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THOMPSON, P r e s i d i n g Judge. 

A.T. ("the mother") appeals two judgments of the Houston 

J u v e n i l e Court ("the j u v e n i l e c o u r t " ) f i n d i n g two of her 

c h i l d r e n , An.J.T. ("the son") and Am.J.T. ("the d a u g h t e r " ) , 

dependent and t r a n s f e r r i n g c u s t o d y of the son and the daughter 
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( h e r e i n a f t e r r e f e r r e d t o c o l l e c t i v e l y as "the c h i l d r e n " ) t o 

t h e i r p a t e r n a l grandmother, A.G. ("the p a t e r n a l grandmother"). 

The r e c o r d on a p p e a l i n d i c a t e s t h a t the mother and the 

c h i l d r e n ' s f a t h e r , C.T. ("the f a t h e r " ) , have never m a r r i e d ; 

the r e c o r d does not c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e i f the p a r e n t s have l i v e d 

t o g e t h e r as a c o u p l e . The mother has another c h i l d , As.T., 

from a p r e v i o u s r e l a t i o n s h i p ; t h a t c h i l d was 10 y e a r s o l d a t 

the time of the dependency h e a r i n g , and she l i v e d w i t h the 

mother. Pursuant t o an agreement between the mother and the 

f a t h e r , the son, who was e i g h t y e a r s o l d a t the time of the 

dependency h e a r i n g , has l i v e d w i t h the f a t h e r s i n c e he was two 

y e a r s o l d . I n 2009, the f a t h e r and the son moved t o I n d i a n a . 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the f a t h e r had used 

i l l e g a l drugs i n the p a s t , and she s t a t e d t h a t the f a t h e r ' s 

move t o I n d i a n a was prompted by h i s d e s i r e t o remove h i m s e l f 

from i n f l u e n c e s t h a t encouraged him t o use i l l e g a l drugs. 

The mother t e s t i f i e d t h a t , u n t i l June 2010, she had 

m a i n t a i n e d c u s t o d y of the daughter s i n c e the c h i l d ' s b i r t h i n 

2004; the daughter was s i x y e a r s o l d a t the time of the 

dependency h e a r i n g . I n June 2010, the e l e c t r i c i t y a t the 

mother's r e s i d e n c e was d i s c o n n e c t e d , and the mother took the 
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daughter t o the home of a p a t e r n a l g r e a t - a u n t ; the g r e a t - a u n t 

i s the p a t e r n a l grandmother's s i s t e r . 1 The mother t e s t i f i e d 

t h a t she i n t e n d e d t h a t the daughter remain w i t h the g r e a t - a u n t 

on a temporary b a s i s . 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the g r e a t - a u n t 

asked her t o take the daughter a f t e r the mother had l e f t the 

c h i l d a t the g r e a t - a u n t ' s home i n June 2010. A c c o r d i n g t o the 

p a t e r n a l grandmother, the daughter was e x t r e m e l y d i r t y when 

the mother l e f t the c h i l d w i t h the g r e a t - a u n t ; the mother 

d e n i e d t h a t a l l e g a t i o n . 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the daughter 

l i v e d w i t h her u n t i l August 2010, when the f a t h e r r e t u r n e d t o 

Alabama from I n d i a n a . The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t 

between June and August 2010 the mother t e l e p h o n e d o n l y t h r e e 

or f o u r times t o check on the daughter and t h a t the mother 

v i s i t e d the daughter o n l y one time . The mother t e s t i f i e d , 

however, t h a t the daughter l i v e d w i t h the g r e a t - a u n t u n t i l 

August 2010. 

1The g r e a t - a u n t i s r e f e r r e d t o i n the r e c o r d s i m p l y as 
"Ms. [ K . ] . " 
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I t i s u n d i s p u t e d t h a t , when the f a t h e r and the son 

r e t u r n e d t o Alabama i n August 2010, the daughter began l i v i n g 

w i t h the f a t h e r and the son i n the g r e a t - a u n t ' s house. The 

mother t e s t i f i e d t h a t she had a l l o w e d the daughter t o l i v e 

w i t h the f a t h e r because, she s t a t e d , the daughter had 

e x p r e s s e d a d e s i r e t o do so. The p a t e r n a l grandmother, 

however, t e s t i f i e d t h a t the daughter had been l i v i n g w i t h her 

and t h a t she had a l l o w e d the daughter t o l i v e w i t h the f a t h e r . 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the f a t h e r has a 

h i s t o r y of mental i l l n e s s and t h a t he was d i a g n o s e d w i t h 

b i p o l a r d i s o r d e r when he was 16 y e a r s o l d . I n November 2010, 

the f a t h e r was a d m i t t e d f o r a p p r o x i m a t e l y one week t o the 

