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THOMAS, Judge. 

S h a r l a G a r r e t t ("the mother") appeals from a judgment of 

the DeKalb C i r c u i t C ourt ("the t r i a l c o u r t " ) r e g i s t e r i n g and 

e n f o r c i n g a f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r r e g a r d i n g J.W. ("the 
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c h i l d " ) . We d i s m i s s the a p p e a l f o r want of 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 . 

On September 1, 2010, Mary N e l l W i l l i a m s and Johnny L. 

W i l l i a m s ( c o l l e c t i v e l y r e f e r r e d t o as "the p a t e r n a l 

grandparents") f i l e d a p e t i t i o n i n the t r i a l c o u r t t o r e g i s t e r 

and e n f o r c e a f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r from M i s s i s s i p p i . 

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

copy of the o r d e r t h a t t h e y sought t o r e g i s t e r and e n f o r c e . 

The o r d e r , which was e n t e r e d by the Chancery Court of Yazoo 

County, M i s s i s s i p p i ("the M i s s i s s i p p i C o u r t " ) , on March 14, 

2010, s t a t e d , i n p e r t i n e n t p a r t , t h a t 

"the [ c h i l d ] s h a l l remain i n the c u s t o d y and 
g u a r d i a n s h i p of [ t h e p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s ] . 
F u r t h e r , t h a t the terms of the Agreed Order 
C o n t i n u i n g G u a r d i a n s h i p e n t e r e d i n Cause No. 07-0319 
on A p r i l 15, 2009, a p p l y t o t h i s cause and s h a l l 
remain i n f u l l f o r c e and e f f e c t . A copy of s a i d 
agreed o r d e r of A p r i l 15, 2009 i s a t t a c h e d h e r e t o as 
E x h i b i t 'A' and i n c o r p o r a t e d h e r e i n by r e f e r e n c e . " 

The copy of the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r a t t a c h e d by the 

p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s d i d not i n c l u d e a copy of the agreed 

o r d e r r e f e r e n c e d as " E x h i b i t A."1 

1 " E x h i b i t A" c o n t a i n e d the d e t a i l s of the M i s s i s s i p p i 
c o u r t ' s c u s t o d y award, which i n c l u d e d l i b e r a l v i s i t a t i o n f o r 
the mother. 
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On September 2, 2010, the t r i a l c o u r t e n t e r e d an o r d e r 

s e t t i n g the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s ' p e t i t i o n f o r a h e a r i n g and 

d i r e c t i n g t h a t the mother be s e r v e d a copy of the p e t i t i o n . 

On the same day, the t r i a l c o u r t e n t e r e d an o r d e r awarding 

temporary c u s t o d y of the c h i l d t o the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s , 

d e t e r m i n i n g t h a t the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r s h o u l d be 

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

c u s t o d y o r d e r as a f o r e i g n judgment, and d e t e r m i n i n g t h a t the 

f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r s h o u l d be e n f o r c e d . 

On September 3, 2010, the mother moved the t r i a l c o u r t t o 

s t a y enforcement of i t s September 2, 2010, o r d e r . I n her 

motion, the mother a l l e g e d t h a t she had had p h y s i c a l c u s t o d y 

of the c h i l d s i n c e August 2009, p u r s u a n t t o an o r a l agreement 

between the mother and the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s . The mother 

a l s o argued t h a t the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s ' p e t i t i o n was 

i m p r o p e r l y f i l e d because i t d i d not c o n t a i n a copy of the 

p r e v i o u s o r d e r of the M i s s i s s i p p i c o u r t , which was r e f e r r e d t o 

i n the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r as " E x h i b i t A" and which 

had been i n c o r p o r a t e d by r e f e r e n c e i n t o the f o r e i g n c h i l d -

c u s t o d y o r d e r . A d d i t i o n a l l y , the mother a l l e g e d t h a t she d i d 

not have any n o t i c e of the March 2010 p r o c e e d i n g s t h a t 
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r e s u l t e d i n the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r and t h a t Alabama 

