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MEMORANDUM OF DECISION

The father of C.R. appeals from the judgment of the District Court
(Skowhegan, Mullen, J.) terminating his parental rights. Contrary to the father’s
contentions, the court did not commit obvious error when it terminated his parental
rights following a trial at which he failed to appear, but at which his attorney
appeared and did not object to the adequacy of the notice contained in the
termination petition. See In re Priscilla D., 2010 ME 103, § 16, 5 A.3d 677
(holding that a party waived the defense of insufficient service of process by
participating in a termination hearing without objection). Because the father was
properly notified of the scheduling of the trial, the defect in the notice contained in
the termination petition did not deprive the father of a fair trial, nor did it result in a
substantial injustice. See In re William S., 2000 ME 34, q 8, 745 A.2d 991
(discussing obvious error standard of review).

The entry is:

Judgment affirmed.
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