of grant funds. Please include how the grant funds, equipment, supplies, etc. will be used to prevent 
and protect against terrorist activities.  

 
 
 
As part of FEMA’s requirement for additional information regarding sub-recipients, FEMA now requires that 
with each federal request for payment for a sub-recipient, the MOHS is now required to submit the agency’s 
Mission Statement. Please provide the agency’s most current Mission Statement for the Agency.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Program Scope of Work 

Agency Mission Statement 

 

APPENDIX E



5 | P a g e  
 

Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) 
Compliance Form 

 
To comply with the Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA), the MOHS must report 
award information for all sub-recipients of federal awards as directed. Information provided will be made publicly 
available on USA Spending http://www.usaspending.gov/ per the Transparency Act requirement. 
 
Section 1: Award Information: 

Agency Name  
City  
Zip Code +4 Digits (Required)  
Unique Entity Identification (UEI) #  
Amount of Award:  

 
Section 2: Compensation Information: Answer only is award is $30,000.00 or more in federal funds) 

1. More than 80% of the Agency organization’s annual gross revenue is federal funds.  
_____ Yes (If yes, proceed to Question 2) 
_____ No (If No, stop, proceed to Section 3) 
 

2. Federal Revenue exceeds twenty-five (25) million dollars. 
_____ Yes (If Yes, proceed to Question 3) 
_____ No (If No, stop, proceed to Section 3) 

 
3. Compensation information is not publicly available via federal tax filings, Securities and Exchange 

Commission (SEC) reporting, or any other source. (If other, please indicate: ______________________) 
_____ Yes (If Yes, proceed to Table) 
_____ No (If No, stop, proceed to Section 3) 
 

Names and Salary of Organizations Top Five (5) Executives (By Salary) 
 First and Last Name Title Annual Salary 
1.    
2.    
3.    
4.    
5.    

 
Section 3: Certification of Information: 
 
I certify that the above information is true and accurate. 
 
_______________________________________    ____________________________ 
Authorized Signatory Official (Signature)     Date 
 
 
_______________________________________    _____________________________ 
Authorized Signatory Official (Printed Name)    Title 
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Mississippi Accountability System for Government Information and 
Collaboration (MAGIC)  

Financial Form 
 
To help the Mississippi Office of Homeland Security process advance or reimbursement funding smoothly and 
without delays, please submit the following information and documents. Once received, the grant funding will be 
prepared for disbursement based on the materials provided. 
 
Document to Provide MOHS: 

• W-9 Form:  
 

 
MAGIC Agency Contact Information 

 
Agency Name: 
 

 

MAGIC Grant Identification Number: 
 

 

MAGIC Grantee Contact: 
 

 

MAGIC Grantee Address: 
 

 

MAGIC Contact Email Address: 
 

 

When processed, where will funding be sent? 
Ex. City/Town; Board of Supervisors, Police Dept. 
EMA Dept., School District  
 

 

Unique Entity Identification Number (UEI): 
 

 

UEI Expiration Date : 
 

 

 
I certify that the above information is true and accurate. 
 
_______________________________________    ____________________________ 
Authorized Signatory Official (Signature)     Date 
 
 
_______________________________________    _____________________________ 
Authorized Signatory Official (Printed Name)    Title 
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Mississippi Office of Homeland Security  
FEMA Non-Disaster Reimbursement Request 

 
Per FEMA guidance within the FEMA Notice of Funding Documents for Non-Disaster Grants, each reimbursement request 
to FEMA must ensure the following information for Sub-Recipient Funding Requests.  
 
Agency Name: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
1. Is Funding Directly or Indirectly to Sub-Recipient? 

☒    Directly to the Sub-Recipient ☐ Indirectly to the Sub-Recipient 

2. Please provide in the space below, the Mission Statement of the Agency. 
 
 
 
 
3. Does the Sub-Recipient’s work or mission involve supporting aliens, regardless of whether FEMA funds 

support such activities? 

☐ Yes. Agency’s work or mission will involve 
supporting aliens.  
 

☐ No. Agency’s work or mission will not involve 
supporting aliens. 

4. Will any payment request to the Sub-Recipient include an activity involving support for aliens? 

☐ Yes. Agency’s payment request will include 
activities that involve supporting aliens.  

☐ No. Agency’s payment request will not include 
activities that involve supporting aliens.  
 

5. Does the Sub-Recipient have and follow any Diversity, Equity and Inclusion (DEI) practices?  

☐ Yes. Agency has and follows DEI practices.  ☐ No. Agency does not have nor follows DEI practices. 
 

6. Are any foreign nationals or noncitizens employed by the Sub-Recipient agency in roles that involve managing 
program requirements, processing reimbursements or advances, or performing any activities related to this 
grant program? 

 

☐ Yes. Agency has foreign nationals or noncitizens 
employed within the agency that perform grant-related 
activities. If so, please provide a short bio or resume for 
all individuals. 
 

