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Court of Appeals of Washington
County of King

In re the Marriage of:

Esse Marie Wolf NO. 09-3-05449-9 SEA
... NO. 664786
Petitioner(s),
and
Diavid Laienee: Woif Declaration of Esse Costello
Respondent(s).
NOTICE OF APPEAL TO
THE COURT OF APPEALS
RE: PETITIONER’S RESPONSE
(Optional Use)
(DCLR)
This declaration is made by:
Name: Esse Costello

Age: 35

Relationship to the parties in this action: _ex-wife & mother of child.

I Declare:

I still have not received a copy of Mr. Wolf’s response so | object to anything he has filed with the court

of appeals. An update since the trial. Mr. Wolf who was called “credible” during our trial was caught

manipulating documents and lying to Judge Downing multiple times during a court hearing, please see

(Exhibit #1) 1 was forced to file bankruptcy due to this circus of a parenting plan that was ordered even

knowing that Mr. Wolf has significant wealth and | do not. I am required to fly our daughter to Seattle 2
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times per month costing $800-$1.200 due to Mr. Wolf’s last minute changes of the schedule. | have said

multiple times that I did not have money to do these significant travels but they just kept referring to the

section in the Parenting Plan that said, “lack of funds is not an excuse” This resulted and my husband and

I having to jointly file bankruptcy since Mr. Wolf never pays child support on time and often not at all.

(Exhibit #2) Please also see a copy of the very confusing Parenting Plan that guaranteed we would have

to continue coming back to pay for multiple arbitrations and court appearances.(Exhibit #3). In this

parenting plan you will see that “lack of funds cannot be an excuse not to travel.” So, even though Mr.

Wolf doesn’t pay the child support, I must fly our daughter to Seattle or be held in contempt and I was.

Exhibit #4) My child support ended in October 2012 and I have not received any child support for

November 2012 and December 2012. Mr. Wolf will not provide his W’2’s or assets to update the

worksheets. Please see expiration of the Order of Child Support. This is against all the child support laws

and should not have been ordered by Judge Fox or written by attorney Luanne Perry. (Exhibit #5) Mr.

Wolf refuses to pay medical insurance for our daughter so I now have been covering her since the trial

when he cancelled it. Mr. Wolf has not paid child support on time 20 months in a row and several months

not at all. Please see the Division of Child Support Debt Calculation showing that Mr. Wolf has not paid

child support on time not even once since he know I have to rely on that money to pay for the flights.
(Exhibit #6) Since all past filed dvpo’s were swept under the carpet, there have been several restraining

orders filed and a new abuse incident that occurred between my daughter and Mr. Wolf. 1 filed a cps

report and filed a dvpo. Since the past issues of Mr. Wolf having drug/alcohol issues, several dui’s, and

extensive criminal record, entered into rehab 2 times (1 including during our dissolution), diagnosed as a

severe a recurring alcoholic were all swept under the carpet, Mr. Wolf has been calling my home drunk

after our daughter is in bed for the night demanding to speak to her. He appears to be using pills again and

I just have to let her get in the car with him. My parents have had to pay thousands for attorney’s which

have included Veronica Freitas to fight Mr. Wolf’s contempt’s against me that were entered by default 5

days after I had my second child. We have to get that hearing squashed. Now my parent’s have hired

another attorney here in Spokane, WA whose name is Ellen Hendrick to file a parenting plan

modification, emergency hearing was held on December 19" to have Mr. Wolf return our daughter to me.

to reinstate the order of child support, etc. On Friday December 14, 2012, there was a court hearing in

Spokane, WA and the commissioner was Mr. Wolf’s previous attorney on the restraining orders that were

all filed against him so I will have to pay an attorney again to have that hearing squashed and I have filed

a grievance against that commissioner/attorney Dennis Cronin. Now we will have to schedule a new

hearing with a new commissioner since neither of them disclosed knowing each other and it being a

conflict of interest not to mention unethical on the attorney/commissioner’s. The commissioner, who was
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also Mr. Wolf’s previous attorney, ordered an exchange and since that exchange happened Mr. Wolf had

our daughter, he would not disclose the location of where they were at and wouldn’t return her, that is

why I had to filed an emergency hearing to get her back. Since trial, our trial judge, Judge Fox has retired

and our arbitrator, Howard Bartlett has also retired. | blame this mostly on my previous attorney Natalie

Beckmann for withdrawing as my attorney from my case a month before trial after she exhausted the

$450.000 trust account that she was given control of from the courts. She did not notify me to file for

funds or advise me in any way of what to do to obtain counsel for this 5 day trial. While Mr. Wolf was

represented by 2 attorney’s, I was forced to be pro se. Natalie Beckmann had the voicemails with Mr.

Wolf admitting to the dvpo of throwing an iron rack at me and our 9 month old daughter, if she had

represented me at trial this voicemail would have been submitted, I didn’t know how to get a voicemail

entered and so all domestic violence’s even police reports and arrests were swept under the carpet and

called “ludicrous” by Judge Fox. The police reports of Mr. Wolf’s arrest for domestic violence were not

considered because the police officer needed to testify, I did not know this. I was brought into Mr. Wolf’s

attorney’s office Luanne Perry and Dawn Sydney and they threatened me that it was going to cost me

several thousand dollars to have these witnesses testify that I had listed on my joint statement of evidence

and they knew I couldn’t afford it, I immediately removed all of them. A parenting evaluation done by

Dr. Hedrick was thrown out even though she testified. Judge Fox said, she may be a professional in this

area but I am the final say.” | had a very good, simple life before I met this person. Since this trial I have

been sent harassing emails from Mr. Wolf, his attorney, traveled to Seattle for court more times than I can

count. My life has been a complete nightmare because I was not given the same opportunity as Mr. Wolf

to be represented in trial and I was completely taken advantage of and steamrolled. I had the right to a

fair trial and was not given this right.

(Attach Additional Pages if Necessary and Number Them.)

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of Washington that the foregoing is true and
correct.

Signed at Spokane . [City] WA [State] on 12/17/2012___ [Date].

Esse Costello
Signature of Declarant Print or Type Name

Declaration (DCLR) - Page 3 of
WPF DRPSCU 01.0100 (6/2006)



Do not attach financial records, personal health care records or confidential
reports to this declaration. Such records should be served on the other party and
filed with the court using one of these cover sheets:

1) Sealed Financial Source Documents (WPF DRPSCU 09.0220) for financial records

2) Sealed Personal Health Care Records (WPF DRPSCU 09.0260) for health records
3) Sealed Confidential Report (WPF DRPSCU 09.270) for confidential reports

If filed separately using a cover sheet, the records will be sealed to protect your
privacy (although they will be available to all parties in the case, their attorneys,
court personnel and certain state agencies and boards.) See GR 22(C)(2).
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Esse Wolf aka (Costello)
VS.

David Wolf

COURT OF APPEAL

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KING

Petitioner,

Respondent.

