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Appeal froman order of the Famly Court, Erie County (Kevin M
Carter, J.), entered May 12, 2016 in a proceeding pursuant to Famly
Court Act article 4. The order denied respondent’s objection to the
order of the Support Magistrate.

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

Menmorandum  Petitioner nother commenced this proceedi ng pursuant
to Famly Court Act article 4 alleging that respondent father violated
his child support obligations by refusing to pay certain dental
expenses for the parties’ child. At the ensuing hearing, the Support
Magi strate, over the father’s objections, permtted a dentist to
testify telephonically regarding the child s need for dental
treatment. Contrary to the father’s contention, we cannot say that
t he Support Magi strate abused her broad discretion in permtting the
dentist’s tel ephonic testinony under these circunstances (see
generally Famly G Act 8 433 [c] [iii]; Matter of Rodriguez v
Fel dman, 126 AD3d 1557, 1558 [4th Dept 2015]; Matter of Eileen R
[Carmine S.], 79 AD3d 1482, 1485 [3d Dept 2010]). Mboreover, the
father was not prejudiced by a mnisterial error on the dentist’s
application for |eave to testify by tel ephone.
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