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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court reviewed a juvenile delinquency disposition involving indefinite
probation and 360 hours of community service in lieu of restitution. The court held that the juvenile
court had broad discretion to impose sanctions, but that deviation from the statutory progressive-
sanctions guidelines required written reasons in the record. The adjudication order was affirmed, the
dispositional order was reversed, and the matter was remanded.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE WJH appealed juvenile delinquency adjudication and disposition
orders after admitting several allegations of delinquent behavior. The
Supreme Court of Wyoming affirmed the adjudication order, reversed
the dispositional order, and remanded for proceedings addressing the
statutory sanction guidelines and the juvenile court's reasons for
deviation.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The principal issue was statutory interpretation reviewed by examining
the statutory language, ordinary meaning, legislative intent, and the
statutes in pari materia. Juvenile dispositions generally involve broad
judicial discretion.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published Wyoming Supreme Court opinion; precedential.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Wyoming Juvenile Justice Act required the juvenile court to impose one of the statutory
progressive sanction levels.

2. Whether the juvenile court could impose sanctions different from those specified at any statutory
sanction level without written reasons for the deviation.

3. Whether the juvenile court's advisement that future delinquent conduct could result in more serious
sanctions satisfied Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 14-6-247(c).

4. Whether the adjudication order's terminology and purported waiver of appellate rights required reversal.

HOLDINGS

1. The Juvenile Justice Act does not require the juvenile court to assign one of the five progressive sanction
levels or limit the court to sanctions listed at a particular level. The Act gives the juvenile court broad
discretion to tailor an appropriate disposition.

2. When the juvenile court omits assignment of a sanction level or imposes sanctions different from those
provided at any sanction level, it has deviated from the statutory guidelines and must state written
reasons for the deviation in the record.

3. The juvenile court complied with Wyo. Stat. Ann. § 14-6-247(c) by explaining to WJH in age-
appropriate terms that further violations of law could result in a more serious disposition; the court was
not required to read the statutory sanctions verbatim.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The language indisputably provides the juvenile court with the ability to impose any sanctions it deems
appropriate.” (1153)

“The requirement for a written explanation to be made part of the record is eminently reasonable. It ensures
the juvenile court has carefully considered the relevant circumstances, has set forth its rationale, and has
provided a basis for appellate review.” (1154)

“The case is remanded with direction to the juvenile court to (1) assign a sanction level as set out in §§ 14-6-
248 through 14-6-252 or (2) enter written reasons in the record to explain both its decision to deviate from the
guidelines, through its omission of assignment of a sanction level as set out in §§ 14-6-248 through 14-6-252,
and its imposition of sanctions different from any provided at any sanction level and (3) conduct such further
proceedings as are appropriate and consistent with this decision.” (1155)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

WJH, a juvenile, admitted involvement in several incidents involving property damage and unauthorized entry,
including discharging a fire extinguisher, entering the Hubbard Mill building, spilling seed, and placing a stick in
a bulldozer smokestack during a dirt-clod incident. The juvenile court placed him on indefinite probation and



ordered 360 hours of community service in lieu of monetary restitution. The record contained no admitted
evidence establishing the amount of damages, and the court relied on unsworn discussions regarding alleged
losses.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A delinquency petition was filed in the Juvenile Court for the Fourth Judicial District. WJH admitted several
allegations, after which the juvenile court adjudicated him delinquent, ordered a predisposition study, and
imposed indefinite probation and 360 hours of community service in lieu of financial restitution. WJH appealed,
challenging the court's statutory authority, the sanctions, the damages determination, and related procedural
defects.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Order Adjudicating Child Delinquent and Requiring Predispositional Study is affirmed. The Dispositional
Order is reversed and remanded for the juvenile court either to assign a sanction level under Wyo. Stat. Ann. §§
14-6-248 through 14-6-252 or to enter written reasons explaining the omission of a sanction-level assignment
and the imposition of sanctions different from those provided at any sanction level, and to conduct further
proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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