NO.09-3-05449-9-SEA
NO. 664786

CONFIRMATION OF SERVICE
SCOMIS CODE: CS/CSSRV

The following Respondent has been served:
David Wolf, Respondent

How service was obtained:
Mailed Mr. Wolf copies to P.O. Box 157 Chinook, WA 98614

No other named Respondents remain to be served.

12/18/12

Date

Esse Costello
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF KING
In re the Marriage of: No. 09-3-05449-9 SEA
ESSE M. COSTELLO (f/k/a Wolf),
e ORDER ON MOTION
Petitioner,
FOR CONTEMPT
and

DAVID L. WOLF,

Respondent.

The matter now comes before the Court on the Respondent father's Motion
to have the Petitioner mother held in contempt of court for her continuing failures to
comply with parenting plan provisions.

Having heard from both parties on December 9, 2011, the Court readily
concludes that the mother has continued to be resistant to the father’s residential

time with the child. She persists in asserting financial difficulties despite a
L
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parenting plan provision stating

that lack of funds is an insufficient excuse for not

complying with the exchange grovisions. Were she genuinely motivated by a desire

‘ s
to serve the child's interests Jnd to be in compliance with court orders, the child

would have enjoyed more time withh her father on the visits that were scheduled for

October 31, November 14 and Novémber 29.

After the hearing, the Court|elected to take a few days to review the record

further and to see if a sternly a

mohished mother would find herself able to comply

with the required transportation arrangements for the child’s residential time with

her father scheduled to commence on Tuesday December 13. As of this writing,

the Court has been advised that she has demonstrated that she can.

The Court remains troubjed by the fact that each of the parties seems to be

primarily concerned with portr

ying him- or herself as the victim of the other's

evilness. The child's wellbeing fis forced by both to take a backseat to expressions

of their personal animosity. In

father must demonstrate that his

seeking to have the mother held in contempt, the

own conduct has been above reproach. And yet,

a) When ask

to pass forward for entry the current parenting

plan as established by arbitrator Howard Bartlett, he submitted one that the

arbitrator had later modified to remove a provision to which the mother had

objected. The mother provided the court with the version that matched the

J
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one supplied by the arbitrator in response to the bailiff's request on

December 9.

b) In his declaration, he swore “under penalty of perjury” that the
mother's husband drank alcohol this Halloween and submitted a
photograph in support of his éwom testimony. The mother easily and
convincingly demonstrated that the father's sworn testimony was false.

C) He was not able to refute that on one occasion she was only
given two hours notice of the time of a scheduled departure and on another
occasion he had purchased her ticket in an incorrect name.

d) Among the papers he submitted for this hearing was a letter-
ruling from arbitrator Howard Bartlett. This letter had been altered to reflect
a date of November 15 rather i_h:an the true date of August 29, 2011. It is
far from clear how and why this alteration occurred but it is certainly

troubling.

It is often said that a party must ﬁdme into a court of equity with clean hands.
At this point, this cannot be said of eithe‘r party and this Court is far from satisfied
that the relief sought is sought for the right reasons or that granting the relief would
serve to assist the parties in !eamirﬁg to cooperate better and make more

responsible use of the courts.

ORDER ON MOTION FOR CONTEMPT- Page 3 of 4 HON. WILLIAM L. DOWNING
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Accordingly, based on all of the foregoing, the Respondent's Motion for

Contempt is DENIED. ..
]_

Dated this { 2 day of December, 2011.

by Wi
/

Hon. William/L. Downing

ORDER ON MOTION FOR CONTEMPT- Page 4 of 4 VION. WILLIAM L. DOWNING

Kixc COUsTY SUPERIOR COURT
516 THmD AvE.; C-203
SeaTTLE, WA 98104
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CM/ECF - U.S. Bankruptcy Court: WAEB Page I'of 1 .

Open a New Bankrupicy Case
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN lDlSI'RlCT OF WASHINGTON

Notice of Bankruptcy Case Filing |

The following transaction was received from Jason B Couey entered on 6/28/2012 at 4:13 PM PDT and filed on "
6/28/2012 ;

Case Name: Chad Matthew Costello and Esse Marie Costello
Case Number:  12-02808 7 |

Document Number: 1 |

Docket Text:

CHAPTER 7 Voluntary Petition and Aocmnpal.{lying Documents, Fee Amount $306. (Couey, Jason)
The following document(s) are associated with sh-nis transaction:

Document description:Main Document |

Orriginal filename: W:\ECF\Costello, Chad M & Esse Marie\Petition.PDF

Electronic doenment Stamp: ;

[STAMP bkecfStamp 1D=1052925241 12] [FileNumber=7106767-0

] [ad866e9463e3bb87678154c9aaa0ad4 10449f44369d9cdf406cd9bd38533a3be7a9
3a29b668b66¢793 152¢746d816a399c23a60e84 | d40018f239a3310396971]

12-02898-7 Notice will be electromically mailed to:

Jason B Couey on behalf of Debtor Chad Castelio
jason@jasoncouey.com : |

US Trustee |
USTP.REGION18.SP.ECF@usdoj.gov !

12-02898-7 Notice will mot be electronically mailed to:

file://W:\ECF\Costello, Chad Matthew & Esse Marie\Filed{Complete}\Ecf Receipt Case 2... 6/28/2012
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Superior Court of YVashington

County of King

In re the Marriage of:

Esse M. Costello (f/k/a Wolf),

No. 09-3-05449-9 SEA

Petitioner, Parenting Plan
And Final Order (PP)
David L. Wolf,
Respondent. A |l a [ ]
This parenting plan is the|final parenting plan enteredon _{ £/ | || '\ . This Parcnting

Plan is based on the Interim Order Parenting Plan signed by Hon. Michael Fox on November 30,
tion decisions of June 6, 2011, June 30, 2011, August 8, 2011 &
the court orders (2) of Hon William L. Downing dated September 15,

2010 after trial; the arbitr:
September 14, 2011; and,

2011 re “Contempt™ and ‘fArbitrator”.

It Is Ordered, Adjudged

This parenting plan applie
Na

Kenzic Wg

Under certain circumstances, as outlined below, the court may limit or prohibit a parent’s
and the right 1o make decisions for the child(ren).

conitact with the child(ren)

and Decrecd:

s to the following children:

c

If

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 1 of 15
WPF DR 01.0400 Mandatory (6/2008) RCW 26.09.016, .181, .187; .194

I. General Information

Age
2

11. Basis for Restrictions

W



oW

wn

|
|
|
2.1  Parental Cond u%t (RCW 26.09.191(1), (2))

Does not apply. '
!
|

22 Other Factors (RCW 26.09.191(3))

|

Does not apply.

