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I. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR 

1. The trial court erred when it deviated from the basic 

child support obligation. 

2. The trial court erred when it deviated from the basic 

child support obligation without conducting the analysis or making 

the findings required by statute. 

3. The trial court erred when it made the following 

findings of fact or conclusions of law: 

3.2 Person Paying Support (Obligor) 

For purposes of this Order of Child Support, the support 
obligation is based upon the following income: 

A. Actual Monthly Net Income: $6,~S~[PN1] 1 

3.5 Transfer Payment 

The obligor parent shall pay the following amounts 
per month for the following children: 

Name 

Shata Step[hen]son 

Satchel Stephenson 

Total Monthly Transfer Amount 

Amount 

$2S0 

$2S0 

$SOO 

Other: This transfer payment is based on the parties' 
SO/SO shared residential schedule. There is no 
primary residential parent who would be entitled to 

1 The amount on the worksheets is $6,757.00. CP 132,162. 
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child support sufficient to transfer the full amount of 
the basic obligation to that parent. Both parents 
provide equal amounts of residential care for the 
children, so the transfer payment should serve to 
equally apportion the Basic Support Obligation (line 5 
of the worksheet) between the two households. 

Basic support obligation: $1866/mo. ($933/mo. per 
child) (Worksheet, line 5) 

Proportional Share of Income: Shata Stephenson 
75% and Sara Stephenson 25% (Worksheet, line 6) 

Proportional responsibility for basic support obligation: 
Shata Stephenson $1399.50/mo. and Sara 
Stephenson $466.50/mo. (Worksheet, line 7) 

Transfer payment to equally allocate basic support 
obligation between the two households: Shata 
Stephenson $500/mo. 

3.6 Standard Calculation 

$ Does Not Apply per month. (See Worksheet, 
line 17.) 

The Standard Calculation from line 17 of the 
Worksheet does not apply because there is no 
primary residential parent who is entitled to support 
based upon the Standard Calculation. See paragraph 
3.5 for the court's allocation of the Basic Support 
Obligation between the two households based upon 
the parties' 50/50 shared residential schedule. 

3.7 Reasons for Deviation From Standard 
Calculation 

The Standard Calculation does not apply to this cased 
[sic] because the parties have a 50/50 shared 
residential schedule where each parent provides an 
equal amount of residential care for the children. 
Therefore, the court's equal allocation of the Basic 
Support Obligation between the two households does 
not constitute a deviation. 
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3.8 Reasons why Request for Deviation Was 
Denied 

Does not apply. The concepts of "Standard 
Calculation" and "deviation" therefrom do not apply to 
this case because there is a SO/50 shared residential 
schedule. 

C P 7 5-t?~[PN2] . 

4. The trial court erred on lines 15 and 17 of the Child 

Support Worksheets, where Gross Child Support Obligation and 

the Standard Calculation should be $1,399.50 and $466.50 for the 

father and mother, respectively. CP 133-134. 

5. The trial court erred when it held that a deviation was 

not a deviation. CP 77 (W 3.7 & 3.8). 

6. The trial court erred by not signing the child support 

worksheets, nor attaching them to the order of child support.2 

Issues Pertaining to Assignments of Error 

1. Did the trial court deviate when it set child support at 

less than the amount derived by the standard calculation? 

2. Does the child support schedule and standard 

calculation apply to all child support calculations, regardless of 

2 The worksheets do not appear to have been filed as an attachment to the Order 
of Child Support, contrary to RCW 26.19.035(3). CP 74-82. However, both 
parties include them in their notices of appeal and cross-appeal. CP 132-136, 
162-167. The same is true of a spreadsheet for the property distribution (i.e., not 
attached to the orders, but included in the notices of appeal). CP 122, 150. 
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whether the residential time under the parenting plan is equally 

shared? 

3. May the court deviate from the standard calculation 

only upon finding, based on substantial evidence, that doing so will 

not result in insufficient funds in the home of the receiving parent? 

4. Should the mother receive her attorney fees on 

appeal based on relative resources, but, also, because the 

husband induced the court to err with respect to child support? 

II. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

These parties divorced after eleven years of marriage. CP 

84. They have two children, aged 8 and 10 at the time of trial. CP 

86. The parties agreed to a residential schedule whereby the 

children spend equal amounts of time in each parent's household. 

CP 46-83. The only issue raised in this appeal regards an aspect 

of the court's child support order. CP 74-82. 

The father is a captain in the Seattle Fire Department and 

earnsa total annual income of $123,895. CP 132,162. The mother 

has been the primary caregiver with a part-time real estate 

business, which she intended to expand. RP 26-37. For purposes 

of child support, the court imputed income of $38,388 to her. CP 

75.However, the court also found she had a need for maintenance 
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and awarded her $1,000 monthly for 30 months. CP 85. On the 

child support worksheets, the parties' incomes were adjusted to 

reflect this transfer of income ($1,000 from father's income to 

mother's). CP 132, 162. The parties' proportional shares of child 

support are 75% for the father and 25% for the mother. CP 132, 

162. 

Under Washington's Child Support Schedule, the monthly 

basic support obligation for this family totals $1,866, or $933 per 

child. CP 76. The parties' proportional shares are $1,395.50 for 

the father and $466.50 for the mother. CP 76. These amounts 

also represent the standard calculation, since there are no 

adjustments. 

The father argued the standard calculation did not apply 

because the children spend equal amounts of time in each parent's 

residence. RP 20, 370-375; CP 38-43. The court agreed and 

declined to use the standard calculation but also declined to deviate 

from it, finding the standard calculation simply did not apply to 

50/50 residential plans. CP 76-77. The mother argued to the 

contrary. RP 335-337. 

The mother timely appealed. CP 117-144. The father cross­

appealed. CP 145-174. 
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III. ARGUMENT 

A. THE COUR T WAS REQUIRED TO APPLY THE 
STANDARD CALCULATION. 

Generally, this Court reviews a trial court's child support 

determination for an abuse of discretion. State ex reI. J. V. G. v. Van 

Guilder, 137 Wn. App. 417,154 P.3d 243 (2007). However, U[i]fthe 

trial court's ruling is based on an erroneous view of the law or 

involves application of an incorrectlegal analysis it necessarily 

abuses its discretion." Dix v. leT Group, Inc., 160 Wn.2d 826, 833, 

161 P.3d 1016 (2007).That is the problem here. 

Washington child support policy has two goals: to insure 

support adequate to meet the needs of children commensurate with 

the parents' income, resources, and standard of living and to 

equitably apportion that support obligation between the parents. 

RCW 26.19.001.3 In other words, the law aims to provide for the 

children and to do so fairly. To those ends, the Legislature devised 

a child support statutory scheme, which operates almost 

3The statute provides: 

The legislature intends, in establishing a child support schedule, 
to insure that child support orders are adequate to meet a child's 
basic needs and to provide additional child support 
commensurate with the parents' income, resources, and 
standard of living. The legislature also intends that the child 
support obligation should be equitably apportioned between the 
parents. 
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mechanically to allocate the child support obligation between 

parents. 

The first step a trial court must take to comply with the 

statutory scheme is to set the "[b]asic child support obligation" and 

then determine the "[s]tandard calculation." State ex reI. M.M.G. v. 

