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Appellant Matthew W. Vanness, Jr. (Father) appeals the judgment of the Juvenile
Division of the Franklin County Circuit Court terminating his parental rights in M.N. V., his
biological daughter, and approving the adoption of M.N.V. by her court-appointed guardian
Crystal Winters and Ms. Winters’ husband, Everette Winters. The court found that because
M.N.V. was lawfully in the custody of the Winters for at least six months prior to the entry of the
adoption decree, and that Father had neglected and abandoned her, his consent was not required
for the adoption pursuant to section 453.040 RSMo. Father argues that: (1) the court lacked the
jurisdiction to grant the Winters’ adoption because the statute’s six month “lawful custody”
requirement was not met, (2) the court’s findings that he neglected and abandoned M.N.V. are
not supported by substantial or competent evidence, and (3) that granting the Winters’ adoption
was not in M.N.V.’s best interest.

AFFIRMED.

DIVISION IIT HOLDS:

(1) We affirm the judgment terminating Father's parental rights in M.N.V. based on the
competent and substantial evidence that Father abandoned and neglected M.N.V ;

(2) We affirm the judgment granting Crystal Winters’ petition for adoption of M.N.V. based on
the competent and substantial evidence that the adoption complied with and satisfied the statute's
requirements and is in the best interest of M.N.V.; and

(3) We affirm the judgment granting Everette Winters' adoption petition based on the competent
and substantial evidence that, as the spouse of M.N.V.’s court-appointed guardian, his adoption
also complied with and satisfied the statute’s requirements and is in the best interest of M.N.V.
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