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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court affirmed summary judgment for Laramie County in a dispute over
whether the City of Cheyenne had to jointly approve a partial vacation of a subdivision plat located
within one mile of the city limits. The court held that Wyoming statutes require joint city and county
approval for original subdivision plats in that area, but do not require joint approval for a subsequent
partial vacation when the property is wholly within the county. The court declined to consider the
City's additional argument concerning approval by all subdivision owners because it was raised for the
first time on appeal and contradicted the City's position below.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The City appealed from a district court order granting summary
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Wyoming statutes require joint City and County approval before a partial vacation of a
subdivision plat located in the County but within one mile of a city boundary may be recorded.

2. Whether the City could challenge the validity of the partial vacation based on the absence of approval by
all current subdivision owners when that argument was not raised below and contradicted the City's
position in the district court.

HOLDINGS

1. Joint City and County approval is not required for the partial vacation of a subdivision plat when the
affected property is wholly within the County, even if it is within one mile of the City limits.

2. The court would not consider the City's owner-approval argument because it was raised for the first time
on appeal and directly contradicted the City's position in the district court.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We therefore conclude that the joint approval requirements of Section 108 apply to the approval of original
plats for new subdivisions, not to subsequent plats filed in order to accomplish a partial vacation.” (¶ 12; 290
P.3d at 1061)

“We therefore conclude that joint City and County approval is not required for the partial vacation of a
subdivision plat when the subdivision is within the County but within one mile of the City limits.” (¶ 16; 290
P.3d at 1062)

“When a statute is sufficiently clear and unambiguous, we give effect to the plain and ordinary meaning of the
words.” (¶ 18; 290 P.3d at 1062)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Roundup Heights is a subdivision in Laramie County located within one mile of the City of Cheyenne and
originally platted in 1955. In 2010, certain lot owners sought County approval for a partial vacation eliminating
some lot boundaries and rights-of-way. The City asserted that both the City and County had to approve the
partial vacation, but the County approved it without City approval; the parties stipulated to the material facts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Owners of lots in the Roundup Heights subdivision obtained County approval for a partial vacation of the
subdivision plat. The City sued for a declaration that joint approval was required because the subdivision was
within one mile of the City. The district court granted summary judgment to the County, and the Wyoming
Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION



affirmed
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