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In the Matter of Kaheem Jamal T. (Anonymous).
Administration for Children’s Services,

et al., respondents; Anthony Michael T.
(Anonymous), appellant.

(Appeal No. 1)

In the Matter of Keonna Tre’Lisa T. (Anonymous).
Administration for Children’s Services,

et al., respondents; Anthony Michael T.
(Anonymous), appellant.

(Appeal No. 2)

In the Matter of Kamya Alysse T. (Anonymous).
Administration for Children’s Services,

et al., respondents; Anthony Michael T. (Anonymous),
appellant.

(Appeal No. 3)

(Docket Nos. B-16095-05, B-16096-05, B-16097-05)

Peter Dailey, New York, N.Y., for appellant.
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James M. Abramson, PLLC, New York, N.Y. (Dawn M. Orsatti of counsel), for
respondent Leake and Watts Services, Inc.

Gregory L. Gliedman, Jamaica, N.Y ., attorney for the children.

In three related proceedings pursuant to Social Services Law § 384-b to terminate
parental rights on the ground of abandonment, the father appeals from three orders of fact-finding
and disposition of the Family Court, Queens County (Richroath, J.), one as to each child, each dated
September 2, 2008, which, after a fact-finding hearing, and upon a decision of the same court dated
March 18, 2008, found that the father had abandoned the subject children, terminated his parental
rights on the ground of abandonment, and transferred custody and guardianship of the subject
children jointly to the petitioners for the purpose of adoption.

ORDERED that the orders of fact-finding and disposition are affirmed, without costs
or disbursements.

The evidence established that the father abandoned the subject children during the six-
month period immediately preceding the filing of the petitions to terminate parental rights (see Social
Services Law § 384-b; Matter of Julius P., 63 NY2d 477, 481; Matter of Female F., 40 AD3d 993;
Matter of Andrew R., 21 AD3d 378; Matter of Saquan L.E., 19 AD3d 418). The father’s
incarceration did not relieve him of the responsibility to maintain contact or communicate with the
children or the service agency (see Matter of Female F., 40 AD3d at 994; Matter of Beauty B., 54
AD3d 330; Matter of Adonis Earl S., 14 AD3d 614; Matter of Ronald D., 282 AD2d 533). The
father’s one contact with the children cannot vitiate a finding of abandonment (see Matter of Ronald
D., 282 AD2d 533). Contrary to the father’s contention, there was no evidence that the petitioner
Administration for Children’s Services prevented or discouraged his contact with the subject children
(see Matter of Beauty B., 54 AD3d at 330; Matter of Elizabeth Susanna R., 11 AD3d 619; Matter
of Derrick J., 287 AD2d 503). The finding that the father abandoned the subject children was, thus,
supported by clear and convincing evidence and should not be disturbed.

DILLON, J.P., ENG, BELEN and HALL, JJ., concur.

ENTER:

ames Edward Pelzer
Clerk of the Court
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