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SUMMARY

The Mississippi Court of Appeals affirmed summary judgment dismissing the Seales’ claims against

the Mississippi Transportation Commission and Pontotoc County Board of Supervisors. The court held

that the tort claims were barred by the Mississippi Tort Claims Act’s statute of limitations and that the

inverse-condemnation claim was barred by the applicable three-year limitations period because the

plaintiffs failed to provide evidence that they discovered the alleged injury within that period.
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The Seales appealed the Pontotoc County Circuit Court's order
granting the defendants' motions for judgment on the pleadings or,
alternatively, for summary judgment, and dismissing their claims for
inverse condemnation, negligence, gross negligence, nuisance, and
trespass.

Summary judgment is reviewed de novo, with the evidence viewed in
the light most favorable to the nonmoving party. The moving party
must show that no genuine issue of material fact exists and that it is
entitled to judgment as a matter of law; the nonmoving party must

present significant probative evidence of a triable issue.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Seales' claims under the Mississippi Tort Claims Act were barred by the Act's one-year
statute of limitations.

2. Whether the Seales' inverse-condemnation claim was barred by Mississippi's three-year statute of
limitations because they knew of the alleged injury more than three years before filing the state-court

complaint.

3. Whether the circuit court's summary judgment could be affirmed on any sufficient ground apparent from

the record even though the court did not specify the basis for its ruling.

HOLDINGS

1. The Seales' tort claims were time-barred under Mississippi Code Annotated section 11-46-11 because,
even accepting their asserted April 2017 accrual date, the applicable one-year limitations period had
expired before they filed their federal action and the voluntarily dismissed federal action did not toll the

limitations period.

2. The inverse-condemnation claim was barred by Mississippi's three-year statute of limitations because
the Seales failed to present summary-judgment evidence showing that they first became aware of the

alleged taking or injury within three years before filing the state-court complaint.

3. An appellate court may affirm a lower-court judgment when any sufficient ground supporting the result
appears in the record, even if the lower court did not expressly identify that ground.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Further, because the federal action was voluntarily dismissed pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
41(a), its pendency did not toll the statute of limitations.” (13)

“Thus, a three-year statute of limitations is to be applied to the Seales’ claim of inverse condemnation, and

that period began to run upon “the discovery of the injury itself.”” (Y14)

“We find that the trial court did not err by granting summary judgment and dismissing the complaint because

the Seales’ claims were barred by the applicable statutes of limitations.” (18)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



The Seales own approximately ninety-six acres in Pontotoc County, including their homestead, livestock
operation, and Seale Pond, through which Johns Creek passes. A road relocation project undertaken by the
Mississippi Transportation Commission and Pontotoc County beginning in 2016 allegedly caused or contributed
to flooding, erosion, pollution, property damage, loss of use, and diminished property value. The Seales alleged
tort claims and inverse condemnation based on those conditions, asserting that the injury began in November
2016 or, at the latest, that they learned the cause of the injury in April 2017.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Seales first filed a federal Clean Water Act citizens' suit and related claims in the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Mississippi in September 2019. They voluntarily dismissed that action without
prejudice on March 10, 2020, and filed this state-court action the same day. After the case was stayed for nearly
four years, the defendants moved for judgment on the pleadings or summary judgment. Because materials
outside the pleadings were submitted and not excluded, the circuit court's order was treated as a grant of

summary judgment. The Court of Appeals affirmed on statute-of-limitations grounds.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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