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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appellant appeals as of right from an order terminating her parental rights to
the minor children under MCL 712A.19b(3)(b)(ii), (c)(i), and (g). We affirm.

The tria court did not clearly err in finding that the statutory grounds for termination
were proven by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 3.977(J); In re JK, 468 Mich 202, 210;
661 NW2d 216 (2003). The record contained evidence that respondent-appellant had recently
tested positive for cocaine and had been released from an outpatient substance abuse program for
non-compliance with the program. During the course of the termination proceedings,
respondent-appellant had attended, and failed to complete, four substance abuse programs. The
evidence established, then, that respondent-appellant had not resolved her substance abuse
problem by the time of the permanent custody hearing.

There was also evidence that the children were seriously abused by respondent-
appellant’ s older son while in respondent-appellant’ s care and that respondent-appellant knew or
should have known of the abuse. There was further evidence that the children may have been
sexually abused by respondent-appellant’s boyfriend and exposed to drug-related activities and
that respondent-appellant expressed that her being involved with her boyfriend was not a bad

-1-



choice. The evidence revealed that respondent-appellant had not made any progress in
improving her decision-making or parenting skills.

We find no evidence on this record that the children's best interests precluded
termination of respondent-appellant’s parental rights. MCL 712A.19b(5). The children require a
safe and secure environment in which to recover from the abuse they suffered. Respondent-
appellant’s failure to address the issues that brought the children into care showed that she was
unable to provide such an environment for the children.

We therefore affirm the order terminating respondent-appellant’s parental rights to the
children.

Affirmed.
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