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I. INTRODUCTION

This appeal arises from the dissolution of the marriage of Troy and

Amber Hansen.  Appellant Troy Hansen owns and operates All City Bail

Bonds, Inc. (ACBB).  The trial court found that ACBB was a community

asset worth $2.89 million—part of a community estate valued at over $9.9

million.  The trial court determined that a 50/50 division of the community

assets  was  fair  and  equitable  and  that  each  party  should  keep  his  or  her

separate property.  In addition to other assets awarded to Amber, the court

required Troy to pay her an “equalizing payment” of $596,704 to achieve

an exactly 50/50 division of the community assets.  The trial court

committed three errors in attempting to implement this clearly defined

distribution and in setting child support.

First,  no  evidence,  let  alone  substantial  evidence,  supports  a

finding  that  Troy  wasted  community  assets  when,  four  months  before

separation, the parties took advantage of a one-time opportunity to acquire

another bail bond business, C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds, which was folded

into the ACBB operation.  Although retirement accounts were cashed out

to enable this acquisition, incurring taxes and early-withdrawal penalties,

Amber knew this was being done and, although she had engaged counsel,

did not object at the time.  Moreover, the undisputed testimony of her

valuation  expert  at  trial,  Steven  Kessler,  was  that  the  transaction  was
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“brilliant,” notwithstanding the costs, and enhanced the couple’s

community assets available for distribution by the trial court.  The net

effect of the trial court’s unsupported finding of waste was to deprive Troy

of $60,068 in community assets that he otherwise would have been

awarded to carry out the 50/50 division of community assets.

Second, the trial court erred in including in the valuation of ACBB

the value of 607 Central  Avenue N. as if  it  were a community asset even

though the court expressly determined it was Troy’s separate property.

The net effect of this error was to deprive Troy of $85,000 in community

assets  that  he  otherwise  would  have  been  awarded  to  carry  of  the  50/50

division of community assets.

Third, the trial court erred in setting Troy’s child support

obligation.  The court set Troy’s support transfer payment at two-and-one-

third times in excess of the statutory economic table yet failed to make the

detailed findings of fact that are required when exceeding the economic

table.  In addition, the trial court then failed to adjust the support transfer

payment after revising the support worksheets to find that Amber’s

income was over $5,000 more than originally found and Troy’s was

$5,374 lower.

This Court should reverse and remand to the trial court with

directions to (1) amend the findings and decree to cure the effects of the
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baseless finding of waste and erroneous valuation of ACBB, including for

an order for Amber to reimburse Troy $145,068 ($60,068 plus $85,000)

plus interest and (2) recalculate the child support with full restitution of

overpayments.

II. ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR AND ISSUES ON APPEAL

A. Assignments of Error.

1. Troy Hansen assigns error to the following findings of fact:
2.7(9) (inclusion of 607 Central Avenue N. in subsection (9)(q)); 2.7(20);
2.8(2)(a) (value of $140,000); 2.11(9); and 2.11(11).

2. In the revised order of child support, Troy assigns error to
the transfer payment amount (item 3.5) and the reasons for deviation (item
3.7).

3. The trial court erred in finding that Troy wasted community
assets in acquiring C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds and in penalizing him
accordingly.

4. The trial court erred in including in the value of a
community  asset,  All  City  Bail  Bonds,  the  value  of  a  parcel  of  real
property found to be Troy’s separate property, 607 Central Avenue N.

5. The trial court erred in (1) failing to make findings of fact
sufficient to justify setting child support at two-and-one-third times in
excess of the economic table and (2) failing to adjust the support transfer
payment after revising the support worksheets to find that Amber’s
income was $5,027 more than originally found and Troy’s was $5,374
lower.

B. Issues.

1. Where  the  record  is  devoid  of  any  evidence  that  Troy
wasted community assets in acquiring C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds, must the
appellate court vacate the trial court’s finding of such nonexistent waste
where that baseless finding resulted in Troy being deprived of $60,068 in
community assets due to him under the 50/50 division ordered by the trial
court and direct the trial court to order full restitution?
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2. Where the trial court erred in including in the value of a
community  asset,  All  City  Bail  Bonds,  the  value  of  a  parcel  of  real
property found to be Troy’s separate property, 607 Central Avenue N., and
this error resulted in Troy being deprived of $85,000 in community assets
due to him under the 50/50 division of community assets ordered by the
trial court, must the appellate court vacate and correct the valuation of All
City Bail Bonds and direct the trial court to order full restitution?

3. Where the trial court erred in (1) failing to make findings of
fact sufficient to justify setting child support at two-and-one-third times in
excess of the economic table and (2) failing to adjust the support transfer
payment after revising the support worksheets to find that Amber’s
income was over $5,000 more than originally found and Troy’s was
$5,374 lower, must the appellate court vacate the erroneous support order
and direct the trial court to recalculate support and order full restitution to
prevent a windfall to Amber?

III. STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A. Troy and Amber Hansen separated after a 12-year marriage.

Troy and Amber were married in 2001, having been in a

committed intimate relationship since 1994.  CP 34 (FOF 2.3).  They

separated in October 2013.  CP 35 (FOF 2.4).  At the time of trial in 2015,

Troy was age 44, and Amber was age 39.  CP 39 (FOF 2.11(1), (8)).

Their two daughters, born during the marriage, were ages 12 and 7 and

attended public schools.  CP 40-41 (FOF 2.16); RP 791-93.
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B. The Hansens’ largest asset was a successful business, All City
Bail Bonds.

Troy founded ACBB, before the marriage, in 1989, and continues

its operation today.  RP 747.  As of trial, ACBB had six physical locations,

in Seattle, Tacoma, Kent, Bellingham, and Mt. Vernon.1  RP 765.

One aspect of the business operation has potential relevance in this

appeal—the maintenance of a “build-up fund” (or BUF).  Troy is

personally liable on the bonds written by ACBB, but maintains surety

insurance to cover the potential obligation in the event of forfeiture by a

defendant.2  RP 293, 308.  Because not all bonds are 100% collateralized,

and there can be costs associated with realizing the value of the collateral,

the insurer requires the bail bond agent to keep cash on hand—a build-up

fund—to protect the insurer in the event of a defendant’s forfeiture.  RP

1291-92.  The fund “builds up” over time as a percentage of the face

amount of each bond is paid into the fund.  RP 843, 1291-92.  This is

required by Troy’s surety insurer, Seneca Insurance, and is standard in the

industry.3  RP 843, 1291-92.

1 Troy is authorized to write bonds in other areas of Washington State and maintains a
local phone number in several cities where ACBB has no physical location.  RP 976.

2 At the time of trial, the total outstanding bond liability was approximately $36 to
$38 million.  RP 189.

3 Seneca’s bail bond surety business is managed by Bail USA, Inc.  RP 185-86, 1288.
Bail USA receives the premium payments and build-up fund contributions from ACBB
and disburses them to the proper accounts.  RP 1288, 1292.
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The build-up fund is held in trust by Troy for Seneca’s benefit.  RP

189-90, 1296.  In the event of a bond forfeiture not paid by ACBB from its

operating account or otherwise, Seneca has the right to direct that the

obligation be paid from the build-up fund.4  RP 188.  Troy has no right to

access the funds without Seneca’s authorization.  RP 188-90, 875, 1305.

From time to time, Seneca has authorized Troy to borrow from the

build-up fund for business and personal purposes, subject to appropriate

security and repayment terms.  Most recently, in 2012, Troy was allowed

to borrow $700,000 from the build-up fund toward the purchase of a

vacation home on Whidbey Island.  RP 856-57.  Seneca required a deed of

trust on the property to secure the loan.  RP 857, 1301-02.

In December 2013, Troy requested to borrow around $100,000

from the build-up fund to pay court-ordered maintenance and attorney’s

fees to Amber.  RP 830-31, 843, 1305.  In exchange, Troy offered Seneca

a first-position lien on real property with sufficient equity.  RP 1340-41.

Seneca rejected this request.  RP 843, 1305.  Seneca will not allow a

company to borrow against a build-up fund if the ratio between the

balance in the fund and the company’s total open bond liabilities is less

4 Seneca, as surety, is the payor of last resort and would only pay in the unlikely event
that the build-up fund were fully depleted.  Seneca has never had to pay a bond for
ACBB.  RP 187.
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than 2%.  RP 1323-24.  Troy ended up borrowing the money to pay

Amber’s fees from a friend.  RP 830-31.

As of September 2014, the build-up fund contained approximately

$697,000.  Exh. 1 at 4.  By the time of trial in 2015, the build-up fund had

grown to $878,528, which was just sufficient to restore the ratio of build-

up funds to open liabilities back to 2%.  CP 36-37 (findings), 46

(spreadsheet, lines 14-16); RP 1303.

C. Four months before separation, in 2013, the Hansens cashed
out IRAs to enable the acquisition of another bail bond
business, C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds, which Amber’s valuation
expert called a “brilliant transaction.”

In June 2013, four months before separation, the Hansens acquired

the assets of another bail bond business, called C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds, in

Tacoma, Washington, including its real property (the business location)

and goodwill.5  RP 678, 766, 851, 853.  The total purchase price was $1.2

million.  RP 224, 240, 853.

Troy had wanted to buy C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds for about 20

years, to enter the Tacoma market for bail bonds and preclude a

competitor from doing the same.  RP 677, 702, 850.  The one-time

opportunity arose in 2013 because the owner, C.J. Johnson, became ill and

could no longer operate the business.  RP 850.  Through the acquisition,

5 Troy did not acquire the liabilities of C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds or a build-up fund.
RP 678, 854.
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IRA funds to enable the purchase of C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds was

“brilliant,” notwithstanding the taxes and penalties incurred:

I think the CJ Johnson acquisition was, frankly, a brilliant
transaction for this company, and I think they’re going to derive
significant cash flows going forward into the future.  I think that’s
why Mr. Hansen did it. If you remember correctly, he liquidated
a retirement account, which, I mean, anyone would say, “Why
would you do that, pay the income tax and pay the 10 percent
penalty?  You’re talking a 45 percent tax rate. And yet it enabled
him to acquire that transaction. He’s the most knowledgeable
person in this room about his business and he believed that was a
good transaction. I believe it was a good transaction.  …  I think
he’s going to derive significant future revenue.

RP 341 (emphasis added); see also RP 313.7

Although no money from the build-up fund was used in acquiring

C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds, for six months following the acquisition, Seneca

allowed Troy to suspend new contributions to the build-up fund to

alleviate the immediate financial pressure of the acquisition, while

recognizing the substantial additional revenue it would ultimately

generate.  RP 841-42, 1298-99, 1320.

D. The Hansens’ other valuable investments included a 39%
interest in a limited liability company, B.H. Properties I, LLC,
which owned a medical building.

In 2006, the Troy and three other investors formed B.H. Properties

I, LLC, and purchased a 13,000 square-foot medical building across the

7 Although Mr. Kessler subsequently disclaimed any intent to opine on “how [the
acquisition]  was  funded”  and whether  there  had been a  waste  of  community  assets,  RP
341-42, his testimony on this issue speaks for itself.
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street from Overlake Hospital in Bellevue, Washington.  RP 82.  The

Hansens invested $390,000 to acquire a 39% interest, which the trial court

found was worth $1,069,000 at the time of trial.8  CP 37 (FOF 2.7(14); RP

82, 699.  Amber’s valuation expert, Mr. Kessler, testified that B.H.

Properties was a “fantastic investment” and “generates a ton of cash flow.”

RP 253.  In 2014, the investment produced $40,627 in annual net cash

flow for the Hansens, or $3,386 per month.  Exh. 116; see also Exh. 58.

While the existing building is leased, the property could be redeveloped

with a new building of at least 100,000 square feet.  RP 125.

E. The trial court divided the community assets 50/50 and
awarded each party his or her separate property.  The court
found that Troy wasted community assets in acquiring C.J.
Johnson Bail Bonds.  The court included a parcel of Troy’s
separate property in the valuation of ACBB, a community
asset.  And  the  court  failed  to  award  the  interest  in  B.H.
Properties, while attributing to Troy its rental income for
purposes of child support.

After a bench trial, the superior court entered orders in April 2015,

including (1) findings of fact and conclusions of law (CP 33-56), (2) a

decree of dissolution (CP 47-53), (3) an order for child support (CP 54-

68), and (4) a parenting plan.

The  trial  court  determined  that  nearly  all  the  parties’  assets  were

community property, amounting to $9,902,547.  CP 35-38 (FOF 2.7-2.8),

8 The other three investors were Darren Bloch (25.5%), Mr. Bloch’s mother (25.5%),
and Lon Hayne (Amber’s stepfather, 10%).  RP 83, 879.
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46 (total community assets).  The court found that it was fair and equitable

to divide the community assets 50/50 (and award each party all of his or

her separate property), and the court entered a decree that was intended to

divide the assets in exactly that proportion.  CP 42 (FOF 3.4); CP 46

(percentage to each party); compare CP 48-51 (decree) with CP 44-46

(spreadsheet).  The court’s award of community assets to Amber included:

the family home in Bellevue, found to be worth $1.6
million;

the Whidbey Island vacation home, found to be worth
$847,000 (the court ordered Troy immediately to satisfy the
$750,000 deed of trust on this property, CP 48 (decree,
item 3.2(a), which he did);

1825 - 112th Avenue NE in Bellevue, found to be worth
$545,000;

525 West James Street in Kent, found to be worth
$250,000;

the  39%  interest  in  B.H.  Properties,  found  to  be  worth
$1,069,000;

and various other assets, all adding up to $4,354,570.  CP 44-46.  In

addition, the decree required Troy to pay Amber $596,704 in cash to bring

her award to $4,951,274 and achieve an exactly 50/50 division of the

community assets.  CP 46 (“equalizing payment”), 49.9

9 The court also awarded Amber her separate property worth $21,370.  CP 46 (total
assets).
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The property at 525 West James Street, awarded to Amber, is near

the King County Regional Justice Center, and Troy had intended to

develop it into a business location for ACBB.  RP 427-28, 573-74.  This

income-producing property was leased for $700 per month in net rental

income.  Exh. 209 at 28.  The home at 1825 - 112th Avenue NE in

Bellevue, also awarded to Amber, was vacant (Troy’s father, who passed

away during the dissolution trial, had lived there during the marriage), had

previously been rented, and could be rented again for income.  RP 403,

747.

