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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF IOWA

No. 2-880/ 02-1504
Filed November 15, 2002

IN THE INTEREST OF M.R., Minor Child,

J.R., a/k/a/ J.J., Mother,

Appellant.


Appeal from the Iowa District Court for Linn County, William L. Thomas, Judge.


A mother appeals the termination of her parental rights.  AFFIRMED.


John Hedgecoth of Terpstra, Epping, & Willett, Cedar Rapids, for appellant-mother.  


Henry Keyes of Keyes Law Office, Cedar Rapids, attorney for father. 

Thomas J. Miller, Attorney General, Kathrine Miller-Todd, Assistant Attorney General, Kelly Kaufman, Assistant County Attorney, for appellee-State and Rocky John Robbins, Attorney General Legal Intern.


H. Gloe, Cedar Rapids, guardian ad litem for minor child. 


Considered by Huitink, P.J., and Mahan and Vaitheswaran, JJ.  

VAITHESWARAN, J.

Joan appeals the termination of her parental rights to Madison, born in 2000.  The district court terminated her rights pursuant to Iowa Code sections 232.116(1)(f) (1999) (parent's rights to another child were terminated, parent does not respond to services) and 232.116(1)(g) (child three or younger cannot be returned to home).
  Joan contends there was insufficient evidence to establish these grounds and termination was not in Madison's best interests.  On our de novo review, we may affirm if we find support for either of the grounds cited by the court.  See In re S.R., 600 N.W.2d 63, 64 (Iowa Ct. App. 1999).  We find sufficient evidence to support termination under paragraph (g).  

Joan married James, a person with an extensive criminal history.  Her family came to the attention of the Department of Human Services in 1995 after her daughter Amanda reported that James sexually abused her.  James eventually pled guilty to a sexual offense, but Joan continued to have contact with him.  He is the father of Madison and an older child, Roxanne, born while he was in prison.  

For about seven years, the Department afforded Joan services designed to address the consequences of her dependence on James, the effects of domestic violence in the home, her depression, her parenting skills, and her housekeeping skills.  Joan’s compliance was sporadic.  She reunited with her abusive husband several times, left the state without notifying the Department, and did not utilize the parenting skills she was taught.  

After Madison was born, Joan altered her conduct and began intensely participating in services.  For a period of time, she made significant progress in several areas.  She finally severed contact with James, improved her housekeeping skills, and regularly participated in supervised visitation with her daughter.  A domestic violence specialist who met Joan about three years before the termination hearing stated, "[t]he change from that first day and now, is nothing short of phenomenal."  

Despite this initial progress, concerns recurred about whether Joan could keep Madison safe.  A few months before the termination hearing, a service provider discovered a man in her home with a history of abusing children.  The service provider opined that Joan "continues to follow the old patterns that she has had."  A Department social worker seconded this opinion, stating "I don't think she’ll keep Madison safe.  I don't think that she has a clear understanding of the impact that people who are around children have on her children."  She noted that Joan had followed the same pattern since the case was opened, doing very well for a period of time, then relapsing into old habits.  We believe this evidence is sufficient to establish that Madison cannot be returned to Joan's home.  Accordingly, we affirm the termination of her parental rights to Madison.

AFFIRMED.

� These paragraphs have since been renumbered as Iowa Code sections 232.116(1)(g) and (h) respectively.  (Supp. 2001).





