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On May 24, 2004, the mother p l e a d e d g u i l t y t o a l l o w i n g 

her c h i l d r e n t o be used i n the p r o d u c t i o n of p o r n o g r a p h i c 

m a t e r i a l and t o p r o d u c t i o n of p o r n o g r a p h i c m a t e r i a l i n v o l v i n g 

a minor c h i l d . The f i r s t s t a t u t e t h a t the mother was 

c o n v i c t e d of v i o l a t i n g was § 13A-12-196, A l a . Code 1975, 

which, a t the time of the mother's c o n v i c t i o n , p r o v i d e d : 

"Any p a r e n t or g u a r d i a n who k n o w i n g l y p e r m i t s or 
a l l o w s t h e i r c h i l d , ward, or dependent under the age 
of 17 years t o engage i n the p r o d u c t i o n o f any 
obscene m a t t e r c o n t a i n i n g a v i s u a l r e p r o d u c t i o n of 
such c h i l d , ward, or dependent under the age of 17 
years engaged i n any a c t of s a d o - m a s o c h i s t i c abuse, 
s e x u a l e x c i t e m e n t , m a s t u r b a t i o n , b r e a s t n u d i t y , 
g e n i t a l n u d i t y , or o t h e r s e x u a l conduct s h a l l be 
g u i l t y of a C l a s s A f e l o n y . " 

The second s t a t u t e t h a t the mother was c o n v i c t e d of v i o l a t i n g 

was § 13A-12-197, A l a . Code 1975, which, a t the time of the 

mother's c o n v i c t i o n , p r o v i d e d : 

"Any p e r s o n who k n o w i n g l y f i l m s , p r i n t s , 
r e c o r d s , photographs or o t h e r w i s e produces any 
obscene m a t t e r t h a t c o n t a i n s a v i s u a l r e p r o d u c t i o n 
of a p e r s o n under the age of 17 years engaged i n any 
a c t of s a d o - m a s o c h i s t i c abuse, s e x u a l i n t e r c o u r s e , 
s e x u a l e x c i t e m e n t , m a s t u r b a t i o n , b r e a s t n u d i t y , 
g e n i t a l n u d i t y , or o t h e r s e x u a l conduct s h a l l be 
g u i l t y of a C l a s s A f e l o n y . " 

The v i c t i m s of the mother's c r i m e were her two o l d e r c h i l d r e n , 

who are h a l f s i s t e r s t o the c h i l d ; the c h i l d had not been born 

a t the time of the mother's c o n v i c t i o n s . The mother was 
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sentenced t o 10 years i n p r i s o n f o r each o f f e n s e , w i t h the 

sentences r u n n i n g c o n c u r r e n t l y . The mother's sentences were 

s p l i t ; the mother was o r d e r e d t o spend 2 years i n p r i s o n w i t h 

the remainder of the 10-year sentences suspended p r o v i d e d t h a t 

the mother s u c c e s s f u l l y c ompleted 3 years of p r o b a t i o n . The 

mother was a l s o o r d e r e d t o a t t e n d a s e x u a l - h e a l t h c l i n i c a t 

the U n i v e r s i t y of Alabama a t Birmingham upon her r e l e a s e from 

p r i s o n . 

The mother's c o n v i c t i o n s f o r the o f f e n s e s l i s t e d i n § 

13A-12-196 and § 13A-12-197 s u b j e c t e d her t o the Community 

N o t i f i c a t i o n A c t , c o d i f i e d a t § 15-20-20 e t seq., A l a . Code 

1975 ("the CNA"). One of the r e q u i r e m e n t s of the CNA i s t h a t 

the mother n o t i f y law enforcement of her r e s i d e n c e . The 

mother f a i l e d t o comply w i t h t h i s r e quirement and, i n 2008, 

was c o n v i c t e d of v i o l a t i n g the n o t i c e p r o v i s i o n s of the CNA, 

a C l a s s C f e l o n y . The mother was g i v e n a f i v e - y e a r suspended 

sentence and p l a c e d on p r o b a t i o n f o r f i v e y e a r s . 

The CNA a l s o b a r s the mother from r e s i d i n g w i t h a c h i l d . 