B e h a v i o r a l M e d i c i n e U n i t ("BMU") at a l o c a l h o s p i t a l because 

of an apparent overdose of i l l e g a l drugs. S h o r t l y t h e r e a f t e r , 

the p a t e r n a l grandmother f i l e d her p e t i t i o n s a l l e g i n g t h a t the 

c h i l d r e n were dependent and s e e k i n g c u s t o d y of the c h i l d r e n . 

S i n c e the p a t e r n a l grandmother f i l e d the dependency 

p e t i t i o n s on December 7, 2010, the f a t h e r has c o n t i n u e d t o 

e x p e r i e n c e problems. The f a t h e r was r e a d m i t t e d t o the BMU 

around C h r i s t m a s 2010, and a g a i n s h o r t l y b e f o r e the March 10, 

2011, dependency h e a r i n g . The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d 
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t h a t the f a t h e r does not have a home o f h i s own but has s t a y e d 

w i t h f r i e n d s and f a m i l y members. The f a t h e r d i d not t e s t i f y 

a t the dependency h e a r i n g , but h i s a t t o r n e y r e p r e s e n t e d t o the 

c o u r t t h a t the f a t h e r wanted the c h i l d r e n t o l i v e w i t h the 

mother. 

I n her dependency p e t i t i o n s and i n her t e s t i m o n y , the 

p a t e r n a l grandmother a l l e g e d t h a t the mother was not 

f i n a n c i a l l y c a pable o f meeting even the c h i l d r e n ' s most b a s i c 

needs. The p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the mother d i d 

not work and had no means o f s u p p o r t i n g the c h i l d r e n . 

The mother t e s t i f i e d t h a t she l a s t had employment i n 

2005. The mother s t a t e d t h a t she becomes nervous around 

groups o f p e o p l e . A c c o r d i n g t o the mother, her d o c t o r had 

d i a g n o s e d her as h a v i n g a " s o c i a l a n x i e t y , " f o r which she has 

been p r e s c r i b e d m e d i c a t i o n . 

The mother l i v e s i n r e n t - f r e e p u b l i c h o u s i n g w i t h As.T., 

and she r e c e i v e s f o o d stamps each month. The mother t e s t i f i e d 

t h a t she o c c a s i o n a l l y b a b y s i t s or h e l p s c l e a n houses, f o r 

which she earns "maybe $250" per month. The mother 

acknowledged t h a t she has no o t h e r income, and she s t a t e d t h a t 
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she r e l i e s upon her mother and o t h e r f a m i l y members f o r 

su p p o r t . 

The mother was a r r e s t e d a t a December 2010 c o u r t h e a r i n g 

because of her f a i l u r e t o pay $100 monthly toward r e s t i t u t i o n 

f o r numerous bad-check charges d a t i n g back almost 10 years 

b e f o r e the dependency h e a r i n g . The mother s t a t e d t h a t her 

mother would pay the $100 c o u r t f i n e s each month because, the 

mother s a i d , her mother g i v e s her a n y t h i n g she wants. 

The mother acknowledged t h a t she had not c o n t r i b u t e d t o 

the s u p p o r t of the c h i l d r e n d u r i n g the times t h e y had l i v e d 

w i t h or been i n the cu s t o d y of the p a t e r n a l grandmother. The 

mother t e s t i f i e d t h a t , a l t h o u g h the daughter was no l o n g e r 

l i v i n g w i t h her, she c o n t i n u e d t o r e c e i v e food stamps f o r the 

daughter u n t i l December 2010. The mother s t a t e d t h a t she had 

used some of the food stamps she r e c e i v e d f o r the daughter t o 

a s s i s t the f a t h e r i n p r o v i d i n g f o o d f o r the c h i l d r e n a f t e r 

t hey began l i v i n g w i t h him i n August 2010. 

