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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS

IN AND FOR THE STATE OF UTAH

KATHRYN C. CARLESON,

Plaintiff/Appellant, BRIEF OF APPELLANT
VQ
ROBERT ALLAN CARLESON, Case No: 890519-CA
Category: 14(b)
Defendant/Respondent.
JURISDICTION

The Court of Appeals has jurisdiction over this matter

pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §78-2a-3(h)(1953) as amended.

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS

This is an appeal from a final Order of the Third
Judicial District Court in and for Salt Lake County, the
Honorable James S. Sawaya, Judge presiding, entered June 27,
1989, denying the Plaintiff's Petition which requested that the
Court: modify the Decree of Divorce, increase the amount of
child support to be paid by the Defendant and award the Plaintiff
the right to claim the minor child of the parties as an exemption

for purposes of filing her state and federal income tax returns.



ISSUES PRESENTED FOR APPEAL

The issues presented by this Appeal are:

1. Did the Court commit reversible error by determining
Defendant's income for purposes of child support based on "net
disposable income" rather than reviewing Defendant's gross income

as required by Utah Code of Judicial Administration, Rule 4-904,

the applicable law in effect at the time.

2. Did the Court error by failing to take into con-
sideration as a part of the Defendant's income the Defendant's
election to defer income back to the corporation of which he is
the primary stockholder.

3. Did the Court error by failing to take into con-
sideration as a change of circumstance the increased cost to sup-
port the minor child of the parties because of her medical needs,
and did the Court further error by failing to take into con-
sideration the increased needs of the child due to inflation and
the child's increase in age since the entry of the Decree of
Divorce.

4. Should the Plaintiff be awarded attorney's fees and
costs which she has incurred in this matter and which she will

incur on appeal because of her need of assistance.

DETERMINATIVE STATUTES

Statutes which are determinative of the issues in this

case are Utah Code Ann. §30-3-5 (1953) as amended, Utah Code of




Judicial Administration, Rule 4-904, and Appendix H, (attached as

Exhibits "A" and "B"), and Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule

26(e).

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
A. NATURE OF THE CASE, COURSE OF THE PROCEEDINGS,
AND DISPOSITION IN LOWER COURT

1. Plaintiff (Appellant) appeals from an Order entered
on June 27, 1989, in the Third Judicial District Court by the
Honorable James S. Sawaya, entitled "Decree of Modification
Relating to Child Support and Other Issues" (attached as Exhibit
"en).

2. After two days of trial, the Court below found that
the evidence was insufficient to show a substantial change of
circumstance warranting an increase of Defendant's child support
payments from the February 16, 1984 Decree.

B. STATEMENT OF FACTS
RELEVANT TO THE ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

The following facts are material to a consideration
of the questions presented on this appeal:

1. A Decree of Divorce was entered in this matter on
February 16, 1984. (Record, P.35)

2. Paragraph 14 of the Decree states that the Defendant
is ordered to pay to the Plaintiff as child support for the
minor child of the parties, the sum of $400.00 per month.

(Record, P.39)



3. On July 6, 1988, the Plaintiff/Appellant filed a
Petition to Modify the Decree of Divorce alleging, among other
things, a change of circumstance as follows:

a. The child of the parties has suffered a medical
illness which has resulted in increased costs of care for said
child.

b. Due to inflation and the increased age of the child,
the costs of caring for said child have increased.

c. The Defendant's income is sufficient to warrant a
modification of the Decree of Divorce to require the Defendant to
provide more for the support of the parties' child. (Record,
P.188-191)

4. The Trial Court received Exhibit "D-2" (attached
hereto as Exhibit "D") which is a copy of Defendant's 1984
federal tax return showing Defendant's adjusted gross income for
1984 was $229,303.00. (Record, P.334)

5. The Court also received Exhibit "P-37" (attached
hereto as Exhibit "E") which is a copy of Defendant's 1987 amended
Utah state tax return showing Defendant's adjusted gross income
for that year was $232,385.00. (Record, P.334)

6. Defendant's tax return for 1988 was not presented at
trial and there was no evidence of Defendant's adjusted gross
income for 1988 because the 1988 tax returns were not completed
at the time of trial. (Trans. Proceedings, May 3, 1989, P.181,

L.1-15)



7. The Lower Court admitted Exhibit "D-14" (a copy of
which is attached hereto as Exhibit "F") which was a schedule of
Defendant's "Disposable Income" from 1984 through 1988. (Record,
P.334)

8. Counsel for the Plaintiff objected to the admission
of "D-14" because the exhibit was based upon documents which the
Defendant had failed to produce pursuant to Requests for
Production of Documents (Trans., P.171, L.13-P.172, L.2); and
upon the grounds that the exhibit was not relevant to the pro-
ceedings because it represented "disposable income" and the child
support schedule in effect at the time of trial in this matter
was based upon gross income. (Trans., P.179, L.9-14)

9. Defendant's expert testified that Exhibit "D-14" was
not representative of Defendant's adjusted gross income, and
Defendant's expert did not know what Defendant's adjusted gross
income was for 1988. (Trans., P.198, L.19-P.199, L.15)

10. The Defendant has voluntarily elected to defer
income back to Carleson Cadillac, Inc., to purchase his father's
shares in the corporation (Trans., P.135, L.1-P.136, L.2), to
meet a 13% increase in the "flooring requirements" of General
Motors and to increase his share of ownership in the corporation
to a position of principal stockholder, all of which is a volun-
tary action on the part of the Defendant. (Exhibit "6") The
deferred income is accruing dividends for Defendant's future

benefit. (Trans., P.137, L.2-19)

-5-



11. The Defendant has paid $400,000.00 and taken a loan
of $350,000.00 to increase his share of ownership in Carleson
Cadillac, Inc., from 16% in 1984 to 82% in 1989. Defendant is
paying $4,500.00 per month on the loan. (Exhibits "D-7", "D-8",
"D-17", and Trans., P.135, L.11-13 and P.194, L.17-P.195, L.17)

12. The Defendant has elected to return excess profits
from the corporation back to the corporation rather than retain
them as earnings. (Trans., P.213, L.8-22)

13. The parties' child is now five years older than she
was when the Decree of Divorce was entered. (Judicial Notice)

14. Costs of raising the child have increased as a
result of inflation and the increased age of the child. (Trans.,
P.8, L.24-P.18, L.18) The Plaintiff submitted Exhibit "P-26"
(which is attached hereto as Exhibit "G") to show the total costs
for the Plaintiff to provide for the support of the child is now
in excess of $500.00 per month, not including $533.00 per month
for private school at Rowland Hall. (Exhibit "P-26", Trans.,
P.14, L.3-P.16, L.16)

15. During February, 1988, the parties' child required
significant emergency medical treatment as a result of a blocked
intestine which required removal of 50 centimeters of her small
intestine. (Exhibit "D-1")

16. As a result of the minor child's medical treatment,

the Plaintiff is experiencing increased costs to support the



child for food and medication. (Trans., P.35, L.11-18; P.58,
L.11-22; P.71, L.21-P.72, L.8; P.73, L.3-6) In addition, the
parties' child now requires therapy to be able to cope with her
illness. (Trans., P.80, L.18-22)

17. Dr. Ralston, Defendant's expert, testified that the
parties' child may suffer from diarrhea and require medication
throughout her minority, possibly for the rest of her life.
(Trans., P.56, L.9-16) He also testified that the child's need
for food is one and one-half to two times greater than normal.
(Trans., P.58, L.11-22)

18. The Petition of the Plaintiff was tried before the
Court on April 25, 1989, and on May 3, 1989. (Record, P.333 and
335)

19. The Court entered Findings of Fact following trial
as follows:

a. The Defendant's real disposable income has not
increased since the entry of the Decree of Divorce but has
decreased due to the lack of automobile sales of his business.
(para. 1, Findings of Fact) (Record, P.366)

b. That there was no evidence adduced to support the
increase of child support. (para. 2, Findings of Fact) (Record,
P.366)

c. That the minor child's health is good and her medical

prognosis is good. (para. 3, Findings of Fact) (Record, P.366)



d. That the Defendant contributes a greater portion of
child support than that of the Plaintiff, and Plaintiff's claim
for the award of income tax exemption on the minor child should
be denied. (para. 9, Findings of Fact) (Record, P.367)

20. The Court entered a Decree of Modification on June
27, 1989. An Order of Extension of Time to Appeal was entered on
July 27, 1989, and Plaintiff filed this Appeal on August 28,

1989. (Record, P.380)

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

The Trial Court committed reversible error by deter-
mining Defendant's income based on "net disposable income"
rather than reviewing Defendant's gross income as required by the
applicable law in effect at the time. Pursuant to the Utah Code

of Judicial Administration, Rule 4-904, Appendix H, the Trial

Court was required to make its determination of change in cir-
cumstance based upon the gross income of the Defendant.

