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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appellant appeals as of right from the trial court order terminating her
parental rights to the minor child under MCL 712A.19b(3)(c)(i) and (g).* We affirm.

Thetrial court did not clearly err in finding that the statutory grounds were established by
clear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1); In re Sours, 459 Mich 624, 633; 593 NW2d 520
(1999); Inre Miller, 433 Mich 331, 337; 445 NW2d 161 (1989). Although respondent-appellant
had resolved some of the conditions leading to adjudication, the evidence established that she
continued to use cocaine. Respondent-appellant tested positive for cocaine within three months
of the termination hearing, and only participated in one drug screen after the positive test. With
respect to 8 19b(3)(g), the evidence showed that respondent-appellant failed to provide proper
care and custody for her child by continuing to use drugs and by her history of unstable housing.

! Since this action was filed, this statute has been amended on grounds not relevant to this
appeal. See 1998 PA 479; 1998 PA 530; 2000 PA 46; 2000 PA 232.



Further, the evidence did not show that termination of respondent-appellant’s parenta
rights was clearly not in the child's best interests. MCL 712A.19b(5); In re Tregjo, 462 Mich
341, 356-357; 612 NW2d 407 (2000). Although there was evidence that respondent-appellant
loved the child and the child was bonded to her, she continued to use drugs and the evidence
established that the child needed permanence. Thus, the trial court did not err in terminating
respondent-appellant’ s parental rights to the child.

Affirmed.
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