&

The residential schedule l{)ttta'r set forth where the child(ren) shall reside each day of the year,
including provisions for I?olidays. birthdays of family members, vacations, and other special
occasions, and what contact the child(ren) shall have with each parent. Parents are encouraged
to create a residential .s-cffedule that meets the developmental needs of the child(ren) and
individual needs of their family. Paragraphs 3.1 through 3.9 are one way (o write your
residential schedule. If you do not use these paragraphs, write in your own schedule in
Paragraph 3.13. T

I1I. Residential Schedule

3.1 Schedule for Children Under School Age

Prior to enrollment in school the child shall reside with the mother except the following
days and times wlﬂcn the child shall reside with the father:

Every other weeklfrom Tuesday until Sunday. See Transportation section for exchangg
times. Father’s first residential block shall begin Tuesday, June 14, 2011. The schedule
shall continue for Eone year (June 1, 2012) at which time the residential schedule shall bg
extended to be from Monday until Sunday every other week. There will be no geographic
restrictions on thi$|l residential schedule. There will be no makeup for any lost residential
time.

|

3.2 School Schedule ‘

i

3.2.1. Long Disili_mce Schedule: Once the child begins kindergarten an extended
alternating residenlltial time will no longer be viable unless the parents live in the same
general communité/. As such there will need to be a different structure. Once the child
begins Kindergartclfn, father’s schedule shall be Friday after school until Monday return to
l
|

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 2 of 15
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school on the seciond, fourth and fifth weekends of the month. The first weekend of the
month shall be defined by the first Friday of the month. If father has a holiday weekend
that falls other thafin on a second, fourth or fifth weekend of the month, his holiday will be
in an addition to%zhis regular scheduled residential time for that month. If the father ig
unable, due to Wﬁ!)l'k commitments, to exercise one of his scheduled weekends, he shall
give mother wrilléen notice at least scven days in advance and there will be no makeup
time for any lost :residemial time. The residential time for the regular second, fourth and
fifth weekends of" ;!hc month shall occur in Spokane; provided, however, if father arranges
air transportation1he may exercise his residential time at his residence for the weekend |
but will be requinlied to have the child in Spokanec and ready to start school on Monday
morning. If fatheli- has a holiday weekend, he may exercise his residential time at his
residence, providé;d the child is in Spokane and ready to start school on Tuesday morning,
3.2.2. Same Citﬁl_ Schedule: Notwithstanding the above school schedule, if father has g
residence in Spokéane with a separate bedroom for the child, his residential time during
the school year shall be extended to be a full week from Friday after school until return to
school the following Friday. Father may exercise one or two full weeks per month in
Spokane. If he dLJcs not choose to exercise a full week of residential time in Spokane
then his residentia':l time shall be as set forth in section 3.2.1 above. If father does choose
to exercise reside:nlial time in Spokane on a full week basis, he will notify mother by
August 15 of eacih year for the coming school year. If father chooses to exercise hig
residential time m: Spokane on a full week basis for any period during the month, he mayj
not do so for mo'lre than two full weeks that would encompass the second and fourth
weekends of the n!mnth, in which casc he will no longer have residential time on the fifth
weekend of the mg!mth. If the father chooses to exercise his residential time in Spokane on
a full week basis, l!'lolidays falling on a Monday or Friday shall be encompassed in his full
week. Holidays fa!jlling on a Monday or Friday shall then be with the parent regularly]
scheduled for thatéday. The purpose of this provision is to give the father the opportunity
to have what wouild approximately be a week on/week off residential schedule once the

child begins schodl as long as the father maintains a residence in Spokane. It is unknown|
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if the father will be able to have such a residentit I arrangement, but he should have the

opportunity to do! so. By the samc token, father m an be able to spend one week a month
in Spokane, in v\irhich case the child should resi&e with him during that week and he
should continue tio have his regular residential schedule which can be in Spokane or hig
current residence |as provided in Section 3.2.1.

Schedule for Wili_ltel" Yacation

Winter vacation spall be broken into two blocks. Once the child begins Kindergarten, the
first block shall b{le defined to begin when school lets out for the vacation until 2:00 pm
December 26. Th(ie second block shall be from December 26 at 2:00 pm until 2:00 pm the
day before schoolireconvcnes. The father shall have the first block in odd numbered years|
and the second blti)ck in even numbered years. The mother shall have the first block in
even numbered years and the second block in odd numbered years. During the preschool
years, the first blo?ck shall begin December 18 at 2:00 pm and the second block shall end

January 3 at 2:00 ;!)m.

Schedule for Othfer School Breaks

Once the child stai-ts kindergarten, midwinter break, if any, shall be with mother. Spring
!

break shall be with father every year. Spring break shall be defined to begin at 2:00 pm

the day after school lets out for the vacation and end at 2:00 pm the day before school

reconvenes. Until ;the child starts kindergarten, the basic preschool schedule shall apply.

Summer Schedule

3.5.1. For summer 2011, the basic preschool schedule shall apply, except Mr. Wolf shall
be awarded extra time as make up for the loss of his residential time for June 2, 2011. His
extra time shall be to extend two of his weekend blocks to be from Sunday at 2:00 pm to|

the following Sundjiay at 2:00 pm. He shall designate his two additional blocks by July 1.

His preference shzfll have priority.
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3.5.2. For summer 2012 and until the child starts kindergarten, the child shall reside with|
the parents on a two-week on/two-weck off schedule. The father shall have the first two
weeks of June in odd numbered years and mother shall have the second two weeks of
June in odd numbered years. In even numbered years the mother shall have the first two
weeks of June and the father shall have the second two weeks of June. The first two
weeks of June shall begin the first Sunday of June. The summer shall end with the last
Sunday of August.
3.5.3. For summers, after the child starts kindergarten, the child shall reside with parents
on a two-weeks on/ two weeks off schedule. Summer shall begin the first Sunday after
school lets out. The father shall have the first two wecks in even numbered years and
mother shall have the first two weeks in odd numbered years. The summer schedule shall
end the last Sunday before school reconvenes.
3.5.4. Once the child turns 10, if the father is not exercising his full week blocks in|
Spokane as authorized under section 3.2, the child shall reside with the father for the first
six weeks of the summer in odd numbered years and the last six weeks of the summer in
even numbered years. Summer shall be defined to begin the first Sunday after school lety

out and end the last Sunday before school reconvencs.

Vacation With Parents

Each parent shall exercise his/her vacation time during his/her own summer residential
schedule as set forth in section 3.5. This provision does not supersede the Order on

Motion for Contempt issued by Hon. William L. Downing on September 15, 2011.

Schedule for Holi'days

1. Prior to commencement of Kindergarten, holidays falling on a Friday, weekend,
or Monday shall be spent with the parent regularly scheduled for the adjacent
weekend. Once school begins Presidents’ Day weekend will always be with
mother and Labor Day weekend will always be with mother. If Presidents’ Day

weekend or Labor Day weekend interferes with father’s alternating weekends,
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there shall be no makeup for lost time. All other holidays falling on a Friday or
Monday shall be with the parent having the adjacent weekend. If the holiday falls
on a Friday, father’s holiday weekend will begin Thursday after school and the
end with return to school on Monday. If a holiday falls on a Monday, father’s
holiday weekend will begin Friday after school and end with return to school on
Tuesday.