The court awarded ACBB to Troy, accepting Mr. Kessler’s

opinion that the business was worth $2.89 million.  CP 36 (FOF 2.7(9));

RP 192.  The court included in the value of this community asset the

property at 607 Central Avenue N. in Kent, worth $170,000, which the

court found was Troy’s separate property.10  CP 36-37 (FOF 2.7(9)(q)), 38

(FOF 2.8(2)(a)), 44 (spreadsheet, line 10(N)); Exh. 1 at Exh. IX (Kent

Building and Land).  Besides ACBB, Troy received other community

assets, including the build-up fund accounts and real properties that are

essential to operation of ACBB, but were valued and awarded separately

10 Troy acquired this property before the marriage, and it was preserved as his
separate property under a prenuptial agreement.  CP 38 (FOF 2.8(2(a)).  In listing Troy’s
separate property, the court inconsistently stated the value of this property as $140,000.
CP 38 (FOF 2.8(2)(a)).  The value determined by Amber’s valuation expert and found by
the court for purposes of valuing ACBB was $170,000.  CP 37 (FOF 2.7(9)(q); Exh. 1 at
Exh. IX (Kent Building and Land).
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from ACBB.  CP 44, 45 (spreadsheet, lines 13-16), 50.  In addition, the

court awarded Troy his separate property, including 607 Central Avenue

N.  CP 38 (FOF 2.8(2)(a)), 40 (decree, item 3.3(6)).11

Notwithstanding Mr. Kessler’s undisputed testimony, the trial

court found that Troy “wasted community assets” in cashing out the IRAs

to  enable  the  acquisition  of  C.J.  Johnson  Bail  Bonds.   CP  38  (FOF

2.7(20)).  The trial court penalized Troy by treating the combined

$120,136 in taxes and penalties as a “predistribution” of assets to Troy,

meaning that his share of the actual assets distributed by the court in its

50/50 division of the community assets was reduced by half that amount

($60,068).  CP 38 (FOF 2.7(20)), 45.

The trial court ordered Troy to pay Amber maintenance of $20,000

per month for five years—a total of $1.2 million.12  CP 51 (decree, item

3.7).  The court also ordered Troy to reimburse Amber for attorney’s fees.

CP 52 (decree, item 3.13).

The  original  decree  was  silent  as  to  whether  the  interest  in  B.H.

Properties was awarded to Troy or Amber. See CP  48-51.   In  a

11 The court omitted 607 Central Avenue N. from its net total of separate assets
awarded to Troy, $59,465.  CP 46 (total assets).

12 While Troy worked full time for ACBB, Amber was a stay-at-home mom
throughout the marriage.  Although she completed courses to obtain a real estate license,
she never worked as a real estate agent.  RP 61.  Following the divorce, she planned to
obtain a college degree and become a registered nurse.  FOF 2.11(3).
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spreadsheet attached to the findings of fact and conclusions of law, B.H.

Properties was in Amber’s column.  CP 45 (spreadsheet, line 18).

Nevertheless, the child support order and worksheets showed only Troy

receiving any rental income and Amber’s only income being maintenance,

even though she had been awarded multiple income-producing properties.

CP 55, 64 (spreadsheet, line 1(e)).

To determine the basic child support obligation, the worksheets

used the figures set forth in the statutory economic table for a family with

combined monthly net income of $12,000 ($1,440 for the older child and

$1,165 for the younger).  CP 64; see RCW 26.19.020.  The court then

determined the standard calculation, based on the parties’ proportionate

shares of the family’s combined monthly net income.  CP 65.  (The court

did  not  credit  either  Troy  or  Amber  for  any  amounts  paid  for  goods  and

services for the children; the court divided these expenses 50/50.  CP 58.)

This resulted in a transfer payment from Troy to Amber of $1,863.  CP 66.

The court increased the transfer payment to $4,000 ($2,000 per child) as

an upward deviation under RCW 26.19.075, stating the following reasons:

1. The parents[’] combined monthly income exceeds $12,000
net per month.

2. The children’s needs and the family’s historical child-
related expenses.

3. Tax planning.
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4. Wealth.

CP 56.

F. On post-trial motions, the trial court entered (1) an amended
decree  that  awarded the  interest  in  B.H.  Properties  to  Amber
and (2) an amended child support order that recognized
additional income to Amber and reduced income to Troy, but
did not modify Troy’s monthly transfer payment.

Amber filed a motion to “clarify” the decree, including to confirm

that she was awarded the interest in B.H. Properties.  CP 383.  In response,

Troy agreed that the decree should be corrected to reflect that the interest

in  B.H.  Properties  was  awarded  to  Amber.   CP 393.   Troy  also  raised  a

further point for correcting, noting that the trial court had included 607

Central Avenue, which is Troy’s separate property, in the value of ACBB,

a community asset.  CP 395-96.

Meanwhile, Troy filed a motion for reconsideration of the order for

child support.  CP 69-72.  Troy argued that (1) the standard calculation

should be modified because the underlying income figures presumed that

the interest in B.H. Properties, with its attendant rental income, was

awarded to Troy; (2) deviation upward was not appropriate and, in any

event, was not supported by the findings; and (3) minimum wage income

should be imputed to Amber.  CP 69-72.

While the post-trial motions were pending, Troy carried out

transfers of assets to Amber under specific deadlines as called for by the
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decree, and Amber’s attorney executed a full satisfaction of judgment.

See RP  1254;  CP  80.   The  parties  presumed  that  the  interest  in  B.H.

Properties had been awarded to Amber.  RP 1254.  Meanwhile, Troy filed

a notice of appeal, CP 85-121, and Amber filed a notice of cross appeal.

CP 445-47.

At subsequent post-trial hearings, Judge Benton stated that she had

intended to award the interest in B.H. Properties to Troy.  RP 1243, 1254-

57.  This would have meant ordering Troy pay Amber an additional

$1,069,000—the value of the interest in B.H. Properties—to maintain a

50/50 division of the community assets. See CP 45 (spreadsheet, line 18),

46 (percentage to each party); RP 1245, 1257-58.  Both parties opposed

this  resolution  and  asked  the  court  instead  to  award  the  interest  in  B.H.

Properties to Amber, which the court ultimately did by way of an amended

decree.  RP 1254-60, 1262; CP 466.  Amber’s attorney executed a second

full satisfaction of judgment, relative to the amended decree.  CP 376-77.

The award of the interest in B.H. Properties to Amber meant that

she, not Troy, would receive the (at least) $3,386 in monthly net rental

income from B.H. Properties, requiring amendment of the child support

worksheets. See CP 64; Exh. 116.  The trial court amended the child

support order and worksheets to reflect that change.  CP 449, 458.  The

court added to Amber’s income the $3,386 from B.H. Properties and
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imputed income of $1,641 per month, bringing her monthly gross income

to $25,027—a total increase of $5,027 per month.  CP 449.  But the court

did not find that Troy’s income was reduced by just the $3,386 from B.H.

Properties; it found the reduction to be $5,374. Compare CP 55 with CP

449.  The result of the income adjustments was to reduce Troy’s transfer

payment under the standard calculation from $1,862.58 to $1,708.88,

because he would receive a smaller proportion of the parties’ combined

monthly net income.  CP 450, 460.

Notwithstanding that Amber’s income increased by $5,027 per

month and Troy’s decreased by $5,374, the court did not modify its order

that Troy pay $4,000 per month as an upward deviation. See CP 450.

When Troy’s counsel argued that the additional support was not needed

given the shift in income, the court commented, “I don’t think this has

ever been about need.”  RP 1279.  The court further stated that the shift in

income was “not appreciable.”  RP 1279.  And the court reasoned that it

was a “good thing” for Troy to pay “more than he is legally required” in

case the children were ever to see the support order as adults:

You know, the children have a lot, but sort of the unspoken rule is
that their dad is giving them extra is a good thing for them to think
should they ever come across these documents, more  than  he  is
legally required to do so, because then they know they got a fair
shake too.

And I’m not talking at this age, but if they should look at this after
they turn 18 and wonder, you know, what really happened, they’ll
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see that, you know, the father went above and beyond what he
needed to do.  And that’s a good thing.

RP 1280 (emphasis added).

Troy filed a second notice of appeal, CP 378-81, and the two

appeals were consolidated by this Court for review.

IV. ARGUMENT

A. Standard of review.

This  Court  reviews  the  discretionary  decisions  reflected  in  a

division  of  marital  assets  or  a  child-support  order  for  an  abuse  of

discretion. Marriage of Muhammad, 153 Wn.2d 795, 803, 108 P.3d 779

(2005); Marriage of Booth, 114 Wn.2d 772, 776, 791 P.2d 519 (1990).  A

court abuses its discretion if its decision is manifestly unreasonable or

based on untenable grounds or reasons:

A court’s decision is manifestly unreasonable if it is outside the
range of acceptable choices, given the facts and the applicable
legal standard; it is based on untenable grounds if the factual
findings are unsupported by the record; it is based on untenable
reasons  if  it  is  based  on  an  incorrect  standard  or  the  facts  do  not
meet the requirements of the correct standard.

Marriage of Littlefield, 133 Wn.2d 39, 47, 940 P.2d 1362 (1997).

Findings of fact must be supported by substantial evidence in the

record. Thorndike v. Hesperian Orchards, Inc., 54 Wn.2d 570, 575, 343

P.2d 183 (1959); Marriage of Rockwell (“Rockwell I”), 141 Wn. App.

235, 242, 170 P.3d 572 (2007).  The appellate court will vacate a finding
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of fact if it is not supported by substantial evidence. Marriage of Rideout,

150 Wn.2d 337, 352, 77 P.3d 1174 (2003).  “Substantial evidence exists if

the record contains evidence of a sufficient quantity to persuade a fair-

minded, rational person of the truth of the declared premise.” Marriage of

Griswold, 112 Wn. App. 333, 339, 48 P.3d 1018 (2002).  The court’s

findings of fact must in turn support its conclusions of law and decree.

Rockwell I, 141 Wn. App. at 242.

Interpretation of a statute is a question of law, reviewed de novo by

the appellate court. Marriage of McCausland, 159 Wn.2d 607, 615, 152

P.3d 1013 (2007).

B. No evidence, let alone substantial evidence, supports the trial
court’s finding that Troy wasted community assets in the
“brilliant transaction” of acquiring C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds.

In distributing a marital estate, the trial court may consider a

spouse’s waste or concealment of assets. Marriage of Wallace, 111 Wn.

App. 697, 708, 45 P.3d 1131 (2002).  “Waste” has been characterized as

“gross fiscal improvidence [or] the squandering of marital assets[.]” Id.,

quoting Marriage of Steadman, 63 Wn. App. 523, 528, 821 P.2d 59

(1991). See, e.g., Marriage of Griswold, 112 Wn. App. 333, 48 P.3d 1018

(2002) (wife was responsible for lack of maintenance of home resulting in

significant depreciation); Wallace, 111 Wn. App. at 708 (husband
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transferred assets to relatives for no consideration and without wife’s

knowledge or consent).

Here, no evidence supports the finding that Troy wasted

community assets in cashing out IRAs to enable the acquisition of C.J.

Johnson Bail Bonds.  Troy testified that he believed this was a “wise”

move in  that  it  allowed the  IRA funds  to  be  invested  more  productively.

RP 881-82; see also RP 723.  Mr. Kessler similarly testified that it was a

“brilliant transaction” notwithstanding the taxes and penalties because “it

enabled [Troy] to acquire that transaction [sic].”  RP 341.  There was no

contrary testimony.13  Moreover, the transaction added community value

to ACBB, and Amber received half that value.  The undisputed testimony

is that there was a transfer of value to obtain increased value, not waste.

Furthermore, a spouse’s conduct is not deemed wasteful where the

other spouse knew of the conduct, had access to relevant financial

information, and did not object. See Marriage of Williams, 84 Wn. App.

263, 271, 927 P.2d 679 (1996) (holding that substantial evidence

supported a finding that wife’s using credit cards to gamble was not

wasteful where husband “had access to the cards and knew ‘approximately

what was going on’”).  Amber knew that Troy was cashing out the IRAs

13 In addition, although the court found that both the taxes and the penalties
constituted waste, no evidence was presented that the funds would have been fully tax
exempt even if not withdrawn early.
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and using the proceeds toward the acquisition of C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds.

Amber testified on direct examination that she and Troy had discussed

doing exactly this.  RP 421.  Even if she did not know that taxes and early-

withdrawal penalties would be incurred, she had access to that

information. See Williams, 84 Wn. App. at 271.  Indeed, besides asking

Troy, she could easily have learned the consequences of cashing out an

IRA from a financial advisor or Internet search.14  RP 421.

Amber’s attorney argued during the trial that Troy deliberately

used the IRA proceeds in anticipation of divorce, in a scheme to tie up the

cash in a business asset that could not be awarded to Amber, and that he

“could have done something else” to obtain the capital to acquire C.J.

Johnson Bail Bonds.15  RP 525, 1034.  But no evidence was presented of

any such alternate source.  Any suggestion that Seneca would have

authorized Troy to borrow from the build-up fund to finance the

acquisition is pure speculation; there was no testimony to that effect.  To

the contrary, the evidence indicated a strong likelihood that such a

hypothetical request would have been rejected:   Troy had just borrowed

$700,000 the previous year, and when Troy asked to borrow $100,000 six

14 See note 6, supra.  Furthermore, although Amber did not have an attorney review
the details of the acquisition, she was represented by counsel at the time and informed her
attorney of it.  RP 526-27, 555.

15 Amber was the party who filed for divorce, not Troy.
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months  after  the  C.J.  Johnson  Bail  Bonds  acquisition,  Seneca  outright

rejected the request.  RP 843, 856-57, 1305.

This Court’s decision in Steadman cannot justify upholding the

finding of waste here, as that case is readily distinguishable.  In Steadman,

the court charged the husband with tax delinquency penalties resulting

from his deliberate and unnecessary failure to pay taxes when due.  63

Wn. App. at 528.  Here, Troy did not fail to pay any taxes, nor did he incur

delinquency penalties; he incurred ordinary income taxes and early-

withdrawal penalties, which were the necessary and justifiably incurred

price of cashing out the IRAs to enable the community to take advantage

of the one-time opportunity to acquire C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds.

