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BRYAN, Judge. 

The S t a t e of Alabama, a c t i n g through the Department of 

Human Resources ("DHR") and on b e h a l f of Anne t t e M a r i e Walker 

("the mother"), a p p e a l s from a judgment of the Montgomery 

C i r c u i t C o u r t ("the t r i a l c o u r t " ) t h a t waived the i n t e r e s t due 
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on the c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e owed by Woodrow Walker ("the 

f a t h e r " ) and t h a t o r d e r e d DHR t o remove a l i e n on the f a t h e r ' s 

worker's compensation b e n e f i t s . 

The mother and the f a t h e r were d i v o r c e d by the t r i a l 

c o u r t i n June 1982. Pursuant t o t h a t judgment, the mother was 

awarded cu s t o d y of the p a r t i e s ' c h i l d and the f a t h e r was 

o r d e r e d t o pay $150 a month i n c h i l d s u p p o r t b e g i n n i n g i n June 

1982. On January 12, 2009, DHR f i l e d a c h i l d - s u p p o r t -

m o d i f i c a t i o n p e t i t i o n on b e h a l f of the mother a l l e g i n g t h a t 

the p a r t i e s ' c h i l d was emancipated and t h a t the f a t h e r owed 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r s . 

The t r i a l c o u r t conducted an ore tenus h e a r i n g i n June 

2009. The f a t h e r t e s t i f i e d t h a t he d i d not know t h a t he owed 

c h i l d s u pport t o the mother u n t i l the S t a t e of Alabama p l a c e d 

a l i e n on h i s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s . The a t t o r n e y 

r e p r e s e n t i n g DHR at the h e a r i n g s t a t e d t h a t DHR had f i l e d a 

l i e n on the f a t h e r ' s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s i n 

September 2008 and t h a t , p u r s u a n t t o t h a t l i e n , the f a t h e r had 

p a i d monthly payments of $668.68 s i n c e October 29, 2008. The 

mother t e s t i f i e d t h a t she had not r e c e i v e d any o t h e r c h i l d -

s u p p o r t payments from the f a t h e r o t h e r than what had been 
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c o l l e c t e d t hrough the l i e n p l a c e d on the f a t h e r ' s worker's 

compensation b e n e f i t s . Both the t r i a l - c o u r t judge and the 

a t t o r n e y f o r DHR made r e f e r e n c e s t o a payment summary o f f e r e d 

by DHR, but the payment summary was not e n t e r e d as e v i d e n c e . 

The t r i a l c o u r t e n t e r e d a judgment t h a t s t a t e d , i n 

p e r t i n e n t p a r t : 

"The [ f a t h e r ] d i d not pay c h i l d s u p p o r t t o the 
[ m o t h e r ] f o r the p e r i o d of time t h a t the p a r t i e s ' 
c h i l d was s t i l l a minor (June 1982 through October 
1995). The t o t a l amount owed i n c h i l d s u p p o r t t o the 
[ m o t h e r ] i s $25,950. 

"The [mother] r e c e i v e d $5,413 from the S t a t e of 
Alabama i n F a m i l y A s s i s t a n c e b e n e f i t s b e g i n n i n g i n 
May 1983 and c o n t i n u i n g u n t i l March 1986. The S t a t e 
of Alabama, t h r o u g h [DHR] s u c c e s s f u l l y p l a c e d a l i e n 
on the [ f a t h e r ' s ] worker's compensation and o t h e r 
p r o p e r t y f o r the p a s t due amount. 

"Based on the f o r e g o i n g , i t i s hereby ORDERED as 
f o l l o w s : 

"1. That the [ f a t h e r ] was o b l i g a t e d t o 
pay the [mother] $150 per month f o r the 
months of June 1982 through October 1995. 
T h e r e f o r e , he s h o u l d have p a i d $25,950 i n 
c h i l d s u p p o r t . 

"2. That the [ f a t h e r ] has made 
payments i n the amount of $5,666.78 t h a t 
were o b t a i n e d through the l i e n p l a c e d on 
the [ f a t h e r ] ' s worker's compensation from 
October 2008 through March 2009, l e a v i n g an 
u n p a i d b a l a n c e of $20,283.22. T h e r e f o r e , 
the [mother] i s due and i s hereby awarded 
a judgment a g a i n s t the [ f a t h e r ] f o r u n p a i d 
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c h i l d s u p p o r t i n the amount of $20,283.22. 

