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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appellant gppeds as of right the order of the juvenile court terminating her parenta
rights to the minor child under MCL 712A.19(3)(0)(i), (o)(ii) and (g); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(3)(c)(i), (c)(ii) and (g). Thiscaseisbeing decided without oral argument pursuant to
MCR 7.214(E). We &ffirm.

The juvenile court did not clearly err in finding that the statutory grounds for termination were
established by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1); In re Hall-Smith, 222 Mich App 470,
472; 564 NW2d 156 (1997). The court made it clear to respondent-gppdlant, on at least four
occasions, that she must stay away from Jamie Barksdale if she wanted to retain custody of her son.
The juvenile court did not clearly er in finding that Barksdde had not changed and was ill a threet to
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the minor child. Respondent-agppellant’s argument that she



should have been provided with vocational counsdling or financid ad is flawed, because respondent-
gppellant's task was to avoid Barksdae immediately, and further, the record indicates that she did not
follow through on getting vocationd training after her initid discusson with a socid worker. In any
event, it was not reasonably likely that education or training would have made respondent-appelant
independent of Barksdd e within a reasonable amount of time.

Findly, the juvenile court did not er in finding tha any podtive rdationship between
respondent-appelant and the child was outweighed by the risk of respondent-appelant’s continued
relationship with Barksdde. Respondent-gppellant failed to show that termination of her parentd rights
was clearly not in the child’'s best interests. MCL 712A.190b(5); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5). Thus,
the juvenile court did not err in terminating respondent-gppellant’s parentd rights. In re Hall-Smith,
supra.

Affirmed.
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