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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF IOWA 

No. 3-667 / 03-1229

Filed September 10, 2003

IN THE INTEREST OF L.R.T., 


Minor Child,

C.T., n/k/a C.B., Mother,


Appellant.


Appeal from the Iowa District Court for Woodbury County, Mary Jane Sokolovske, Judge.

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


Stephanie Forker Parry, of Forker & Parry, Sioux City, for appellant mother.


Thomas J. Miller, Attorney General, Kathrine Miller-Todd, Assistant Attorney General, Thomas S. Mullin, County Attorney, and Cindy Weber-Blair, Assistant County Attorney, for appellee.


Elizabeth Rosenbaum, Sioux City, for minor child.


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

EISENHAUER, J.

A mother appeals the termination of her parental rights to her child.  She contends the State failed to prove the grounds for termination by clear and convincing evidence.  She further contends termination is not in the child’s best interest.  We review her claims de novo.  In re C.H., 652 N.W.2d 144, 147 (Iowa 2002).  


The juvenile court terminated the mother’s parental rights pursuant to Iowa Code sections 232.116(1)(d), (e), and (h) (2003).  We need only find termination proper on one ground to affirm.  In re R.R.K., 544 N.W.2d 274, 276 (Iowa Ct. App. 1995).  In order to terminate parental rights pursuant to section 232.116(1)(d), the State must prove by clear and convincing evidence the following elements:

(1) The court has previously adjudicated the child to be a child in need of assistance after finding the child to have been physically or sexually abused or neglected as the result of the acts or omissions of one or both parents, or the court has previously adjudicated a child who is a member of the same family to be a child in need of assistance after such a finding.
(2) Subsequent to the child in need of assistance adjudication, the parents were offered or received services to correct the circumstance which led to the adjudication, and the circumstance continues to exist despite the offer or receipt of services.

The mother contends the second element of this section was not met.  


The child was born in April 2002 and removed from her mother’s custody two days later.  Visitation was suspended in May 2002 due to the mother’s failure to consistently attend.  Visitations were reinstated in September 2002, and a plan was developed to allow the mother to regain custody of her child in February 2003.  The mother entered Crossroads Program where her progress was initially good.  However, the mother began to have problems in the program in November 2002.  She committed multiple rule infractions, was dishonest about her behavior, and failed to pay her bills at the program.  The mother left the program in December 2002.  

Although the mother has made some improvements in the short-term, she never progressed to unsupervised visits with her child or even a trial home visit.  Given the mother’s history, the trial court expressed doubt about the mother’s ability to parent her child over the long-term in an unsupervised setting.  We share these doubts.  In 1999, the mother voluntarily placed her two other children with their grandmother.  She has never regained custody of these children.  The mother has a history of financial instability, unemployment, and involvement in unhealthy relationships.  Although the mother has been offered a myriad of services over the past fourteen years, both as a juvenile and adult, she continues to have problems with maintaining stability in her life.  With her two older children, the mother did well while under the supervision of the Department of Human Services and the courts, but once she was outside of that environment, she was unable to provide for her children.  The future can be gleaned by the mother’s past performance.  See In re T.B., 604 N.W.2d 660, 662 (Iowa 2000).  We conclude clear and convincing evidence supports termination.

We further conclude termination is in the best interest of the child.  The child has resided in the same foster home since October 2002.  She is adoptable.  The child should not be forced to endlessly suffer in parentless limbo.  See In re E.K., 568 N.W.2d 829, 831 (Iowa Ct. App. 1997).  While the law requires a “full measure of patience with troubled parents who attempt to remedy a lack of parenting skills,” this patience has been built into the statutory scheme of chapter 232.  In re C.B., 611 N.W.2d 489, 494 (Iowa 2000).   Children should not be forced to endlessly await the maturity of a natural parent.  Id.  At some point, the rights and needs of the child rise above the rights and needs of the parent.  In re J.L.W., 570 N.W.2d 778, 781 (Iowa Ct. App. 1997).  

AFFIRMED.
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