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I.U. (the Mother) appeals an "Order of Dependency Adjudication and 

Disposition with Findings as to the Mother, [I.U.], and Order Accepting Case Plan, and 

Termination of Protective Supervision and Jurisdiction."  The trial court entered the 

order after a dependency disposition hearing.  Among other things, the order terminated 

the trial court's jurisdiction and the Department of Children and Families' protective 

supervision.  

The Mother asserts that she received no notice for the hearing; thus, she 

contends, the trial court erred by terminating protective supervision and jurisdiction.  

The Mother relies on K.M. v. Department of Children & Families, 201 So. 3d 1242 (Fla. 

2d DCA 2016).  There we reversed the trial court's order terminating protective 

supervision and the court's jurisdiction after a judicial review hearing because the parent 

had received no notice that the Department's motion would be heard and ruled upon at 

that hearing.  Id. at 1242.

The Mother also asserts that the trial court lacked statutory authority to 

terminate its jurisdiction under the facts of the case.  The Department and the Guardian 

ad Litem Program properly concede error on this point.  They have expressly declined 

to address the Mother's first argument about notice.  Accordingly, we reverse the order 

to the extent that it terminates supervision and jurisdiction, and we remand for further 

proceedings.  In all other respects, we affirm the order.

Affirmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded.

VILLANTI and BADALAMENTI, JJ., Concur.


