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SUMMARY:


Where Mother failed to assert in her objection to the magistrate’s decision that the magistrate’s decision was not supported by sufficient evidence, and she did not advance a plain-error argument on appeal, she has failed to preserve this argument for appeal.
The juvenile court’s decision to commit the children to the permanent custody of the Hamilton County Department of Job and Family Services was not contrary to the manifest weight of the evidence where the evidence demonstrated that permanent custody was in the children’s best interest where the record and testimony showed that the children had been in the agency’s care for approximately 16 consecutive months, and Mother (1) failed to visit the children for nearly three years, (2) refused to sign a release of information so that she could be referred for services, including making a referral so that Mother could continue supervised visits, (3) failed to remedy the concerns regarding her housing, including having working utilities, and (4) failed to verify her income.
The juvenile court’s finding that the children could not be placed with Mother within a reasonable time or should not be placed with Mother was not contrary to the manifest weight of the evidence where the evidence demonstrated that she did not remedy the issues that initially caused the children to be removed from her care.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES: 

OPINION by MOORE, J.; ZAYAS P.J., and NESTOR, J., CONCUR.
