child support guidelines 2011 | *» SurveyMonkey

e

1 Please select the most approprrate response that describes your mvolvement wrth chlld
-support m Kansas. Judges and Attorneys shouid select the:r professionai status if you are-
fza'j dge or attorney worklng in the area of ch||d support and you are also paying or recelvmg [
ichll.d support you wrll have the opportunity to respond to those survey ltems as well A
'response to th|s rtem rs requlred before you can proceed T 2 ‘

Response‘ Response

Percent . '-.'.CPHf_‘i -
100.0% 7
0.0% 0
Oth 1 dividual not k Jin the
7 er-n _l\rl val not wor ing. _ 0.0% 0

area of chiid support ‘

1t b e RS R i, £ B AT Y M e S A A LA P e AT e A

District Judgo' 0.0% 0
' Maglstrate Judge ) 0.0% 0

‘Hearing Officer" 0.0% 0
0.0% 0
0.0% 0
Attorney workung W|th a Court .
Trustee ] Offlce - 0.0% 0
Oiher workm rofeslonall in the :
g p y 0.0% 0

area of child support
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' 2 P ease review the recommended cha'nges to the Ka

s'Chrld upport Gmdelmes and

indicate your Ievel of agreement or dlsagreement with the foliowmg statement for each.

_section Iisted

"f"The followmg sections of the Kansas Chald Support GLIId

elmes are lmproved by the

strongly oo 7T spencly - Rating | :
SRR gy -‘Disagree . - Neutr_al CooAgree - o rongy. - anng Response
-~ Disagree; . R - Agree - Average Gount
'.‘se'c't'idn E'I.F_:_Irnpu'ted En’corne_- 0.0% (0)  0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0)  0.0% (0) 0.00 0
~ Section III B7 Sharln E ual or:
 Neany Equa] Tirean dgEx:enses 0.0% (0)  0.0%(0) 0.0%{(0) 0.0%(0)  0.0% (0) 0.00 0
Sectlon IV_.2l _c Remowng the Equai
--Parentm' Time Adjustment (80720~ 0.0% (0)  0.0% (0)  0.0%(0)  0.0%(0)  0.0% (0) 0.00 0
rufe) -
' $ectlon IVE. ol Noeds and
_Sec fon 1 Emfa(s);emaw Expenses 0.0% (0)  0.0% (0} 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0)  0.0% {0) 0.00 0
" - ‘Sestion V Change of
Circum.etances ;uly R N‘imy_ 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0) 0.0% () 0.0%(0) 0.0% (0) 0.00 0
Sectlon v Change of :
Citcumstances - Termination of
E"‘:pclo;";enr: fz:lncam;ratm o 0.0% (0) 0.0%{0) 0.0%(©) 0.0%(0) 0.0% (0) 0.00 0
: : o Mrsconduct_;
hitd S0 o
Append"‘ I Updatad_c _d pp 1S 00%(©)  00%(0) 0.0%(0) 0.0%(0)  0.0% (0) 0.00 0
g skipped questlon '71
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- Response
. Count .

answered question

S sklpped questaon :

‘ skipped quest:on ' 71

. Response Response
- Percent Count °

. 0.0% 0
, survey

s am a paylng or receivmg parenl
and wlsh to complete that portlon ‘of 0.0% 0
: : ' the survey

s s e T e - - ARV
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change couid have a d[rect lmpact on your ch:ld support order..

Response
Count '3.

Yos - Sl -VI_VNo .Uncert_ajin

31.6% {18) 52,6% (30) 15.8% (9) 57

have a direct Impact on my chnd 42.0% (21) : 38.0% (19) 20.0% {10) 50
I - support order

T o T A T T LS T T T A R A M e 3 i i T B, B

anewered questlon 58

sklpped question - 13

o Rating Response:ﬁ'
Average 1- Count

CoStrongly .0 TEe o
gy ‘Disagree : Neutral = =
Dlsagree S T

i agree. w1th the recommended 27.3% 32.7%
7.3% (4 16.4% (9 16.4% (9 2.87
o change (15) " g ©© * O %

T b 2 A K A, S At Ak e 1 A 0 % 5 S g A At w0 £ T

peinin

' answered questlon SRR 1

8. Feel free to'explain your response. -

: .'Resp'_on'se"
~Count

.‘answared questron 18

. 5k|ppad questlon . o ;”_53 ’
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9 Please sndrcate whether the section applles to your s1tuat|on and :f the recommended

R_esbonse '
Count

" ,:This seotion apphas to my chlld.:

8% 39.6% (21 7.59
support order 52.8% (28) b (21) Yo (4) 53

e e o PRI P g DA R R T R H T e e e T T T T 88 T 1 L £ N T e T T e e T p e e g

. The recommended change coutd
N have a dlrect lmpact on.my, chlid- 58.0% (29) 30.0% (15) 12.0% (6) 50
S St L support order.;r

: rklpped questlon_ '_ 17

10. Please select the response that most ctosely reflects your Ievel of agreement W|th the
followmg statement ' ' EI R

Strongly | Rating Response
Agree T Avera'ge . Count

28.8% 26.9% 26.9%
9.6% (5)  7.7% {4) (15)" (1) (14)" 3.54 52

St ly " : o
r:ngy Dlsagree . Neutral_ -Agree

> _.Ré'sp'o‘nse '
. Count

22

skipped questlon ?-‘ ST '49_'
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) Respense
Count -

" Yes T 1) R Uncertain

ThlS sectlon applies lo my child 50.0% (27) 38.9% (21) 11.1% (6) 54
S suppori order . ' _

S e T BT ot s A T

52,0% (26) 34.0% (17) 14.0% (7) 50

oAbt B AT . . . s AT A e

e n i i oz e

5 zr h‘nswered.question'-, - ’ :"_'_54

o sklpped questlon a7

Strongly - Ratlng : Response

Ag ree Average

g 24.0%
1 agree with the recormended 6.0%(3) 40% (2  20% 4400 () ° 3.66 50
change. 21) (1 7)

N T e K B R N T T T o T i Y N T e e L S 8 £ N g Y N 2 A BT R D T % B I e S TR R

_ answered question .50

e sklpped questlon o2

14, Feel free to explain your response.* ~

14

answered question 14

3; sklpped questlon o 57
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" a"d if the recommended = -

Ungertain -

. ThIS sectlon appl;es fo my chlld

41.5% (22 a0 15.1% (8
supporf order b (22) 43.4% (23) b (8) 53

The recommended change could
have a dlrect impact on my child 50.0% {24) 354% (17} 14.6% (7) 48
e L supporf order '

_ 7'skipped question ;

. cng Y. Disagree  Neufral Agree Strongly Rating R°‘°.'p°“?“_"'
Disagree: . =~ . AT Agl'ee Average y Count,:

51.0% 34.7%
4.1% {2 6.1% (3 41% (2 2.08
25 @ i bE) 41% @) 4

answered questron T

, Skl ped questlon R 22

17. Feel fi‘ee toéx‘plai.n' yodr reSpcnse'. |

.. Response
- Count

skipped queshon g3
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‘Response

No © . " Uncertain .
. R . Count.

54.9% (28) 21.6% (1) 23,5% (12) 51

53.1% (26) 18.4% (9) 28.6% (14) 49

: answered queshon

sk|pped quest!on . 20

'Raiiné Response
Average Count

:"_S:’t:r;bngly '

9 23.5% 21.6%
lagree w:ih the reeom ended 35.3% 3.9% (2) % 15.7% (8) 284 51
: " e change {18) {12) (11}

e T A L ot i AR 0 A J—

Reéno:nse'
. count

22

NI L S T A R e L I IR T U A €7 Ry i i T L T T A A A A S e T i

'r-':"j_"a‘rilsv'.rerewcl qneétlon S a2

j _49; :
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21 Please _md:cate whether the section applles to your s:tuatlon and |f the recommended

Response
G Count

Ea Thls sectlcn apphee.to my child .

o , .
suppon O,der 38.8% (19) - 38.8% (19) 22.4% {11) 49

RO I S EP. M..\.~:.M..r_r_m._e_—-.‘.v_v.ﬁ_..en«...«_.x.e_f..y_,._q...—ﬁ_mr.,_ﬁ-mr,....x.m,..;.. R S A L At L o S AR 3

The recommended change could ‘
heve a dlrect Empact on.my- chi[d‘ 41.3% (19) 32.6% {15) 28.1% (12) 46
ST NS support order. '

R R T 94 o S PR e A BT a4 D L S S T Y S R T A B A L B A 5 8 e e

'i';enswe?red ql.ie'stion"" 49

'eklpped qu'estlon 22

Tstronaly . T  Bern e
ngly Disagree’  Neutral Agree. Strongly Ratlng Res._ponse_ .
Dlsagree S B Agree Average ': Count .

i agree wnth lhe recommended 35.6% 28.9% _
: 8.9% (4 20.0% (9 .75 _
change {16) o (4) {13) % (9) 6.7% (3) 2.53 45

28, Feel frée to explain your resopnise.

14

_ answered questlon :

'sklpped question o 57'
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Yes . ol '-No ... Uncertain Response
Yes..o oo .o cNe oot Uncertain Count’

' This seciion apphes to my chlld

) 18.8% (9 12.5% (6
suppon order 68.8% (33) 0 {9) % (6) 48

L S At R T 4 T LR, T S AL L TR A T e a5 s e ror ST T

70.8% (34) 16.7% (8) 12.5% (6) 48

) support order

. L AR L AR A

followmg statement

CStongly ol S Stro ] ting - Response
SRR gy " Disagrée - Neutral_ Agree E ngy Ret_mg Respee_se
: p!s_agre_e_l_ I S R S _Agree - Average. .- Count

y agree wsth the recommanded 45.8% ; 25,0%

T% (8 ' .29 3% )
change 22 16.7% {(8) (t2) 42% (2)  8.3% (4) 2.13 48

ansfwéfed question .~ 48

o sklpped questton

“ . Response
.. Count

29

answered questlon 29

sklppe'd que_et_ior!::r_':ﬁ__"- R -42
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27. Foe ree to comment on any other aspect of the Kansas Child Support Guidelines.

