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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent-father (“respondent”) appeds as of right a family court order terminating his
parental rights to the minor child pursuant to MCL 712A.190b(3)(b)(i), (g), (j), and (k)(ii); MSA
27.3178(598.19b) (3)(b)(i), (9), (1), and (K)(ii). We affirm.

Only one gatutory ground is required to terminate parental rights. In re Huisman, 230 Mich
App 372, 384-385; 584 NW2d 349 (1998). The family court did not dearly er in finding that
termination under subsection (3)(g) was established by clear and convincing evidence. MCR 5.974(1);
Huisman, supra.

Respondent pleaded guilty to sexudly abusing the minor child's haf-sister and was incarcerated
a the time of termination. Although he expected to be released within a few months, the conditions of
his probation prohibited unsupervised contact with children under sixteen for two years after his release.
These circumsgtances, dong with respondent’s higtory of ungtable living conditions, lack of steady
employment, and his psychiatric evauation evidence, supported the court’s concluson that there was no

-1-



reasonabl e expectation that respondent could provide proper care and custody for the infant child within
areasonabletime.

Respondent does not contend that termination was clearly not in the best interests of the child.
MCL 712A.19b(5); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(5), In re Hall-Smith, 222 Mich App 470, 472; 564
NW2d 156 (1997). Thus, we conclude that the court did not err in terminating respondent’s parenta
rights.

Affirmed.
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