There is no evidence that Troy manipulated or misappropriated

marital assets for his own personal financial gain.  As Mr. Kessler

testified, the acquisition of C.J. Johnson Bail Bonds was a “brilliant

transaction” notwithstanding the taxes and penalties incurred.  RP 341.

Cashing out the IRAs was not negatively productive conduct, like

neglecting maintenance of an asset, giving away assets for no

consideration, or needlessly incurring penalties by failing to pay taxes.

Rather, it enabled the funds to be used in a more productive investment.

And because ACBB was characterized as a community asset, the

community received the benefit of that acquisition in that the enhanced
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value of ACBB significantly increased the pool of community assets of

which Amber received 50%.

This Court should reverse and remand for amendment of the

findings  and  decree,  including  an  order  for  Amber  to  reimburse  Troy

$60,068 of the equalization payment, plus interest from the date of the

decree. See RAP 12.8; Marriage of Rockwell (“Rockwell II”), 157 Wn.

App. 449, 454, 238 P.3d 1184 (2010).

C. The  trial  court  erred  in  including  in  the  valuation  of  a
community asset, All City Bail Bonds, the value of a parcel of
real property found to be Troy’s separate property, 607
Central Avenue N.

The trial court found that ACBB was community property and that

607 Central Avenue N. was Troy’s separate property and awarded both to

Troy.  Yet, in its findings regarding the value of ACBB, the trial court

included the value of 607 Central Avenue N.  This treatment was

inconsistent with the finding that 607 Central Avenue N. was Troy’s

separate property and with the award of that asset to him independent of

ACBB.  The result was in effect to award Amber 50% of Troy’s separate

property as if it were community and to deprive Troy of the full benefit of

his separate property.   The trial court’s findings of fact and conclusions of

law thus are not consistent with each other and do not support the decree.

See Rockwell I, 141 Wn. App. at 242.
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The trial court determined that ACBB was worth $2.89 million,

including the $170,000 value of 607 Central Avenue N.  Excluding 607

Central Avenue N., ACBB would have been worth at least $170,000 less.

As a result of the trial court’s error, Troy was deprived of half that amount

($85,000), which should have been awarded to him to achieve the decreed

50/50 division of community assets.

Taken together, the trial court’s two errors in its property division

deprived Troy of $145,068 ($60,068 plus $85,000) in community assets.16

To achieve the 50/50 division the court found was fair and equitable,

Troy’s equalization payment to Amber of $596,704 should have been

$145,068 less, or $424,636. See CP 46 (“equalizing payment”), 49.  This

Court should reverse and remand for correction of the findings and decree,

including an order for Amber to reimburse Troy $145,068, plus interest

from the date of the decree. See RAP 12.8; Rockwell II, 157 Wn. App. at

454.

16 The reimbursement amounts are 50%, rather than 100%, of the amounts
erroneously credited to Troy because those amounts were added to the overall pool of
community assets, which was divided 50/50, and now must be subtracted from the pool.
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D. The trial court failed to make required findings and abused its
discretion in setting Troy’s child support obligation, requiring
vacation of the support order.

1. Detailed findings of fact are required to exceed the
economic  table  for  child  support,  as  the  trial  court  did
here.

The uniform child support schedule and standards in chapter 26.19

RCW apply to all proceedings in which child support is determined or

modified. RCW 26.19.035(1)(c).  In establishing a uniform schedule, the

legislature intended “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.” RCW 26.19.001.  It also intended to insure that the child support

obligation is “equitably apportioned between the parents.” Id.

The first step in setting child support is to determine the “basic

child support obligation,” based on the parents’ combined monthly net

income and the number and ages of the children.  RCW 26.19.011(1),

.020; McCausland,  159  Wn.2d  at  611.   An economic  table  sets  forth  the

presumptive obligation for combined monthly net incomes up to and

including $12,000.  RCW 26.19.020, .065(3).

Here, the parties’ combined monthly net income exceeded

$12,000.  “When combined monthly net income exceeds twelve thousand

dollars,  the  court  may exceed  the  presumptive  amount  of  support  set  for
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combined monthly net incomes of twelve thousand dollars upon written

findings of fact.”  RCW 26.19.065(3); RCW 26.19.020.  The statute thus

“gives the trial court discretion to exceed the economic table but limits the

exercise of that discretion by requiring the court to support its decision to

exceed the economic table with written findings of fact.” McCausland,

159 Wn.2d at 20.

The standard for determining support in excess of the economic

table is “the necessity for and reasonableness of the amount considering

all of the circumstances.” Marriage of Daubert, 124 Wn. App. 483, 498,

99 P.3d 401 (2004), abrogated on other grounds by McCausland, 159

Wn.2d  607.   The  court  may not  extrapolate  from the  economic  table  for

incomes above $12,000, even if the extrapolated amount is supported by

written findings of fact. McCausland, 159 Wn.2d at 619.  “[T]he amount

of child support must be based on the correlation to the child’s or

children’s needs.” Id. at 619 n.6.  “[T]he intent of the statute is to ensure

that awards of child support meet the child’s or children’s basic needs and

to provide additional support ‘commensurate with the parents’ income,

resources, and standard of living.’” Id. at 617, quoting RCW 26.19.001.

Cursory findings are not sufficient to justify setting a support

amount exceeding the schedule for families whose combined monthly net

income exceeds $12,000. McCausland, 159 Wn.2d at 620.  The findings
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must “demonstrate that the trial court properly exercised its discretion in

making the award.” Id. (emphasis in original).  Moreover, the findings

should demonstrate that the court considered, at minimum, the

“Daubert/Rusch” factors:  “(1) the parents’ standard of living, and (2) the

children’s special medical, educational, or financial needs[.]”

McCausland, 159 Wn.2d at 620, citing Daubert, 124 Wn. App. 483, and

Marriage of Rusch, 124 Wn. App. 226, 98 P.3d 1216 (2004), abrogated

on other grounds by McCausland, 159 Wn.2d 607.17  The  court  is  not

limited to consideration of those factors. Id.

After determining the basic support obligation, the court must

determine the gross support obligation by adding any extraordinary health

care, day care, or other special child-rearing expenses the court deems

necessary and reasonable.18  RCW 26.19.080(2)-(4).  The court must then

allocate the gross support obligation and special expenses between the

parents proportionally, based on each parent’s share of the combined

monthly net income.  RCW 26.19.080(1)-(3).

17 McCausland overruled both Daubert and Rusch to the extent that these decisions
approved of extrapolation, but also held that the other factors considered in these cases
were proper considerations for the trial court. McCausland, 159 Wn.2d at 620.

18 These  expenses  are  not  included  in  the  basic  support  obligation  set  forth  in  the
economic table.   RCW 26.19.080(2), (3).  The court here divided the expenses 50/50 and
excluded them from the child support calculation.
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This process results in the “standard calculation.” RCW

26.19.011(8).  The court ordinarily may deviate upward or downward

from the standard calculation upon entry of written findings of fact,

subject to the limitations of RCW 26.19.075.  But deviation does not apply

and cannot be done where, as here, the court has set the basic support

obligation in excess of the economic table. Marriage of Scanlon, 109 Wn.

App. 167, 176, 34 P.3d 877 (2001).  The standard calculation, subject to

deviation where applicable, is the basis for the “support transfer

payment”—the amount the court orders one parent to pay another.  RCW

26.09.011(9).

2. The trial court failed to make findings of fact sufficient
to justify the support obligation it imposed on Troy.

Here, the trial court set the basic support obligation in excess of the

presumptive support amounts for combined monthly net incomes of

$12,000, set forth in the economic table.  CP 450 (revised support order,

item 3.5); RCW 26.19.020.  Troy’s monthly transfer payment would have

been $1,709 for both children under the standard calculation.  CP 450

(revised support order, item 3.6), 460 (revised support worksheet, line 17).

The court increased this amount by more than two and one third, ordering

him to pay $4,000 per month (an even $2,000 per child) based solely on

the following reasons:
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1. The parents[’] combined monthly income exceeds $12,000
net per month.

2. The children’s needs and the family’s historical child-
related expenses.

3. Tax planning.

4. Wealth.

CP 450 (revised support order, item 3.7).  These cursory findings do not

meet the requirement to “demonstrate that the trial court properly

exercised its discretion in making the award,” nor do they demonstrate

that the court considered the Daubert/Rusch factors. McCausland, 159

Wn.2d at 620 (emphasis in original).

First, the finding that the Hansens’ combined monthly net income

exceeds $12,000 does nothing to justify the transfer payment amount set

by the court.  It merely states the factual basis for the court’s authority in

this case to consider exceeding the economic table. Daubert, 124 Wn.

App. at 495.19

Second, the reference to the children’s needs and historical child-

related expenses is vague, and the record is devoid of any indication that

undertook any analysis of the children’s actual needs or expenses.  Indeed,

19 That the court erroneously characterized the increased support amount as a
deviation rather than an exercise of discretion to exceed the economic table, see CP 450
(revised support order, items 3.7, 3.8); Scanlon, 109 Wn. App. at 176, does not avoid the
requirement of detailed written findings to support he award.  RCW 26.19.075(3)
(requiring findings with specific reasons for deviation); see also Marriage of Choate, 143
Wn. App. 235, 242-43, 177 P.3d 175 (2008); Scanlon, 109 Wn. App. at 179.
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the trial court disclaimed any intent to consider need, stating, “I don’t

think this has ever been about need.”  RP 1279.  And because the court

required each parent to contribute 50/50 to the children’s expenses not

included in the transfer payment, their historical needs were fully met

under the standard calculation.  CP 58.

Third, “tax planning” is vague, and no evidence was presented

regarding child support and tax planning.20

Finally, “wealth” is also vague, and one can only presume that the

court intended to refer to the wealth of both parents (the court evenly

divided a $9.9 million estate), and this would not justify an increased

transfer payment.  “The mere ability of either or both of the parents to pay

more, whether based on consideration of income, resources or standard of

living, is not enough to justify ordering more support.” Daubert, 124 Wn.

App. at 498, citing Scanlon, 109 Wn. App. at 179-80.  Although the

parents’ standard of living is one of the Daubert/Rusch factors, and child

support should “prevent[] a harmful reduction in a child’s standard of

20 Mr. Kessler’s calculations all presumed that Troy would pay $4,000 per month in
child support.  Exh. 58.  In terms of tax planning, both parties would actually benefit by
reducing the amount of child support relative to maintenance. See CP 75.
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living,” Marriage of Mattson, 95 Wn. App. 592, 599, 976 P.2d 157

(1999), possession of wealth is not the same as a standard of living.21

Nor is there any indication that the children would sustain any

reduction in their standard of living while at their mother’s home, absent

the additional support.  “Generally, when an obligor parent is ordered to

pay an amount of support that exceeds the economic table, that parent

enjoys substantial wealth in contrast to the oblige parent who lives in

comparatively modest circumstances.” Scanlon, 109 Wn. App. at 179.

Such is not the case here.

3. The trial court failed to account for a significant shift in
the  parties’  incomes  after  entry  of  the  original  child
support order, resulting in a transfer payment amount
the court candidly acknowledge was greater than could
be required by law.

The  arbitrariness  of  the  transfer  payment  amount  set  by  the  trial

court was illustrated and enhanced by the court’s refusal to adjust the

amount when it amended the support order to increase Amber’s monthly

income by $5,027 and decrease Troy’s by $5,374, reducing the income

disparity by more than $10,000 per month.  (Even this adjustment did not

account for the $700 per month in rental income Amber could receive

from 525 West James Street and yet more income she could receive from

21 Furthermore, “[c]hild support is not intended to be used to equalize the standard of
living of the parents’ households.  That is the function of maintenance.” Daubert, 124
Wn. App. at 498 n.2.
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renting 1825 - 112th Avenue NE in Bellevue. See RP 403, 747.)  With

due respect to the trial court, this was an “appreciable” change that

warranted reconsideration and adjustment of the transfer payment.  RP

1279.

The trial court’s acknowledgment in denying reconsideration that it

was ordering Troy to pay “more than he is legally required,” and justifying

this on the basis that the children might one day see the support papers and

see this as a “good thing,” strongly suggests that the support amount

ordered is not grounded in the appropriate factors.  RP 1280.  What the

children would learn in such hypothetical circumstances is that their father

was forced to follow baseless court orders and that the courts have

limitless discretion to exceed the guidelines and boundaries set by law.

This does not accord with the purposes of the child support statute or

precedent.

This Court should reverse and remand for a determination of child

support, which should include an order for restitution under RAP 12.8,

with interest. See Marriage of Stern, 68 Wn. App. 922, 932-33, 846 P.2d

1387 (1993).

V. CONCLUSION

This Court should reverse and remand to the trial court with

directions to (1) amend the findings and decree to cure the effects of the
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people attended: 

Petitioner Amber Hansen 
Petitioner's attorney Cynthia Whitaker 
Respondent Troy Hansen 
Respondent's attorney Alan S. Funk and Ruth Edlund 

Witnesses for petitioner: 
Steve Kessler, CPA 
Cloie Johnson MEd 
William Porter CPA 
Britta Bacon 
Cathy Hayne 
Darren Bloch 
Kristi Bide 
Lon Hayne 
Melissa Ames 
Rachel Davis 
Amber Hansen 
Troy Hansen 
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Witnesses for respondent 
Aaron Burchak 
AlanL. Pope 
Amber Hansen 
Brent Hansen 
Cheryl Burns 
CJ Johnson 
Darren Bloch 
Dave Taveras 
Hikao Hansen 
James Johanson 
Lacey Askew 
Matt Bacon, MAl 
Neil J. Beaton 
Richard Hansen 
Sidney J. Starr 
Troy Hansen 
William Porter 

13 II. Findings of Fact 

14 Upon the basis of the court records, the court Finds; 

15 2.1 Residency of Petitioner 

16 l. The Petitioner is a resident of the state of Washington. 

1 7 2. The respondent appeared and responded. 

18 
2.2 Basis of Personal Jurisdiction Over the Respondent 

19 
1. The respondent is currently residing in Washington. 

20 
2. The parties lived in Washington during their marriage and both parties continue to reside in 

21 this state. 

22 3. The parties may have conceived a child while within Washington. 

