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MEMORANDUM.

Respondent appedls as of right from the juvenile court order terminating the parentd rights of
the minor child's father, whose identity was unknown and could not be determined, under MCL
712A.19b(3)(a)(i) and (g); MSA 27.3178(598.190)(3)(a)(i) and (g). We affirm.

Respondent asserts that he is the minor child's putative father and was denied due process of
law when he did not receive notice and an opportunity to be heard before the court terminated the
parental rights of the minor child's father. Due process requires that putative fathers be afforded notice
and an opportunity to be heard before their parental rights are terminated. In re Barlow, 404 Mich
216, 227 nl, 229; 273 Nw2d 35 (1978); In re Kozak, 92 Mich App 579, 582; 285 Nw2d 378
(1979). A putative father is a man who is” reputed, supposed or aleged to be the biologica father of a
child” Girard v Wagenmaker, 173 Mich App 735, 740; 434 NW2d 227 (1998), rev’'d on other
grounds, 437 Mich 149; 470 NW2d 372 (1991). Here, respondent was not “reputed, supposed or
dleged to be the biologica father of the child.” Nor did respondent ever come forward dleging that he
was the father of the child before parenta rights were
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terminated. Accordingly, respondent was not a putative father entitled to notice and an opportunity to
be heard and his argument is without merit.

Affirmed.
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