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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appellant (“respondent”) appedals as of right from an order terminating her parental
rights to two minor children under MCL  712A.190(3)(@)(ii), (¢)(), and (g); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(3)(a)(ii), (c)(i), and (g). We affirm.

The family court did not clearly e in finding that gatutory grounds for termination were
established by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1); In re Miller, 433 Mich 331, 337; 445
NW2d 161 (1989). Moreover, respondent failed to show that termination of her parenta rights was
clearly not in the children’'s best interests. MCL 712A.19b(5); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5); Inre
Hall-Smith, 222 Mich App 470, 472-473; 564 NW2d 156 (1997). Thus, the family court did not err
in terminating respondent’ s parental rights to the children. 1d.
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Further, limiting our review of the record, respondent has not established any basis for relief due
to dleged ineffective assstance of counsd. People v Pickens, 446 Mich 298, 338; 521 NW2d 797
(1994); In re Smon, 171 Mich App 443, 447; 431 NW2d 71 (1998). The decision of respondent’s
attorney to forego presenting a closing argument was a metter of trid srategy that we will not second
guess. InreAyres,  MichApp__ ;  NW2d ___ (Docket No. 216523, issued 12/7/99), dip
op p 8; In re Smon, supra at 448. Moreover, respondent has failed to demonstrate that the existence
of aclosng argument would have changed the outcome of the case. See Pickens, supra at 314, and In
re Smon, supra at 447.

Affirmed.
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