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THOMAS, Judge. 

K.M. ("the mother") and J.H. ("the f a t h e r " ) are the 

d i v o r c e d p a r e n t s of L.H. and B.H. ("the c h i l d r e n " ) . The 
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mother and the f a t h e r were d i v o r c e d i n S t . C l a i r County i n 

F e b r u a r y 2009; the mother was awarded c u s t o d y of the c h i l d r e n , 

and she and the c h i l d r e n moved t o Etowah County s h o r t l y 

t h e r e a f t e r . I n May 2009, the Etowah County Department of 

Human Resources ("Etowah DHR") removed the c h i l d r e n from the 

cus t o d y of the mother based on a l l e g a t i o n s of p h y s i c a l abuse 

of the c h i l d r e n by the mother's b o y f r i e n d and based on the 

mother's c o c a i n e use. Etowah DHR f i l e d dependency p e t i t i o n s 

r e g a r d i n g the c h i l d r e n i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t ; those 

p e t i t i o n s were a s s i g n e d case numbers JU-09-200.01 and 

JU-09-201.01. The c h i l d r e n were found t o be dependent by t h a t 

c o u r t i n June 2009, and the f a t h e r was awarded c u s t o d y of the 

c h i l d r e n i n March 2010. 

I n December 2011, the mother sought i n the Etowah 

J u v e n i l e C o u r t a m o d i f i c a t i o n of the judgments awarding the 

f a t h e r c u s t o d y ; i n her p e t i t i o n s , the mother r e q u e s t e d 

s t a n d a r d v i s i t a t i o n w i t h the c h i l d r e n . Those m o d i f i c a t i o n 

p e t i t i o n s were a s s i g n e d case numbers JU-09-200.02 and 

JU-09-201.02. 1 The p a r t i e s reached an agreement r e g a r d i n g the 

1The p l e a d i n g s , motions, and o r d e r s i n c l u d e d as e x h i b i t s 
t o the mandamus p e t i t i o n c o n t a i n b o t h case numbers, i n d i c a t i n g 
t h a t the a c t i o n s were c o n s o l i d a t e d or t h a t the p l e a d i n g s , 
motions, and o r d e r s were f i l e d i n b o t h a c t i o n s . F o r ease of 
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mother's v i s i t a t i o n , which was i n c o r p o r a t e d i n t o a judgment i n 

November 2 012. 

Sometime i n November or December 2012, N.M. ("the 

p a t e r n a l grandmother") r e p o r t e d s e e i n g b r u i s e s on B.H. t o the 

S t . C l a i r Department of Human Resources ("St. C l a i r DHR"), 

which opened an i n v e s t i g a t i o n i n t o the a l l e g a t i o n s . S t . C l a i r 

DHR e n t e r e d i n t o a s a f e t y p l a n w i t h the f a t h e r , and the 

c h i l d r e n were p l a c e d w i t h the p a t e r n a l grandmother, who 

r e s i d e s i n S t . C l a i r County. The p a t e r n a l grandmother a l s o 

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

C l a i r C i r c u i t C ourt i n December 2012. No p r o c e e d i n g s have 

been h e l d on those p e t i t i o n s , presumably because t h e y were not 

f i l e d i n the a p p r o p r i a t e c o u r t . See A l a . Code 1975, § 12-15-

114(a) ( p r o v i d i n g t h a t the j u v e n i l e c o u r t s have e x c l u s i v e , 

o r i g i n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n over p r o c e e d i n g s i n which a c h i l d i s 

a l l e g e d t o be dependent). 

The mother f i l e d a p e t i t i o n i n F e b r u a r y 2013 i n the 

Etowah J u v e n i l e Court s e e k i n g t o h o l d the f a t h e r i n contempt 

f o r f a i l i n g t o p e r m i t her t o v i s i t w i t h the c h i l d r e n . A t t h a t 

r e a d i n g and s i m p l i c i t y , we w i l l h e r e i n a f t e r r e f e r t o the 
p l e a d i n g s , motions, and o r d e r s f i l e d i n the p r o c e e d i n g s below 
as i f they were f i l e d i n a s i n g l e p r o c e e d i n g . 
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time, she f i l e d an a p p l i c a t i o n t o p r o c e e d i n forma p a u p e r i s ; 

i n her a f f i d a v i t i n s u p p o r t of her a p p l i c a t i o n , the mother 

