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Per Curiam.
This case is before us on a motion for rehearing filed by 

the appellant, Amber S., concerning our opinion in In re 
Interest of Manuel C. & Mateo S., ante p. 91, 988 N.W.2d 
520 (2023).

We find no substantive merit to Amber’s motion and over-
rule it, but modify the opinion as follows:

In the analysis section, under the subheading “Applicability 
of ICWA,” at the end of the fourth paragraph, we add the 
following:

However, we are aware that subsequent to this holding, 
the Indian Child Welfare Act Proceedings, 81 Fed. Reg. 
38,778 (June 14, 2016) (codified at 25 C.F.R. § 23 et 
seq. (2022)) were adopted. Upon our de novo review, 
we believe that the juvenile court process and proceed-
ings followed these regulations and that upon appeal, 
our analysis recognizes and adheres to the provisions of 
the regulations.

In the analysis section, under the subheading “Applicability 
of ICWA,” we delete the second sentence of the ninth para-
graph and substitute the following: “Rather, this court reviews 
the decision of the juvenile court de novo.24”

The remainder of the opinion shall remain unmodified.
 Former opinion modified.
 Motion for rehearing overruled.