Graham, 159 Wn.2d 623, 627,152 P.3d 1005 (2007).The 

Washington child support scheme mandates application of the child 

support schedule and of the standard calculation unless the court 

finds reasons to deviate from that amount. RCW 

26.19.011 (8)("Standard calculation" means the presumptive 

amount of child support owed as determined from the child support 

schedule before the court considers any reasons for deviation"); 

RCW 26.19.011 (4) (deviation "means a child support amount that 

differs from the standard calculation.");RCW 26.19.035 ("The child 

support schedule shall be applied ... ); see, also RCW 26.19.075 

("Standards for Deviation from the Standard Calculation"). 

Thus, where combined income results in a presumptive child 

support obligation, as it does here, the court must order this amount 

unless it finds reason to deviate, upward or downward. For 

example, the statute authorizes the trial court to consider whether a 

"residential credit" justifies a deviation downward. However, 
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importantly, a deviation downward would be allowed only where it 

did not leave insufficient funds in the less affluent household. RCW 

26.19.075(1 )(d). Expressly, the statute requires that the court "shall 

consider the decreased expenses, if any, to the party receiving the 

support resulting from the significant amount of time the child 

spends with the parent making the support transfer payment." 

Id.(emphasis added). In short, the trial court must use the standard 

calculation as the parents' child support obligation unless, after 

making specific factual inquiries, the court finds reasons for 

deviation. In re Marriage of Crosetto, 82 Wn. App. 545, 560, 918 

P.2d 953 (1996);accord In re Marriage of Holmes, 128 Wn. App. 

727,738, 117 P.3d 370 (2005) (court must "enter specific reasons 

for the deviation"). 

Thus, contrary to the father's arguments and the trial court's 

holding, the standard calculation applies to all child support 

analyses in Washington, even where residential time is equally 

shared. There is no exception, other than as provided by the 

deviation analysis. This is simply the law in our state. 
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B. THE A PPLICATION OF THE CHILD SUPPORT SCHEDULE 
TO EQUALLY SHARED RESIDENTIAL ARRANGEMENTS 
REFLECTS WASHINGTON POLICY ON MEETING THE 
CHILDREN'S NEEDS. 

Moreover, our law makes sense. Implicitly, the statutory 

scheme acknowledges that, given the economies of shared (or 

dual) residential arrangements, such arrangements are unlikely to 

result in any savings to the obligee household. Rather, the overall 

cost of supporting the children in dual residences will necessarily 

be higher. Effectively, each parent is making a primary home for 

the same number of children. Each parent provides rooms, 

furnishings, clothing, toys and books for the children and pays their 

expenses while residing in his/her household. Effectively, there is 

more of everything: more bedrooms, more bicycles, mores sets of 

clothing, larger houses that need rent or mortgages paid and heat 

paid, et cetera. In other words, there is unlikely to be any reduction 

in the costs of supporting the children in one residence simply 

because they spend half their time in another residence. For this 

reason, downward deviations will rarely, if ever, be justified 

because they will usually result in insufficient funds in the receiving 

parent's household. 

Here, the father implies that the lack of a statutory provision 

for equally shared residential arrangements in Washington is some 
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kind of legislative oversight. In fact, the wisdom of such a provision 

is seriously in doubt. Rather, the method proposed by the father 

poses serious dangers to children in shared residential 

arrangements, as were enumerated by New York's highest court 

when it rejected a similar proposal. Bast v. Rossoff,91 N.Y.2d 723, 

697 N.E.2d 1009 (1998). 

First, the court observed that such a formula "can greatly 

reduce the child support award and deprive the child of needed 

resources." Bast v. Rosoff, 697 N.E.2d at 1013. According to a 

commentator cited by the court, "many practitioners express the 

opinion that the amounts yielded by guidelines in shared custody 

cases are inequitable because they are too low." 

Id.,citingDevelopment of Guidelines for Child Support Orders,op. 

cit., at II-58. See, also, Getman, Changing Formulas for Changing 

Families: Shared Custody Must Not Shortchange Children, 10 Fam. 

Advoc. 47, 49. 

Second, because the offsetting formula is triggered by the 

amount of time a child spends in each household, a parent might 

seek more residential time in order to reduce the child support 

obligation. Bast v. Rosoff, 697 N.E.2d at 1013. In a view that 

Washington lawmakers are likely to share, "parents should seek 
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shared custody because they desire to spend more time with their 

children," not because they want to pay less child support. 

Finally, the court observed, "the proportional offset formula 

has the undesirable potential of 'encouraging a parent to keep a 

stop watch on visitation' in order to increase his or her shared 

custody percentage." Bast v. Rosoff, 697 N.E.2d at 1014. 

Providing support adequate to meet the needs of children 

whose parents do not live together is a national concern. See, e.g., 

42 U.S.C.§ 654 (Federal Government's mandate that States 

establish mandatory guidelines for determining child support 

awards). All fifty states have adopted child support guidelines to 

achieve this goal with predictability and consistency, rejecting the 

prior practice of child support decisions that were entirely 

discretionary. See Bast v. Rossoff,91 N.Y.2d 723, 697 N.E.2d 

1009 (1998).Beyond that fact, however, there is little uniformity. In 

particular, states have responded differently, both in terms of 

structuring residential time and in terms of calculating child support. 

Washington, for example, does not provide for "joint custody," as 

some other states do. See Giggetts, Application of child-support 

guidelines to cases of joint-, split-, or similar shared-custody 

arrangements, 57 A.L.R.5th 389 § II, D. 
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In some states, the legislature provides expressly for the 

circumstances in this case: where the parents share th~ children 

50/50 in terms of residential time. See, e.g.,Colo. Rev. Stat. § 14-

10-115(8)(recent amendments not relevant to issue here); Vt. Stat. 

Ann., tit. 15, § 657. 

Other states, including Washington, permit the trial court to 

deviate where the two parents each have substantial residential 

time with the child or children. RCW 26.19.075(1 )(d). Significantly, 

Washington's statute does not require a deviation in such 

circumstances; the presumption is against deviation. Moreover, 

deviation is not permitted if it results in insufficient funds in the 

household receiving support. Id. 

In short, the fact that Washington's legislaturehas not 

adopted an apportionment formula for shared residential 

arrangements can hardly be described as inadvertent. Indeed, the 

legislature is obviously aware of such residential arrangements, 

and aware that there might be special considerations affecting 

whether such arrangements best serve the interests of the children. 

RCW 26.09. 187(3)(b)(specifically requiring court to consider 

whether equally shared residential arrangements are in best 

interests).A financial incentive to enter into such arrangements in 
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the form of a guaranteed child support offset would seriously 

undermine this legislative judgment. 

At least one commentator has urged the Legislature to alter 

the formula for shared residential arrangements. See, e.g., 20 

Kenneth W. Weber, Washington Practice: Family and Community 

PropertyLaw§ 37.6, at 428-30, 428 n.12, 429 nn.13-14 (1997). 

Indeed, Shata's argument echoes those of the commentator. 

However, the Supreme Court expressed disagreement with the 

commentator's reasoning, albeit in dicta. M.M.G. , 159 Wn.2d at 

635, n. 4. 

The reason for the Supreme Court's skepticism is embodied 

in this case. The mother and father have very disparate incomes 

with which to support their households, at least presently. For the 

mother, this means she has two distinct needs: a need for 

maintenance, to support her while she turns her business into a 

going concern, and a need for child support, to support the children 

while in her household . Here, the father urged the trial court to 

conflate those separate issues, by arguing the maintenance award 

somehow vitiated the need for child support. See, e.g., RP 373-

374. But this merely robs Peter to pay Paul, a problem further 

exacerbated by the father's argument that the disproportionate 

13 



property distribution could also be considered as a reason not to 

award the mandatory child support amount. See, e.g., RP 375. 