July 4" -- July 4 shall be with the parent rcgularly scheduled for the day pursuant
to the summer schedule.

Thanksgiving -- Thanksgiving shall be defined to begin Wednesday after school
and end Sunday at 2:00 pm. Father shall have Thanksgiving in even numbered
years and .'mother shall have Thanksgiving in odd numbered years. There shall be
no makeup for lost residential time.

Christmas Eve/Day - New Years Eve/Day — See Winter vacation.

There will be no special designation for Easter or Halloween. Those days shall be

spent with the parent regularly scheduled for those days.

3.8  Schedule for Special Occasions

Y.

2.
3.
4,

/11

/11

/11

Mother’s Day weekend shall be with mother every year. Since Mother’s Day is
the second Sunday of May, it may interfere with father’s second weekend of
residential time. There shall be no makeup for lost time.

Father’s Day weekend shall be with father every year. Since Father’s Day is the
third Sunday of June, it may interfere with the mother’s residential time. There
shall be no makeup for lost time.

The child’s birthday shall be spent with the parent regularly scheduled for the
day.

There will be no special designation for the parent’s birthdays.

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 6 of 15
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Priorities Under the Residential Schedule

If the residential schedule, paragraphs 3.1 - 3.8, results in a conflict where the children
are scheduled to be with both parents at the samc time, the conflict shall be resolved by
priority being given as follows:

Rank the order of priority, with 1 being given the highest priority:

__7__school schedule (3.1, 3.2) __5__vacation with parents (3.6)
__1__winter vacation (3.3) _ 3 holidays (3.7)
__2__school breaks (3.4) __ 4 special occasions (3.8)

__6__summer schedule (3.5)

Restrictions

Does not apply because there are no limiting factors in paragraphs 2.1 or 2.2.

Transportation Arrangements

3.11.1. Transportation shall be by air travel between Spokane and Seattle. The cost of the
transportation shall be shared based on the parties’ pro rata share of net income as
reflected in the child support order. Currently the air transportation shall be shared
equally between the parents. Mother shall arrange the flight between Spokane and
Seattle. Father shall arrange the flight between Seattle and Spokane. Father is not
required to fly out of Seattle with the child, but can fly out of Portland with the child to
return the child to Spokane. Each parent shall make the flight arrangements at least two
weeks in advance so as to obtain the best price for the airline tickets. Each parent shall e

mail a copy of the confirmation to other immediately upon booking the ticket. The flight

shall be arranged to allow the flights to arrive in Seattle as close to noon as reasonahlﬂ
possible and Spokane as close to 2:00 pm as reasonably possible. The reason for the
different flight schedules is to accommodate the driving time father has between his
residence and Seattle and/or Portland. As currently anticipated, airline costs will be under
$200 round-trip per ticket.

3.11.2. Mother is currently not working. Until such time as she has full-time employment,

which precludes her from providing transportation during the week, mother shall provide
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3.12

3.13

the physical transportation to Scattle to start father's residential time (currently Tuesday)
and father shall provide the physical transportation to Spokane to end his residential time
(currently Sunday). If mother obtains [ull-time employment which precludes her from
providing transportation during the week, Father shall pick up the child at the Spokane
airport to start his residential time and mother shall pick up the child at the Seattle airport
at the end of father's residential time. In such a case, the parcnt with the child shall
deliver the child to the airport 1 1/2 hours prior to the flight departure. If a parent fails 1o
do so and a rcturn flight is missed, that parent shall be responsible for any additiona]W
flight costs, hotel charges, meals and car rental charges.

3.11.3. If the father is exercising his residential time in Spokane, the exchange shall
occur in the parking lot of the city police station closest to the mother's residence as
possible.

3.11.4. Either parent may delegate a third-party to do the exchange on his/her behalf. If
a parent is going to designate a third-party to do the pickup or delivery, the name of the
third party will be provided to the other parent. The child shall be transported by a parent

or other responsible adult who is licensed and insured. The child should be placed in legal

and appropriate seat restraints.

Designation of Custodian

The children named in this parenting plan are scheduled to reside the majority of the time
with the mother. This parent is designated the custodian of the child(ren) solely for
purposes of all other state and federal statutes which require a designation or
determination of custody. This designation shall not affect either parent’s rights and

responsibilities under this parenting plan.

Other

L. Each parent shall be given the phone numbers and addresses of all healthcare
providers currently used by the child or as may be used in the future. Healthcare

includes physical health, vision, dental and/or counseling. Each parent shall have

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 8 of 15
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3.14 Summary of RCW 26.09.430 - .480, Regarding Relocation of a Child
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equal access to all healthcare providers and healthcare records of the child. This
provision does not eliminate the joint decision making provision with regard to
health care.

2. Each parent shall be given the phone numbers, email address and school of all
teachers and work related day care providers. Each parent shall havc equal access
to all educational instructors and educational records of the child. This provision
does not eliminate the joint decision making provision with regard to education.

3 Mother shall notify father by c-mail of all of the child’s special functions
including school plays, dance recitals, permits, teacher’s conferences, so that the
father may attend such activities.

4, If the child is involved in extracurricular activity, the parent receiving the
information will provide the other parent with the name, address and/or phone
contact of the adult in charge of the extracurricular activity. Once such
information is provided, it is the responsibility of both parents to contact the adult

in charge and keep himself/herself informed of the activities.

This is a summary only. For the full text, please see RCW 26.09.430 through 26.09.480.

If the person with whom the child resides a majority of the time plans to move, that
person shall give notice to every person entitled to court ordered time with the child.

If the move is outside the child’s school district, the relocating person must give notice by
personal service or by mail requiring a return receipt. This notice must be at least 60
days before the intended move. If the relocating person could not have known about the
move in time to give 60 days’ notice, that person must give notice within 5 days after
learning of the move. The notice must contain the information required in RCW
26.09.440. See also form DRPSCU 07.0500, (Notice of Intended Relocation of A Child).

If the move is within the same school district, the relocating person must provide actual
notice by any reasonable means. A person entitled to time with the child may not object
to the move but may ask for modification under RCW 26.09.260.

Notice may be delayed for 21 days if the relocating person is entering a domestic
violence shelter or is moving to avoid a clear, immediate and unreasonable risk to health

and safety.
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If information is protected under a court order or the address confidentiality program, it
may be withheld from the notice.

A relocating person may ask the court to waive any notice requirements that may put the
health and safety of a person or a child at risk.

Failure to give the rcquired notice may be grounds for sanctions, including contempt.

If no objection is filed within 30 days after scrvice of the notice of intended relocation, the
relocation will be permitted and the proposcd revised residential schedule may be confirmed.