Response

om0 By B g o e AR A R U R T TS T 4 X kN A L Y T e ST L AT

a n_S'_wefe d qu ést-t'_f{n:‘

: o si-c_lpped ql'.iés._ti-c'aﬁ._-; G a
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wil'eo! Ihcot"\e

el free to explam your re

: Page? Q3 g,-

de]lberately ‘work under thier ;ob skrlt or at minimum wage and use the child " .
support to five off of tnstead of usrng it for the we}lfare of the childeren, " -

Oct19 2011 555 PM

optton is to be mcarcerated for farture to meet my Chitd Support So my questton
o the Advrsory Committee is:” What are your recommendations when the local:.-
economy falls, there aré no jobs, and payors are trying to pay what they canto
- meet their oblrgatsons but can't? Hire an Attorney andgo back to Court? Who!
has money fo hire an Attorney in these economic times to ask for’ a reductlon? t o
_don't. I have never missed a Child:Support paymént, But as this economic """

' Z%cr|31s contrnues [oan't gurrantee that | erI be able to malntain Incarceratlon Is

g.
: parents have a skill set that will lead to add
fi ndlng a newposrtlon may take tlme

In my srtuatron my daughters mother was’ put through and comp[eted nursing -
school but is employed as o GRERY due fo the large amount of ohlld support that
- she recelves A nurslng career has not be sought

' 201_1' 12:21°PM

Oct‘10 2011 1‘1 28AM .*

20111142 AM -

“this not epply t0 BOTH parents’r’ The Ianguage also assum sone ‘pare must
have primary residency in order for this rule to apply: There should beno™: = ="
confusion that this rule also applies to shared cusfody situations where thereis |~
no primary custodian. Why is it assumed that only a parent with non- -residential ...
custody would become underemployed for the purposes of reducing child
support Is it not reasonable and fair to assume that any shared résidenttal or
. primary ‘residential parent could not also become deliberately unemployed or -
underemployed for the purposes of overmﬂatlng their child- support award? We
‘ s 1

. .- ch|Id support award

‘ ‘_Tj: My order to pay is done in February 2012 Wi[| thls aﬁectme'P .
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Agree with- "c“ regardless of reductlon in wages parent should only be . T
accountable for what they now could make:.Strongly disagree with new "C" "
parent must do what ever it takes to survive and have a life themselves, if they

" can receive benefits at work that help them then so be it. The proportlon of the -
- payment amount far exceeds anyth:ng the resrdentral parent would need ‘

9 § lncome should also be |mputed to women who choses to stay at home or qu:t Sep 28, 2011 6 06 AM
. = 'their job after remarrylng Thrs Ianguage is clear!y wntten only to punlsh men : - .. L
“: - who looses therrlobs s ST SR £l .

F the F’ayor i under emplowed that his his or her busmess S

- 12 > Wrth the economy the way tt is thls coutd have a drastic 1mpact on someone not ?Sep 14 2011 9 53 PM

L belng able to pay chlld support

13 Thls s for the oourtto dec1de No gmdance needed T g Sep9 2011 401 AM :

14 ThIS sectlon is specrﬁcally wntten to punrsh ohrld support paying parents Unless Sep 8, 2011 8 39 PM

-7 “and until courts-réally start imputing reasonable income to child support receiving . S
“-parents commensurate to their educational baokground and department of labor -

- income._statistics, this seotlon should not be mcluded In addltton, thls sectton Is, S

: be workmg at the wage you deserve or after age 40 they just don'twant to hire R
- you period. Dus to the fact everyone on this board has a mass wealth-you have’ -~ "%, ..~
no idea what it like finding work. | was a 20 year model employee from Boeing = -
and { was 41 and put out the door because | was fo old. The last 7 years'| have
. been laid off 4 times making half what | was. And | hold a masters degreein .
" business, you raise the support 1 will let my | house go and set it out in the county
“Jail. Then you-can pay my rent and feed me. 14 years after a'divorce and - .
$300,000 dollars later.-You received $198,000 dollars in matching funds from the L
Feds.--'And’you greedy bastards W|ll then ctemde what ] should make wzth a k

5ep8,20111:19PM

-incoms statlstrcs, this sectlon should not” be mcluded In addltlon this sectionis-
- .“unfair untit the child support interest rates are pulled down to a reasonable level

-+ from 10%.- Many-parents simply can not afford pay thelr arrears due to the” -~
. unreasonable mterest rates N

17 How does one determrne whether a parent is "delrberately unemployed or Sep B 2011 8 19 AM
- underemployed"? Doesn't one have the right to determine how much they work?
 ‘What if someone has to take a pay cut or demotion ir order to keep their ;ob?
There are, too many confoundlng varrables at work here :
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'F ‘ Sep 8 2011 8 00 AM
ljpaylng job sometimes.:” What is berng proposed is against constltutrona! rrghts '; o
“further punishing non-custodial parents. In addition, even though my ex Is - S s
-'underemployed commensurate to her college degree courts dld not |mpute a

- ,would only further allienate non custodlal parents
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'

5/!“"!“7 d’fua/ er A/em-l7 qua-/ fme

_ Page 8, Q3 Feel free to explaln your response

«FZ xpenses

'1':___ - although the change is an improvement to the current 80!20 rule itis still NOT - _”'OCt 21, 2011 6:03 PM -
- 7= going to be effective. the current.shared expense formula covers in detail { o . o
- through the use: of completzng a. ch|Id support worksheet as one of the

: Chtld Support has’numerous vanables Deep conmderation and though _as fo.
. ."be given-io each.one,” Parents who- are dworced with ¢
- " have children. multiple pariners; and then you SmgIe.P
. never marrled | fall'under the Single Parent witha Child and nev
- The. Equal Parenting Time Adjustment has been used agarnst me, and prowded
‘o a sngmﬁcant advantage to the other Parent (Known to me as the 90/10 rule). :
" Therefore, the locaf SRS, and the State should have. NEVER been involved in
-~ _my Child Support Case. Because in my situatlon which was amicable on paymg
~- 7. Child Support, but shoutd have only been in "Agreement’ between the two -
.Single_‘Parents “Sifting down and agreeing on child support obligations, shanng
early‘equal basis, kesping réceipts; agree oh expenses, writing - L
€ another. and keeplng recoros on 4 regu!ar basis.- However sr ca.

0ct 19,2011 636 PM

: P
< but not EVER d[d the mentlon ( torce the Equal/Near Equal Parenting Trme
nor anythlng about Taxes! | Iwe_ﬂ miles away, and the other Single Parent =~
_'_has no vehlcle or has.she worke n.11 years; Whlch 18 how old my Childis™. S
U TIOW:” Sol my-" questlon to the Advisory Committee is: ‘Who checksthe checker e e
- (Enforcer of Child-Support), to make sure that the systern is fair to both IR
* Parents??? Espemally for good Parerits who have never misaéd a Child Support,_ RS
' Payment? ‘Where Is the justice and incentives in your recommendations for the '
. Good Parents who abide by the law?. | have been prlced out of being a Father
by the State; on two previous Tax Relurns for two previous jObS that |. hetd o
-before'my new Modlt‘ cataon Order in 2009 I no longer hav_e‘ at mcome but! e

‘ '.'IS"WOt'k_lt’l_g, and not just relying on: the Stats. Besides ms, who etse do you thlnk o
) |s bemg used? Where are your recommendatrons on that‘??'? ' . g

3 t stal[ do not totally understand the proposat after readmg it several tlmes ' y

""Oct 12 2011 438AM

BT SR Once again in my case.. I am the prirnary wage earner, chlld support payer . '-Oct 10 2011 11 51 AM
. eta, | provide receipts for unreimbursed expenses and never getrepaid, I~ : I
¢ provide 75% of the chlldrens ctothlng without receiving any. reduction of child
' support, provide 75% of thé transportation, cell phone, efc.: Case management
- doesn't seem to care... | feel that there needs to bé checks and balances
- -incorporated that need to be "mandated“ not "may thls“ or "may that" :
; Where s the accountablllty‘P?oq,:n B 7 : :

The newly proposed shared custody formula makes targe strldes towards B L Oct 9 2011 11 42 AM

17 of 50




 determined to be probtematlc is why this issus has.drawn such srgmt‘ cant . oo s
‘attention. Although sharing of actual costs on an aiternating annual basrs would i
provide the most accurate and fair method, the new formuta provrdes a
reasonable approach and. method of calculation; however, the. undertytng .
assumptions still need correction and clarification to avoid litigation.  1.) Clothlng
- the new formula still causes one parent to provide all clothing for the child(ren).

) Parents are strongly against this, and have openly voiced their sincere concerns.
L Why is the committee $till requiring one parent to provide all clothing at both
i 7 -_Everyone knows from practtcat expenence that. thls does not occur. -

L up., Your ‘report to the 'supreme’ court in 2007 stated that most of the Increased-
" expenses incurred by the 12- 18 age category is due to televisrons, electronics-
- and media devices. Is it reasonablé to assume Mom is going to buy the child's .- ;.
‘desktop computer and send it with him/her to Dad's house?: What about a Iaptop
-.or a’brand new ipod? Most likely Mom feels the child support itis owed toherto
‘i make sure the child has everything they need/want at her home.. When, in fact'
Jo.quitea bit of the child support should be buylng items that go back and’ forth. It
= s not reasonable and practical to assume these Iarge items will go.back and . = .
'ii"f‘forth wrth the child. The parent paying support then pays for these items twrce -
.. not fair. 3.) Why is there an option to use a parenting time adjustment for shared N
“ .. custodyor nearty equal parenting time?, There are not 3 options, there are only .+ _ o
.2 = sharing direct expenses, oruse. the shared formula. - If the 80/20 1s removed, .~~~ 0 -
“there Is fio parenting time adjustment listed for this case: 1 think the: commiittee’s o ol Tt
" resistance to promote a large deviation from the. 80/20 and a lafger credittothe” - = - 0 1
payor is'due to fear that the payéé’ wouild not receive suﬁ" c1ent furids ‘and for. fear. = =
- of serutiny by’ their peers.- The commrttee needs to keep.in mind that the payee e
.7 should fot bg able to support children on child support dollars'alone: Payees’
.. "should be digging into their own pocket 16 make Up the balance of the requrred
Y funds. For those parents with the lower proportron of Incoms, they receivea. - -
' ihigher correction {part 1.of the shared’ formula} ‘So, those parents will not have ~ °
odig in ‘their pocket’ quite as much;. 1t is.not the responsrblllty of the payor to pay. :
or. everythlng in both homes, he il has to support his own family.; There are .- . -
still plenty.of prowsrons in the gurdelines for a payee to request addtttonat chlld D
: -'support rf the award is Iegltlmatety Iow :

8 7 lpay chlid support and my ex husband can’t keep a Job but strlt is abte to buy Sep 30 2011 2: 35 PM_'J'??
" .. “whatever he wants, I-can't afford to pay himi anymore. ['even have one of our = R
- .chrldren twrng wrth me and am strlt payrng chtld support for h|m
L 7.';" IfI understand the changes any thlng that makes any | or aII parts of the - }' N Sep 30 2011 6 53 AM

arrangement more.equal will benefit all in the long run. Just-because two peopie
-do not live together does not mean that they do not need to parent together
Maklng ;t equai msures communlcatron : :
Atlowance should also be gwen for ctothlng, misc expenses, toys and persona! y Sep 28 2011 6: 08 AM
electronics ~The percentages should be increased to accomodate those direct- -
-expenses as well. Also, the fanugage regarding receipts being -eliminated shall Lot
< be taken out This forrnula do not el;mtnate rece;pts if the resrdentlat parent e
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. F’.a'ge 8 Q3 Feet free 'toﬁéicbr.-a’ln*_jéuf res‘po'nse.‘- .

