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v Harold Rosenberg, appellant.

(Index No. 38563/05)

Mallow, Konstam & Hager, P.C., New York, N.Y. (Abe H. Konstam and Alla
Kurolapnik of counsel), for appellant.

Snitow Kanfer Holtzer & Millus LLP, New York, N.Y. (Franklyn H. Snitow and
Alison M. Trainor of counsel), for respondent.

In an action for a divorce and ancillary relief, the husband appeals, as limited by his
brief, from so much of an order of the Supreme Court, Kings County (Krauss, J.), dated September
20, 2006, as, upon reargument of that branch of the wife’s motion which was for pendente lite child
support, applied the Child Support Standards Act to the combined parental income in excess of
$80,000 and directed him to pay the wife pendente lite child support in the sum of $11,411 per
month.

ORDERED that the order is affirmed insofar as appealed from, with costs.

Contrary to the husband’s contention on appeal, there is sufficient indication in the
record that application of the statutory percentage in the Child Support Standards Act (hereinafter
CSSA) to parental income over $80,000 was justified (see Matter of Cassano v Cassano, 85 NY2d
649; Kaplan v Kaplan,21 AD3d 993). The Supreme Court clearly set forth a detailed and thorough
analysis of the factors enumerated in Domestic Relations Law § 240(1-b)(f) justifying its decision to
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apply the CSSA statutory percentage to the husband’s income over $80,000 for purposes of
calculating child support.

MASTRO, J.P., SKELOS, FLORIO and DICKERSON, JJ., concur.

ENTER:

ames Edward Pelzer
Clerk of the Court
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