A person entitled to time with a child under a court order can file an objection to the
child’s relocation whether or not he or she received proper notice.

An objection may be filed by using the mandatory pattern form WPF DRPSCU 07.0700,
[Objection to Relocation/Petition for Modification of Custody Decree/Parenting
Plan/Residential Schedule]. The objection must be served on all persons entitled to time
with the child.

The rclocating person shall not move the child during the time for objection unless: (a)
the delayed notice provisions apply; or (b) a court order allows the move.

If the objecting person schedules a hearing for a date within 15 days of timely scrvice of
the objection, the relocating person shall not move the child before the hearing unless
there is a clear, immediate and unreasonable risk to the health or safety of a person or a
child.

IV. Decision Making
Day-to-Day Decisions
Each parent shall make decisions regarding the day-to-day care and control of each child
while the child is residing with that parent. Regardless of the allocation of decision-
making in this parenting plan, either parent may make emergency decisions affecting the
health or safety of the children.
Major Decisions

Major decisions regarding each child shall be made as follows:

Education decisions joint
Non-emergency health care joint

The parties shall have joint decision-making with regard to education and non-

emergency, non-routine healthcare. Each parent may participate in his/her own religious




[ O8]

+= W

=T e - T  ~. e

preferences with the child while the child is with that parent.

During each parent’s summer residential schedule each parent shall arrange
his/her own work related day care or summer camps for the child and be responsible for
the cost thereof. Each parent will notify the other parent who will be the work related day
care provider during the summer. Each parent will notify the other parent as to any
summer camps that parent is using during the summer.

Extracurricular activities affecting the other parent’s residential time or financial
contribution shall be made jointly.

Mother shall have sole decision-making regarding daycare during the school year
provided the cost thereof must be reasonable and the daycare must be necessary.
Decision Making Process:
1= If either parent wishes a decision to be made, there will be no commitment to the

child until the issue is resolved by agreement or arbitration/court decision. The

child will not be led to believe the event/activity will occur prior to the final
agreement

2. The parent wanting the decision shall email the other parent with his/her proposal,
setting forth sufficient detail to allow the other parent to reasonably consider the
proposal. Ifthere is a financial and/or time component, the email shall include the
financial details and time frame of which the parent is aware.

3. Unless the issue is time sensitive, so that a shorter time frame is required, the
other parent shall respond within 4 business days. If the response is not an
agreement, the responding parent shall provide a detailed counter proposal. If a
shorter time is required, the initiating parent shall request a shorter response date
and explain the reason therefore. If no response is made within 4 business days,
then if the initiating proposal does not affect the other parent’s time or financial
contribution, then the initiating proposal shall be deemed accepted. If the
initiating proposal does affect the other parent’s time or financial contribution,
and there is no response within 4 business days, then the initiating proposal shall

be deemed rejected.

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 11 of 15
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4, [f the other parent responds with a counter proposal, then the initiating parent
shall respond within 4 business days. If the response is not an agreement or if no
response is made within 4 business days, then if the other parent’s proposal does
not affect the initiating parent’s time or financial contribution, then the counter
proposal shall be deemed accepted. If the other parent’s proposal docs affect the
initiating parent’s time or financial contribution, and there is no response with 4
business days, then the counter proposal shall be deemed rejected.

5 If at any time a parent believes there is an agreement, that parent shall submit a
confirming email to the other parent sctting forth the terms of the agreement.

6. If, at any time, in the process there is a “rejection,” the parent initiating a proposal
may immediately proceed with the appropriate dispute resolution process.

7. The child shall not be enrolled or participate in the event/activity until there is an
agreement between the parties or arbitration/court decision. The only exception is
reserving a spot in an activity pending the other parent’s approval or order. Ifa
parent enrolls the child in an activity in order to save a slot for the child and that
parent pays an enrollment fee, that parent shall be responsible for the entire fee or

cancellation charge if the ultimate decision is that the child will not participate.

4.3  Restrictions in Decision Making

Does not apply because there are no limiting factors in paragraphs 2.1 and 2.2 above.

V. Dispute Resolution

The purpose of this dispute resolution process is to resolve disagreements about carrying out thi|
parenting plan. This dispute resolution process may, and under some local court rules or the
provisions of this plan must be used before filing a petition to modify the plan or a motion for
contempt for failing to follow the plan.

Disputes between the parties, other than child support disputes, shall be submitted to (list
person or agency):

arbitration by Howard R. Bartlett pursuant to court order dated September 16, 2011.

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 12 of 15
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The cost of this process shall be allocated between the parties based on each party’s
proportional share of income from line 6 of the child support worksheets. Until new
worksheets are created father shall pay two thirds and mother one third of the arbitration
process. The arbitrator may reallocate the arbitration fees and award attorney fees.

The arbitration process shall be commenced by notifying the other party in writing or
clectronically. The notice shall include the issue to be resolved, a brief factual statement,
and the proposed resolution. If the arbitrator concludes that either or both parties are
overly using and/or abusing the arbitration process, the arbitrator may withdraw and
specify that from that time forward the dispute resolution process shall be court action
only.

In the dispute resolution process:

(a)  Preference shall be given to carrying out this Parenting Plan.

(b)  Unless an emergency exists, the parents shall use the designated process to
resolve disputes relating to implementation of the plan, except those related to
financial support.

(c) A wrritten record shall be prepared of any agreement reached in counseling or
mediation and of each arbitration award and shall be provided to cach party.

(d)  Ifthe court finds that a parent has used or frustrated the dispute resolution process
without good reason, the court shall award attorneys’ fees and financial sanctions
to the other parent.

()  The parties have the right of review from the dispute resolution process to the
superior court.

VI. Other Provisions
There are the following other provisions:

l: The following “Other Provisions of Section VI” of the Parenting Plan Interim
Order dated November 30, 2011 are adopted with changes. It will be noted that
father’s one year of U/A testing shall end effective December 1, 2011. The
prohibition against the mother consuming alcohol shall also cease as of
December 1, 2011.

A. Sobriety: The father shall continue participating in random U/A testing
through the Work Clinic through November 30, 2011. The Petitioner shall

reccive a copy of the test results and the Respondent shall execute the

Parenting Plan (PPP, PPT, PP) - Page 13 of 15
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necessary rclease to provide the results be delivered to the Mother. The Mother

shall not interfere with the visitation sct forth above unless she rcceives a test

result that is positive for alcohol or a non-prescribed drug. In the event the

Father tests positive for nonprescription drugs or alcohol, the mother may bring a

motion seeking restrictions or supervision. The father’s residential time shall not

be automatically suspended by the Mother.

B. The Mother shall not consume alcohol or use nonprescription drugs during
her residential timc with the child. As of December 1, 201 1, this prohibition
will cease.