The mother does not have her own t r a n s p o r t a t i o n . The 

p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the mother must t e l e p h o n e 

f a m i l y members f o r a s s i s t a n c e i f she needs t o take the 

c h i l d r e n t o v i s i t the d o c t o r or t o o b t a i n m e d i c a t i o n s f o r 
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them. The mother a d m i t t e d t h a t As.T. m i s s e d a t l e a s t s i x days 

of s c h o o l i n J a n u a r y 2011 when the c h i l d m i s s e d the s c h o o l 

b u s ; the mother had no o t h e r means of t r a n s p o r t i n g the c h i l d 

t o s c h o o l . The mother s t a t e d t h a t she was t r y i n g t o move from 

her r e s i d e n c e d u r i n g t h a t time and t h a t " i t was j u s t h e c t i c i n 

J a n u a r y . " The mother a d m i t t e d t h a t she got a l e t t e r from the 

s c h o o l c o n c e r n i n g the number of As.T.'s absences i n J a n u a r y 

2011. 

H a z e l W i g g i n s , a Department of Human Resources ("DHR") 

s o c i a l worker who conducted home e v a l u a t i o n s on the p a r e n t s 

and the p a t e r n a l grandmother, t e s t i f i e d t h a t when she met w i t h 

the mother i n F e b r u a r y 2011 she a d v i s e d the mother t h a t she 

c o u l d a p p l y f o r S o c i a l S e c u r i t y d i s a b i l i t y b e n e f i t s and t h a t 

she c o u l d e x p l o r e c e r t a i n j o b programs through DHR. The 

mother s t a t e d d u r i n g the March 2011 dependency h e a r i n g t h a t 

she p l a n n e d t o e x p l o r e those o p t i o n s . 

Wiggins a l s o t e s t i f i e d t h a t the mother's home was 

p h y s i c a l l y a p p r o p r i a t e f o r the c h i l d r e n and t h a t t h e r e were no 

r e p o r t s of abuse or n e g l e c t of the c h i l d r e n by the mother. 

However, Wiggins s t a t e d t h a t DHR had concerns about the 

mother's a b i l i t y t o meet the needs of the c h i l d r e n . Wiggins 
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t e s t i f i e d t h a t she was concerned t h a t a d ding two a d d i t i o n a l 

c h i l d r e n t o the mother's home would p l a c e s t r e s s o r s on the 

mother. Wiggins a l s o t e s t i f i e d t h a t i t d i d not appear t h a t 

the mother c o u l d f i n a n c i a l l y a f f o r d two a d d i t i o n a l c h i l d r e n i n 

her home. F o r those r e a s o n s , Wiggins recommended a g a i n s t 

p l a c i n g the c h i l d r e n i n the mother's home. 

I n a d d i t i o n t o the concerns about the mother's f i n a n c i a l 

a b i l i t y t o meet the b a s i c needs of the c h i l d r e n , the p a t e r n a l 

grandmother p r e s e n t e d e v i d e n c e i n d i c a t i n g t h a t the c h i l d r e n 

had been out o f the mother's c u s t o d y f o r an extended p e r i o d 

and t h a t the mother had not k e p t i n f r e q u e n t c o n t a c t w i t h the 

c h i l d r e n . The son has l i v e d w i t h the f a t h e r s i n c e 2002, and 

the mother a d m i t t e d t h a t she had chosen f o r the daughter t o 

l i v e w i t h f a m i l y members between June and December 2010. The 

p a t e r n a l grandmother t e s t i f i e d t h a t the mother had v i s i t e d the 

daughter o n l y once d u r i n g the summer of 2010 and t h a t she had 

t e l e p h o n e d the daughter o n l y t h r e e or f o u r times d u r i n g t h a t 

same p e r i o d . The p a t e r n a l grandmother a l s o s t a t e d t h a t the 

mother had e x p r e s s e d l i t t l e i n t e r e s t i n v i s i t i n g the c h i l d r e n . 

A c c o r d i n g t o the p a t e r n a l grandmother, a f t e r she r e c e i v e d 

pendente l i t e c u s t o d y of b o t h c h i l d r e n i n December 2010, the 
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mother v i s i t e d the c h i l d r e n once i n F e b r u a r y 2010 and a t t e n d e d 

b o t h c h i l d r e n ' s b i r t h d a y p a r t i e s . The p a t e r n a l grandmother 

a l s o s t a t e d t h a t she had t e l e p h o n e d the mother and had o f f e r e d 

t o a l l o w her t o ta k e the c h i l d r e n f o r some time a t C h r i s t m a s ; 

she s t a t e d the mother had v i s i t e d w i t h the c h i l d r e n from noon 

t o 6:00 p.m. on C h r i s t m a s day. 

