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In a child protective proceeding pursuant to Family Court Act article 10, the mother
appeals from (1) a fact-finding order of the Family Court, Kings County (Hamill, J.), dated August
13, 2008, which, after a hearing, determined that she neglected the subject child within the meaning
of Family Court Act § 1012(f)(i)(B), and (2) an order of disposition of the Family Court, Kings
County (Olshansky, J.), dated March 4, 2009, which, upon the fact-finding order, and after a hearing,
inter alia, released the child to the custody of the mother under the supervision of the Administration
for Children’s Services for a period of six months.

ORDERED that the appeal from the fact-finding order is dismissed, without costs or
disbursements, as the fact-finding order was superseded by the order of disposition and is brought
up for review on the appeal from the order of disposition; and it is further,



January 19, 2010 Page 2.
MATTER OF I. (ANONYMOUS), TYQUON

ORDERED that the appeal from so much of the order of disposition as released the
child to the custodyof the mother under the supervision of the Administration for Children’s Services
for a period of six months is dismissed as academic (see Matter of Derek P., 43 AD3d 938), without
costs or disbursements; and it is further,

ORDERED that the order of disposition is affirmed insofar as reviewed, without costs
or disbursements.

Contrary to the mother’s contention, the FamilyCourt’s finding that she neglected the
child by inflicting excessive corporalpunishment is supported bya preponderance of the evidence (see
Family Court Act § 1046[b][i]; § 1012[f][i][B]; Matter of Isaiah S., 63 AD3d 948; Matter of Daniel
W., 56 AD3d 483; Matter of Fred Darryl B., 41 AD3d 276).  

The mother’s remaining contentions are without merit.

FISHER, J.P., MILLER, ENG and HALL, JJ., concur.

ENTER: 

James Edward Pelzer
  Clerk of the Court