l i s t e d her a d d r e s s , which was l o c a t e d i n Madison County. At 

the h e a r i n g on the mother's p e t i t i o n on March 7, 2013, the 

f a t h e r t e s t i f i e d t h a t the c h i l d r e n were no l o n g e r i n h i s 

c u s t o d y and t h a t t h e y had been p l a c e d w i t h the p a t e r n a l 

grandmother p u r s u a n t t o a s a f e t y p l a n a f t e r a l l e g a t i o n s of 

p h y s i c a l abuse were made a g a i n s t him. A l s o on March 7, 2013, 

based on the i n f o r m a t i o n t h a t the f a t h e r had been accused of 

p h y s i c a l l y a b u s i n g the c h i l d r e n , the mother f i l e d a "motion" 

s e e k i n g c u s t o d y of the c h i l d r e n i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t . 

The Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t , based on the t e s t i m o n y of the 

f a t h e r a t the contempt h e a r i n g , awarded the mother temporary 

cu s t o d y of the c h i l d r e n on March 7, 2013. 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother, who was not a p a r t y t o the 

a c t i o n s i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t , f i l e d a motion t o 

d i s m i s s or t o t r a n s f e r the a c t i o n s t o the S t . C l a i r J u v e n i l e 

C ourt and a p e t i t i o n s e e k i n g t o have the c h i l d r e n d e c l a r e d 

dependent and/or s e e k i n g grandparent v i s i t a t i o n i n the Etowah 

J u v e n i l e Court on March 21, 2013. The Etowah J u v e n i l e Court 

d e n i e d the p a t e r n a l grandmother's motion t o t r a n s f e r the 
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a c t i o n s , n o t i n g t h a t the p a t e r n a l grandmother was not a p a r t y 

t o the a c t i o n s . The p a t e r n a l grandmother then moved t o 

i n t e r v e n e i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e Court a c t i o n s , s e e k i n g a 

d e t e r m i n a t i o n of dependency and an award of cus t o d y of the 

c h i l d r e n ; i n her motion t o i n t e r v e n e , the p a t e r n a l grandmother 

a g a i n sought a t r a n s f e r of the a c t i o n s t o the S t . C l a i r 

J u v e n i l e C o u r t . The Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t p e r m i t t e d the 

p a t e r n a l grandmother t o i n t e r v e n e , but i t d e n i e d her motion 

s e e k i n g t o t r a n s f e r the a c t i o n s t o S t . C l a i r J u v e n i l e Court on 

A p r i l 15, 2013. 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother f i l e d a p e t i t i o n f o r the w r i t of 

mandamus i n t h i s c o u r t on A p r i l 18, 2013. She argues t h a t the 

Etowah J u v e n i l e C ourt was r e q u i r e d t o t r a n s f e r the a c t i o n s t o 

the S t . C l a i r J u v e n i l e C ourt because none of the p a r t i e s or 

the c h i l d r e n r e s i d e i n Etowah County and, t h u s , she contends, 

venue i s no l o n g e r p r o p e r t h e r e . 

We w i l l f i r s t a ddress the mother's c h a l l e n g e t o our 

j u r i s d i c t i o n over the p a t e r n a l grandmother's mandamus 

p e t i t i o n . G e n e r a l l y , a p e t i t i o n f o r the w r i t of mandamus i n 

a j u v e n i l e case must be f i l e d w i t h i n 14 days of the date of 

the e n t r y of the or d e r from which the p e t i t i o n e r seeks r e l i e f . 
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Ex p a r t e A.E.Q., 102 So. 3d 388, 391 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2012); 

Rul e 2 1 ( a ) ( 3 ) , A l a . R. App. P. The mother c h a l l e n g e s the 

t i m e l i n e s s of the p a t e r n a l grandmother's mandamus p e t i t i o n , 

a r g u i n g t h a t the p e t i t i o n was f i l e d more than 14 days a f t e r 

the d e n i a l of her i n i t i a l motion s e e k i n g a t r a n s f e r of the 

a c t i o n s . However, when she f i l e d her f i r s t motion s e e k i n g a 

t r a n s f e r of the a c t i o n s , the p a t e r n a l grandmother was not a 

p a r t y t o the a c t i o n s . As a nonparty, she had no s t a n d i n g t o 

seek a t r a n s f e r of the a c t i o n s . See A l a . Code 1975, § 6-3-21 

( p e r m i t t i n g a defendant i n a c i v i l a c t i o n t o move f o r a change 

of venue); R u l e 8 2 ( d ) ( 1 ) , A l a . R. C i v . P. ( p e r m i t t i n g a 

defendant t o seek the t r a n s f e r of an a c t i o n f i l e d i n the wrong 

venue t o a p r o p e r venue). Once the p a t e r n a l grandmother was 

p e r m i t t e d t o i n t e r v e n e , she had s t a n d i n g t o seek a t r a n s f e r of 

the a c t i o n s . Thus, she t i m e l y brought her p e t i t i o n on A p r i l 