S e c t i o n 15-20-26(c), A l a . Code 1975, p r o v i d e s , i n p e r t i n e n t 

p a r t : 

"No a d u l t c r i m i n a l sex o f f e n d e r s h a l l e s t a b l i s h a 
r e s i d e n c e or any o t h e r l i v i n g accommodation where a 
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minor r e s i d e s . N o t w i t h s t a n d i n g the f o r e g o i n g , an 
a d u l t c r i m i n a l sex o f f e n d e r may r e s i d e w i t h a minor 
i f the a d u l t c r i m i n a l sex o f f e n d e r i s the p a r e n t , 
g r a n d p a r e n t , or s t e p p a r e n t of the minor, u n l e s s one 
of the f o l l o w i n g c o n d i t i o n s a p p l i e s : 

"(2) The a d u l t c r i m i n a l sex o f f e n d e r 
has been c o n v i c t e d of any c r i m i n a l sex 
o f f e n s e i n which any of the o f f e n d e r ' s 
minor c h i l d r e n , g r a n d c h i l d r e n , or 
s t e p c h i l d r e n were the v i c t i m . " 

I n t h i s case, the mother was an a d u l t a t the time of her 

c r i m e s , c l a s s i f y i n g her as an a d u l t c r i m i n a l sex o f f e n d e r 

under the CNA, and her v i c t i m s were her minor c h i l d r e n . Thus, 

the CNA p r o h i b i t s the mother from e s t a b l i s h i n g a r e s i d e n c e 

w i t h a minor, i n c l u d i n g her own c h i l d r e n . As a r e s u l t of the 

mother's c o n v i c t i o n s , the mother's two o l d e r c h i l d r e n , the 

h a l f s i s t e r s of the c h i l d , were removed from the mother's 

c a r e ; one c h i l d was p l a c e d i n the c u s t o d y of her f a t h e r , and 

the o t h e r c h i l d was p l a c e d i n the c u s t o d y of the mother's 

b r o t h e r . 

The c h i l d was born on May 27, 2008. In J u l y 2008, the 

S h e l b y County Department of Human Resources ("DHR") became 

aware t h a t the c h i l d was l i v i n g w i t h the mother; i t then 

removed the c h i l d from the mother's c a r e . The j u v e n i l e c o u r t 
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a d j u d i c a t e d the c h i l d dependent i n F e b r u a r y 2009, o r d e r e d t h a t 

the mother not have any c o n t a c t w i t h the c h i l d , and de t e r m i n e d 

t h a t DHR was not r e q u i r e d t o make r e a s o n a b l e e f f o r t s t o 

r e u n i t e the mother and the c h i l d . 

On October 20, 2009, DHR f i l e d a p e t i t i o n t o t e r m i n a t e 

the mother's p a r e n t a l r i g h t s . 1 In i t s p e t i t i o n , DHR a l l e g e d 

t h a t the mother's conduct and c o n d i t i o n was such as t o render 

her unable t o car e f o r the c h i l d . S p e c i f i c a l l y , DHR a l l e g e d 

t h a t the mother had 

" p l a c e d the c h i l d i n c l e a r and p r e s e n t danger of 
b e i n g t o r t u r e d , abused, c r u e l l y beaten or o t h e r w i s e 
m a l t r e a t e d as e v i d e n c e d by the t r e a t m e n t of a 
s i b l i n g or s i b l i n g s , t o w i t [ : ] on or about May 24, 
2004, [ t h e mother] was c o n v i c t e d of v i o l a t i n g § 
13A-12-196, Code of Alabama (1975), P a r e n t s or 
g u a r d i a n s p e r m i t t i n g c h i l d r e n t o engage i n 
p r o d u c t i o n of obscene m a t t e r , and § 13A-12-197, Code 
of Alabama (1975), P r o d u c t i o n of obscene matter 
c o n t a i n i n g v i s u a l d e p i c t i o n of a p e r s o n under 17 
years of age i n v o l v e d i n obscene a c t s , where the 
v i c t i m s of s a i d c r i m e s were the c h i l d r e n of [ t h e 
mother] and the s i b l i n g s of [ t h e c h i l d . ] As such, 
[ t h e m other] i s a R e g i s t e r e d Sex O f f e n d e r and i s 
p r o h i b i t e d from e s t a b l i s h i n g a r e s i d e n c e w i t h [ t h e 
c h i l d ] p u r s u a n t t o § 1 5 - 2 0 - 2 6 ( c ) ( 2 ) , Code of Alabama 
(1975). F u r t h e r m o r e , [ t h e mother] has f a i l e d t o 
p r o v i d e s t a b l e h o u s i n g and m a i n t a i n s t a b l e 