"3. That the [ f a t h e r ] s h a l l pay t o the 
[mother] $350 per month toward the judgment 
u n t i l such time as the $20,283.22 judgment 
i s s a t i s f i e d . I n the event t h a t the 
[ f a t h e r ] f a i l s t o comply, the [mother] 
s h a l l be e n t i t l e d t o c o l l e c t s a i d judgment 
by any l a w f u l means. 

"4. ... While c h i l d s u p p o r t becomes a 
judgment when due and u n p a i d , the c o u r t 
b e l i e v e s t h a t , i n e q u i t y and i n l i g h t of 
f a c t s and c i r c u m s t a n c e s i n t h i s case, ... 
i t i s e q u i t a b l e t o waive i n t e r e s t on t h i s 
c o n s i d e r a b l e sum of money i n an e f f o r t t o 
i n s u r e t h a t the [ f a t h e r ] f u l l y pays the 
c h i l d s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n f o r [the p a r t i e s ' 
c h i l d ] To impose i n t e r e s t a t t h i s time 
would cause an extreme f i n a n c i a l h a r d s h i p 
t o the [ f a t h e r ] . 

"5. That the l i e n p l a c e d on the 
[ f a t h e r ] ' s p r o p e r t y , worker's compensation, 
or any o t h e r a s s e t s h a l l be i m m e d i a t e l y 
removed by [DHR]. [DHR] s h a l l f i l e 
documents w i t h t h i s c o u r t w i t h i n 14 days 
e v i d e n c i n g t h a t a l l l i e n s have been 
removed." 

The r e c o r d c o n t a i n s a copy of a l e t t e r i n d i c a t i n g t h a t 

DHR t e r m i n a t e d the l i e n i t had f i l e d t o c o l l e c t the f a t h e r ' s 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e . DHR s u b s e q u e n t l y f i l e d a motion t o 

a l t e r , amend, or v a c a t e the t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment p u r s u a n t t o 

R u l e 59, A l a . R. C i v . P., and t h a t motion was d e n i e d by 

o p e r a t i o n of law. See Rule 59.1, A l a . R. C i v . P. DHR t i m e l y 
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appealed. 

DHR p r e s e n t s t h r e e i s s u e s f o r r e v i e w on a p p e a l : ( 1 ) 

whether the t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d by w a i v i n g the i n t e r e s t due on 

the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e ; ( 2 ) whether the t r i a l 

c o u r t e r r e d by l i m i t i n g the mother's a b i l i t y t o c o l l e c t the 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t - a r r e a r a g e judgment; and ( 3 ) whether the t r i a l 

c o u r t e r r e d by r e q u i r i n g DHR t o t e r m i n a t e the l i e n i t had 

p l a c e d on the f a t h e r ' s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s . 

"Our s t a n d a r d of r e v i e w i s w e l l s e t t l e d . A t r i a l 
c o u r t ' s judgment based on ore tenus e v i d e n c e w i l l be 
presumed c o r r e c t and w i l l not be r e v e r s e d on a p p e a l 
absent a showing t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t a c t e d o u t s i d e 
i t s d i s c r e t i o n or t h a t the judgment i s unsupported 
by the e v i d e n c e so as t o be p l a i n l y and p a l p a b l y 
wrong. S c h o l l v. Parsons, 655 So. 2d 1060, 1062 
( A l a . C i v . App. 1995). However, when an a p p e l l a t e 
c o u r t i s p r e s e n t e d w i t h an i s s u e of law, we r e v i e w 
the judgment of the t r i a l c o u r t as t o t h a t i s s u e de 
novo. Ex p a r t e P e r k i n s , 646 So. 2d 46 ( A l a . 1994)." 

Henderson v. Henderson, 978 So. 2d 36, 39 ( A l a . C i v . App. 

2007). 

