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I join the Majority Memorandum except with regard to its discussion 

addressing Father’s claim that “the trial court abused its discretion in 

granting the Agency’s petition to change the permanency goal for R.M.H. to 

adoption.”  Majority Memorandum at 18.  I would not address the merits of 

Father’s claim.  Because we have already concluded that the trial court 

properly terminated Father’s parental rights, I believe that Father’s challenge 

to changing R.M.H.’s goal from reunification to adoption is moot.  This is 

particularly so in light of the fact that the statute “does not require that a 

goal change precede the filing of a termination petition.”  In re Adoption of 
____________________________________________ 

* Retired Senior Judge assigned to the Superior Court. 
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S.E.G., 901 A.2d 1017, 1029 (Pa. 2006).  See also In re H.S.W.C.-B, 836 

A.2d 908, 911 (Pa. 2003) (holding that orders granting or denying goal 

changes, as well as orders terminating or preserving parental rights, are 

final and appealable when entered and remain in effect until overturned on 

appeal, or rendered moot by a subsequent order). 

Accordingly, I concur.  

 

 

 

 