1DHR a l s o p e t i t i o n e d the j u v e n i l e c o u r t t o t e r m i n a t e the 
p a r e n t a l r i g h t s of B.T. ("the f a t h e r " ) . The j u v e n i l e c o u r t 
t e r m i n a t e d the f a t h e r ' s p a r e n t a l r i g h t s ; the f a t h e r has not 
app e a l e d from the judgment. 
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employment, has a h i s t o r y of n e g l e c t and/or abuse of 
c h i l d r e n and has f u r t h e r f a i l e d t o p r o v i d e f o r the 
m a t e r i a l needs of s a i d c h i l d . " 

DHR a l s o a l l e g e d t h a t , because the mother was a 

r e g i s t e r e d sex o f f e n d e r and was p r o h i b i t e d by the CNA from 

e s t a b l i s h i n g a r e s i d e n c e w i t h the c h i l d , i t was not r e q u i r e d 

t o make r e a s o n a b l e e f f o r t s t o r e u n i t e the mother and the 

c h i l d . DHR f u r t h e r a l l e g e d t h a t no s u i t a b l e r e l a t i v e 

r e s o u r c e s were a v a i l a b l e f o r the placement of the c h i l d . 

I n response t o DHR's p e t i t i o n , the mother f i l e d a n o t i c e 

t h a t she i n t e n d e d t o c h a l l e n g e the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y of the 

CNA as i t a p p l i e s t o h e r ; the mother s e r v e d the a t t o r n e y 

g e n e r a l w i t h her n o t i c e . The mother a l l e g e d t h a t the CNA was 

vague and ambiguous, t h a t i t d e p r i v e d her of due p r o c e s s , t h a t 

i t d e n i e d her e q u a l p r o t e c t i o n , and t h a t i t v i o l a t e d her 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y p r o t e c t e d r i g h t t o the c a r e , c u s t o d y , and 

c o n t r o l of her c h i l d . The mother f u r t h e r a l l e g e d t h a t the CNA 

e f f e c t e d a s t a t u t o r y p e r se t e r m i n a t i o n of her p a r e n t a l 

r i g h t s , i n v i o l a t i o n of the s e p a r a t i o n - o f - p o w e r s d o c t r i n e . 

The mother a l s o f i l e d a "motion f o r d i r e c t e d v e r d i c t o r , i n 

the a l t e r n a t i v e , [ a ] motion t o d i s m i s s , " which was i n essence 

a motion f o r a summary judgment, based on the same grounds. 
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The a t t o r n e y g e n e r a l f i l e d a response i n o p p o s i t i o n t o the 

mother's motion, denying t h a t the CNA was u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l . 

B e f o r e r u l i n g on the mother's motion, the j u v e n i l e c o u r t 

h e l d a t r i a l on DHR's p e t i t i o n t o t e r m i n a t e the mother's 

p a r e n t a l r i g h t s on March 26, 2010. The o n l y w i t n e s s who 

t e s t i f i e d a t the t r i a l was LaBrena F r i e n d , the DHR caseworker 

a s s i g n e d t o the case. The mother was p r e s e n t a t the t r i a l ; 

however, she d i d not t e s t i f y . On A p r i l 22, 2010, the j u v e n i l e 

c o u r t h e l d a h e a r i n g on the mother's motion c h a l l e n g i n g the 

c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y of the CNA as i t a p p l i e s t o her. On January 

3, 2011, the j u v e n i l e c o u r t e n t e r e d a judgment t e r m i n a t i n g the 

mother's and the f a t h e r ' s p a r e n t a l r i g h t s . On the same date, 

i t e n t e r e d an o r d e r d e t e r m i n i n g t h a t the CNA i s not 

u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l as i t a p p l i e s t o the mother and denying her 

motion f o r a summary judgment. 

The mother f i l e d a postjudgment motion on January 14, 

2011. W h ile her postjudgment motion was pending, the mother 

f i l e d a s u p p l e m e n t a l postjudgment motion, a r g u i n g f o r the 

f i r s t time t h a t placement of the c h i l d w i t h the c h i l d ' s h a l f 

s i s t e r , T.C., was a v i a b l e a l t e r n a t i v e t o the t e r m i n a t i o n of 

the mother's p a r e n t a l r i g h t s . The mother's postjudgment 
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motion was d e n i e d by o p e r a t i o n of law, and the mother t i m e l y 

a p p e a l e d t o t h i s c o u r t . 

