
Supreme Court of the State of New York
Appellate Division: Second Judicial Department

D29682
W/kmb

          AD3d          Submitted - December 3, 2010

PETER B. SKELOS, J.P. 
RUTH C. BALKIN
JOHN M. LEVENTHAL
L. PRISCILLA HALL, JJ.

                                                                                      

2010-01378 DECISION & ORDER

In the Matter of Latrell S. (Anonymous).   
Suffolk County Department of Social Services,
respondent; Christine K. (Anonymous), appellant.
(Proceeding No. 1)  

In the Matter of Timmia S. (Anonymous).   
Suffolk County Department of Social Services,
respondent; Christine K. (Anonymous), appellant.
(Proceeding No. 2)

In the Matter of Latrell S. (Anonymous).   
Suffolk County Department of Social Services,
respondent; Timmie S. (Anonymous), appellant.
(Proceeding No. 3)  

In the Matter of Timmia S. (Anonymous).   
Suffolk County Department of Social Services,
respondent; Timmie S. (Anonymous), appellant.
(Proceeding No. 4)

(Docket Nos. N-11154-09, N-11155-09, 
N-11156-09, N-11157-09)
                                                                                      

Susan A. DeNatale, Mastic, N.Y., for appellant Timmie S.

January 11, 2011 Page 1.
MATTER OF S. (ANONYMOUS), LATRELL
MATTER OF S. (ANONYMOUS), TIMMIA

MATTER OF S. (ANONYMOUS), LATRELL 
MATTER OF S. (ANONYMOUS), TIMMIA



Carol E. Castillo, East Setauket, N.Y., for appellant Christine K.

Christine Malafi, County Attorney, Central Islip, N.Y. (James G. Bernet of counsel),
for respondent.

Theresa A. Mari, Huntington, N.Y., attorney for the children.

In related child neglect proceedings pursuant to FamilyCourt Act article 10, the father
appeals, as limited by his brief, from so much of an order of fact-finding and disposition of the Family
Court, Suffolk County (Hoffman, J.), dated January 7, 2010, as, after fact-finding and dispositional
hearings, found that he neglected the subject children and placed the subject children under the
supervision of the Suffolk County Department of Social Services, subject to certain conditions, and
the mother separately appeals, as limited by her brief, from so much of the same order as, after the
fact-finding hearing, found that she neglected the subject children and, upon the denial of her
application for an adjournment of the dispositional hearing, and upon her default in appearing at the
dispositional hearing, placed the subject children under the supervision of the Suffolk County
Department of Social Services, subject to certain conditions.

ORDERED that mother’s appeal from so much of as the order as placed the subject
children under the supervision of the Suffolk CountyDepartment of SocialServices, subject to certain
conditions, is dismissed, as no appeal lies from a portion of an order entered on the default of the
appealing party (see CPLR 5511; Matter of Samantha B. v Arthur Eugene S., 72 AD3d 682, 683;
Matter of Geraldine Rose W., 196 AD2d 313); and it is further,

ORDERED that the order is affirmed insofar as reviewed on the mother’s appeal and
insofar as appealed from by the father, without costs or disbursements.

Contrary to the contention of the parents, the Family Court’s determination that they
neglected the subject children by virtue of their drug use is supported by a preponderance of the
evidence (see Family Ct Act § 1046[b][i]; Matter of Ayana Jean L., 23 AD3d 472, 473; Matter of
Ziaire M., 309 AD2d 938, 939).

The granting of an adjournment for any purpose rests in the sound discretion of the
trial court, upon consideration of all relevant factors (see Matter of Anthony M., 63 NY2d 270, 283;
Matter of Venditto v Davis, 39 AD3d 555, 555; Matter of Paulino v Camacho, 36 AD3d 821, 822;
Matter of Sicurella v Embro, 31 AD3d 651, 651).  The Family Court did not improvidently exercise
its discretion in denying the mother’s motion for an adjournment of the dispositional hearing (see
Matter of Nicholas S., 46 AD3d 830; Matter of Venditto v Davis, 39 AD3d at 555; Matter of Paulino
v Camacho, 36 AD3d at 822; Matter of Sicurella v Embro, 31 AD3d at 651).

Contrary to the father’s contention, we find no basis to disturb the Family Court’s
determination to place the subject children under the supervision of the Suffolk County Department
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of Social Services, subject to certain conditions (see generally Matter of Roland Noele B., 66 AD3d
1008, 1009; Matter of Heidi S., 151 AD2d 578, 579).

SKELOS, J.P., BALKIN, LEVENTHAL and HALL, JJ., concur.

ENTER: 

Matthew G. Kiernan
  Clerk of the Court
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