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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent appeals as of right from a circuit court order terminating her parental rights
to the minor child pursuant to MCL 712A.19b(3)(c)(i) and (g). We affirm.

Respondent does not contest the trial court’s finding that the statutory grounds for
termination were established by clear and convincing evidence. See MCR 3.977(G)(3). She
contends only that the trial court erred in its decision regarding the child's best interests. We
disagree.

The evidence showed that respondent had “rudimentary” ideas about parenting that
would “require extensive training and monitoring.” Rather than participate in services, she
removed herself to Scottsdale, Arizona, had minimal contact with the agency, and represented,
through counsel, that she did not oppose the termination proceedings. Further, she had no
contact with the child after leaving the state five or six months before the supplemental petition
wasfiled. The evidence did not clearly show that termination of respondent’s parental rights was
not in the child’s best interests. Inre Trgo Minors, 462 Mich 341, 354; 612 NW2d 407 (2000);
MCL 712A.19b(5).! Thus, the trial court did not clearly err terminating respondent’s parental
rightsto the child. Inre Trejo, supra at 356.

! Pursuant to an amendment of MCL 712A.19b(5) by the Legislature in 2008 PA 199, a tria
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Affirmed.
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(...continued)

court must now find, in addition to a statutory ground for termination, “that termination of
parental rights is in the child's best interests.” This amendment was made effective July 11,
2008, which is after the date of termination in the case at bar.