On a p p e a l , the mother f i r s t argues t h a t the CNA i s 

u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l as i t a p p l i e s t o her because, the mother 

argues, i t e f f e c t s a per se s t a t u t o r y t e r m i n a t i o n of her 

p a r e n t a l r i g h t s on a b a s i s o t h e r than the grounds f o r 

t e r m i n a t i o n of p a r e n t a l r i g h t s p r o v i d e d i n § 12-15-319, A l a . 

Code 1975. However, r e v i e w i n g the f a c t s of t h i s case, we 

determine t h a t the j u v e n i l e c o u r t had s u f f i c i e n t bases t o 

t e r m i n a t e the mother's p a r e n t a l r i g h t s p u r s u a n t t o the grounds 

l i s t e d i n § 12-15-319; t h e r e f o r e , because the j u v e n i l e c o u r t 

c o u l d have t e r m i n a t e d the mother's p a r e n t a l r i g h t s absent the 

p r o v i s i o n s of the CNA, we need not r e a c h the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 

i s s u e r a i s e d by the mother. As the Alabama Supreme C o u r t has 

h e l d : 

"'"A c o u r t has a duty t o a v o i d c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 
q u e s t i o n s u n l e s s e s s e n t i a l t o the p r o p e r d i s p o s i t i o n 
of the c ase."' Lowe v. F u l f o r d , 442 So. 2d 29, 33 
( A l a . 1983) ( q u o t i n g t r i a l c o u r t ' s o r d e r c i t i n g 
Doughty v. Tarwater, 261 A l a . 263, 73 So. 2d 540 
(1954); Moses v. Tarwater, 257 A l a . 361, 58 So. 2d 
757 (1952); and Lee v. Macon County Bd. of Educ., 
231 F. Supp. 743 (M.D. A l a . 1964)). ' " G e n e r a l l y 
c o u r t s are r e l u c t a n t t o r e a c h c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 
q u e s t i o n s , and s h o u l d not do so, i f the m e r i t s of 
the case can be s e t t l e d on n o n - c o n s t i t u t i o n a l 
grounds."' Lowe, 442 So. 2d a t 33 ( q u o t i n g t r i a l 
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c o u r t ' s o r d e r c i t i n g White v. U.S. Pipe & Foundry  
Co., 646 F.2d 203 (5th C i r . 1981)). "'No m a t t e r how 
much the p a r t i e s may d e s i r e a d j u d i c a t i o n of 
i m p o r t a n t q u e s t i o n s of c o n s t i t u t i o n a l law, br o a d 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n s of the a p p r o p r i a t e e x e r c i s e of 
j u d i c i a l power p r e v e n t [ ] such d e t e r m i n a t i o n s u n l e s s 
a c t u a l l y c o m p e l l e d by the l i t i g a t i o n b e f o r e the 
c o u r t . " ' Lowe, 442 So. 2d a t 33 ( q u o t i n g t r i a l 
c o u r t ' s o r d e r c i t i n g Troy S t a t e Univ. v. D i c k e y , 402 
F.2d 515 (5th C i r . 1 9 6 8 ) ) . " 

Chism v. J e f f e r s o n Cnty., 954 So. 2d 1058, 1063 ( A l a . 2006). 

S e c t i o n 12-15-319 p r o v i d e s , i n p a r t : 

"(a) I f the j u v e n i l e c o u r t f i n d s from c l e a r and 
c o n v i n c i n g e v i d e n c e , competent, m a t e r i a l , and 
r e l e v a n t i n n a t u r e , t h a t the p a r e n t s of a c h i l d are 
unable or u n w i l l i n g t o d i s c h a r g e t h e i r 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s t o and f o r the c h i l d , or t h a t the 
conduct or c o n d i t i o n of the p a r e n t s r e n d e r s them 
unable t o p r o p e r l y care f o r the c h i l d and t h a t the 
conduct or c o n d i t i o n i s u n l i k e l y t o change i n the 
f o r e s e e a b l e f u t u r e , i t may t e r m i n a t e the p a r e n t a l 
r i g h t s of the p a r e n t s . In d e t e r m i n i n g whether or not 
the p a r e n t s are unable or u n w i l l i n g t o d i s c h a r g e 
t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s t o and f o r the c h i l d and t o 
t e r m i n a t e the p a r e n t a l r i g h t s , the j u v e n i l e c o u r t 
s h a l l c o n s i d e r the f o l l o w i n g f a c t o r s i n c l u d i n g , but 
not l i m i t e d t o , the f o l l o w i n g : 

