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SUMMARY

The Georgia Court of Appeals affirmed the termination of a mother’s parental rights to two children.
The court held that clear and convincing evidence supported findings of deprivation, continuing
parental misconduct or inability, likely serious harm from continued deprivation, and that termination
was in the children’s best interests. The evidence included the mother’s failure to comply with
reunification services, provide stable housing and employment, or develop a parental bond, despite
extensive assistance from DFACS.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether clear and convincing evidence supported the finding that A. G. and K. G. were deprived at the
time of the termination hearing.

2. Whether the mother's lack of proper parental care or control caused the children's deprivation.

3. Whether the cause of the deprivation was likely to continue.

4. Whether continued deprivation was likely to cause the children serious physical, mental, emotional, or
moral harm.

5. Whether termination of the mother's parental rights was in the children's best interests.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence supported the juvenile court's finding that the children remained deprived at the time of the
termination hearing.

2. Clear and convincing evidence supported the finding that the mother's lack of proper parental care or
control caused the children's deprivation.

3. The evidence supported the finding that the cause of the children's deprivation was likely to continue.

4. Clear and convincing evidence supported the finding that continued deprivation was likely to cause the
children serious physical, mental, emotional, or moral harm.

5. The juvenile court properly found that termination of the mother's parental rights was in the children's
best interests.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In reviewing a juvenile court’s decision to terminate parental rights, we view the evidence in the light most
favorable to the juvenile court’s disposition and determine whether any rational trier of fact could have found
by clear and convincing evidence that the natural parent’s rights to custody should be terminated.” (293 Ga.
App. at 383-384)

“The decision as to a child’s future must rest on more than positive promises which are contrary to negative
past fact.” (293 Ga. App. at 387)

“Thus, we conclude that the juvenile court did not err in finding that termination of the mother’s parental
rights was in the children’s best interests.” (293 Ga. App. at 388)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The children were removed from their mother's custody because of deplorable and unsafe home conditions,
family conflict, and the mother's failure to correct the problems despite extensive assistance from DFACS. Over
approximately three and a half years, the mother failed to make significant progress on reunification
requirements, including obtaining stable employment and housing, completing educational and parenting



programs, and developing a relationship with the children. The children rarely visited with her, lacked a parental
bond with her, and were doing well and were bonded with their foster parents, who wanted to adopt them.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Juvenile Court of Brooks County previously adjudicated A. G. and K. G. deprived and placed them in the
temporary custody of the Department of Family and Children Services. After more than three years of services
and reunification efforts, the juvenile court terminated the mother's parental rights on December 7, 2007. The
mother appealed, and the Court of Appeals of Georgia affirmed.
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