This is not how it works. The children's need for support is 

calculated according, in part, to the parents' income. The parents' 

income, here, includes the award of maintenance to the mother, an 

award justified by her need, which exists despite the property 

distribution. The maintenance award is part of the standard 

calculation. Even so, the mother's income is 25% of the parents' 

total income, while the father's (after a deduction for the 

maintenance he pays) is 75%. Because these factors are already 

part of the standard calculation, the standard calculation applies 

unless a deviation is justified. No effort was made here to justify a 

deviation, understandably, since there were no facts to suggest 

there were sufficient funds in the mother's household otherwise. 

Rather, the court left her in the position of supporting the children 

while in her care on a substantially reduced income, as compared 

to the father. The legislature has determined that the mother needs 

nearly $1,400 in monthly child support; the court ignored the 

legislature and awarded $500. This is insufficient. 

The father and the trial court were wrong to evade the 

mandatory analysis under Washington's child support statutes. 
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IV. MOTION FOR ATTORNEY FEES 

Because of the disparity in financial resources, Sara seeks 

attorney fees on the authority of RAP 18.1 and RCW 26.09.140. 

The statute provides that: 

The court from time to time after considering the 
financial resources of both parties may order a party 
to pay a reasonable amount for the cost to the other 
party of maintaining or defending any proceeding 
under this chapter and for reasonable attorney's fees 
or other professional fees in connection there with, 
including sums for legal services rendered and costs 
incurred prior to the commencement of the 
proceeding or enforcement or modification 
proceedings after entry of judgment. 

The parties' financial circumstances, including their very disparate 

earning capacities, are described in the Statement of Facts above. 

The trial court expressly found Sara had a need for support in the 

form of maintenance. Her need is exacerbated by the trial court's 

failure to set child support at a level the legislature deems essential 

to meet the basic needs of the children while in her household . 

Shata instigated that error, and he has far greater earning capacity. 

Until Sara can make some headway in her real estate business, 

she and the children remain dependent on Shata. Accordingly, 

Sara asks this Court to award her attorney fees on appeal. 
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V. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, the court's child support order 

should be vacated and the matter remanded for entry of an order in 

compliance with the mandatory support tables. The father's income 

should be corrected to match the amount in the worksheets. The 

worksheets should be attached as required by statute. The father 

should be ordered to pay the amount of child support derived by the 

standard calculation. The wife should receive her attorney fees and 

costs on appeal. 

Dated this 14th day of September 2012. 

RESPECTF LL Y SUBMITTED, 
~-:-' 

t PATRICI OVOTNY 
WSBA#13604 
Attorney for Appellant 
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APPENDIX: RELEVANT STATUTES 

RCW 26.09.140. Attorney Fees 

The court from time to time after considering the financial 
resources of both parties may order a party to pay a 
reasonable amount for the cost to the other party of 
maintaining or defending any proceeding under this chapter 
and for reasonable attorney's fees or other professional fees 
in connection there with, including sums for legal services 
rendered and costs incurred prior to the commencement of 
the proceeding or enforcement or modification proceedings 
after entry of judgment. 

RCW 26.09.187. Criteria for establishing permanent parenting 
plan 

(3) RESIDENTIAL PROVISIONS. 

(b) Where the limitations of RCW 26.09.191 are not dispositive, the 
court may order that a child frequently alternate his or her 
residence between the households of the parents for brief and 
substantially equal intervals of time if such provision is in the best 
interests of the child. In determining whether such an arrangement 
is in the best interests of the child, the court may consider the 
parties' geographic proximity to the extent necessary to ensure the 
ability to share performance of the parenting functions. 

RCW 26.19.001 

The legislature intends, in establishing a child support schedule, to 
insure that child support orders are adequate to meet a child's basic 
needs and to provide additional child support commensurate with 
the parents' income, resources, and standard of living . The 
legislature also intends that the child support obligation should be 

APPENDIX: STATUTES 
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equitably apportioned between the parents. 

RCW 26.19.035 

(3) Worksheets in the form developed by the administrative office of 
the courts shall be completed under penalty of perjury and filed in 
every proceeding in which child support is determined .... 

RCW 26.19.071 (6) 

(6) Imputation of income. The court shall impute income to 
a parent when the parent is voluntarily unemployed or voluntarily 
underemployed. The court shall determine whether the parent is 
voluntarily underemployed or voluntarily unemployed based upon 
that parent's work history, education, health, and age, or any other 
relevant factors. A court shall not impute income to a parent who is 
gainfully employed on a full-time basis, unless the court finds that 
the parent is voluntarily underemployed and finds that the parent is 
purposely underemployed to reduce the parent's child support 
obligation. Income shall not be imputed for an unemployable 
parent. Income shall not be imputed to a parent to the extent the 
parent is unemployed or significantly underemployed due. to the 
parent's efforts to comply with court-ordered reunification efforts 
under chapter 13.34 RCW or under a voluntary placement 
agreement with an agency supervising the child. In the absence of 
records of a parent's actual earnings, the court shall impute a 
parent's income in the following order of priority: 

(a) Full-time earnings at the current rate of pay; 
(b) Full-time earnings at the historical rate of pay 

based on reliable information, such as employment security 
department data; 

(c) Full-time earnings at a past rate of pay where 
information is incomplete or sporadic; 

(d) Full-time earnings at minimum wage in the 
jurisdiction where the parent resides if the parent has a recent 
history of minimum wage earnings, is recently coming off public 
assistance, aged, blind, or disabled assistance benefits, pregnant 
women assistance benefits, essential needs and housing support, 
supplemental security income, or disability, has recently been 
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released from incarceration, or is a high school student; 
(e) Median net monthly income of year-round full­

time workers as derived from the United States bureau of census, 
current population reports, or such replacement report as published 
by the bureau of census. 

RCW 26.19.075. Standards for deviation from the standard 
calculation 

(1) Reasons for deviation from the standard calculation include 
but are not limited to the following: 

(a) Sources of income and tax planning. The court may 
deviate from the standard calculation after consideration of the 
following: 

(i) Income of a new spouse or new domestic partner if the 
parent who is married to the new spouse or in a partnership with a 
new domestic partner is asking for a deviation based on any other 
reason. Income of a new spouse or new domestic partner is not, by 
itself, a sufficient reason for deviation; 

(ii) Income of other adults in the household if the parent who 
is living with the other adult is asking for a deviation based on any 
other reason. Income of the other adults in the household is not, by 
itself, a sufficient reason for deviation; 

(iii) Child support actually received from other relationships; 

(iv) Gifts; 

(v) Prizes; 

(vi) Possession of wealth, including but not limited to 
savings, investments, real estate holdings and business interests, 
vehicles, boats, pensions, bank accounts, insurance plans, or other 
assets; 

(vii) Extraordinary income of a child; 

(viii) Tax planning considerations. A deviation for tax 
planning may be granted only if the child would not receive a lesser 
economic benefit due to the tax planning; or 
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(ix) Income that has been excluded under *RCW 
26.19.071 (4)(h) if the person earning that income asks for a 
deviation for any other reason . 

(b) Nonrecurring income. The court may deviate from the 
standard calculation based on a finding that a particular source of 
income included in the calculation of the basic support obligation is 
not a recurring source of income. Depending on the circumstances, 
nonrecurring income may include overtime, contract-related 
benefits, bonuses, or income from second jobs. Deviations for 
nonrecurring income shall be based on a review of the nonrecurring 
income received in the previous two calendar years. 

