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Appeal from an order of the Family Court, Lewis County (Daniel R.
King, J.), entered June 2, 2017 in a proceeding pursuant to Family
Court Act article 5. The order, inter alia, declared respondent
Gerald F.M. to be the father of the subject child.

It 1s hereby ORDERED that the order so appealed from is
unanimously affirmed without costs.

Memorandum: Respondent mother appeals from an order that
dismissed the instant paternity petition, without a hearing, on the
ground of equitable estoppel (see Family Ct Act 8§ 532 [a])- We affirm
for reasons stated in the decision at Family Court. We write only to
note that, contrary to the mother’s contention, the court had
“ “sufficient information to render an informed decision consistent
with the child’s best interests” ” (Matter of Edward WW. v Diana XX.,
79 AD3d 1181, 1182 [3d Dept 2010]; cf. Matter of Eugene F.G. v Darla
D., 261 AD2d 958, 959 [4th Dept 1999]). Inasmuch as the court was
“ “fully familiar with relevant background facts regarding the parties
and the child from several past proceedings,” ” there was no need for
a hearing on the petition (Matter of Chrysler v Fabian, 66 AD3d 1446,
1447 [4th Dept 2009], lv denied 13 NY3d 715 [2010]; see Matter of
Walberg v Rudden, 14 AD3d 572, 572 [2d Dept 2005]).
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