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PER CURIAM.

Respondents Alfonzo Ford and Monica Sloss apped as of right from a juvenile court order
terminating their parenta rights to the minor children under MCL 712A.190b(3)(c)(i), (g) and (i); MSA
27.3178(598.190)(3)(c)(i), (g) and (i). We affirm.

The juvenile court did not dearly er in finding that the statutory grounds for termination were
established by dear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1); In re Hamlet (After Remand), 225
Mich App 505, 515; 571 NwW2d 750 (1997). Further, respondents failed to show that termination of
their parental rights was clearly not in the best interests of the children. MCL 712A.190(5); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(5); In re Hall-Smith, 222 Mich App 470, 472; 564 NW2d 156 (1997). Thus, the
juvenile court did not err in terminating respondents parenta rights. 1d.

Respondent Ford also argues that the juvenile court erroneoudy assumed jurisdiction over the
children. However, respondent’s argument “confuses the digtinction between whether the court has
subject matter jurisdiction and whether the court properly exercised its discretion in applying that
jurigdiction.” In re Hatcher, 443 Mich 426, 438; 505 NW2d 834 (1993). Here, the juvenile court
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clearly had jurisdiction over the subject matter of these proceedings, and any error



in the exercise of that jurisdiction can be chdlenged only on direct apped; it may not be collaterdly
attacked. Id. at 444. Therefore, thisissueis not properly before this Court.

Affirmed.
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