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BRYAN, Judge. 

D a v i d S c o t t Owens ("the former husband") appeals from a 

judgment of the J e f f e r s o n C i r c u i t C ourt ("the t r i a l c o u r t " ) 

t h a t found him i n contempt f o r f a i l u r e t o pay c h i l d s u p p o r t t o 

V a s a l i k i M i c h e l l e Owens (Parker) ("the former w i f e " ) . We 
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d i s m i s s the a p p e a l . 

The p a r t i e s were d i v o r c e d i n Okaloosa County, F l o r i d a , i n 

1987. P u r s u a n t t o the d i v o r c e judgment, the former w i f e was 

awarded c u s t o d y of the p a r t i e s ' minor c h i l d and the former 

husband was o r d e r e d t o pay c h i l d s u p p o r t i n the amount of $200 

each month (the c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r w i t h i n the F l o r i d a d i v o r c e 

judgment w i l l h e r e i n a f t e r be r e f e r r e d t o as "the f o r e i g n 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r " ) . The former husband s u b s e q u e n t l y moved 

to J e f f e r s o n County, Alabama. On J u l y 17, 2007, the former 

w i f e f i l e d a p e t i t i o n f o r a r u l e n i s i and a motion t o e n r o l l 

and e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r i n the t r i a l 

c o u r t . I n her p e t i t i o n , the former w i f e a l l e g e d t h a t the 

former husband had f a i l e d t o t i m e l y pay c h i l d s u p p o r t as 

o r d e r e d i n the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r , and the former 

w i f e sought a judgment f i n d i n g the former husband i n c i v i l and 

c r i m i n a l contempt, as w e l l as an award of a t t o r n e y ' s f e e s . The 

former husband answered the former w i f e ' s p e t i t i o n on August 

14, 2007, w i t h a g e n e r a l d e n i a l of e v e r y a l l e g a t i o n c o n t a i n e d 

i n the former w i f e ' s p e t i t i o n . 

On January 22, 2008, the former husband f i l e d a motion t o 

d i s m i s s the former w i f e ' s p e t i t i o n f o r a r u l e n i s i a l l e g i n g 
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t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t l a c k e d s u b j e c t - m a t t e r j u r i s d i c t i o n t o 

hear the former w i f e ' s p e t i t i o n . A f t e r a h e a r i n g on the former 

husband's motion t o d i s m i s s , the t r i a l c o u r t d e n i e d the 

motion. On March 17, 2008, the former w i f e f i l e d an amended 

motion t o e n r o l l and e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r . 

On October 9, 2008, the t r i a l c o u r t g r a n t e d the former w i f e ' s 

motion t o e n r o l l and e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r . 

A f t e r s e v e r a l c o n t i n u a n c e s , the t r i a l c o u r t conducted an 

ore tenus h e a r i n g on the former w i f e ' s p e t i t i o n f o r a r u l e 

n i s i on J u l y 27, 2009. The t r i a l c o u r t e n t e r e d a judgment on 

August 19, 2009, t h a t found the former husband i n c r i m i n a l and 

c i v i l contempt, and the t r i a l c o u r t sentenced the former 

husband t o 905 d a y s ' imprisonment u n l e s s he c o m p l i e d w i t h the 

terms s e t f o r t h i n the t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment. The t r i a l c o u r t 

awarded the former w i f e a judgment f o r u n p a i d i n t e r e s t on the 

former husband's c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e and o r d e r e d the 

former husband t o pay the former w i f e ' s a t t o r n e y ' s f e e s . The 

former husband t i m e l y appealed. 

On a p p e a l , the former husband r a i s e s e i g h t i s s u e s f o r 

r e v i e w by t h i s c o u r t ; however, we f i n d the f i r s t i s s u e , 

whether the t r i a l c o u r t had s u b j e c t - m a t t e r j u r i s d i c t i o n over 
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the p r o c e e d i n g s , d i s p o s i t i v e of the a p p e a l . 1 

The j u r i s d i c t i o n of an Alabama c o u r t t o e n f o r c e a f o r e i g n 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r i s governed by the Alabama U n i f o r m 

I n t e r s t a t e F a m i l y Support A c t ("the UIFSA"), c o d i f i e d a t § 30-

3A-101 e t seq., A l a . Code 1975. Because the former w i f e sought 

t o e n f o r c e the p r o v i s i o n s of the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r , 

she was r e q u i r e d t o r e g i s t e r the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r 

a c c o r d i n g t o the r e q u i r e m e n t s s e t f o r t h i n § 30-3A-602, A l a . 

Code 1975. That s e c t i o n p r o v i d e s : 

"(a) A s u p p o r t o r d e r or i n c o m e - w i t h h o l d i n g o r d e r 
of another s t a t e may be r e g i s t e r e d i n t h i s s t a t e by 
s e n d i n g the f o l l o w i n g documents and i n f o r m a t i o n t o 
the a p p r o p r i a t e c o u r t i n t h i s s t a t e : 

"(1) a l e t t e r of t r a n s m i t t a l t o the 
c o u r t r e q u e s t i n g r e g i s t r a t i o n and 
e n f o r c e m e n t ; 

"(2) two c o p i e s , i n c l u d i n g one 
c e r t i f i e d copy, of a l l o r d e r s t o be 
r e g i s t e r e d , i n c l u d i n g any m o d i f i c a t i o n of 
an o r d e r ; 