☐ No. Agency does not have foreign nationals or 
noncitizens employed within the agency that perform grant-
related activities. 

 
I certify that the above information is true and accurate. 
 
__________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Authorized Signatory Official (Signature)     Date 
 
__________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Authorized Signatory Official (Printed Name)    Title 
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AGENDA REQUEST 

TO: Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Abby Christian, Grant Writer 

DATE 19 May 2026 

SUBJECT: IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL OF A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE CITY 

OF TUPELO AND HDR FOR RFQ NUMBER 2026-019PW – FY22 RAISE 

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING AND TO AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO 

EXECUTE ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF TUPELO AC 

Request: To authorize the mayor to sign contract with HDR. 

The work covered by this request includes preparation of engineering reports, environmental 

surveys, preparation of environmental impact statements, assistance with grant application and 

regulatory compliance, and surveying, plans, specifications of the project. This project shall be 

completed no later than July 31, 2026. The deadline for completion may be extended at the 

option of the City if conditions and circumstances allow.  

The specific projects to be performed in relation to this Request for Qualifications: 

 Highway Overpass Bridge at Eason Boulevard

 Relocation of Switching Operations

 Crossing Improvements for Quiet Zones
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Brett L. Geesey

Vice President

5750 Johnston St, Suite 105
Lafayette, LA 70503
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Abby Christian, Grant Writer 

DATE 16 Jul 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL FOR CITY TO SUBMIT THE FY26 

STATE BORDER SECURITY REINFORCEMENT FUND (SBSRF) GRANT 

APPLCIATION AC 
  

Request: I’m asking the Council for authority to submit the SBSRF application. 

Agency: Mississippi Office of Homeland Security (MOHS) 

Grant: State Border Security Reinforcement Fund (SBSRF) 

Match: No match required 

Submission Deadline: 22 July 2026 

Overview: This funding will be used for the purchase of: 

 Roadside X-Ray 

 Handheld Chemical Analyzer 

 Upfit of SOG Vehicles w/ LPR technology 

 LPRs (2) 
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Mississippi Office of Homeland Security Grant Program (HSGP) 

FY26 State Border Security Reinforcement Fund (SBSRF) 
Notice of Funding Announcement 

June 23, 2026 
Purpose: The purpose of this announcement is to provide notice of the release of funding opportunities for the FY26 
Homeland Security-State Border Security Reinforcement Fund (SBSRF).  
 
FEMA Overview of Program: The State Border Security Reinforcement Fund (SBSRF) is administered by the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). It is a competitive program designed to reinforce border security at every level. 
By combining transparent competition, strict compliance, robust oversight, and executive flexibility, SBSRF advances both 
the statutory requirements of Congress and the executive priorities of the Trump Administration, ensuring effective border 
security for the nation. The federal Notice of Funding will be uploaded on the MOHS website shortly.  
 
Federal Funding: The SBSRF is an authorization provided by the Working Families Tax Cut of 2025. DHS is making a 
total of $9.9 billion dollars available for states to apply for funds. This is unprecedented funding, in which Mississippi is 
planning a large request to take full participation into this funding opportunity. With that opportunity will be the inclusion 
of funding opportunities for sub-awards.  
• SBSRF has no required Match required for grant funding.  
 
Period of Performance: The SBSRF award is a one (1) time grant that will be awarded on or around September 1, 2026, 
and have a period of performance of eight (8) years. This funding will have NO extensions to extend funding past the period 
of performance. 
 
As with all MOHS grant programs, the MOHS encourages all grant sub-recipients to procure, implement and close out their 
grant awards within one (1) year, so the sub-recipient can fully implement their program as quickly as possible.   
 
Sub-Recipient Eligibility*: The Mississippi Office of Homeland Security (MOHS) will be applying for the SBSRF, as the 
State Administrative Agency (SAA) and on behalf of sub-recipients, as listed in the Notice of Funding. Funding eligibility 
is available for local entities and state agencies.  
 
Eligible sub-applicants are “local” entities, which include: 
• Local Police Departments and County Sheriff’s Offices (key roles in border enforcement, detention, and interdiction 

operations) 
• State Police or Highway Patrol Units (multi-jurisdictional response and support) 
• Local Emergency Management Agencies (disaster response, logistics, and resource allocation) 
• Regional Joint Task Forces or Multi-Agency Border Security Groups (coordination across agencies) 
• County or City Detention Facilities (detention, processing, and relocation support) 
• Regional Fusion Centers or Intelligence Units (intelligence analysis and information sharing) 
 
*Due to the nature of this grant, only applicants that perform the tasks and activities will be considered. This grant has a 
very high priority for law enforcement agencies that can and will participate in border security and response.  
 
Sub-Applicant Criteria: Under SBSRF, eligible sub-applicants may apply to and receive subawards from the SAA. Sub-
applicants must work directly with the SAA to be included in the application and must have the capacity to perform each 
allowable activity as proposed by the applicant. Eligible sub-applicants, as stated in the NOFO, are local governments as 
defined by 2 C.F.R. § 200.1. 
 
