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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURT OF APPEALS
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IN RE PETITION OF S.J.,
Z.G., APPELLANT.
Appeal from the Superior Court of the
District of Columbia
(Hon. Zinora M. Mitchell-Rankin, Trial Judge)

(Filed May 3, 2001)
Before FARRELL and REID, Associate Judges, and KERN, Senior Judge.

PER CURIAM: On March 30, 2001, we dismissed the appeal in this case for lack of
jurisdiction. We now deny appellant’s motion for reconsideration and issue this brief

opinion explaining the reason for the dismissal.

S.J. has petitioned to adopt her four year old foster child, S.G. As part of that
process, on October 4, 2000, following a hearing, the trial court waived the consent of the
child’ s birth parents to the adoption after finding that the consent of both parentswas being
withheld contrary to the best interest of the child. D.C. Code 8§ 16-304 (e) (1997). The
birth parents each appealed that determination. In the meantime, it appears, the trial court
terminated the visitation rights of the appellant-father,* but he took no appeal from that

order.

! The record before us does not indicate whether or when the visitation rights of the
mother were also terminated.
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Generally speaking, this court has jurisdiction only over final orders and judgments
of the Superior Court. D.C. Code § 11-721 (a)(1) (1995). An order waiving a birth
parent’ s consent to adoption is not afinal order and may not be appealed until the adoption
proceedings have been concluded. The reason isthat only upon afinal decree of adoption
arethe“rightsand duties’ of natural parentsterminated. See D.C. Code § 16-312 (a) (2000
Supp.). Although an order terminating parental rightsisimmediately appealable, seelnre
C.I.T., 369 A.2d 171, 173 (D.C. 1977), no such order has been entered in this case.

Appellant argues that the order waiving consent should be appealable because the
trial court later terminated his visitation rights. We recently recognized that, at least in
some circumstances, a parent “who has been denied all contact with her child is not
precluded from challenging that denial on appeal until her parental rights have been
terminated or an order of adoption has been entered.” InreD.M., No. 98-FS-1546, dlip op.
at 9 (D.C. April 12, 2001). Whether appellant fits within those circumstances is something
we need not decide, because, as indicated, he took no appeal from the order barring
visitation. We likewise reject the argument that the order waiving consent is appeal able
under D.C. Code 8§ 11-721 (a)(2)(A) as an order in the nature of an injunction. The waiver
of consent dispenses with the need for parental consent to the adoption, but it is not an

Injunction.

For these reasons, the motion for reconsideration of the order dismissing the appeal

Denied.



