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PITTMAN, Judge. 

Canon F i n a n c i a l S e r v i c e s , I n c . ("Canon"), appeals from an 

or d e r of the D a l l a s C i r c u i t C ourt ("the Alabama c o u r t " ) 

g r a n t i n g a motion f i l e d by t h e N a t i o n a l V o t i n g R i g h t s Museum 

& I n s t i t u t e , I n c . ("NVRMI"), s e e k i n g r e l i e f from a judgment 
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e n t e r e d by the Alabama c o u r t i n response t o Canon's 

r e g i s t r a t i o n of a f o r e i g n judgment e n t e r e d i n Canon's f a v o r by 

the S u p e r i o r Court of New J e r s e y Law D i v i s i o n , B u r l i n g t o n 

County ("the New J e r s e y c o u r t " ) , i n an a c t i o n t h a t had been 

brought by Canon a g a i n s t NVRMI i n t h a t s t a t e . We r e v e r s e and 

remand w i t h i n s t r u c t i o n s . 

In August 2007, Canon f i l e d i n the Alabama c o u r t a 

document l a b e l e d " N o t i c e of F i l i n g of F o r e i g n Judgment" i n 

which i t sought t o i n v o k e p r o v i s i o n s of the U n i f o r m 

Enforcement of F o r e i g n Judgments A c t ("UEFJA"), A l a . Code 

1975, § 6-9-230 e t seq. A t t a c h e d t o t h a t f i l i n g was an 

a f f i d a v i t of Canon's l i t i g a t i o n account manager i n which she 

t e s t i f i e d t h a t i n January 2007 Canon had o b t a i n e d a judgment 

i n t he New J e r s e y c o u r t a g a i n s t " N a t i o n a l V o t i n g R i g h t s 

Museum" f o r $43,522.92 p l u s c o s t s ; t h a t the judgment was 

amended i n May 2007 so as t o name NVRMI as the p r o p e r 

d e f e n d a n t ; and t h a t the judgment was v a l i d , e n f o r c e a b l e , and 

u n s a t i s f i e d . E x h i b i t s t o the a f f i d a v i t f i l e d i n su p p o r t of 

Canon's n o t i c e i n c l u d e d c e r t i f i e d p h o t o c o p i e s of bo t h the 

p e r t i n e n t January 2007 judgment, which r e f l e c t s t h a t i t was 

e n t e r e d as a d e f a u l t judgment, and the May 2007 amendment 
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t h e r e t o . Canon's n o t i c e a l s o c o n t a i n e d a c e r t i f i c a t e of 

s e r v i c e i n d i c a t i n g t h a t a copy of the n o t i c e had been m a i l e d 

t o the l a s t known address f o r NVRMI as s e t f o r t h i n the 

l i t i g a t i o n account manager's a f f i d a v i t . On August 21, 2007, 

the Alabama c o u r t e n t e r e d a judgment i n f a v o r of Canon 

d e c l a r i n g t h a t the New J e r s e y judgment would be deemed 

e n f o r c e a b l e i n Alabama. 

In October 2007, NVRMI, pu r s u a n t t o R u l e 6 0 ( b ) ( 4 ) , A l a . 

R. C i v . P., f i l e d a motion f o r r e l i e f from the Alabama c o u r t ' s 

r e g i s t r a t i o n judgment, a v e r r i n g t h a t NVRMI had not been "made 

aware" of the l a w s u i t i n the New J e r s e y c o u r t or of t h a t 

c o u r t ' s judgment and t h a t NVRMI had no f a m i l i a r i t y of h a v i n g 

o b t a i n e d a c o p y i n g machine from any of Canon's a f f i l i a t e s . In 

supp o r t of i t s motion, NVRMI f i l e d an a f f i d a v i t g i v e n by i t s 

l o n g t i m e r e g i s t e r e d agent f o r s e r v i c e of p r o c e s s , i n which she 

t e s t i f i e d t h a t she had never been s e r v e d w i t h any papers as t o 

the a c t i o n i n the New J e r s e y c o u r t and t h a t she had not been 

s e r v e d w i t h p r o c e s s i n the r e g i s t r a t i o n p r o c e e d i n g i n the 