I n i t s judgment, the t r i a l c o u r t found t h a t the f a t h e r 

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

p a r t i e s ' c h i l d was a minor, i . e . , from June 1982 through 
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October 1995. 1 The t r i a l c o u r t a p p l i e d a c r e d i t toward the 

f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e i n l i g h t of the payments t h a t 

the f a t h e r had made p u r s u a n t t o the l i e n t h a t DHR had p l a c e d 

on h i s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s . However, d e s p i t e the 

w e l l s e t t l e d p r i n c i p l e of law t h a t monthly c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

payments become f i n a l judgments and accrue i n t e r e s t j u s t as 

any o t h e r judgment, see H o l l e n v. Conley, 840 So. 2d 921, 924 

( A l a . C i v . App. 2002), the t r i a l c o u r t d e t e r m i n e d t h a t i t 

would be i n e q u i t a b l e t o r e q u i r e the f a t h e r t o pay the i n t e r e s t 

t h a t had a c c r u e d on h i s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e . 

T h i s c o u r t has c o n s i s t e n t l y h e l d t h a t a t r i a l c o u r t ' s 

f a i l u r e t o impose i n t e r e s t on past-due c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

i n s t a l l m e n t s c o n s t i t u t e s r e v e r s i b l e e r r o r . See Corwin v.  

Corwin, 29 So. 3d 913, 914 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2009) 2 ( t r i a l c o u r t 

1We note t h a t n e i t h e r DHR nor the f a t h e r has c h a l l e n g e d 
the t r i a l c o u r t ' s d e t e r m i n a t i o n of the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t 
a r r e a r a g e . Thus, we c o n s i d e r t h a t i s s u e waived. See T i d w e l l v.  
P r i t c h e t t - M o o r e , I n c . , 12 So. 3d 83, 88 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2008) 
("An i s s u e not r a i s e d on appeal i s deemed waived, and we need 
not address i t . " ) . 

2 I t i s noteworthy t h a t the t r i a l - c o u r t judge who p r e s i d e d 
i n Corwin i s the same t r i a l - c o u r t judge i n t h i s case. The 
o p i n i o n i n Corwin was i s s u e d by t h i s c o u r t on August 28, 2009, 
and the f i n a l judgement i n t h i s case was i s s u e d on September 
24, 2009. 
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e r r e d by f a i l i n g t o compute the amount of postjudgment 

i n t e r e s t due on the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e ) ; T.L.D.  

v. C.G., 849 So. 2d 200, 204 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2002) ("By 

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

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

f a c t s . " ) ; and Walker v. Walker, 828 So. 2d 943, 945 ( A l a . C i v . 

App. 2002) ("[A] t r i a l c o u r t w i t h j u r i s d i c t i o n over 

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

w i t h o u t a u t h o r i t y t o waive the i m p o s i t i o n of s t a t u t o r i l y 

imposed postjudgment i n t e r e s t upon such payments."). 

The r e c o r d on appeal does not c o n t a i n the payment summary 

t h a t was produced by DHR at the ore tenus h e a r i n g , and t h e r e 

i s no i n d i c a t i o n t h a t the payment summary was a c c e p t e d by the 

t r i a l c o u r t as e v i d e n c e t o s u p p o r t DHR's c l a i m s . However, the 

t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment i n d i c a t e s t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t b e l i e v e d 

the mother's t e s t i m o n y t h a t the f a t h e r had not p a i d any c h i l d 

s u p p o r t s i n c e June 1982 o t h e r than the few payments t h a t were 

r e c e i v e d as a r e s u l t of the l i e n t h a t DHR had p l a c e d on the 

f a t h e r ' s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s . There i s no 

i n d i c a t i o n i n the r e c o r d t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t b e l i e v e d t h a t 

the f a t h e r had made p i e c e m e a l or random c h i l d - s u p p o r t payments 
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at any time s i n c e June 1982 o t h e r than the u n d i s p u t e d amounts 

r e c e i v e d p u r s u a n t t o DHR's l i e n . Thus, t h i s case i s not one i n 

which i t would have been i m p o s s i b l e f o r the t r i a l c o u r t t o 

determine the f a t h e r ' s accumulated a r r e a r a g e , i n c l u d i n g 

i n t e r e s t , w i t h o u t a payment summary. Compare Hackworth v.  

