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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appelant appeals by ddlayed leave granted from a family court order terminating
her parenta rights to the minor children under MCL 712A.190(3)(a)(ii), (c)(i), (g) and (j); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(3)(a)(ii), (c)(i), (g) and (j). We affirm.

Respondent-appelant does not chalenge the family court's findings regarding the satutory
grounds for termination. Instead, she argues that it was clear error for the court to terminate her
parental rights based upon the best interests of the children. We disagree.  Although respondent-
gppd lant presented some testimony on thisissue, the testimony did not support afinding that termination
of her parenta rights was “clearly not” in the children’s best interests. Pursuant to MCL 712A.19b(5);
MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5) termination of parental rights was required unless the court found that
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termination was clearly not in the children'sbest interest. InreTrejo,  Mich __ ;  NW2d
(No. 112528, issued 7/5/2000), dip op p 27. On this record, we do not conclude that the court’s
finding was clearly erroneous or that termination was clearly not in the children's best interest.
Accordingly, the court did not err in terminating respondent’ s parentd right to the children. 1d.

Affirmed.
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