The mother e x p l a i n e d her f a i l u r e t o v i s i t the c h i l d r e n 

more f r e q u e n t l y by s t a t i n g t h a t her o l d e s t c h i l d , As.T., 

became upset when the c h i l d r e n had t o l e a v e a f t e r a v i s i t a t i o n 

and t h a t she d i d not l i k e t o h u r t As.T. The c h i l d r e n ' s 

g u a r d i a n ad l i t e m e x p r e s s e d concern r e g a r d i n g the mother's 

" n u r t u r i n g a b i l i t y , " g i v e n the f a c t t h a t the mother " d i d n ' t 

pay [ t h e c h i l d r e n ] more a t t e n t i o n when they weren't w i t h h e r . " 

I n each o f i t s March 1 1 , 2011, dependency judgments, the 

j u v e n i l e c o u r t s t a t e d , i n p e r t i n e n t p a r t : 

"Based upon c l e a r and c o n v i n c i n g e v i d e n c e , the 
c o u r t f i n d s t h a t the c h i l d i s dependent i n t h a t the 
p a r e n t s are unable t o p r o v i d e f o r the c h i l d ' s c a r e , 
s u p p o r t , and e d u c a t i o n a t t h i s t i m e . I t i s 
recommended t h a t the p a r e n t s p a r t i c i p a t e and 
cooperate w i t h i n d i v i d u a l and f a m i l y c o u n s e l i n g and 
p a r e n t i n g c l a s s e s . The p a r e n t s s h o u l d l o o k i n t o 
p u r s u i n g d i s a b i l i t y [ b e n e f i t s ] . The p a r e n t s s h a l l 
be p r o v i d e d r e a s o n a b l e v i s i t a t i o n w i t h the c h i l d . " 
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The mother argues on appeal t h a t the evi d e n c e does not 

supp o r t the j u v e n i l e c o u r t ' s d e t e r m i n a t i o n s t h a t the c h i l d r e n 

are dependent. With r e g a r d t o the s t a n d a r d t h i s c o u r t a p p l i e s 

i n r e v i e w i n g a dependency d e t e r m i n a t i o n , t h i s c o u r t has 

s t a t e d : 

"A f i n d i n g o f dependency must be s u p p o r t e d by 
c l e a r and c o n v i n c i n g e v i d e n c e . [ F o r m e r ] § 
1 2 - 1 5 - 6 5 ( f ) [ , A l a . Code 1975 (now c o d i f i e d a t § 12¬
15-310, A l a . Code 197 5 ) ] ; M.M.S. v. D.W., 735 So. 2d 
1230, 1233 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1999). However, m a t t e r s 
of dependency are w i t h i n the sound d i s c r e t i o n of the 
t r i a l c o u r t , and a t r i a l c o u r t ' s r u l i n g on a 
dependency a c t i o n i n which e v i d e n c e i s p r e s e n t e d ore 
tenus w i l l not be r e v e r s e d absent a showing t h a t the 
r u l i n g was p l a i n l y and p a l p a b l y wrong. R.G. v.  
Calhoun County Dep't of Human Res., 716 So. 2d 219 
( A l a . C i v . App. 1998); G.C. v. G.D., 712 So. 2d 1091 
( A l a . C i v . App. 1997); and J.M. v. S t a t e Dep't of  
Human Res., 686 So. 2d 1253 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1996)." 

J.S.M. v. P.J., 902 So. 2d 89, 95 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2004). 

"Moreover, '[b]ecause the t r i a l c o u r t has the advantage o f 

o b s e r v i n g the w i t n e s s e s ' demeanor and has a s u p e r i o r 

o p p o r t u n i t y t o ass e s s t h e i r c r e d i b i l i t y , t h i s C ourt cannot 

a l t e r the t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment u n l e s s i t i s so unsupported 

by the evi d e n c e as t o be c l e a r l y and p a l p a b l y wrong.'" Ex  

p a r t e Fann, 810 So. 2d 631, 636 ( A l a . 2001) ( q u o t i n g Ex p a r t e  

D.W.W., 717 So. 2d 793, 795 ( A l a . 1998)). 
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The mother argues t h a t t h e r e i s not c l e a r and c o n v i n c i n g 