Alabama c o u r t . The p a r t i e s then f i l e d b r i e f s as t o t h e i r 

r e s p e c t i v e p o s i t i o n s , w i t h Canon a s s e r t i n g t h a t the New J e r s e y 

c o u r t had had p e r s o n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n over NVRMI pu r s u a n t t o the 
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laws of t h a t s t a t e and t h a t t h a t c o u r t ' s judgment was e n t i t l e d 

t o f u l l f a i t h and c r e d i t i n Alabama and NVRMI a s s e r t i n g t h a t 

Canon had f a i l e d t o demonstrate e f f e c t i v e s e r v i c e upon one of 

i t s d i r e c t o r s (a method t h a t NVRMI a d m i t t e d might be p r o p e r 

under New J e r s e y l a w ) . N e i t h e r Canon nor NVRMI s u b m i t t e d any 

f u r t h e r a d m i s s i b l e e v i d e n c e i n su p p o r t of t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e 

p o s i t i o n s , a l t h o u g h Canon d i d submit an u n a u t h e n t i c a t e d copy 

of a document p u r p o r t i n g t o be an o f f i c e - e q u i p m e n t l e a s e 

e n t e r e d i n t o by the p a r t i e s . The Alabama c o u r t g r a n t e d 

NVRMI's motion f o r r e l i e f from the r e g i s t r a t i o n judgment on 

June 3, 2009, o p i n i n g t h a t " s e r v i c e i n the u n d e r l y i n g a c t i o n 

was not e f f e c t i v e p u r s u a n t t o the Alabama Rul e s of C i v i l 

P r ocedure" (emphasis added). Canon t i m e l y a p p e a l e d t o t h i s 

c o u r t from t h a t o r d e r based upon the l i m i t e d amount i n 

c o n t r o v e r s y ; 1 the ap p e a l has been s u b m i t t e d s o l e l y on Canon's 

b r i e f because NVRMI has not f a v o r e d t h i s c o u r t w i t h an 

a p p e l l a t e b r i e f . 

Our r e v i e w i s governed by the f o l l o w i n g p r i n c i p l e s : 

1As we h e l d i n N i x v. C a s s i d y , 899 So. 2d 998, 999-1000 
( A l a . C i v . App. 2004), such an o r d e r i s f i n a l , and an ap p e a l 
may p r o p e r l y be taken t h e r e f r o m . 
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"The r e v i e w a p p l i c a b l e t o a Rule 60(b)(4) motion 
i s de novo. When the g r a n t or d e n i a l of r e l i e f 
t u r n s on the v a l i d i t y of the judgment, as under Rule 
6 0 ( b ) ( 4 ) , d i s c r e t i o n has no p l a c e . The o n l y 
q u e s t i o n b e f o r e us i s whether the judgment i s v o i d . 
A judgment i s v o i d o n l y i f the c o u r t r e n d e r i n g i t 
l a c k e d j u r i s d i c t i o n over the s u b j e c t m a t t e r or over 
the p a r t i e s , or i f i t a c t e d i n a manner i n c o n s i s t e n t 
w i t h due p r o c e s s . 

"The C o n s t i t u t i o n of the U n i t e d S t a t e s , A r t i c l e 
I V, S e c t i o n 1, r e q u i r e s t h a t ' f u l l f a i t h and c r e d i t 
s h a l l be g i v e n i n each s t a t e t o the p u b l i c a c t s , 
r e c o r d s and j u d i c i a l p r o c e e d i n g s of e v e r y o t h e r 
s t a t e . ' A judgment, t h e r e f o r e , e n t e r e d by the c o u r t 
of a n o t h e r s t a t e h a v i n g j u r i s d i c t i o n over the 
s u b j e c t m a t t e r and persons i s e n t i t l e d t o f u l l f a i t h 
and c r e d i t i n Alabama c o u r t s . 

