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Appeal from an order of the Family Court, Erie County (Margaret
O. Szczur, J.), entered January 26, 2011 in a proceeding pursuant to
Family Court Act article 10.  The order, among other things, placed
respondent Stephanie M. under the supervision of petitioner.  

It is hereby ORDERED that the order so appealed from is
unanimously affirmed without costs.

Memorandum:  Respondent mother appeals from three orders, each of
which adjudicated one of her three children to be neglected and placed
the mother under the supervision of petitioner.  The findings of
neglect were based on, inter alia, the mother’s violation of an order
of protection requiring respondent father to stay away from the mother
and her home and prohibiting him from visiting the children unless a
court order was entered authorizing such visitation.  We reject the
contention of the mother in each appeal that the evidence at the fact-
finding hearing was insufficient to support the adjudications of
neglect (see generally Family Ct Act § 1051 [a]).  The record
establishes that the mother left at least one of the subject children
at her home in the care of the father, despite her awareness of his
violent tendencies and in knowing violation of the order of
protection.  We therefore conclude “that there is a sound and
substantial basis to support Family Court’s finding that the child[ren
were] in imminent danger of impairment as a result of [the mother’s]
failure to exercise a minimum degree of care” (Matter of Paul U., 12
AD3d 969, 971; see § 1012 [f] [i]; Matter of Angelina W., 43 AD3d 
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1370).

Entered:  January 31, 2012 Frances E. Cafarell
Clerk of the Court