The Trial Court also errored in failing to take into
account as a part of the Defendant's income the Defendant's
election to defer income back to the corporation of which he is
the primary stockholder.

The Trial Court errored by failing to take into con-
sideration the increased costs of supporting the minor child of

the parties incurred by reason of her medical needs as a change



of circumstance and further errored by failing to take into con-
sideration the increased needs of the child due to inflation and
the increased age of the child.

The Plaintiff is in need of assistance from the
Defendant to meet the requirement of paying her attorneys' fees
and costs which she has incurred in this matter and which she
will incur on appeal. The Trial Court errored by failing to
award all of Plaintiff attorney's fees and further the Plaintiff
should be awarded such fees and costs as she may incur in these

proceedings.

ARGUMENT
I.

THE TRIAL COURT'S COMMITTED REVERSIBLE ERROR BY
DETERMINING DEFENDANT'S INCOME BASED ON
"NET DISPOSIBLE INCOME" RATHER THAN FINDING
DEFENDANT'S GROSS INCOME AS REQUIRED BY UTAH CODE
OF JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION, RULE 4-904, APPENDIX H, THE
APPLICABLE LAW IN EFFECT AT THE TIME OF TRIAL IN THIS MATTER

A.

Legal Standards of Review of Modification
of Divorce Decrees.

The standards of review of Trial Courts' granting modi-
fication of the Decree of Divorce is: "Defendant must show that
the evidence clearly preponderates against the Findings of Fact

or that the Trial Court has abused its discretion." Thompson v.

Thompson, 709 P.2d 360, 362 (Utah 1985), citing Fletcher v.




Fletcher, 615 P.2d 1218 (Utah 1980); Turner v. Turner, 649 P.2d 6

(Utah 1982). Although the Fletcher case was a direct review of a
divorce proceeding, the review by the appellate court of Orders
issued in a modification proceeding requires application of simi-
lar legal standards. As stated in Fletcher, "On appeal, this
Court will not disturb the action of the trial court unless the
evidence clearly preponderates to the contrary, or the Trial
Court has abused its discretion or misapplied principles of law."

Fletcher v. Fletcher, at P.1222 (citations omitted).

Additionally, the Appellate Court has broad powers when
reviewing modification Orders. "Under prevailing standards of
review, the appellate court may review both the facts and law of
matters in equity, such as a request for modification of the

Decree." Boals v. Boals, 664 P.2d 1191 (Utah 1983).

A Trial Court must apply a variety of legal standards to
the equitable proceeding when considering modification of a
divorce decree. Legal principles enunciated by the Utah Supreme
Court which are applicable to the modification being reviewed by
the Court are: the movant has the burden to show substantial
change of circumstance since the Decree that was not originally

contemplated within the Decree itself. Woodward v. Woodward, 709

P.2d 393, 394 (Utah 1985); Thompson v. Thompson, supra., at

P.362. The party seeking the modification must prove a substan-
tial and permanent change of circumstance necessitating the modi-

fication. Kiesel v. Kiesel, 619 P.2d 1374, 1376 (Utah 1980).

-10-



B.

Utah Code Ann. §30-3-5(3)(1953) as amended, gives the

District Court continuing jurisdiction to make "subsequent

changes or new orders" in divorce matters as are reasonable and
necessary:
The Court has continuing jurisdiction to make
subsequent changes or new orders for the sup-

port and maintenance of the parties, the

custody of the children and their support,

maintenance, health and dental care, or the

distribution of the property as is reasonable

and necessary.

Appellant filed a Petition for Modification with the
Trial Court requesting an increase in child support based upon a
change of circumstance, and principally relying on increased
medical needs for the child and increased costs to raise the
child as a result of inflation and the child's increased age.
Plaintiff further alleged increased income on the part of the
Defendant.

The Defendant presented to the Court Exhibit "D-14" as
evidence of his net disposable earnings, and the Court relied
upon those earnings in making a determination that there had been
no change of circumstance in the Defendant's income sufficient to
warrant increasing child support. The law in effect at the time

this matter was tried to the Court, and the law which controlled

the determination of income for the purposes of establishing the

~11-



appropriate amount of child support to be paid by a noncustodial

parent was Utah Code of Judicial Administration, Rule 4-904,

Appendix H-II-A-1, which states that the gross monthly income of
the natural parents is to be used to determine the appropriate
amount of child support to be paid by the noncustodial parent.
The Court relied upon the evidence of only Defendant's net income
in denying an increase in child support. Such reliance on the
part of the Court was error.

The Court further errored by admitting Exhibit "D-14"
over the objections of counsel for the Plaintiff. Rule 26(e) (1)

of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, requires that the identity

of every person to be called as an expert witness at trial, and
the subject matter and substance of the testimony be disclosed to
the opposing party. Defendant failed to meet this requirement,
failed to produce documents upon which his expert relied to
testify at trial and presented Exhibits "D-14" and "D-15", as
charts and graphs of Defendant's disposable income, over
Plaintiff's objection. The Court relied on these documents to
reach a final determination of Defendant's income. Counsel for
Plaintiff also objected to admission of "D-14" and "D-15" on the
grounds of relevancy, because the exhibits did not show adjusted
gross income as required by the then applicable law for deter-
mination of child support. The admission of Exhibits "D-14" and

"D-15" was a critical error which resulted in the Court's

-12-



reliance on improper evidence to reach its final decision. The
Court should have excluded Exhibits "D-14" and "D-15" and should
have relied upon the best and most current evidence of
Defendant's adjusted gross income, his 1987 tax return (attached
hereto as Exhibit "B"), which was admitted at trial as Exhibit
"pP-37", and showed Defendant's adjusted gross income as
$232,385.00 for that year.

The decision of the Lower Court must be reversed and
remanded with instructions to the Lower Court to make a deter-
mination of the Defendant's income based upon his adjusted gross

income and enter an Order accordingly.

IT.

THE LOWER COURT ERRORED BY FATILING TO TAKE INTO
CONSIDERATION AS PART OF THE DEFENDANT'S INCOME THE
DEFENDANT'S ELECTION TO DEFER INCOME BACK TO THE CORPORATION
OF WHICH HE IS THE PRIMARY STOCKHOLDER

The Defendant is the primary stockholder of Carleson
Cadillac, Inc. In his position, the Defendant has elected to
defer a substantial portion of his annual income in excess of
$50,000.00 annually, back to the corporation. The Court failed
to take into consideration the Defendant's voluntary deferral of
income back to the corporation. The net result of the
Defendant's voluntary action is to reduce his income by a
substantial amount thereby creating the illusion of a reduction

of income since the entry of the Decree of Divorce. The Court

-13-



errored by giving the Defendant a credit against his gross income
even though the income is simply a deferral. The Court should
have attributed to the Defendant all of his gross earnings in
making a determination of his actual income.

The Utah Supreme Court has held that a Trial Court may
consider both the individual and corporate income of a Defendant
husband who is the sole shareholder of a corporation when con-

sidering income for child support purposes. Garrard v. Garrard,

581 P.2d 1012 (Utah 1978); Christiansen v. Christiansen, 667 P.2d

594 (Utah 1983). The control exercised by Mr. Carleson in virtue
of his 82% ownership of the stock of the corporation shows the
appropriateness of including the deferred income and further con-
sideration of the corporate tax returns.

This matter should be remanded to the Lower Court with
an instruction to consider all of the income of the Defendant

when making a determination of his gross income.

ITT.

THE COURT ERRORED BY FAILING TO TAKE INTO
CONSIDERATION AS A CHANGE OF CIRCUMSTANCE THE
INCREASED COSTS OF SUPPORTING THE MINOR CHILD
BECAUSE OF HER MEDICAL NEEDS DUE TO INFLATION

AND THE CHILD'S INCREASED AGE

The Utah Legislature, and Courts of the State of Utah,
have unequivocally endorsed the parental obligation of child sup-
port as the primary consideration when addressing divorcing par-

ties and their children's rights.

-14-



"The Utah Legislature has clearly stated the
public policy of the State of Utah is that
'Children shall be maintained from the resour-
ces of responsible parents, thereby relieving
or avoiding, at least in part, the burden of
[support] often borne by the general citizenry
through welfare programs.' Citing, Utah Code
Ann. §78-45-b-1.1 (1987); Peterson v.
Peterson, 74 Utah Adv. Rep. 26, 28 (1988).

