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EDWARD LEWIS,

Respondent.

Before: Donofrio, P.J., and White and Talbot, JJ.
PER CURIAM.

In these consolidated appeals, respondents appeal as of right from the trial court order
terminating their parental rights to the minor children under MCL 712A.19b(3)(a)(ii), (c)(i), (),
(), and (k)(i). We affirm. These appeals are being decided without oral argument pursuant to
MCR 7.214(A) and (E).

Thetrial court did not clearly err in determining that the statutory grounds for termination
of parental rights were established by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 3.977(J); In re
Miller, 433 Mich 331, 337; 445 NW2d 161 (1989). The conditions leading to adjudication were
respondent Hubbard's drug use, homelessness, and lack of supervision over the children.
Respondent Hubbard waited until six months after the children’'s removal to begin drug
treatment. Although she maintained sobriety for a period of approximately eighteen months and
complied with all the elements of her treatment plan except housing, she relapsed shortly after
the children were returned to her in October 2002. Respondent disappeared with one of the
children, leaving the other behind with his maternal grandmother. Respondent Hubbard did not
rectify the conditions of adjudication over the long-term and remained unable to provide the
children with long-term proper care or custody. The children suffered emotional distress because
of their mother’s neglect and the dissolution of their family, and since conditions had not
changed they were likely to suffer harm if returned to her.

Respondent Lewis did not live with or support the children for the six months prior to
commencement of this proceeding in February 2000. He left the children in the care of their
substance-abusing mother, and did not financially support the children to the point that they were
faced with homelessness. During the three-year course of these proceedings, respondent Lewis
expressed interest in reunification with the children, but failed to vigorously pursue this goal.
Despite some early participation in services, for the most part respondent did not visit the
children, did not provide consistent drug/alcohol screens, did not financially support the children,
and did not maintain contact with the caseworker. In three and a half years, respondent Lewis
failed to rectify the conditions of substance abuse, domestic violence, and failure to visit and
support his children. Returning the children to his care would be likely to result in their
emotional and physical harm. The fact that respondent Lewis did not visit the children or
participate in any services for the last ten months or more of the proceedings a'so demonstrated
that he was not effectively pursuing their custody and had effectively abandoned them.

Further, the evidence did not show that termination of respondents parental rights was
clearly not in the children’s best interests. MCL 712A.19b(5); In re Trgjo, 462 Mich 341, 356-
357; 612 NW2d 407 (2000). The evidence indicated that the oldest child suffered emotionally as



aresult of his parents' neglect. The tria court did not err in terminating respondents parental
rights to the children.

Affirmed.

/s/ Pat M. Donofrio
/sl Helene N. White
/s/ Michadl J. Tabot



