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SUMMARY

The Mississippi Supreme Court reviewed a bench-trial judgment apportioning twenty percent of
personal-injury and wrongful-death damages to the City of Jackson arising from a police pursuit. The
court held that the Jackson police officers did not act with reckless disregard under the Mississippi
Tort Claims Act and reversed and rendered judgment in favor of the City of Jackson.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The City of Jackson appealed from a Hinds County Circuit Court

bench-trial judgment finding the City twenty percent at fault under the
Mississippi Tort Claims Act for injuries and death arising from a

police pursuit.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A circuit judge's findings in a bench trial receive the same deference as
a chancellor's findings and will be upheld if supported by substantial,
credible, and reasonable evidence. Findings will not be disturbed
unless manifestly wrong, clearly erroneous, or based on an erroneous

legal standard.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the circuit court's finding that City of Jackson police officers
acted with reckless disregard for the safety and well-being of others under the Mississippi Tort Claims
Act.

2. Whether the circuit court erred by apportioning twenty percent liability to the City of Jackson without

determining proximate cause.

HOLDINGS

1. The Jackson police officers did not act with reckless disregard for the safety and well-being of others.
Their conduct did not constitute an entire abandonment of care or heedless indifference to the

consequences.

2. The court did not need to address proximate cause because the absence of reckless disregard was

dispositive of the City's liability.

3. The judgment against the City of Jackson was reversed, and judgment was rendered in favor of the City.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is appropriate for trial courts to consider all ten factors, and to look at the totality of the circumstances

when analyzing whether someone acted in reckless disregard.” (Y 17)

“The City of Jackson’s actions in today’s case do not evince “an entire abandonment of any care.”” (Y 34)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A City of Raymond officer pursued Alice Wilson after observing her drive erratically, fail to stop, nearly collide
with a motorcycle, and continue toward Jackson. Jackson police officers blocked traffic, followed the pursuit for
several miles, and were instructed by a supervisor to monitor and assist with traffic and officer safety. Wilson
ultimately ran a red light at Capitol Street and Congress Street and collided with a vehicle carrying Alice

Clausell, Kimberly Clausell, and Lillian Byrd; Alice died and the others were injured.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiffs filed negligence actions against the Cities of Jackson and Raymond and Alice Wilson; the actions were
consolidated for trial. The City of Raymond settled. After a bench trial, the circuit court apportioned twenty
percent of the damages to the City of Jackson, finding that its police officers acted with reckless disregard. The

Mississippi Supreme Court reversed and rendered judgment in favor of the City of Jackson.
DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded
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