"(3) a sworn statement by the p a r t y 
s e e k i n g r e g i s t r a t i o n or a c e r t i f i e d 
statement by the t r i b u n a l or c o l l e c t i o n 
agency showing the amount of any a r r e a r a g e ; 

"(4) the name of the o b l i g o r and, i f 

1We t h e r e f o r e p r e t e r m i t d i s c u s s i o n of the former husband's 
r e m a i n i n g i s s u e s p r e s e n t e d on a p p e a l . 
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known: 

" ( I ) the o b l i g o r ' s address 
and s o c i a l s e c u r i t y number; 

" ( i i ) the name and address 
of the o b l i g o r ' s employer and any 
o t h e r source of income of the 
o b l i g o r ; and 

" ( i i i ) a d e s c r i p t i o n and the 
l o c a t i o n of p r o p e r t y of the 
o b l i g o r i n t h i s s t a t e not exempt 
from e x e c u t i o n ; and 

"(5) the name and address of the 
o b l i g e e and, i f a p p l i c a b l e , the agency or 
perso n t o whom supp o r t payments are t o be 
r e m i t t e d . 

"(b) On r e c e i p t of a r e q u e s t f o r r e g i s t r a t i o n , 
the r e g i s t e r i n g c o u r t s h a l l cause the o r d e r t o be 
f i l e d as a f o r e i g n judgment, t o g e t h e r w i t h one copy 
of the documents and i n f o r m a t i o n , r e g a r d l e s s of 
t h e i r f o r m . 

"(c) A p e t i t i o n or comparable p l e a d i n g s e e k i n g 
a remedy t h a t must be a f f i r m a t i v e l y sought under 
o t h e r law of t h i s s t a t e may be f i l e d a t the same 
time as the r e q u e s t f o r r e g i s t r a t i o n or l a t e r . The 
p l e a d i n g must s p e c i f y the grounds f o r the remedy 
sought." 

In t h i s case, the former w i f e d i d not f i l e two c o p i e s of 

the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r w i t h the c l e r k of the t r i a l 

c o u r t . The former w i f e a l s o d i d not f i l e a sworn statement 

showing the amount of any a r r e a r a g e owed by the former 

husband, nor d i d the former w i f e f i l e a c e r t i f i e d statement by 
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a t r i b u n a l or c o l l e c t i o n agency i n the S t a t e of F l o r i d a 

showing the amount of any a r r e a r a g e owed by the former 

husband. 2 

In Mattes v. M a t t e s , [Ms. 2081122, March 12, 2010] 

So. 3d ___ , ___ ( A l a . C i v . App. 2010), the mother sought t o 

modify and e n f o r c e a f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r , but she d i d 

not f i l e two c o p i e s of the c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r , one of them 

c e r t i f i e d , w i t h the c l e r k of the t r i a l c o u r t . In t h a t case, we 

c o n c l u d e d t h a t the mother had not met the s t a t u t o r y 

r e q u i r e m e n t s of § 30-3A-602 and t h a t , as a r e s u l t , the t r i a l 

c o u r t had never o b t a i n e d s u b j e c t - m a t t e r j u r i s d i c t i o n t o 

e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r . I d . Because the t r i a l 

c o u r t l a c k e d s u b j e c t - m a t t e r j u r i s d i c t i o n t o e n f o r c e the 

f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r , the judgment was v o i d and we 

d i s m i s s e d the a p p e a l . I d . 

Because the former w i f e i n t h i s case a l s o d i d not meet 

the s t a t u t o r y r e q u i r e m e n t s of § 30-3A-602, we must conclude 

2The former w i f e , i n her amended motion t o e n r o l l and 
e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r , i n c l u d e d a 
c a l c u l a t i o n of the former husband's a r r e a r a g e and i n t e r e s t 
t h a t she a l l e g e d was due under the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t 
o r d e r , but the motion was not sworn or o t h e r w i s e v e r i f i e d i n 
any manner. 
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t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t never o b t a i n e d s u b j e c t - m a t t e r 

j u r i s d i c t i o n t o e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - s u p p o r t o r d e r . 

"Judgments e n t e r e d w i t h o u t s u b j e c t - m a t t e r j u r i s d i c t i o n can 'be 

s e t a s i d e a t any time as v o i d A l v e s v. Board of Educ. 

of G u n t e r s v i l l e , 922 So. 2d 129, 134 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2005) 

( q u o t i n g I n t e r n a t i o n a l Longshoremen's Ass'n v. D a v i s , 470 So. 

2d 1215, 1217 ( A l a . 1985)). T h i s c o u r t i s r e q u i r e d t o d i s m i s s 

an a p p e a l from a v o i d judgment. Mattes v. M a t t e s , So. 3d 

( q u o t i n g Vann v. Cook, 989 So. 2d 556, 559 ( A l a . C i v . App. 

2008)) ("'[A]n a p p e l l a t e c o u r t must d i s m i s s an attempted 

a p p e a l from ... a v o i d judgment.'"). T h e r e f o r e , we d i s m i s s the 

former w i f e ' s a p p e a l and i n s t r u c t the t r i a l c o u r t t o v a c a t e 

i t s August 19, 2009, judgment. 

The former w i f e ' s r e q u e s t f o r an award of a t t o r n e y ' s f e e s 

on a p p e a l i s d e n i e d . 

APPEAL DISMISSED WITH INSTRUCTIONS. 

Thompson, P.J., and P i t t m a n , Thomas, and Moore, J J . , 
concur. 
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