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DICKINSON, PRESIDING JUSTICE, FOR THE COURT:

¶1. The Mississippi Power Company (“MPC”) applied to the Mississippi Public Service

Commission (“Commission”) for permission to proceed with construction of a new power

generation facility that would employ a new technology not in operation anywhere else in

the United States, and to begin assessing the cost of construction (capped at $2.88 billion)



 Miss. Code Ann. § 77-3-59 (Rev. 2009).1

2

to its current customers.  The Sierra Club opposed the project before the Commission, but

the Commission entered an order in favor of MPC. The Chancery Court of Harrison County

affirmed, and the Sierra Club appealed.

¶2. When the Commission grants authority for such projects, Mississippi law requires it

to make findings supporting its decision; and, according to the statute, the Commission’s

findings must be “supported by substantial evidence presented” which “shall be in sufficient

detail to enable [this] court on appeal to determine the controverted questions presented, and

the basis of the commission's conclusion.”   We find the Commission’s approval of the1

project fails to satisfy this requirement, so we reverse the chancery court’s judgment and the

Commission’s order and remand to the Commission for further proceedings.

¶3. REVERSED AND REMANDED.

WALLER, C.J., CARLSON, P.J., RANDOLPH, LAMAR, KITCHENS,

CHANDLER, PIERCE AND KING, JJ., CONCUR.
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