18, 2013, t h r e e days a f t e r the Etowah J u v e n i l e Court e n t e r e d 

i t s A p r i l 15, 2013, o r d e r p e r m i t t i n g her t o i n t e r v e n e but 

denying her motion s e e k i n g t o t r a n s f e r the a c t i o n s . 

We b e g i n our a n a l y s i s of the p a t e r n a l grandmother's 

p e t i t i o n by r e c o g n i z i n g t h a t 

" ' [ a ] p e t i t i o n f o r the w r i t of 
mandamus i s the a p p r o p r i a t e means by which 
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t o c h a l l e n g e a t r i a l c o u r t ' s o r d e r 
r e g a r d i n g a change of venue. Ex p a r t e  
Sawyer, 892 So. 2d 898, 901 ( A l a . 2004) . 
The w r i t of mandamus i s an e x t r a o r d i n a r y 
remedy; i t w i l l not be i s s u e d u n l e s s the 
p e t i t i o n e r shows "'"(1) a c l e a r l e g a l r i g h t 
i n the p e t i t i o n e r t o the o r d e r sought; (2) 
an i m p e r a t i v e duty upon the respondent t o 
perform, accompanied by a r e f u s a l t o do so; 
(3) the l a c k of another adequate remedy; 
and (4) p r o p e r l y i n v o k e d j u r i s d i c t i o n of 
the c o u r t . " ' " Ex p a r t e I n v e r n e s s C o n s t r .  
Co. , 775 So. 2d 153, 156 ( A l a . 2000) 
( q u o t i n g Ex p a r t e Gates, 675 So. 2d 371, 
374 ( A l a . 1996)); Ex p a r t e P f i z e r , I n c . , 
746 So. 2d 960, 962 ( A l a . 1999).'" 

Ex p a r t e V e s t , 68 So. 3d 881, 884 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2011) 

(q u o t i n g Ex p a r t e C h i l d r e n ' s Hosp. of Alabama, 931 So. 2d 1, 

5-6 ( A l a . 2005)). F u r t h e r , " ' [ t ] h e q u e s t i o n of p r o p e r venue 

f o r an a c t i o n i s determined a t the commencement of the 

a c t i o n . ' ... ' I f venue i s not p r o p e r a t the commencement of 

the a c t i o n , then, upon motion of the defendant, the a c t i o n 

must be t r a n s f e r r e d t o a c o u r t where venue would be p r o p e r . ' " 

Ex p a r t e P i k e F a b r i c a t i o n , I n c . , 859 So. 2d 1089, 1091 ( A l a . 

2002) ( q u o t i n g Ex p a r t e P r a t t , 815 So. 2d 532, 534 ( A l a . 

2001), and Ex p a r t e O v e r s t r e e t , 748 So. 2d 194, 196 ( A l a . 

1999)). 

The p a t e r n a l grandmother argues t h a t the Etowah J u v e n i l e 

Court i s not the p r o p e r venue f o r the mother's cu s t o d y -
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m o d i f i c a t i o n a c t i o n . She contends t h a t , p u r s u a n t t o A l a . Code 

1975, § 12-15-302(c), the mother's c u s t o d y - m o d i f i c a t i o n a c t i o n 

s h o u l d have been f i l e d i n the S t . C l a i r J u v e n i l e C o u r t . The 

s t a t u t e g o v e r n i n g venue i n dependency or t e r m i n a t i o n - o f -

p a r e n t a l - r i g h t s a c t i o n s reads as f o l l o w s : 

"(a) Dependency p r o c e e d i n g s s h a l l be commenced 
i n the county where the c h i l d r e s i d e s , i n the county 
where the c h i l d i s p r e s e n t when the p r o c e e d i n g s are 
commenced, or i n the county where the a c t s t h a t are 
the b a s i s of the dependency p e t i t i o n o c c u r r e d . 