23 
2.3 Date and Place of Marriage 

24 

25 
I. The parties were married on 5/1212001 at Seattle, Washington. 

2. The parties were in a Committed Intimate Relationship beginning in 1994. 
26 
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2.4 

2.5 

2.6 

2.7 

Status of the Parties 

Petitioner and respondent separated on 10/1112013, the date this action was filed. 

Status of Marriage 

The marriage is irretrievably broken and at least 90 days have elapsed since the date the 
petition was filed and since the date the summons was served. 

Separation Contract or Prenuptial Agreement 

1. A written prenuptial agreement was executed on 5/3/200 I. 

2. On 11121/2014, the court held that the Prenuptial Agreement is substantively fair and 
enforceable because it provides that the investments made by ABCC since marriage and the 
profits and appreciation from those investments, regardless of the accounts through which 
income passed to make the investments or the name in which they are held, are communily 
property. 

3. The Prenuptial Agreement makes all income of ACBB, including money from its investments 
as well as its provision of bail bond services and all of Respondent's earnings from ACBB, 
communiiy property. All of Respondent's earnings from and a!l income of ACBB remain 
community property. The character of the community income is not changed by Respondent 
depositing it into accounts in his name, even if those accounts were l<'lbded as his separate 
property in the Agreement. The record evidence does not include tracing of separate property 
assets by the Respondent. · 

4. Respondent controlled all bank accounts, both personal and business accounts from the time 
of the prenuptial agreement through the dissolution. · 

Community Property 

The parties have the following real and personal community property: 

I. The real property located at 929 Sunset Way, Bellevue, WA with a value of $1,600,000 and 
no encumbrance. This property was purchased shortly after marriage. The acquisition of the 
property is referenced in the Prenuptial Agreement which reflects that the down payment 
would come from funds held in ACBB and that the property would be community property. 
The quit daim deed from wife to husband nine days prior to purchase of the property was not 
intended to create separate property of husband. The deed was not a "good faith" transaction, 
but rather was the result of husband's dominance of wife. 

2. The real property located at 1825- 112!h Ave NE, Bellevue, WA with a value of $545,000 and 
an encumbrance of $109,000 which is husband's separate debt. This property was acquired 
prior to marriage while living in a committed intimate relationship. The prenuptial agreement 
confirmed that the property was jointly owned. 
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3. The real property located at 9650 Hilltop Rd., Bellevue, WA with a value of$1,700,000 and 
an encumbrance owing to Chase Bank of$359.000. This property was acquired during 
marriage with earnings and income from ACBB. 

4. The real property located at 3694 Oceanside Dr., Whidbey Island, WA with a value of 
$847,000. It is encumbered by a lien held by Seneca Insurance company, which is not an 
actual debt but rather collateral for contingent liability of ACBB. This property was acquired 
during marriage with earnirigs and income from ACBB. The quit claim deed from wife to 
husband at purchase of the property was not intended to create separate property of husband. 
The deed was not a "good faith" transaction, but rather was the result of husband's dominance 
of wife and his claim that the fmancing of the purchase required the property to be in his sole 
name. 

5. The real property located at 620 South ll<h St., Tacoma, WA with a value of $400,000. This 
was acquired during marriage with earnings and income from ACBB and is held in both 
parties' names. Jt is encumbered by a deed of trust owing to CJ Johnson, which bas a balance 
of approximately $248,000. 

6. The real property located at 3118 Broadway, Everett, WA, with a value of $276,000 and no 
encumbrance. This property was acquired during marriage with earnings and income from 
ACBB. The quit claim deed from wife to husband at purchase of the property was not 
intended to create separate property of husband. The deed was not a "good faith" transaction, 
but rather was the result ofhusbnnd's dominance of wife and his claim that the fmancing of 
the purchase required the properly to be in his sole name. The deed was also without 
consideration. 

7. The real property located at 3120 Broadway, Everett, WA with a value of$171,000 and no 
encumbrance. This property was acquired during marriage with earnings and income from 
ACBB. The quit claim deed from wife to husband at purchase of the property was not 
intended to create separate property of husband. The deed was not a "good faith" transaction, 
but ra!her was the resuJt of husband's dominance of wife and his claim that the financing of 
the purchase required the property to be in his sole name. The deed was also without 
consideration. 

8. The real property located at 525 West James St., Kent, WA with a value of $250,000 and no 
toncurnbrance. This properly was acquired during marriage with earnings and income from 
ACBB. The quit claim deed from wife to husband at purchase of the property was not 
intended to create separate property of husband. The deed was not a "good faith" transaction, 
but rather was the result of husband's dominance of wife and his claim that the fmancing of 
the purchase required the property to be in his sole name. 

9. All City Bail Bond, Joe. which has a value of $2,890,000, including the following: 

a. d/b/a Cascade Bail Bond 
b. d/b/a CJ Johnson Bail Bond 
c. eight other locations in the state of Washington 
d. Bank of America #6609 which is the business operating account 
e. Key Bank Client Trust Account #0043 with a balance $16,873 
f. Key Bank Client Trust Account #0035 with balance of$187,875 
g. Key Bank Client Trust Account #1782 
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h. Fortune Bank #6842 
1. Fortune Bank/Homestreeet #2723 
j. Home Street CDARS Client Trust Account #1971 with a fund balance of $401,153 as 

of9!30!2014 
k. Homestreet CD #60103 with a balance of$109,300 as of 1211/2014 
I. American Express Points as a result of charging on the business American Express 

credit card #3300 
m. 1990 Nissan Truck valued at $3,995 
n. 1983 Toyota SR5 Truck valued at $2,000 
o. 2004 VW Bug valued at $3,532 
p. 2013.Ford Explorer valued at $25,040 
q. Real property located at 607 Central Ave. No, Kent, W A valued at $170,000 with no 

encumbrance, which is husband's separate property 
r. Receivables due from Wimer, Joslin, Fortune, Lundberg and Hansen totaling 

$184,831 
s. Amount owing to Bank of America Line of Credit #6609 of $89,000 
t. Trust account liability in the amount of $605,760 
u. All bond liability and all collateral securing the liability. 
v. Possible liability from Grier v. ACBB, lawsuit in Clark County for vicarious liability 

for actions of a bond agent 

10. Bank accounts in the husband's name as follows: 

a Bank of America #2244 

1 L Bank accounts and Certificates of Deposit which are Build Up Funds for All City Bail Bond 
14 but are the personal property of the parties 

15 a. First National BUF #2340 in the approximate amount of$319,868 
b. Greenville CD BUF #3955 in the approximate amount of$227,197 

16 c. Firstar CD BUF #2557 in the approximate amount of$100,803 
d. Compass CD BUF #7528 in the approximate amount of$230,660 

17 

18 12. Bank accounts in the wife's name as follows: 

19 a. US Bank #4447 

20 
13. An investment with Eastside Investors consisting of investments in various stocks, with a 

21 value to the parties of approximately $39,000 as oflll19/20 14. 

22 14. A 39% interest in BH Properties I, LLC which LLC owns a commercial building located in 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Bellevue. The parties interest in this investment has a value of $1,069,000. 

15. Retirement accounts as follows: 

a. Schwab IRA #4480 in the name of the wife with a value of $3,343 
b. American Funds IRA #329/11 in the name of the wife with a value of $3,929 
c. Schwab lRA #8930 in the name of the husband with a value of $54 
d. Schwab IRA #6582 in the name of the husband with an approximate value of$30,000. 
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1 e. 

2 16. Vehicles as follows:-
a. 1986 Chevrolet Silverado with a value of$3,000 

3 b. 1997 Toyota 4Runnerwith a value of$2,815 
c. 2003 Harley Fat Boy motorcycle with a value of $8,995 

4 d. 2009 Me~cedes Ben>: GL 550 with a value of$29,198 

5 

6 

7 

17. AlaskaAirLinemiles: $100.00 

18. NY Life insurance policy #6230 on the life of the husband. 

19. Two accounts for the benefit of the children: Washington Federal #0136 ($9,6 I 7) and 
8 Washington Federal #3542 ($100,000). 

9 20. Bus band wasted community assets by cashing out IRA accounts totaling $242,211 and 
incurring tax penalties ($24,221) and additional federal income tax ($95,915) and he should be 

10 charged with the penalty and additional tax in the total amount of$120, 136 as 
predistribntions of property to him. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

2.8 

23 2.9 

24 

25. 

26 

Separate Property 

1. The petitioner has the following real or personal separate property: 

2. 

a. Valic/Fidelity #2447 with a value of$22,000 

The respondent has the following real or personal separate property: 

a. The real property located at 607 Central Ave. No, Kent, WA with a value of $140,000 
and no encumbrance. This property was acquired prior to marriage during the 
committed intimate relationship but was preserved to respondent as his separate 
property by the prenuptial agreement. 

b. The real property located at 5810 W. Clearwater Ave., Kennewick, WA, with a value 
of $165,650 and no encumbrance. This property was acquired prior to marriage 
during the committed intimate relationship but was preserved to respondent as his 
separate property by the prenuptial agreement. 

Community liabilities 

I. The parties have incurred the following community liabilities: 

a. Chase mortgage secured by the Hilltop residence with a current balance of 
approximately $359,000. 
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b. Federal income tax obligation for 2014 in the approximate amount of$362,000 
for a joint return. 

A lien exists an the parties Whidbey Island property in the face amount of $750,000. 
This amount is part of the Build Up Funds required by ACBB surety to collateralize 
contingent liabilities of ACBB. 

5 2.10 Separate Liabilities 
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1. The petitioner has incurred the following separate liabilities: 

a. The following credit cards in her name: none 
b. Attorney fees and costs incurred in this proceeding in the approximate outstanding 

amount of$132,000.00. 

2. The respondent bas incurred the following separate liabilities: 
a. Bank of America Visa #2244 
b. Obligation owing to Darren Bloch in the amount of$109,000, which obligation is 

secured by a Deed of Trust on the parties' real property at I 825- 112"' Ave NE, 
Bellevue 

c. Attorney fees and costs incurred in this proceeding in the approximate outstanding 
amount of$ 222,575,10. 

2.11 Maintenance 

L Wife is 39 years old and in reasonable health. She obtained her GED and has a few 
community college credits. She has no work experience except as a barista for four months 
and a receptionist at a hair salon for two months, ending when she was 20 years old. 

2. Wife is not currently employable except possibly in unskilled service positions. She has no 
source of income other than support paid by husband. 

3. Wife has demonstrated some interest and ability in training to become a Registered Nurse. 
Due to wife's ADD and f!llllily responsibilities, it is anticipated that she could only attend 
school part time. Wife would be required to complete 44 credits of pre requisites before 
entering the nursing program and the program itself is J 0 quarters in length. This training 
would take her at least six years. 

4. This is a 20 year relationship which began when wife was 17 years old. She has been totally 
financially dependent upon husband throughout their relationship. 

5. The parties have two children, ages twelve and seven. 

6. 1be standard of living during the marriage was high. 

7. Wife's reasonable monthly expenses are anticipated to be $24,000. 

8. Husband is 44 years old and in good health. 
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1 9. Husband is anticipated to have income of approximately $79,000 gross per month from wages, 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

business income, and rental income. 

10. Husband's reasonable monthly expenses are anticipated to be $33,000.00 . 

11. Due to husband's actions in contemplation of divorce, the parties' estate has minimal liquid 
assets. 

12. lt is reasonable for the husband to pay wife maintenance for 60 months as follows: Beginning 
May 1, 2015 the sum of$20,000 per month for 60 months. 

7 2.12 Continuing Restraining Order 

a Does not apply. 

9 2.13 Protection Order 

10 Does not apply. 

11 2.14 FeesandCosts 

12 
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L The wife should be awarded attorney fees based on the husband's intransigence. The husband 
needlessly increased wife's attorney fees and costs as a result of his behavior and litigation 
tactics throughout this proceeding. The husband refu.qed to meet court ordered deadlines; 
defied court orders; and was held in contempt. The husband refused to timely and completely 
respond to discovery requests. The husband strategically engaged multiple lawyers 
throughout the litigation, resulting in delay and increased work for wife's attorneys. 

2. The wife should be awarded $75,000 for attorney fees. The amount of the award of fees is 
reasonable as it represents the amount the wife's attorney fees were needlessly increased as a 
result of the husband's intransigence, and is also based on her financial need to have her 
attorney fees paid and the husband's ability to pay those fees. 

3. Husband owes wife $2,000 per 12/29/2014 order. The amount remains unpaid. A judgment 
should enter against husband for that amount. 

4. Husband owes wife $99,383 in sanctions and interest pursuant to the 10/6/2014 order and a 
judgment should enter against husband in that amount. 

2.15 Pregnancy 

Neither spouse is pregnant. 

2.16 Dependent Children 

The children listed below are dependent upon either or both spouses. 
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Name of Parent's Parent's 
Child Age Name Name 

Madison 12 Amber Troy 

Hailey 07 Amber Troy 

2.17 Jurisdiction Over the Children 

This court has jurisdiction over the children for the reasons set forth below. 

1. This court has exclusive continuing jurisdiction. The court has previously made a child 
custody, parenting plan, residential schedule or visitation determination in this matter and 
retains jurisdiction under RCW 26.27.211. 

2. This state is the home state of the children because: the children lived in Washington with a 
parent or a person acting as a parent for at least six consecutive months immediately preceding e 
commencement of this· proceeding. 

13 2.18 Parenting Plan 
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The parenting plan signed by the court on this date or dated April 17, 2015, is approved and 
incorporated as part of these lmdings. 

2.19 Child Support 

1. There are children in need of support and child support should be set pursuant to the 
Washington State Child Support Schedule. The Order of Child Support signed by the court on 
this date cr dated Apri\17, 2015, and the child support worksheet, which has been approved 
by the court, are incorporated by reference in these fmdings. 

2. The findings from 2. l 1 above are incorporated herein. 

22 2.20 Other 

23 

24 

25 

26 

1. ACBB is communi1y property. Under the parties' agreement, as under general ccmmunity 
property principles, the investments made by ABCC since marriage, and the prcfits and 
appreciation from those investments, regardless of the accounts through which income passed 
to make the investments or the name in which they are held, are community property. The 
character of the communi1y income is not changed by Respondent depositing it into accounts 
io his name, even if those accounts were labeled as his separate property in the Agreement. 
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The husband has failed to meet his burden of proving the separate character of any interest in 
ACBB. 