C. Asof December 1, 2011, the Father will no longer have random testing.

If not already completed, the child shall be tested by a speech therapist. Given

mother’s unwillingness to comply with the prior court order on this subject,

father shall arrange for and follow through on the testing process. Mother shall
cooperate with the speech therapist as requested by the speech therapist. Absent
an arbitration decision or court order to the contrary, the parties shall comply
with the recommendations made by the speech therapist.
Modification. If Mother, without agreement or court/arbitration order fails to
comply with the exchange provisions of this decision, without an exceptional
excuse, and lack of funds is not an exccEtionai excuse, then the failure of the
mother to do so shall be considered a substantial change of circumstances meeting
the threshold standard for a modification. This is a very close case in terms of
parenting. If the parties lived in the same proximity the arbitrator would order an
equal residential schedule and it is only because of the distance between
households, that mother has been chosen to be the majority residential parent. It
is based upon Ms. Costello’s past performance as the primary parent that she has
been selected to continue as the majority residential parent. This past
performance could easily be outweighed by what is seen as a pattern of denying

access to Mr. Wolf, which shows a lack of concern for and an inability to meet the
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child’s future development and welfare. An ongoing unwillingness to follow
court orders demonstratcs her inability to meet the child’s needs and could
warrant a change in primary care for the child.

VII. Declaration for Proposed Parenting Plan

Does not apply.

VIII. Order by the Court

It is ordered, adjudged and decreed that the parenting plan set forth above is adopted and
approved as an order of this court.

WARNING: Violation of residential provisions of this order with actual knowledge of its terms
is punishable by contempt of court and may be a criminal offense under RCW 9A.40.060(2) or
9A.40.070(2). Violation of this order may subject a violator to arrest.

When mutual decision-making is designated but cannot be achieved, the parties shall make a

good faith effort to resolve the issue through the dispute resolution process.

If a parent fails to comply with a provision of this plan, the other parent’s obligations under the
plan are not affected.

Before signing the final parenting plan, the court consulted the judicial information system and
databases, if available, to determine the existence of any information and proceedings that are
relevant to the placement of the children.

Dated: ( 7//0‘ /“ W (/HNL"}_\
! Judge/Comauwinsi /

/

Presented by: Approved for entry:
Do /5’ ce rher ase)
Esse M. Costello, Petitioner, Pro Se  Date David\L. Wolf, Respondent, Pro Se  Date
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Before signing the fin:
databases, if available, to

relevant to the placement of the shildren.

Dated:

nting plan, the court consulted the judicial information system and
ine the existence of any information and proceedings that are

Judge/Commissioner

Presented by: Approved for entry:

Esse M. Costello, Petitioner, Pro Se  Datg~~ __Davi olf, Respondent, Pro Se
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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

COUNTY OF KING

In re the Marriage of: No. 09-3-05449-8 SEA
ESSE M. COSTELLO (f/k/a Wolf),

Petitioner ORDER ON MOTION

! FOR CONTEMPT
and

DAVID L. WOLF,

Respondent.

The matter now comes before the Court on the Respondent father's Motion
B )

to have the Petitioner mother found in contempt of court for her failures to comply
W

with parenting plan provisions. Recently, the parenting plan arbitrator Howard
Bm that “What makes this case more difficult than it should
be is Ms. Costello’s unwillingness to comply with court orders and arbitration
decisions regarding transportation.” (8/8/11 Arbitration Decision) He had previously

noted her “blatant disregard for the clear directive of court orders” and indicated that

HON.
ORDER ON MOTION FOR CONTEMPT- Page 1 of 3 Lmhw
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“her behavior of ignoring court orders”™ was, in his view, “contemptuous”®. (6/6/11
Arbitration Decision).

This court took testimony from the parties on today’s date and, based
thereon, hereby finds that the Petitioner, Ms. Costello, is in contempt of court for her

w—ﬁ
willful non-compliance with court orders in relation to the Respondent’s residential

T e e e —
time with the child on the dates of July 12, July 26, August 9, August 23, and

September 6. On or about these dates, she acted with bad faith and engaged in
intentional misconduct in preventing the Respondent from exercising residential
time with the parties’ child. Having the ability to comply with the court orders, she
has instead chosen to resist them — causing harm not only to her ex-husband but to
her child as well.

As a consequence of these actions, the Court orders that the Petitioner shall
have make-up time as follows:

Tomorrow, Friday September 16, the father will pick up the child at the
Spokane Airport at a time to be armmanged and communicated to the mother this
evening. The child will then be with her father until her mother picks her up in
Seattle on Friday September 23 at a time to be arranged and communicated
between the parents. Mr. Wolf will be purchasing the tickets and any obligations or
mechanisms for reimbursement are not before this court.

The next residential time for father and child will commence on Monday
October 3 and go through Sunday October 9. The Monday is an additional day on

ORDER ON MOTION FOR CONTEMPT- Page 2 of 3 %wkw
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this visit and each of the four subsequent visits will follow this pattem (Monday to
Sunday rather than Tuesday to Sunday).

Other than as$pecified, none of the above serves to alter the orders that are
in place regarding the child’s residential schedule and the fransportation and
exchange anangemé'ﬁis.

The only other thing this Court feels compelled to add is to echo the
observation of Mr. Bartlett that if the mother were fo persist in her non-compliance
with court orders, this should he considered a substantial change in circumstances

M
that “demonstrates her inability to meet the child’s needs and would wamant a

m

d'lange in primary care for the child.”

Dated this 15" day of September, 2011.

Hon. William L. Downing

ORDER ON MOTION FOR CONTEMPT- Page 3 of 3 HON. WILLIAM L. DOWNING

516 TemD AVE; C-203
SeatTie, WA 9B104
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON

IN AND FOR KING COUNTY
In re the Marrage of: )
)
ESSE M. WOLF, ) NO. 09-3-05449-9 SEA
Petitioner, )
) ORDER OF CHILD SUPPORT
and )
) Final Order (ORS)
)
DAVID L. WOLF, )
Respondent. )
)
)
JUDGMENT SUMMARY

1.1 JUDGMENT SUMMARY FOR NON-MEDICAL EXPENSES.

Does not apply.

1.2 JUDGMENT SUMMARY FOR MEDICAL SUPPORT.

Does not apply. |
BASIS

2.1 TYPE OF PROCEEDING.

This order is entered under a Petition for Dissolution of Marriage following a trial.

LAW OFFICES
D 0R|GINQL 11300 ROOSEVELT WAY NE: SUITE 300
J N SEATTLE, WA 98125

(206) 365-5500 « FACSIMILE (206) 363-8067
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34

undifferentiated payment to the Mother in the amount of $2000 until October 31, 2011

and then $1,200 until October 31, 2012 because the obligor’s actual income is
—h___ G

unknown.

ey,
PERSON RECEIVING SUPPORT (OBLIGEE).

