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Appeal from an order of the Fam |y Court, N agara County (John F
Batt, J.), entered Decenber 22, 2015 in a proceedi ng pursuant to
Fam |y Court Act article 10. The order placed the subject child in
the tenporary custody of his father.

It is hereby ORDERED t hat said appeal is unaninmously disnm ssed
wi t hout costs.

Menorandum  Respondent not her appeals froman order entered in a
proceedi ng pursuant to Famly Court Act article 10, which awarded
tenporary custody of her son to the son’s biological father while she
was incarcerated. W dism ss the appeal because a finding of neglect
and final dispositional order was entered during the pendency of this
appeal. An appeal froma tenporary order is “rendered noot by Famly
Court’s subsequent finding of neglect” and issuance of a fina
di spositional order, and thus “mnmust be dism ssed” (Matter of
Makayl eigh AL [Mranda A ], 146 AD3d 1103, 1104 [3d Dept 2017]; see
Matter of Bruce P., 138 AD3d 864, 865 [2d Dept 2016]; Matter of John
S., 26 AD3d 870, 870 [4th Dept 2006]). *“ ‘lInasnuch as a tenporary
order is not a finding of wongdoing, the exception to the nootness
doctrine does not apply’ ” (Matter of Faith B. [Rochelle C. ], 158 AD3d
1282, 1282-1283 [4th Dept 2018], |v denied 31 NYy3d 910 [2018]; see
Matter of Cali L., 61 AD3d 1131, 1133 [3d Dept 2009]).
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