As stated in Martinez v. Martinez, 748 P.2d 593, 595

(Utah App. 1988):

"Utah Code Ann. §78-45-3, -4 (1987)
established the obligation of both parents to
support their children and '[a] child's right

to that support is paramount.' Citing,
Woodward v. Woodward, 709 P.2d 393, 394 (Utah
1985) 'The Utah Supreme Court continued, 'the

Trial Court may fashion such equitable Orders
in relation to the children and their support
as 1is reasonable and necessary, considering
not only the needs of the children, but also
the ability of the parent to pay.'

In Race v. Race, 740 P.2d 253, 255 (Utah 1988), the

Court again underscored the importance of the child's rights when

it stated:

"Although the awarding of visitation and child
support is within the Court's discretion, the
Court must consider the child's paramount
right to and need for his parents support.
(Citation omitted) The Court-Ordered child
support is an obligation imposed for the bene-
fit of the children, not the divorcing
spouse."

Finally, the Utah Supreme Court in Lord v. Shaw, 682

P.2d 853 (Utah 1984), addressed the broad equitable power of a

Trial Court relating to child support:

-15-



"In matters concerning the custody and support
of children, because of their highly equitable
nature, it is appropriate for the Trial Court
to take into consideration the entire cir-
cumstances in making any order of enforcement
of the decree, by contempt or otherwise having
in mind his equitable powers, to make any
adjustments he may think fair and justified."
Lord v. Shaw, at 856.

During the last five years, sevéral facfors have signi-
ficantly increased the cost of supporting the Carleson's minor
daughter which the Court failed to consider as a change of cir-
cumstance. Since the entry of the Decree of Divorce, the child's
age increased by five years. When the Decree of Divorce was
entered in this case, the parties' child was only three years old
and not attending school. She is now eight years old. She
requires daycare which costs $2.50 per hour (Trans., P.9), and
averages $133.00 per month. (Plaintiff's Exhibit "26") She now
requires books, uniforms for school, fees for skating lessons,
costs for piano and gymnastic lessons, all as a part of growing
up. The Court also failed to consider increased costs of child
rearing due to inflation. The Lower Court errored by failing to
consider these factors as a change of circumstance. 1In Naylor
v. Naylor, 700 P.2d 707 (Utah 1985), the Court held that the
increased age and costs of supporting a child can create a
substantial change of circumstance.

During the past two years, the minor child of the par-

ties suffered severe medical problems which have resulted in

-16-



needs for increased care as well as increased costs. These fac-
tors which effect the costs of caring for the child were not ade-
quately considered by the Court. As a result of her illness, the
child now requires continual medications. She also requires
counseling and therapy to be able to better deal with her
illness. Finally, her illness has resulted in food intake which
is one and one-half to two times what is normally expected for a
child her age. Again, these factors constitute a substantial
change in circumstance such that the Court should have considered
these factors and required a greater contribution by the
Defendant to the child's support. It should be noted by this
Court that the Plaintiff did not allege a substantial change in
circumstance in Defendant's income in her Petition, but only that
the Defendant's income is sufficient to require that he provide
more support for the parties' child because the child now
requires increased costs for support as a result of her medical
needs, increased age and inflation.

The Lower Court's findihg of no substantial change in
circumstance should be reversed to direct the Court to enter fin-
dings that due to increased costs of caring for the child, these
factors must be considered, a change of circumstance must be

found and an increase in child support should be ordered.
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Iv.

THE PLAINTIFF IS IN NEED OF ASSISTANCE FROM THE DEFENDANT
TO MEET THE REQUIREMENT OF PAYING ATTORNEY'S FEES
AND COSTS WHICH SHE INCURRED IN THE LOWER COURT
MATTER AND WHICH SHE WILL INCUR ON APPEAL, THE LOWER
COURT ERRORED BY AWARDING PLAINTIFF ONLY $500.00 OF HER
ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS.

The Utah Supreme Court has held that the primary issue
to be addressed when awarding attorney's fees is need of the
requesting party and the other party's ability to pay; when
"need" is established, the requesting party must demonstrate the

reasonableness of the fees requested. Beals v. Beals, 682 P.2d

862, 864 (Utah 1984); Kerr v. Kerr, 610 P.2d 1380, 1384 (Utah

1980); Christensen v. Christensen, 667 P.2d 592, 596 (Utah 1983).

In the Beals case, supra., the Court upheld the Trial
Court's award of attorney's fees based upon Mrs. Beals' financial
need which was demonstrated by the disparity in incomes between

Mrs. Beals and Mr. Beals. The Court stated:

"Mrs. Beals' testimony demonstrated her finan-
cial need. In the three years previous to the
trial, her yearly income averaged only
$6,500.00. Mr. Beals' income was well over
$50,000.00 for those years." Beals v. Beals,
at P.864.

Further, the Beals Court addressed the reasonableness of Mrs.
Beals' attorney's time involved by reviewing the difficulty

caused by the Defendant Mr. Beals.

"The record demonstrates the necessity of the
time spent. Throughout the pre-trial state,
Mr. Beals consistently refused to cooperate in

-18-



retaining counsel and in providing discovery,

and was ultimately jailed for contempt because

of his refusal to be deposed. This non-
cooperation required [Mrs. Beals' attorney] to
spend extra hours in compelling discovery and

in preparing for the case. The trial Judge

was familiar with these facts at the time of
trial. We, therefore, affirm the $8,812.73

award to [Mrs. Beals' attorney]." Beals v. Beals,
at P.864.

It has long been established that an award of attorney's
fees may be granted in a domestic proceeding when a party has
satisfactorily demonstrated need. 1In this matter, the
Plaintiff/Appellant has limited income which she must use to pay
attorney's fees incurred as a result of the necessity of seeking
an increase in child support. The Plaintiff earned only
$24,000.00 gross income in 1988, while the Defendant earned in
excess of $200,000.00 gross income.

This matter should be reversed and remanded to the
Lower Court with instructions to the Lower Court to award
Plaintiff attorney's fees both for the trial of Plaintiff's
Petition and for this appeal, contingent upon Plaintiff's
demonstration of need and the ability of the Defendant to pay

such fees.

CONCLUSION

The lower Court errored in this matter by failing to

take into account the Defendant's gross income for purposes of
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determing child support and disregarding as part of the
Defendant's gross income, funds which he, as the primary
stockholder, deferred back to his corporation. If the Court had
considered these matters, there would have been a sufficient
change of circumstance to allow the Court to enter an Order
awarding the Plaintiff an increase of child support.

The Court further errored by failing to take into
account the increased medical needs of the child, and the
increased costs of raising the child due to her increase in age
and inflation during the five years which it elapsed since the
entry of the Decree of Divorce. The matter should be reversed
and remanded to the lower Court with instruction to take these
additional costs into consideration as a change of circumstance
and to direct the lower Court to order an appropriate increase in
child support relating to these increased costs.

Finally, the Court's Orders on attorney's fees should be
reversed and remanded with instructions to the Lower Court that
based upon an appropriate showing of need and the relative abi-
lity of the Defendant to pay Plaintiff's attorney's fees that an
award of attorney's fees for the trial on Plaintiff's Petition

and on this appeal should be granted.
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DATED this ‘;? day of January, 1990.

LITTLEFIELD & PETERSON

dir AP
|
CRAIG . PETERSON

By:

Atterney for Appellant
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this‘éz;_ day of January, 1990,
I caused four true and correct copies of the foregoing BRIEF OF
APPELLANT to be served upon Allan M. Metos, attorney for
Defendant/Respondent, 623 East 100 So Salt Lake City, Utah

84102.

Lo 7

41100 41104
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OPERATION OF THE COURTS Rule 4-904

In divorce cases, one evaluator shall perform the evaluation on both
»s and shall submit a written report to the court, unless one of the pro-
ive custodians resides outside of the jurisdiction of the court. In those
, two individual evaluators may be appointed. The evaluators must con-
rior to the commencement of the evaluation to establish appropriate
lines and criteria and shall submit only one joint report to the Court.
Evaluators must consider and respond to each of the following factors:
(A) the child’s preference;
(B) the benefit of keeping siblings together;
(C) the relative strength of the child’s bond with one or both of the
irospective custodians;
(D) the general interest in continuing previously determined custody
urangements where the child is happy and well adjusted,;
(E) factors relating to the prospective custodians’ character or status or
heir capacity or willingness to function as parents, including:
(i) moral character and emotional stability;
(ii) duration and depth of desire for custody;
(iii) ability to provide personal rather than surrogate care;
(iv) significant impairment of ability to function as a parent
through drug abuse, excessive drinking or other causes;
(v) reasons for having relinquished custody in the past;
(vi) religious compatibility with the child;
(vii) kinship, including in extraordinary circumstances stepparent
status;
(viii) financial condition;
(F) any other factors deemed important by the evaluator, the parties,
or the court.

e 4-904. Child support guidelines.
nt:

) improve the equity of child support awards by providing uniform and
istent standards.