Program Allowable Activities and Focus: SBSRF allowable activities that the MOHS will focus on for the FY26 SBSRF 
Application are as follows: 

• Construction or installation of a border wall, border fencing or other barrier, or buoys along the southern border of 
the United States. 

Mississippi Office of Homeland Security 

APPENDIX G



• Detection and interdiction of illicit substances and aliens who have unlawfully entered the United States and have 
committed a crime under federal, state, or local law. 

 
Application & Fact Sheet Release Date: The Mississippi Office of Homeland Security (MOHS) will release the State 
Border Security Reinforcement Fund (SBSRF) application on Wednesday, June 24, 2026. The application and 
accompanying Fact Sheet will be available on the MOHS website at: https://www.homelandsecurity.ms.gov/ 
 
The FY26 SBSRF application will be accessible only through an electronic link provided on the website beginning 
Wednesday, June 24, 2026. All submissions must be completed and submitted through the link on the MOHS website 
and/or emailed to potential applicants.  
 
Grant Writing Workshops: Due to the quick turn-round and other pending deadlines within the MOHS, there will be no 
scheduled grant writing sessions during this initial application. For future grant application submissions, the MOHS will 
hold available sessions, to assist with grant writing.  
 
Application Deadline: All applications and required documentation must be submitted electronically through the 
designated website link no later than Wednesday, July 22, 2026, at 5:00 p.m. For Applications to be considered complete: 

•  All fields within the application must be fully filled out 
•  All required information must be submitted 
•  The application must include an electronic signature 
 

MOHS requests that all jurisdictions prioritize funding requests that address capability targets and gaps identified through 
a formal needs assessment. Applications submitted after the deadline will not be considered for funding. Submission 
of an application does not guarantee an award. 
 
FEMA Federal Grant Information: Additional federal grant guidance and program information can be found at: 
https://www.fema.gov/grants/preparedness/homeland-security 
 
Questions: For questions related to the grant application, guidelines, or technical assistance, please contact: 
mohsgrants@dps.ms.gov 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: TANNER NEWMAN, DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

DATE 07/21/26 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF LOT MOWING TN 
  

 

REQUEST:  

PLEASE REVIEW AND APPROVE THE FINAL LOT MOWING LIST. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX H



RECORD # PARCEL ID VIOLATION ADDRESS CODE INSP OWNER NAME OWNER ADDRESS

LM-26-349 077P-35-232-00 405 SOUTH FOSTER DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 RS TLGFY LLC PO BOX 8155 GULFPORT MS 39506

LM-26-346 105H-15-032-00 3347 MEADOW DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 RS BROWN LATRAVIOUS 3392 CRAIGMONT CIRCLE TUPELO MS 38801

LM-26-344 078B-28-011-58 1314 BUTLER PARK BOULEVARD, TUPELO, MS 38801 JLB BUTLER PARK LLC 201 WEST MAIN ST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-343 078B-28-010-11 4052 LONGVIEW LAKE DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 JLB BUTLER PARK LLC 201 WEST MAIN ST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-342 078B-28-010-08 BUTLER PARK BLVD JLB BUTLER PARK LLC 201 WEST MAIN ST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-337 078B-28-011-66 1309 HIGH LINE DRIVE, TUPELO, MS 38801 JLB JANIE PARKS PILLOW 1309 HIGH LINE DR TUPELO MS 38801

LM-26-330 076K-23-047-04 1966 BORDEAUX LANE, TUPELO, MS 38804 SB STOCKBURGER DUANE L & JEANE G REVOCABLE TRUST REVOCABLE TRUST TUPELO MS 38804

LM-26-326 106H-13-002-00 3592 SOUTH GREEN STREET, TUPELO, MS 38801 RS MAIZ ELDA 3592 S GREEN STREET TUPELO MS 38801

LM-26-312 089N-31-078-00 675 WEST MAIN STREET SUITE A, Unit A, TUPELO, MS 38804 JLB JOYNER ERNEST IIIBECK REALTY & PROPERTY MANAGEMENT P O BOX 1095 TUPELO MS 38802

LM-26-153 089F-30-025-00 532 WEST BARNES STREET, TUPELO, MS 38804 EG CHRISTIAN CAREPLEX 906 N MADISON STREET TUPELO MS 38801

OWNER CITY/STATE/ZIP

FINAL LOT MOWING LIST 07/21/26
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 

FROM: TANNER NEWMAN, DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

DATE JULY 21, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF REVIEW/APPROVE PLANNING COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES OF JUNE 1, 2026 
  

 

REQUEST:  REVIEW AND APPROVE 
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CITY OF TUPELO 

PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

Date: June 1, 2026, 6:00 P. M.  

Location: City Council Chambers, City Hall, 71 East Troy Street, Tupelo, MS 

 
 

CALL TO ORDER 

Ms. Leslie Mart called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M.  

