COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO, THIRD APPELLATE DISTRICT, ALLEN

COUNTY

In re J.H.

2026-Ohio-1333 - No. 1-25-40 - Decided April 13, 2026

SUMMARY

The Ohio Third District Court of Appeals affirmed the judgment granting Allen County Children

Services permanent custody of J.H., an adjudicated dependent and abused child. The court held that

clear and convincing evidence supported the finding that permanent custody was in J.H.’s best interest

and that the trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying the mother’s request for a temporary-

custody extension.
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1-25-40

affirmed

Mother appealed the juvenile court's judgment granting the Allen
County Children Services Board permanent custody of her child and
denying her request for an extension of temporary custody.

A permanent-custody decision is reviewed under the manifest-weight-
of-the-evidence standard, with the appellate court determining whether
the juvenile court's findings were supported by clear and convincing
evidence and deferring to the trial court's credibility determinations. A
decision whether to extend temporary custody is reviewed for abuse of

discretion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the juvenile court's determination that permanent custody was in J.H.'s best interest was against
the manifest weight of the evidence.

2. Whether the juvenile court abused its discretion by denying Jessica's request for a two-month extension

of temporary custody to obtain suitable housing.

HOLDINGS

1. The permanent-custody award was supported by clear and convincing evidence and was not against the

manifest weight of the evidence.

2. The juvenile court did not abuse its discretion by denying Jessica's request for a two-month extension.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“R.C. 2151.414(B)(1) establishes a two-part test for courts to apply when determining whether to grant a
motion for permanent custody: (1) the trial court must find that one of the circumstances in R.C. 2151.414(B)
(1)(a)-(e) applies, and (2) the trial court must find that permanent custody is in the best interest of the child.”
(113)

“[T]he court may extend the temporary custody order of the child for a period of up to six months, if it
determines at the hearing, by clear and convincing evidence, that the extension is in the best interest of the
child, there has been significant progress on the case plan of the child, and there is reasonable cause to
believe that the child will be reunified with one of the parents or otherwise permanently placed within the
period of extension.” (1 42)

“Given the totality of the evidence presented at the permanent-custody hearing, the trial court did not abuse

its discretion in denying Jessica’s oral motion for an extension.” ( 49)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

J.H. was born in August 2023 after Jessica tested positive for amphetamine, cocaine, fentanyl, and marijuana and
reported alcohol use during pregnancy; J.H.'s cord blood also tested positive for multiple substances, and he was
treated for withdrawal. J.H. remained in the Agency's temporary custody from shortly after birth and was placed
with a foster family, with a later placement with a relative before returning to the foster family. Although Jessica
later completed substance-abuse treatment and increased visitation, she had three positive drug screens, lacked
housing that could accommodate J.H., had not demonstrated the ability to meet his basic needs, and had missed
six of seventeen possible visits.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



The Agency obtained temporary custody of J.H. after his birth and filed a complaint alleging dependency and
abuse. The juvenile court adjudicated J.H. dependent and abused, continued the Agency's temporary custody, and
later granted the Agency's motion for permanent custody after a June 11, 2025 hearing. Jessica appealed,

challenging the permanent-custody determination and the denial of a two-month extension.
DISPOSITION

affirmed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The cause was remanded to the trial court solely for execution of the judgment for costs and issuance of the
mandate.
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