' refuses to buy chlldren s dlrect needs such as ctothlng as such

g9 |n some cases the custodlal parent doesnt atow the noncustodral parent to wslt _ Sep 24 2011 2 43 PM

10, If] am readmg th;s correctty the. reccmmened Equal Parentmg tume formu!a ' Sep 20 2011 7 11 AM
e 1 ate the need for- exchange of reoerpts and>: I agreelll . There have ;

iy it
“stood for years Parerits who share a child on an equal or nearly equal baS|s '
incur the same child living expensss like food and shelter. A detailed child -
support work sheet has to be filled that addresses work related day care,
_medical bill. and extra carricular actwrttes for all support cases. The shared -
. expense formula addresses all issues in one simple rule as long as the child -
.- support worksheet Is filled out.-Why would there be a another rule which only .
- ;1 seems to be remake of the 80/20 rute that only benefits one parent and not the '
< child, The committee needs to conmderjust havrng one rule, If additional items - -
- need to beadded to the child support worksheet fike clothing, schaol supplies -
“elc, to-make:the shared expense formulamore comprehensive that should be
' pursued. Having two different rules will Create moré reasons for parents to-
dlsagree just to get the beneﬂt of rece:wng more Chlld support

42 I do belreve that thls change has came a long way to provtde falrness across the
. support orders. ! would Tike to see even more changes regardtng the shared -
custody obtrgatrons but th:s |s a start

ThtS survey rs correct when |t says that |t sounds ompllcated | cannot- state
whether.] a ree with it as | really do not understandits effect.”: As a-payor, my Vs
tton'wnh KS Chlld Supp rtGwdehnes is: that what the reclplent :

my ex-spouse has 15 days in that month of coEIectrng $3200/menth tax free :
‘And that's after a 20% parenting.time- adjustment was- ‘instituted thrée years ago P
" My ex-spouse needs $2500/month at the very most. Need is an ambiguous
- term, yes, but it's a term that definitely shoutdn t be totatty discarded, either.
There's no burden put on the recipient ever in proving what's actrually needed.
, The unfortunate result is that the recipient simply uses this as extra Inoome with
RS the ﬁct|t|ous tabet of Chltd Support Thank you for thls forum ’

'll-to seo how the . 80!20 rule wa 'in_ the best interest of the chlid its removat ls, Sep 14 2011 3 24 PM
great’ ste'p’fdnvard for improving child welfare as it pertains to child support, - . o
Parents whoare involved-with the child and taking the respons:blity of: having the’, :
hild half the time already have to agree (at least'when it comes to keeping the -
|d) Is concemned.: The court:and’legal communrty need to have c one universal .
rule that is’ applled Havmg Ianguage that. drscourages or allows one party to be .
~difficutt (* but do notwant or are not able to-agree to share direct’ expenses
should consider-requesting a parentrng time adjustment") makes it easy fora™
party to disagres. The shared expense formula which has been there and that
e has not been changed in the current proposed gurdellnes should be used fi rst
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Page 8, Q3. Feel free _t_o_explatn yourrre_sponse_._“ o

addresses when one partyf SR

“have one rule or make it clear that’ one | rule. shouid be used(shared expense -
formuia) and i shown that a parent is'nof abiding by it then apply.the equal - -
© parenting plan: formula Languagethat automatrcaliy drscrrmmatee one rule S
' shoutdbe removed R T O P e

45 my partrcular case, the Rew formuta generates 40% parentlng tlme '5. Sep 9 2011 6 35 AM ‘
adjustment, compared to 20% before. | agree with the new formula, however 1t g . o
_would be STUPID not to increase the other 5%, 10% and 15% adjustments for
tess than equal time parents So what you are proposing:is a parent would’
receive 15% adjustment for 45% time vs 40% adjustment for 50% time.: THAT S e
IS INSANE!!_ (in my particufar case, | make 4 fimes the money that my ex does).'f- N I
Adjust the parentrng trme adjustments for Iess than equal parentrng trmes BRSO S

16 Wrth thls formu a, parents wrtl strlt have to exchage recerpts for clothrng Include : Sep 9 2011 4: 06 AM
~ . _clothing allowance in the percenlages so tha both parens can provide. Ido not . . -

_ "agree that this formula éliminatés receipts.completely. The formuta is written” . © . !
~ . such thatitis aIways the hrgher income parent who has to pay. | have fnends
who are the lower income parent but they pay chrtd support How is thrs formufa

gorng to work for them? :
_1 .7: S Proposed equal parentrng trme cht!d support formula shatl atso be applred
R towards Iess than equal parenting times commensurate fo parenting times.- a.
: ad proposed several formulas to the committee that. would '
he current %oi” ~18%: adjustments are;as -
have.any f ﬂnancral basis.

'SepB 2011 842 PM |

It fig _
- glienation is a real issue and unifair chrld support gu;delrnes are a fuel for it. - The
proposed equal parentrng time formuta shall be re-written such that higher - f '
- income parent could receive chrld support as well, if ordered or agreed upon by
parents, a. There are already many examptes of Iower income parents paying - :
child support. The way itis written, the formula would not accommodate those *
existing cases, - Child support allowance for clothing and basic misc expenses
. should be'shared commensurate to parenting times so that both parents can. .
provrde these mstead of bags travelrng back and forth between househotds

: P
parentrng trme forrnula ‘It shoutd be only based on equat or nearly equat _
- ‘parenting time: a: The "shared residential custody” condifion / wording was never- " .
used for the 80/20 rule. Why use it now for the' proposed formula. It is a wording
issue in the orders and may not be up to date in all cases. Many of the orders
assign one parent primary over anothér for child support purposes even if the -
time s shared. - The child support dollars shall be accounted for by the receiving
o parents as to what |t was spent for and be avarlabfe to the paytng parents once a
E year upon request s

20 of 50




18" Everyone that Is‘a stable safe parent should get to have 50/50 but if the Mom wrll - Sep 8,20116:07PM
= . ‘not budge your screwed. its all about the money and you people On the board *+@. = e ssi T
" are for the best interest of the stdte not the child. best interest would be 2 -
- parents 50/50 except in a case where there is a unsafe parent I had a 3udge tell
ome Quote"l don't care: what she does with the support or the kids as long as she
. ain'ts o n the coffee table when thekids are in the same
; . And he-sat'on thie bench way t0 many years and
- was’ on 'S80 MEN ouldn't furiction.Where. the Hell was this: board then
-.50/50 shoutd always be fir opt:on and adJust the pay accordlngly

sed:equal.paren g. time child” support formula shalt also be. applled Sep 8 2011 1 24 PM
“towards less than; equal. parenting times commensurate to. parentlng times. ‘a. : ]
. Parents have. already proposed several formulas to the committee that WOuId
S .'acc:omphsh the same. b, The currént 5%, 10%, 15%- adjustments are, as -
- admitted by the committee, arbitrary and doés not have any financial basis. ¢..
- Uneven distribution of child support dollars will further encourage flnanmally
" motivated parents to fight for children's ttma for the wrong reasons,, F’arental
. allenation is a real issue and unfair child support gurdellnes are afuelforit, -
-~ The proposed equal parenting time formula shall be re-written such that higher
", Income parent could receive ctt_i_t__d_support as well, if ordered or agreed Upon by 1+
: rents

here are atready many ;xamples of lower.income: -parents-payirig
he-way it is written, t ____formula_woutd not accommodate thos
; for clothing and basic misc expenses
.commensurate o parentmg times so that both parents can
" prowde these instead of bags fravelling back and forth-between households; a.
THe clothing supply Issue does not work as the committee intended it to be.
Guidelines need fo reflect what actual[y i$ happening.’ b, Oné parent providing
all clothing alienates one parent over the other, ¢, Clothing aliowance shall be a
‘shared commensurate to parenting times, just like other indirect expenses. - -
Guidelines shall provide more definition inta what exactly direct and indirect.
- . expenses are, and what each parent Is: requ:red {o provide. - The "shared T
o resldenhal custody" condition shall be-eliminated far the prOposed equal S
~ parenting time formuta. ,It shou!d be only baséd on equal or nearly equal” -": o
nting ttme - &:The' rés dentta[ custody“ condition/ wording was: never . . -
i8 proposed: ormuEa s a wording

e parents once a year upon request

20 The changes made to this sectlon are an |mprovement from the prewous 80/20 - Sep 8 2011 10 55 AM
rule but need to be clarified further. This section gives two options to parents
who share the child on an equal or nearly equal basis and as such offers’an
opportunity for a parent to pick the option that suites them without having any -
. 'bearing on the childs well being,’I was forced into using the 80/20 rule because ' -
- the langu; "ge used to explaln the SHARED EXPENCE ‘CALCULATION makes it
: easy for one parent to just. refuse Not only’ have | been paying child-support I I S
i 'fifor the same thtngs covered-as direct expences The court’ "¢
- ' the. Shared Expence formula as the default or initial
optton aj d’if the: court receives mforrnatton that the option i§ ot w0rk|ng or |f
- BOTH parents’/AGREE It is not in the best mtrest of the ch id the hi
'j_-"parentlng ptan formuta can be used : =
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G 21 er ifl am denied tlme waih my chlldren Ishould not ba fnanmal!y penallzed for thls -', Sep8 2011 820 AM N
' arrangement ARV S ’ .

' -_-227 '3 . The c!othlng and other mis expenses al!owance should also be mcluded in lhe Sep 8 2011 8 05 AM
" percentages. ‘Both parents should be able to provide clothing, misc expenses, : '
toys, electronics instead of carrying these items back and forth between -
- - household, None of the shared time parents do: that. “In addition; the word " L
... _shared custody shall be taken out of the paragraph. 80/20 was based on equal_- o

- - or nearly equal parenting’ time.-.there was no word of shared custody, This W|II R

.- ~create confusion if not corrected. Similar reduction shall also be appliedto ==~ "
. <. pairents with less than equal parenttng times commensurate their parentlng tlme ST Iy
. - percentages. 5%, 10%, and 15% are arbitrary and have no basis. -1t is tlme that: e el B
~ the commilitee: corrects thls and stop charging the non-re5|dentlal parents R
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. 20 S just y-1ormy ex:lo-gel. money. |- sirugg ryaayfo ..~ - O

- rifake sure | am able to see my child and provide torthé best of my ability, but the - - -
chrld support as writlen especially the 80/20 rule has made that responsibilty
*even that much harder especially in this: rough economtc {imes. my child means
everyth;ng and i will continue doing my best to prowde the best that fcan, a Irttle :
farrness from the court would def nately he|p -

2 The 80!20 rule tends to show that one party has primary custody stltl Shared Oct ‘10 201 1 11 51 AM
custody shou[d be a 50% reductlon Why isit not? .