• Invocation: Mr. Lindsey Leake  

• Pledge of Allegiance: Ms. Patti Thompson  

Board and staff introduced themselves for the record.  

Committee Members Present: 

Mr. Mark Williams via conference call, Mr. Aaron Washington, Ms. Pam Hadley, Ms. Leslie 

Mart, Ms. Patti Thompson, Mr. Scott Davis, and Mr. Lindsey Leake.  

Staff Present: 

Mr. Tanner Newman, Director of Development Services, Mr. Pat Falkner, Planning Consultant, 

Ms. Kim Rushing, Community Development and Outreach Coordinator, Mr. Patrick Reagan, 

Chief Building Inspector 

 

 
 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

• Action: Mr. Scott Davis moved to approve the May 4, 2026, meeting’s minutes, 

seconded by Ms. Pam Hadley. 

• Vote: Approved by a show of hands. Motion carried.  

 

REPORT OF COUNCIL ACTION 

• No appeals were made following the May meeting. 

• RZ26-02 Zoning Map Change (Parcels 084S-18-001-18, 084S-18-001-04, 084S-18-001-19, 

083U-07-066-06, 083U-07-003-00, 083U-07-005-00) public hearing will be held during the June 

2, 2026, City Council meeting.  
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NEW BUSINESS 

MAJSUB 26-03: Sunny Way Spring Lake Subdivision - West side of South 

Thomas St., south of Yates Acres subdivision (Parcel – 101A-02-211-00) 

Location: West side of South Thomas Street, south of Yates Acres Subdivision MDR  

Request: Preliminary Plat Approval of an eight (8) lot major subdivision on currently vacant 

land of 6.65 acres.   

Notices: Mr. Newman confirmed that adjoining property owners were notified. There were 

several phone inquiries regarding the application.  

Applicant: VIVAAN, Inc. Vinod Kumar 880 Eads Creek Rd. Saltillo, MS 38866   

• The proposal is to create eight lots: two one-acre lots and six approximately half-acre 

lots. 

• Mr. Kumar plans to build his own house on one lot and sell the remaining lots or build 

homes to sell on the remaining lots. 

Public Hearing: Ms. Mart opened the public portion of the meeting.  

• Leigh Murphy, 2808 Columbine Place, Tupelo, MS – Ms. Murphy, a resident of the 

Spring Lake subdivision and a member of the Spring Lake Homeowners Association 

Board, addressed the Planning Committee regarding concerns and recommendations 

submitted by homeowners in the subdivision regarding the proposed development. Ms. 

Murphy presented three recommendations for the committee's consideration. Ms. Murphy 

requested that, if the proposed development is approved, the committee include a 

recommendation in the minutes that the developer not be permitted to use the "Spring 

Lake" name for the new subdivision unless the development becomes part of the Spring 

Lake Homeowners Association and adheres to the subdivision's restrictive covenants. She 

stated that homeowners believe that the use of the Spring Lake name without such 

affiliation could create confusion or mislead prospective homebuyers about the 

relationship between the proposed development and the existing Spring Lake subdivision. 

Ms. Murphy noted that the developer has proposed a gated access point from Thomas 

Street. She requested that, should the development become part of the Spring Lake 

Homeowners Association and operate under its covenants, residents of the existing 

Spring Lake subdivision be provided access through the gate, including access to any 

required entry codes. Ms. Murphy requested that, if the development joins the Spring 

Lake Homeowners Association and adopts its covenants, any common areas and green 

spaces within the proposed development be designed and maintained in a manner 

consistent with the appearance and character of the existing Spring Lake subdivision. Ms. 

Murphy thanked the committee for its consideration and requested that these 
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recommendations be included in the meeting minutes and considered as part of the 

review process. 

 

• Sherry Webb, 1448 Columbine Drive, Tupelo, MS –Ms. Sherry Webb, a resident of the 

Spring Lake subdivision and a member of the Spring Lake Homeowners Association 

Board, addressed the Planning Committee regarding the proposed development adjacent 

to Spring Lake. Ms. Webb reiterated concerns previously expressed about the proposed 

development's use of the Spring Lake name if it is not formally affiliated with the 

existing Spring Lake subdivision and homeowners' association. She emphasized, 

however, that Spring Lake residents and HOA leadership are supportive of the proposed 

development becoming part of the Spring Lake community. Ms. Webb stated that 

homeowners would welcome the development's inclusion in the Spring Lake 

Homeowners Association and believe such affiliation would be beneficial to future 

residents. Ms. Webb noted that inclusion in the homeowners association would provide 

access to Spring Lake amenities, including the neighborhood pool, lake, tennis courts, 

and other common facilities. She also stated that future residents would benefit from the 

protections and standards provided by the subdivision's restrictive covenants. Regarding 

gated access, Ms. Webb expressed support for reciprocal access between the existing 

subdivision and the proposed development. She indicated that, should the development 

become part of the homeowners' association, residents would support sharing gate access 

codes to ensure equal access between the connected areas. In closing, Ms. Webb stated 

that the Spring Lake community would welcome residents of the proposed development 

and would like them to become part of the existing neighborhood and community. 

