


5. Mother's relocation and visitation history. Father testified that Mother initially went to

Marylandfor less than one week and then traveled to Florida, where, to best of the Father's
knowledge,she had resided since approximatelyDecember 2025. Father further testified that
he attemptedto exercise visitation in Florida under the California order,but Mother did not

respondor participate.
6. Florida domestic-violence proceedings.Father testified that Mother filed two domestic-violence

proceedingsin Lee County,Florida, and that both were dismissed after Mother failed to appear
for the respectivehearings.Those proceedingsdo not vacate, stay, or modify the California
child-custodydetermination enforced here.

7. August 12, 2026 California Order. On August 12, 2026, the SuperiorCourt of California,
County of Mendocino, entered Temporary Emergency (Ex Parte) Orders, Form FL-305,
togetherwith a Child Abduction Prevention Order Attachment,Form FL-341(B), in Case No.
25FL01030 (collectively, the "California Order"). The California Order grants Father
temporary physicalcustody,care, and control of the Child; limits Mother to supervisedvirtual
visitation; authorizes law-enforcement assistance;directs retrieval without advance notice
based on the risk that Mother would abscond with the Child; and sets a further California
hearingfor September2, 2026, at 9:30 a.m., DepartmentC.

8. Existing jurisdictional and emergency findings. In the Florida Warrant, this Court found that
it had jurisdiction to registerand enforce the California Order; that the California Order
identifies UCCJEA jurisdiction; that Father's verified petition contains the statutory
information; that the record established a concrete and immediate removal risk if Mother
received advance notice; and that ordinarynotice would materiallyincrease that risk. This
Court further finds that Florida is enforcing,rather than modifying,California's child-custody
determination.

9. Continuing validity. Father testified that, since August12,2026, he has not received any order
vacatingor staying the California Order and has not received any order supersedingor

modifying the provisionsthat grant him temporary physicalcustody.No contrary order or

evidence was presented.
10. Execution of the Florida Warrant. The Florida Warrant was executed on the eveningof

August 19, 2026, at Mother's location identified in the petition.The Child was taken into
physicalcustodyand released to Father. Mother was served after the Child had been secured.

11. Condition and transition at pickup. Father testified that the Child was delivered wearingonly
a pair of shorts. Father requestedadditional clothing,formula, and a comfort item such as a

blanket or toy were requested.According to Father's testimony,Mother declined to provide
additional clothing and, after repeatedrequests from law-enforcement personnel,provideda

limited quantityof formula and a small stuffed teddybear. Father reportedthat the Child was

in goodspiritsand was not upset or crying.
12. Father's observations after pickup. Father testified that he took the Child to a nearbyhotel,

where the Child rested with him. Father offered food, which the Child declined. Father testified
that, to the best of his knowledge,the Child had been relyingon formula for sustenance. The
Court makes no medical diagnosisfrom that testimony.

13. Reported conduct during execution. Father also testified that law-enforcement personneltold
him Mother stared toward the skyduringmuch of the interaction. The Court records this as the
substance of Father's testimonyand does not rely on it as a necessary basis for registrationor

enforcement.
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14. California participation. Father testified that he intends to participatein the September2, 2026
California hearingand is preparedto make the Child available as requiredby the California
court.

15. Certified documents. Counsel representedthat the physicalcertified copiesof the California
Order and the Child's birth certificate are presentlymaintained by counsel and Father the father
promptlyprovidedto the Court upon its requestcertified copieson August17,2026.

16. Statutory determination. The California Order is entitled to recognitionand enforcement.
Mother did not establish that the California court lacked jurisdiction,that the California Order
has been vacated,stayed,or modified by a court havingjurisdictionto do so, or that any other
statutory defense bars enforcement. This Order enforces the California determination and does
not modify it or determine permanent custody.

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED

1. Registration. The August12, 2026 California Order in SuperiorCourt of California, Countyof
Mendocino,Case No. 25FL01030, is REGISTERED in Florida under section 61.528, Florida
Statutes,and shall be filed as a foreignjudgment.The registrationis enforceable in the same

manner as a child-custodydetermination issued by a Florida court. Any remainingstatutory
registrationobjectionunder section 61.528 shall be heard at a separatehearing.

. Enforcement and custody.The California Order is ENFORCED accordingto its terms.

. Travel to California. Father is AUTHORIZED to leave Florida and travel to California with the
Child. Father shall safelycare for the Child, participatein the September2, 2026 California
hearing,and make the Child available as requiredby the California court.
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4. Mother's access. Father shall complywith the California Order concerningMother's access to
the Child. While the August12,2026 California Order remains in effect,Mother's contact shall
be limited to supervisedvirtual visitation as providedin that order,unless the California court
orders otherwise.

5. No modification. Nothing in this Order modifies the California Order,determines permanent
custody,or authorizes Florida to exercise modification jurisdiction.Any request to continue,
modify,or dissolve the temporary custodyprovisionsshall be directed to the California court,
subjectto the UCCJEA.

6. Fees and costs reserved. The Court RESERVES jurisdiction to determine Father's request for
necessary and reasonable fees,costs, travel expenses, investigativeexpenses, witness expenses,
and attorney'sfees under section 61.535, Florida Statutes,at a later dulynoticed hearing.

· . Virtual appearance at fee hearing. Father,Father's counsel,Mother, and any witness whose
testimonyis requiredare PERMITTED to appear remotelyby Zoom or other court-approved
audiovisual means at the later hearingon fees and costs, subjectto any instructions in the notice
of hearingand any further order of the Court.

oo.Continuing jurisdiction. The Court retains jurisdictiononly to address fees and costs, administer
the registrationprocess, and enter any further relief permitted by Florida's UCCJEA
enforcement provisions. Exceptas stated herein,this court recognizesthat California has full
jurisdiction over this matter.
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DONE AND ORDERED in Fort Myers, Lee County, Florida,

ElisabethAdams

13:11:08
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