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KAH 16- 00853
PRESENT: WHALEN, P.J., SM TH, LINDLEY, DEJOSEPH, AND NEMOYER, JJ.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK EX REL.
JASM NE VALENTI N, PETI TI ONER- APPELLANT,

\% MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

ANTHONY ANNUCCI , ACTI NG COW SSI ONER, NEW YORK
STATE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTI ONS AND COVMUNI TY
SUPERVI SI ON, AND SHERYL ZENZEN, SUPERI NTENDENT,
ALBI ON CORRECTI ONAL FACI LI TY,

RESPONDENTS- RESPONDENTS.

THE LEGAL Al D BUREAU OF BUFFALO, I NC., BUFFALO (BENJAM N L. NELSON OF
COUNSEL), FOR PETI TI ONER- APPELLANT.

ERI C T. SCHNEI DERVAN, ATTORNEY GENERAL, ALBANY (JEFFREY W LANG OF
COUNSEL), FOR RESPONDENTS- RESPONDENTS.

ALEXANDER A. REI NERT, NEW YORK CI TY, FOR THE PECPLE OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK EX REL. JASM NE VALENTI N, AM CUS CURI AE.

Appeal from a judgnent (denom nated order) of the Suprene Court,
Ol eans County (Janmes P. Punch, A J.), entered February 11, 2016 in a
habeas corpus proceeding. The judgnment dism ssed the petition.

It is hereby ORDERED that said appeal is unaninously dism ssed
W t hout costs.

Menmorandum  Petitioner appeals froma judgnment di sm ssing her
petition for a wit of habeus corpus. The appeal has been rendered
nmoot by petitioner’s release to parole supervision (see People ex rel.
Moore v Stallone, 151 AD3d 1839, 1839 [4th Dept 2017]; People ex rel.
Yourdon v Senrau, 133 AD3d 1351, 1351 [4th Dept 2015]), and the
exception to the nootness doctrine does not apply (see generally
Matter of Hearst Corp. v Cyne, 50 Ny2d 707, 714-715 [1980]).

Ent er ed: March 16, 2018 Mark W Bennett
Cerk of the Court



