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A mother appeals from the juvenile court’s order terminating her parental
rights to her child. AFFIRMED.
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BAKER, J.
A mother appeals from the juvenile court’s order terminating her parental
rights to her child. Upon our de novo review, we affirm.
I. Background and Facts
M.S. is the mother of C.S., who was born in January 1995. In May of
2005, C.S. was removed from her mother’s custody due in part to the mother’s
use of methamphetamine. C.S. was placed in her father’s custody, where she
remains. C.S. was adjudicated a child in need of assistance (CINA) in July 2005.
The juvenile court ordered a number of services be offered to the mother,
including in-home services, substance abuse evaluation and treatment, urinalysis
for drug testing, psychiatric services, and supervised visitation.

With the

exception of visitation, the mother’s compliance with services was sporadic or
nonexistent. The results of her urinalysis indicate that she continued to use
illegal drugs through October 2006. She stopped complying with required drug
testing in November 2006. Additionally, the court has entered a number of nocontact orders prohibiting unsupervised contact between the mother and C.S.
due to the mother’s often inappropriate communication with C.S.
Following a June 14, 2007 hearing, the juvenile court terminated the
mother’s parental rights pursuant to Iowa Code sections 232.116(1)(d), (e), (f),
and (l) (2007). The mother appeals from this order. 1

1

The mother filed a notice of appeal, combined certificate and petition on appeal pro se.
The mother’s attorney also timely filed all the required appellate filings. This opinion
responds to both the issues raised in the mother’s pro se appeal as well the appeal filed
by her attorney.
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II. Merits
We review termination orders de novo. In re R.F., 471 N.W.2d 821, 824
(Iowa 1991). While the juvenile court terminated the parental rights on more than
one statutory ground, we will affirm if at least one ground has been proved by
clear and convincing evidence. In re R.R.K., 544 N.W.2d 274, 276 (Iowa Ct.
App. 1995). Our primary concern is the best interests of the child. In re C.B.,
611 N.W.2d 489, 492 (Iowa 2000). We conclude the termination was appropriate
under at least two of the cited provisions, Iowa Code sections 232.116(1)(d)
(parent was offered or received services and the circumstance leading to CINA
adjudication continues to exist) and (l) (parent’s severe, chronic substance abuse
problem precludes child’s return within a reasonable period of time).
The mother contends that the juvenile court erred in finding by clear and
convincing evidence that she has been offered services to correct the situation
leading to the neglect and that the circumstance continues despite the provision
of those services. She contends that the juvenile court erred in finding by clear
and convincing evidence that she has a chronic substance abuse problem and
her prognosis indicates C.S. cannot be returned in a reasonable time.

The

mother further argues that, because C.S. is placed with her father, and because
she and C.S. have a long-term relationship and bond, termination of her parental
rights is not in C.S.’s best interests.
The record shows the mother was offered services but failed to accept
those services to remedy the problems leading to C.S.’s removal. Although she
did complete a substance abuse treatment program, she has failed to continue
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with the aftercare portion of the program. She has also failed to provide urine
samples for drug testing.
A parent’s failure to admit and address her psychological and substance
abuse problems constitutes a failure to cooperate in correcting the circumstance
that led to the CINA adjudication. In re T.C., 489 N.W.2d 53, 55 (Iowa Ct. App.
1992). In this case, the mother has denied a substance abuse problem despite
numerous positive drug screens and the testimony of her own mother that she
has used drugs in the past. The record contains no credible evidence she has
overcome her drug abuse problems. “The crucial days of childhood cannot be
suspended while parents experiment with ways to face up to their own
problems.” In re A.C., 415 N.W.2d 609, 613 (Iowa 1987). We find that the
mother has been offered services, yet the circumstance that led to C.S.’s being
adjudicated a CINA still exists.

The mother’s substance abuse problem

precludes C.S.’s safe return to her. It is in C.S.’s best interests to terminate the
mother’s parental rights.

See In re N.M., 491 N.W.2d 153, 156 (Iowa 1992)

(holding one parent’s legal custody of the child does not preclude termination of
the noncustodial parent’s parental rights); T.C., 489 N.W.2d at 55 (holding
termination of parental rights appropriate in light of mother’s failure to admit and
address her substance abuse and other psychological problems).
The requirements of Iowa Code sections 232.116(1)(d) and (l) have been
met, and it is in the best interests of C.S. to terminate the mother’s parental
rights.

After considering all issues presented by both the mother and her

attorney, we affirm the juvenile court.
AFFIRMED.