» improve the efficiency of the adjudication process by facilitating volun-
settlements and reducing court or administrative agency time required to
Ive contested cases.

» establish a procedure to periodically review and assess the guidelines.
> establish a process for providing recommendations on child support
rds to the court based upon guidelines developed from empirical data and
ty considerations after thorough study and review.

slicability:

his rule shall apply to all courts of record. It is recommended that adminis-
ive agencies involved in setting child support amounts, which are not
ject to existing court orders, follow the guidelines as adopted.

tement of the Rule:

l) Adoption and publication of guidelines. The Council shall establish
. adopt guidelines for child support awards in judicial proceedings. The
delines shall be published annually as an appendix to this Code.
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(2) Application of guidelines.

(A) The guidelines are advisory to the court. Final orders in all cases
shall be made at the discretion of the court based upon the facts of the
individual case. "

(B) Worksheets and a child support schedule are contained in the -
guidelines and published as an Appendix to this Code. The applicable :
worksheets must be completed in accordance with the instructions con-
tained in the guidelines and submitted to the court with supporting finan- .
cial verification and an affidavit of compliance.

(C) The guidelines apply to all cases, not just those that are litigated,
including divorce, separation and paternity. They apply regardless of the
gender of the custodial parent.

(3) Update and revision.

(A) Establishment of standing committee. A committee of the Board
of District Judges is hereby established to review the implementation of
the child support guidelines. The Board, in consultation with the Manage-
ment Committee of the Council, shall appoint the members of the com-
mittee. The membership of the committee shall be as follows:

(i) three District judges;

(ii) one Domestic Relations Court Commissioner;

(iii) one Court of Appeals judge;

(iv) one attorney appointed by the State Bar Association specializ-
ing in domestic law;

(v) one representative from the Office of Recovery Services;

(vi) two non-lawyer citizen representatives: one representing the
custodial parent’s interests and one representing the non-custodial
parent’s interests.

(B) Committee meetings. The committee shall meet as often as
deemed necessary for a period of one year, beginning in October, 1988.
The committee shall monitor application of the guidelines and recom-
mend to the Council, through the Board, modification of the guidelines or
procedures implementing the guidelines. The committee shall study any
issues related to child support when requested by the Board or the Coun-
cil.

(C) Reporting requirements. The committee shall submit its recom-
mendations and report to the Board of District Court Judges no later than
September of 1989. The Board shall in turn submit the committee’s report
and the Board’s recommendations to the Council no later than November
of 1989.
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APPENDIX H

UNIFORM CHILD SUPPORT
GUIDELINES

[. OVERVIEW — DETERMINATION OF CHILD
SUPPORT*

ruidelines Advisory: The guidelines are advisory to the court. Final
i in all cases shall be made at the discretion of the court based upon the

of the individual case.

Norksheets Mandatory: Two worksheets and a child support schedule
cluded in the guidelines packet. The worksheets represent sole custody
plit custody situations. THE APPLICABLE WORKSHEETS MUST
JOMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE INSTRUCTIONS
TAINED HEREIN AND SUBMITTED TO THE COURT WITH
PORTING FINANCIAL VERIFICATION. Child support is deter-
1 By calculating (a) the parties’ available income; (b) the child support
and (c) the child support obligation. The schedule lists amounts of com-

adjusted gross income.

Application: The guidelines apply to all cases, not just those that are
ted, including divorce, separation, and paternity. They apply regardless
e gender of the custodial parent.

Application to Existing Orders: THE ADOPTION OF THESE GUIDE-
iS AND ANY CONSEQUENT IMPACT ON EXISTING CHILD
PORT ORDERS DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A SUBSTANTIAL
\NGE OF CIRCUMSTANCES TO INDEPENDENTLY ALLOW
JIFICATION OF AN EXISTING ORDER. Petitions for modification of
ing child support orders in place on October 30, 1988 will be considered
case-by-case basis. Courts have continuing jurisdiction to modify child
ort orders under circumstances amply described by present case law to
mnce the welfare of the child when there is a material change in circum-
ces. In determining requested modifications of support orders entered
r to the effective date of the guidelines, the court will consider the totality
1e present circumstances of the parties and avoid modifications which
Id work undue hardship on the parties or any children presently depen-

; thereon.

Second Family Obligations: Natural born or adopted children from a
nd family of the noncustodial parent whose child support obligation was
after the adoption of these guidelines will not be considered to lower an
ting child support award. However, in any modification proceeding
1ght by the custodial parent of the first family to raise child support, all
ural born and adopted children of the noncustodial parent will be consid-
1 in determining whether the award should be increased. In applying the
delines, the court may use the schedule reflecting the total number of
ural and adopted children the noncustodial parent is supporting.

405
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6. Taxes and Social Security: Mandatory state and federal taxes and socia]
security deductions have been used in setting award amounts using estimates
of after-tax income compiled by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. There is no
separate computation of these amounts since the deductions are built into the
basic child support need figures used in the schedules.

7. Tax Exemption: The basic child support need figures were further ad-
justed reflecting the assumption that the custodial parent would receive the
tax exemptions for all children. If the custodial parent relinquishes the tax
exemptions, this could be grounds for an adjustment in the basic award,

8. Default: In a default hearing, the moving party is required to bring to
court a completed child support worksheet, financial verification and an Affi-
davit indicating either: 1) that the amount of child support requested meets at
least the minimum level of support required under the guidelines, or 2) that
the amount of child support requested does not meet at least the minimum
level of support required under the guldelmes (Sample of Affidavit follows.) If
the required documentation of income is not available, the court may accept a
verified representation of the defaulting party’s income by the moving party
based on the best evidence available. The evidence shall be in affidavit form
and may only be received into evidence after a copy has been provided to the
defaulting party in accordance with Utah Rules of Civil Procedure.

9. Uncontested Hearings: In an uncontested hearing, the moving party is
required to come to court with a completed child support worksheet, financial
verification and an Affidavit indicating either: 1) that the amount of child
support agreed upon meets at least the minimum level of support required
under the guidelines, or 2) that the amount of child support agreed upon does
not meet at least the minimum level of support required under the gmdehnee
(Sample of Affidavit follows.). .4'5

10. Joint Physical Custody: Joint physical custody, because of its factual.
complexities, is better handled on a case by case method. The sole custody
worksheet should generally be used unless the children spend 35% of over-
nights with the secondary custodial parent. Evidence indicates that it costs
more to rear children under a joint custody arrangement. Genera]ly an
amount equal to 50 percent of the support award, as determined by using the
gmdehnes, should be added to determine the total costs of support necessary
in such situations. This total cost would then be divided between the parents
based upon the percentage of time the child spends in each household.

*A copy of the task force study upon which the Judicial Council based its guidelines is available
for inspection at the Administrative Office of the Courts.
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INTHE _____ DISTRICT COURT

COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

, CHILD SUPPORT AFFIDAVIT
Plaintiff, (DEFAULT)
Civil No.

Defendant.

1. I hereby certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief, the
upport amount requested is based upon the plaintiff's income and the
vidence available of the defaulting party’s income.

2. I hereby certify that the child support amount requested: (Check
the following:)

— (a) meets the minimum level of support
required under the Utah Child Support Guide-
lines.

— (b) does not meet the minimum level of
support required under the Utah Child Support

Guidelines.
Attorney for Plaintiff
ry) or Plantiff if Appearing
Pro Se
INTHE ______ DISTRICT COURT
COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH
, CHILD SUPPORT AFFIDAVIT
Plaintiff, (UNCONTESTED)
Civil No.
Defendant.

1. We, the undersigned, certify that the child support amount agreed
n by the parties is based upon full disclosure by both parties of present and
vant historical income.

2. We, the undersigned, certify that the child support amount agreed
n: (Check one of the following:)
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——— (a) meets the minimum level of support
required under the Utah Child Support Guide-
lines.

—— (b) does not meet the minimum level of
support required under the Utah Child Support

Guidelines.
Attorney for Plaintiff
(Notary) or Plantiff if Appearing
‘ Pro Se
Attorney for Defendant
(Notary) or Defendant if Appearing

Pro Se

II. INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING WORKSHEET:
SOLE CUSTODY

(See Sample Worksheet below.)
A. INCOME.

