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Appeal from an order of the Suprenme Court, Livingston County
(Dennis S. Cohen, A J.), entered May 2, 2017 in a proceedi ng pursuant
to Mental Hygiene Law article 10. The order, anong other things,
commtted respondent to a secure treatnent facility.

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

Menorandum  Respondent appeals from an order pursuant to Ment al
Hygi ene Law article 10 determ ning, followng a nonjury trial, that he
is a dangerous sex offender requiring confinenment (see 8§ 10.03 [e])
and commtting himto a secure treatnent facility. W affirm

We reject respondent’s contention that the determnation is
agai nst the wei ght of the evidence. Suprene Court “was in the best
position to evaluate the weight and credibility” of the conflicting
expert testinony presented and we see no reason to disturb the court’s
decision to credit the testinony of petitioner’s expert (Matter of
Allan M v State of New York, 163 AD3d 1493, 1493 [4th Dept 2018]
[internal quotation marks omtted]; see Matter of State of New York v
Scott W, 160 AD3d 1424, 1426 [4th Dept 2018], Iv denied 31 NY3d 913
[2018]; Matter of Billinger v State of New York, 137 AD3d 1757, 1758
[4th Dept 2016], Iv denied 27 NY3d 911 [2016]).
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