"  

"(3) That the p a r e n t has t o r t u r e d , abused, 
c r u e l l y beaten, or o t h e r w i s e m a l t r e a t e d the c h i l d , 
or attempted t o t o r t u r e , abuse, c r u e l l y b e a t , o r 
o t h e r w i s e m a l t r e a t the c h i l d , or the c h i l d i s i n 
c l e a r and p r e s e n t danger of b e i n g thus t o r t u r e d , 
abused, c r u e l l y beaten, or o t h e r w i s e m a l t r e a t e d as 
e v i d e n c e d by the t r e a t m e n t of a s i b l i n g . 
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"(4) C o n v i c t i o n of and imprisonment f o r a 
f e l o n y . " 

S e c t i o n 12-15-301(2), A l a . Code 1975, d e f i n e s abuse 

as: 

"Harm or the r i s k of harm t o the e m o t i o n a l , p h y s i c a l 
h e a l t h , or w e l f a r e of a c h i l d . Harm or the r i s k of 
harm t o the e m o t i o n a l , p h y s i c a l h e a l t h , or w e l f a r e 
of a c h i l d can o c c u r through n o n a c c i d e n t a l p h y s i c a l 
or mental i n j u r y , s e x u a l abuse, or attempted s e x u a l 
abuse or s e x u a l e x p l o i t a t i o n or attempted s e x u a l 
e x p l o i t a t i o n . " 

I n t u r n , § 12-15-301(12), d e f i n e s s e x u a l abuse: 

use, 
of 

" S e x u a l abuse i n c l u d e s the employment, u 
p e r s u a s i o n , inducement, e n t i c e m e n t , or c o e r c i o n 
any c h i l d t o engage i n , or h a v i n g a c h i l d a s s i s t any 
p e r s o n t o engage i n , any s e x u a l l y e x p l i c i t conduct 
or any s i m u l a t i o n of the conduct f o r the purpose of 
p r o d u c i n g any v i s u a l d e p i c t i o n of the conduct. 
S e x u a l abuse a l s o i n c l u d e s rape, m o l e s t a t i o n , 
p r o s t i t u t i o n , or o t h e r forms of s e x u a l e x p l o i t a t i o n 
or abuse of c h i l d r e n , or i n c e s t w i t h c h i l d r e n , as 
those a c t s are d e f i n e d i n t h i s a r t i c l e or by Alabama 
law." 

S e x u a l e x p l o i t a t i o n i s d e f i n e d by § 12-15-301(13) t h u s l y : 

" S e x u a l e x p l o i t a t i o n i n c l u d e s a l l o w i n g , p e r m i t t i n g , 
or e n c o u r a g i n g a c h i l d t o engage i n p r o s t i t u t i o n and 
a l l o w i n g , p e r m i t t i n g , e n c o u r a g i n g , or engaging i n 
the obscene or p o r n o g r a p h i c p h o t o g r a p h i n g , f i l m i n g , 
or d e p i c t i n g of a c h i l d . " 

The mother's c o n v i c t i o n f o r a l l o w i n g her c h i l d r e n t o be 

used i n the p r o d u c t i o n of obscene, p o r n o g r a p h i c m a t e r i a l s and 

her c o n v i c t i o n f o r p r o d u c t i o n of obscene, p o r n o g r a p h i c 
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m a t e r i a l s i n v o l v i n g her c h i l d r e n meet the d e f i n i t i o n s of 

s e x u a l abuse and s e x u a l e x p l o i t a t i o n under § 12-15-301; 

t h e r e f o r e , her c o n v i c t i o n s a l s o f a l l under the d e f i n i t i o n of 

abuse as d e f i n e d by t h a t s e c t i o n . The e v i d e n c e i s a l s o c l e a r 

t h a t the mother's c o n v i c t i o n s were f o r f e l o n i e s and t h a t the 

mother was i m p r i s o n e d as a r e s u l t of her c o n v i c t i o n s . Thus, 

the j u v e n i l e c o u r t had b e f o r e i t c l e a r and c o n v i n c i n g 