1. Gross Monthly Income of Each Parent. (Enter in whole dollars on
worksheet lines 1a and 1b.) Only the income of the natural parents of the
child is used to determine support.

(a) Gross Income Definition: Gross income includes income from any
source except as may be excluded elsewhere in the guidelines, and in-
cludes, but is not limited to, income from salaries, wages, commissions,
royalties, bonuses, rents, dividends, severance pay, pensions, interest,
trust income, alimony from previous marriages, annuities, capital gains,
social security benefits, worker’s compensation benefits, unemployment
insurance benefits, subsidies received by reason of employment, and dis-
ability insurance benefits. Additionally, business expense account pay-
ments for items such as meals, automobile expenses and lodging should
be included to the extent that they provide the recipient parent with
something he or she would otherwise have to provide.

Specifically excluded are the following: alimony awarded in the instant
case; Aid to Families with Dependent Children and other similar welfare
benefits being received by a parent; and benefits received under a housing
subsidy program, the Job Training Partnership Act, S.S.1., Medicaid and
food stamps, or General Assistance.

(b) Self Employment: Gross income from self-employment or operation
of a business is defined as: Gross receipts minus minimum necessary
expenses required for self-employment or business operation. In general,
income and expense from self-employment or operation of a business
should be carefully reviewed to determine an appropriate level of gross
income available to the parent to satisfy a child support award. This
amount will ordinarily differ from a determination of business income for
tax purposes. Specifically, only those expenses necessary to allow the
business to operate at a reasonable level should be deducted from gross
receipts.
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(c) Verification: Gross income, whenever possible, should first be com-
uted on an annual basis and then recalculated to determine the average
ross monthly income. Suitable documentation of current earnings must
e provided and should include year-to-date pay stubs and employer
:atements. Documentation of current earnings should be supplemented
rith copies of the last three years of tax returns to provide verification of
arnings over time. Historical earnings will be used to determine whether
n underemployment or overemployment situation exists.

(d) Imputed Income: Where a hearing has been held and a finding
nade by the judge that either parent is voluntarily underemployed or
inemployed, earning capacity should be imputed to that parent based
tpon employment potential and probable earnings as derived from work
iistory, occupation qualifications, and prevailing earnings for persons of
jimilar backgrounds in the community. If one parent has no recent work
istory, income will be imputed at least at the federal minimum wage for
1 forty-hour work week. Before a greater income is imputed, the judge
should enter specific findings of fact as to the evidentiary basis for the
mputation.

Exceptions: Income should not be imputed if any of the following condi-
tions exist:

(1) The reasonable costs of day care for the parties’ minor children
approach or equal the amount of income the custodial parent can
earn;

(2) A parent is physxcally or mentally disabled to the extent where
he or she cannot earn minimum wage;

(3) A parent is engaged in education or retraining to establish
basic job skills; or

(4) Unusual emotional and/or phy31cal needs of the child require
the custodial parent’s presence in the home.

(e) Child’s Income: The earnings of a child who is the subject of a child
support award should not be considered income to either parent for pur-
poses of the guidelines. However, Social Security benefits received by a
child will be credited as child support to the parent upon whose earning
record it is based. Other unearned income of the child may be considered
as income available to the custodial parent depending upon the circum-
stances of each case.

.. Pre-Existing Child Support and/or Alimony Orders. (Enter in whole dol-
s on worksheet, lines 2a and 2b.) Child support previously ordered and
ually paid for children of a prior relationship and/or alimony previously
lered and actually paid is deducted from gross income. Proof of payment of
+h child support and/or alimony should be required before the deduction is
owed. Payments on child support arrearages will not be deducted from
)ss income.

3. Adjusted Gross Income. (Worksheet, lines 3a, 3b, and 3c.) Subtract from
e 1 any figures entered on line 2 for each parent. The totals, 3a and 3b, are
en added to reach line 3c: the combined adjusted gross income of the parties.

4. Proportionate Share of Combined Income. (Worksheet, lines 4a and 4b.)
1e figures entered on lines 3a and 3b are each divided by the figure on line
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3c to determine each parent’s proportionate share of combined income: lines
4a and 4b. Round to the nearest whole number.

B. CHILD SUPPORT NEED.

To determine the child support need, the number of children per age group
are listed on the worksheet lines 5a, 5b, and 5c. The total number of children
is entered on line 5d. The child support obligation is determined by use of the
Schedule appropriate to the total number of children. The schedule amount
per child is listed by age group on lines 6a, 6b and 6¢c. To determine the
schedule amount, the combined adjusted gross income from line 3c is used
with the schedule appropriate to the total number of children in line 5d. A
total amount of child support need is entered on lines 7a, 7b, and 7c. Those
figures are obtained by multiplying lines 5a times 6a to reach 7a; lines 5b
times 6b to reach 7b; lines 5c¢ times 6¢ to reach 7¢; and adding lines 7a plus 7b
plus 7c to reach 7d.

1. Adjustments. (Enter in whole dollars on worksheet, line 8.)

(a) Health and Dental Insurance Premiums for Children (Enter in
whole dollars on worksheet, line 8):

The costs incurred for the child’s portion of the insurance premium(s)
should be added to the basic child support need. The parent who can
obtain the most favorable medical/dental and optical insurance coverage
for the benefit of the minor children at the lowest cost should generally be
ordered to do so. If economically beneficial to the minor children, both
parents should be ordered to provide such insurance. The costs incurred
for the child’s portion of the insurance premium(s) will be allocated in
proportion to income. Those non-covered routine medical and dental ex-
penses will be borne by the custodial parent. Routine expenses include
routine office visits, physical examinations and immunizations.

(b) Total Support Need (Worksheet line 9): This figure is obtained by
adding lines 7d and 8.

C. CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION.

To determine each parent’s share of the child support obligation, his or her
proportionate share of combined income (lines 4a and 4b) is multiplied by the
total support need on line 9. The figure is entered for each parent on lines 10a
and 10b.

A credit is then given for actual payments made by either parent for health
and dental insurance premiums for the children (line 8). This credit is entered
on lines 11a and 11b as appropriate.

The total child support obligation for each parent is then calculated by
subtracting the credit on lines 11a and 11b from the parent’s share of the child
support obligation on lines 10a and 10b. The amounts are entered on lines 12a
and 12b.

D. OTHER.

1. Extended Visitation. This amount applies only to the non-custodial par-
ent and to those months in which the order specifies that the child spend at
least 25 of 30 consecutive days with that parent. The amount entered on lines
12a and 12b, as appropriate, is multiplied by .75 to reach a final amount of
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|d support due from the non-custodial parent during an extended visitation
nth. The figure is entered on line 13a or 13b, as appropriate.

Work-Related Child Care Costs. The reasonable costs of child care ex-
ises actually incurred should be entered on line 14. The child care costs
sidered are child care costs to allow the custodial parent to work. To deter-
1e each parent’s share of the work-related child care costs, the proportion-

share of combined income (lines 4a and 4b) is multiplied by the work-
ited child care costs on line 14. The figure is entered for each parent on
38 15a and 15b. '
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*SAMPLE
IN THE __SECOND DISTRICT COURT
WEBER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH
Susan L. Jones )
Plaintiff, ) CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION WORKSHEET
) (SOLE CUSTODY)
vs. )
) Civil No. __88-CVI278
Roger K. Jones , )
)
Defendant. )
AVAILABLE INCOME Plaintiff Defendant  Combined
Gross Monthly Income 1a_1,000 1b_ 3,000
Pre-Existing Alimony or Child Support 2 1] 2b____400
Orders You Have Paid
Adjusted Gross Income 3a_1,000 3b_2.600 3c_3.600
(#1a - #2a = #3a, #1b - #2b = #3b, #3a + #3b = #3c)
Proportionate Share of Combined Income da__28 % 4__72 %
(#3a = #3c = #4a, #3b + #3c = #4b)
CHILD SUPPORT NEED
Age Group 0-6 71-15 16-18 Total
Number of Children per Age Group  Sa__1 Sb_2 Sc__0 sd_3
(#52 + #5b + #5c = #5d)
Schedule Amount per Child 6a_253 6b_307 _ 6c

(use the combined adjusted gross income from #3c and the schedule appropriate to the
total number of children in #5d)

Total Amount 7a_253 7b_614 Te_ 0 7d_867
(#52 x #6a = #7a, #5b x #6b = #7b, #Sc x #6c = #7c, #7a + #Ib + #Tc = #1d)

Health and Dental Insurance Premiums For Children 8__12
Total Support Need 9__ 939
(#7d + #8 = #9)

CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION Plaintiff Defendant  Combined
Share of Obligation 10a___263 10b___676