"The v a l i d i t y and e f f e c t of a f o r e i g n judgment  
are d e t ermined by the law of the s t a t e i n which i t  
was r e n d e r e d . I f a judgment of a s i s t e r s t a t e i s  
p r o p e r l y a u t h e n t i c a t e d and f i l e d w i t h the c i r c u i t  
c o u r t , [as p r o v i d e d f o r i n the UEFJA, A l a . Code  
1975,] §§ 6-9-232, 6-9-233, a presumption a r i s e s  
t h a t the c o u r t r e n d e r i n g t h a t judgment had 
j u r i s d i c t i o n t o do so. T h e r e f o r e , the p a r t y 
c h a l l e n g i n g the judgment has the burden of a s s e r t i n g  
l a c k of j u r i s d i c t i o n and p r o d u c i n g e v i d e n c e t o  
overcome the p r e s u m p t i o n . " 

Greene v. C o n n e l l y , 628 So. 2d 346, 351 ( A l a . 1993) (emphasis 

added; c i t a t i o n s o m i t t e d ) . 2 

2To the e x t e n t t h a t Greene h e l d t h a t a motion f i l e d 
p u r s u a n t t o Rule 60(b)(4) must be f i l e d w i t h i n a r e a s o n a b l e 
t i m e , i t has been a b r o g a t e d by Ex p a r t e F u l l C i r c l e  
D i s t r i b u t i o n , L.L.C., 883 So. 2d 638 ( A l a . 2003); however, 
Greene o t h e r w i s e remains b i n d i n g p r e c e d e n t upon t h i s c o u r t . 
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From the f o r e g o i n g , i t i s r e a d i l y apparent t h a t t he 

Alabama c o u r t ' s views c o n c e r n i n g the e f f i c a c y of s e r v i c e of 

p r o c e s s i n the u n d e r l y i n g a c t i o n under Alabama law are 

i m m a t e r i a l t o whether f u l l f a i t h and c r e d i t s h o u l d be extended 

t o t he judgment of the New J e r s e y c o u r t . R a t h e r , i t i s t o the 

v a l i d i t y of the New J e r s e y c o u r t ' s judgment under New J e r s e y  

law t h a t Greene d i r e c t s a r e v i e w i n g c o u r t . Greene f u r t h e r 

stands f o r the p r o p o s i t i o n t h a t NVRMI, as the p a r t y 

c h a l l e n g i n g the New J e r s e y c o u r t ' s judgment, had the burden of 

d e m o n s t r a t i n g t h a t t h a t c o u r t l a c k e d e i t h e r 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 or p e r s o n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n ; because NVRMI's a t t a c k 

on the judgment impugned o n l y t h a t c o u r t ' s p e r s o n a l 

j u r i s d i c t i o n , the s i n g l e p e r t i n e n t q u e s t i o n i n t h i s case i s 

whether NVRMI met i t s burden of p r o v i n g t h a t the New J e r s e y 

c o u r t ' s judgment was not v a l i d under t h a t s t a t e ' s law on t h a t 

b a s i s . 

The r e c o r d i n d i c a t e s t h a t i n 2006, when Canon i n i t i a t e d 

i t s a c t i o n i n the New J e r s e y c o u r t , t h a t s t a t e ' s r u l e s of 

c i v i l p r o c e d u r e p r o v i d e d t h a t the "p r i m a r y method" of 

o b t a i n i n g i n personam j u r i s d i c t i o n over a defendant 

c o r p o r a t i o n i n a c i v i l a c t i o n was "by c a u s i n g the summons and 
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c o m p l a i n t t o be p e r s o n a l l y s e r v e d w i t h i n " New J e r s e y on (1) 

"any o f f i c e r , d i r e c t o r , t r u s t e e or managing or g e n e r a l agent" 

of the c o r p o r a t i o n , (2) "any pe r s o n a u t h o r i z e d by appointment 

or by law t o r e c e i v e s e r v i c e of p r o c e s s on b e h a l f of the 

c o r p o r a t i o n , " (3) "a pe r s o n a t the r e g i s t e r e d o f f i c e of the 

c o r p o r a t i o n i n charge t h e r e o f , " or ( i f s e r v i c e c o u l d not be 

e f f e c t e d upon those persons) (4) "a person a t the p r i n c i p a l 

p l a c e of b u s i n e s s of the c o r p o r a t i o n i n [New J e r s e y ] i n charge 

t h e r e o f " or (5) "any employee of the c o r p o r a t i o n w i t h i n [New 