e v i d e n c e i n d i c a t i n g t h a t she l a c k s the f i n a n c i a l r e s o u r c e s t o 

supp o r t the c h i l d r e n . The mother c h a r a c t e r i z e s the ev i d e n c e 

i n d i c a t i n g t h a t she c o u l d not p r o v i d e f o r two a d d i t i o n a l 

c h i l d r e n i n her home as " s p e c u l a t i v e . " Given the evi d e n c e i n 

the r e c o r d on a p p e a l , we cannot agree w i t h t h a t 

c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n . The mother h e r s e l f t e s t i f i e d t h a t she had 

not been employed s i n c e 2005 and t h a t she o c c a s i o n a l l y earns 

$250 per month i n income as a b a b y s i t t e r or a h o u s e c l e a n e r . 

The mother acknowledged t h a t she r e l i e s on f a m i l y members f o r 

much of her su p p o r t and t o pay her c o u r t f i n e s . The mother 

p o i n t s out t h a t she may q u a l i f y f o r S o c i a l S e c u r i t y d i s a b i l i t y 

b e n e f i t s or f o r a s s i s t a n c e through a job s program; however, a t 

the time of the dependency h e a r i n g , the mother had not 

e x p l o r e d those o p t i o n s . T h e r e f o r e , those p o s s i b l e s o u rces of 

income were not a v a i l a b l e t o the mother a t the time of the 

dependency d e t e r m i n a t i o n . At the c o n c l u s i o n of the dependency 

h e a r i n g , the j u v e n i l e c o u r t i n d i c a t e d t h a t i t b e l i e v e d t h a t 

the mother's f i n a n c i a l s i t u a t i o n c o u l d improve such t h a t the 

c h i l d r e n c o u l d be p l a c e d i n her home i n the f u t u r e but t h a t , 

a t t h a t t i m e , she was unable t o meet the c h i l d r e n ' s needs. 
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The mother has f a i l e d t o demonstrate t h a t the e v i d e n c e i n the 

r e c o r d does not sup p o r t t h a t d e t e r m i n a t i o n . 

F u r t h e r , the mother a d m i t t e d t h a t she e l e c t e d t o a l l o w 

the c h i l d r e n t o l i v e w i t h o t h e r f a m i l y members f o r extended 

p e r i o d s . The mother a l s o acknowledged t h a t she had f a i l e d t o 

r e g u l a r l y v i s i t the c h i l d r e n , c i t i n g the d i s t r e s s e x p e r i e n c e d 

by her o l d e s t c h i l d when the c h i l d r e n l e f t as a reason not t o 

v i s i t the c h i l d r e n . The c h i l d r e n ' s g u a r d i a n ad l i t e m 

e x p r e s s e d concern t h a t the mother had f a i l e d t o r e g u l a r l y 

v i s i t the c h i l d r e n . Given the presumption i n f a v o r of the 

j u v e n i l e c o u r t ' s judgment, see Ex p a r t e Fann, s u p r a , we cannot 

say t h a t the mother has demonstrated t h a t the j u v e n i l e c o u r t 

e r r e d i n d e t e r m i n i n g t h a t the c h i l d r e n were dependent. 

The mother a l s o argues t h a t the j u v e n i l e c o u r t e r r e d i n 

f a i l i n g t o award her a s e t schedu l e of v i s i t a t i o n w i t h the 

c h i l d r e n . We agree. T h i s c o u r t has e x p l a i n e d : 

"'[T]he d e t e r m i n a t i o n o f p r o p e r v i s i t a t i o n 

" ' " i s w i t h i n the sound d i s c r e t i o n o f the 
t r i a l c o u r t , and t h a t c o u r t ' s d e t e r m i n a t i o n 
s h o u l d not be r e v e r s e d by an a p p e l l a t e 
c o u r t absent a showing of an abuse o f 
d i s c r e t i o n . " Ex p a r t e B l a n d , 796 So. 2d 
[340] a t 343 [ ( A l a . 2 0 0 0 ) ] . "The p r i m a r y 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n s e t t i n g v i s i t a t i o n r i g h t s 
i s the b e s t i n t e r e s t o f the c h i l d . Each 
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c h i l d v i s i t a t i o n case must be d e c i d e d on 
i t s own f a c t s and c i r c u m s t a n c e s . " DuBois  
v. DuBois, 714 So. 2d 308, 309 ( A l a . C i v . 
App. 1998) ( c i t a t i o n o m i t t e d ) . ' 

" W i l l i a m s v. W i l l i a m s , 905 So. 2d 820, 830 ( A l a . 
C i v . App. 2 004) . 

