CAPTION:

IN RE:  A.M.Z., A.L.Z., T.M.Z., E.Z. AND E.Z.
08-30-19
APPEAL NOS.:
C-190292

C-190317

C-190326
TRIAL NO.:

F17-1650X
KEY WORDS:
CHILDREN – CUSTODY – PARENTAL TERMINATION – R.C. 2151.414 – BEST INTERESTS  
SUMMARY:

In consolidated cases concerning five children, two of whom were born during the course of the initial proceedings concerning the elder three, the juvenile court did not err in granting permanent custody to the Hamilton County Department of Job and Family Services, because, as to the elder three children, the record contained ample support for the conclusion that the children could not be placed with either parent within a reasonable time or should not be placed with either parent where neither parent substantially complied with the case plan, mother continued to struggle with substance abuse, and both parents had stopped visits at the time of trial; with respect to the two younger children, the juvenile court had already granted permanent custody of the elder siblings to the Hamilton County Department of Job and Family Services at the time of their disposition. 
The record supported the juvenile court’s conclusions that the children’s best interests were served by granting permanent custody to the Hamilton County Department of Job and Family Services:  while the eldest two children expressed a desire to remain with a parent or a relative, neither parent demonstrated a commitment to the children or to the case plan, both parents had been arrested during the course of the proceedings and experienced homelessness, their relationship was marred by domestic violence, mother struggled with drug abuse, the younger two children tested positive for cocaine at birth, and all of the children showed progress in their out-of-home placements.
Even though paternal grandmother had petitioned for custody, she had virtually no bond with the children, her home presented health concerns due to cigarette smoke, and she expressed concern about caring for all of the children; therefore, paternal grandmother was not an appropriate placement for the children.  
Although appellants challenged the speed with which the parental terminations took place, as the children were in out-of-home custody for less than 12 months, the record reflects that no reasonable amount of time would have allowed for mother to ameliorate varied and severe substance abuse, mental health, and domestic violence issues, where she had failed to make significant progress on her case plan at the time of trial.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
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