 

• Keith Kantack, 1810 Sunflower Circle, Tupelo, MS – Mr. Keith Kantack, a resident of 

Spring Lake for approximately ten years, addressed the Planning Committee regarding 

the proposed development adjacent to the Spring Lake subdivision. Mr. Kantack noted 

that a significant majority of those in attendance (at or slightly above 75% of the 

audience, as shown by the raising of hands) were present due to concerns about the 

proposed development. He expressed concern that the developer had not provided 

sufficient details about the project, stating that residents had received limited information 

regarding the scope, construction plans, housing types, and overall development 

standards. Mr. Kantack acknowledged the developer's stated language barrier and 

requested that the committee allow adequate time for communication and understanding 

throughout the review process. He also noted uncertainty about who was officially 

representing the developer, citing conflicting information from the developer's realtor and 

statements made during the meeting about the potential adoption of Spring Lake's 

restrictive covenants. Speaking both as an individual resident and on behalf of Spring 

Lake Homeowners Association President Dr. Marty Herman, who was unable to attend, 

Mr. Kantack outlined several concerns raised by neighborhood residents, including 

Preservation and use of the Spring Lake name in connection with the proposed 

development. Architectural standards and compatibility with the existing neighborhood. 

Construction and building process standards. Long-term enforcement of restrictive 

covenants. Potential adoption of Spring Lake's existing covenants and participation in the 
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homeowners' association. Access to neighborhood amenities and common areas. Future 

identification and management of residents and visitors if the development remains 

separate from the existing association. Mr. Kantack also raised concerns regarding the 

proposed access point to Thomas Street, describing the location as a heavily traveled area 

with a downhill grade and a nearby four-way stop. He expressed concerns about traffic 

safety, vehicle movements, and potential confusion for motorists attempting to enter 

Spring Lake through the proposed gated development. He suggested consideration of 

alternative access arrangements, including the possibility of a cul-de-sac. Additionally, 

Mr. Kantack referenced what he understood to be historical Planned Unit Development 

restrictions and deed requirements associated with the Spring Lake property, indicating 

that covenants may be relevant to the proposed development. In closing, Mr. Kantack 

stated that residents believe additional discussion and clarification are needed before any 

decision is made. He requested that the Planning Committee postpone action on the 

proposal to allow further communication between the developer, neighborhood 

representatives, and other interested parties. 

 

• Janet Gaston, 1764 Columbine, Tupelo, MS – Ms. Janet Gaston, a resident of the Spring 

Lake subdivision, addressed the Planning Committee regarding the proposed 

development adjacent to Spring Lake. Ms. Gaston stated that previous speakers had 

already discussed many of the concerns she intended to raise. She noted that she had 

received numerous inquiries from residents regarding the proposed development and 

indicated that many questions remain unanswered. A primary concern raised by Ms. 

Gaston was whether the proposed development would be compatible with the existing 

character and standards of the Spring Lake subdivision. She stated that, if the 

developments are physically connected by roads, the transition between the existing 

neighborhood and the proposed development should be seamless and consistent in 

appearance and design. She emphasized the importance of maintaining compatibility so 

that residents do not perceive the areas as separate or significantly different 

neighborhoods. Ms. Gaston also referenced information provided by the original 

developer of Spring Lake, indicating that the subdivision was approved by the City as a 

master-planned community or Planned Unit Development (PUD) in the 1990s. She 

expressed uncertainty regarding whether those approvals, restrictions, or covenants 

remain applicable and requested that the matter be researched and verified. Ms. Gaston 

stated that, if such requirements remain in effect, it is her understanding that the existing 

covenants could potentially extend to the proposed development. She indicated that 

clarification of this issue could help address many of the questions and concerns raised by 

residents. Additionally, Ms. Gaston expressed concern regarding the potential use of the 

Spring Lake name by the proposed development. She stated that such use could create 

confusion for motorists and visitors who may assume they can access the existing Spring 

Lake subdivision through the proposed entrance. She further noted concerns regarding 

traffic safety along Thomas Street, citing the roadway's traffic conditions and driving 

patterns as factors that could increase the potential for confusion or unsafe situations. In 

closing, Ms. Gaston requested that the applicability of any master-planned community or 

Planned Unit Development requirements be researched and verified. She also stated that 
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she would welcome the proposed development as part of the Spring Lake community if it 

chose to join the homeowners association and participate in the neighborhood's existing 

amenities and standards. 

 

• Cathy Fitzpatrick, 2709 Columbine Place, Tupelo, MS – Ms. Kathy Fitzpatrick stated 

that the primary goal of many residents attending the meeting was to encourage the 

proposed development to become part of Spring Lake and participate in the neighborhood 

covenants and HOA structure. She noted that this meeting represented the first 

opportunity many residents had to publicly comment on the proposal. 