J e r s e y ] a c t i n g i n the d i s c h a r g e of h i s or her d u t i e s " i f the 

c o r p o r a t i o n had no New J e r s e y p l a c e of b u s i n e s s . Rule 4:4-

4 ( a ) , N.J.R. C i v . P. NVRMI appears not t o have had any p l a c e 

of b u s i n e s s or employees i n New J e r s e y . However, New J e r s e y 

c o u r t r u l e s a l s o e x p r e s s l y p r o v i d e d t h a t i f i t c o u l d be shown 

by a f f i d a v i t " t h a t d e s p i t e d i l i g e n t e f f o r t and i n q u i r y 

p e r s o n a l s e r v i c e [ c o u l d not] be made" c o n s i s t e n t w i t h R u l e 

4:4-4(a), i n personam j u r i s d i c t i o n c o u l d be o b t a i n e d over a 

c o r p o r a t e defendant by two o t h e r means: (a) by " p e r s o n a l 

s e r v i c e i n a s t a t e of the U n i t e d S t a t e s ... i n the same manner 

as i f s e r v i c e were made w i t h i n [New J e r s e y ] " or by "a p u b l i c 

o f f i c i a l h a v i n g a u t h o r i t y t o s e r v e c i v i l p r o c e s s i n the 
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j u r i s d i c t i o n i n which the s e r v i c e [was] made or by a person 

q u a l i f i e d t o p r a c t i c e law i n [New J e r s e y ] or i n the 

j u r i s d i c t i o n i n which s e r v i c e [was] made"; or (b) by " m a i l i n g 

a copy of the summons and c o m p l a i n t by r e g i s t e r e d or c e r t i f i e d 

m a i l , r e t u r n r e c e i p t r e q u e s t e d , and, s i m u l t a n e o u s l y , by 

o r d i n a r y m a i l t o ... [the] c o r p o r a t i o n ... addr e s s e d t o a 

r e g i s t e r e d agent f o r s e r v i c e , or t o i t s p r i n c i p a l p l a c e of 

b u s i n e s s , or t o i t s r e g i s t e r e d o f f i c e . " R u l e s 4:4-4(b)(1)(A) 

and 4 : 4 - 4 ( b ) ( 1 ) ( C ) , N.J.R. C i v . P. F i n a l l y , New J e r s e y law a t 

the time of the i n s t i t u t i o n of Canon's a c t i o n p r o v i d e d t h a t i f 

s e r v i c e c o u l d not be a f f e c t e d by any of the o t h e r modes 

a u t h o r i z e d by r u l e , any defendant c o u l d be s e r v e d "as p r o v i d e d 

by c o u r t o r d e r . " R u l e 4 : 4 - 4 ( b ) ( 3 ) . 

The f o r e g o i n g a u t h o r i t y i n d i c a t e s t h a t , under New J e r s e y 

law, s e r v i c e of p r o c e s s upon a f o r e i g n c o r p o r a t i o n such as 

NVRMI c o u l d , under the r i g h t s e t of f a c t u a l and l e g a l 

c i r c u m s t a n c e s , be a c c o m p l i s h e d by a number of d i f f e r e n t , but 

e q u a l l y e f f e c t i v e , means, such as by p e r s o n a l d e l i v e r y of the 

summons and c o m p l a i n t i n the a c t i o n or by m a i l i n g those 

documents t o e i t h e r a "person a u t h o r i z e d by appointment or by 

law t o r e c e i v e s e r v i c e of p r o c e s s on b e h a l f of the 
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c o r p o r a t i o n , " such as NVRMI's r e g i s t e r e d agent who t e s t i f i e d 

by a f f i d a v i t , or t o "any o f f i c e r , d i r e c t o r , t r u s t e e or 

managing or g e n e r a l agent" of NVRMI. However, the s o l e 

e v i d e n c e adduced by NVRMI was the t e s t i m o n y i n the agent's 

a f f i d a v i t t h a t she had not "been s e r v e d w i t h any papers or 

p r o c e s s r e g a r d i n g " the a c t i o n i n the New J e r s e y c o u r t . That 