e v i d e n c e , i . e . , e v i d e n c e of the mother's c o n v i c t i o n s , 

s u f f i c i e n t f o r i t t o determine t h a t the mother had been 

c o n v i c t e d of and i m p r i s o n e d f o r f e l o n i e s and t h a t the c h i l d 

was i n danger of b e i n g abused, as e v i d e n c e d by the mother's 

t r e a t m e n t of the c h i l d ' s h a l f s i b l i n g s . Because these 

d e t e r m i n a t i o n s are s u f f i c i e n t t o s u p p o r t a d e t e r m i n a t i o n t h a t 

grounds e x i s t e d t o t e r m i n a t e the mother's p a r e n t a l r i g h t s t o 

the c h i l d under § 12-15-319(a), we need not address whether 

the CNA p r o v i d e s f u r t h e r grounds t o s u p p o r t t e r m i n a t i o n or 

whether the CNA i s u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l as i t a p p l i e s t o the 

mother. 

The mother next argues t h a t the j u v e n i l e c o u r t e r r e d i n 

t e r m i n a t i n g her p a r e n t a l r i g h t s because, she says, placement 

of the c h i l d w i t h T.C. was a v i a b l e a l t e r n a t i v e t o the 
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t e r m i n a t i o n of the mother's p a r e n t a l r i g h t s . 2 A c c o r d i n g t o 

F r i e n d , the mother p r o v i d e d DHR w i t h the names of s i x 

r e l a t i v e s who p o s s i b l y c o u l d serve as r e l a t i v e placements f o r 

the c h i l d . T.C. was not among the names p r o v i d e d t o DHR by 

the mother. A d d i t i o n a l l y , the mother d i d not r a i s e the 

p o s s i b i l i t y of T.C.'s s e r v i n g as a r e l a t i v e placement a t the 

t r i a l on DHR's t e r m i n a t i o n p e t i t i o n . I n s t e a d , the mother 

r a i s e d t h i s argument f o r the f i r s t time i n her postjudgment 

motion. We have h e l d t h a t , 

" ' [ a ] l t h o u g h DHR has a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y t o 
i n v e s t i g a t e a l t e r n a t e r e l a t i v e placements f o r a 
c h i l d , t h a t o b l i g a t i o n does not e n t i r e l y a l l e v i a t e 
the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the p a r e n t who p u r p o r t s t o 
oppose the t e r m i n a t i o n of h i s or her p a r e n t a l r i g h t s 
of making DHR s o c i a l workers aware of a l t e r n a t i v e 
placement p o s s i b i l i t i e s . ' " 

J.F.S. I I I v. M o b i l e Cnty. Dep't of Human Res., 38 So. 3d 75, 

78 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2 0 0 9 ) ( q u o t i n g B.S. v. Cullman Cnty. Dep't 

of Human Res., 865 So. 2d 1188, 1197 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2003)). 

Because the mother d i d not p r o v i d e DHR w i t h any i n f o r m a t i o n 

c o n c e r n i n g T.C.'s p o s s i b l y s e r v i n g as a r e l a t i v e r e s o u r c e 

2T.C. was removed from the mother's care a f t e r the 
mother's c o n v i c t i o n s i n 2004; T.C. was a v i c t i m of those 
c r i m e s . T.C. t u r n e d 19 years o l d 2 weeks b e f o r e the j u v e n i l e 
c o u r t h e l d a t r i a l on DHR's t e r m i n a t i o n p e t i t i o n . 
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u n t i l a f t e r the j u v e n i l e c o u r t had e n t e r e d i t s judgment 

t e r m i n a t i n g her p a r e n t a l r i g h t s , we cannot h o l d the j u v e n i l e 

c o u r t i n e r r o r f o r d e t e r m i n i n g t h a t t h e r e were no v i a b l e 

a l t e r n a t i v e t o the t e r m i n a t i o n of the mother's p a r e n t a l 

r i g h t s . See J.F.S. I I I , 38 So. 3d a t 78-79. 

Because the mother has f a i l e d t o show any e r r o r by the 

j u v e n i l e c o u r t i n t e r m i n a t i n g her p a r e n t a l r i g h t s , we a f f i r m 

the judgment of the j u v e n i l e c o u r t . 

AFFIRMED. 

Thompson, P.J., and P i t t m a n and Bryan, J J . , concur. 

Moore, J . , concurs i n the r e s u l t , w i t h o u t w r i t i n g . 
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