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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-appe lant apped s as of right from afamily court order terminating his parentd rights
to the minor children under MCL 712A.190(3)(b)(i)), (9), (), and (K)(ii); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(3)(b)(i), (9), (j), and (K)(ii). We affirm.

The family court did not dearly er in finding that the satutory grounds for termination were
established by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1); In re Miller, 433 Mich 331, 337; 445
NW2d 161 (1989). We rgect respondent’s argument that the family court erred in permitting
testimony regarding the children’s statements of sexua abuse under MCR 5.972(C)(2). We have
reviewed the family court’s findings rendered after a hearing, and conclude that they are not clearly
erroneous. The evidence supports the family court’s conclusons that the circumstances surrounding the
children's datements provide adequate indicia of trustworthiness, and that there was sufficient
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corroborative evidence of the acts of sexud abuse. Inre Brimer, 191 Mich App 401; 478 NW2d 689
(1991).

Findly, respondent-gppellant failed to show that termination of his parentd rights was clearly not
in the children’s best interests. MCL 712A.19b(5); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5); In re Hall-Smith,
222 Mich App 470, 472-473; 564 NW2d 156 (1997). Thus, the family court did not err in terminating
respondent-appelant’ s parentd rights to the children. 1d.

Affirmed.
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