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

Canon p r o p e r l y s e r v e d NVRMI w i t h p r o c e s s by p e r s o n a l l y s e r v i n g 

one of i t s d i r e c t o r s (as Canon a l l e g e d i n i t s t r i a l - c o u r t 

b r i e f but d i d not p r o v e ) , 3 by s e r v i n g NVRMI by c e r t i f i e d and 

r e g u l a r m a i l a d d r e s s e d t o NVRMI's " r e g u l a r p l a c e of b u s i n e s s " 

i n Selma, or by e f f e c t i n g s e r v i c e i n some o t h e r f a s h i o n 

3We note t h a t Canon has a t t a c h e d , as an e x h i b i t t o i t s 
b r i e f on a p p e a l , an " e x h i b i t " t h a t p u r p o r t s t o be an 
" a f f i d a v i t of s e r v i c e " e x e c u t e d by a " s h e r i f f ' s o f f i c e r " i n 
which i t i s a s s e r t e d t h a t the s i g n i n g o f f i c e r had p e r s o n a l l y 
s e r v e d an agent or a p e r s o n i n charge of the o f f i c e of the 
" N a t i o n a l V o t i n g R i g h t s Museum." As Canon f r e e l y admits i n 
i t s a p p e l l a t e b r i e f , t h a t document was not s u b m i t t e d t o the 
Alabama c o u r t f o r i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n c o n n e c t i o n w i t h i t s 
d e c i s i o n s t o a l l o w t he New J e r s e y c o u r t ' s judgment t o be 
r e g i s t e r e d or t o g r a n t NVRMI's motion f o r r e l i e f . We r e g r e t 
the need t o a g a i n remind the Bar t h a t an a p p e l l a t e r e c o r d 
cannot be supplemented or e n l a r g e d by the mere attachment of 
documents t o an a p p e l l a n t ' s b r i e f , see C u r v i n v. C u r v i n , 6 So. 
3d 1165, 1173 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2008), and we e x p r e s s l y disavow 
any r e l i a n c e upon Canon's " e x h i b i t " i n r e a c h i n g our d e c i s i o n 
today. 
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a u t h o r i z e d by the New J e r s e y c o u r t . As Greene n o t e s , under 

f u l l - f a i t h - a n d - c r e d i t p r i n c i p l e s , i t was NVRMI's burden i n the 

Alabama c o u r t t o prove the absence of j u r i s d i c t i o n i n the New 

J e r s e y c o u r t , not Canon's burden t o prove the e x i s t e n c e of 

t h a t j u r i s d i c t i o n , and NVRMI f a i l e d t o c a r r y i t s burden by 

n e g a t i n g each of the p o t e n t i a l bases by which the i n personam 

j u r i s d i c t i o n of the New J e r s e y c o u r t c o u l d l a w f u l l y have 

a t t a c h e d . 

Because Canon demonstrated t h a t i t had a v a l i d and 

u n s a t i s f i e d f o r e i g n judgment a g a i n s t NVRMI and t h a t i t had 

p r o p e r l y n o t i f i e d NVRMI of the r e g i s t r a t i o n of t h a t judgment 

as r e q u i r e d under the UEFJA, the Alabama c o u r t p r o p e r l y 

d o m e s t i c a t e d the judgment of the New J e r s e y c o u r t . See  

g e n e r a l l y A l a . Code 1975, § 6-9-233. NVRMI, the judgment 

d e b t o r , f a i l e d t o adduce s u f f i c i e n t e v i d e n c e t o overcome the 

p r e v a i l i n g p resumption t h a t the judgment of the New J e r s e y 

c o u r t was v a l i d l y e n t e r e d , and the Alabama c o u r t e r r e d i n 

e n t e r i n g i t s June 3, 2009, o r d e r g r a n t i n g NVRMI's Rule 

60(b)(4) motion. That o r d e r i s r e v e r s e d , and the cause i s 

remanded f o r the e n t r y of a o r d e r r e i n s t a t i n g the August 21, 

2007, r e g i s t r a t i o n judgment. 
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REVERSED AND REMANDED WITH INSTRUCTIONS. 

Thompson, P . J . , and Bryan, Thomas, and Moore, J J . , 

concur. 
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