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SACKETT, C.J.

Ammy, the mother of seven-year-old Brooklyn, appeals from the juvenile
court’s dispositional order continuing the child’s placement with her father. She
contends the evidence does not support the child’s continued removal from her care
when she has cooperated with court-ordered services. She further contends the
placement is not in the child’s best interest. We affirm.

The child came to the attention of the Department of Human Services after
testing positive for cocaine and methamphetamine. Ammy also tested positive for
cocaine and methamphetamine in February of 2006. She denies any drug use and
contends her positive test was due to heavy exposure while working undercover for a
drug task force. The juvenile court expressly found Ammy’s explanation not credible.
At the dispositional hearing the department expressed a number of concerns about
returning Brooklyn to Ammy’s care. The court found:

[Ammy] is simply not ready at this point to have Brooklyn returned to

her. She has only recently obtained her current housing, she has not

been honest regarding her drug use, has not completed substance

abuse treatment, and has not participated in individual counseling. In

addition, none of the professionals working with [Ammy] recommend
that the child be returned to her at this time.

We recognize Ammy has received parent skill training and participated in
supervised visitation. From our review of the record, however, we find Brooklyn
cannot safely be returned to Ammy’s care at this time. We share the same concerns
as the juvenile court. In addition, Ammy’s pending felony charges could mean she
would be unavailable to care for her children if they were returned to her care.
Placement with their father is the “least restrictive placement disposition appropriate”
under the circumstances before us. lowa Code 88 232.99(4); 232.102(1)(a) (2005).

AFFIRMED.



