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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals, Second Appellate District, reviews the termination of a mother’s parental
rights to two children. The mother challenged the legal and factual sufficiency of the evidence
supporting termination under Texas Family Code section 161.001(b)(1)(D) and (E), as well as the
best-interest finding. The court’s memorandum opinion states that sufficient evidence supported the

findings and affirmed the termination order.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Mother appealed the termination of her parental rights after a bench

trial in a child-protection proceeding.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Termination of parental rights must be proved by clear and convincing
evidence. For legal sufficiency, the court views the evidence in the
light most favorable to the challenged finding and determines whether
a reasonable factfinder could form a firm belief or conviction. For
factual sufficiency, the court performs an exacting review of the entire
record while giving due deference to the factfinder's credibility
determinations and asks whether a reasonable factfinder could form a
firm belief or conviction.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published memorandum opinion; precedential status is identified as
published in the supplied metadata.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support termination under Texas Family
Code section 161.001(b)(1)(E), based on endangering conduct.

2. Whether the evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support termination under Texas Family
Code section 161.001(b)(1)(D), based on an endangering environment.

3. Whether the evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support the finding that termination was in

the children's best interest.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support the finding that Mother engaged in conduct

endangering the children's physical or emotional well-being.

2. The evidence was legally and factually sufficient to support the finding that termination of Mother's
parental rights was in the children's best interest.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Considering the entire record, we conclude that the trial court could have reasonably formed a firm

conviction or belief that the Department had proved at least the termination ground in Subsection (E).” (24)

“Considering the entire record, we hold that the trial court could form a firm conviction or belief that the

Department had proved that termination would be in the children’s best interest.” (35)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mother and Father had a history of domestic violence, and Mother continued her relationship with Father despite
repeated violent incidents, including incidents occurring while the children were present or in the home. Mother
also tested positive for marijuana, cocaine, and methamphetamine, was arrested for methamphetamine
possession, and continued associating with Father and persons involved with illegal drugs after the Department
became involved. The parents violated a safety plan, Father removed the children from Mother's care, and the
children were eventually placed with fictive kin who was willing to adopt them. The trial court found that
Mother minimized the violence and drug-related evidence and could not reliably protect the children.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Department of Family and Protective Services became involved with the family in June 2024, and the
parents agreed to a safety plan. After alleged violations of the plan, the Department filed a petition and obtained

emergency removal of the children. Following a five-day trial conducted over several months, the 325th District



Court of Tarrant County terminated Mother's parental rights based on Texas Family Code section 161.001(b)(1)

(D) and (E) and found termination to be in the children's best interest. The court of appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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