2. Given the nature and e:<tent of the community and separate property, the dmation of the 
3 marriage and the parties' relationship, and the parties' economic circumstances and prospects, 

a 50/50 disproportionate division in favor of the wife is fair and equitable. The property 
4 should be divided as set out in attached Exhibit A. 

5 3. Even if the husband had met his burden of pwving the continued existence of a separate 
property interest in ACBB, the overall division of the separate and community property as set 

6 fortb above would still be fair, just and equitable in light of the fledgling character of the 
business when the committed intimate relationship began, the tremendous growth of the 

7 busipess as a result of community efforts, the length of the relationship and marriage, the gross 
disparity in the parties earning capacities and their respective future economic prospects. 

a 

9 

10 Ill. Conclusions of Law 

11 The court makes the fullowing conclusions oflaw from the foregoing findings of fact: 

12 3.1 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 
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3.2 

3.3 

3.4 

25 3.5 
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Jurisdiction 

The court has jurisdiction to enter a decree in this matter. 

Granting a Decree 

The parties should be granted a decree. 

Pregnancy 

Does not apply. 

Disposition 

The court has determined the marital status of the parties, made provision for a parenting plan 
for any minor children of the marriage, made provision for the support of any minor child of 
the marriage entitled to support, provided for maintenance of the wife, made provision for the 
disposition of property and liabilities of the parties, and made provision for the allocation of 
the children as federal tax exemptions. With due consideration of the criteria set out in RCW 
26.09.080, the distribution of property and liabilities as set forth in the decree is fair and 
equitable regardless of the character of the property before the court and the husband's 
separate property claims. 

Continuing Restraining Order 

Does not apply. 
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Protection Order 

Does not apply. 

Attorney Fees and Costs 

Attorney fees should he awarded to wife based on husband's intransigence. The court 
concludes that wife's fees were needlessly increased by not Jess than $75,000 as a result of 
husband's contemptuous and intransigent behavior throughout this case. The court concludes 
that an additional award of attorney fees to wife on the basis of husband's intransigence in the 
amount of $75,000 is appropriate. 

Other 
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PETITIONER/WIFE'S ASSET LIST 
AMBER HANSEN V. TROY HANSEN 

CAUSE N0.13-3-11903-3 SEA 
DOR; 1993, 199S DOM: 5I12I:Z001 DOS: 1011112013 

# Descrl!)tlon Statement Grosse Yalu,. Net-Value · .: •. .'' 
Oat~> 

~SH & BANK A(;COUNTS_: ' 
11 Bank of America #2244 H l --I X I I XI _ X 
12 us Bank #44'!? ('!'/) 
13 First National BUF #2349 1213>1!2014 $319,868 
14 GreenvilleCDBUF#395S 12/3112014 $227.197 ---- $227,197 $227,19i 
15 Firstar CD BUF #3076 121311".2014 $100.~03 $100,803 $100,803 
16 Compass CD BUF #7528 1213112014 $230,6SO $230.651> $230,660 

X 

Total Cash & Bank Accounts: $878,528 $0 $878,528 $873,528 $0 $0 $0 

ENT 

_18IBH Propertie_-'!_I,LlC (39% 
b#38Z6 (J"f) 
Nalic#2447 J'i'.')_ 

lro~l sa.curUies & 
_[ 

(KETIREMENT ACCOUNTS: t 

_11 
$1 t., >jll 

9130120' •~ o,370 $21,370 I $21,370 
$1 ,1211,371 _ilcQ_I- $1,1:19,371 1-- $39:,001 $0 $1,0S9,D00 $21,370 

I 211 Schwab IRA #4480 (W) I $3.343 $3,343 $3,343 I 
2~merican Funds IRA#329111 (Wl _ _ t $3,929 $3,929 $3.929 1 
23 SchwabiRA#8930 H · I 913012014, •"~, ·~· __ $64 ___ $54" I l 
24 Sc11Wab 1165B21RA (H) (Eslimatedf j 2f112015f' $30,0001--- . j - $30,00oj $30,000 I 

Total Retlrameht4.ccou~ls: I I $37,32.a t $0 I $37,3~6 t $30;0541 $0 l _£,272-L. $0 
l I l 

VEHICLES: 
2511971 Datsun oiC\W~trucktSoldl 

I 26p986 Chevrolet Silveraojo (H) 
2" 

~v Wllife boaVtrailer ISoldl 
]Tota 

34 

(& 
l Airline Miles (500.ooo+r 

'Grear (I 
'roperty (f-1' 

~ 
ry In Each Part)"_s 1 

1 Taxon IRA· 
~L: ........... ,~~~~~~, 

!Total Personal Property & Other Assets: 

Law Offices of Cynlhia B. Whitaker 
4/15/2015 

X 
l,OOO 
~.815 

_6,995 
$29,196 

$Z60 

1 $ - 100 
X 

$95,91 
~~4?? 

$() 

$0 

X 
$3,000 
$2.815 
$8,B95 

$29,198 
$2._60 

X 

$100 --x 
X 
x 
X 

&95.915 
&24,224_ 

X 
$3,000-

$2,815 

$8,995 I I $29,1981 I 
$260 

X 
$12,2551 $2,8151 $2S,1SB I $0 

X 
x 

$95,915 
$24,224 

l!. 100 

X 
XI X 

so I $1Do 

X 

$0 
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oe$crlption # 

LIABILITIES: 
1 2014 Fetierallncome Tax 
2 Bank of America #1012 
3 Bank of America #2244Jtl) 
4 Bank of America #653B 
5 Bank of America #7651 (H) 
6 Bank of America #4761 NA Visa {H) 
7 Chase#6107 
8 Nords~om #1070 N) 
9 Nordstrom #3364 "') 

10 Nordstrom #51 02 N) 

11 US Bank#5082 Visa (W) 
_Total Liabli/Ues: 

TOTAL ASSETS: 
TOTAL COMMUNITY ASSETS: 
PE:RCENTA~E TO EACH PARTY: 
EQUALIZING PAYMENT': 
TOTAL COMl'illJNITY ASSETS TO EACH PI,IRTY: 

CHILDREN'S PROPERTY: 
Washington Federal #0136 
Washington Federal #3542 
NY Life Insurance #6230 

$12,120 Annual Premium 
Total Children's Pro~erty: 

~-

law Offices of Cyntllia 3. Whitaker 
411512015 

~-

PETITIONERJWIFE'S ASSET LIST 
AMBER HANSEN V. TROY HANSEN 

CAUSE NO. 13·3·11603--3 SEA 
DOR: 1993, 196& OOM: 5112/2001 DOS: 10/1112013 

Slilf&iilent Gras~ Valu~ De111, LOC, liiQI Vallie 
oaie Mortaa~a 

($362,000) ($362,000 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 
X X 

$1r 1$362,000 ($362,000 

$11,470,3&2 ($1 ,497 000) $9,983,382 
$.!!;902,547 

. 

6130/2014 $9,617 $9,617 
$100,000 $100,000 

$4,571 $4,571 

$114,189 $0 $114,188 

••:o:'!ct> .~.H@~Illf: · -C7 r::%r·~i~.:~:~:~:~~ .. tQ/W.lr,~:<~' -~>-.';~:~-; :: -s 
L~~11!J®t\;i-y• -0·-~~ -.;~o\nmlf~il'l:• Jd'l~iiMateH __ . ... • '" . . .a e . ., 

. ($362,000) 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 
X 
X 

1$362 0011) $0 $0 $() 

~M47,977 $59,465 $4,354,570 $21,370 

50% 50% 
(~59&,704) $596,704 ¥ 

. $4,951,274 $4,951,274 

•Husband shall pay wife $596,704 on the following terms: 
Payment shall be made in full within 45 days of dale of 
entry of the Decree of Dissolution. No interest shall accrue 
if payment is timely made. If pa~menl is not timely made, 
then simple interest shallthereaf!er accrue allhe rata of 
12% per annum until all sums owed. including principal, 
interest and attorney fees incurred in colleclfng said sums, 
are paid in full. A judgment shall immediately enter against 
husband for the Whole amount. Wife shall promptly satisfy 
the judgment, including partial satisfactions, after each 
installment is paid. 
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1' 

~ 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

s 
9 

10 

11 

In ro th.l' Mania~ of 

AMBER HANSEN, 

and 

JUN -4 Z015 
SUPERIOR COURT ct.ERK 

BY Jamie S!ev 
DEPU1Y 

SU!>ERIOR:CX:JURT OF W ASH!NGTON 
COWTY OF KING 

}'10, l3-:3-llil03.-3 SEA 

ORDER OF CHJLD ~UPJORT 
Fl.iaiOrder(ORS') ¥$v\~ ~ 

Clerk's A!:tian Require.!! 
12. tROY HANSEN, 

1~· ~spondcnt. 

PROPOSED BY 'WfYf'. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

1.1 

1.2 

2.1 

2.2 

2.3 

I. Judgment Summary 

.Judgment Summary for Non·Melfical Expense!" 

Does n<>t apply. 

Judgment summary for Medical Support 

Does'ni>tapply. 

II. B'asls 

Type of Proceedlng 

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

Child support Worksheet 

The Child suppottworksboo! which bas been approved by the court is attached to this order and 
is incorporated by reference or bas been loitia!OO and filed separately and is inco>'pOrated by 
reference. 

Other 

Order of Child Su~rt ....f'K6~ 6SEB b i wiFE 
Page 1 'Uv\S...e 6 

CYl<THJA B. WHITAKER 
A~"-TU.W 

1200 F#ltJ A,oarue, Sni(e 20iD 
Scottie; Was!>ington 98101 

206-382~000; fax 206-382·9109 
843 ma13010 2/?S;/15 
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1 

2. 

3 

4 

5 

Ill. Flnd!ngs and Grder 

itts Ordered: 

·¢hUtf for Whom Support is. Re.quired 

Jll!'adisoJI og~)12 
Hailey.11go 7 

6 3;2 P:erson Paying ,Support (Obligor) 

7 'N~nii:: Troy R'ansen 

8 

9 

'iQ. 

11 

1:Z 

13 

t4 

·15 

t6' 

17 

1& 

19· 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

25 

26 

.3.3 

:siith date:' I 0/26l70 
Service Address: 9650 Hillte>p ll:d~ Bollcvoe; WA 

The obtigd.r paret!C,rinl?<tlminet!i:Jtely'fifrJ With the cornt ajtd~ liVashf@ton 
~ Cbl1d SUpp_oH Regi$y,.anrf. upda.te·as'!recessarY. the ~iidentfaJ 
lnfamratlqn ~arm requif"!(l.by R§W U.2•MJ5Q. · · 

The·obiJ.gor pai"eelt~all.update 'lhe infortn.a;tion.l'e!lui~ bvim!at~.t:aPJI·~ 
.pi'QiljPtJyatl!M' Qfly.tihan'g'e itJ the fnrormati.on •. The duty:tQ rm~tatethe 
iiffp~p. (fl;>fitjirae!s <ts (t111{J'as.'any monthly suppoi.t. rerm#~ ,r{it~ pr any 
oUnP~!/ S#ppor:t. t;kbt temains dueamkr this order. 

Forjlllllll>SO!l oftbis-OJ;;!e!·ofClilld S,upport; )he suJ>poitobJigiltionis b:~Sed:Upon1!1e 
following, income 'llfd paring tgainl=lnce. of.-$20,J)OO p'crnronth: 

Wagei;.l!lld:Salaryof $!2;955 sross 
Rusilless·lll=e:of 11 $.56,.~9.gross(nful~expe. nsey hUt. b!>forer3xJ ..... 
Rental Income of SS"61 S~gross(a~~Pcnsc&~'!l:!iefOt'el!W 
TOT M, $U;11::!2 gJ"QSS 

.:$7 'Zl, J1KJ~f.S 

Person ·ReceMil!l SlJPPoit (Obligee) 

Name: Amber Hans:en 
Birllt da!e:!>l25/1S 
Scrvi'ce Atl&ess: 929 Sunset Way, .Bellevue, WA 

"fhe obligee must lmmediiiitelyfi/e wiih the court and the Washirrgton ~tate 
Chlld'Support-Registty and update as 11ece5Si31JI' the Confi<lenb"af lnftJrmation 
FDrm required by RCW26.23.D50. 

The ob6gee sball update the information required by paragraph 3.2 promptly 
after.any.cfrange fn the Information. The duty to update ttie info"'1lliJfi01'1 
C(Jnt/mJl!S.as long as any monthly support remt!lns due or ;my rmpajd support 
debt iemalns due underthis order. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

(5 

-----------------

~.4 Setvi~ 'of P.ro'CC'ss 

Servi~ :of PITKiftss: on the oJ:Jijgar~t th.~ atfdrrt$s ~ire,J .bY p~graph 3:.>2, or 
ahy updat~ :tddress, or·o11 the.o'b]ige!!aHh.e ad.~ reqr,rt're(;( by paragraph 
3',3 or any updafeJJaddress; maybe allo.~d o.r accepte<hls-a.dequate in:any 
pro,ceedingto e,sfabllsh, enfor~ or mod,ifya;cbilr:(support':ordfir between•th.e 
parties by cleJivery of written JkitlcJ! tc the ol:iligaror obligee at the last address 
provider!. 

7 3.5 Tnmsf11r Payment 

8, Th~pbligQt]l!UilOt s!1~11 pay U\e (oJi~,>,'(ing_11tnounts per month fQr thofqllo;wing c)l.ild.ren;. 

9. 

10 

~1 

1.2 

1S 

14. 

15 

MM\SOit 
Hailey 

Toto~~ MonthJJITrattsftm.AmaUnt 

s2Mo: 
SZ...900 

$4,00'0 

Thtj obligDi-p;d~s,fifMlfiflf$: t(i pl$,1ri-41' ~In(aih' a llt?~t.e, t:ertff(aat~. 
reglstratirm,.p.tirmit;:apptav;~J, ur pfh,er:'.sji;)ik¢ ~Q.cJJ~~u~d by a Tif:!i:mrfdg 
enfity:evkJ.eaqifrg adrrilssJan to or,gr:antmg~ority to t»)g<I9EYin-a prp~esSion, 
a-cctlf1a'tkln, ~mlfn:e~s; imfustty.,.rei:T<!aifom(pJfl'$11if. ~ih~ op.;ntion o.f a m9fpr 
vehic:le imtybti detii~ t»' ml}jrlfe susjJei1'de'dJft/:lf3'<?1:11i_gor.parent Is-00{ In 
compli~With this supJiOtl·or.derasprovitAA:III'I ehapter T4.20A Revised 
ccide "GfW~shmfiTl/itj. · . 

t& 3 .. 5 Staldard ~lcur~o"' 
17' 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

3~7 

3.8 

~ I 7,0 1 . . ..,, ,.:_._ ) 
!lit,8_6l;Sg'pr:l;'mtm.lh, cs~.c "'%""".~!me l1, 

Reasons fot'!J.eviat!on From Standard Calculation 

The chJld,sap[X)rtl!lDOunt oz.Wred.:in·pJIT.ogr.;ph .3.5 deviates frtlm !he .standard oslculatiotrfur 
the fuTiowiog ~00:8; 

!. The paren\3 !'Ombined. mootbly il)OO!Ila e><eeeds $12,000 net per mon$. 