"(b) R e g a r d l e s s of the county where the c h i l d 
c u r r e n t l y r e s i d e s , when a p e t i t i o n i s f i l e d s e e k i n g 
t o modify an award of c u s t o d y or v i s i t a t i o n p u r s u a n t 
t o an a d j u d i c a t i o n of dependency, and one of the 
i n d i v i d u a l s who was a p a r t y t o the o r i g i n a l 
p r o c e e d i n g s t i l l r e s i d e s i n the county of the 
j u v e n i l e c o u r t of o r i g i n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n , the 
p e t i t i o n s h a l l be f i l e d i n the j u v e n i l e c o u r t of the 
o r i g i n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n . 

"(c) When a p e t i t i o n i s f i l e d s e e k i n g t o modify 
an award of c u s t o d y or v i s i t a t i o n p u r s u a n t t o an 
a d j u d i c a t i o n of dependency i n which a l l p a r t i e s t o 
the o r i g i n a l a c t i o n , i n c l u d i n g the c h i l d , no l o n g e r 
r e s i d e i n the county of o r i g i n a l j u r i s d i c t i o n , the 
p e t i t i o n s h a l l be f i l e d i n the county where the 
c h i l d r e s i d e s a t the time the p e t i t i o n i s f i l e d . The 
p e t i t i o n s h a l l be accompanied by a c e r t i f i e d copy of 
the most r e c e n t o r d e r t o be m o d i f i e d . 

"(d) For purposes of t h i s s e c t i o n , county where 
the c h i l d r e s i d e s means the county i n which the 
c h i l d and l e g a l c u s t o d i a n have e s t a b l i s h e d l e g a l 
r e s i d e n c e or have r e s i d e d f o r s i x or more months of 
a c a l e n d a r y e a r . T h i s term s h a l l not i n c l u d e 
placements by a s t a t e department or agency." 
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§ 12-15-302. 

Because the attachments t o the p a t e r n a l grandmother's 

p e t i t i o n s u p p o r t the c o n c l u s i o n t h a t none of the p a r t i e s or 

the c h i l d r e n r e s i d e i n Etowah County and t h a t the c h i l d r e n 

r e s i d e i n S t . C l a i r County, i t would appear t h a t , p u r s u a n t t o 

§ 12-15-302(c), the mother's March 2013 "motion" r e q u e s t i n g a 

m o d i f i c a t i o n of cus t o d y s h o u l d have been f i l e d i n the S t . 

C l a i r J u v e n i l e C o u r t . However, the mother's March 2013 

"motion" r e q u e s t i n g a m o d i f i c a t i o n of custody was, i n e f f e c t , 

an amendment t o her January 2013 contempt p e t i t i o n . See Rule 

1 5 ( a ) , A l a . R. C i v . P. (g o v e r n i n g the amendment of 

p l e a d i n g s ) . 2 Furthermore, based on the Etowah J u v e n i l e 

C o u r t ' s r e c i t a t i o n of the h i s t o r y of these p r o c e e d i n g s i n i t s 

2We note t h a t under Rule 15(a) a p a r t y must seek l e a v e of 
c o u r t t o amend a c o m p l a i n t l e s s than 42 days b e f o r e t r i a l . 
A l t h o u g h an amendment s e r v e d w i t h o u t l e a v e of c o u r t i s w i t h o u t 
l e g a l e f f e c t , "'an u n t i m e l y amended p l e a d i n g s e r v e d w i t h o u t 
j u d i c i a l p e r m i s s i o n may be c o n s i d e r e d as p r o p e r l y i n t r o d u c e d 
when l e a v e t o amend would have been g r a n t e d had i t been 
sought.'" Image M a r k e t i n g , I n c . v. F l o r e n c e T e l e v i s i o n ,  
L.L.C., 884 So. 2d 822, 826 ( A l a . 2003) ( q u o t i n g Hoover v.  
Blue Cross & Blue S h i e l d of Alabama, 855 F.2d 1538, 1544 (11th 
C i r . 1988)). Based on the e x h i b i t s t o the mandamus p e t i t i o n , 
i t appears t h a t , i f l e a v e t o amend was not p r o p e r l y sought by 
the mother, the Etowah J u v e n i l e Court was i n c l i n e d t o g r a n t 
such l e a v e , and the mother's amendment, which was f i l e d on the 
day of the contempt h e a r i n g , was t h e r e f o r e l e g a l l y e f f e c t i v e . 
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o r d e r denying the p a t e r n a l grandmother's f i r s t motion s e e k i n g 

a t r a n s f e r of the a c t i o n s , the a d m i s s i o n by the f a t h e r 

r e l a t i n g t o the abuse a l l e g a t i o n s a t the contempt h e a r i n g 

prompted t h a t c o u r t t o award the mother cus t o d y , i n d i c a t i n g 

t h a t the mother's "motion" may not have been n e c e s s a r y and 

t h a t the p a r t i e s had t r i e d the t e m p o r a r y - c ustody i s s u e by 

consent a t the contempt h e a r i n g . See Rule 1 5 ( b ) , A l a . R. C i v . 