 

• Emery Pittman, 605 South Thomas Street, Tupelo, MS –Mr. Emory Pittman, a nearby 

resident, expressed concern regarding the long-term oversight and governance of the 

proposed development if it remained separate from the Spring Lake HOA and covenants. 

Applicant Response – Mr. Kumar 

• Mr. Kumar responded to comments raised during the public hearing. He stated that he 

believed some comments regarding his English-speaking abilities were personal in 

nature. He emphasized that he had complied with all City requirements and development 

procedures, including retaining professional legal and architectural assistance. 

• Mr. Kumar also discussed his business ownership and community involvement, including 

charitable contributions and donations within the community. 

• Regarding Spring Lake affiliation, Mr. Kumar stated that he had previously discussed the 

possibility of joining the Spring Lake community and homeowners association with 

neighborhood representatives and remained open to further discussions. He also indicated 

willingness to discuss gate access arrangements and stated that he intended to comply 

with all City development requirements and standards. 

• Mr. Kumar presented photographs of homes he had previously constructed and stated that 

he intended for the proposed development to include high-quality homes compatible with 

the area. 

• Mr. Kumar also spoke about his involvement in the community, stating that he owns a 

business in Mooreville and contributes through taxes, charitable donations, and 

community support efforts. He referenced a recent donation commitment of building 

materials to a local fire department project as an example of his community involvement. 

• Regarding concerns about the use of the Spring Lake name and affiliation with the Spring 

Lake Homeowners Association, Mr. Kumar stated that he now better understands 

residents' concerns and indicated he would revise the subdivision name application. He 

stated that he had previously expressed a willingness to discuss potential inclusion in the 

Spring Lake community and homeowners association with neighborhood representatives, 

including Dr. Marty Herman, but that no additional meetings or follow-up conversations 

had occurred after that initial discussion. 

• Mr. Kumar stated that he intends for the proposed development to comply with all City 

requirements and standards. He emphasized that he would follow any conditions or 
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regulations established by the City regarding lot sizes, setbacks, roadway requirements, 

or gate placement. 

• In response to comments regarding the proposed gated access and roadway connection, 

Mr. Kumar stated that he did not object to discussing shared access arrangements. He 

reiterated that he would comply with any spacing or setback requirements established by 

the City. 

 

The Planning Committee Chair then concluded the public comment exchange and 

indicated that the committee would proceed with questions and discussion. 

STAFF ANALYSIS AND COMMITTEE DISCUSSION: 

Mr. Newman stated that the proposed development met the requirements of the Tupelo 

Development Code. He noted that the property was zoned Medium Density Residential, where 

significantly smaller lot sizes would ordinarily be permitted. Mr. Newman explained that the 

City had requested the larger-lot flexible variance specifically to make the development more 

compatible with the adjacent Spring Lake subdivision and that the applicant had complied with 

that request. 

Mr. Newman further clarified that: 

• The Planning Committee’s role was limited to determining whether the application met 

Development Code standards. 

• The City does not regulate or enforce private subdivision covenants or homeowners association 

agreements. 

• Gate access, fire access requirements, and roadway engineering details would be addressed 

during the development process. 

• Any approved lot sizes and layout would be fixed unless future modifications were approved 

through an additional review process. 

Committee members discussed concerns raised by residents about neighborhood compatibility, 

covenants, roadway access, and the original Spring Lake master plan. Interim planning official 

Mr. Faulkner provided historical context regarding the original Spring Lake development, noting 

that the broader area had historically been intended for continued residential expansion but had 

not been fully platted in advance. 

Ward 6 Councilman Mark Williams, who recused himself due to residing in Spring Lake, 

participated remotely and suggested that additional discussions between the developer and the 

Spring Lake HOA could be beneficial in resolving concerns and improving coordination between 

the parties. 

During committee discussion, staff reiterated that the application met all applicable City 

development standards and that matters relating to private covenants and HOA participation 

were outside the authority of the Planning Committee and City Council. 
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Motion and Vote: 

• Action: Motion was made by Ms. Patti Thompson to approve MAJSUB 26-03 plat as 

presented. Ms. Pam Hadley seconded the motion. 

• Vote: Approved by a show of hands. Motion carried (approval). Mr. Mark Williams 

recused himself from voting.  

Appeal Notice: 

Mr. Newman advised attendees that the application would next proceed to the Tupelo City 

Council for final consideration at a future public meeting, with additional public notice to be 

provided prior to that hearing. 

 
 

FLEXVAR 26-04 West side of South Thomas St.  (Parcel- 010A-02-211-00) 

 
Location: West side of South Thomas Street, south of Yates Acres Subdivision MDR  

Request: Request by flexible variance to allow larger lot sizes rather than the required minimum 

lot size of 4,000 sq. ft. and 50-foot frontage.  

Notices:  Mr. Newman confirmed that adjoining property owners were notified. There have been 

no responses. 