Name (First/Last): Esse Wolf

Birth Date: 8/17/1977

Service Address: 421 West Ivanhoe Road

Spokane, WA 99218

THE OBLIGEE PARENT MUST IMMEDIATELY FILE WITH THE COURT
AND THE WASHINGTON STATE CHILD SUPPORT REGISTRY, AND
UPDATE AS NECESSARY, THE CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION FORM
REQUIRED BY RCW 26.23.050.

THE OBLIGEE PARENT SHALL UPDATE THE INFORMATION
REQUIRED BY PARAGRAPH 3.3 PROMPTLY AFTER ANY CHANGE IN
THE INFORMATION. THE DUTY TO UPDATE THE INFORMATION
CONTINUES AS LONG AS ANY MONTHLY SUPPORT REMAINS DUE OR
ANY UNPAID SUPPORT DEBT REMAINS DUE UNDER THIS ORDER.

For purposes of this Order of Child Support, the support payment received is based
upon the evidence introduced at trial. The Court finds this is warranted in light of
the evidence regarding the Mother’s lack of income other than what she receives
from the Father.

The obligor may be able to seek reimbursement for day care or special child rearing
expenses not actually incurred. RCW 26.19.080.

SERVICE OF PROCESS.

SERVICE OF PROCESS ON THE OBLIGOR AT THE ADDRESS REQUIRED
BY PARAGRAPH 3.2 OR ANY UPDATED ADDRESS, OR ON THE OBLIGEE
AT THE ADDRESS REQUIRED BY PARAGRAPH 3.3 OR ANY UPDATED
ADDRESS, MAY BE ALLOWED OR ACCEPTED AS ADEQUATE IN ANY
PROCEEDING TO ESTABLISH, ENFORCE OR MODIFY A CHILD
SUPPORT ORDER BETWEEN THE PARTIES BY DELIVERY OF WRITTEN
NOTICE TO THE OBLIGOR OR OBLIGEE AT THE LAST ADDRESS
PROVIDED.

LAW OFFICES

11300 ROOSEVELT WAY NE; SUITE 300
SEATTLE, WA 98125
(206) 365-5500 « FACSIMILE (206) 363-8067
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State of Washington

Division of Child Suppor

1V-D Case #; 2269189

Debt Calculation
(Split Debr, | Certify...)

10/23/2012 11:17:47 AM

. Seanr | | ke pata; ] TR EME M’gid Total Paid |Rumning| TRVF pesistance Lo0L |
SR RS IR B B S I PRGN B o ./ Balancelsatance | -Balance | Balance |
NA | 08/2011 | $2,000.00 | $0.00 §0.00 | $0.00 $0.00| $0.00| $0.00| $560.00]$2,560.00]
NA |09/2011| §2,000.00] $0.00 $0.00 | $0.00 $0.00| $0.00] $0.00[$2,560.00|%4,560.00
NA |10/2011 $2,000.00 $0.00 §0.00 | $500.00 | §500.00, $0.00| $0.00,$4,560.00 |$6,060.00]
NA |11/2011]  $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00. §$4,115.00| §4,115.00 | $0.00) $0.00 | $3,145.00 [ $3,145.00,
| NA 112/2011  $1,200.00 $0.00 §0.00| $1,385.00 $1,385.00| $0.00°  $0.00$2,960.00 $2,960.00 !
E Total 2011 | §22,400.00 | $0.00 | $0.00 | $29,440.00 | §13,440.00 | | i
| _
Na |01/2012] $1,200.00 $0.00] $0.00|  $1,200.00] $1,200.00 so.oo‘[_ﬁfoﬂsz,gso,og $2,960.00 |
E‘i_ 02/2012 | $1,200.00 $0.00(  $0.00| $2,400.00,  $2,400.00]| $0.00  $0.00 $1,760.00 ?{:W
| N [03/2012 | $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00| $1,200.00| $1,200.00] so.oﬂ $0.00 | $1,760.00 | $1,760.00 |
' NA |04/2012| $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $600.00 $600.00: $0.00  $0.00($1,760.00] $2, 360,00
| §a [05/2012 $1,200,00 [  50.00 $0.00 $600.00 $600.00| $0.00| $0.00)$2,360.00]82,960.00
| NA | 06/2012 | §1,200.00] [ $0.00 $0.00] $4,160.001 $4,160.00( $0.00  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 |
| 'NA [07/2012 | $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00] $0.00| $0.00 $0.00 | $1,200.00
NA | 08/2012 | $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $2,400.00] $2,400.00] $0.00{ %0.00 $0.00 $0.00
"NA |09/2012 | $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 §0.00 $0.00( $0.00] $0.00 $0.00|$1,200.00
 NA [10/2012| 1,200.00] ] $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| $0.00| $0.00]$1,200.008%2,400.00
| Total 2012 | $12,000.00 $0.00 | $0.00 | $12,560.00 | $12,560.00 |
[Gramd_Total §38,400.00[[  §0.00! $0.00[ $36,000.00| $36,000.00] $0.00] $0.00]$2,400.00]$2,400.00

|

1 l‘ |
i;: on 'lﬁi

State of Was ingt

Division of Child Support.

10/23/2012

Vancouver, WA

(dare)

DCXpdf

(place)

Page: 2

, certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
this is a true and correct copy of the record on file with the

Mjm&%@‘xm
{n \'

Cale TD: 345500



State of Washington
Division of Child Support

IV-D Case #: 2269189
Ncp: Wolf, David L
cp: Costello, Esse Marie

Debt Calculation

(Split Deby, 1 Centify...)

10/23/2012 11:17:47 AM

DCS Vancouver
PO Box 11520

Tacoma, WA 98411

(360) 696-6100 / 1-B00-345-9984

Assigned SEO: R. Inman
Completed by: R. Jennings

g;g: Month .'A?mrod:rft ':TANF 'P_si__d; d :.Tei'nl?af';_ﬂ? I_ Asaggg;ﬁde Total Paid R-.;Tnkifii;g 3' F 108 R.E;;g;g
_:: _: S Bl g 8 o A m aid : Balgncle Balance
 gomment :| PER CH SUPPORT ORDER T
, TW’““ $2,000.00} ] so.00[  $0.00] $0.00] - $0.00[" $0.00[ $0.00] $0.00[$2,000:00
® "' | Per CP correspondence imaged 06/15/11
-r.:qmu;qnt:: -
ST e ' 2 Per CP corrcspondence imaged 06/15/11 !
NA |12/2010| $2,000.00] 50,00 §0.00] $4,000.00]  §4,000.00] $0.00] $0.00]  $0.00] _ $0.00,
Total 2010 | $4,000.00 1 $0.00 §0.00 | $4,000.00 | $4,000,00 |
' T qialﬁme‘ﬁt.: Per CP correspondence imaged 06/15/11
NA 01/2011 $2,000.00 | $0.00 | §0.00 | $985.00| °  §985.00| $0.00[ $0.00]  $0.00[s1,015,00
b e 3 ; Gomme ra5 Per CP correspondence imaged 06/15/11 .
m Loa/:an $2,000.00| | $0.00[ §0.00 | §985.00| - . $985.00| $0.00| $0.00[$1,015.00 |$2,030.00
Corr‘rﬂa G | Per CP correspondence imaged 06/15/11
lo:f:on‘ $2,000.00 | $0.00[ §0.00] §1,000.00| §$1,000.00]: $0.00] $0.00[$2,030.00832,030.00
G _:;cmmpm: l‘er CP correspondence Imaged 06/15/11
NA | 04/2011| $2,000.00 $0.00 | $0.00| §$2,485.00| §2,485,00|. $0.00| $0.00|$2,545.00%$2,545.00
NA | 05/32011| $2,000.00 $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 | $0.00( $0.00| $0.00/%2,545.00[84,545.00
¢ Coment | Per CP eorrespondence Imaged 06/1511
NA | 06/2021| $2,000.00| $0.00 $0.00( §$1,485.00| :$1,485.00| $0.00]| $0.00|$4,545.00 |$5,060.00
NA | 07/2011| $2,000.00 $0.00 80.00| $6,500.00|  $6,500.00|. $0.00| $0.00 $0.00| §560.00
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State of Washington
Division of Child Support

