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SUMMARY

The Maine Supreme Judicial Court dismissed Daniel R. Bilodeau’s appeal from the denial of his
motion to dismiss a child-custody modification proceeding on forum non conveniens grounds. The
court held that, absent extraordinary circumstances, such a denial under the Uniform Child Custody
Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act is interlocutory and not immediately appealable.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Bilodeau appealed the District Court's denial of his motion to dismiss
Fitzgerald's motion to modify child-custody arrangements on forum
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the denial of a motion to dismiss for forum non conveniens under the Uniform Child Custody
Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act is a final judgment immediately appealable under Maine's final
judgment rule.

2. Whether any exception to the final judgment rule permitted immediate appellate review of the denial of
Bilodeau's forum non conveniens motion.

HOLDINGS

1. Absent extraordinary circumstances, the denial of a motion to dismiss for forum non conveniens under
the UCCJEA is interlocutory rather than a final judgment and is not immediately appealable.

2. None of Maine's recognized narrow exceptions to the final judgment rule—the judicial economy,
collateral order, or death knell exceptions—applied to this appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“absent extraordinary circumstances, the denial of a motion to dismiss for forum non conveniens under the
UCCJEA is interlocutory, not a final judgment, and therefore not immediately appealable.” (¶ 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Bilodeau and Fitzgerald, who were never married, are the parents of twins born in Maine in 1992. The District
Court initially awarded Fitzgerald sole parental rights and responsibilities, later amended the order to award
shared parental rights and responsibilities and primary physical custody to Bilodeau after he relocated to Florida.
Fitzgerald subsequently sought to regain primary physical custody, alleging interference with her contact rights
and an emotionally abusive environment in Florida.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Maine District Court previously entered and later amended orders concerning the parties' parental rights and
physical custody of their twins. After Fitzgerald sought to regain primary physical custody, Bilodeau moved to
dismiss on forum non conveniens grounds. The District Court denied the motion, and Bilodeau took an
interlocutory appeal.
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