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In these consolidated appeds, respondents-appelants apped as of right from a family court
order terminating their parenta rights to the minor children under MCL 712A.190(3)(b)(i), (c)(1), (9),
and (j); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(3)(b)(i), (c)(i), (), and (j). We affirm.

The family court did not abuse its discretion in recognizing Miched Buza as an expert in hisfield.
MRE 702; People v Peebles, 216 Mich App 661, 667; 550 NW2d 589 (1996). Respondent
Liddell’s chalenge to Dr. Sommerschield’ s testimony was not preserved for appeal because he did not
object to it at trid on the grounds now asserted. Meagher v Wayne State University, 222 Mich App
700, 724; 565 NW2d 401 (1997). In any event, we are satisfied that respondent Liddel’ s challenge to
Dr. Sommerschield’ s testimony is without merit.

The family court did not clearly er in finding that the Satutory grounds for terminetion were
established by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1); In re Miller, 433 Mich 331, 337; 445
NW2d 161 (1989). Further, respondents-gppelants failed to show that termingtion of their parenta
rights was clearly not in the children’s best interests. MCL 712A.19b(5); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5);
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In re Hall-Smith, 222 Mich App 470, 472-473; 564 NW2d 156 (1997). Thus, the family court did
not err in terminating respondents-gppellants parenta rights to the children. Id.

Affirmed.
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