Hackworth, 736 So. 2d 1116, 1117 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1999) 

(abrogated on o t h e r grounds by T.L.D. v. C.G., supra) 

( a f f i r m i n g the t r i a l c o u r t ' s f a i l u r e t o award i n t e r e s t on the 

f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e because the t r i a l c o u r t had 

no e v i d e n c e from which i t c o u l d determine which c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

i n s t a l l m e n t s the f a t h e r had f a i l e d t o p a y ) . Thus, we conclude 

t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t e r r o n e o u s l y a p p l i e d the law t o the f a c t s 

by f a i l i n g t o award postjudgment i n t e r e s t on the c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

a r r e a r a g e . A c c o r d i n g l y , we r e v e r s e t h a t p o r t i o n of the 

judgment t h a t waived payment of i n t e r e s t on the f a t h e r ' s 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e , and we remand the cause w i t h 

i n s t r u c t i o n s t o the t r i a l c o u r t t o c o r r e c t l y c a l c u l a t e the 

postjudgment i n t e r e s t on the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e 

and, a f t e r c r e d i t i n g t h a t amount w i t h the amount of payments 

the f a t h e r has made p u r s u a n t t o the l i e n on h i s worker's 

compensation b e n e f i t s , t o e n t e r a judgment i n f a v o r of the 
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mother. T.L.D. v. C.G., 849 So. 2d a t 207. 

DHR a l s o argues 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 l i m i t e d 

the mother's r i g h t t o c o l l e c t the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

a r r e a r a g e . I t i s w e l l s e t t l e d t h a t c h i l d - s u p p o r t i n s t a l l m e n t s 

become f i n a l judgments as of the dates t h a t the i n s t a l l m e n t s 

become due and t h a t those u n p a i d i n s t a l l m e n t s may be c o l l e c t e d 

as any o t h e r judgment i s c o l l e c t e d . Headley v. Headley, 277 

A l a . 464, 468, 172 So. 2d 29, 32 (1964) ( q u o t i n g Wood v. Wood, 

275 A l a . 305, 307, 154 So. 2d 661, 663 (1963)) ("'Our cases 

c l e a r l y e n u n c i a t e the r u l e t h a t i n s t a l l m e n t payments dec r e e d 

i n a d i v o r c e f o r su p p o r t and e d u c a t i o n of the minor c h i l d of 

a mar r i a g e become f i n a l judgments as of the dates due and may 

be c o l l e c t e d as o t h e r judgments.'"); Cochran v. Cochran, 5 So. 

3d 1220, 1230 ( A l a . 2008) ( q u o t i n g Ex p a r t e S t a t e ex r e l .  

Lamon, 702 So. 2d 449, 450 ( A l a . 1997)) ( c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

payments t h a t have become a f i n a l judgment "'may be c o l l e c t e d 

as any o t h e r judgment i s c o l l e c t e d ' " ) . 

The t r i a l c o u r t , i n t h i s case, l i m i t e d the mother's 

a b i l i t y t o c o l l e c t the c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e owed by the 

f a t h e r because i t r e q u i r e d DHR t o t e r m i n a t e the l i e n p l a c e d on 

the f a t h e r ' s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s and because i t 
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o r d e r e d t h a t the mother c o u l d c o l l e c t the c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

a r r e a r a g e by o t h e r l e g a l means o n l y i n the event t h a t the 

f a t h e r f a i l e d t o make the a r r e a r a g e payments s e t f o r t h i n 

paragraph t h r e e of the judgment. 

In L e o p o l d v. Le o p o l d , 955 So. 2d 1031 ( A l a . C i v . App. 

2006), t h i s c o u r t was f a c e d w i t h a s i m i l a r q u e s t i o n of law -¬

whether a t r i a l c o u r t c o u l d p r e v e n t a c h i l d - s u p p o r t payee from 

c o l l e c t i n g an a r r e a r a g e judgment i f the t r i a l c o u r t had 

o r d e r e d the c h i l d - s u p p o r t payor t o make monthly i n s t a l l m e n t s 

towards repayment of the c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e . In t h a t 

case, the mother, the payee, appealed from a judgment t h a t 

d e t ermined the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e but i n c l u d e d 

a p r o v i s i o n i n the judgment s t a t i n g : "'The [mother] s h a l l not 

execute upon s a i d judgments so l o n g as the [ f a t h e r ] pays t o 

the [mother] the aggregate sum o f $100 toward s a i d 

judgments.'" I d . a t 1033-34. T h i s c o u r t h e l d t h a t "the t r i a l 

c o u r t ' s o r d e r p e r m i t t i n g i n s t a l l m e n t payments of the 

accumulated a r r e a r a g e s cannot bar any o t h e r p r o c e s s f o r 

c o l l e c t i o n of the judgment, such as garnishment." I d . a t 1036. 