(c) Debt and high expenses. The court may deviate from the 
standard calculation after consideration of the following expenses: 

(i) Extraordinary debt not voluntarily incurred; 

(ii) A significant disparity in the living costs of the parents 
due to conditions beyond their control; 

(iii) Special needs of disabled children; 

(iv) Special medical, educational, or psychological needs of 
the children; or 

(v) Costs incurred or anticipated to be incurred by the 
parents in compliance with court-ordered reunification efforts under 
chapter 13.34 RCW or under a voluntary placement agreement with 
an agency supervising the child. 

(d) Residential schedule. The court may deviate from the 
standard calculation if the child spends a significant amount of time 
with the parent who is obligated to make a support transfer 
payment. The court may not deviate on that basis if the deviation 
will result in insufficient funds in the household receiving the 
support to meet the basic needs of the child or if the child is 
receiving temporary assistance for needy families. When 
determining the amount of the deviation, the court shall consider 
evidence concerning the increased expenses to a parent making 
support transfer payments resulting from the significant amount of 
time spent with that parent and shall consider the decreased 
expenses, if any, to the party receiving the support resulting from 
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the significant amount of time the child spends with the parent 
making the support transfer payment. 

(e) Children from other relationships. The court may deviate 
from the standard calculation when either or both of the parents 
before the court have children from other relationships to whom the 
parent owes a duty of support. 

(i) The child support schedule shall be applied to the mother, 
father, and children of the family before the court to determine the 
presumptive amount of support. 

(ii) Children from other relationships shall not be counted in 
the number of children for purposes of determining the basic 
support obligation and the standard calculation. 

(iii) When considering a deviation from the standard 
calculation for children from other relationships, the court may 
consider only other children to whom the parent owes a duty of 
support. The court may consider court-ordered payments of child 
support for children from other relationships only to the extent that 
the support is actually paid. 

(iv) When the court has determined that either or both 
parents have children from other relationships, deviations under 
this section shall be based on consiqeration of the total 
circumstances of both households. All child support obligations 
paid, received, and owed for all children shall be disclosed and 
considered. 

(2) All income and resources of the parties before the court, new 
spouses or new domestic partners, and other adults in the 
households shall be disclosed and considered as provided in this 
section. The presumptive amount of support shall be determined 
according to the child support schedule. Unless specific reasons for 
deviation are set forth in the written findings of fact and are 
supported by the evidence, the court shall order each parent to pay 
the amount of support determined by using the standard 
calculation. 

(3) The court shall enter findings that specify reasons for any 
deviation or any denial of a party's request for any deviation from 
the standard calculation made by the court. The court shall not 

APPENDIX: STATUTES 
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consider reasons for deviation until the court determines the 
standard calculation for each parent. 

(4) When reasons exist for deviation, the court shall exercise 
discretion in considering the extent to which the factors would affect 
the support obligation. 

(5) Agreement of the parties is not by itself adequate reason for 
any deviations from the standard calculation. 
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1.1 
1.2 

2.1 

2.2 

2.3 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY 

In re the Marriage of: 
No. 10-3-06746-2SEA 

SARA STEPHENSON. 
Petitioner, 

and 
Order orChiJdSupport 
Final Order (ORS) 

SHATA STEPHENSON, 
Res ondent. 

Clerk's Action RequIred 

I. Judgment SumDlary 

Judgment Summnry for Non-MedicalE:x:penses. DOestlOt apply. 
JUclgmellt Summary forlVlcdical Support. Does llotapply. 

n. Basis 

Type of Proceeding 

This order is entered under a petition lor dissolution of marriage. 

Child Support Worksheet 

The child support worksheet which has been approved by the court is attached to this order 
and is incorporated by reference or has been initialed andfilecl separately and is 
incorporated by reference. 

Other. 

None. 

Ill. Findings and Order 

It Is Ordered: 

Order of Child Support (TMORS, ORS) 
WPF DR 01 .0500 Mandatory (612010) 
RCW 26.09.175; 26.26.132- Page 1 

LAW OFFICKS OF CARL T. EDWARDS, P.S. 
419 OCCIDENTAL ,\ I'[/\,UE 50UTli. Sl iJTL 4(17 

SFATIU. WASHINGTON 93 Hpl 
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4 
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6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

1& 

19 

20 

21 

')') 
L.~ 

23 

24 

25 

3.1 

3.2 

3.3 

Children for Whom Support is Required 

Name (firstilast) 
Shata.Stephenson 
Satchel Stepl1CI1son 

Person Paying Support (Obligor) 

Name (first/last): 
Bilth date: 

Shata Stephenson 
9/1611972 

Age 
10 
8 

Service Address: 3203 37th Ave. S., Seattle,WA 98144 

TheOhligor P(fI'{NttMust lmmediate£v File With the COllrt (lilt! the Washillgton State 
CJziNIStlpportRegL~,tiYf and Update as Necessary, the Ci)]~fidelltialll{f(J/'Jlttltioll Form 
Requbwlby.RClf' 26.23.050. 

The OblIgor Pareht Shall Updatetlze bt/drJizatiim Required byPal'Clgraph 3.2 Pi'omptl), 
After all)' Chatlgeih the In/orl1l(lfi(m. The Duty to Up(late the lltformation Cmitinues 
a .... ' IOlfg as any Support Deht Remains due Ullder This Order. 

For purposes ofthis Order of Child Support, the support obligation is based upon the 
following income: 

A. Actual MonthlyNet Income: $ 6,359 

Pel'sonReceivlngSupport (Obligee) 

Nal11C (firstilast): 
Birth date: 
Service Address: 

Sara Stephenson 
11124/1970 
3319 Hunter Blvd. S., Scattle, \VA 98144 

Tlte Ohligee .Must 11I111lediately File fVith the COllr! and the WashingtoJl State Child 
Support Registry and Update as Necess(lI:V the Cr)f~fidentiaill/f(}rmation Form 
Require:dby RCW26.23.050. 

TheOh/igee Shull Update the Illformatioll Requiretlby Paragmph 33 Prompt(,;' After 
aJt,Y Ch(mge in the lrzjormfltiolt. The Duty to Ifpdtltetlte f1~fOrl1i(ltiOll Contilluesas 
Long Clsally .J;Jonth{1i Support Remains Dlle or any UllpaidSllpport Debt RellwillsDue 
Uuder This Ord'e1', 

For purposes of this Order of Child Support, the support obligation is based upon the 
following income: 

The net income of the obligee is imputed at 5) 3,199/rno. because: 
The obligee is voluntarily unemployed or voluntarily underemployecl. 

Order of Child Support (TMORS, ORS) 
WPF OR 01.0500 Mande.tory(612010) 
RGW26.09.175; 26.26.132-Page 2 

LA W OF-FrCES OF CARL T. EDWARDS, P.S. 
41q OCCIDENTAL A VENUESO\fTH. Sum: ·107 

SEAITtE. WASIIiNGTON98104 
(.lOti) 467 ·64eo) 
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3.4 

3.5 

The amount of imputed income is based on the t()llowing information in order of 
priority. The COLirt has llsed the first option fol' which there is ini()lmation: 

Median Net Monthly Income Table. 

The obligor may be ahk to seek rcimbursel'nentfor day care or special child rearing 
expenses flot actuallY:incl1lted. RCW 26.19.080. 

SCl'vice. ()fPro~ess 

Service '~fPi'ocess 011 the Obligor at the Address Required by Paragraph 3.201' any 
UpdatetlAd(/ress, or OIt the OhUgee at the Address Reqllired by Paragruph 3.3 0)' allY 
Updated Address, may Be Allowed OJ' Accepted as Adequate ill any Proceetiillgf() 
Establish, E/~to,.ce or ivIodif)! a Child Support Order Between tlte Parties by Delivel:vof 
FVritten Notice to the Obligor or Obligee at the LastAddress Provide(/. 

