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SUMMARY

The Tennessee Court of Appeals reviews an order terminating a mother's parental rights to two
children. The court affirms three statutory grounds for termination and vacates the finding concerning
failure to manifest an ability and willingness to assume custody or financial responsibility because the
trial court's findings were insufficient. It also vacates the best-interests determination and remands for
additional findings of fact and conclusions of law.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court erred when it determined that termination of Mother's parental rights was in the
best interests of the children.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court's order on this ground contained only conclusions of law and lacked the necessary
findings of fact required by Tennessee Code Annotated section 36-1-113(k).

2. The ground of persistent conditions was proven by clear and convincing evidence.

3. The grounds of substantial noncompliance with the permanency plan and abandonment by failure to
provide a suitable home were proven by clear and convincing evidence.

4. The trial court's order on best interests contained insufficient findings of fact and conclusions of law as
required by Tennessee Code Annotated section 36-1-113(k).

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mother's two children, Caylem A. (born 2009, with type 1 diabetes and ADHD) and Harper A. (born 2014), were
removed from her custody in December 2022 following a report of environmental neglect and Mother testing
positive for methamphetamine, amphetamine, and cocaine. Mother was homeless, unemployed, and lacked
transportation. She tested positive for drugs numerous times throughout the proceedings, including ten days
before the termination trial in May 2025. Despite completing some substance abuse programs, she failed to
maintain sobriety. She did not obtain suitable housing, stable employment, or reliable transportation, and stopped
paying child support. The children remained in separate foster homes where they were thriving.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Tennessee Department of Children's Services (DCS) filed a petition to terminate the parental rights of
Mother (Whitney A.) to her two children, Harper A. and Caylem A. The trial court found four grounds for
termination proven by clear and convincing evidence and that termination was in the best interests of the
children. Mother appealed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed_in_part_vacated_in_part_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand for entry of an order containing findings of fact and conclusions of law regarding: (1) the ground of
failure to manifest an ability and willingness to care for the children, and (2) the factors concerning the best
interests of the children.
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