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Appeal from an order of the Family Court, Cattaraugus County
(Moses M. Howden, J.), entered June 5, 2019 in a proceeding pursuant
to Family Court Act article 6.  The order, inter alia, determined that
respondent’s live-in girlfriend shall not be required to be supervised 
when interacting with the subject children.  

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

Memorandum:  In this proceeding pursuant to Family Court Act
article 6, petitioner mother appeals from an order that, inter alia,
determined that the live-in girlfriend of respondent father shall not
be required to be supervised when interacting with the subject
children.  Contrary to the contention of the mother, we conclude that
the determination of Family Court is supported by a sound and
substantial basis in the record and should not be disturbed (see
Matter of Common v Pirro, 184 AD3d 1087, 1088 [4th Dept 2020];
Sheridan v Sheridan, 129 AD3d 1567, 1568 [4th Dept 2015]).  Although
the father’s girlfriend acknowledged that she had a lengthy criminal
history and past substance abuse issues that led to her losing custody
of her own children, the court credited the girlfriend’s testimony
that she had been drug free for seven years, was employed, and had
been a law-abiding citizen since her most recent conviction in 2012. 
The court also credited the testimony of the girlfriend’s sister and
mother, who had no concerns about the girlfriend interacting with
children.  We see no basis to disturb the court’s credibility
determination, which is entitled to great deference (see Matter of
Garland v Goodwin, 13 AD3d 1059, 1059-1060 [4th Dept 2004]).
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