Oct 10 2011 10 28 AM .

determlmng how-miich a shar d custodial parent should | pay, Just ] A
“required in-45GFR 302.56 When it was first determined that there were igsties
‘with the 80/20, the committes should have begun looking for'Solutions. 'In 2008
the rule:went into effect; Sometime in early 2010, the commitiee was already
“aware there were significant problems with the 80/20. Buit'since the committee o
‘only convenes every 4 years, this rule has been in effect forthe last 4 years -
creatrng financial hardship for shared custodial parents My largest concern is

-that the committee was able to strongly support a provision which was -
- " determined out of convenience ‘rather than by substantiated data; The exact
""" same thing is currently being done w1th the 5%, 10%,hand 15% perentlng trrne
S he:had -

Oct 5, 2011 7 05 PM

f-_~-6_ We sptrt ttme evenly and [t works Don't mess |t up please o f' Sep 30 2011 2 35 PM

7 Btatant exampte of taw skewed toward the femate parent Must get read of rtt ‘ Sep 30 2011 6 55 AM
no Make |t equal R L _
8 It was very unfarr anyway Sep 28 201 1 6 09 AM

Sep 19 201 s_ 28 AM

. lf the recipient is with the chltd(ren halfof the| month toglc says 'that they should sep':te, 2011_ 3‘:02 PMJ; :
recelve a hatf month s support R : ‘ : AR

_ 11 I have my chrld hatf of the time and n these dtffcutt fnancnal trmes ! have had to , Sep 14 2011 3 34 PM
struggle and the extra chlld support t pay has not helped much In my case the : '
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Page9 Q3.7:-Fe:el free to eicplain Sr'our i'esponse.* :

80/20 rule is 80 unfaur and cant understand how |€ was set upin the frst place I

don t care if | have to give half my check away, seeing and being involved with
my child means everythlng to me. Domg away wlth the 80!20 rule is st1|| a great

' |mprovementl :

o 80!20 role was arbltra_r_y _and _h_as no basis it should have been removed and . Sep 8 2011 8 43 PM

_ 80/20 rule was arbltrary and has’ no'baS|s' it should have been removed and

: r_‘__-.Sep 8 20‘f1 1 26 PM
- replaced long time ago. The question is: “How will the KS child support .. -

. committee compensate child support paying parents for years of overpayment of
E 1ndirect expenses that they were forced to pay unfalrly
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1 lcurrently receive a deduction for extracurricular activites because my ex-wife .~~~ Oct 10,2011 11:51 AM .
would not pay or try o convsnce the klds to not particrpate Keep addang checks AR
and balancest

2 ‘t absolutely do not agree wrth thrs section or how |t is belng calculated _ Oct 9, 2011 11:42 AM

- Mathematically, it causes payors to pay twice because a portion of these cosis . "
- are already included in the chiid support figures. Furthermore, shared custodial .
S 'parents under the_new formuia correct for financial dlsparlty in the first portlon

- ‘rature; increase Ilt:gatton by i requlrlng parents to return to court

. changes in extracurricular activities, These usually change many ‘times per year co

" This provision will create “double dipping” because education, extracurricutar -7

. " activities and eqmpment costs are aiready Included in the child support figures, -~ .
.. Yet, this section “clearly asks the payor fo pay again. The committee has stated -
i ,they don t want fo over comptlcate the guldelines yet this provision does, exactly

that compl at s_the gwdellnes It should be completely rewntten or shouEd

‘ensure both parentsmake that decision;. Havmg

" does not grant org parent more: nght tomake” such dec ;
- _definition'of a “premier sport?” No-one I've talked to knows what this is. lt is”
o atso not clearty stated whether this ml.lst be agreed or not Competltwe and

prop: por
v 'approprtate for parents wrth mtmmat parentlng time, but not for parents wrth
" corisiderable parenting time. If there are extraordinary expenses which.far
. exceed those which any famlly at that particular income level wouid normally
incur, the “overall financial condition” should be questioned, : There Is already a
prowsron to request an adjustment for overaEl fi nanclal col diti n, [
3 ;Thrs ssctron is not clear and a!tows the Judges to make decrsuons based on how s
“they. mterpret the law and it should: not be mctuded _ :

Oct 5, 2011 7 08 PM

: tis’ not fair to the noncusto, rafparent te pay these costs when they have no ' e O'ct'_4,' 2011 ‘t 29PM .-
“input into the decision rnaklng process, i.e.-what school the children goes to, ==+~ = =0
- what sperts and activities the children participate-in. If this i is added, one parent L

< 'has the opportunlty to overburden the other wrth expenswe “activities that the Rt

:noncustodlal parent mrght not have chosen e i
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Page 10 03 Feel free to explatn your response

Stmpty put because it fits moreé in I;ne with mothers Ilfestyte the addftlon ofa Oct 3 2011 9 55 AM _
~. more costly extracurr;cular activity as opposed to the exisiting cost effecttve LA

Oct2 2011 502F’ o

" included in the child support payment This requnrement could Tesult | in undue*

.~ hardship on a parent preventig the parent from the ability to provide for other’ -
- ‘expenditures for the child such as’ btrthday gifts Chnstmas glfts vacat:ons etc

g durlng VtSttation time. & R . :

[ S P D L S e e et i

7. [fI dontagree WIth the expense then I shouldnthave o pay forit. If the o S Sep 30 2011 2 38 PM
. children's father does, then he can pay for it. | don't have $75 to pay for football : _
- .camp, and $150 to pay for basketball camp There are free ones, let the klds go .

Sep30 2011 YOOAM :

T v should ‘expect | the other pa ent to pay

“forit: *[f the two Were marned it would be ajoint deécision based on beliefs and-
money' Hawng to stand upin court and defend why you can't afford or support
- this process doés no one any good if the resmtenttat parent wants to do'this:
+ then they should be big enough 1o handle it on their own Unless the two ca
agree but the court should have no part in this. *"

|f one: parent wants the chl_ld in- eertam actlwtles or. schools thats not fa|rfor the : Sep 24 2011 2 46 PM
. arentiwho 'd|sagrees wnh'the other 1o have to pay; for. the extra s, manlcures are .- :

: lf one arty.is” already paylng child support ona monthty bases why IS tt R Sep 22 2011 8 39 PM '
- necessary to pay more above and beyond? -We are in‘a situation now where ' - R
" . mother and father do not agree in'regards to added and exira expenses for thelr
" chiid, Why should one be’ obhgated' fo pay 'more' whenthey do not agree with
_the choices the other party is making? These ‘extraordinary’ expenses seem to
_corner the person having to pay chl!d support to contlnue to pay more wtthout s
the optlon of saymg ‘NO' : . L SR

Sep 20 2011 7 15 AM

: Sep9 2011 636AM

14 g tt is confustng and erI not do any good e o o - f SepQ 2011 406AM

15 Thts sectton is confustng and shallbe removed Wlthout further data thls ' Sep 8, 2011 8 44 PM
sectlon WI|| confuse judges attorneys and parents It shoutd not be mcluded
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‘removed.” Without further data, this - Sep8,2011 127 PM ¢
E sectron “will confuse;udgee. attorneys and parents !t should notbe mciuded oA e e
: .i'j.1f_.;_' _What if extraordmary expenses are not agreed upon by both partres'? if my ox . ' Sep 8, 2011 8:21 AM '
' . decides to put my kids i in prrvate school wrthout my consent, why shou!d I be " Lo R
forced fo pay for |t?

18 This |s Very confusmg, shou!d be removed completely S ‘s'ep 8, 2011 __8:065 AM '
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Chan ?,e 91( C:ra/m:f'ance-f ‘Dué‘/’b /’/07’7

Page 11 Q3

el free to explam your resopnse S B

Judge? There was no Judge ln my situatlon The State of K:
Contracting Agency {In which, | will not name them), who: worked at the local’
SRS to decide. my increased Child Support Payments when my Modification

. _.came up i for réview in 2009. The Contracting Agency requested my last two =~ -

- 'years of tax returns for ‘jobs | no longer worked,: Requested receipts and

.-i-documents when | travelied n miles to see my Son, the other Single Parent did.

.ot have viable transporfation t0 meet me halfway, Plus, the other Single Parent
" has not worked in 11, years, and i is capable- -of workmg 1 prowded everything "
that was askedfor. Butwhen it came time.for:the other Single Parent to rebut, -

- Contracting ‘Agencyflocal SRS did was give her a phone call. Everythlng

svided-was not taken into consrcferatlon (Documentisece:pts) But the =

sall to-the other. Smgte Parsrit was.~ So, thers Is no Judge. The -
Con tracting Agency/local SRS is the Judge, Jury, and Executioner. All the
Judge does is place his signature ‘and officlal stamp on what the. Contractmg
Agency!locat SRS gives to them. No disrespect intended, but the Contracting
© Ageéncy/local SRS (Judge) is a “Kangaroo Court", - Because they hide behind the
- manira of Iooklng after the Child in seeking as much Child Support as they can.
o get.f And also to make sure that the State is the enforcer, 80 the State can get a
Lo .3?'-They don‘t iook |nto the facts of each and every case. If 50; they would B

| Oct 19,2011 7:02PY -

47 I might beable to support this rule if it didn’t enter the amo'u‘n‘t_cn line F.3. Idon't” Oct9; 2011 1143 AM
" . know if the committee has really looked at what this does, but if a payee was R L
$240 in arrears, he would be charged $20/mo until he goes back to court.’ If that - ‘
-is 3 years down the road, he has now paid $720, Maybe the Intent is to penalize ;: el
- the payor - which it effectively does.: However, if you look. at the other side of the
" coin, what if there was -a decrease?. The. payee may not be- receiving suffi cient ‘
";: funds for quite.some time now.. This again encourages litigation;. If the
committee wcutd entertaln the comments from the publlc,

1.Second Paragraph An mcrease in the gross income of the parent hawng 7 Oct 5 2011 11 30 AM '
N prlmary residency is not a material change of- mrcumstances for the purpose of S :
: lncreasrng the-child support obligation. - : O

This is clearly a change in circumstances, especially whenincome wasn' initially

.. imputed to a previously non-worklng spouse. -Maintenance is set up to provide -

