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PER CURIAM

A father appeals the termination of his parental rights.® This record
contains clear and convincing evidence supporting the termination of the father’s
parental rights pursuant to lowa Code section 232.116(1)(h) (2013).> Upon our
de novo review, see Inre A.M., 843 N.W.2d 100, 110 (lowa 2014), we find that at
the time the termination order was filed, the children were both under three years
of age, had been adjudicated children in need of assistance and out of the
father’s custody for more than six months, and could not be returned safely to the
father’'s care due to his on-going substance abuse, unresolved mental health
issues, and erratic behavior,® which we need not catalog further here. The father
himself testified he was “absolutely not” in a position to take custody of the
children during the second day of the termination trial in February 2015, and only
that it “could be possible” he would be able to care for them if a six-month
extension were granted. The juvenile court concluded the father did not have the
ability or willingness to commit to change if additional time was granted. We
agree. Moreover, termination of his parental rights best provides for the long-
term interests of the children, see lowa Code § 232.116(2), and there is no
statutory reason to avoid termination. See id. 8 232.116(3). We therefore affirm.

AFFIRMED.

! The mother’s appeal was dismissed by order of the supreme court on May 8, 2015.

> The father argues termination was not proper because the juvenile court did not
terminate his parental rights pursuant to other paragraphs of section 232.116(1). This
argument is without merit. To affirm, we need only find clear and convincing evidence
supports one ground relied upon by the juvenile court, see In re D.W., 791 N.W.2d 703,
707 (lowa 2010), and there is clear and convincing evidence the children would be at
risk of adjudicatory harm if returned to the father at present.

¥ We note the juvenile court found, “[The father] may be and likely is battling mental
illness, but he truly presented himself as nothing short of a menace in this case.”



