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Loretta Phillips Arrietta, mother of Dustin Matthew

Arrietta, appeals a judgment of the Juvenile Court for Hamblen

County which terminated her parental rights.  



Rule 10.  (a)  Affirmance Without Opinion.  The Court, with the1

concurrence of all judges participating in the case, may affirm the action of
the trial court by order without rendering a formal opinion when an opinion
would have no precedential value and one or more of the following
circumstances exist and are dispositive of the appeal:

(1)  the Court concurs in the facts as found or as found by necessary
implication by the trial court.

(2)  there is material evidence to support the verdict of the jury.

(3)  no reversible error of law appears.

Such cases may be affirmed as follows:  "Affirmed in accordance with
Court of Appeals Rule 10(a)."
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She raises the following two issues on appeal:

I. Whether the Court erred in its failure to 
return the child to the Respondent/Appellant when
there was a clear abuse of discretion by DHS in
its treatment of Respondent/Appellant.

II. Whether there was clear and convincing evidence
that the termination of the parental rights was in
the child's best interests.

Our review of the record persuades us that the evidence

preponderates in favor of the Trial Court's actions as to both

issues.  We accordingly conclude that this is an appropriate case

for affirmance under Rule 10(a) of this Court.1

The case is remanded for collection of costs below. 

Costs of appeal are adjudged against Ms. Arrietta and her surety.

_______________________________
Houston M. Goddard, P.J. 

CONCUR:

________________________________
Herschel P. Franks, J.

________________________________
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Don T. McMurray, J.