Transfer Payment 

The obligor patent shall pay the following amounts per month fortile JhUowing children: 

Nalnc 
Shata Stepehs()ll 
Satchel Stephenson 

TotalllrIontlz(v TraJt.~.fel' Amollnt 
7 

Other: This transfer payment is based Oil the parties' 50/50 shared residential schedule. 
There is no primary residential parent who would be entitled to child support sufficient to 
transfer the full amount of thebasie obligation to that parent. Boti1parents provide equal 
amounts of residential care for the children, so the transfer payment should serve to 
equally appoliion the Basic SUPPOli Obligation (line 5 oftheworksheel) be!\veen the two 
households. 

-$Job~ tti3..~ 
Basic suppol't obligation: $l;,99-8hno. (~mo. per child) (Worksheet, line 5) 

A -1 s~"'1o /)...s .... l 
Proportional SharcofIncotne: Shala Stcphcnson~ and Sara Stephenson 3-3-:-s4t 
(Worksheet, line 6) 

~' i& C;'J'>:!­
Proportional responsibility for basic support obligation: Shata Stephenson $+,:,..1-6,Lmo. 
and Sara Stephenson $M2Im.g'. (Worksheet, line 7) 

·j;4blf~ 
Transfer payment to equallyal10cate basic support obligation between the two 
houscholds:ShataStephcl1son pays Sara Stephenson~. .. . .m. 0., !o.'W.i.ug..each-party with 

-<t.SI?o 

Order ofChildSupporf (TMORS, ORS) 
WPF DR 01.0500 Mandatory ($/2010) 
RCW 26;09.175; 26.26.132 - Page 3 

LA \V OFFICES OF CARL T. EUW ARDS, I'.S. 
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17 3.8 
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-'-

3.10 
23 

24 

.~f)gWm97-.f,f@I~tbe.-bnsic_suppl.:H't..oblig~ltion .• to_p.ro,\LidG..for-thcGhii{h'en!.s-haslc·needs·' 
dllrifi.c,,; eaeif'P'ateHt1sresiEiem+aHfme.· 

The Obligor Pai'ent's Privileges to Obtain 01' M(lilltain (l License, Certificate, 
RegistratioJl, Permit; Approval, 01' Other Similar Documenllssued by (l Licensing 
Entity Evidencing Admission to 01' Granting Amhority to Engage ill. a Profe.'~"iion, 
Occupation, Busine.5s.t Im/ustl:Y, Recreational Pursuit, or the Operation of ({ l}Iotor 
Vehicle may Be Denied or may Be Suspended if the Obligor Parent is itO! ill 

Compliance With l1ris Support Order as Provided in Chapter 74.20A Revised Code (~f' 
Waslli 11 gt () 11. 

Standard CaJculation 

$ __ ""Dc.:::o""c""s--'-N-"'o""'t--'-A..!jp.,IP""l..:...v---- per month. (See Worksheet line 17.) 

The Standard Calculatioufrom line 17 oftbeWorksheet does not apply bCCa11Se there is 
no prirnaryresidential patenfWho is entitled to suppod based upon the Standard 
Calculation. See paragraph 3.5 above torthecourt'saUocation oJtheBasic SnpPo11 
Obligation between the two households based upon the parties' 50!50shared residential 
schedule. 

Reasons for Deviation From Standard Calculatioll 

TheStanclard Calculation does not apply to this cased hecallsethc patties have a 50/50 
shared residential . schedule where each parent provides an equal fllnollot of residential 
care tOl' the children. Therciore, the court's equal allocation oftheBasic Support 
Obligation between the two hOllscholdsdoes nOt constitute a deviation. 

Reasons why Request for DeviationWllS Denied 

Docs not apply. 111e concepts of "Statidard Calculation" and "deviation" therefi'oln db not 
apply to this case because there is a 50/50 shared residential schedule. 

Starting Date and Day to Be ]>aid 

Starting Date: December 1,2011 
Day(s).of the month support is due: lSI dayof the month 

Incl'cmcntalPayments 

Does not apply. 

25 3.IlMaking Support Payments 

Select Enforcement and Collection, Payment Services Only, or Direct Payment: 

Order of Child Suppott (TMORS, DRS) 
WPF DR 01.0500 Mandatory (612010) 
RCW 26.09.175; 26.26.132 - Page<4 
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3.12 

3.13 

3.14 

Enforcement find colJection: The Division of Child Support (DCS) provides support 
enforcement services for this case because: this is a case in which a parent has requested 
services ti'om DeS, and a parent has signed the application for services from DeS on the 
last page of this support order. Support payments shall bemacle to: 

Washington State Support Registry 
P. O. Box 45868 
Olympia, WA 98504 
Phone: 1-800-922-4306 or 

1-800-442-5437 

A party required to mnke payments to the Washington State S~lpport Registry wi\1 not 
receive credit for a payment made to any other party or entity. 'rhe obligor pnrentshal1 
keep the registry intonned whether he or she has access to health insurance coverage at 
reasonable cost and, if so, to provide the health insurance policy information. 

Any time the Division of Child Support is providing support enforc.enlcnt services under 
RCW 26.23 ~ 045, or if' a party is applying for sUPPoltenforcement services by signing the 
application form on the bottom.of thesttpport or(\e1', the receiving parent might be 
required to submit all accounting of how the support, including any cash medical SllPP011, 

is being spent to benefit the children . 

WagcWithboldillg Action 

Withholdingactiol1l11ay be taken against wages,earnings, assets. or beneHts, and liens 
enforced against rea] and personal property under the child support statutes of this or any 
other state, without further notice to the obligor parent at any time after entry of this order 
unless an altemativc provision is made below: 

There is no alternative provision. 

Termination of Support 

Support shall be paid until the children reach the age of 180r as long as · the children 
remain enrolled in high school, whichever occllrslast, except as otherwise provided 
below in Paragraph 3.14. 

Post Secolldnry Educational Support 

The parents shall pay for the post secondary educational Slrpport Qfthe children, Post 
secondary support provisions will be decided by agreeme11tor by the court, but in any 
case the parents' total obligation for post secondary expenses shall be capped at the cost 
for tuition, books, and fees for a resident studentat the University of Washington at the 
time the expenses areillcut'rcd. 

Order of Child Support (TMORS, ORS) 
WPFDR 01.0500 Mandatory (6/2010) 
RCW 26.09.175; 26.26.132 - Page 5 
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3.15 Payment for Expenses not Included in the Transfer Payment 

,'A~ "'1:. . . . . . JJ5J 
The petitioner shall pay~3:S0/o and the respondent {-) . . 0 (each parent's proportional 
share of income from the Child Support Schedule Worksheet, line 6) of1lle fo!lowing 
expense.~ incllrred on behalf of the children listed in Paragraph 3.1 : 

Educational expenses. 
Agreed extracurricul,u· activities 

Payments sha1lbe made to the provider of the service whcnever it is practical to do so. If 
that is not practical, one parent will pay the provider, and the other parent \NiH reimburse 
the paying parent \.vithil1 3(} days; 

3.16 Periodic Adjustment 

Does not apply. 

3.17 Income Tax Exemptions 

'fax exemptions f()r the children shall bc allocated as follows: one to each parent as long 
as t\VO exemptions are available; alternates between parents when there is only one, with 
the father having the exemption the first year there is only one. Tbe parents shall sign the 
federal income tax dependency exemption wuiver promptly uponrequcst by the other 
parent. 

