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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF IOWA 

No. 3-875 / 03-1354
Filed November 26, 2003

IN THE INTEREST OF N.V., Minor Child,

A.G.L., Mother, 


Appellant.


Appeal from the Iowa District Court for Dallas County, John D. Lloyd, Judge.


A mother appeals from the juvenile court’s permanency order.  AFFIRMED.


Nancy Pietz, Des Moines, for appellant-mother.


Thomas J. Miller, Attorney General, Bruce Kempkes, Assistant Attorney General, Wayne Reisetter, County Attorney, and Sean Wieser, Assistant County Attorney, for appellee-State.  

Jason Hauser, Des Moines, for minor child.


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

EISENHAUER, J.

A mother appeals from the juvenile court’s permanency order.  She contends the court erred in adopting the case permanency plan, which recommended a petition for termination of parental rights be filed, and which limited visitation with the biological family to a therapist’s discretion.  She also contends the court abused its discretion in not granting a continuance of the hearing when the mother was absent.  


We first address the issue of whether the court abused its discretion in denying the mother’s motion for a continuance.  We review the court’s order for an abuse of discretion.  In re C.W., 554 N.W.2d 279, 281 (Iowa Ct. App. 1996).  An abuse of discretion occurs when the trial court exercises its discretion on grounds or for reasons clearly untenable or to an extent clearly unreasonable.  State v. Sayles, 662 N.W.2d 1, 8 (Iowa 2003).  As the mother has not articulated how the court’s denial of her motion was unreasonable, we conclude the court did not abuse its discretion.
Our review of a permanency order is de novo.  In re N.M,. 528 N.W.2d 94, 96 (Iowa 1995).  The best interest of the child controls the court’s decision in granting a permanency order.  Id.  The mother contends the district court erred in adopting the case permanency plan.  The case permanency plan recommends the child have contact with her biological family as recommended by her therapist.  It also recommends a petition for termination be filed as soon as possible.  Iowa Code section 232.104(2)(c) (2003) allows the court to direct the county attorney to institute proceedings to terminate the parent-child relationship.  Section 232.104(4) allows the court to restrict contact between the child and the child’s parents as is consistent with the best interest of the child.

The child at issue was removed from her parent’s home in April 1999 when her mother was involuntarily committed for chemical dependency treatment.  The mother has a long history of substance abuse that extends for over half of the mother’s life, beginning when she was fifteen.  The mother has been convicted of drug related charges and has served ten and one-half months in prison on one charge.  The juvenile court adjudicated the child in need of assistance pursuant to Iowa Code section 232.2(6)(n) (1999), as a child whose parent’s “mental capacity or condition, imprisonment, or drug or alcohol abuse results in the child not receiving adequate care.”

The mother has not had visitation with her child since August 2002.  These visits were suspended due to the mother’s sabotage and lack of support for her daughter’s treatment.  The child is fifteen years old and has resided in the same foster home for nearly two years.  She is doing well.  The child desires permanency and wishes to be adopted by her foster family.  

We find no error in the district court’s adoption of the case permanency plan requirements in its permanency order.  

AFFIRMED.
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