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SUMMARY

The Eighth District Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed a judgment terminating the father’s parental

rights to his biological child. The court held that legally and factually sufficient evidence supported the

trial court’s finding that termination was in the child’s best interest, considering the child’s medical

needs, injuries, missed medical appointments, parental conduct, and household instability.
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Father appealed from a bench-trial judgment terminating his parental
rights to his biological child and appointing the Texas Department of

Family and Protective Services as permanent managing conservator.

For legal sufficiency, the court considered all evidence in the light
most favorable to the challenged finding and asked whether a
reasonable factfinder could have formed a firm belief or conviction
that the finding was true, while deferring to reasonable credibility
determinations. For factual sufficiency, the court gave due deference to
the factfinder and considered whether disputed evidence was so
significant that a reasonable factfinder could not have formed a firm
belief or conviction. Termination findings were reviewed under the

clear-and-convincing-evidence standard.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to support the finding that termination of Father's parental

rights was in the child's best interest.

2. Whether the evidence was factually sufficient to support the finding that termination of Father's parental
rights was in the child's best interest.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally sufficient to support the finding that termination of Father's parental rights was

in the child's best interest.

2. The evidence was factually sufficient to support the finding that termination of Father's parental rights

was in the child's best interest.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In conducting a legal sufficiency review in a parental termination case, the reviewing court should consider
all the evidence in the light most favorable to the challenged finding to determine whether a reasonable trier

of fact could have formed a firm belief or conviction that its finding was true.” (4)

“Having reviewed all of the evidence under the standard for legal sufficiency, we conclude that a reasonable
trier of fact could have formed a firm belief or conviction that termination of Father’s parental rights is in the
best interest of the child.” (9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The child was born prematurely and, during the approximately twelve weeks he lived with his parents after
leaving the hospital, suffered spiral fractures of both legs and three partially healed broken ribs. The parents
claimed not to know how the injuries occurred, while medical evidence indicated that the injuries appeared
nonaccidental. The parents also failed to obtain some vaccinations and physical-therapy appointments, and the
child was dirty when taken to the hospital. After removal, the parents failed to complete portions of their service

plans and demonstrated instability in housing, employment, and visitation.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Department filed a petition to terminate both parents' parental rights after the child suffered multiple
fractures and the Department identified concerns regarding medical care, hygiene, and supervision. Following a

bench trial, the district court found four statutory grounds for termination by clear and convincing evidence and



found termination to be in the child's best interest. Father appealed, challenging the legal and factual sufficiency

of the evidence supporting the best-interest finding.
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