(#4a x #9 = #10a, #4b x #9 = #10b)

Credit for Actual Payments in #8 a no___72

Parent's Total Child Support Obligation 12a__263 12b___604

(#10a - #11a « #12a, #10b ~ #11b = #12b)
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NDED VISITATION Plaintiff Defendant  Combined

ctended visitation amount applies only to the non-custodial parent and to those
s in which the order specifies that the child spend at least 25 of 30 consecutive days

hat parent.

nt Paid During Extended Visitation 13a 13b__ 453
¢ .75 = #13a, #12b x .75 = #13b)

) CARE COSTS

Related Child Care Costs 14__250
t's Share of Child Care Costs 15a___70 15b__ 180

#14 « #15a, #4b x #14 = #15b)

UATION INFORMATION

; a new order 16a__ X
nodification? 16b

s a modification, enter the

nt of the prior order, 17

ate of its entry, 18

he state in which it was entered. 19

s a contested action, 20a

ulated award, 20b___X
fefault? 20¢

* the amount of the award. 2 784
s the amount specified by the

sline? 22 Yes

Actual forms are available from the Clerk of the Court.
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ALLAN M. METOS #2249

Attorney for Defendant

623 East First South

P.O. Box 11643

Salt Lake City, Utah 84147-0643
(801) 363-9345

IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

FINDINGS OF FACTS AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

KATHRYN C. CARLESON,
Plaintiff,
V. CIVIL NO. D-83-4245

ROBERT ALLAN CARLESON,

Defendant. JUDGE JAMES S. SAWAYA

THIS matter having come on regularly for trial on the 25th
day of April, 1989, and concluded on May 2, 1989, before the
Honorable James S. Sawaya, one of the judges of the above-
entitled Court. Plaintiff appeared in person and was represented
by Judith R. Wolbach, Defendant appeared in person and was
represented by Allan M. Metos, ?laintiff introduced her evidence
and rested, Defendant introduced his evidence and rested, the
evidenced closed and Court having inquifed into the 1legal
sufficiency of the evidence so adduced, and being fully advised
in the premises, does now make and adopt the following Findings
of Fact:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. That the Defendant’s real disposable income has not

1



increased since the entry of the Divorce Decree but has decreased
due to the lack of automobile sales of his business.

2. That there was no evidence adduced to support the
increase of child support.

3. That the minor child Heather’s health is good and her
medical prognosis is good.

4. That the minor child Heather is an excellent student and
is doing exceptionally well at her school.

5. That there are no medical reasons or problems with the
educational standing of said minor child that requires the
elimination of Wednesday overnight visitation with Defendant.

6. That there was not sufficient evidence adduced to
support the Defendant’s Petition for Joint Custody.

7. That based on the Stipulation of the parties and their
counsel in open Court the Court finds the Decree should be
modified to include:

A. Summertime Vacation Visitation. That original

Decree failed to provide for summer visitation and Defendant
should be given TWO (2) uninterrupted and consecutive weeks in
the month of August each year as visitation with said minor
child.

B. Grandparent Visitation. That Grandparents, Robert

E. Carleson and Annabelle Carleson’s Petition for Visitation
based on said Stipulation, should be awarded FIVE (5) consecutive
days each year visitation on reasonable notice to Plaintiff and

be entitled to exercise any visitation on the days awarded the



Defendant.
8. That said Decree should be modified to reflect the past

pattern of behavior activity and circumstances of the parties as

follows:

A. Medical Expenses. That Defendant should be order

to continue to pay the insurance premiums on a health insurance
policy for the use and benefit of said minor child.

B. School Expenses. That it has been the past pattern

and circumstances of the parties that the Defendant pay TWO-
THIRDS (2/3) of the minor child’s expenses at Rowland Hall/St.
Marks School and Plaintiff has paid ONE-THIRD (1/3) of said
expenses. The Decree should be modified to reflect said
agreement between the parties.

9. That Defendant contributes a greater portion of child
support than that of the Plaintiff, and Plaintiff’s claim for the
award of income tax exemption on minor child shall be denied.

10. That Plaintiff should be awarded FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS
($500.00) attorney fees for the use and benefit of her attorney.

FROM the foregoing Findings of Facts the Court made the

following:

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. That the Plaintiff’s Petition for Modification of
Visitation and Suspension of Wednesday overnight visitation be
denied.

2. That Defendant’s Petition for Joint Custody be denied.

3. That Plaintiff’s Petition for Increased Child Support



and claim for dependant exemption for State and Federal income
tax purposes be denied.

4. That Plaintiff is awarded the sum of FIVE HUNDRED
DOLLARS ($500.00) for attorney’s fees.

5. That the Divorce Decree be modified to provide:

A. Grandparent visitation for Robert E. and Annabelle
Carleson for at least FIVE (5) consecutive days each year with
the minor child, together with the right of visitation anytime
available to the Defendant.

B. Defendant Robert A. Carleson, the right to TWO (2)
consecutive weeks of visitation during the month of August each
year with said minor child.

C. Defendant be ordered to continue to pay premiums on
health insurance policy now in existence for the wuse and benefit
of Heather Carleson.

D. That the parties continue to split the expenses of
the education of Heather and Rowland Hall/St. Marks School has
been their practice in the past [Defendant TWO-THIRDS (2/3) and
Plaintiff ONE-THIRD (1/3)].

DATED this ZZ day of , 1989.

: Y < a1 2 e |
}A%S < SAWAYA 7N
DI CT COURT JUDGE

CAR-FF



FLZE RIRTHIGY 251aT
Third Judicial District

ALLAN M. METOS #2249
Attorney for Defend
623 East First Sou
P.O. Box 11643
Salt Lake City, Utah
(801) 363-9345

IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR
SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH

KATHRYN C. CARLESON, DECREE OF MODIFICATION
Plaintiff,
CIVIL NO. D-83-4245

/5S¢

JUDGE JAMES S. SAWAYA

V.
ROBERT ALLAN CARLESON,

Nt st st St s st ot st st

Defendant.

THIS matter having come on regularly for trial on the 25th
day of April, 1989, and concluded on May 2, 1989, before the
Honorable James S. Sawaya, one of the judges of the above-
entitled Court. Plaintiff appeared in person and was represented
by Judith R. Wolbach, Defendant appeared in person and was
represented by Allan M. Metos, Plaintiff introduced her evidence
and rested, Defendant introduced his evidence and rested, the
evidenced closed and Court having inquired into the 1legal
sufficiency of the evidence so adduced, and being fully advised
in the premises, and heretofore made Findings of Facts and
Conclusions of Law entered the following judgment.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1. That Plaintiff’s Petition for Modification of the

1



Divorce Decree to 1limit Defendant’s visitation, increase child
support, and for the award of income tax dependant exemption be
the same is hereby denied. |

2. That Defendant Robert A. Carleson’s Cross-Petition for
Joint Custody be and the same is hereby denied.

3. That the Divorce Decree presently entered by this Court
be modified as follows:

A. Visitation. Plaintiff to awarded TWO (2)

uninterrupted consecutive weeks of visitation with said minor
child during the month of August each year.

B. Educational Expenses. Defendant is ordered to péy

the tuition, book, and educational expenses of said minor child
while enrolled in Rowland Hall/St. Marks School as he has done in
the past. [Defendant is to pay TWO-THIRDS (2/3) of said expenses
and Plaintiff is to pay ONE-THIRD (1/3) of said expenses].

C. Medical Expenses. Defendant is order to continue

to pay the premiums for medical insurance for said minor chid as
he has done in the past.

4. That the Visitation Petition of Robert E. Carleson and
Annabelle Carleson, the natural grandparents based on the parties
Stipulation is granted to be exercised as follows:

A. On reasonable notice to Plaintiff, that FIVE (5)
consecutive days is awarded each year.

B. During any visitation time of the Defendant be
granted.

5. That Plaintiff is awarded the sum of FIVE HUNDRED



DOLLARS ($500.00) for attorney’s fees for the use and benefit of

her counsel, each party is to bear other attorney’s fees and

costs.
DATED this?Z / day of , 1989.
S SEAWAYA
DISTRICT COURT JUDCE
CAR-DM
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U.S. Individual income Taxz Hetuen

84

e

Lty PUecember Sl Demd o e e iear -, .