2. Tht; children"snecds anillhefi!mily'·s historleal child-retated e;q>enses. 

3. Taxplanning 

4. Wealth 

Rellsons why ~equest forDevlatiOil Was Dented 

Docs ~t j~pply. A de\olatlon was Ordered. 

Order of Child Suppott- PROPOSED BY WIFE 
l?:age·3 . CVNTH!AB. Wlmi\kEl< 
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1. 

2 3:.9 Starting Oat~;~. and Day to Be Paid 

3 

4 

$t!rtingl;)att: Aprill';>.ltJ!S 
Support J!f dl.ied]tst·Ofllreiitontlf 

s a:1o Jncr<emei.i:tai Payriients 

6 Does notapllly. 

7 .3.11 Making Sup;~ort Payments 

il 

:9 

1tl 

1l 

f.2 

13 

14 

15 

iJi: 

St>le'<:tE!lf~:!mtfCoUeotion, Pa}fucnt Sfirv!cesOaly, orD~ PayirietJt; 

D.ifeo;t Pa)'\JlCOi: Stippoq pay.meD!s.·shl\11 be·IIJade directly to: 

":Na_me: Mlbet .Bansen, vU.. di'<eQt deposit .inta·an ai:clillntal'berchbosi~ 

A::l!l!rt,Y teqiiil<!d'tomtike paymmts-t~Hh~ W<rs!iln_grortSW.. suppoit.Re§siJ:Y:will.ild.t~erve 
etedit:for'•a pa~ina<lti fo·llriY ~ Or entity. The 9bligor .p:lro!lt S:l!aJlkeOJ1 ~ 
tegiS!Iy mr~~.i: Ill:. ot~e it#:ll~s~:i;Qli~ i!Isurao.Cll covem~!!J;at~le co¢ 
lll.l!l. if ~1!,-·to:prpv\d~"lh<tll!'ai!J!. insommce wlfcy lriforma.tion. 

f;py tfuu1 :fh!"j)M$01,1. afChiid Suppqrt i$ pt<Nidingsupjibrt-enf'im:em.:nt;S\W]i:es undl!r 
Ra-9t;i!6&JM5.-.at1Tal'lll:f¥ is'"flf>lying:tbr support erif«40llle11t ~<.<elfbj si!lflln~ 'tire: 
aP.PTill8tKiD:f'<lr.ili:ou•me.bcttdm·of'lhe~ontlrde~;;·we1'1\CdVhl!rpareot.(t\i!iht be.reipilied-to 
SUbiilitantie"CallliJi!lg'Cfhbw~e.~port,JlfcluElil)g liily Ql!$h nM!dk:al supp&i; is'lieiJ!g speilf 
ki @i)f;fit l.f!e:~"JdP'it . 

. ~3.12. WaQ:e:WfthboiBinjj Aetipn 
t7 

1!l 

19 

W~ldlng:acftOII.Inlly be·taken, agaitlst wages, earnirigs,.'ass.."""li. or· benefits, and.liens 
mfilrlied.ali"insttea!llrtd'P=mil~1illllet!heclinil:support5lmill'eS.ofthis~r'3llyotber 
Stiilll, v.itb0ilt4iii:1ltlfr notice:ti::> the Obligor parent at <lilY time after en!r;ii of this order unless an 
an~e p!llVisic;fu1s made bclo\v. . . . . . ... . 

Support sh:ill be paid umil a child reaches tbe age of iS: was loJ)g as the child remains 
ewclleil in. high &chol:l~ whichever oe<:urs la.t, exoept as<>tberwise pr~vided b~ow in 
Puriii!Japh 3.14. 

'24 l. The-reSpqlldet1!5baU pay for 50% of !he poSt secondary educati~l expenses of !he 
ecbil.drl;:n whl!lh shall include but 11ot be limited to the foUowing expenses: 

25 

.28 
a. College prep coUI'Ses, tutor fur SAT/ ACT, if needed; t$1 fues {lB, SAT, 

ACT), College applltation fees, College vis:ili< to up,ki"8 colleges for each child 

Order of Child Suppmt- .PROPOSED BY WIFE 
Page4 

CY!<lHIAB. WHIIAJ:EB. 

'll1~ma130 4/17/15 

ATiOJI'}If;iAn.bW 
12001'ifthA•en'"'- Suite 2020 
Soitti.~.Washington 9i!Ol 

20~-60i!O: rn206-c382-91(9 
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'I 

2 

3 

-4 

-5 

6' 

7 

;$ 

s 
'H) 

'f1 
12 

1<1 

H 

15 

1:6 

'fi"· 

1'8 

19 

'20 

Zi 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

limited ro· Wtfare and meals for chiki • .Eai:li ])alent may attend up. to four visits 
.with tb~ chilil.('lf dispti~ Qrer whic:h tiips, th~ shall be re.soJve9, bj bindihg 
aibi.tr;ltion.with.a.o ~.upon¢itratar, OTt?ne appointed by !he-couit) an.d 
:fa1her dsall pay fw·mofh!M"s !'xpenses for the 'trip limited to airl'are1md meals. 

b. Tuition, ttilim ~~~ bo.i!ld wid fees, meal card, books. Pan-HeHcnic mem~lilp _and 
eoSl>: {rotoritY.) and ~l~ l)v(rig allowance. 

c . .Roun~trip_Ajrtare to tly home dming school breaKs and vacations while at college 
(summet,sprin,;break and·Cbris:mas). 

d. ll~alth ltsuranc:e 3lld Ullinsured-mcdical expenses of the children. 

e. V.elticle, license and ~sut.lnc'e'for the vehicle. 

3.15 ~.tor ~enses notJnclodedin-lhe TranSfer Payment 

J. 'fhe.Flittiet sba!l ;,m)' :SO% 2l!j!:tlie follb~.!J!' _expc~scs me~ 011 behalf oftbe chudr~n. 

a. Alhlltivitfe,s'I;Vhkb.~y il)c!J!d!: danc,e .. ~n:msic·lessons, skiing. skl.b~s program 
mt;lud.jng regj~p'~-~the ~.imd-ljtili~-:>n.dll)ll> fQey are inill!";ski.bus 
~g(am,>o~ d\:mla.:Gid ~o$; inc1udlngequipm.eut, mmsportaiion andn-e<:essruy 
atiiJelsiiael, fat~ ad.iiyiiy, agMC(i:$U~cm'llp, ·agreed C'Osl$ of spet:illl events in hiE}! . 
scb06l suCllas'pt:Oiji &dll Mmei:®liil& ;dfi\fer'-s eiluciotion, vehicle, vcliiclc inairitenMd:, costs 
ofi'tceilSing and iliSllil!!l¥,:and C?lhi>';S.Cfi.i!!ieS:for Which ~be 'Wiln,ls tC? participate. 

b. All dental and.O(Ihodontilr.necd$'Qf all.<:lrildren. 

c. Aii-C01lllseliD$ ancl thetapY CCists"Of"ati 'chndleiL 

d. All work.rehned daycaret6sts ofeitherjilllty Snddayci!ceeosts incurred by mother-as a result 
~attending schOOl or ~tionattraining. 

c. A lap tOp computer, t;~b!et and cell phorl.e fur Mcb child af!d the most current version of 
Micmsoft O,ffico software for all cllildren until age 22. Elecll'Qnics shell be replaced every 
three years. 

f. Costs of ceD phrnie plan including textiog, <~~~d all charges and service fees for each child until 
age 22. 

2.. Payments shaU be made to thi>Frovider of the service Ot' to the pore<ttTeeeiving ihe transfer 
payment if tbat parent ~vaooes .payment. Pi>yment shall be made within I 0 days of presentment of the 
bill and proof ofp~enl 

OrderofClu1d Support-PROPOSED B¥ WIFE 
PageS 

CYN1liiA.B. WHITAKER 
ATTO«NAY .ATl.A'W 

!200 l'lftll Avarue, Suite lOlO 
Seiltle, Washin&ton !JSJOJ 

~382-0000;.1'Dl<.20f>.3t2-9JI» 
1M3 malJO 4/17/15 
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1 

2- 3.16 Periodlc.Adjustment 

3 Docs. notapp!Y. 

4 3.1'7 1nc(!m'e. Ta,x.Elqmlptio"cS 

5 Wife may claitn !roth cltfldren as oxcmptions for federal income tax purposes. 

6 The parents shall sign the federal inconte ta."<. dependency ~mption wai\i~r. 

7 3.18 Medical Supi)Ort- Health Jnsumn~ 

10 

11. 

12: 

12-

'14 

t5 
1'6 

~.parent sbaiJ..prpy;de lten\tlrinsur.mcc ~overage f<lr tlte eJtilt!re~ lisiell'in J?'lt!lgrtlj>h '3.-1~ :tS 
follows: · 

3.1'8; 1 Health ~nsurance {~itltereh®k boxAtl}. ~ c)leck b'o:t A(2).al:l4 cor!Jpl~e ~~!i(!ns 

$.. 

B-and c. s~ct/011]} rlpPiii!s irr tdl tases.). . 

Eliidcnce 

.()){X] There is Mricient'evj~en<>e for tfla,c;o~ fa delenJ!i;D" Wbi'C!! pru;entfuilSt 
·· · p.rov1de co•mtg~ nnd.whlcl) paren~l;ll.l,\st t.OJlttibuf¢:!!--SU)ll.~. Fill U!.B 

alld G belt>W. 

F'm.lings~UI;insurance: 

1')le i:our!O tttakes Hte fuUowing_.findillgs: 

11 li--'--~~-~ 

1'6 

1.9' 

cZO II""'="" 

21 

22 

26 

Order of.Child Support- PROPOSED.BY\VJFE 
Poge6 

Page 453 

CYNnlv.B. WC-!ITA.KER 
~'ATU.W 

1200 IWih. Av..,.,.,.Suil< :ztl20 
Soon~ 'Wasltlng19o9'BlOI 

20ii-a8z:oooa; rax~-9 r09 



1 · 'if:· .. ~:· ~:.;.:;c.:.; ' ;• :- .• - · p~~ oo'lerago-atacoslnot t<tcl«:ced 15% of 

2!!-~t~-:~.·~, ~·~··--··~···-:~,;_·.:~~~J·~-~------------~t~Ch~~U~~·o~n~;~~o~~~.~;~:~~~t0t~)~~~~~~b~l~~~a~~~-'~~~-~ha-ve--~-wu~ .. ~la~b~le_a_m~ 
3 [] r l ~~s)!>le.cov~for~~~cbild(ten);Th~courtlin4s 

t\)at this pnrcnt has ~ <=erage ~onsiderlrtgthe 
nm;ls.oflhe.chikl{ren), tlie cPSt.imd extent or each 

41~--------------~--------------~c~··aron~~c~s~~~·~~ro~o~~ruW~·~the~·~~~c~~·~s~ib~illliw~·~o~f~th~e~c~ov~era~a~·~~e~. 
5 

6 

7 

B 

.g 

10 

'11 

'12 

13: 

14 

15 

16 

11 

18 

19 

,20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Other: 
ll 

c. Parties' Obligati<;~~s: 

The:. <;OUr! makes lbc foOowinjl.ll.r.dcrs: 

Father· Motliet" 

[) ( l 

[] 

[J (] 

[x) [ J 

Order of Child Sllpport- PROPOSED BY WIFR 
Pagc7 

·Oieek~t.t.least 'one :or tlw Mtb"Mng opfulns fur l!llcll· 
parl!lit. 

:J:his-.Jl~1mJI pl'O"iile)lca}tlj iDSIIt!l'llCC COVtll'Sgeior 
'tli!''<:l'.ild{~) thatJs &vo:it:ibTe throug(, 4'.mplnym!'ftt l)r 
Js<tiliOJl'~#ed even th0<1gh ihecosr.ofstn::h cctv,;t:age 
·I$Cl!dp.5~ of this p;~>en(s.b;lsic sopp<>rt o&Jigatioo. 
it i~ ill th~ in~4ts /:)f'the ~hild(l'lilll) ~ provide 
soCii roven;ge.dcSpite'lhc.oosthi!.t:LlllSi<: 

This p:arent.Sli!!ll.pl"oliicle priva.t~ hcallll it>sur.mcc 
<ioverap;efor tlte<:lifld{ren) even though the cost of 
~ti cov~o exceeds 25% of this parent'~ basic 
Slip port obligatioo.. It is in the b.est interests of the 
~hild[ten) to provide such. coverage despite the cost 
hi(cyrust:: 

CYN'r!UII. B.. WRITIIl.Glll 
A~Ji.TLAW 

12~0 l'i!lh "''""""' Snl\e 2ll20 
Si;alllc, w.,hlngton ~8101 

206-3.S2-000ii;W<206->82•9I09 
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i llr------------~--------------~Th~ls~p-a-~~ts~li~al"l~-.~y~$~----~~~-.-a-ro~~~~-~e~h-~~107t--~ 

2' 

3 

4 

21 

:1:2 

23 

24 

25 

26 

[ ] [ ] insqmnoo premiU!J1 being pnld;bY the other parcm. 

[ J 

tl ·, .'1 

[X] 

l)d!hl>ai:ties' obligation: 

Thls amount is·ihi.>parcnt's proportiOj)~~:share ofUre 
premlUD1 pr 25% of this panll!i's baslc s~ . 
obligal.ioo, wh'iohev.er ts less. This pay~P,Illlt is OO:Iy 
tequired if tltis jl'arent is notproviding,insutattoo as 
dcstrlbcd abe>\'Oi. 

