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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent father gppedls from an order terminating his parenta rights to his minor children
pursuant to MCL 712A.19b(3)(g); MSA 27.3178(598.19b)(3)(g) and MCL 712A.19b(3)(h); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(h). We affirm.

In atermination of parenta rights case, atrid court must determine whether a statutory ground
for termination exigts based on clear and convincing evidence. If so, than MCL 712A.190(5); MSA
27.3178(598.19b)(5) mandates that the trid court terminate the parent’ s rights unless “there exists clear
evidence, on the whole record, that termination is not in the child's best interests” In re Trejo, 462
Mich 341, 354; 612 NwW2d 407 (2000).

Respondent first argues that the trid court had a viable option short of terminating hisrights, and
should have dlowed his mother (the children's paternd grandmother) to act as a guardian to the
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children. This argument is without merit. Respondent’s mother admitted on the record that she had no
interest in being the children’s legd guardian.

Respondent next argues that the lower court record lacked clear and convincing evidence to
support the order terminating his parentd rights. We review for clear error the trid court’s finding that
petitioner proved a Sautory ground for termination with clear and convincing evidencee MCR
5.974(1). We have carefully reviewed the record on apped, the lower court’s ruling, and the parties
briefs. Our review did not reved clear evidence, on the whole record, that termination was not in the
child's best interedts.

Affirmed.
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