ROEBERT A

2777 S0 CLAYBOURNE

e SALT LAKE CITY UTAH 841@9

CARLESON

Tour $0C 18l teCurily "umber

L=
o

[l

4LE =

Spouse’'s 1ocial security number

Your occupation

AUTO DEALER

Spouse's occupation

jential DoyouwantSltogotothisfund? ... ... ... ................ ... Yes XX | No [Note: S:'{‘f:;"},w"‘:f‘m*‘al
on Campaign if joint return, does your spouse want SI to go to this fund?. ... ... ... Yes No or reguce ;0ur refuna.
1 X X Single lFor Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see instructions.
g Status 2 Married filing joint return (even if only one had income)
3 Married filing separate return. Enter spouse’s full name here.
‘O:"'y 4 Head of household. If the qualying person is your uinmarmed chid, write chid's name.
5 Qualitying widow(er) with dependent child (Year spouse died P 19 ). (See page 6 of Instructions.)
6a | XX 1| Yourself 65 or over : Blind Enter number of
b Spouse 65 or over Blind } 22‘6"; ;2:%‘ & 1
mptions ¢ First names of your dependent children who lived with you
}' £rter number
s creck _ e
eff. d Other depencents: reaonsne | ovmes | ovencomesl | roe son o ron sl
« other thi Name in your home 51000 or more? dependens w00’ | Enter number
+ i they HEATHER CARLESON | DAUGHTER 2 NO YES. | Gepencens B
1 Cereann
e Total number of exemptions ClaiMed . ... .. ... ... .. scxes apove P c
7 Wages, Salanes. UDS, 1C.. . ... ..o 7 137, 205
mne 8 Interest income ralso attach Schedule B ifover $400) ....... ... ............ ... ... 8 i3, 456
9a Dividends (aracn Schedule 8 if over $400) 737 ! , 9b Exclusion 1a@ L .
e attach ¢ Subtract fine Sp from line 9a and enter theresult .. ........... ... . ... ... L 9c 69&_
sav*;ﬁzvcx”z c 10 Refunds of Statevand {0CAI INCOME LAXES. . . . . o\ e vee oo e 10
V-2P here. 11 AMONY FECRIVEA. . . . . oottt et ettt e e e e e e 11
12 Business income or {loss) (attach Schedule C). . ......... ... .. ..o 12 | ]
1donothave 13 Capital gan or fioss) (attach Schedule D) ... .........ouiio i 13
-’f&e 14 40% capital gain distributions not reported on line 13 (See page 9 of Instructions). .. ... .. .. 14
1ctions. 15 Supplemental gains or (l0sses) (attach Form 4797) .. ... .. . ... 15
16 Fully taxable pensions, IRA distributions, and annuities not reported on line 17 ........ ... ... 16
17a Other pensions and annutties, including rollovers. Total received 17a l l_%
b Taxable amount. if any. from worksheet on page 10 of Instructions . ... ........ ... ... ... .. . 17b
18 Rents. royalties. partnerships, estates, trusts, etc. (attach Schedule &) .. ........... ... .. .. 18 81,245
19 Ffarmncome or (10SS) (@MACh SChequle F) . . .. .. ..o 19 ]
20a Unemployment compensation {insurance). Total recewved. . . .. .. \_ZEL S —
e b Taxable amcunt, if any, from worksheet on page 10 of Instructions .. . ........... ... ... ... 20b
h check 21a Social secunity benefits. (see page 10 of Instructions). .. ... . ... 21a| I
:):Z:e_ b Taxable amount. if any, from the worksheet on page 11 of Instructions .. .. ......... ... .. .. Zlbi
22 (Other income =
22
23 Add fines 7 through 22. This is your total income ... ...... . .................. > |23 231,303
24 Mowing expense (attach Form 3903 or 3903F). ... ... ... .. . m' ==
: 2% Employee business expenses (attach Form 2106) . .. .......... 25
)ustments 26a IRA deduction. irom the worksheet on page 12............ ... 26a 2, ava
income b RA payments made n 1985 included in line 260> 2y @@@l %
27 Payments toa neogh (HAR. 10) retitement plan ... ...... ... .. 27
uc- 28 Penalty on earty withdrawal of savings . . . ... ........... ... .. 28
pon 29 Ahmony pad......... e e L_Zl
1) 30 Deduction for a married couple when both work (attach Scheduie W) | 30




33 )

npu- 348 g ou temce AUAN L et e At s L el e e e C e e b et _f_‘_
on Caution: 1 ,0U NAVE LECA el © e 17 1 4" T 3 et 2y ) Ce e e I R
check here P D and see page 13 of the Instruct 2ns AISC sew page .2 o ;
® You are married filing a separate return and your spouse itemizes decuctions, OR
IC- ® You file Form 4563, OR
on ® You are a cual-<tatus alien.
13) 34b If you do not itemize deductions, and you have charitable contributions, complete the worksheet
on page 14. Then enter the allowable part of your contributions here .. ... ...................... . P |
35 Subtract line 34a or 34b, whichever applies, fromline 33.................. O =17, 284 ¢
36 Muitiply S1.000 by the total number of exemptions claimed on Form 1040, line6e. ................. = AR
37 Taxaole Income. Subtract ne 36 fromline 35. ... ... ... ...
38 Tax. Enter tax here and check if from D Tax Table, E] Tax Rate Schedule X, Y, or Z, or
D Schedule G . o o .
39 Additional Taxes. (See page 14 of Instructions.) Enter here and check if from ,
[ JForma972. [ JForm5844. ... ,
40 Add hines 38 and 39. tntertotal. . ... ... » |40 9. £29
vdits 41 Credit for cnild and ceoendent care expenses (attach Form 2441). ... | 41 ’
42 Credit for the elderly and the permanently and totally disabled . . . . . .. 42
43 Residential energy credit (attach Form 5695) .. .................. 43
uc 44 Pactial crectt for political contributions for which you have receipts. ... | 44 =
;)2) 45 Add lines 4! through 44 These are your total personal credits . . . ... ... ... ... ........... .. |45
46 Subtract line 45 from 40. Enter the result (but not less than zero) ......................... ... |46 95 £29
47 Forewgn tax crecit 1aaCch Form 1116) ... ... 47 ~ ’
48 General business creait. Check if from Form 3800, Form 3468, =
Form 5884. Form 6478 | 48 4325
49 Add hines <=7 ang 48. These are your total business and other credits. . .. ........................ 49 435
50 Subtract tine 4G from 46. Enter the result (but not less than zero) ........................... » 150 35. 134
er 51 Self-empicyment tax (31ach SCheaUIE SE) ... ... ... .. i 151
es 52 Alternative Minmumm 1ax (alfach FOMM 6251). .. ... ...t 152
53 Tax from recapture ot investment credit (atiach-Form 4255) ...... ... e 153
;’:égg 54 Social security tax on tip income not reported to employer (attach Form 4137). ... ......... ... .. 54
55 Tax onan wA ‘aitacn Form 5329). ... . .. e 55
nents)
56 Add iines 30 through 55. This is your total tax. . . ... .. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... .. ... ..... » |56 95. 19
yments 57 federalincometaxwithheld .. ... ... . ... .. ... ... ... ...... 57 21,72 ‘
58 1984 estimated tax cayments and amount applied from 1983 return .. | 58 28. £E64
ch 59 Earnea income creart. if ine 33 1s under 510,000, see page 16 . . . . . .. 59 .
QS \Af/’dz 60 Amountpaiawithformd868. .. ... ... ... ... ... . ... .. ....... 60 =
;' ? 61 Excess social securtty tax and RRTA tax withheld (two or more employers). | 61 =
‘ont. 62 Credt for Federal tax on gasoline and special fuels (attach Form 4136) .. | 62
63 Regulated investment Company credit (attach Form 2439). .. ... . ... 63
{
64 Add lines 57 through 63. These are your total payments .. ... .................... ... > i 64 £, 389
65 If ine 64 is 'arger than line 56, enter amount OVERPAIOD . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ......... » |65
fund or 66 Amountofine 65t0be REFUNDED TOYOU. . ... ... ... ... . . ... ... .. ........ .. » |66
yount 67 Amount cf ine 65 to te applied to your 1985 estimated tax. . . . ... > |67 ] =]
uOwe 68 Ifline 56 s iarger than line 64, enter AMOUNT YOU OWE. Attach check or money order for full amount
payable 10 “Internal Revenue Service.” Write your social security number and *1984 Form 1040 on it » | 68 24, 8015
(Check & & o] it Form 2210 (2210F) 15 attached. S '
Under penaities =t Zecury ¢+ =ciare that | have examineg this return and accompanying schedules and statements, and 1o the ~est of my knowledge and belef,
rase they are true, (orrect. 3nd < -mplete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) is based on all information of which prepar=r nas any knowledge.
n [
re ’ Your signature / “*\ Date ’ Spouse’s signature {if fig jontly, BOTH must sign)

- Y ~ . IOate s/ ]Ch;ck o 57 Preparer’s social security no.



