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2008-05195 DECISION & ORDER

In the Matter of Destiny Aaliyah K. (Anonymous),
a/k/a Destiny K. (Anonymous), a/k/a Destiny M. 
(Anonymous).  SCO Family of Services, petitioner-
respondent; Jerome Eric K. (Anonymous), a/k/a 
Jerome K. (Anonymous), appellant; et al., respondent.
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Pauline E. Braun, Brooklyn, N.Y., for appellant.

Carrieri & Carrieri, P.C., Mineola, N.Y. (Ralph R. Carrieri of counsel), for petitioner-
respondent.

Steven Banks, New York, N.Y. (Tamara A. Steckler and Susan Clement of counsel),
attorney for the child.

In a proceeding pursuant to Social Services Law § 384-b, inter alia, to terminate
parental rights on the ground of abandonment, the father appeals from an order of fact-finding and
disposition of the Family Court, Queens County (Richardson-Mendelson, J.), dated April 25, 2008,
which, after a fact-finding hearing, found that he abandoned the subject child, terminated his parental
rights, and transferred his rights of custody and guardianship of the child to the petitioner and the
Commissioner of Social Services of the City of New York for the purpose of adoption.

ORDERED that the order of fact-finding and disposition is affirmed, without costs
or disbursements.
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The Family Court properly found that the petitioner established, by clear and
convincing evidence (see Social Services Law § 384-b[3][g][i]), that the father abandoned the subject
child for the six-month period immediately prior to the filing of the petition (see Social Services Law
§ 384-b[4][b], [5][a]). Although the father testified that he had contact with the child during the
relevant period, the Family Court found that the father’s testimony was not credible, and we find no
reason to disturb the Family Court’s assessment of the father’s credibility (see Matter of Miguel K.
[Anare K], 1 AD3d 438, 439). Furthermore, the contact the father asserted that he had with the child
during the relevant period was minimal, sporadic, and insubstantial (see Matter of Jeremiah Kwimea
T., 10 AD3d 691, 692).

The Family Court properly concluded that it was in the child’s best interests to
terminate the father’s parental rights (see Matter of Crystal C., 219 AD2d 601, 602).

The father’s remaining contentions are without merit.

SANTUCCI, J.P., FLORIO, COVELLO and DICKERSON, JJ., concur.

ENTER: 

James Edward Pelzer
  Clerk of the Court