was the home s t a t e of the c h i l d a t the time of the 

commencement of the March 2010, p r o c e e d i n g s i n the M i s s i s s i p p i 

c o u r t . The mother f u r t h e r a l l e g e d t h a t she had f i l e d a 

p e t i t i o n i n the DeKalb J u v e n i l e C o u r t s e e k i n g c u s t o d y of the 

c h i l d b e f o r e she had r e c e i v e d n o t i c e of the p a t e r n a l 

g r a n d p a r e n t s ' p e t i t i o n . The t r i a l c o u r t g r a n t e d the mother's 

p e t i t i o n , s t a y i n g enforcement of i t s September 2, 2010, o r d e r 

and s e t t i n g the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s ' p e t i t i o n f o r a h e a r i n g 

on September 7, 2010. 

The mother then moved the t r i a l c o u r t t o v a c a t e i t s 

September 2, 2010, o r d e r d o m e s t i c a t i n g the f o r e i g n c h i l d -

c u s t o d y o r d e r . Among o t h e r arguments, the mother a l l e g e d t h a t 

the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s had not c o m p l i e d w i t h the 

r e g i s t r a t i o n r e q u i r e m e n t s of § 30-3B-305, A l a . Code 1975, a 

p a r t of the U n i f o r m C h i l d Custody J u r i s d i c t i o n and Enforcement 

A c t ("the UCCJEA"), (§ 30-3B-101 e t seq., A l a . Code 1975. In 

her motion, the mother a l t e r n a t i v e l y argued t h a t the t r i a l 

c o u r t s h o u l d e x e r c i s e c o n c u r r e n t j u r i s d i c t i o n w i t h the 

M i s s i s s i p p i c o u r t because, the mother a l l e g e d , the p a t e r n a l 

g r a n d p a r e n t s had abandoned t h e i r r i g h t s under the f o r e i g n 
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c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r by not e x e r c i s i n g t h e i r r i g h t s t o c u s t o d y 

and g u a r d i a n s h i p of the c h i l d . 

F o l l o w i n g a h e a r i n g , the t r i a l c o u r t e n t e r e d an o r d e r on 

September 7, 2010, g r a n t i n g the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s ' 

p e t i 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 

mother s u b s e q u e n t l y a p p e a l e d t o t h i s c o u r t . 

The mother argues on a p p e a l t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t 

i m p r o p e r l y e n f o r c e d the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r because, 

she s a y s , the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s d i d not p r o p e r l y r e g i s t e r 

the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r . A p a r t y s e e k i n g t o e n f o r c e 

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

c u s t o d y 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 of § 30-3B-305, 

which p r o v i d e s , i n p e r t i n e n t p a r t : 

"(a) A c h i l d c u s t o d y d e t e r m i n a t i o n i s s u e d by a 
c o u r t 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 , w i t h or w i t h o u t a s i m u l t a n e o u s r e q u e s t f o r 
enforcement, by s e n d i n g 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 or o t h e r document 
r e q u e s t i n g r e g i s t r a t i o n ; 

"(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 the d e t e r m i n a t i o n sought 
t o be r e g i s t e r e d , and a statement under 
p e n a l t y of p e r j u r y t h a t t o the b e s t of the 
knowledge and b e l i e f of the person s e e k i n g 
r e g i s t r a t i o n the o r d e r has not been 
m o d i f i e d ; and 
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"(3) Except as o t h e r w i s e p r o v i d e d i n 
S e c t i o n 30-3B-209, [ A l a . Code 1975,] the 
name and address of the p e r s o n s e e k i n g 
r e g i s t r a t i o n and any p a r e n t or person 
a c t i n g as a p a r e n t who has been awarded 
cus t o d y or v i s i t a t i o n i n the c h i l d c u s t o d y 
d e t e r m i n a t i o n sought t o be r e g i s t e r e d . " 

The p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s ' p e t i t i o n t o r e g i s t e r and 

e n f o r c e the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r d i d not comply w i t h 

the r e q u i r e m e n t s of § 30-3B-305. The p e t i t i o n f i l e d by the 

p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s was accompanied by o n l y a s i n g l e , 

i n c o m p l e t e , c e r t i f i e d copy of the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r . 

