COURT OF APPEALS OF THE SEVENTH DISTRICT OF TEXAS AT

AMARILLO

In the Interest of 1.J. and L.N.J., Jr., Children

Inre IJ. and L.N.J., Jr. - No. Nos. 07-20-00071-CV & 07-20-00072-CV - Decided April 30, 2020

SUMMARY

The Seventh District Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed orders terminating ..N.J., Sr.'s parental rights

to his son and daughter. The court held that clear and convincing evidence supported the trial court's

finding that termination was in the children's best interests, considering evidence of abuse, the father's

failure to complete services, and the mother's provision of a safe and stable home. The court overruled

the father's sole issue challenging the legal and factual sufficiency of the best-interest finding.
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affirmed

Appeal from orders terminating L.N.J., Sr.'s parental rights to his son

and daughter.

In reviewing a termination order under the clear-and-convincing-
evidence standard, the court credits evidence supporting the verdict if
reasonable jurors could do so and disregards contrary evidence unless
reasonable jurors could not do so when conducting legal-sufficiency
review. For factual sufficiency, the court considers the entire record
and determines whether disputed evidence is so significant that a fact
finder could not reasonably have formed a firm belief or conviction

that the allegation was true.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether legally sufficient evidence supported the finding that termination of L.N.J., Sr.'s parental rights
was in the children's best interests.

2. Whether factually sufficient evidence supported the finding that termination of L.N.J., Sr.'s parental

rights was in the children's best interests.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally sufficient to support the trial court's finding, by clear and convincing evidence,

that termination of L.N.J., Sr.'s parental rights was in the children's best interests.

2. The evidence was factually sufficient to support the finding that termination of L..N.J., Sr.'s parental
rights was in the children's best interests.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Department is not required to prove all of these factors and the absence of evidence of one or more does
not preclude a fact finder from reasonably forming a strong conviction or belief that termination is in the
child’s best interest.” (7)

“Thus, those findings are binding on this court and are probative evidence of the best interest finding.” (10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Medical testing showed that L.N.J., Jr., approximately six months old, had multiple old and new fractures to his
skull, ribs, arms, and legs, and medical personnel rejected the parents' explanations for the injuries. The
Department removed the child after the mother reported that L.N.J., Sr. had abused him; the mother later
recanted, and L.N.J., Sr. was ultimately arrested for injuries inflicted on the child. The couple's daughter was
removed shortly after her birth because of the pending case and concerns for her safety. At the final hearing, the
mother testified that L.N.J., Sr. had abused her and their son, while Department personnel testified that the
mother had completed her services and was providing the children with a safe, stable, and thriving home.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The County Court at Law Number 1 of Randall County consolidated two termination proceedings involving

L.N.J., Sr.'s parental rights to his son and daughter. After a final hearing, the trial court terminated his parental
rights under several provisions of Texas Family Code section 161.001(b)(1) and found termination to be in the
children's best interests. L.N.J., Sr. appealed, challenging only the legal and factual sufficiency of the evidence

supporting the best-interest finding.
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