S i m i l a r l y , i n M o t l e y v. M o t l e y , 505 So. 2d 1228, 1228-29 

( A l a . C i v . App. 1986), t h i s c o u r t h e l d : 
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"Alabama law i s r e p l e t e w i t h cases h o l d i n g t h a t 
a c c r u e d i n s t a l l m e n t s of s u p p o r t are f i n a l judgments 
and may be c o l l e c t e d as any o t h e r judgment. Thus an 
o r d e r of the t r i a l c o u r t p e r m i t t i n g the payment of 
such judgment i n i n s t a l l m e n t s i s not a bar t o any 
o t h e r p r o c e s s f o r c o l l e c t i o n of judgments such as 
e x e c u t i o n or garnishment i f a s s e t s of the defendant 
are a v a i l a b l e t o such p r o c e s s . The t r i a l judge was 
w i t h o u t a u t h o r i t y t o s t a y t h a t p r o c e s s . Argo v.  
Argo, 467 So. 2d 258 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1985); Osborne  
v. Osborne, 57 A l a . App. 204, 326 So. 2d 766 
(1976)." 

A c c o r d i n g l y , we conclude t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d by 

h o l d i n g t h a t the mother was e n t i t l e d t o c o l l e c t the c h i l d -

s u p p o r t judgment by any l a w f u l means o n l y i n the event t h a t 

the f a t h e r f a i l e d t o comply w i t h the t r i a l c o u r t ' s o r d e r 

r e q u i r i n g him t o pay $350 a month toward the a r r e a r a g e 

judgment. We t h e r e f o r e r e v e r s e t h a t p a r t of the judgment and 

remand the cause w i t h i n s t r u c t i o n s t o the t r i a l c o u r t t o 

v a c a t e t h a t p a r t of i t s judgment l i m i t i n g the mother's a b i l i t y 

t o c o l l e c t the a r r e a r a g e judgment by any l a w f u l means. 

DHR a l s o argues t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d by o r d e r i n g 

DHR t o t e r m i n a t e i t s l i e n on the f a t h e r ' s worker's 

compensation b e n e f i t s because the t r i a l c o u r t ' s o r d e r h i n d e r e d 

i t s a b i l i t y t o c o l l e c t the judgment by any l a w f u l means. The 

r e c o r d on appeal does not c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e the reason the 

t r i a l c o u r t r e q u i r e d DHR t o t e r m i n a t e the l i e n . At the ore 
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tenus h e a r i n g , the f a t h e r t e s t i f i e d t h a t he wanted the amount 

of the monthly payment s e i z e d by the l i e n reduced because i t 

had imposed a f i n a n c i a l h a r d s h i p on him. We note t h a t DHR d i d 

not p r o v i d e any documents r e l a t i n g t o the l i e n a t the ore 

tenus h e a r i n g , presumably because the e n f o r c e a b i l i t y of the 

l i e n was not an i s s u e p r e s e n t e d t o the t r i a l c o u r t , and the 

r e c o r d i n d i c a t e s t h a t the l i e n documents were not p r o v i d e d t o 

the t r i a l - c o u r t judge u n t i l a f t e r the c o n c l u s i o n of the ore 

tenus h e a r i n g . However, a t the ore tenus h e a r i n g , the t r i a l -

c o u r t judge e x p r e s s e d her b e l i e f t h a t DHR had i m p r o p e r l y 

p l a c e d a l i e n on the f a t h e r ' s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s . 

The t r i a l - c o u r t judge asked the a t t o r n e y r e p r e s e n t i n g DHR 

whether he had "any documents a u t h o r i z [ i n g ] anyone, i n c l u d i n g 

[DHR], t o p l a c e a l i e n a g a i n s t [the f a t h e r ] , " and l a t e r 

s t a t e d : " I t h i n k the S t a t e had an o b l i g a t i o n b e f o r e i t i s s u e d 

a l i e n t o g i v e [the f a t h e r ] n o t i c e , due p r o c e s s , and an 

o p p o r t u n i t y t o be h e a rd." 

