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PER CURIAM.



T.V. (the Father) appeals the final judgment terminating his parental
rights (TPR Order). We affirm in all respects and note that the trial court’s
analysis was sound, but remand for the trial court to correct scrivener's errors
in the written judgment, which the Father identified in his initial brief and the
Florida Department of Children and Families (DCF) conceded require entry
of a corrected order.

At the beginning of the TPR Order, the trial court cites the incorrect
statutory grounds as a basis for the termination of both the Mother’'s and
Father’'s parental rights. Later in the TPR order, in the section entitled,

“Grounds for Termination of Parental Rights,” the trial court cites and

discusses the correct legal grounds for termination, making it clear that the
trial court’s initial misidentification of the correct statutory subsections had no
substantive effect on the trial court’s analysis and decision.

In the ten-page TPR Order, the trial court mistakenly references a
parent and children not subject to this case. Specifically, on page four of the
TPR Order, the trial court incorrectly includes another father's name when
noting that the Father had notice of the proceeding. On page eight of the
TPR Order, the trial court includes the wrong children’s names when ordering
a commitment to DCF and discussing visitation. These mistakes too are

mere scrivener’s errors and had no substantive effect as evidenced by the



trial court’s analysis of the best interests of both children in section 17 of the
TPR Order.

Finally, in section 15 of the TPR Order the trial court includes K.L.-V.
when discussing grounds for terminating the Father’s parental rights. The
trial court, however, repeatedly recognized that T.V. was not the legal father
of K.L.-V. For example, the trial court noted at the hearing and explained in
the TPR Order that another individual was the legal father of K.L.-V.
Additionally, the trial court limited the termination of the Father’s parental
rights to H.V. in section 17 of the TPR Order. Considering the totality of the
hearing and TPR Order, it is clear the inclusion of K.L.-V when discussing
the grounds for terminating the Father’s parental rights in section 15 of the
TPR Order was a scrivener’s error.

Because the trial court correctly addressed the substance of each
statutory ground and made the appropriate factual findings as to the
termination of T.V.’s parental rights of H.V., we find that the errors identified
were scrivener’s errors. See Tunstall v. Gonzalez-Tunstall, 278 So. 3d 254,
254 (Fla. 2d DCA 2019). Accordingly, we affirm and remand only for the
correction of the scrivener's errors.

AFFIRMED and REMANDED with instructions.

EVANDER, C.J, EISNAUGLE and NARDELLA, JJ., concur.


https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=Y&serNum=2048944712&pubNum=0003926&originatingDoc=I64e8cbe0c13f11eabb269ba69a79554c&refType=RP&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)
https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=Y&serNum=2048944712&pubNum=0003926&originatingDoc=I64e8cbe0c13f11eabb269ba69a79554c&refType=RP&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)
https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=Y&serNum=2048944712&pubNum=0003926&originatingDoc=I64e8cbe0c13f11eabb269ba69a79554c&refType=RP&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)
https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=Y&serNum=2048944712&pubNum=0003926&originatingDoc=I64e8cbe0c13f11eabb269ba69a79554c&refType=RP&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.Search)

