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R.M. and M.A. are the parents of T.A., who was 17 years old when the San Diego
County Health and Human Services Agency (Agency) filed the underlying dependency
petition. The parents appealed the juvenile court's dispositional order removing custody

of T.A. from them. The Agency moved to dismiss the appeals as moot because T.A. has

since turned 18 and the juvenile court has terminated jurisdiction over her.1 The parents
do not oppose the Agency's motion. We grant the Agency's motion and dismiss the
appeals as moot. (See In re C.C. (2009) 172 Cal.App.4th 1481, 1488 ["As a general rule,
an order terminating juvenile court jurisdiction renders an appeal from a previous order in

the dependency proceedings moot."].)

DISPOSITION
The appeals are dismissed.
O'ROURKE, J.
WE CONCUR:
McDONALD, Acting P. J.
AARON, J.
1 We grant the Agency's request to take judicial notice of the juvenile court's

May 14, 2014, order terminating jurisdiction. (See, e.g., In re Karen G. (2004) 121
Cal.App.4th 1384, 1390.)