However, we can f i n d no e v i d e n c e i n the r e c o r d t o s u p p o r t 

the t r i a l c o u r t ' s apparent b e l i e f t h a t the f a t h e r was not 

a f f o r d e d due p r o c e s s b e f o r e DHR p l a c e d a l i e n on h i s worker's 

compensation b e n e f i t s . C e r t a i n l y , no e v i d e n c e p r e s e n t e d at the 
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ore tenus h e a r i n g s u p p o r t e d such a c o n c l u s i o n . We note t h a t 

DHR was p e r m i t t e d , p u r s u a n t t o § 30-3-197(a) (6), A l a . Code 

1975, as i t e x i s t e d a t the time the l i e n was f i l e d by DHR,3 t o 

s e i z e or i n t e r c e p t the f a t h e r ' s worker's compensation b e n e f i t s 

and t o impose a l i e n i n accordance w i t h § 30-3-198, A l a . Code 

1975, i n o r d e r t o s a t i s f y the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e 

" w i t h o u t the n e c e s s i t y of o b t a i n i n g an o r d e r from any o t h e r 

j u d i c i a l or a d m i n i s t r a t i v e t r i b u n a l Furthermore, § 30-3-

1 9 8 ( c ) , A l a . Code 1975, s t a t e s t h a t DHR i s "not ... r e q u i r e d 

t o o b t a i n a judgment f o r an amount c e r t a i n p r i o r t o f i l i n g f o r 

the enforcement of a l i e n . " 

The t r i a l c o u r t c o r r e c t l y s t a t e d t h a t the l i e n was 

s u b j e c t t o due-process s a f e g u a r d s , see § 30-3-197(b), A l a . 

Code 1975 ("The e x p e d i t e d p r o c e d u r e s r e q u i r e d under t h i s 

s e c t i o n s h a l l be s u b j e c t t o p r o c e d u r a l s a f e g u a r d s , i n c l u d i n g 

r e q u i r e m e n t s f o r n o t i c e , o p p o r t u n i t y t o c o n t e s t the a c t i o n , 

and o p p o r t u n i t y f o r an a p p e a l on the r e c o r d t o a j u d i c i a l 

3By A c t No. 2009-729, A l a . A c t s 2009, the Alabama 
L e g i s l a t u r e amended § 30-3-197, and t h a t amendment became 
e f f e c t i v e August 1, 2009. 
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t r i b u n a l . . . . " 4 ) , but t h e r e i s no i n d i c a t i o n i n the r e c o r d 

b e f o r e t h i s c o u r t t h a t the f a t h e r was not p r o v i d e d those 

p r o c e d u r a l s a f e g u a r d s or t h a t the l i e n f i l e d by DHR was 

o t h e r w i s e improper. A c c o r d i n g l y , we must conclude t h a t the 

t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d by r e q u i r i n g DHR t o t e r m i n a t e the l i e n . 

In l i g h t of the f o r e g o i n g , we r e v e r s e the judgment of the 

t r i a l c o u r t and remand the cause w i t h i n s t r u c t i o n s t o the 

t r i a l c o u r t t o r e c a l c u l a t e the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

a r r e a r a g e w i t h i n t e r e s t and t o e n t e r a judgment i n f a v o r of 

the mother. The t r i a l c o u r t i s a l s o i n s t r u c t e d t o v a c a t e t h a t 

p a r t of i t s judgment l i m i t i n g the mother's r i g h t t o c o l l e c t 

the a r r e a r a g e judgment by any l a w f u l means. We f u r t h e r 

i n s t r u c t the t r i a l c o u r t , upon r e c a l c u l a t i o n of the f a t h e r ' s 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t a r r e a r a g e , t o r e f r a i n from i n t e r f e r i n g w i t h 

DHR's r i g h t t o secure a l i e n a g a i n s t the a s s e t s of the f a t h e r , 

i n the amount of the r e c a l c u l a t e d a r r e a r a g e , t o e n f o r c e the 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t judgment. 

REVERSED AND REMANDED WITH INSTRUCTIONS. 

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

4 P u r s u a n t t o A c t No. 2009-729, A l a . A c t s 2009, the phrase 
" p r o c e d u r a l s a f e g u a r d s " was r e p l a c e d w i t h the phrase "due 
pr o c e s s s a f e g u a r d s . " See supra note 3. 
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