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PER CURIAM:

E.F. (Father) appeals the juvenile court's order terminating
his parental rights in T.G. after accepting Father's voluntary
relinquishment of his parental rights. We affirm.

Father signed the petition for voluntary relinquishment of
his parental rights in open court after testifying that he
understood the consequences of his actions and that he was
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voluntarily giving up his parental rights. Father testified that

he had not been influenced by anyone else and that he thought the
termination was in T.G.'s best interests. His own counsel

prepared the petition and the termination order. Father

testified that he had no other questions and understood his

rights. The juvenile court found that Father's relinquishment of

his parental rights was voluntary and entered an order

terminating his parental rights.

On appeal, Father asserts that the juvenile court erred in
finding his relinquishment to be voluntary. He argues that
because he later filed a motion to set aside the termination
order and withdrew his consent, his relinquishment in court was
not voluntary. However, reconsideration of the relinquishment is
not a legally sufficient ground for appeal.

Utah Code section 78A-6-514 sets forth the procedure for
voluntary relinquishment of parental rights. See __ Utah Code Ann.
§ 78A-6-514 (2008). Pursuant to the statute, "[a] voluntary
relinquishment or consent for termination of parental rights is
effective when signed and may not be revoked.” Id. ___ 8§ 78A-6-
514(4). Accordingly, Father's change of mind does not affect the
relinquishment of his rights and is not a legitimate ground to
assert juvenile court error.

To the extent that Father's assertion of error requires any
new facts to be determined, Father has failed to preserve the
issue of voluntariness for this appeal. Generally, appellate
courts will not review issues raised for the first time on
appeal, unless the trial court committed plain error. See __Inre
E.R. , 2001 UT App 66, 19, 21 P.3d 680. To preserve an issue for
appeal, a party must first raise the issue before the trial court
and give the trial court the opportunity to rule on the matter.

See Hart v. Salt Lake County Comm'n , 945 P.2d 125, 129 (Utah Ct.
App. 1997). Here, Father signed his voluntary relinquishment in

open court after representing to the juvenile court that he

understood the consequences and was taking the action

voluntarily. Although he now asserts that his relinquishment was

not voluntary, the juvenile court has not had the opportunity to

consider whether any facts alleged by Father would entitle him to

relief under rule 60(b) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure.

“Father has filed a motion pursuant to rule 60(b) below,
seeking to set aside the termination order. That motion is
currently pending in the juvenile court and is not within the
scope of this appeal.
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As a result, any factual issue related to the Rule 60(b)
proceedings is not properly before this court at this time. See
id.

Accordingly, the juvenile court's order is affirmed.
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