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PER CURIAM

Defendant J.G.K.'s parental rights to two daughters, one born in October

2017 and the other in September 2018, were terminated after a three-day trial.
The judge concluded, among many other things, that defendant suffers from
mental health issues, crediting testimony that "paint[ed] a picture of
[defendant's] paranoia, confusion and irrational thinking that affects and impacts

[her] decision making and everyday function." The judge found defendant

unable or unwilling to address these and other circumstances — finding they were
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"get[ting] worse" — and that these circumstances precluded defendant's ability
to care for and parent these two children.

In appealing, defendant argues there was insufficient evidence in the
record to support the judge's findings. In applying the familiar deferential

standard of appellate review, N.J. Div. of Youth & Family Servs. v. EEM., 211

N.J. 420, 448-49 (2012), we reject defendant's arguments because we are
satisfied from our review of the record that the judge's findings on all four
statutory prongs, N.J.S.A. 30:4C-15.1(a), were well-supported by clear and
convincing evidence. We affirm substantially for the reasons set forth by Judge
Linda L. Cavanaugh in her comprehensive and well-reasoned forty-six-page
written opinion.

Affirmed.
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