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SUMMARY

The Ohio Twelfth District Court of Appeals affirmed a juvenile court decision granting Warren County
Children Services permanent custody of a child. The court held that the father did not challenge the
finding that the child had been in agency custody for at least 12 of 22 consecutive months and
concluded that permanent custody was in the child's best interest based on the parents' circumstances
and parenting limitations.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the juvenile court properly found by clear and convincing evidence that awarding permanent
custody to Warren County Children Services was in the child's best interest under R.C. 2151.414(D).

2. Whether the permanent-custody judgment was against the manifest weight of the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. Only one of the findings listed in R.C. 2151.414(B)(1)(a) through (e) is required to satisfy the second
prong of Ohio's two-part permanent-custody test. Because Father did not challenge the juvenile court's
finding that the child had been in the Agency's temporary custody for at least 12 months of a consecutive
22-month period, the appellate court did not need to review that issue further.

2. The juvenile court properly found by clear and convincing evidence that awarding permanent custody to
the Agency was in the child's best interest.

3. The judgment was supported by clear and convincing evidence and was not against the manifest weight
of the evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Only one of these findings must be met to satisfy the second prong of the two-part permanent custody test.”
(¶ 16)

“case plan is merely a means to a goal and not a goal in itself” (¶ 37)

“we find the juvenile court’s decision to grant permanent custody of Roger to the Agency was supported by
clear and convincing evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.” (¶ 40)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The child was removed from the parents' care shortly after birth because of concerns about the mother's serious,
untreated mental-health conditions and difficulty meeting the child's basic needs. The Agency developed a
reunification case plan, and the parents made some progress, but the father remained dependent on the mother
for housing and childcare, did not pursue independent visitation or housing, and did not adequately appreciate
the mother's mental-health limitations. The child spent more than two years in agency custody and was thriving
in a stable foster-to-adopt placement. After a permanent-custody hearing, the juvenile court found that the child
needed a legally secure placement that could not be achieved without permanent custody to the Agency.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Agency filed a dependency complaint after the child's birth. The juvenile court granted emergency
temporary custody, adjudicated the child dependent, and later awarded the Agency temporary custody while the



parents worked under case plans. After a permanent-custody hearing, the juvenile court granted permanent
custody to the Agency. Father appealed, challenging the finding that permanent custody was in the child's best
interest.
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