(On1v one. pal"lltlt may 1le excused:) 

JfU,.,.ol>iid(l'Wl) ~ ~m,g .stat« fitano;ed ~diem coverage; tlie Divisloo .of CI!I1d 
StiP.PO'rtfl)liY Mfurce.th~ 1'CSfl.OOsi\ll~> par!mt's mailfhly prert\i!ml. 

1Jre PJlren!{s),shali.m~ile;ilt!l insut1111Cf'COYJ>ra~ifaVlliiB!l-lefoi thel;ftild(rw) 
·lfsred :in :p~h-'3.1, ll!ltiliitttl1er orde:r. of the <l\'1Ult·PN!Rtil·health ~~ is no· 
;~ ltvailib1e.tlo:..JUgh tiie:.pareots: mployeror tnrion and no.'<)OnversiGn privileges 
,ci:cisf'tt! contihue coverage.tol!a\Ving·knnifiatiM Ofemployment. 

A pare¢ who js r,cqu(red u~derilii~·ordet'toproVidc h~th msuo;im:e-cover~~go is 
:!iabie-:lDr·<MY <:overeif h!"'l!h-~ for wiiic:!l"that pafunt reccivcS'drrect'tJl!Yment 
fi:om an insdr!:r. 

A parent who i., required uniier this onl!l" :to provic!e health in $itt~~'<' eov.erase shall 
pmiide pmof!hat wcl! ooverage is a~bll}.cornot '!,vailllble- wlt&ln ~0 ~s,of the 
.enliy ofl!Jjt..ofder to the other jlam11 Gr ihe Washlng!Q!l Stal:!l Suppo;t ~gjstzy if the 
pilient'lias Qetm notifJed or Ol'deted !6 make pay.menls to the Wll!il<ing.ton·$tnl!> 
S'jlpport R@stry. 

If proof that health insuranceOQVOrage is avail<tble or not HVllllllble is· not provided 
Wlih1n 20 days, the parent sW<mg ¢orcl>!llem or the Department of Social and 
Heald! Services mil)!' seek dircc~cnforcement of !he coverage llirough the other 
parent's employer or union without further notice to the ~thcr par<mt •• pr<Mded 
urulcr Chapter 26.18 RCW. 

You lliay have separate obligations to provide health ins11I1111Ce oave.rage for the 
clnld(retl) under iisdernllaw: 

Order·ofChild Support-PROPOSED BY WIFE 
Page If CYNTHIA B. W'HlTAKER 

~/oTU\'f 
l200F!llh A''t:lliiC, s.;,..2o20 

Seol!le, w ... .., 9&101 
206-JSi!..COOO; :!Ox.206-382-9J69 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

··~ 

1() 

1.~ 

·1r!, 

13' 

14 

1$ 

"(6' 

11 

l f!: 

-19 

3:19. 

.3:J'S.2 Chanqe.of.Crrcumstaoces 1md Erifon:ement 

A patent reqo'ired l\1-p~ovide bea\1i'l·~ee coverage mt¢: notify llotlriliQ. DivisiOn of Cl>ild 
Support and the otbet pare~~ when eo,vegtge termil)3tes' 

lftlte·pl!l'euts' ~nCi'IS ohange, or <(the eoutt h;u. not specified !ww m~cal SI!P\)91"1 
shall be proviiled;the )lareu)l!i' medicai'Sttppcnt obliglltloos·wln be enforced:a:s p,ro"idd in 
r«:-W 26.18.170. ·lfa parilllrrloe$ notp~ide proof ofaccessible-covcrage for th-e cltild(ren) 

·tl!rcugh·prlvate ii\SN'an«;.ii.paren~ tl:(ay.'be rcquir~ 1o sati!;fy his or her merucat mlppOrt 
o)>ligation by. doing .9'M _,f:t!te foJlowing,Jisred in order of priority: 

1) Providing or mainlaining.bellltli i)lsUfl!IICC cOVetage !brougl1 !he parent's employment 
or liniol! nt a tO$! not'!O \o:<ceed 25% of !hat parcnt's:basic support.oblrgation; 

2) Ct>n~lbufingjhe patenes.proj)orti~tl~ sh~re of a 11t011thly prcll\ium beirig paid by the 
oU!er parentior .hea!(ll insu . .;en~~vuage:for !be ehild{ren) Hsllid In pM!grapb 3.1 o-f 
this order.. not to cxo.ced 25% !Jf:thc.l)bllsatcd parent's b:lsicSllJ'Pol'f at> ligation; or 

3) Coirtrib!Jling~The:pa~&j)l'll}iOrtfoilate shai'e.of"a·monthly premittm paid b)i the state 
ifth~eJtild(~}te6Cfoies ~tat...finMced medical ciwertlgc 1hrough DSHS Ox- HCA 
(FJc:iltb<:'.Me.Anfh:ori'I;Y) WJcler,iWW 74 .• 09 fur which •there is a;t a.sSii/rme.nt. 

A pai:eft~_reelciJ!g·1li enfurt:e=:the'cib~-!6 ptl)vi<le hl;aith insur&~ca oo~rag4-mey apply fur 
~-~ enfor=,'ltit~tc;Ufr;i.af ~e.-P..ii.!i!iicin of. Child-8up¢t't; 6!e11 tl)otiQJ! fur-contempt 
·{use JO.nn 'W,PFb];U'SCtt QS;DJ 00, <Mi:itit>J)/,Eleclar.Jtion forNJ-Order to 'Sh<>wCause iC · 
COntempt); or'$.,!! pei_ittoi1. · · ' · 

Unlrts.lll'erl ~~ Expen">~ 

llbtli psren!S' na'VeJlll'otiugatioMt.,navtb.eiJ'·siJ...-e,-ofuninsured mediPal ""!'cll8Cs, 
·T-I:i!>x~ sWl p.Jy.IOO%:&Ii;;J~\'j:i;l medital :cJqlO~ (ttnles!< sta!!Jd 
otli'ef:Wise, the: ~ont's. p;pp,OitiOnal:ilbili'e of income from ·lilc Wor(<she~~t, 
1~5). 

3.20 _Sat:k crura s_up.port 

IJ®s ·not apply 

:2il 3.21 Past Due Unpaid Medit:at SUpport 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26' 

Does not apply 

3.22 otlter llnp_aid Obligafiol'IS 

Does. not apply, 

3.23 Other 

1. Chilo Sllpportobligati~nsurrives death. It is the intent of the paifies that eaclt and 
eyecy obliga_tion of support and pnwision tllcrefQre shall continue in fuU fott:e.nnd effucr 
lhrougholitthe period of S1lJlPOrl prcW!ded hercin.-and'1be suPJ>Ort obifgl;tioo and. all 

Order of'CIU!d SoppOl't-PROPOSED BYWJF£ 
Page9 
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23 

24 

attendant duties thereof shall expressly continue to survive the death of each parent and 
shall mnain and be a charge against a deceased parent's estate to be fully performed by 
the estate, heirs lllld devisees, less any life insurance proceeds applied to the obligation. 

2. Life insurance. father shall maintain the New York Life Insurance Policy #6230 on 
his life to insure his support obligation imposed herein. He shall bring all premiums 
current by June 1, 20 iS and shall timely pay all premiums in the future. Father shall name 
mother as beneficiary. Father shall provide mother with proof of the existence of the 
policy, the beneficiary designation and that the premiums have been paid every year by 
June 1 each year. Husband shall sign release authorizing wife to speak to insmance 
company to verify compliance. Any outstanding support obligation not covered by life 
insurance shall be a priority claim against father's estate. 

Cynthia 'iVhitaker WSBA #7292 
Attorney for Petitioner 

Order of Child Support-PROPOSED BY WIFE 
Page 10 

Alan S. Funk, WSBA # 
Attorney for Respondent 

CYNTHlA B. W!mAJ<E.R 
A'ITOJ<..~ ATI.AW 

1200 Ffftb Avenue, Soile 2020 
Seattle, Washington 9SlQI 

20(;.382-0000; fax 206-31!2-9109 
843 ma130!D 6/2/15 
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. ' 

Washington State Child Support Schedule Worksheets 
[ ) Proposed by [ 1 [ 1 State of WA [ 1 Other (CSWP) 
Or, [ 1 Signed by the Judicial/Reviewing OffiCE!f. (CSW) 

Mother Amber Hansen 
County KlNG 

Father Troy Hansen 
Case No.13-3-11903-3SEA 

Support Obligation (Combined amounts -l 
Madison Marie Hansen $1440.00 

Hailey Marie Hansen $1165.00 

6. 

Page 458 

$2,605.00 

.344 



. ' 

' 

i 
applicable limitations. For each ~'""""~ enter lhs lowest amount 
from line 7, Ba-Be, but not less the presumptiVe $50 per $1,708.88 $896.12 

Part Ill: Health Care, Day Care, and Special Child Rearing Expenses (see Instructions, page 8) 
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c. Other Ordinary Expenses Creel~ (describe) 
- -
- -- -

d. Total Support Credils Cadd lioos 16a throuah 16c:) - -
Part VI: Standard Calculation/Presumptive Transfer Payment (see Instructions, page 9) 

17. Standard Calculation (line 15 minus line 16d or$50 perchtld 
whichever is ~reeler) $1 708.88 $896.12 

Part VD: Additional Informational Calculations 

18. 45% of each parenrs net income from line 3 (.45 x amount from 
line 3 for each oarent) $15 611.54 $8 173.13 

19. 25% of each parenrs basic support obligation from line 9 (.2.5 x 
amount from line 9 for eacl1 parent} $427.22 $224.03 

Part VUI: Additional Factors for ConsideratiOn (see Instructions, page 9) 

20. Household Assets Fether's Mother's 
(Ust the estimated value of all major household assets.) Household Household 
a. Real Estate - -
b. investments - -
c. Vehicles and Boats - -
d.Bank Accounts and Cash - ---
e. Retlrement Acc:cunts - -
f. Other. (describe)_ - -- -

- -- . -
21. Household Debt 

(List liens against household assets, extraordinary debt) 
a. - -
b. - -
c:. - -
d. - -
e. - -
f. - -

2.2.. Other Household Income 
a. income or Current Spouse or Domestic Partner 

(if not tl'le other oarent of this actionl 
Name - ---·¥·-·--
Name - -

b.lnccme Of other Adults in Household 
Name - -
Name - -

c. Gross Income !rem overtime or from second jobs the party 
Is asking the court tc exclude per Instructions, page B - -

d. Income Of Child(ren) (if considered extraordinary) 
Name - -
Name - -

WSCSS-Worksheets- Manclatory (CSWICSWP) 07/2013 Page 3 of 5 
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e. Income From Child Support 
Name - -
Name - -

f. Income From Assistance P!:Q!lrams 
PrOQram - -
Program - -

tl. Other Income (describe) 
- -- -

23. Non-RecurrinQ Income (describe) 

- -
- -

24. ChHd Support Owed, Monthly, for Biological or Legal Child(ren) Fathe~s Mothe~s 
Household Household 

N;;~melaoe: Paid I I Yes fl No - -
Name/!!ie: Paid [ [Yes [] No - -
Name/age: Paid []Yes fiNo - -

25. Other Child(ren) Living In Each Household 
(First name(s) and age(s)) 

26. Other Factors For Consideration 

-

WSCSS-Worksheets ·Mandatory (CSWICSWP) 07/2013 Page 4 of 5 
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Other Factors For Consideration (continued) (attach additional pages as necessary) 

Sl nature and Dates 
I declare, under penalty of peljury under the laws of tile state of Wa2hi~n, tile information 
co ined in these Worksheets is complete, true. and correct.(t; (.«J Q. 

' .~ ~~ 
Fathr's rgnature 

~ 3 l'i) 
Mother's Signature 

Date 
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' I 

In re the Marriage of: 

AMBER HANSEN, 

and 

FILED 
I<ING COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

JUN -4 Z015 
SUPERIOR COURT CLERK 

BY Jamie Siev 
DEPU1Y 

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

NO. 13-3-11903-3 SEA 

Hon. Monica Benton 

Petiticmer, 
DECREE OF DISSOLUTION (DCD) 
AMENDED PURSUANT TO MOTION FOR 
CLARJFICA TION (A W ARDJNG BH 
PROPERTIES TO WIFE) 

12 TROYEDWARDHANSEN, 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Clerk's action required 
Respondent. 

[]Law Enfurcemcnt Notification, 3.8 

1. Judgment Summaries 

1.1 Real Property Judgment Summary: 

Real Properly Judgment Summazy is set forth below: 
Name of Grantor: Troy Hansen I Name <>f Grantee: Amber Hansen 
King Cmmly #8%4800900 
King County #3391500 120 
King County #755740-0050 
Island County # S73lll-02-00008..0 

Name of Grantor: Amber Hansen Name ofGrnntee: Troy Hansen 
King County: #8964800040 
Pierce County #2011130010 
Snohomish Counly #004390741 01 800 
Snohomish Counly #00439074101700 
King County#l&4970-0225 
Benton County#:33993050002002. 

' 
Decree ofDissolution 
AMENDED PURSUANT TO 
MOTION FORCLARlFICATION 
AWARDING BH PROPERTIES TO WIFE 
Page 1 
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1.2 Money Judgment Summary: 

Judgment Summary is set forth below. 

A. Judgment creditor Am~~.~~b~er:-'H.!!an~sen"--L _____________ I 
B. Judgment debtor T"'ro=.y_.,Hanse.....,..,n.._ __ -:.:-:::=:::-:--------l 
C. Principaljudgmentamount $596,704 
D. Interest to date of judgment $:::-::::::-::-:------
E. Attorney fees S77,000.00 
F. Costs $ 
G. Other reoovezy amount S -:-99=-,"'3 8:::3'"'.00:-::------
H. Principal judgment shall be made in full within 45 days of dare of entry ofthe Decree of Dissolution. 
No interest shall accrue if payment is timely made. If payment is not timely made, then simple interest 
shall thereafter accrue at the rate of 12% per annum until all sums owed, including principal, interest and 
attorney fees incurred in collection said sums, are paid in full. 
I. Attorney fees, costs and other recovery amounts shall bear interest at 12 %per annum 
J. Attorney for judgment creditor ,Cm:.L!!!th'-'j"'a...,Wh!.!!!hl.,.,·er.,_ __________ _ 

K. Attorney for judgment debtor .,A""Ian...,_,s ...... .._Fun....,k~------------
L. Other: 

End of Summaries 

11. Basis 

Findings ofF act and Conclusions ofLawhave been entered in this cBSe. 

