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SUMMARY

The Montana Supreme Court reviewed a district court order terminating D.W.’s parental rights to R.G.
and D.G. The Court held that the approved treatment plans were appropriate, that D.W. had not
successfully complied with them, and that the district court did not abuse its discretion in terminating
her parental rights.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District Court abused its discretion by terminating D.W.'s parental rights under Montana
Code Annotated § 41-3-609.

2. Whether the District Court clearly erred in finding that D.W. failed to successfully comply with

appropriate court-approved treatment plans.

HOLDINGS

1. The treatment plans were appropriate because they addressed D.W.'s medical and psychological
circumstances, including requirements that she obtain licensed medical or psychological diagnosis and

treatment and follow the resulting recommendations.

2. The District Court did not abuse its discretion in terminating D.W.'s parental rights to R.G. and D.G.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We have never established a precise test by which to determine whether a treatment plan is appropriate
because of the uniqueness of each case involving potential termination of parental rights.” (Y 10)

“The “including but not limited to” language of the task in the treatment plans is broad enough to require

D.W. to follow through with the recommendations regarding her PTSD diagnosis.” ( 14)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

D.W. was the natural mother of C.W., R.G., and D.G. The Department became involved after allegations of
abuse and neglect, including sexual abuse of C.W.; R.G. and D.G. were later removed from D.W.'s home after
they were allowed unsupervised contact with their father. The children were adjudicated youths in need of care,
and D.W. entered three court-approved treatment plans. The District Court found that she had not successfully
complied with any plan and that the condition or conduct rendering her unfit was unlikely to change within a

reasonable time.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Department obtained emergency protective services, temporary investigative authority, and later temporary
legal custody over the children after allegations of abuse and neglect. The children were adjudicated youths in
need of care, and D.W. entered three court-approved treatment plans. After finding that D.W. had failed to
successfully comply with the treatment plans and that the condition rendering her unfit was unlikely to change
within a reasonable time, the District Court terminated her parental rights to R.G. and D.G. The Montana
Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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