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No. 04-24-00799-CV - No. 04-24-00799-CV - Decided January 28, 2026

SUMMARY

The Fourth Court of Appeals of Texas affirmed a final judgment imposing a geographic residency

restriction limiting the child’s primary residence to Bexar County and contiguous counties while the

father resides in that area. Applying the abuse-of-discretion standard and the best-interest factors

described in Lenz v. Lenz, the court held that sufficient evidence supported the restriction, including

the father’s stability, extended-family relationships, and ability to maintain visitation and

communication.
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affirmed

Mother appealed the final judgment in a suit affecting the parent-child
relationship, challenging the geographic restriction limiting the child's

primary residence to Bexar County, Texas, and contiguous counties.

Custody, conservatorship, possession, support, visitation, and
geographic-residency decisions are reviewed for abuse of discretion.
The appellate court will not find an abuse of discretion unless the trial
court acted arbitrarily or unreasonably, without reference to guiding
principles, or failed to correctly analyze the law. Legal and factual
sufficiency are relevant factors in the abuse-of-discretion review rather
than independent grounds of error. A judgment may be set aside only if
the error probably caused rendition of an improper judgment or

probably prevented the appellant from properly presenting the case.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by limiting the child's primary residence to Bexar County

and contiguous counties.

2. Whether Mother's asserted Dominican Republic domicile or the principle that a child's domicile follows

the custodial parent required reversal of the geographic residency restriction.

3. Whether the evidence supported the trial court's determination that the geographic restriction was in the

child's best interest and consistent with Texas Family Code section 153.001.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by restricting the child's primary residence to Bexar County

and contiguous counties.

2. Mother's asserted legal domicile in the Dominican Republic did not require reversal because the
restriction did not order her to abandon her residence; it limited relocation of the child based on the

child's best interest.

3. Lenz did not require reversal because its jury-verdict rule applied to a materially different procedural
posture and did not govern this non-jury trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The trial court has “wide discretion when deciding matters of custody, control, possession, support, or

visitation, and we review such matters for an abuse of discretion.”” (at 3)

“Any residency restriction imposed on this right is within the trial court’s discretion based on the best interest
of the child.” (at 4)

“We therefore defer to this finding.” (at 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mother and Father began a long-distance relationship in 2018, and Mother became pregnant in 2019. Mother and
the child lived with Father in San Antonio beginning in 2020, and the child was born there in July 2020. After
Mother left Father's home in October 2021, she traveled to several locations but ultimately returned to Bexar
County, where she and the child lived through trial. Mother sought permission to relocate with the child to the
Dominican Republic or Florida, while Father presented evidence of his stable San Antonio residence, extensive

local family ties, and inability or unwillingness to relocate.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Father filed an original petition in a suit affecting the parent-child relationship in the 150th Judicial District

Court of Bexar County. After temporary orders and a multi-day non-jury trial, the trial court named Mother sole

managing conservator with the exclusive right to determine the child's residence within Bexar County and

contiguous counties while Father resided in that area, and designated Father possessory conservator. The trial

court denied Mother's motions for reconsideration and new trial, and Mother timely appealed.
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