Ill. Decree 

It Is ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED that: 

3.1 Status of the Marriage 

The marriage of the parties is dissolved. 

19 3.2 Property to be Awartled the Petitioner 

20 The petitioner is awarded as separate property the following property: 

21 I. Real property located at 929 Sunset Way, Bellevue, W A. Husband shall sign a Quit Claim deed 
to wife for this property within 10 days of the date oftheDccroe. 

22 
2. Real property located at 3694 Oceanside Drive, Whidbey Island, W A 

23 
a. The lmsband shall insure that the Deed of Trust to Seneca Insurance, in the amount of 

24 $750,000 is removed from this property by June 1, 2015. If husband fails to mnove the 
Deed of Trust from this property, then ajodgment shall enter against the husband, in favor 

25 of the wife in the amount of$750,000. 

26 

Decree of Djssolution 
AMENDED PURSUANT TO 
MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION 
AWARDING BHPROPERTJES TO WIFE 
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b. The husband shall sign a Quit Claim deed to wife for this property within 10 days of the date 
of the Decree. 

c. Husband shall immediately tum over all keys to the home and he shall not remove any 
personal propert;y fu>m the home. 

3. Real property located at 525 West James St, Kent, W A. Husband shall sign a Quit Claim deed 
to wife fur this property and insure tbat sh.e is provided all documentation regarding the rental 
and management of the property including records of rental deposits. Husband shall also 
tmnsfcr to wife all rental deposits and keys to the property. 

4. Real property located at 1825-1 12"' Ave. NE., Bellewe, WA 

a The husb;md shall insure that the Deed ofTrust to Darren Bloch in the amoullt of$109,000 
is removed from this property by June 1, 2015. If husband fails to remove the Deed of Trust 
from this property, then $1000.00 accrues daily, as a sanction. 

b. The husband shall sign a Quit Claim deed to wife for this property within 10 days of the date 
of 1he Decree. 

c. Husband shall it1.9Utc that the property is left in clean and good condition and that he 
removes any peiiDnal property owned by he or is filther, no later tban June I, 2015. 

5. Fidelity Valic Account#2447 

6. Schwab IRA #4480 

7. American Funds IRA #329/11 

8. 2009 "Mercedes automobile. Husband shall sign over title 10 wife within 1 0 days of the date of 
tbis Decree. 

9. All Alaska Airline miles accrued in the name of the wife.. Transfe£ shall be accomplished no 
later 1han June I, 2015. 

10. All personal property in her possession. 

II. All personal property located in the Vlhidbey Island home. 

12. All personal property located in the Bellevue home that was occupied by lmsband's father, 
except for husband's father's persortal possessions. 

13. All bankacceunts in hoc name. 

14. The children's birth certiftcatcs and social security cards, and the n1ementos of the children 
which were taken by husband fu>m 1he parties' safety deposit box. Husband shall retmn these 
items to wife within 10 days of the date of this Decree. 

15. One-half offamt1y photos and videos in husband's possession or under his control shall be given 
to the wife within I 0 days of the date of this Decree. The parties shall divide or duplicate the 
material. 

Decree ofDissolution 
AMENDED PURSUANT TO 
MOTION FOR CLARIFJCA TION 
AW ARDlNG BH PROPERTIES TO WIFE 
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16. The sum ofS597, 704.00 

Payment shall be made in full wi11tin 45 days of date of entry of the Decree of Dissolution. No 
interest shall accrue if payment is timely made. IF payment is not timely paid, simple interest 
shall thereafter accrue at the rate of 12% per annum until all sums are owed, including principal. 
interest and attorney fees incurred in collecting said sums, are paid in full. 

A judgment shall immediately enter against husband for the whole amount. Wife shall promptly 
satisi)' the judgment, including partial satisfactions, after each installment is paid. 

a. This award shall be secured by a first position equitable lien impressed specifically against 
7 1he following real property awarded to husband: Real property located at 9650 Hilltop Rd, 

Bellevue, WA; Real property located at 620 South ll'h St. Tacoma, W A. 
8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Husband shall not increase the amounts currently due on the first position &ens 
against these properties until aD sums due to wife are paid in full. 

b. In addition to the equitable liens impressed on said proporties, husband shall within ten days 
of date execute Deeds of Trust for the benefit of wife to a reputable title company as Trustee 
against each of said properties Hsted above to further secure the monetary award to wife. 
The Deeds of Trust shall confonn to those used in normal bank ilnancing transactions. 

c. Husband is restrained from creating any security interest, mortgage, or other lien against 
said properties pending husband's execution and delivezy to v.ife of all of said Deeds of 
Trust and for 14 days thereafter to allow wife sufficient time to properly record the 
instrumcnts. 

I 7. BH Properties, LLC. 

16 3.3 

17 

Property to be Awarded to the Respondent 

The respondent is awarded as separate property the following property: 

18 

19 

20 
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l. Real property located at 9650 Hilltop Rd, Bellevue, W A. 
2. Real property located at620 Soud•1llh St, Tacoma, WA 
3. Real property located at 3118 Broadway, Everett, W A 
4. Real property located at 3120 Broadway, Everett, WA 
5. Real property !coated at 5810 W. Clearwater Avery Kennewick, WA 
6. Real property located at 607 Central Ave No, Kent, W A 
7. All interest in All City Bail Bond including all tangible and intangible assets and dlb/n Cascade 

Bail Bond and CJ Johnson Bail Bond, Band of America #6609, Fortune BankJHomcstrcet 
#1971, #2723, #6842, #60103, Key Bank #0035, 111782, #0043, 2013 Ford Ex.plorer, 2004 VW 
Bug, 1990 Nissan Truck, aocl1983 Toyota SR5 Truck. 

8. Bank of America #2244 
9. BUF accounts as follows: 

n. First National #2349 
b. Greenville CD #3955 
c. Firstar CD #3076 
d Compass CD #7528 

1 0. All interest in Eastside Investors 

Decree of Dissolution 
AMENDED PURSUANT TO 
MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION 
AWARDING BH PROPERTIES TO WIFE 
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1 I I. Schwab #3 826 
12. Schwab IRA #8930 

2 13. Schwab IRA #6582 
14. 1986 Chevrolet Silverado 

3 15. 1997 Toyota4Runner 
16. 2003 Harley Fat Boy 

4 17. Receivable from Greer 
I 8. All personal property in his possession. 

5 19. All personal property located in the real property awarded to ltim. 

6 3.4 Liabilities to be Paid by the Petitioner 

7 The petitioner shall pay the following community or separate liabilities: 

8 I. Any credit card in her name. 

9 

10 

11 

2. Any obligation incurred by her subsequent to 10/11/2013 that is as yet unpaid. 

3.5 Liabilities to be Paid by the Respondent 

The respondent shall pay the following community or separate liabilities: 

I. Any credit card in his name. 
12 2. Any obligation incurred by him subsequent to 10/11/2013 that is as yet unpaid. 

3. Any and aU obligations associated with All City Bail Bond, Cascade Bail Bond, and CJ Johnson 
13 Bail Bond, including but not limited to any obligation owing to Seneca Insurance and Bru1 USA. 

4. Obligation owing to Darren Bloch in the amount of$109,0000. 
14 5. Balance of obligation owing to CJ Johnson. 

6. Any obligation associated with the real property awarded to him. 
15 7. Obligation owing on joint federal income tax return of the parties for 2014 (estimated at 

$362,000). 
16 8. Obligation cming to wife in the amount of$99,383 for sanctions pursuant to 10/6/2014 order. 

9. Obligation owing to wife for attorney fees pursuant to 12129/2014 order ($2,000). 
17 10. Obligation owing to wife in the amount of$596, 704 for an equalizing payment for the property 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

division ordered herein. 

3.6 Hold Harmless Provision 

3.7 

Each party shall hold the other party hannless from any rollection action relating to separate or 
community liabilities set forth above, including reasonable attorney's fees and costs incurred in 
defending against any attempts to collect an obligation of the other party. 

Maintenance 

I. Husband shall pay maintenance to petitioner for 60 months as follows: Beginning May I, 2015 
the sum of $20,000 per month for 60 months . 

2. The obligation to pay future mainrenancc is terminated upon the dea!h of the wife bnt shall 
survive the death of the husband and be a claim against his estate. 

3. The obligation to pay future maintenance is terminated upon the remarriage of the \\ife. 
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1 4. Maintenance is due on the first of the month. Husband shall not include wife's social security 
number or any portion thereof on any check. Maintenance shall be paid by direct deposit intn an 

2 account designated by wife. 

3 5. Maintenance is mx.able tn the wife as income and deductible tn the husband on his federal 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

income taX return. 

3.8 Restraining Order 

No temporary personal restraining orders have been entered under this cause number. 

3.9 Protection Order 

Does not apply. 

3.10 Jurisdiction Over the Children 

The court has jurisdiction over the children as set forth in the Findings of Fact and Conclusions 
of Law. 

11 3.11 Parenting Plan 

12 

13 

The parties shall comply with the Parenting Plan signed by the court on this date 
or dntedAprill7, 2015. The Parenting Plan signed by the court is approved and incorporated 
as part ofthis decree. 

14 3.12 Child Support 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

3.13 

Child support shall be paid in accordance with the Order of Child Support signed by the court on 
this date or dated April17, 2015. This order is incmporated as part of this decree. 

Attorney Fees, other Professional Fees and Costs 

1. Husband owes wife $99,383 in unpaid reimbursements and sanctions, pursul!11t to court order 
dated 10/6/2014 and a judgment shall enter against husband for that amount. 

2. Husband owes wife $2,000 in attnmey fees aWl!llled pursuant to Order on Motion to Compel 
dated !2/29/20 14 and a judgment shall enter against husband in that amount. 

3. Wife is awarded attnrncy fees in the amount of $75,000 for husband's intransigence in this 
litigation that has increased wife's attorney fees and costs needlessly by at least that amount. 

22 3.14 Name Changes 

23 Does not apply. 

24 3.15 Other 

25 

26 

!. The Court finds 1hat it is m()stadvantageous tn the parties to file a joint federal income tax return 
for2014. Husband shall pay all tax, penalties and interest due underthejointretum for 2014. If 
husband fails to cooperate in the preparation and timely filing of a joint tax return for 20!4, be 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

6 

9 

10 

11 

12 

shall pay 100% of wife's federal income tnx and any penalties or interest incurred by wife in the 
filing of her separate federal income tax return for 2014, together with any acco=tant and/or 
preparation fees. 

2. Washington Federal Accounts #0136 and #3542 shall be held for the benefit of the parties' 
children. Wife shall be custcdian/owner of the accounts and husband shall execute the 
documents necessary within 10 days of the date of this decree. 

3. Hu.sband shall pay all premiums that were due on ?-'Y Life Insurance #6230 in 2013, 2014 and 
2015 within J 0 days of the date of the Decree and shall maintain this life insurance with wife as 
beneficiary tc secure his child support and maintenance obligations. Husband shall sign a 
release within I 0 days of the date of this decree, authorizing wife tc communicate with the 
insurance company to verify ongoing compliance until all maintenance and child support have 
been paid in full. If the husband cannot retain the existing life insurance policy, then he must 
replace it with a policy of equal or higher value naming the wife and beneficiary to secure his 
child support and maintenance obligations. 

4. The C01.Utshall retain jurisdiction of this case for six months. 

13 Presente 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Cynthia Whitaker, WSBA #7292 
Attorney for petitioner/wife 
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APPENDIX D 
  



Topic 557 - Additional Tax on Early Distributions from Traditional and Roth IRAs

To discourage the use of IRAs for purposes other than retirement, the law imposes an additional 10% tax on early distributions from traditional and Roth IRAs unless an 
exception applies. Generally, early distributions are those you receive from an IRA before reaching age 59½. The additional 10% tax applies to the part of the distribution that 
you have to include in gross income. It is in addition to any regular income tax on that amount. 

No Additional 10% Tax

Distributions that you roll over or transfer to another IRA or qualified retirement plan are not subject to this additional 10% tax. This is true as long as the distributions for a 
rollover fall within the guidelines of the one year rollover provision. For more information on rollovers, refer to Topic 413. 

There are exceptions to this additional 10% tax for early distributions that are: 

• Made to a beneficiary or estate on account of the IRA owner's death 
• Made on account of disability
• Made as part of a series of substantially equal periodic payments for your life (or life expectancy) or the joint lives (or joint life expectancies) of you and your designated 

beneficiary 
• Qualified first-time homebuyer distributions
• Not in excess of your qualified higher education expenses
• Not in excess of certain medical insurance premiums paid while unemployed 
• Not in excess of your unreimbursed medical expenses that are more than a certain percentage of your adjusted gross income 
• Due to an IRS levy, or
• A qualified reservist distribution

Refer to Publication 590-B (PDF), Distributions from Individual Retirement Arrangements (IRAs), for more information on these exceptions. 

Other exceptions apply to distributions from other qualified employee retirement plans. For information on these exceptions, refer to Topic 558 or Publication 575, Pension and 
Annuity Income. For more information on IRA distributions, refer to Publication 590-B (PDF). 

Reporting the Additional 10% Tax

The additional 10% tax is reported on Form 5329 (PDF), Additional Taxes on Qualified Plans (Including IRAs) and Other Tax-Favored Accounts. However, you do not have to file 
Form 5329 if your Form 1099-R (PDF), Distributions From Pensions, Annuities, Retirement or Profit-Sharing Plans, IRAs, Insurance Contracts, etc., shows distribution code 1 in 
Box 7. In this instance, you need only enter the additional 10% tax directly on the appropriate line of your Form 1040 (PDF), U.S. Individual Income Tax Return. If you meet one 
of the exceptions to the tax, and your Form 1099-R does not have a distribution code 2, 3, or 4 in the box labeled distribution code(s), or if the code shown is incorrect, you must 
file Form 5329 to claim the exception. 

Tax Withholding and Estimated Tax

Federal income tax withholding is required for distributions from IRAs unless you elect out of withholding on the distribution. If you elect out of withholding, you may have to make 
estimated tax payments. For more information on withholding and estimated tax payments, refer to Publication 505, Tax Withholding and Estimated Tax. 
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