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SUMMARY

The Maine Supreme Judicial Court held that a divorce judgment was void because one spouse died
before the trial court signed or docketed the final judgment. The court concluded that the marriage
terminated upon the spouse’s death, ending the trial court’s subject matter jurisdiction, and that nunc
pro tunc language could not retroactively validate the judgment. The judgment was vacated and the
case was remanded with instructions to dismiss the divorce action.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the District Court retained subject matter jurisdiction to enter a final divorce judgment after one
spouse died before the court signed or docketed the judgment.

2. Whether the court's oral announcement at the uncontested-divorce hearing or its nunc pro tunc notation
could make the divorce final before Carter's death.

3. Whether Boland v. Belair independently authorized the court to enter the judgment after Carter's death.

HOLDINGS

1. A court lacks subject matter jurisdiction to enter a final divorce judgment after one spouse has died if the
divorce judgment was not final before the death, because the marriage terminates automatically upon
death and no marital relationship remains for the court to dissolve.

2. The trial court's oral announcement did not constitute a final divorce judgment because it was not
accompanied by a judge's signature or entry on the civil docket before Carter died.

3. A nunc pro tunc notation could not retroactively validate the divorce judgment because, by the time the
court entered the judgment, the court lacked subject matter jurisdiction.

4. Boland v. Belair did not independently vest the court with jurisdiction to enter a divorce judgment after
Carter's death; it concerned the binding and enforceability of a settlement agreement, not the court's
power to act without subject matter jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A final judgment is a decision that fully decides and disposes of the entire matter pending before the court
leaving no questions for the future consideration and judgment of the court.” (¶ 6)

“Any judgment or other order of the court is effective and enforceable upon signature by the court, or if not
signed by the court, then upon entry of the judgment in the civil docket.” (¶ 7)

“A judgment that is issued by a court that does not have subject matter jurisdiction to issue it is void.” (¶ 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

John M. Carter and Ann C. Martin were married on July 4, 2015, and Carter filed for divorce on March 31,
2023. After an uncontested-divorce hearing on June 6, 2025, the court indicated that the divorce would be final
that day if both parties filed waivers of appeal, but Martin did not file one and additional real-estate orders
remained to be prepared. Carter died on June 27, 2025, and the court signed the divorce judgment and related
property orders on July 3, 2025, with a nunc pro tunc notation applying them to June 6.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

John M. Carter filed a complaint for divorce, and the District Court held an uncontested-divorce hearing on June
6, 2025. Carter died on June 27, 2025, before the court signed the final judgment on July 3, 2025. The District
Court denied Martin's motion for relief from or to alter the judgment, relying on Boland v. Belair. The Maine
Supreme Judicial Court vacated the judgment and remanded for dismissal of the divorce action.

DISPOSITION



vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The judgment is vacated, and the case is remanded to the Portland District Court with instructions to enter an
order dismissing the divorce action.
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