3.18 Medical Support - Health Insurance 

Each parent shall provide health insurance coverage t()r the children listed in paragraph 
3.1, as follow's: 

3.18.1 Health Insurance (either check box /\(1), or r.:heck box ;\(2) and complete 
sections Band C. Section D applies ill all cases.) 

A. Evidence: 

B. 

There is .sufficient evidence for the COUlt to determine which parent must provide 
coverage and which parent must contribute a s1Il11certain. Fill in Band C below. 
Findings about insurance: The court makes the following findings: 

Order of Child Support (TMORS, ORS) 
WPF DR01.0fjOO Mandatory (612010) 
RCW 26. 09.175; 26.26.132:'" Page 6 
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" ~ -".--''''~'-------'''---.--'--' ---~·--·--·----··-f 

[ 
. - I Other: Insurance coverage is not available to this 

! [ X ] parent through employment or ul1ion~related i L ........ ______ ._ .. _. __ ... __ L~_2_!_:lrC~~: ... _ ...... _ ........ _. __ . . ........ _---.J ---.-. __ ._ .. _._-_ ...... - .. _-- .'-" 

C. Parties' obligations: 

Theconrt makes the following orders: 

----- .--.--- --------,,..---- .. -. . .. --.. -.-. -- _._-., 
1,-- Sara Stephenson Check Ilt least one of the foUo\ying optjons for i 
i Shata Stephenson 
i each parent. 

.~---- -'-- 'r 
[ ] 

This parent shall provide healthinsurance 
coverage tor the children that is available through 
employment or is union .. rehlted as long as the I 

[X 1 I 
9 r' j 

10 . ~; r-
IJ I 

[X] 

, CDst of such coverage does not exceed 25% of this i 
_. parent's ba~i~ __ SLlppolt Obli8.~ltion . _ . __ m. __ ~ __ . __ .... mj 

This parent shall be excused from the 
I responsibility to provide health insurance coverage 
I and from the responsibjlit~ to providetnonthly I 
, p. aYlnent to\.~a.rc .. ls. the p~-enlJum be.cause: the other I 

12 L_. . __ -L! ___ _ )arent Jrovldes henlthmsurance ~J~yerage. _ .. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

D. Both parties' obligation: 

If the children arc receiving state financed medical coverage, the Division of 
Child Support may enf(Jrcethe responsible parent's monthly premium. 

The parent(s) shall maintain health insurance coverage, if available f(lr the 
children listed in paragraph 3.1, until further order of the COLlrt or until health 
insuranccis no longer available through the parents' employer Grunion and no 
conversion privileges exist to continuc coverage following termination of 
employmcnt. 

A parent who is required under this order to provide healtb insurance coverage is 
liable for any covered health care costs for which tbat parent receives direct 
payment 11-0111 an insurer. 

A parent who is required under this order to provide health insurance coverage 
shall provide proof that slIch coverage is available or not available within 20 days 
of the entry ofthisonlerto the other parent 01' the Washington State Support 
Registry if the parent has been notified or ordered to make payments to the 
Washington State Support Registry. 

If proof that health insurance coverage is available or .!lot available is not provided 
within 20 days, the parent seeking enforcement or the Detlartment of Social and 
Health Services may seek direct enforcement of the coverage tlmmgh the other 

Order of Child Support (TMORS, ORS) LA\V OFFICES OF CARL T. EDWARDS, P.S_ 
WPF OR 01.0500 Mandatory (6/2010) ,1 1<) OCCIDI:NTALWENUr:: SOLTII SUIiI . 41(: 

SlOMTI.E. WASHINGTON 9~1()4 
RCW 26. 09.175: 26.26.132 - Page -; (1061467-1>,100) 
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3.19 

3.20 

parent's employer or union without ttlrther notice to the other parent as provided 
under Chapter 26.18 RCW. 

3.18.2 Change of Circumstances and Enforcement 

A parent required to provide health insurance coverage must notify both the Division of 
Child Support and the other parent when coverage terminates. 

[f the parents' circumstances change, or if the court has not specified how medical 
support shall be provided, the parents' medical slIpportobligations will be enii.mcd as 
proyided.in 
RCW26.1B.170. If a parentcioes notprovicle proof of accessible coverage for the 
children through privateinslitance, a parent maybe required to satisfy his or her medical 
sllpportobHgation by doing one ofthefollowillg, Hstedin order of priority: 

1) Providingor maintaining health insurance coverage through the parent's 
el11ploymcnfor tlniOn at a cost not tQ exceed 25% of that parent's basic support 
obligation; 

2) Contributing the parent's propoliionate share of a monthly premium being paid by 
(he other parent for health insurance coverage for the children listed in para,graph 
3.1 of this oreler, not to exceed 25% ofthe obligated parent's basic suppOl1 
obligation; or 

3) Contributing the parellt's proporti()nateshare ofa monthly premium paid by the 
state if the children receives state-financed nledical coverage through DSHS uncleI' 
RCW 74.09 for which there is an assignment. 

Aparent seeking tocntorce the obligation t<i provide health insqrnnce coverage may 
apply forsuPPOli enforcement services from the Division of Child Support; file a motion 
for contempt (use form WPF DRPSCU 05.01 00, Motion/DeclaratiOI1 for an Order to 
Show Cause re Contempt); or file a petitior1. 

Uninsured Medical Expenses 

Both pare. n. ts .. have allo~J~. · :n to pay their share of uninsured medical e.xpenses. 

Tbe petitioner shall pay-"' . of uninsured medical expenses (unless stated 
otherwise, the petitioner' s propo~tion~~~F? of income ~om the Worksheet, line 
6)and the respondent shall pa~Jt of umnsurecl mecllcalexpenses (unless 
stated othemrise, the responclen.fs propoltional shareofinco1l1c fh)1n the 
WorkSheet 
line 6). 

Back Child Support 

No back child support is owccl at this time. 

Order of C/li1d Support (TMORS, ORS) 
WPF DR 01.0500 M,mdatory (6/2010) 
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3.21 Past Due UnpaidlVIedicaI Support 

No past due unpaid medicalsuppOit is owed at this time. 

3.22 Other Ulwuid Obligations 

No other obligations are owed at this time. 

3.23 Other 

None. 

Presented by: 

LAW OFF1CES OF 
CARL T. EDWARDS, P,S , 

Carl T. Edwards 
WSBA No. 23316 
Attorney for Respondent 

Judge/Comnlissffiner ' 

Approved Jor entry: 
Notice of presentation wai ved: 
LASHER HOLZAPFELL SPERRY 
& EBBERSON, PLLC 

Delney N. Hilen 
WSBA No. 17182 
AHomey for Petitioner 

[X] I apply for full support enforcement services from the DSHS' Division of Child Support 
(DeS). 
(Note: If you ficverreceived TANF, tribalTANF, or AFDC, an annual $25 tee applies if 
over $500 is disbursed on a case, unless the fee is waived by DeS,) 

21 Sara Stephenson 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Order of Child Support (TMORS,ORS) 
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Washington State Child Support Schedule Worksheets 
IXl Propos.ed by [X] SataStephenson [ I State ofWA [ I Other (CSWP) 
Or, [ I Signed by the Judicial/ReviewingOfficer. (CSW) 