Moreover, the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s d i d not i n c l u d e a 

"statement under p e n a l t y of p e r j u r y t h a t t o the b e s t of 

[ t h e i r ] knowledge and b e l i e f " the f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y o r d e r 

had not been m o d i f i e d . § 3 0 - 3 B - 3 0 5 ( a ) ( 2 ) . 

A l t h o u g h t h i s c o u r t has not determined the e f f e c t of a 

f a i l u r e t o comply w i t h the r e g i s t r a t i o n r e q u i r ements of § 30-

3B-305, we have h e l d t h a t a f a i l u r e t o comply w i t h the 

r e g i s t r a t i o n r e q u i r e m e n t s of § 30-3A-602, A l a . Code 1975, a 

p a r t of the 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"), § 30-3A-101 e t seq., A l a . Code 1975, d e p r i v e s a t r i a l 

c o u r t of 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 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 . See Mattes v. M a t t e s , [Ms. 2081122, March 
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12, 2010] So. 3d , ( A l a . C i v . App. 2010). The 

r e g i s t r a t i o n r e q u i r e m e n t s of the UIFSA and the UCCJEA bot h 

s e r v e a s i m i l a r f u n c t i o n . The O f f i c i a l Comment t o § 30-3B-305 

notes t h a t the r e g i s t r a t i o n p r o c e s s of the UCCJEA " p a r a l l e l s 

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

o r d e r s . " Moreover, § 30-3B-306 p r o v i d e s t h a t a c o u r t of t h i s 

s t a t e may e n f o r c e o n l y a r e g i s t e r e d f o r e i g n c h i l d - c u s t o d y 

o r d e r . 2 Because the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s d i d not comply w i t h 

the s t a t u t o r y requirements of § 30-3B-305, the t r i a l c o u r t d i d 

not o b t a i n 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 the f o r e i g n c h i l d -

c u s t o d y o r d e r . Thus, the t r i a l c o u r t c o u l d not e n f o r c e the 

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

Because the t r i a l c o u r t d i d not have 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 - c u s t o d y o r d e r , the 

2 S e c t i o n 30-3B-306 p r o v i d e s : 

"(a) A c o u r t of t h i s s t a t e may g r a n t any r e l i e f 
n o r m a l l y a v a i l a b l e under the law of t h i s s t a t e t o 
e n f o r c e a r e g i s t e r e d c h i l d c ustody d e t e r m i n a t i o n 
made by a c o u r t of another s t a t e . 

"(b) A c o u r t of t h i s s t a t e s h a l l r e c o g n i z e and 
e n f o r c e , but may not modify, except i n accordance 
w i t h A r t i c l e 2, a r e g i s t e r e d c h i l d c u s t o d y 
d e t e r m i n a t i o n of a c o u r t of another s t a t e . " 
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t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment i s v o i d . G u l f Beach H o t e l , I n c . v.  

S t a t e ex r e l . Whetstone, 935 So. 2d 1177, 1183 ( A l a . 2006). 

A v o i d judgment w i l l not s u p p o r t an a p p e a l . I d . "[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." Vann v. Cook, 989 So. 2d 556, 559 ( A l a . C i v . 

App. 2008). T h e r e f o r e , we d i s m i s s the mother'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 September 2, 2010, 

o r d e r and i t s September 7, 2010, judgment. 3 

APPEAL DISMISSED WITH INSTRUCTIONS. 

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

concur. 

3Because we h o l d t h a t the p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s d i d not 
p r o p e r l y i n v o k e the 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 of the t r i a l 
c o u r t , we p r e t e r m i t d i s c u s s i o n of the mother's r e m a i n i n g 
arguments on a p p e a l . See F a v o r i t e Market S t o r e v. Waldrop, 924 
So. 2d 719, 723 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2005). 
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