-+ for a non-working spouse to get back into the workforce After that perlod has . .-
ended, and thay go back to work itis not fair th o
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L8 I senously doubt the court system s actlvely pursumg thos who fall to d|sclose i.f -.Oct 4 2011 1 33 PM_'
" 'a10% DROP inpay.. Actually, the reverseis true. -In order fo get child support ‘
‘payments adjusted down to reflect a lay-off or drop in pay, the nonoustodlal
parent must hire a lawyer (I was actually fold to do this by the child support .
offlce) i cost.over $2000 fo adjust child suppart due toa reductlon in‘pay - this
is money ! could have used to pay child support by | the way. Ifit isn't going to be :
supported both ways, it shouldn't be adopted. Also, my guess is it w0uEd rarely
be used on the custodial parents when they are’ gwen a ralse |n pay

,:,w_,..,,,‘,u‘H S T e e 7 i 0 T e e S ,_.:... o

' fYou'd have to do an audlt on my ex to-find out. where ail hls money comes from - Sep 30 2011 2 41 PM
He doesn’t work and there is no way his wife makes .enough money:to live the
way they do. My husband and l both Work and. can barely make ends meet

10 _:'-The parent who pays all ready pays a tremendous amount far more than any

“Late true parentwould spend on their child If. they were truly trying to raise.them -~~~ -~ " .-
“7i-properly. When that parent works hard t better their own situation the child will SRR F_ S

D talsor benet‘ t;just not by the hand of the the Tesidential parent..The residéntial - ~: . © - o -
. parent is able to remarries and reap-the rewards of improved household income Ce T RIS

- but the non-residential parent if rematries has to share thaf.child-support burden
 with their new Spouse, because of this | would riot have any section that address -

A "change in circumstances”, " If the parent works hard and- makes_more money

-,then good for them they to then may allowed to have a llfe ]

Sep 30, 2011 7:08 AM

Sep 26

ry | and i have @. Sep 24 2011 2 50 PM
" children that Iwe w;th me that are mlne and stili trying o] pay for-@ others outstde- : g
-+ my home. have a'letter from 1 of the childs mother stating that she doesnt want
-~ -child support from me cause i signed the adoption papers back in 2008 and no
_'money Is dué to the state but | still have to pay, things are really unfair for the * -
. pebple like myself that can not afford to h:re a lawyer and the court appomted
lawyers dont help you out
13 When the chlld support order was orlglnaliy sreated mom: was worklng as a
S simple veterinarian assistant makinga little more than: minimum wage Mom H
.a four year cotlege degree and two years, after the divarce i isnowa
i R maklng four tlmes more than what dad 1s°

= expenses There needs to be some accountablllty to Duty To Notlfy

14 =1 have been to taken to- > court many trmes by my ex W'fe and She lled about her . SEP 22, 20“ 8 2 PM
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"I have to be honest about my-income then go: _uld ehe My ex: WIfe has also -
" lied about medical, dental, and othet bills that she hadn't even paid but yet | had -
to pay her for them and they still aren't paldl.! think If a bill is owed the courts
should have a system set up that the medical relmbursement be paid directly to = -
 the doctor or whoever is owed the money not to the other parent. if there are
-~ receipts showing that she paid them then ﬂne but if not then it needs to be oo
.. disbursed to the medloal prowder ‘ S S

. Sep 20 2011 7 17AM

: ‘ ol _ Sep19 2011629AM
L7 Flltis not my responsrbillty to inform my spouse that t have gone out and work © Sep 12 2011 6: 07 PM
extremety hard to improve myself only for them to take that away. n my case a Y _

income statement worksheet is done each october by the other parent so itis _
- known each year if my income goes up. and for. that | gel to pay Case Manager
1 fees for the pnwledge of | paylng more money each month Whlch i find very '
. unfalr : ‘ B

h 75}_1‘_5; . |tshouEd stateforertherparent!']

Seps, 2011 e 37 AM

2011 8 46 PM

' Se"s

SRR | ready did this:id ttke to know why when |- would |
- mcome it takes 9 months fora reductton but’ when I'gain income it takes 8-
months to getito court and I have to pay retro actlve back to the increase WhICh I
i nd was not Iegai by federat law :

: 5"?1 ¥ f What if the chltd support paylng parent's income is invo]untanly reduced? WIH o Sep 8 2011 ‘I 29 PM '
-he be allowed to backdate his: reduced child support obligation? Untiithat. = = . R
j tanguage |s added chlld support paymg parents do not agree to this sectlon

g Sép"a 2011 6:71 PM -

Sep 8 2011 8 0? AM

Slm;larty, mvo!untary reducttons in salary shatt also be mctuded to reduce or
backdate chltd support reductlons i should be a two-way.street, -
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CAG.&ZQ d“{ .Cf‘CUN‘.}'iﬁhée - fl‘Mau@f)dv\ 0/4‘;'?4’&!0*2‘

.- 0cl19,2011 7:18PM

ha ot constitute a materia] change of T
o ctrcumstance‘??? I'think that you: are comptete]y Gut of touchon thisone?l . .
. Because it affects everythlng if you do not have a jOb or moneyl Just ask the 25
E mllllon Amerlcans who are out of work todayl .
2 Employers seek o ﬂnd misconduct to prevent payrng severance packages and : Oct 12 2011 9 05 AM
"~ other benefits to long time emptoyees A misconduct dismissal may result from
. subordinate behawor and the supervisor is also dismissed without any behavior .
from the superwscr Ieadlng to the termlnatlon The proposed change is allowmg SR

£ to reduce hIS monthly ch!id support ob!lgatlon Have you consadered the '
e case where the primary custodian.is mcarcerated? It appears some -

- ‘assumptions have been made, which are not heutral, Child support cannct
‘decrease, but it can increase?- Just because a situation like this has not = & ..
occurred, doesn't mean it won' 't occur over the next four years: Recommended
language changes: 5.) Incarceration or Termination from Employment;

.- Termination from employment for incarceration shall not constitute a material
i change of crrcumstances that justrf esa chlld support modification. Termlnation B

How is: chrId support expected to be pard in the normal amount wrth a reduotlo,
or elimination of income? It will only further hamper collection. Why can'ta -
propatlonary period be given at a reduced amount with supportlng documention .
 that employment is being searched for? Why should it be any different than if the -
" parties where still married and one of the parents lost their job, the benefi tsto:
‘the child (clothing; sports actlvmes etc) would be reduced untrl surtable '

' mployment could be found -.:; R L

Sep 30 2011 7 09 AM

Sep 26 2011 10 50 AM

rn

Sep 24, 2011 2: 51 PM

your f red over :

ycur own stuprdrty than you have the nght to be pun:shed

9 Itshoutdbeforthe;udgestodemde ' '_;' --i. R Sep9 2011_4.*7;\‘

'.10‘ | Aga:n another one srded order to punlsh chltd suppcrt paylng parents If the ' Sep 8, 201 1 8 4? PM
-7 2 -child stuppert paying parent is incarcerated or terminated employment dus to - : ‘
‘misconduct, the gurdeirnes shoul_d order a change of custcdy and change of
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Page iz Q3. -F'eér"rr

+

_7_o_'e' piéin yotir'resopns_e.f'

At

12 ;

- .-‘ _ whfch parent receives Chl|d support

when i check in after the lncrease you are going to |mply here l WI|| fi i thrs =

_ Agaln another cne S|ded order io punrsh chlld support paylng parents If the L
- child support paying parent is incarcerated or terminated employment due to

Sep8 2011 6 12 PM

SepB 2011 135 PM

misconduct, the gurdelrnes should order a change ofcustody and change of - Lo

ot Sep8,20118:22AM. "

7 custodral parente I:ves

“10% is u_n_realistic and 1t only destroys famlhes and non~ -
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tge(d.lled! Cz /d fu(’lslef‘f SOAQJU/QJ

::_Pag 3, Q3. Feel freet 0 ex ‘Ialn your response

RS _ He insists on buying them expenswe c!othes and toys whlch they don t need to Oct 21 2011 6 18 AM )
ORI have. I want to help provide for their needs and pleasure, but | don't want to pay
ST more to him because he msusts that they should have $45 stuﬁed anlmals R

1 know that it is based on income, but why would a chlld 0-5, and 6 12 need $700 Oct 19, 2011 7:38 PM

a month?- They can't eat that much; they don't need that much in clothes, that SR PR
“uch for thelr. shar_e of- rentlutllltles “or.school suppiies: So what you are fallmg
: -to state |s that 1 s arrrount of money is for the other Smgle Parenthustodlan .

DR prevrously, my Sonis 11 years ofd, ard: the other Single Parenthustod n has s
- 2 -..". notworked in 11 years.: And is also receiving State Assistancel But is capabie s
" ofworking! No disrespect intended, but [ wouldn't work either!” The State is'an. = -7
o enabler- for’ people like her to game the system! ‘Yourincreases should notonly =
" ..be based onincome; buton true facts as well. Also, incentives should be ~
“-mandated for that other Single Parent/Custodian to seek work as well. ' That's
S the probtem the State has made Child Support like the Weifare Program.
. 7 Epforcement on the: State's. part is needed to make sure that the States mantra -
: of takrng care of the Chlld is actuatly being enforced ‘ '

4 .‘AWhen will the increase stop. The cost to raise a ch|Id has Increased as wellas - Oct 12 20‘11 9 07 AM '
o the cost o hve ‘'Wages have not kept pace W|th the increases per the schedules T

. Taxes are continuing to increase as well and very t;ttle consuderatlon Is gwen to j;? , :5:‘_ o

' .-j'the monies being patd are post tax. R

Thls is based upon a contlnumg, obvious 1njust|ce w:th KS. chﬁd support Income Oct ‘1 2, 2011 5 02 AM
houtd indeegtbe a part of the computation of child support amount remltted but :
ntly:the- ONLY. ¢ nsideratlon (after chlldren s-age and’ number of -

15 dayslmonth.r Th;s $3200!m0nth is atter the 20% reduct:on is made for the .~ - T

‘ -_,”_parentlng time adjustment t earn a good income, yes, but if ar amount 8 s
- unjust....it's unjust. Regardless of what one earns. I've Ttepeatedly asked my ' T T
ex-spouse to switch to a Shared Expense formula. This obviously would bring -
fairness into the equation. . The recipient isn't WIIilng to do so for the obvious. -

" .reason that it materially reduces the recpient's amount. Both parties must : agree .

