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Appeal from a judgnment of the Suprene Court, Jefferson County
(James P. MO usky, J.), dated March 13, 2015. The judgnent, anong
ot her things, adjudged that plaintiff shall have custody of the
subj ect child.

It is hereby ORDERED that the judgnment so appealed fromis
unani nously affirmed w thout costs.

Menor andum  Def endant not her appeals from a judgnment which,
inter alia, granted plaintiff father custody of the parties’ child.
The nother failed to preserve for our review her contention that North
Carolina was a nore convenient forumfor the action by failing to
rai se that contention before Suprenme Court (see C esinski v Town of
Aurora, 202 AD2d 984, 985). We reject the nother’s contention that
the record does not support the court’s determ nation to award custody
of the child to the father. I1ndeed, the court properly considered the
totality of the circunstances in determning that the best interests
of the child are served by awardi ng custody to the father (see
Eschbach v Eschbach, 56 Ny2d 167, 174), including the stability of the
exi sting custody arrangenment and the relative fitness of the parents,
the ability of each parent to provide for the enotional and
intell ectual devel opnment of the child, and the financial status and
ability of each parent to provide for the child (see Fox v Fox, 177
AD2d 209, 210).
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