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SUMMARY

The North Carolina Court of Appeals affirmed an Orange County permanency planning order ceasing
reunification efforts and orders terminating the respondent mother’s parental rights to three children.
The court held that competent evidence supported the trial court’s findings and conclusions regarding
the likelihood of future neglect and the cessation of reunification efforts.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Respondent Mother appealed from a permanency planning order
ceasing reunification efforts and from orders terminating her parental
rights to three children.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For an order ceasing reunification efforts, the court reviews whether
the trial court made appropriate findings, whether those findings are
supported by credible evidence, whether the findings support the
conclusions, and whether the trial court abused its discretion as to
disposition. Findings of fact are conclusive if supported by any
competent evidence; conclusions of law are reviewed de novo; and an
abuse of discretion occurs when the ruling is so arbitrary that it could
not have resulted from a reasoned decision. In a termination-of-
parental-rights proceeding, the court reviews only findings necessary
to support the determination that grounds existed; unchallenged
findings are binding on appeal, and conclusions of law are reviewed de
novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court's findings of fact in the permanency planning order were supported by competent
evidence and supported the decision to cease reunification efforts.

2. Whether the trial court properly found that reunification efforts would be unsuccessful or inconsistent
with the children's health or safety and adopted adoption as the primary permanency plan.

3. Whether competent evidence supported termination of Mother's parental rights on the ground of neglect,
including a likelihood that neglect would recur or continue if the children were returned to her care.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not err in ceasing reunification efforts because the challenged findings were supported
by competent evidence and the findings supported the determination that reunification efforts would be
unsuccessful or inconsistent with the children's health or safety.

2. The trial court properly terminated Mother's parental rights to all three children on the ground of neglect
because competent evidence supported the findings and the unchallenged findings established a
likelihood that neglect would recur or continue if the children were returned to Mother's care.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Reunification shall be the primary or secondary plan unless, . . . the court makes written findings that
reunification efforts clearly would be unsuccessful or would be inconsistent with the juvenile’s health or
safety.” (at 5)

“Even assuming arguendo that the challenged findings are unsupported, the trial court’s unchallenged
findings of fact support its conclusion that there is a likelihood of future neglect of Josh, Prince, and Paul.”
(at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mother had an extensive history with child protective services, including prior terminations of parental rights
and a felony conviction arising from the nonaccidental death of another child. After the three children involved
in this appeal came into DSS custody, evidence showed inadequate supervision, unsafe transportation, marijuana
exposure, and serious injuries to the twins in a motor-vehicle accident while they were improperly restrained or
unrestrained. Evaluations diagnosed Mother with several mental-health disorders, borderline intellectual



functioning, and parenting limitations requiring fully supervised contact. Although Mother completed some
services, she failed to complete medication-management and psychiatric-evaluation components of her case plan
and continued to exhibit insufficient insight and unsafe parenting behavior.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Orange County Department of Social Services obtained custody of the three children in November 2023 after
filing juvenile petitions. The trial court entered a permanency planning order in June 2024 ceasing reunification
efforts and establishing adoption as the primary plan. After a June 2025 bench trial, the trial court terminated
Mother's parental rights on grounds including neglect. The North Carolina Court of Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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