" to the Shared Expense to make it legally work. Need is amblguous true, butnot” .-

- totally ambiguous to the point of dlsmlssmg it altogether as it is now. Some '

etement of need must be pIaced upon a recip[ent's ras onSiblilty to demonstrate

OCH‘I 2011 12 27 PM
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stongty feet that there haeds to be: accountablhty added; hich should be an
- annual review that shows that ch|ld support is needed etc : :

8 This question is mtsteadlng The actual percentage mcrease for most parenis . . - Oct 9 2011 11 43 AM '
“will be between 10% to 12%, not 2% to 4%. This has to do:with the supposed -
" increase in spending in the lower age groups.  There is msufﬂcient information”
-for me to even have an opinion on this guestion due to the lack of rnformatron fo
“substantiate these i mcreases . Has the committes fully reviewed the latest
= gonsumer spendlng survey data themselves to ensure no mistakes have been’ - o
de-and fhat assumptions_are correct?. Based on data, can you agree with, the _—
sconomist that these increases are. val:d? |f another economist conducted an - - o
spendent study and concludad that these increases were’ not founded, and sy
shiculd remain exactty where they are, wouldn't you want to 506 the dat' S
support that finding? In-order to support: adjustments this year.and in™:
: subsequent years, a comp]ete economist report « shoutd be f ted tcannotsupport i

thls because there is lnsuﬁ' cient rnformatlon

g ‘I'object to the increased chlld support obhgatrons because the committes 'has
presented no justrt” catton data to support an rncrease

10' You have mcreased the 6-11 age range by atmost 10% where you only

. increased the 12- 18 age range. by 3%. This is comptetely short srghted in -
today's économy where most of us, 1nctudmg me, haven't had a raise at therr e
. -jobs in three years. ‘With two kids jn this 6-11 age bracket this is raistng my - - -

~child support by 10% puts me into financial jeopardy. - In-tough times like this, the . . . -
prudent thing o do as a pareni would be to lower their chrldrens standard of ol
Irvrng vlce takmg more money from the payer l am not making th ' s

Oct 5, 20114141 AM

5 th the cur_re ‘t‘ economy, parents'who réceive child 'support are rost’ certalnly
en; “This increéase i _|s not advisable d during the current

o As.chtld s needs may have grown due to government downsrzrng my pay has :
- seen a direct reflection in the deduction of 10% annual- while the other half of ~
, - the order Is now spending cash to purchase a SECOND vehlcle |n a househotd
: containing only two persons- one belng 8. -

13 : the increase should start on those who fi te as of 2012 not those who are almost
' done wtth paymg not fair to increase with what has been workmg Just t' ne, .

= Economlcaity things are much harder than they wers four years ago, we have:.
" had to cut back oh everything, so why wolld we increase what we 'spend on our.
kids, we would not as a family we would all survive these hard times together
- and our kids would be better for it. -Increasing the amount | pay would send me.
- below the poverly line. 1 have a'good job and'work hard, but1live just. above - :
poverty She has an OK]Ob but Iwes rn a fancy house and take s the krds on aiE L

‘ Sep 30, 2011 724 AM
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Page 13 03 Feet free to explaln your respe_nse j_' _',j; K

U ‘kmds of trips, and sp01ls them wrth what ever they wanf, and who pays for a!! that

without any say in'the matter - ME. The system is broken FIX IT! Don't raise my

' child support give me more say in how it is spent, she walked away from the

.. relationship for another man, and all the while new the court would not hold it -
. against her, she new. that s]mply because she was a.women she would be.
= awarded the kids jd_wrth them.a _hug monthly tax free paycheck from me. |

Sep 28 2011 6 11 AM

'17-

‘ |f you have no income or very tittle than i dont understand how |t can be sald“or 7 Sep 24 2011 2 53 PM '

used agalnst you that $15,500. | dont know anyone who spends that much

money in one nor 12 months ona Chtld

' ' Consmtenng l.am one who pays Chl|d support twouldn't ob;ect to a small B Sep 22 2011 8 54 PM '.
‘Increase. ONLY rf the added expenses for ALL oxtra curncutar (andail -~ . - '

L Eowe,'the'more you take The system feeds itself; the. more taken naturatty
. would show an increase of spending but is it truly'spent on the children? :Does |t L

Sep 19 2011 9 15 PM

' . mean the childreh fiéed more? What about fiving Withifi one's means? Are we --

20 -

‘now constltutlonally mandated to'have a; certaln standard of living?. Are weall o o s
" being treated equal?, Taking more {o, spend more, yle!ds taking more; this is a ,' S
defeatlng purpose; The proposat is flawed.. Who governs that the money is. o

‘spenton children?. No one: How-can onesay then that moré is spent on

(younger) ch|!dren? Abso[utety ﬂ 1 ’d th:s recommendatron isl

The concept of what the recrplent NEEDS Th|s should not be totaIIy dlscarded o Sep 16 2011 3 07 PM
Remptent should have atfeast somé-burden of- demonstrattng what they T I |
Sed; It is falr to all partres mvolved-'

S

I strongly dlsagree ‘with the- propsed mcrease“l'know of no onéoverthelast3 - - Sep 12,2011 6:12°PM "~
- years that have gotten a 2% to 4% let’ alone an'11% mcrease in their income so e o T
addlng that burden to uUs who pay child support lsjust wrong, Wrong fimeand. .":

- 'wrong ‘economy.’lt is very hard out there for us who have to-pay the CS and we -

. are-barely getting by as it is. Alot of us have to work 2 or more jobs just to keep
. up with the payments and build a'l fe for ourselves, A good percentage of us are

domg our. best:"Yes theré are some that are.not'and they need to be smgled out .
and dealt w_ but not all of us need to be puntshed : )

t strongly disagree My ex husband works for air craft & works 5 min away from
- home, He has no expenses for. hous:ng and utilities. I work for a small- - R
~-company, all my insurance is out of iy pocket which is 3 times morethen what VU 3
-he pays, I work 30 min away from work & have rent & utilities. . He'is- always A

- goirig on vacations & buying expensive toys 1 can barely buy groceries for my .-

‘household. { don't agreg that it should go.up wlout them showing that they are..

actually usmg the money on- the chlld not to buy expenstve toys and Vacatrons o

_‘Sep9 2011 849AM
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" 'It stltt costs the 'same to raise a Chﬂd and costs are'especlally lower for young o ' Sep 9 201 1_ 6 38 AM

o chrldren smce there are no school costs when they arg a baby

24 ltis absolutety crazy that the amounts are belng mcreased tn thls eco-nomy and Sep9, 2011 408 AM. _' :
" the job market? You people are insane. Stop abusmg non—custodlal parents Do e
Ra[smg a chlld did not get more expenswe :

25 . _;We object to the mcreased chlld suppert obllgatlons a. We the parents have Sep 8, 2011 8 49 PM .
o -,not had an lncre 'n. our chtldren 'S expenses in proportlonate toourgross "

rrecting thls 188Ue i 2012 ~If: anythlng, child support obllga’nons shouild be e T
reduced 1o compensate paylng parents f for years worth of [osses. c. The B '
_Tcommlttee has presented no }usttf catlon data o support an mcrease B

T .'-.‘.Thrs needsto be left atone R . N ;%_"- Sep8_2011 6 4PM
27 - We object to the increased chltd support obtigatrons a. We the parents have Sep8 2011 1 36 PM
-~ not had an increase in our children’s expenses In proportionate to ourgross ="' - R

. “-.Incomes, especralty in this economy b. The committee has overcharged chrld
- support paylng parents for years for indirect expenses ‘and they are admltted]y

“~correcting this issue in 2012, If anything, child support obt:gatlons shouldbe -
“reduced {o compensate pay[ng parents.for years worth of losses. “c: The L

. eommlttee has presented no }ustlf ication data to support an rncrease

f'-'Cost of Ilwng has gone up for both partles How are non custodlat parents " '
+ supposed to come. up wrth more money when thelr own net income: has also ‘
"‘}"_gone down? e e _ il ;

o -There has been no mcrease in ratsmg a chlld |n ratlo to our lncomes especlally e Sep 8, 2011 8 12 AM
- Inthis economy.. KSis alreada,r charlng non-custodla] parents a huge amount of . -
- child support in companson to the other states. Even though KS is within 10% of .
lowest living expense states, ‘it ranks in the miiddieé as far as child support’ . :
. oblagatlons in companson to, the other states The oblrgatrons shall be kept. as |s o
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C emerd-/ Cdmmen‘i"-f

L 1 ln general tfeel the recommended changes are fa:r lappreclate 1the attempt to - ‘i,Oct 21 2011 6 19 AM

make things more manageable especlatly in iight of economrc sﬁuations

L2 I respect all of the Judges Lawyers and Personnelwho worked on the new . Oct 19 2011 8 05 PM :
Tl However, and ho.disrespect intended,; |- : . T ,
_ __va 'ables to Chr[d Support that are not I

under :
R can‘t miake your gurdelmes reasonable ‘and fa[r to both Parents? 1s Child
" Support 50-50, or 80-20? After you enforce the monetary end of Child Support,
.7 why can't you enforce the Equal Parenting Time, or the Tax Benefits? Those are
. Just words In your gurdellnes If that other Single Parent/Custodaan doeés not e
.- wantto give up the Child Exemptron they don't have to. Oh I'can hear you say rt.- Yo
" " now, take it to the Judge. ‘And | need to corect you, youmean take it up with™ L
-+ the Karisas Contractlng Agency/Local SRS Judge, Jury, and Executioner. Why
- would the'so called "Judge" side with me?" When | provided documentation and
_receipts, and was stili denied. There |s no justicel So therefore, | humbly sayto . .
-and no disrespect intended, you-are out of touch of what is. really happenrng PRI I
here _"the State of Kansas oh't ‘get me wr0ng you' r_e enforcementis =~ 1

g po ary. ) S

" Youcan throw all ‘the money inthe’ World at Child Support, but in the end, it's not R
" going to matter.’ Because it is about Love, Bondlng, Teaching, and Moldrng ach s

. -Chiid into a productive cltizen.- The State can't do that! "But you can ensure, and- =

- “enfofce that it happensf Bottom line, my Son is 11 yrs oid now, i have’ 7 more

yrs of Ghlld Support. He doesn't know nie as his’ Father AH he know sis that .

called bush Tax Cuts are repealed, will the support guidelines be :Oct12, 2011 9:18 AM™
. _'“_.modlﬁed downward to adjust for the increase in tax burden for the higher income Tes TSy TR
- payors?-Why is Kansas the only ¢ state i the group of 5% abéve and below - , L
-7 interstate pay differential that breaks the ages into. three groups‘? Why are so ; o
many panel members onglnat members? B '

i 8 e i L e g e A T A8 £ 4 it _.;_,‘.,-‘.t-«..._‘f..f.—,__f_v,_, " R D SN S . s

4 Oneotheritem that seems to be swept under the rug is child support is tax free
is to the recipient. [f one remits $1000/month for child support they are really- .
.. remitting about $1200/month, depending upon the payor's tax bracket.- Kansas -
- -really should start taking this into account in its computations..... ..or have the
ecprent correctly sha_re in at Ieast some of the tax burden lee any other -

e made of only one family law. attorney, -

r of child support, -one mathematician,” =

one econonist, etc. Why should a chrts support committee be made Up of Just o

- attorneys? Looks bad.,. Secondly, end all of the exchanging.of receipts... It '

" doesn't happen. Also, clothes going back and forth-doesn't happen as well. :
New clothes go over, old clothes come back. Share_d custody should be shared :

Oct 10,2011 12:06 PM
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: --Page-14, Q1;. Feel free to: comment on:any. other aspect of the Kansas Child SUpport Guidelmes 7' |

’custody Equal parentmg tlme should be an automatlc 50% reduotion W|thout

questlon Why is it pretty much "mandatory that child suppont Is collected by
income witholding? - | feel that if a parent hias demonstrated that they have keep

- _current, then this mandating should be dropped and the "handling fees" cango

to the children, not to employ someone in: Topekal Anyone who receives child

o ‘support shoutd have be to held accountable, QDRO's; etc, should bé supplied to.