Applicant: VIVAAN, Inc. Vinod Kumar 880 Eads Creek Rd. Saltillo, MS 38866   

Staff Analysis: Department of Development Services staff stated that the request for larger lot 

sizes had been initiated at the recommendation of City staff to encourage compatibility with the 

surrounding Spring Lake development pattern. 

Public Hearing:  

Ms. Mart opened the public portion of the meeting.  

Keith Kantack, 1810 Sunflower Circle, Tupelo, MS – 

Mr. Kantuack asked for an explanation of what the variance meant. After an explanation from 

Mr. Newman, Mr. Kantack stated that Spring Lake residents supported larger lot sizes and 

appreciated the effort to maintain compatibility with the existing neighborhood.  

 

Motion and Vote: 

Action: Motion was made by Mr. Scott Davis to approve FLEXVAR 26-04; Mr. Lindsey 

Leake seconded the motion.  

• Vote: Approved by a show of hands. Motion carried (approval). Mr. Mark Williams recused 

himself from voting.  
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Next Steps:  

Staff advised attendees that the flexible variance approval constituted a final administrative action subject 

to the applicable appeal period and noted that the major subdivision application would proceed to the 

Tupelo City Council for further consideration. 

Motion was made to take a five-minute break by Ms. Thompson, seconded by Mr. Aaron 

Washington.  

 

OLD BUSINESS 

 

Item T826.0  

 

Request: Consider proposed amendments to chapters 2, 4, 5, and 11 of the Tupelo Development 

Code.  

Notices: Mr. Newman stated at the May meeting that this was strictly a public notice, advertised 

under the statute governing public notices. (Daily Journal ad #1716410) A public hearing was 

held at the May meeting on the congregate living text amendments and the Downtown 

Guidelines. 

Tupelo Development Code Amendments 

• Proposed amendments to chapters 2, 4, 5, and 11 of the Tupelo Development Code for 

Congregate living and mixed-use downtown guidelines. 

• The primary purpose is to amend the Development Code to establish definitions, 

classifications, and regulations for congregate living uses. 

• Chapter 2 amendments include removing the existing priority congregate living definition 

and redefining "family" and "congregate living." 

• The definition of "family" is clarified as an individual or two or more persons related by 

blood, marriage, legal guardianship or adoption living together as a single house 

housekeeping unit where a group of not more than five unrelated persons living together 

as a single housekeeping unit in a dwelling unit. A family shall not include an 

arrangement meeting the definition of congregate living. 

Congregate Living Classifications and Locations 

• Congregate living is classified into three uses: Congregate Living 1, 2, and 3, with 

specific criteria for each. 

• Congregate Living 1: Not more than five residents, no on-site staff or structured 

services, functionally equivalent to a single housekeeping unit but not meeting the 

definition of a family. Allowed in the same location as a single-family residential unit. 

APPENDIX I



Page | 9  
 

• Congregate Living 2: Six to 16 residents OR provides on-site supervision/staffing OR 

provides supportive services. Recommended for residential zones as a flexible or 

compatible use, requiring additional Chapter 11 guidelines. 

• Congregate Living 3: More than 16 residents with continuous or scheduled staffing 

supervision, typically for medical/custodial care, high turnover, or transient occupancy, 

resembling an institutional setting. Generally allowed in the same locations as 

institutional uses. 

• The use of "or" and "and" in the definitions is deliberate; Congregate Living 1 requires all 

conditions to be met, while Congregate Living 2 requires only one of the listed 

conditions. 

Regulatory Requirements and Approval Process 

• Existing separation requirements remain: 1500ft between facilities in mixed-use zones 

and 2500 foot buffer outside mixed-use zones. 

• New buffering and landscaping requirements are instituted between residential and 

congregate living uses. 

• Applications for compatible and flexible use must include a "full site plan, operational 

plan, occupant load, staff plan, parking analysis, fire safety plan and an accessibility 

plan." 

• Congregate living uses shall be registered as a rental property and are subject to a rental 

inspection program every two years and the Tupelo Fire Department annual inspection 

program. 

Downtown Design Guidelines & Decisions 

• 12 revisions to the downtown Tupelo Main Street design guidelines were presented by 

Director Lucia Randle, marking the first updates since 2012. 

• Key revisions include guidelines for paint colors in the downtown overlay and 

maintaining historic integrity during remodeling of commercial and residential buildings. 

Motion and Vote: 

Action: Motion was made by Mr. Davis to approve proposed amendments to chapters 2,4,5, and 

11 of the Tupelo Development Code.  Mr. Washington seconded the motion.  

Vote: Motion carried; the matter was approved. 

Motion and Vote: 

Action:  Mr. Leake made a motion to approve the proposed Tupelo Downtown Main Street 

Association design guideline revisions, and Ms. Hadley seconded.  

Vote: Motion carried; the matter was approved.  
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OTHER BUSINESS 

Upcoming Planning & Meetings 

• The next work session, originally scheduled for June 29th, has been canceled due to key 

members being out of town and no applications on the agenda. 

• The comprehensive plan is expected to be ready for review and a vote within the next few 

weeks. 

