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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi held that the Mississippi Manufactured Housing Association had
standing to challenge the City of Canton's zoning decision restricting manufactured housing
developments. Applying the federal three-part test for associational standing within Mississippi's more
liberal standing requirements, the court concluded that the association's members could be adversely
affected, the interests were germane to the association's purpose, and individual member participation
was unnecessary. The court reversed the circuit court's dismissal and remanded for further

proceedings.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The Mississippi Manufactured Housing Association appealed the

circuit court's dismissal of its bill of exceptions challenging the City of
Canton's zoning decision. The dismissal was based on lack of

standing.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Questions of law are reviewed de novo. On a motion to dismiss, the
allegations are taken as true, and dismissal is improper unless it
appears beyond a reasonable doubt that the plaintiff cannot prove any

set of facts supporting the claim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Mississippi Manufactured Housing Association had standing to appeal the City's zoning

decision under Mississippi's statutory and associational-standing principles.

2. Whether the City waived or was judicially estopped from challenging MMHA's standing based on
MMHA's participation in the municipal hearing.

HOLDINGS

1. MMHA had standing to appeal the City's zoning decision because Mississippi adopts the federal three-
part test for associational standing, interpreted in light of Mississippi's more liberal standing

requirements, and the record allegations satisfied that test.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We expressly adopt the federal test for associational standing to be interpreted under Mississippi's more
liberal standing requirements and find that MMHA has standing to appeal the City of Canton's zoning
decision.” (1195)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The City of Canton revised its comprehensive plan, zoning map, and zoning ordinances in anticipation of
population growth associated with a new Nissan plant. The proposed zoning restrictions limited the areas in
which manufactured housing could be placed. The Mississippi Manufactured Housing Association, a nonprofit
organization representing participants in the manufactured housing industry, objected at the City's public hearing
and later challenged the zoning decision, asserting that at least one member owned property and operated a

manufactured-housing retail center in Canton.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The City of Canton adopted a comprehensive plan, zoning ordinance, and zoning map restricting manufactured
housing developments. MMHA filed a bill of exceptions in the Circuit Court of Madison County seeking to set
aside the City's decision. The circuit court dismissed the bill for lack of standing, and MMHA appealed to the
Supreme Court of Mississippi, which reversed and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded



REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case was remanded to the Circuit Court of Madison County for further proceedings consistent with the
opinion.
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