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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court held that a biological father whose parental rights had been terminated
lacked standing to challenge the adoption of the child in a separate adoption proceeding. The court
also held that his challenge to service and the termination order constituted an impermissible collateral
attack because the record did not show a lack of jurisdiction on its face. The court affirmed the order

striking his appearance and objection and the decree of adoption.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether RB could collaterally attack the order terminating parental rights in the separate adoption

proceeding based on alleged defects in service or identification.

2. Whether RB had standing to object to or otherwise participate in the adoption after his parental rights

had been terminated.

HOLDINGS

1. RB could not collaterally attack the termination order in the adoption proceeding because the record did
not show on its face an absence of jurisdiction over him.

2. Because RB's parental rights had been terminated, he no longer had a legally protectible or tangible

interest and therefore lacked standing to object to or otherwise participate in the adoption proceeding.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“RB’s parental rights have been terminated and, as a result, he has no legally protectable interest at stake and

cannot object to or otherwise participate in the adoption.” ( 15)

“Because RB’s parental rights have been terminated, he has no standing to object to or otherwise participate
in the adoption.” (9 15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

SSO had been in foster care since shortly after birth. The Department filed a termination proceeding against
SSO's mother and an unknown father after reunification efforts failed; service on the unknown father was by
publication. Shortly before trial, Mother identified RB as a potential father, and the Department notified the
court that genetic testing identified him as SSO's biological father, but the court entered an order terminating the
parental rights of Mother and the unknown father. RB did not appeal or directly challenge that order and later
attempted to object to the foster parents' adoption of SSO.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The district court previously terminated the parental rights of SSO's mother and unknown father. RB, later
identified as the biological father, did not appeal or directly challenge the termination order. After the foster
parents filed an adoption petition, RB entered an appearance and objected, asserting that he had not been
properly served in the termination case. The adoption court stayed the proceedings to permit RB to challenge the
termination order in the proper forum, but he did not do so; the court then struck his appearance and objection

and entered the final decree of adoption.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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