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SUMMARY

The North Carolina Court of Appeals affirmed an initial disposition and permanency planning order

concerning an abused and neglected juvenile. The court held that the respondent-mother waived

appellate review of the trial court's judicial notice of Responsible Individuals List orders because she

did not object. The court also concluded that competent evidence supported findings of chronic

physical abuse and the cessation of reasonable reunification efforts under North Carolina General

Statute section 7B-901.
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Respondent-mother appealed from a combined initial disposition and
permanency planning order that took judicial notice of Responsible
Individuals List orders and determined that reasonable reunification

efforts were not required.

Findings of fact are reviewed for competent evidence and are
conclusive if supported by any competent evidence. Dispositional
choices, including eliminating reunification from the permanent plan,

are reviewed for abuse of discretion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Mother preserved appellate review of the trial court's decision to take judicial notice of the

Responsible Individuals List orders.

2. Whether competent evidence supported the trial court's findings of chronic physical abuse and other

aggravating circumstances under North Carolina General Statute section 7B-901(c).

3. Whether the findings supported the trial court's decision to cease reasonable efforts toward reunification

in the initial disposition order.

4. Whether the trial court's ultimate factual findings and conclusions of law were legally sufficient.

HOLDINGS

1. Mother waived appellate review of the trial court's taking judicial notice of the Responsible Individuals

List orders because she did not object and, through counsel, expressly stated that she had no objection.

2. Competent evidence supported the trial court's findings that R.L. suffered chronic physical abuse and

that aggravating circumstances existed under North Carolina General Statute section 7B-901(c).

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by determining that reasonable reunification efforts were not

required in the initial disposition order.

4. The trial court's findings concerning aggravating circumstances were findings of ultimate fact, and its

conclusion that reasonable reunification efforts were not required was supported by those findings.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because Mother raised no objection to the trial court’s judicial notice of the RIL orders here, she has

likewise waived appellate review.” (at 3)

“Further, competent evidence supports the trial court’s findings of fact, and those findings support its

conclusion of law that reasonable reunification efforts should be ceased.” (at 23)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

R.L. was a three-month-old, pre-mobile infant who suffered multiple nonaccidental injuries, including fractures
to both shoulders, a tibia fracture, two rib fractures, and multiple bruises. Medical evidence indicated that the
injuries were likely inflicted during at least two separate episodes, and neither parent provided a plausible
explanation. The parents were the child's only caregivers, and the injuries ceased after the child was removed
from their home. The trial court found chronic physical abuse and other aggravating circumstances under North
Carolina General Statute section 7B-901(c), and determined that reasonable reunification efforts were not

required.
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Craven County DSS filed a juvenile petition alleging that R.L. was abused, neglected, and dependent. The trial
court adjudicated the child abused and neglected and entered Responsible Individuals List orders. After
disposition and permanency planning hearings, the trial court entered an order determining that reunification
efforts were not required and establishing guardianship with a concurrent plan of custody. Mother appealed the
adjudication order and the combined disposition and permanency planning order, but raised no argument
concerning the adjudication order.
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