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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court affirmed summary judgment for Chouteau County in an action seeking
removal of fences and gates obstructing a county road. The court held that Robert Sayers was barred
by res judicata from relitigating whether Lippard Road was a county road, an issue decided in prior
litigation.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Robert Sayers appealed from the Chouteau County District Court's
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether res judicata barred Sayers from relitigating whether Lippard Road was a county road after that
issue had been finally determined in prior litigation between the parties.

2. Whether the district court properly granted summary judgment to Chouteau County in the action seeking
removal of fences and gates obstructing Lippard Road.

HOLDINGS

1. A final judgment precludes future litigation of the same issues between the same parties; therefore, res
judicata barred Sayers from relitigating whether Lippard Road was a county road.

2. The district court correctly granted summary judgment to Chouteau County because Sayers was
precluded from relitigating the controlling issue concerning Lippard Road.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is established beyond argument that a final judgment in a case precludes future litigation on the same
issues between the same parties.” (¶ 5)

“The principle of res judicata prevents piecemeal collateral attacks on prior judgments and upholds the
policy that favors a definite end to litigation.” (¶ 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sayers previously claimed that Lippard Road was not a county road, or was at least partly his driveway. A prior
judgment determined that Lippard Road was a county road, and the Montana Supreme Court affirmed. Chouteau
County later sought an order requiring Sayers to remove fences and gates that impinged on the road, while
Sayers attempted to challenge the prior determination based on allegedly newly discovered facts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Sayers previously litigated whether Lippard Road was a county road, and the district court granted summary
judgment to Chouteau County. The Montana Supreme Court affirmed that judgment in Sayers v. Chouteau
County. Chouteau County then sued Sayers to require removal of fences and gates impinging on the road; the
district court granted the County summary judgment, concluding that res judicata barred Sayers from relitigating
the prior determination. The Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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