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SUMMARY

The Iowa Supreme Court vacated the Iowa Court of Appeals’ decision and affirmed the juvenile
court’s termination of the mother’s parental rights. The court held that clear and convincing evidence
showed the child could not be safely returned to the mother and that termination was in the child’s best
interests despite the child’s bond with his siblings.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether clear and convincing evidence established under Iowa Code section 232.116(1)(f) that J.E.
could not be returned to his mother's custody at the time of the termination hearing or in the reasonably
near future.

2. Whether termination of the mother's parental rights was in J.E.'s best interests despite his bond with his
older brothers.

HOLDINGS

1. Clear and convincing evidence established that J.E. could not be returned to his mother's custody at the
present time or in the reasonably near future because she had not demonstrated that she could provide
the supervision, structure, consistency, and care required by his special needs.

2. Termination of the mother's parental rights was in J.E.'s best interests because his safety, need for
permanent and stable care, and long-term developmental needs outweighed his bond with his mother and
siblings.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“our statutory termination provisions are preventative as well as remedial.” (799)

“Our ultimate concern is the best interests of the child.” (800)

“Children simply cannot wait for responsible parenting.” (801)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

J.E., a nine- or ten-year-old child with low intelligence, ADHD, heart arrhythmia, and a need for medication,
dietary restrictions, constant supervision, and structure, was removed from his mother's care after she left him
home alone for up to fourteen hours. The record also showed multiple founded reports of neglect, unstable
housing and utilities, inconsistent participation in services, poor supervision during visits, and a shoplifting
incident in which J.E. was present. Although the mother had a strong relationship with J.E.'s older brothers and
made intermittent progress, the court found she had not demonstrated an ability to provide the consistent and
safe care J.E. required.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The juvenile court adjudicated J.E. a child in need of assistance and, after approximately sixteen months of
services and foster-care placement, terminated the parental rights of the mother and the alleged fathers. The
mother appealed, and the Iowa Court of Appeals reversed, questioning whether the statutory grounds had been
proven and whether termination served the child's best interests. The Supreme Court of Iowa granted further
review, vacated the court of appeals decision, and affirmed the juvenile court's termination order.

DISPOSITION

vacated
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