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PER CURIAM. 

 Respondent appeals as of right the amended personal protection order (PPO) obtained by 
petitioner against respondent.  The amended PPO modified an earlier ex parte PPO the trial court 
entered against respondent.  We dismiss this case as moot.   

 On appeal, respondent contends that the trial court erred in entering the amended PPO 
where the elements of MCL 750.411s were not met.  Respondent also argues that the trial court’s 
entry of the amended PPO is an unlawful prior restraint that chilled his First Amendment rights.  
Given that the issues that respondent raises are moot, we decline to address them.  This Court, as 
a general rule, will not determine moot issues.  B P 7 v Bureau of State Lottery, 231 Mich App 
356, 359; 586 NW2d 117 (1998).  “An issue is moot if an event has occurred that renders it 
impossible for the court to grant relief.  An issue is also moot when a judgment, if entered, 
cannot for any reason have a practical legal effect on the existing controversy.”  Gen Motors 
Corp v Dep’t of Treasury, 290 Mich App 355, 386; 803 NW2d 698 (2010) (citations omitted).   

 The record confirms that the amended PPO expired on January 28, 2016.  There is no 
indication in the record that the amended PPO was renewed or extended, and therefore any 
judgment this Court would enter would not have any practical legal effect on the existing 
controversy.  Id. at 386.  Accordingly, it would be inappropriate for us to address respondent’s 
issues on appeal.   
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 Dismissed as moot.   

 

/s/ Michael J. Riordan  
/s/ Karen M. Fort Hood  
/s/ Deborah A. Servitto  
 




