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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF IOWA

No. 3-874 / 03-1332

Filed November 17, 2003

IN THE INTEREST OF S.R.,

Minor Child,

R.R., Father,


Appellant.


Appeal from the Iowa District Court for Polk County, Robert J. Blink, Judge.


R.R. appeals the termination of his parental rights to S.R.  AFFIRMED.


Tammy Westhoff Gentry of Parrish, Kruidenier, Moss, Dunn, Boles, Gribble & Cook L.L.P., Des Moines, for appellant.


Heather Dickinson, West Des Moines, for mother.


Thomas J. Miller, Attorney General, Kathrine Miller-Todd, Assistant Attorney General, John Sarcone, County Attorney, and Celene Coffman, Assistant County Attorney, for appellee-State.


Kathryn Miller, Des Moines, for minor child.


Considered by Sackett, C.J., and Mahan and Eisenhauer, JJ.

MAHAN, J.

I.
Background Facts and Proceedings.  


Robert and Amy are the parents of Selena, born September 27, 2002.  Selena was removed from the home on October 9, 2002, due to her parents’ history of neglect and their failure to participate in services.  The parents’ rights were previously terminated as to Selena’s older sister, Star, in April 2003.  


On March 19, 2003, Selena was adjudicated a child in need of assistance (CINA) pursuant to Iowa Code section 232.2(6)(c)(2) and (n).  The juvenile court cited the following reasons for the adjudication:  parents’ history of depression, their low level of intellectual functioning, general instability, and homelessness.  Robert’s and Amy’s parental rights were terminated in July 2003 under sections 232.116(1)(b), (d), (e), (g), and (h) (2003).  Robert appeals.  Amy is not part of this appeal.  


II.
Scope of Review.

The scope of review in termination cases is de novo.  In re C.B., 611 N.W.2d 489, 492 (Iowa 2000).  The grounds for termination must be proven by clear and convincing evidence.  In re T.B., 604 N.W.2d 660, 661 (Iowa 2000).

III. Clear and Convincing Evidence.


Robert argues the State failed to prove by clear and convincing evidence that his daughter could not be safely returned to his care, which is an element of 232.116(1)(h).  Although Robert challenges termination under section 232.116(1)(h), he fails to challenge the juvenile court’s finding that termination was proper under sections 232.116(1)(b), (d), (e), and (g).  “Failure in the brief to state, to argue or to cite authority in support of an issue may be deemed waiver of that issue.”  Iowa R. App. P. 6.14(1)(c).  Because Robert has waived any resulting error attending the juvenile court’s finding that termination was proper under sections 232.116(1)(b), (d), (e), and (g), we affirm the district court on this issue.  

IV.
Best Interests.

Robert contends termination of his parental rights is not in Selena’s best interests.  In looking at a child’s best interests, we consider the child’s long-range, as well as immediate, interests.  In re C.K., 558 N.W.2d 170, 172 (Iowa 1997).  We find termination is in Selena’s best interests.  Robert continues to struggle with his own mental health problems and is unable to meet his daughter’s needs.  Further, Robert has not bonded with Selena.  He has only seen her a few times since December 2002.  When he did visit, he focused on his complaints about the system rather than on his daughter.  We affirm the district court on this issue.

V.
Motion to Continue

Robert claims the juvenile court abused its discretion by denying his motion to continue.  We review a motion for continuance under an abuse of discretion standard and will reverse only if injustice will result to the party desiring the continuance.  In re C.W., 554 N.W.2d 279, 281 (Iowa Ct. App. 1996).  Denial of a motion to continue must be unreasonable under the circumstances before we will reverse.  Id.  The juvenile court is not obligated to grant a continuance because “children simply cannot wait for responsible parenting.”  In re L.L., 459 N.W.2d 489, 495 (Iowa 1990).  

After a careful review of the record, we conclude the juvenile court did not abuse its discretion by denying Robert’s motion to continue the termination hearing.  Accordingly, we affirm the decision of the juvenile court.  

AFFIRMED.