P. ( p e r m i t t i n g amendments t o conform t o the e v i d e n c e p r e s e n t e d 

a t t r i a l ) . 

The mother's contempt p e t i t i o n was p r o p e r l y f i l e d i n the 

Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t , because "a contempt p r o c e e d i n g 

o r d i n a r i l y can be i n s t i t u t e d i n the c o u r t t h a t i s s u e d the 

o r d e r which a l l e g e d l y was v i o l a t e d . Such a p r o c e e d i n g n o r m a l l y 

cannot be e n t e r t a i n e d by any o t h e r c o u r t " 17 C.J.S. Contempt 

§ 105 ( 2 0 1 1 ) ( f o o t n o t e o m i t t e d ) ; a c c o r d 17 Am. J u r . 2d Contempt 

§ 149 (2004) ("Venue i s f i x e d and remains w i t h the c o u r t i n 

which contempt i s committed, or whose a u t h o r i t y i s d e f i e d . 

S t a t u t e s p r o v i d i n g f o r a change of venue i n c r i m i n a l or c i v i l 

a c t i o n s or p r o c e e d i n g s are g e n e r a l l y c o n s t r u e d not t o a p p l y t o 

contempt p r o c e e d i n g s . " ( f o o t n o t e s o m i t t e d ) ) . S e c t i o n 12-15-

302(c) s t a t e s t h a t when none of the p a r t i e s t o the o r i g i n a l 
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a c t i o n r e s i d e i n the county i n which the o r i g i n a l judgment was 

e n t e r e d , an a c t i o n s e e k i n g t o modify a c u s t o d y award p u r s u a n t 

t o a dependency a d j u d i c a t i o n s h o u l d be brought i n the county 

i n which the c h i l d l i v e s . The s t a t u t e does not address where 

an enforcement a c t i o n s h o u l d be brought. In c o n t r a s t , the 

s t a t u t e g o v e r n i n g venue of a c t i o n s s e e k i n g t o modify c h i l d 

c u stody, c h i l d s u p p o r t , or v i s i t a t i o n , A l a . Code 1975, § 30-3¬

5, i n c l u d e s enforcement a c t i o n s i n i t s d e s c r i p t i o n of those 

a c t i o n s whose venue i s p r o p e r e i t h e r i n the c o u r t t h a t 

r e n d e r e d the o r i g i n a l judgment or i n the c o u r t l o c a t e d i n the 

county i n which the c u s t o d i a l p a r e n t and the c h i l d r e s i d e . 

Because § 12-15-302(c) does not mention enforcement a c t i o n s , 

by i t s p l a i n language i t can a p p l y o n l y t o m o d i f i c a t i o n 

a c t i o n s . See Ex p a r t e T.B., 698 So. 2d 127, 130 ( A l a . 1997) 

("When the language of a s t a t u t e i s p l a i n and unambiguous, as 

i n t h i s case, c o u r t s must e n f o r c e the s t a t u t e as w r i t t e n by 

g i v i n g the words of the s t a t u t e t h e i r o r d i n a r y p l a i n meaning 

— t h e y must i n t e r p r e t t h a t language t o mean e x a c t l y what i t 

says and thus g i v e e f f e c t t o the apparent i n t e n t of the 

L e g i s l a t u r e . " ) . 
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A l t h o u g h no Alabama case has s p e c i f i c a l l y d e c i d e d where 

venue l i e s f o r a contempt a c t i o n , o t h e r s t a t e s have c o n s i d e r e d 

the i s s u e and have co n c l u d e d t h a t o n l y the contemned c o u r t may 

conduct a contempt p r o c e e d i n g and p u n i s h the contemnor. See, 

e.g., Culpepper v. S t a t e , 516 So. 2d 485, 487 (Miss. 1987); 

O g l e t r e e v. Watson, 223 Ga. 618, 619, 157 S.E.2d 464, 465 

(1967); and Mayhew v. Mayhew, 52 Tenn. App. 459, 468, 376 

S.W.2d 324, 328 (1963). The r e a s o n i n g b e h i n d t h i s r u l e has 

been e x p l a i n e d t h u s l y : 