3'; 6 B _-,For the fast 10 years Kansas parents have requested changes tothe gwdellnes

- the payer! In summary, reduce all of the legal jargori, instlll aocountablllty and ™ -

~* for goodness sakes...” realize 98% of divorced parsnts will hever seé eyetoeye

- and most. importantly, a lot of the receivers of chlld support use these "tax free '
S funds as "mommy money" Thanks : .

~““changing the parenting time adjustments in favor of a'more reasonable -

_;requested by child support paytng men,: Letters have been written_ by_plenty of:

- support spending. - The committee-says it would be difficult; but- has ‘anyone - A Y
- actually done thelr due diligence and looked into it?- What would it take? What . oo D
“would it cost? ‘Maybe It would providé constant data to create an even better

_ VfZOctQ 2011 11 47 AM

Ty Ically, requtests to increase child support are readily’ supporfed by the’

mittee and revised language Is promptly suggested ‘One such’ changeIWas ; : S
asingleletfer written tothe commitiee asking for a new provision to penalize her ST

.7 “ex-husband for falilng tonotify her of a change in his income. ' She did not need
- '. to"do anything more than write a'single letter and the commlttee had proposed
S Ianguage ready for the next meeting. Yet for the last many years, parents have

' satd the

arentmg time adjustments are much too low. As the' committee stated,
: JEER, past committee member, suggested the current values,” Lacking
foundatlon the committee stands behind their values and refuses to. consrder o

approzch, which models other statés (ref..IN guidelines). . Changes are only

women who both pay or recelve IR are th spouse of a.payor ¢ or peyee,

o further, Iltlgatton Consast"trequests 1)Acoountmg for chlld

guideline? 2.) Increase parenting time adjustment. THere's no basis for the .

" current values, 3.)° Remove the spousal maintenance from the guidelines.

Parties who were never married get saddled with this cost every day even. o
though they were never married. 4.) Inciude spouse’s income after remarned or

~offer to follow:a separate plan which Is not based on income 5.) Allow cost. _

h 7d as opposed fo moome sha _3_6 ) The commtttee is top- heavy

" Ifeel'the guidelines’ pumsh the parent who pays WhICh is usualiy the hlgher . Oct 5 2011 7 29 PM
* ‘wage earner of the family. The guldelines need to be revised to encourage the " - , .

child support reciplent to better themselves for their sake and for the sake of the
children involved. The gurdeltnes should also be revised for cases where the
child support reciplent is also receiving child support from a previous marriage.
This income was not accounted for and in my case. With such a lopsided set of

- rules, why would one try to better themselves? They could just sit back and take -

the child support payers to court at will as well as just sit back and let the

. committee raise the child support amounts arb:trarliy twill do anythlng formy -
'ﬁ-.daughter : - U R

ut SO° fhould her mother
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Page 14 Q1 Feet free to comment on any other aspect of the Kansas Chltd Support Gurdehnes _' -

oas 20111 j_‘41 AM

In generat there are |ssues W|th th:s document as it relates to enforcement o Oct 4 2011 1 40 PM
_-Many thlngs are agreed to'in the presence of the court but then'not upheld and " - -

with no recourse (other than hiring a lawyer; which costs money). For example, '
in.my case it was agreed and dictated by, the court that travel costs for two. =

~ children would be shared by the noncustodial and oustodlal parent. The"

custodial parent doss not pay her half.. If | want to see my children | must pay-:

the alrfare.” She is the one who moved, not me. Everything In these guidelines
and ali deoiswns by the court need to be enforceable and there mustbe a -
_'method of recourse that Is time effective and that does not reqwre Iawyer fees to
be utthzed -Please oonstder thls as you rewrite the guldeiznes '

3:}'Allow me to deduct chlid support from my taxes or make it taxable income. for the' Oct 3 2011 10 04 AM
“recipient.” Make some kind of change that doesn't penalize the payer when they B}
f:'attempt to go above and. beyond what is-ordered. Some of the populatlon DO T
: take responsibitity for offspring \ whether they reside with them or not, ‘Al -
-changes seem to benefit payee and in certain circumstances aliow them fo RS
create a surplus while the-other S|de selis | possessrons and malntalns a standard S

of living way lower just to break even : S A

| q 7 Oct2,20115:28PM - -
- ~provide dogumentation that a percentege of the money is actual!y bemg spent ON: o i
* the Shild for clothes, school aclivities ete.” "Why can't there be any requ;rement ' o

. that X% of child support be placed in a trust fund or some kind of savings fo

" ensure the child has some money after completion of high school {or GED).
-There is so much attention placed on parents that don't pay support, yet there
..are many parents that abuse the money received and not use it for the child" s’

needs: There needs {0 be a mechanism to halp promote andencourage the =~ .

“:support money that is pald goes toward the ch;[d and not towards the remewng ;. i

parents self |nterests . N

© . Sep 30, 2011.5:09 PM -

Sop 90, 2011245 P~

-fo'my‘chi ill-l.am fing p: y b
7 $100 to pay off back-chlld support Do not pass this:. We can't afford another hlt
to our lncomes R

14 The entlre system is broken marnage isa falled mshtute and the system needs : Sep 30 2011 7 34 AM
' - to.assign blame for those at fault. 1 recognize that your committee does not deal
with Kansas being a "no-fault" state buf that is where it starts, On your side you.
o need fo. completely revamp your child support and mandate that the payer has a

SR 'drrect -say.in where the money Is spent.: ! know. thls compl:cates thmgs butitis -

"system 1f broken p]ease do the nght thlng and f x tt
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_ 1.5. NO MATTER WHAT 90 % OF THE TEME THE FEMALE GETS WHAT SHE ' Sep 30 2011 6 30 AM “

- WANTS WETHER RIGHT OR WRONG THE FEMALE WINS REGARDLESS
. OF THE SITUATION. | HAVE BEEN SUPPORTING MY SON SINCE 2003
. .WHEN HE MOVED IN WITH ME PAID FOR EVERYTHING THRU HIGH -
- SCOOL AND COLLEGE AND THE EX SUPPORTED MY DAUGHTER . BUT
" YETI'STILL GET IT STUCK TO ME HAVING TO PAY BACK SUPPORT ON MY
© .. DAUGHTER THIS IS BU,LLSHIT MY SONS MOTHER NEVER PAID FOR
7 ANYTHING FOR HIM FROM THE TIME HE MOVED IN WITH ME TO THE
'PRESENT . ME PAYINGALL HIS BILLS AND FOR COLLEGE DOES NOT .
 MEAN SHIT: TO.THE COURT SYSTEM HiS IS WERE THE SYSTEM FAILED
BIG TIME SO | AM STUCK PAYING DOUBLE BECAUSE OF THE-SYSTEM
 FAILING;...] AGREE. GO AFTER THE DEAD BEATS; BUT DONT PUT.THE
- SCREWS TO SOMEONE THAT HAS BEEN SUPPORTIN THERE'
CHILDREN. THAT NEEDS TO CHANGEIN - -

16" Chltd support gurdetlnes needs to be changed a lot for them to be farr yet. ' Sep 28 2011 6: 13 AM
Another review is required next year or 2014 at the fatest. Similar parentlng fime
discounts are needed for less than equal time parents. Child support is currently
. an incentive for mothers to alienate their children’s relationships with their
fathers.” Unfair gurdellnes destroy children's livés ‘and runs fathers away. If you
* want more responsrble fathers, you need fo prowde them lncentwe to be a
parent ot punlsh them with. unfalr ch|ld support obligattons s

Sep 26 2011 10 52 AM

_- % Ffind no séctior for. the. termlnatlon.of payrng Ihave: heard itis 18 but | can't ﬁnd .
I In the worksheet |t shou!d be in the_ table of contents : L

" more than I, but yet it iever take afportron ff my child: support dus why is that?
- i thefe-are 80 many things wrong these days, i-wish the law-would help everybody_ e
o and not just the ones:that have. money : 16 hire big’ tawyers my case worker. wont
" even help me and i'do everything | am-suppose to. i have a state fo state case
~ that | keep getting the run around on, both states say i can send that in the mail
and then never do. i pay like im suppose to but stili get no help, then the state .
says i have to have my case worker call and request the info but my case worker . -
‘asks for something tottaly different than what i asked for. my one cse got droped .
- for curent support because i signed adoplon papers in july 08 and they finaly
- -wentthru in may 10, my arrears were $75 a month and now they raised them to
- ~'$200 a month-and the judge in kansas raised it but they say arkansas hasto -
L fowert them if they want to. how fair is that, im'irying fo support . 2kids at my house
- plus myill wife, and pay child- support on2 other cases and my workers wont -
“hel me out ‘Wwh 'ris is. that they g pald and are assrgned to me |fthey arent o

s a‘father I‘have no problem takiig the responsibility to ta , care' of my chrtdren Sep 22 2011 9 00 PM
S nancrally However. I do belleve my child support arder should cover all of their G
~ ' expenses. | do not believe | should have to pay child support and then haveto .
- pay half for extra curricular actwatres, medications, baseball Uniforms, baseball
camps that cost $125.00 and ALL of the name brand equipment mom chooses -
fo purchase. As the laws and guidelines read now 1 feel they are a bit one sided
and unfalr

20 . t often feel thatjudges do not go off of these gurdet:nes they in the end make L Sep 22 2011 B 39 PM
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Page 14 Q1 Feel free to comment on any other aspect of the Kansas Ch||d Support Gmdelmes

fthe|r own demsrons on these matters. My ex W|fe takes me to court oﬂen for _
: ':._more and more and more money and yet even if she is found to bey wrong or not

: that'have remarrred and have othsr chlldren I have always felt I|ke these i
- chitdren do not miatter to our courts. All the courts care about dre the children
that | am paying child support for. These child support guidelines have not only

" failed me but my 2 daughters that do live me. I find it disturbing that our courts -
can'i do beiter for ALL children tnvolved ‘tam tired of my ex wife taking me to _
court for every little thing and costing me more and more aitorneys fees and our
courts allow i, Itis doing nothing more then taking food out of my 2 daughters
that do lrve wrth me, mouthes and |ts wrong in my eyes

