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Appeal from an order of the Family Court, Monroe County (Deral D.
Givens, J.), entered March 19, 2024, in a proceeding pursuant to
Family Court Act article 6. The order, inter alia, granted the
parties joint custody of the subject children with designated zones of
influence.

It is hereby ORDERED that said appeal is unanimously dismissed
without costs.

Memorandum: In this proceeding pursuant to Family Court Act
article 6, the Attorney for the Children (AFC) appeals from an order
that, inter alia, continued joint custody of the subject children but
designated certain “zones of influence” for decision-making purposes.
Contrary to the contention of the AFC, we find no basis in this record
to depart from our prior case law holding that children in a custody
matter do not have “full party status” (Matter of Lawrence v Lawrence,
151 AD3d 1879, 1879 [4th Dept 2017] [internal quotation marks
omitted] ; see Matter of McDermott v Bale, 94 AD3d 1542, 1543 [4th Dept
2012]). Here, neither parent has perfected an appeal from the subject
order, and we conclude on the record before us that entertaining the
appeal would force the aggrieved yet nonappellant parents to litigate
a petition that they have since abandoned (cf. Matter of Muriel v
Muriel, 228 AD3d 1345, 1346 [4th Dept 2024]). Under the circumstances
of this case, we decline to permit the AFC to chart the course of the
litigation, and we conclude that the appeal must be dismissed (see
Lawrence, 151 AD3d at 1879).
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