• A special call meeting will be called for either late June or early July, specifically for the 

comprehensive plan review. 

 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Action: Motion was made by Ms. Hadley to adjourn, seconded by Mr. Washington. Motion 

carried.  

Meeting adjourned. 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE 

SUBJECT: 

Mayor and City Council 

Tanner Newman, Director of Development Services 

07/21/26

IN THE MATTER OF REVIEW AND APPROVE PRELIMINARY PLAT 

MAP FOR SUNNY WAY SUBDIVISION-SPRINGLAKE TN
CLEAN UP  

Request: 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Dennis Bonds, City Engineer 

DATE July 15, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL OF MAJOR THOROUGHFARE COMMITTEE 

MINUTES FOR MAY 11, 2026 AND JUNE 8, 2026 DRB 
  

 

Request: DRB 

In the matter of creation of approval of Major Thoroughfare Committee Minutes for  May 

11, 2026 and June 8, 2026 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Kelly Knight, Public Works Director 

DATE July 15, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF BID AWARD APPROVAL FOR THE BRIDGE REPAIR 

FOR BRIDGE #69 (COLONIAL ESTATES RD) AND BRIDGE #97 (RANKIN 

BLVD EXT) 2026-030PW - KWK 
  

 

Request:  

We are requesting the approval to award the bid for the Bridge Repair for Bridge #69 

(Colonial Estates Rd) and Bridge #97 (Rankin Blvd Ext) Bid No. 2026-030PW to the 

following – 

 

Lowest and Best Bidder – 

 

M&N Excavators, Inc.  $162,919.50 

 

Other Bids Received – 

 

Phillips Contracting Co., Inc.    $173,494.00 

Talbot Brothers Contracting Co., Inc.  $244,620.00 

Century Construction Group, Inc.   $293,565.00 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Stephanie Coomer, Director 

DATE July 15, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF CVB BOARD MINS. JULY 7, 2026 SC 
  

 

Request:  

Approval of July board minutes.  
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Johnny Timmons, Manager TW&L 

DATE July 15, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF SOLE SOURCE PROCUREMENT – MUELLER 

SYSTEMS JT  
  

 

Request:  

At the regular meeting on July 1, 2025, the city council approved the award of a sole source 

procurement of our AMI water meters and associated equipment to Mueller Systems. I respectfully 

request that this sole source procurement be renewed and extended since we have the Mueller AMI 

metering system installed within our system and there are no compatible metering systems. 
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MUELLER®   |  ECHOLOGICS®  |  HYDRO GATE®  |  HYDRO-GUARD®   |  JONES®   |  MI.NET®  |  MILLIKEN®  |  PRATT®  |  SINGER®   |  U.S. PIPE VALVE AND HYDRANT 

F 14034 10/18 

Mueller Systems  
10210 Statesville Boulevard 
Cleveland, NC 27013 

office: 704-278-2221 
toll free: 800-323-8584 

July 7, 2026 

Tupelo Water & Light Department
PO Box 588 
Tupelo, MS  38802-0588 

Subject: Sole Source Manufacturer    

To Whom It May Concern, 

Mueller Systems, LLC is a leading innovator and provider of Advanced Metering Infrastructure (AMI), 
Automated Meter Reading (AMR), and water meters. Mueller Systems, originally founded in 1859, 
manufactures our products at our ISO certified facility in Cleveland, North Carolina.  We are a wholly owned 
subsidiary of Mueller Water Products and, along with our sister companies, we are one of the largest 
manufacturers of smart water distribution products in the world.  Mueller Systems has the distinction of 
sole source manufacturer and distributor of Mueller Systems’ products, which include water meters, 
data acquisition components, systems integration, software, analytics, and other smart water 
applications and capabilities. 
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact your Mueller Systems Territory Manager, 
Jerry Johnson, at jerryjohnson@muellerwp.com or 704-903-2250.  We appreciate the opportunity to be of 
service to you. 

Sincerely, 

K. Anita Short
Proposal Manager

 CC:  File 
          Jerry Johnson 
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TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Stephen N. Reed, Assistant City Attorney 

DATE July 17, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF RATIFICATION OF AN ENERGY SERVICES 

AGREEMENT WITH SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC BUILDINGS AMERICAS, 

INC, APPROVED ON JULY 7, 2026 SR 
  

 

Request:  

For ratification is the executed Energy Services Agreement with Schneider Electric for 

mechanical improvements at the Tupelo Aquatic Center.  
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Regional Vice President

7.17.2026
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Stephen N. Reed, Assistant City Attorney 

DATE July 17, 2026 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL OF AN ORDER AUTHORIZING THE 

PURCHASE OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED ON THE NORTHEAST 

CORNER OF SPRING STREET AND JEFFERSON STREET IN THE CITY OF 

TUPELO, MISSISSIPPI AND TO APPROVED THE EXECUTED PURCHASE 

AGREEMENT SR 
  

 

Request:  

Approve the attached order and associated contract.  
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