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PER CURIAM:

B.J. and S.J. (Parents) appeal the juvenile court's
December 16, 2009 order.  We dismiss for lack of jurisdiction.
 

The Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure provide that a party
may appeal from final, appealable orders and judgments.  See Utah
R. App. P. 3(a).  In child welfare proceedings, a final,
appealable order is one that ends the juvenile court proceedings,
leaving no question open for further action by the juvenile
court.  See In re A.F., 2006 UT App 200, ¶ 8, 138 P.3d 65.  An
order that does not completely determine the rights of the
parties is an interlocutory order.  See id.  This court has



20091079-CA 2

previously held that certain types of permanency orders are not
final, appealable orders.  See id. ¶ 10.  Permanency orders that
terminate reunification services are interlocutory in nature if
further action is contemplated by the juvenile court.  See id.  

The record indicates that the juvenile court's order
terminated reunification services and set this matter for an
upcoming review hearing.  Because further action is contemplated
by the juvenile court, the juvenile court's order is
interlocutory in nature.  Thus, this court lacks jurisdiction and
must dismiss the appeal.  See id. ¶ 8.

Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed without prejudice as
to the filing of a timely appeal from a final order.
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