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PER CURI AM ORDER

On July 26, 1996, this Court, on its ow notion, issued a wit
of certiorari to the Court of Special Appeals to address questions
related to whether a juvenile court has authority to conpel a non-
custodi al parent to visit her off-spring and to order that party,
under penalty of contenpt, to undergo counseling for the benefit of

the chil d.

M chael B., the mnor child who is the subject of this case,
was renoved from the custody of the appellant, Carline T., his
mot her, on April 27, 1994. For a period, the custody order
prohi bited her visitation with Mchael B. Subsequently, however,
havi ng conducted a review hearing on October 12, 1994, the court
nodi fied the order to permit such visitation. Thereafter, at a
subsequent review hearing, held on Novenber 1, 1995, the appell ant
was ordered, over her objection, to undergo counseling and to visit

with Mchael B., the court having determ ned that both were in the



best interest of the child. Failure to conply with the counseling
order, the court told her, would subject her to being held in

cont enpt .

After this court granted certiorari, but before the appellee
Mont gonery County Departnent of Social Services filed its brief and
prior to oral argunment in this Court, the juvenile court entered an
ORDER FOR CI NA CLOSURE. By that order, the court rescinded its

jurisdiction over Mchael B

That order also rendered this case noot, since, at this tine,
"there is no | onger an existing controversy between the parties, so
that there is no longer any effective remedy which the court can

provide." Attorney CGen. v. A A Co. School Bus, 286 M. 324, 327,

407 A 2d 749, 752 (1979). Moreover, although the issues for which
we granted certiorari involve matters of public concern, in this
case, "there is no inperative or manifest urgency to establish a

rule of future conduct." 1d. at 328, 407 A 2d at 752-53.

NOW THEREFORE, it is this day of April, 1997

ORDERED, by the Court of Appeals of Mryland, that the
judgnent of the District Court of Maryland sitting in Mntgonery
County as Juvenile Court be, and it is hereby, vacated. See Balt.

V. Comm On Leqgislative Invest., 341 M. 23, 25, 668 A 2d 33, 34

(1995); A.A Co. School Bus, supra, 286 M. at 330, 407 A 2d at




753. See also Maryland Rule 8-602(a)(10). Costs in the D strict

Court and in this Court to be paid by the appellee.

Chi ef Judge