- .'_21'.1_. _fYour Ch||d support formula is outdated and ts counter productrve i have no Sep 19 2011 6: 32 AM

_.-..’reason t6 be successful or get a promotion of raise because what | don; t give .

away in taxes, lgive to my former spotise.’ My former’ spouse is affected in the
Ly same way What ever rarse or promotlon she gets is taken away when we do a

seems to be acknowleged
23 Another issue I have in my personal case is that one day my CS is X amount™ "~
and it cost Y to raise the children. 1 go out and i improve my self work hard and
increase.my salary so | might be ableto get ahead a little bit and with one emall
~ to our Case Manager my CS responsibliity goes up. | am out working hard
tmprovrng myself each year and yet the other parent is at the same job with the
- samé income not improvmg which makes my percentage go up and theirs go
down ‘and haVe to'end up paying more; which then defeats the purpose of me
~"going out and improving myself for the family. "In other words this is really
¢ “counter productive t6"us working and improving ourselves CS goes from 800a -+ ..
" month and the’ very next month just because we improve it goes to 1300. thatis = =
" -not fair and really is a.shame. Af some point’ enough is enough nght? | havnet '
‘and i am sure i am not the only ong’ who has paid rellgousty the entire time but -
“yet get punrshed by rmprovmg onéssilf, * T.dont:mind paying: CSand will: aiways
" take care of my children i jsut: be_leve that the formula is skewed and needs to. be
“adjusted down. No-way it takes what the chart says toralsekids The chart and
the outlandish amount of CS that is forced on us rion custodial parents is-
" -.¢riminal and is not close to being fair, If this is going to be the case then all -
_ ‘judges need to mandate 50-50 custody and make the custodial parent i improve’
themselves also and not just punish the parent cut making themselves better. |
- do not have all the answers | jsut know that it is very hard on the non custodial
parent to pay the high cost of CS and in my case the krds are not wrthout A
more realtstlc approach needs to be taken

Sep 12, 2011 6:23 'PM

: 24 1 thrnk that you should take each partles :ndrvrdual Irvlng expenses rnto Sep 9 2011 8 51 AM

. " . consideration. There s a huge difference in workrng for an Afrcraft company

. compared to worktng for a small family owned company like 1 do.. The economy - :
“is down and people are having a- hard tlme paylng brlls but the chrid support is

gomg up... dont understand I' ‘ C

The ch|Ed support schedu]es have been:updated to reﬂect the mcreased amount . Sep 9 2011 6 38 AM

47 of 50




g . ge
2 gnd 4% across income categones “The top income amount in the tables has -

been raised to $15,500 per month so that high-incorhe earners do not have to
compute the child support obligation through the formula: Finally, the percentage
adjustment for the two younger age groups (0 5 years of age and 6 — 11 vears
of age) has increased to reflect the increase in spending on younger children
compared to spending on children four years ago | strongly object to the
increase in chrtd support obhgattons

"Allow as many

] 'nts .as, the number of off'clals and professronats on the , Sep 9 2011 4 12 AM
he gurdelrnes ei ryday, they dont tnclude clothmg .

gp )
- If clothrng allowance i8 .not shared it allows parental allrenatlon Make ch:!d
- slipport collecting parents accountable for where they.spend the monay. The
" money Is not going fo children, ~ Wé need more frequent reviews of the
guidellnes These gurdelrnes are far from berng acceptabte

27 . Thechild support guidelines were aIready unfair in their entrrety The entrre Sep 8 2011 10 08 PM
_ system need to be comipletely overhauled and re-calculated, The guidelines do
‘nothing more than favor one parent over another.creating animosity” keeplng the
RO family entrenched in turmoil as well as. lengthy, expensive and exhausting court -
T proceedmg They do’ nothing more than perpetuate parental alienation and send
.- the message that, one parent is more important than the other, to our children, L
o State of Kansas child support enforcement needs to be audited and the
“aliocation of all monies collected from-both privats and federal fundingsuchas - ..
-Title'IV-D of the'Social Security Act, nead to'bs disclosed in theif entirety to'the ++ L
" public; More’efforis neéd 1o be made and policles adopted to protéct and benef‘ t R
C 2 both parents equally.. More money needs to'be- allocated tohelp’ Keep fathers. "
- +involved in their children's lives: There are only about 6% of fathers. that. totally B e
* -default on child support due to willful_non compliance. Approxtmately 8% of - i
. fathers default on child support due to an inability to pay.”That is a total of 11%
- of fathers ordered to pay child support defauit on their obligation. Child suppori
o enforcement ‘helps mothers track these fathers down to force them to pay child
. support at no charge; . Legal action is belng taken against fathers that include
ST T wage garnrshment suspension of the their drrwng privileges, upto and including
. ~'incarceration for failure to pay only.” All while using "the best interest of the child"
- -as"a vell of justification. These enforcement tactics have only succeeded in. '
;. "fcompoundlng the problem and systemalically removing fathersfrom their
+ children's lives. This is not "in the best interest of the child". Keep in mind that
. 8% of those fathers want to pay, but are unable. As compared to 33% of .
~."." mothers who-willfully withhold children from the biological father, Mothers
wrthholdrng children from the blologtcal fathers Is 3 times the prob!em ofnon .. 0.
Lo ‘payment of child support and yet their drivers. licenses are not being suspended o
-.-:theirwages aré rot being garnished and they are not- betng incarcerated? It
. .seems as though the federal funding is'being allocated to address the. wrong
" . problem.” There are not any free services offered to help. fathers locate mothers :
", that have fled with the children, There ‘are not any free servicés to help fathers -~
. enforce their’ god given right to be fathers to their children and provide access to
.+ them. Thiereare:no-free services offéred to fathers to help them decrease thelr .
- child support when circumstances warrant a decrease In‘'many ‘cases the- father‘ -
|s already struggllng fi nancrat and can't afford Iegal representatron to go to court
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Page 14; Q1. Feel free to comment on any‘other'aspact of the Kansa's Child 'Su-pport Gutdelines.

for a Chlld support reductlcn Money from Tltte IV~D needs to be dlwded fo asstst
parents equally and help children enjoy the advantage of being able spend time -
with and love_each parent equally without the fear of losing a father due to a

: mothers W|thhold|ng or mcarceratlon That is what's "in the best interest of the

{ and gutdehnes “An upd ed system ‘that serves to protects the nghts SRR
of our-children‘and fruly'represents- the best interest of the children: it shoutd
" fepresent - the issues facing mothers and fathers equaily while sheltering the-
children (nder the vail of their own god given r:ght to have and love both parents
“equally. Perhaps Children's Rights Enforcement Agency would be an :
: approprlate tltle Worklng to protect children from broken homes :

28 This whole board and operatlon shculd ba brought up on charges your nothlng Sep 8 2011 6 17 PM

more that a court ordered mafia. | have atways kept up on my support and over
paid thousands. ! have had enough another increase the house goes to the bank
i stay in 5atl Not a problem 1 give up you wm now see how much money you

3 get Son

repeatsdty glven short sh‘ ﬂt’
se_ to exploit men who get little actess 16 their own-children, yat must pay to
-:’feed and clothe-them. The’ gu:delmes as they existnow are pre;ud:crat and. "

exp]oltatrve

-, 30 1 I object to the Increased chitd support obligatlons (~10%) H _There has not -
a0 had anincrease in our children’s expenses in proportionate to gur’ gross -
incomes, espacratty in this economy. b. The committee has’ overcharged child
- support paying parents for years for indirect expenses, “and they are admittedly -
_ .. .. .correcting this issue in 2012.. If anything, child support. obligations shouldbe =
"2 i reduced to"compensate paying parents for years worth-of i0sses: c. The'
oo committee hag presented no justification data to support an increase, 2.
" Proposed equal parenting time child support formiila shall also bé applied
- lowards less than equal parentmg times commensurate to parenting times. a.
Parents have already proposed several formutas to the committee that would -
- -accomplish the same. b. The‘current 5%, 10%, 15% adjustrénts are, as
- ‘admitted by the committée, arb:trary and does not have any fi Inanciaf basis, c.
-“Uneven distribution of chtld support dollars will further encourage fi nanmally
_motivated parents to fight for children’s time for the wrong r0asons. - Parental
-alienationis a real issue and unfair child support gmdellnes are a fuel for if. 3. o
- The proposed equal parenting time. formula shall bé re-wiitten such that hlgher
inccme parent could receive child support as waell, if ordered or agreed upon by
" parents. 4. There are already many examples of lower income parents paying
~child support The way it Is written, the formula would not accommodata those .
‘exlsting cases, 4. Child support’ allowance for clothing and basic misc expenses - _} .
‘should be shared- commensurate to parenting times so that both parents can _
rovide these ‘instead of bags. travelling. back and forth between households. a.
- The clothing suppty issue does notwork as the committee mtended ittobe. -
"7+ Guidelines need to reflect what actuatty is happenlng 'b."One parent providing
“- all clothing alienates cne ‘parent over the: other. c. Glothing allowance shall be
shared commensurate to parenting times, Just like other indirect expenses. 5, -
_Guidelines shall provide more definition into what exactly direct and indirect .
expenses are, and what each parent is required to prowde 6. Similarly, -
sanctlons shall be ordered for ch;]d support recew:ng parents if they vo!untanly
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Page 14, Q1. Feelfree to.comment on any other aspect of the Kansas Child Support Guidelines,

P g-pe S
- disclose an :ncrease in their salary "8, Slmllarly, backdatlng of child suppon R
reduction shall be ordered for paying parents'in the case of an Involuntary salary
- . reduction or layoffs. 9. The proposed addition regarding extraord:nary expenses -

* shall be removed to prevent confusion. It is not clear to any of the parents, 10, .

- The "shared residential custody” condition shall be eliminated for the proposed
equal parenting time formula. It should be only based on equal or nearly equal
parenting ime. a. The "shared residential custody" condition / wording was never

~ used for the 80/20 rule. Why use it now for the proposed formula. it is a wording

. Issue in the orders and may not be up to date in all cases. Many of the orders

i parent primary over another for child support purposes even if the
1: A requirement shall be added 16 the guidelines to acceptas .
esentatwes on the’ commxttee as: the number of other officials; -

- released for publlc review, free of charge on the commtttee websﬂe at Ieast2 EE T
- months before the public reviéw of the guidelings.-13: The gmdellnes shalf’ e T
.. provide the statistics on how many mothers vs. fathers receive support. “The ' e
. “cominittes shall be ordered to find ways to equalize these numbers; 14. The
child support dollars shall be accounted for by the receiving parents as to what it
was spent for and be avarfable to the paylng parents once a year upon request
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