Mother Sara Stephenson 
County King 

Father Shata Stephenson 
Case No.1 0·3.06746-2 SEA 

Chi/diren) and Age(s):Shata Liam St~phenson, 10' Satchel Gray Stephenson; 8 

P~rt ):Income (see Instructions, page. 6) 
1. Gross Monthly Income Father Mother 

._.... ~.,.yy:?g~~_~£t~tpal~ries~_ .. _._. " _ _'_~" _"" " __ " __ .. _______ ._. _ ._. _cUQ~~4.:~~... ____ _ .... .. ::. .... 
b.lnterest and OIViqend Income . '. ..... . .. ' - . . . -

· .:=:·::~J~~i~1:~~~[~r~~~~~~~:=:~:=::==~==.~-::~~:.='==. :'= .. ' .. =:=:~.:;" .-~~::~= ~ ':::--= '==~~: ;.= ' .. ::=]~~~~ ~/PDV 
e.Other Income -

~ .. =~=~~~~~~~~~:~~~t~:~~;~:~~=·-'·~=~:=·:~=~~:·:f1~~~4:i~~~ :=:·J~h V 

2. Monthly Deductions from Gross Income 

....... a. :Ln..~~P~.J9_~~.~ {F-.e_cl.~!~ . .?r:dStat~.L .. _Tax Year~!~nual . . . _~ . " .... _._~.1J~~~~~~_. __ .. _.~~f1&~. 
~: E/9f.\L?9.s§..eE~::.ry1~~ic.~r'3.1(§~}f.:,_f?:D:1e-,gy.tl!El(ltIt'_~E:!~....... ..... ._. .. . .... H?.9.L0._ ........ _.~ 21:~~.~4 .. 
c.State IndustriCillnsuranee Deductions 

·:~: riV1i~~at2·~y'njoiilp'!£)§~~iOri~fQtZ~.~"· . '. ___ =~.- ' : ...... _--.•.... ~:=~ 
. . . .. f:l· .Maf1d..".l.tgr:Y.f.1~!l~i9!J!~l~~.f§y.!I1_E:!~~. .. . ..... _ .... ... . ........ .. _ .. _ .. . . 
.. ~ .. _.f, . \/()J:I,J.Qt~!Y .R~!jL~_rn~l~t9°f!triQ~~tl£f1~ __ ..... . ..... .. 
............... 9;.M.~if1_tE:!Il~!1g~.E.~.\fL . .. _. __ .. , .... .. _~ .. _ ..... .. ...... ~_ ... ..... . 

h,NormCiI Business Expenses 
···-·· j ·T bt~1 6ecj'Littioi1s'fr6m ~Grbs's" ln-come' 

(add lines 2a throllgh 2h) 

3. MonthlyNetlneome (line 19minus 2i) 
4. Combined Monthly Net/hearne 

(Iine3 amounts combined) 

5. Basic Child support Obligation (Combined amounts -» 

Shata Liam Stephenson $933.00 
Satchel Gray Stephenson $933.00 

6. Proportional Share of Income 
(eacl1 parent's net income from line 3 divided'by line 4) 
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$1,866.00 

I'" . 

.1..~ 
.368 



Part II: Basic Child Support ObHgation (see Instructions, paqe 7) 
7. Each Parent's Basic Child Support Obligation without consideration ,I' (:.>(;'f', . $"D .~ .16~tS{ p 

of low income limitations (Each parent's Line 6 times Line 5.) "$4;4+9.3-1.. 69. 
8. Calculating low income limitations: Fill in only those thaCapply. 

Self-Support R.eserve: (125% of the Federal Poverty Guideline.) I $1,134.aO 
8. l;L~ed Net Incoroe.~b.ruI..l1.9J!Q1 Ify~s, for each 

.............. P.?!.El.r:lL£:lJ),t~r.tb§.J)E!l~.t,!!!'.P.!iy~~~~O_~~!_9.!!!!~-'----... ,,_. -. c.,_ .. · .. · .. -.-•.•.. ,-- ... .. -- .- ... - .. ~ .. ~ .........•.. -...... .. 
b. J.tl1Qr.tlhlyNet Incomej;.ess Than Self-Support Rese..IYe1 If yes, 
....... .. fQn~.a.J.p?t~~t ... ~D.t§llJh.~PL~.~.~!IlI?tiy.~",~.~Q.P.~ r~J1J!2.,_ .. __ . __ .. _ ... _ ..... . _. . .. .. __ ." ' '' __ ............. . _ 
c. l.§.MQIJ1~!ncome Greater Than Self-SuQQ.Q!1 R.eselY~ If 

yes, for each parent subtract the self-support reserve from line 3. 
If that amount is less than line 7, then enter that amount or the 

_ .... _pre~_mptive~§O p~~ .. chi!g~':'I:'~icl!~~er is: .. 9Eeat~G .. . m .. m._m. ___ •. _ __ ........ . 

9. Each parent's basic child support obligation after calculating 
applicable limitations. For each parent, enter the lowest amount 
from Une 7, 8a • Bc, but not less than the presumptive $50 per 
child. 

'f; J.q. q ti, . ~5Z) 
~+,1~ 

1;/",,& '$ 
.. $686":'69" 

Part III: Health Care, DayCare,and Special Child Rearing Expenses (see Instructions, page 8) 

10. Health Care Expenses 

.............. ~.;.M9.!l.t!JJx.H:~§lI~b.!!!.~_~L~_F!~.~.~.~9. .. f9I._Q.h!!9.\r~nJ .... ___ ......... _ ....... __ 
.... . . ... ~J}nin~.u.r:~2..M.Q.Qt!~y .. t!.~~!.tb ... 9.?!~._~~P.~0~~"~P.f.I!~ ... t.~fQh~Q(r~!l.L ... 

C. Total Monthly Health Care Expenses 
(line 10a plus line 1 Db) 

d. Combined Monthly Health Care Expenses 
(line 10camounts combined) 

1·i. Day Care and Special Expenses 

Father Mother 
. -

•· .. , .. _.'-_,· . .:.w ~~~__ ...... _. __ . __ .. ,;;., .... _ .. __ .. ....•. _ .... __ ... 

L..--___ •. __ .. __ . ___ . ___ . ______ ... _____ ... _ ..... __ .... _ .... _~_ ......... _ .. .. _ .. _-.:._ 

--'''-. ------.-. . :~--. --'--. --. ---.-------.-----.. -1--------=-1--. ---.:-
e,Total Day Care 'andSpeclal Expenses --

(Add lines 11 a through ltd) 

12. Combined Mont.hl.Y Total Day Care and Special Expenses :';!" .,:: 1,';,< 
(line l1eamounts Combined) :);"i:;; h' >., 

13. Total Health Care, Day Care, am! Special Expenses (line 10d ' :'/ '. 
plus line 12) <U~ . .; .•.......• 

14. Each Parent's Obligation for Health Care, Day Care, and Special 
Expenses (multiply each number on line 6 byline 13) 

Part IV: Gross Child Support Obligation 

15. Gross Child SupportObligatiofl lline 9 plus line 14) 

Part V: Child Support Credits (see Instructions, page 9) 

16. Child Support Credits 
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J $1,11~.31 $686.69 



c. Other Ordinary Expenses Credit (describe) 

........ -' 

Part VI: Standard Calculation/Presumptfve Transfer Payment (see Instructions, page 9) 

17. Standard Calculation (line 15 minus line 16d 01'$50 per child 
whichever is greater) 

Part VII: Additional lil.formational Calculations 

18. 45% of each parent'$net income from line 3 (AS x amount from 
line 3 for each parent) 

19. 25% Of each parent's basic support obligation from line 9 (.25 x 
amount from line 9 foreCich parent) 

$1,179.31 $686.69 

$2545.30 $1.480.92 

$294.83 $171.67 

Part VI": Addltionaf Factors for Consideration (see Instructions, page 9) 

20. Household Assets Father's Mother's 
(UsUhe estimated value of all major household assets.) Household Household .......... -a~ReaTE"state----·-" - -- --· ··· ··--- . · ··-"- · · · ...... ...- .... --....... --.-.... --....... I-..c..;..;c.;:;..:::..:..:c;.=_1-.:...:..;;.c::.::-..==-~ 

- -•• _ .. ,',,"' ..... ~ .. _____ . _R ' ... ___ '·. __ •.. ~.w_ ... ____ ._., ... _._. __ . ___ .. _~ .. '" ... ·· .. _~ __ ·· __ ···~_.~~~.M .•. _. __ ""R .. ··· ,' __ ...... vw_v _ _ ... ~·, __ , _.w • ••••• • _ •• w ..... "» ... _" ........ ...... w_ •• _ ....... ,, __ .. ........... ___ .~ . .... , . __ w ... w .. ~y ..... . 

