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CA 16- 02066
PRESENT: WHALEN, P.J., SM TH, CARNI, CURRAN, AND SCUDDER, JJ.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLI CATION OF JON Z. AND

VI CTOR Z. FOR THE APPO NTMENT OF A GUARDI AN OF

THE PROPERTY AND/ OR PERSON OF MARGARET Z., AN

ALLEGED | NCAPACI TATED PERSON.
---------------------------------------------- VEMORANDUM AND ORDER
JON Z., PETI TI ONER- APPELLANT;

THERESA M Gd ROUARD, ESQ , APPO NTED GUARDI AN
FOR MARGARET Z., AN ALLEGED | NCAPACI TATED
PERSQON, RESPONDENT- RESPONDENT.

JON Z., PETI TI ONER- APPELLANT PRO SE.

SCHM TT & LASCURETTES, LLC, UTICA (WLLIAMP. SCHM TT OF COUNSEL), FOR
RESPONDENT- RESPONDENT.

Appeal from an order of the Suprene Court, Oneida County (Sanuel
D. Hester, J.), entered Cctober 13, 2016. The order denied the notion
of petitioner to conpel respondent to provide certain evidence, and
for other relief.

It is hereby ORDERED t hat the order so appealed fromis
unani nously affirmed w thout costs.

Menorandum I n this guardi anshi p proceedi ng, petitioner appeals
froman order denying his notion for, anong other relief, renoval of
respondent as guardi an of petitioner’s incapacitated nother. Suprene
Court concluded that the issues raised in petitioner’s notion had
previously been raised by petitioner and determ ned by the court in
earlier proceedings. W are unable to determne the nmerits of
petitioner’s contentions on appeal inasnmuch as the 40-page record
before us does not contain sufficient information to enable us to
determ ne whether the court properly denied petitioner’s notion on
that ground. Petitioner, as the appellant, “submtted this appeal on
an inconplete record and nust suffer the consequences” (Matter of
Santoshia L., 202 AD2d 1027, 1028; see Resetarits Constr. Corp. v Cty
of Niagara Falls, 133 AD3d 1229, 1229; Mtter of Rodriguez v Ward, 43
AD3d 640, 641).

Entered: June 16, 2017 Frances E. Caf arel
Cerk of the Court