"Although t h i s c o u r t r e c o g n i z e s t h a t v i s i t a t i o n 
i s a matter l e f t t o the sound d i s c r e t i o n of the 
t r i a l c o u r t , such d i s c r e t i o n i s not unbounded. T h i s 
c o u r t has p r e v i o u s l y h e l d t h a t i t i s r e v e r s i b l e 
e r r o r f o r a j u v e n i l e c o u r t t o l e a v e the ma t t e r of a 
n o n c u s t o d i a l p a r e n t ' s v i s i t a t i o n r i g h t s t o the s o l e 
d i s c r e t i o n o f a c u s t o d i a l p a r e n t or o t h e r l e g a l 
c u s t o d i a n of the c h i l d . See, e.g., L.L.M. v. S.F., 
919 So. 2d 307 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2005) ( r e v e r s i n g a 
j u v e n i l e c o u r t ' s v i s i t a t i o n award t h a t p l a c e d the 
f a t h e r i n c o n t r o l o f the mother's v i s i t a t i o n w i t h 
the c h i l d ) , and K.B. v. Cleburne County Dep't of  
Human Res., 897 So. 2d 379 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2004) 
( r e v e r s i n g a j u v e n i l e c o u r t ' s v i s i t a t i o n award t h a t 
e s s e n t i a l l y c o n d i t i o n e d the mother's r i g h t t o 
v i s i t a t i o n w i t h her c h i l d upon the consent o f the 
c h i l d ' s aunt and u n c l e ) ; see a l s o D.B. v. Madison  
County Dep't of Human Res., 937 So. 2d 535, 541 
( A l a . C i v . App. 2006) ( p l u r a l i t y o p i n i o n r e v e r s i n g 
a j u v e n i l e c o u r t ' s judgment t h a t made the mother's 
v i s i t a t i o n ' " s u b j e c t t o any c o n d i t i o n s and 
l i m i t a t i o n s deemed t o be n e c e s s a r y and a p p r o p r i a t e " ' 
by the c h i l d ' s g r e a t aunt, who was awarded cus t o d y 
o f the c h i l d ) . " 

A.M.B. v. R.B.B., 4 So. 3d 468, 471-72 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2007) 

( c o n c l u d i n g t h a t "the j u v e n i l e c o u r t i n t h i s case e r r e d i n 

f a i l i n g t o s e t f o r t h a s p e c i f i c minimum v i s i t a t i o n s c h e d u l e , " 

i d . a t 472). 

13 
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The j u v e n i l e c o u r t awarded the mother o n l y " r e a s o n a b l e 

v i s i t a t i o n " w i t h the c h i l d r e n ; i t f a i l e d t o s e t f o r t h a 

s p e c i f i c minimum v i s i t a t i o n s c h e d u l e . A c c o r d i n g l y , we r e v e r s e 

those p o r t i o n s of the March 11, 2011, dependency judgments 

p e r t a i n i n g t o v i s i t a t i o n , and we remand the causes f o r the 

j u v e n i l e c o u r t t o e n t e r o r d e r s s e t t i n g f o r t h a s p e c i f i c 

v i s i t a t i o n s c h e d u l e . A.M.B. v. R.B.B., su p r a . 

2100591--AFFIRMED IN PART; REVERSED IN PART; AND 

REMANDED. 

210 05 92—AFFIRMED IN PART; REVERSED IN PART; AND 

REMANDED. 

P i t t m a n , Bryan, and Thomas, J J . , concur. 

Moore, J . , concurs i n p a r t and concurs i n the r e s u l t i n 

p a r t , w i t h w r i t i n g . 
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MOORE, Ju d g e , c o n c u r r i n g i n p a r t and c o n c u r r i n g i n t h e r e s u l t 

i n p a r t . 

I c o n c u r i n t h e r e s u l t i n t h a t p a r t o f t h e m a i n o p i n i o n 

a d d r e s s i n g t h e d e p e n d e n c y o f t h e c h i l d r e n ; as t o t h e r e m a i n d e r 

o f t h e o p i n i o n , I c o n c u r . 
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