-_'_·'_"w .. ~.~ _____ .... 

21. Household Debt 
(List liens against household assets, extraordinary debt. ) 

a. . I_'~ : ...... - __ .--.- .-: -_. __ .1 ............. _ ..... _ ........ ___ .. _ .....• .... .... -1):--.- .. .......... ---... -............ -.---... ---- .. --.--_ .... ..... -..... ---.. -.. - ... -.. --...... ---... -~ . 
• , ~, '.~, .~. ___ . .. __ " .... _. ___ •• _ ... _.... • . .. .... w .... __ w_ .. w · • • • • .-_._ ..... __ w .... w .. ~ •. "' ... , • • __ • ___ . _, . _ ... __ ....... __ ._ .... _ ....... __ " "._._ .... _ .. _ ._ ..... ~ •• ,' .. _ _ .. 

22. Other Household Income 
a.lncome Of GurrenfSpouse or DomesticPartner 

.. .... (iL~g.tt~~_Q!bI~LP~r~.r~t~ftlJ!.~_?cti9Qt. . . _. __ _ . ___ 
Name ··------·· .. Name·······---· ........... --............ -----.. 

bJncome Of Other AdultsinHousehold ··· ····· .. ···----.. ·Nam·e---............ --.-....... --...... -.. _._- .... ....... _--.. -.... -... ----....... --.------.. -.. -"'-Nan,'e---"--.·,_ww ___ .. ·· .. ".' · .~, .. --.--- . • . - • • _ ...... _ ._·w· ..... , .. _ ... _ ... _. __ .. " .. .. , ~ ........ _. ___ ._. 

-------c·:Gross Tn-c:-o-ri1~··fro .. moveriime·,or-frQm--second 'jObs the· party ····· 
is asking the court to exclude per Instructions, page 8 

_ ... . __ ~: J.f1~Q~~~Qf C~~}I~(!~!:'l(ifE_~ n~!<,1~~ed ~~t!~wrQt~a~t .. __ ._.. . .... _._ 
Name 
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__ ~,~!~£9r:r}~_fE()rTl .9 h!JsI .. ~_LJ pp.~~.___ _ 
Name ._-_ .. --_ ... -... _ .. , .. _.-_."...... . .. . ....•. - .' •... . , ' .• ~ . , ... -.'_ .. _-... _---_ .. ... _ .. -•.. _-_ .. -,-_ ..... . 

Name 

f. . 1(1c()~(;!Ergrt1 . ;\ssi~tar\Ce. .. P~?g@_I12~ ....... . 

. . - ... -.. _ ... 

.. " .F.'.r.~9!.~_fTl ..... .. __ .... _ .. _ ..... __ ..... _ ... ....... _ .. __ ... _ .. ... ___ .. ..... ._ .. _ ... _._ .. _____ ... _ ..... _ .. _ . . . _ .. . . ' ______ __ . __ ... . _._ .... . _ ... _ ..... _____ ._._. _____ ... .. ... _ .. _______ . 
. 

.•.. -....... ,,~ .... -. .~ ....•.. -.--.-.. -___ . __ ._ .. ,.. ~E?9@~ ___________ . __ ._ .. _,_._" _ .c .•. _ __ ...,. . 

__ __ ....... 9.: ·9:~h~r 11'!:~5I~(ges.gr!!?~L. _._,, __ .. ________ .. _., ... , ..... ____ . _____ ....... ___ . _______ .... _ .c_ ..... _ ... ___ .. _ .. __ . 

?.3'-:J~~J.!::~El.~yi!~_1 ncQ.'!!~,J~.E3i'_£!:i_~~L __ . ___ .. _. __ . _____ ._._. __ .. _, ___ . ________ ." _ .. _ .. __ .. " ... ______ ._ ..... ____ . __ ..... __ . __ ._ 
-- -- _. __ .. _ ... _ . .. _. _------------

24. Child Support Owed, Monthly, for BiologicaJor Legal Child(ren) Father's Mothers 
Household Household 

=:=:6L~ilie7.iig~L~.:::::=~~:-:~:: ·_:.'~~·~ .. :~·_ •• :::~,::~~=~:EfoTa]J);es~[i:r:.j'o~:_== :=:·_= .:=~.=::=~ .:~--,~:::-= '.'.".-::. ' : .~=:~=:=~~ 
-·-··- --~~~j~~~f----,---· , .... ,-....... ".,,--.-... ......... ,--.-- ..... ,-........ ~~f~··++~~~··, ·!· +~6 - ' ..... -., .. ,-----.. ,-..... -.-"" ..... ... : ... -.. , .. ,.,-- ....... , .. ---... ,., .. -.. : ., ... . 
25, Other Qhild(ren) Living In . Et;lch Household 

(First name(s) andage(s» ,---.............. .. .. _- _ ............ : . "' .' 

26. Other Factors For Consideration 
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Other Factors For ConsideratIon (continued) (attach additional pages as necessary) 

Signature and Dates 
/ dec/are, under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington, the information 
contained in these Worksheets LG.O.ID pleie , true, and correct. 

FACSIMiLE SIGNATURt=; AT1ACht.iJ 

_ ._._-.,-_ •.. _-- -------- ---_..... -_ .. _-------_._---_ .. __ ..•.....••....... - .. - . 
Mother's Signature Father's Signature 

------_ .-... _-_.--,---- - --
D~e ~W Date City 

Judicial/Reviewing Officer Date 

Worksheet certified by the State of Washington Administrative Office of the Courts. 
Photocopying of the worksheet is permitted. 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
DIVISION ONE 

In re the Marriage of: 

SARA STEPHENSON 

Appellant/Cross-Respondent 
and 

SHATA STEPHENSON 

Respondent/Cross-A ellant 

Jayne Hibbing certifies as follows: 

No. 68507-4-1 

DECLARATION 
OF SERVICE 

On September 14, 2012, I served upon the following true and correct 
copies of the Motion to Continue, Opening Brief of Appellant, and this 
Declaration, by: C) 

__ depositing same with the United States Postal Service, postage p'al'd 
_x_ arranging for delivery by legal messenger. 

Carl Edwards 
419 Occidental Ave. S. 
Suite 407 
Seattle WA 98104-3853 

Delney Hilen 
Lasher Holzapfel 
601 Union, Ste 2600 
Seattle WA 98101 

I certify under penalty of perjury th 

DECLARATION OF SERVICE 
Page 1 of 1 

Javne . bing 
3418 N E 65th Street, SUI 
Seattle, WA 98115 
206-781-2570 