IV-D Case #: 2269189
Ncp: Wolf, David L
cp: Costello, Esse Marie

| TANF/Medicaid Periods:

Debt Calculation
(DebtCale Datu, No Certification)

10/23/2012 11:17:47 AM

DCS Vancouver

PO Box 11520

Tacoma, WA 9841

(360) 696-6100/ 1-800-345-9984

Assigned SEO: R. Inman
Completed by: R. Jennings

| From:Date | To Date’ | AU #: | Type
Children on Calc:
;U Name, ! | DO ;| Waiver: Date
|_l{¢m=:|.- 08/20/2008 ]
Order Information: —|
T wol Chi¥dven. | Oxdex . | - Ordef . |. apiiooc.o|  Cuxvent | e iwc i oo S T e O Yo
C ¥ ] bnDrdert |t . Type . Date - 3 CHETent l :‘Medigal. | Spoussl | :Arrears. FIP Sot.
; D4 12/21/2010| $2,000.00 0. .00 . '
1| Renzi . Div/Dia /21/ § 1 $ oo] $0.00, $0.00! 53-000 ]
Debt Periods: 2 records totaling: $38,400.00 l
|‘Debt -[Prératal . Prom | Thru. ~|Mo's|' Amocunt | Amt Type {Judgment Type Prior | Total [ Comment |
b ‘., Pexiod et I A S PN | G s .YP udg 'I‘ypi o 4oz | ; Hgt :I;a. gpt
1| Kenzi i11/o:/:onlm/31/zon 12 | $1,200.00  Current : | $14,400.00 1
‘- H * . I e —— —
Commenty PER CH SUPPORT ORDER _ |
i:x.mzi l ‘11/01/2010|1o/31{2011l 12 | $2,000.00 LCur::ent | ‘su,ona.oo ]
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State of Washington Debt Calculation 10/23/2012 11:17:47 AM
Division of Child Support (DebtCale Data, No Certification)

1V-D Cese #: 2269189

Case History Payments: 16 records totaling: $26,560.00
rament 4. | S38¢ | D220 ;g‘;' cursent ;S:éii—iiif ;. Aoeh fr;fi: | R A | ;«?d 2| pegmant

0827128001230 | NA 08/24/2012 A9 _ §1,200.00|  $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 $0. 00 $1, 206 00" $0.00| $2,400.00
0627128004664 | NA | 06/27/2012 A9 g $1,200.00  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00|  $0.00 $2,960.00 $0.00| $4,160.00
0531129001748 | NA 05/31/2012| B2 |  $600.00|  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00|  §600.00 |
0430125007983 | NA 04/30/2012 | E2 §600.00 $0.00 §0.00|  §0.00|  $0.00  $0.00 $0.00]|  $600.00
0322128004410 |[NA 03/22/2012| A2 | $1,200.00|  §0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00] $1,200.00
0215128002393 | NA 02/15/2012 | E2 §0.00|  $0.00°  §0.00 $0.00 $0.00' $1,200.00  $0.00| $1,200,00
70202125005142 | NA 02/02/2012 | B2 | $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00]  $0.00 $0.00| $1,200.00
(0103125006462 [NA | 01/03/2012| B2 §1,200,00.  §0.00 $0.00|  $0.00|  $0.00|  $0.00 '$0.00| $1,200.00
1205118001758 | NA 12/05/2011| 52 $1,200.00| _ §0.00 $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 $0.00 80,05 ¥1.300 55
120211F311342 [NA ' 12/02/2011| R8 $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| $185.00 50.00|  $185.00
1118117082291 |[NA | 11/18/2011| R8 $0.00 §0.00|  $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| $2,915.00 80.00| 81.515.00
(1110117988501 [NA | 11/10/2011 R8 | $1,200.00 §0.00  $0.00|  §0.00|  $0.00/  $0.00|  $0.00| §.200.00
102611F754380 | NA 10/26/2011: R8 $500.00'  $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 §0.00] $300.00
[070611F145130 | NA 07/06/2011| R8  $1,440.00,  $0.00 $0.00|  $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 $0.00| 12,%80.00
(0705117125285 [NA | 07/05/2011] R8 | §0.00 $0.00[  $0.00|  $0.00|  $0.00] $5,060.00|  $0.00| §5,080.00
T0425115008556 |[NA | 04/25/2011] A2 | §1,500.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| §1,500.00"
Totals: T Ts13,040.00]  s0.00|  $0.00 §0.00 $0.00 | §13,520.00 $0.00]$26,560.00

DCXpdf Page: 3 Cale ID: 345500



State of Washington ' Debt Calculation 10/23/2012 11:17:47 AM

IV-D Case #: 2269189

Balances: Child Support

ey Bupiort| | DaHs Arre || Temp Ais |  CF Acrs |WotAl Supp Atte
Groas Dsbt $1,200.00 $0.00 $0.00! $37,200.00 $37,200.00
Payments /Adjustments $0,00 $0.00 $0.00° -8536,000.00 -$36,000.00
Lost to BOL - $0.00 §0.00 ; §0.00 $0.00
Calc Balances $1,200,00 $0.00 §0.00:  $1,200.00 $1,200,00
CF Balances $1,200.00| . $0.00 $0.00/  $1,200.00 $1,200,00

-

Balances: Medical Support

Curr Medical DSHS. Med Arrs| CP Med Arrs |Total Med Akrs |'Toral Ar¥s:
Gross Debt . $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| $37,200.00
Payments /Adjustments $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| -$36,000.00
Loat to BOL 8 ' . $0.00 $0.00 $0.,00 $0.00
Cala Balances $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,200.00
CF Balances  §0.00 $0.00 $0.00 §0.00 $1,200.00
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