"A p r o c e e d i n g f o r contempt s p r i n g s out of a 
l i t i g a t i o n i n s t i t u t e d i n a p a r t i c u l a r c o u r t . I t s 
p r i n c i p a l o b j e c t i s t o secure obedience t o the 
o r d e r s of t h a t c o u r t , by p u n i s h i n g as a contempt 
d i s o b e d i e n c e t h e r e o f . I t i s the c o u r t whose judgment 
or o r d e r has been d e f i e d which must t r y the contempt 
and pronounce judgment. ... 

" I f the p l a c e of the t r i a l f o r a c r i m i n a l 
contempt must be i n the d i s t r i c t where the a c t s 
c o n s t i t u t i n g i t were committed, then where such a c t s 
were committed i n a d i f f e r e n t d i s t r i c t than t h a t of 
the c o u r t whose o r d e r had been contemned, such c o u r t 
would be p o w e r l e s s t o d e a l p u n i t i v e l y w i t h the 
v i o l a t i o n of i t s i n j u n c t i v e o r d e r s , and the t r i a l 
and punishment of such contempt would have t o be by 
a d i f f e r e n t c o u r t from t h a t whose o r d e r had been 
d e f i e d . T h i s would c l e a r l y be an a l t e r a t i o n of the 
e n t i r e i d e a of a contempt, and i n d e r o g a t i o n of the 
power of a c o u r t t o d e a l w i t h v i o l a t o r s of i t s 
o r d e r s . The e s s e n t i a l a c t of contempt i s the 
d i s r e s p e c t shown t o the o r d e r of the c o u r t and the 
d i s o b e d i e n c e t h e r e o f . " 

12 
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Dunham v. U n i t e d S t a t e s ex r e l . Kansas C i t y S. Ry. Co., 289 F. 

376, 378 (5th C i r . 1923). Because we have found no s t a t u t e 

g o v e r n i n g venue of contempt p e t i t i o n s , we conclude t h a t , i n 

the absence of a c o n t r a r y s t a t u t o r y p r o v i s i o n l i k e § 30-3-5, 

venue of a contempt a c t i o n l i e s i n the c o u r t from which the 

judgment sought t o be e n f o r c e d was i s s u e d . 

Because we have determined t h a t venue of the mother's 

contempt c l a i m was p r o p e r i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t , we 

must now determine whether the amendment t o add her cu s t o d y -

m o d i f i c a t i o n c l a i m compels a change of venue. Rule 8 2 ( c ) , 

A l a . R. C i v . P., p r o v i d e s t h a t , 

"[w]here s e v e r a l c l a i m s or p a r t i e s have been j o i n e d , 
the s u i t may be brought i n any county i n which any the s u i t 
one of the c l a i m s c o u l d p r o p e r l y have been brought. 
Whenever an a c t i o n has been commenced i n a p r o p e r 
county, a d d i t i o n a l c l a i m s and p a r t i e s may be j o i n e d , 
p u r s u a n t t o Rul e s 13, 14, 22, and 24, [ A l a . R. C i v . 
P.,] as a n c i l l a r y t h e r e t o , w i t h o u t r e g a r d t o whether 
t h a t county would be a p r o p e r venue f o r an 
independent a c t i o n on such c l a i m s or a g a i n s t such 
p a r t i e s . " 

As noted above, venue i s determined a t the commencement of an 

a c t i o n , and the mother's January 2013 contempt p e t i t i o n 

p r o p e r l y i n s t i t u t e d the a c t i o n i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e C o u r t . 

Venue was p r o p e r i n the Etowah J u v e n i l e Court because i t was 

the c o u r t whose judgment the mother a l l e g e d the f a t h e r had 
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v i o l a t e d . Because Rule 82 p r o v i d e s t h a t venue remains p r o p e r 

i f i t i s p r o p e r as t o one c l a i m made i n the a c t i o n , r e g a r d l e s s 

of whether venue i s p r o p e r as t o a d d i t i o n a l c l a i m s or 

a d d i t i o n a l p a r t i e s , the p a t e r n a l grandmother has not 

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

A c c o r d i n g l y , we deny her p e t i t i o n f o r the w r i t of mandamus. 

PETITION DENIED. 

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

Moore, J . , concurs i n the r e s u l t , w i t h o u t w r i t i n g . 
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