Exibit "E"



1!

2 Ra00d430101

Amended Resident UTAH |
Individual Income Tax Retum FORM
Use this form 10 amend any TC40 or 10405 | TC-40X
for tax years 1987 or earlier (Rev. 11/87)
your Adl aame (wst, sucde iast). § mamed, aiso enier spouse's kil name. Your social secunty
éééﬁ é ;?Aré:ﬁ'gv 579 lS'Z | ‘/4
srest apaniment number of nral roule) uumw
/ oo A < l
, 10WA Of ["County (province] | Staie and JP coda (lorewgn counlry) Dammwm
SwerLobe Core LI b T/ 10E
o 1. Fling Status (check one) 2 Examptions o 3. Amended state retum type
. Snge Y| a Yourset (enter 19 [2a] 7 2 TC-40 - Long form
b. Head of housshold 0 1 | b Spouse (enter*1)  [2p b. TC-40 S - Short form _
¢. Married fing joint retun 1¢ €. Oher dependents 2l 2~ @-
d. Mamied fifing sepasate retums | 14 d.Totalexempions o J2db” 2/ o 4, Tax year amended: 19
: (add 2a, 2b and 2¢) or fiscal year ending ,19

2. ORIGINALLY REPORTED  b. CORRECT AMOUNT

%uﬁm mmmmmsummm__) 5] 2 5 gzz
summm 6y 2035¢ §{ Zov3

7. Personal exemptions (from ine 3, Schedule 1 onreverss) ———————— 7| >cch 1| Z28<D

8. Fefrement inc. from Sch. 2 on back - Over age 657 eSeif [ JeSpouse[ ] [ 8 3

9. Othwr deductions (fom ine 5, Scheduis 3 on reverss) ———————— |9 s _

10. Total deductions (add fines 6, 7, 8, and 9) 10 3Z 10 2y

11, Oeduct ine 10 from ine 5 N2 wA Inl _Zooory

12 sum-mm::mm«:wscg—— 2| P/ 2| 4¢P/

13. Other additions (from line 3, Schedule 4 on reverse) X 13 13

14. Total of other additions (add nes 12 and 13) —— 4| o7 12

15. Utah taxable income (add ines 11 and ine 14) = — Pf1s o YO 15

18. Utah tax (compute from Rate Schechdes on back na% 18y /$72% 8| /6472

17. Utah use tax, if appiicable 6‘, 17 _ 17

18 Tax Kabilty (a0d ines 16 and 17) e 8| /S 929 8| /L4472

19. Utah income tax withheld (attach any additional wi forme 19 2900 19 2906

20. mummumm(wmq \/ 20 _ 20

21." Coaci for Utah income tax paid on original retusm or amendad., -——’4, N2 72227 a| 72927

~ 2.. Other credits (from line 7, SMSdeMr—Tm y — 7] 1

2. Total redits (add fines 19, 20, 21 and 22) /S 729 23l <729

24. Previous refund received 24

25. Previous nongame widile conyribxtion \\ COR¥ ‘) 25 —

28. Net credits (ine 23 less lines 24 and 25) 3 &S Pl 7773

27. Amount © be REFUNDED (t ine 26 is greater hhan e 18, col. b) e [27

23. Adddioral TAX DUE (i ine 18 is greater than ine 28 ins 28 ne 18 and enter here) ————

2. Suwest on ackfioral tax de (12% per annum on tax dus of oniginal retumn © das paid) ~—
0 mummumm PAY N FULL WITH THIS

Send sturn and poyment 4. Utah State Tax Commission -
ma-'nusn uu-g,uu $4134-0200 -

IBEG(Y E%ﬂ?

deMWhMmdeddﬁM

/l/fo/
» Occupation
’Wod“ndﬁbﬂ.hﬁ“dpulmuum Date Occupation
Date Preparers social security no,
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GLBF POMM 3843 « CALL (616) 2436267

[, ol the T y Aeverwe Servce

ﬂ@é}@ X | Amended U.S. Individuz. ‘ncome Tax Return it

{Mev. Octoser 1987)
" This return is for calendar year » 19 3 7 .ORfiscal year ended > .19 .
g Yout fargh name 8nd invtsdi (sf 10Nt return, 3130 Pve S00USE’S NAMe-9nd Iutidl) Last name Your seciel socurity number -
: A2 o4/ 1952 i Sp2d
3 Mmmummm-wmu"mmuo Box, see Instructians.) Spouse’s secial security number
i S2 Beqine Avewus ; :
! Caty. town or post office, state. and ZIP code Teiephone number (optsenat)
8| ST tans orv, Srim 108 C -

nmm—-—-‘-‘ (4 same a3 200ve, wnte “Same ). it Changing from separate to 10t retum, enter AaMes 8nd 500/€3303 L300 ON Orpnel

© Enter beiew name and
mmnwawmmmtowmmmmmdmmm)
.{Qm{
* @ Sennce center where original return was filed b Has oniginal return been changed oraudited by IRS? . . . . [JYes [@No -
If “No," have you been notrfied thatitwilbe? . . . . . . OYes @MNo-
__Dsazd, wrar If “Yes," identity IRS office > s
- ¢* Are you amending your retum to include any rtem (loss, credrt, deduction, other tax benefit, or income) relatingtos , . Q’
.......................... O Yes No

tax sheites required ta be regrstered?

It “Yes.” you MUST attach Form 8271, investor Reporting of Tax Sheiter Registration Number.
d Fiing status claimed. (Note: You cannot change from joint to separate retums after the due date has passed.)
Onoriginai return > (X Single (] Marmed hsng josnt retum (] Married filing separate retum  [] Heed of housenold (] Mg-uum
Married return_[] Mamed & rate return_ [ He:

Onthesretum > return Head of househoid [
A As engmedy 8. Net change—-
Income and Deductions (see Instructions) s | Drere—. | S
' | metnacuens) - ongage2 ’ :
I TONCOME .« « « v o @ v o e e e e e e 1 222,767 Qpad | 322240
2 AGiUStments1oincome® . . . . . . . . o . . . . . 2 . .o
3 Adjusted gross income (subtractline 2fromiine ) . . . . . | 3 | 23R | F624 | 233 IL -
A DedUCONS . . . . . . . e e e e e e e . R 20, 39p 39 20,437 "
S Subtractlinedfromine3 . . . . . . . . . . . 181 200363 2535 240, P48
6 Examptions . T on. . L S3dc0 - ey
7TmhloummoL_ GhomlmS). e o 12 1 /P8 S0S 9547 200,48
8 Tax(see instructions). (Method usedincol. C. S8 20.411 - 2699 2/,101
§ 9 Credits(seelnstructions) . . . . . . < - < . . . . . 9 = - -
10 Subtract kine 9 from fine 8. Enterthe result, butnotlessthanzero |10 | 7247/ 3690 74401
%1 11 Othertaxes(suchassaeif-empioyment tax. alternative minimum tax) | 11 e -
T 112 Totsitaxtisbility(sddtines JOand il . . . . . . . . 121 7 41 %90 7440/ -
. | 13" Federstincome taxwithheid and excess FICA and RRTA tax withheid | 13 fo2v - 1034
" | 14 Estimatedtaxpayments . . . . . . . . . . .. . . 18] /8239~ — i
‘2115 Eamedincomecreat. . . . . . . . S e e e PLE = =
E 16 Credits for Federal tax on gasoline and special fuels, regulated - _
w veStmentcompany, e, . - . . . . .+ o o o« o o 16
&1 17 Amount paid with Form 4868, Form 2688, or Form 2350 (application for extension of ime to fite) . . | 17
7 |'18. Amountt paid with original return, pius additional tax paidalteritwasfiled . . . . . . . . . . Iz 4
| 19 Addlines 13tiwough I18incokemnC . . . . . . . ..o 19 D A1)
Refund or Amount You Owe N
20 Overpsyment. if any, as shown on onginal retum (or as previously adjustedbyRS) . . . . . . . 20 - ”
21 Subtractline 20fromiine@ 19(se@inNStructions) . . . . . . . . . . 4 . e e e . . .. 21 20. ¥ _ ff"
22: moumvoumummeu.c.smmwnzl m«mmn-uw&m 22 2692 |
...... 123 :
e ”e

Under of perpary. uuonumm ongnal return and thet | heve he
Please S, o o e b o oy et wd Debel, vt Senedad FESTR § Ut COrvact, B3 Complets. DOCkeramen o Srogioes (40 TAun ousiyer) & haaed
“ 0 8 intermonen of Nmmnw| L
Hets W Oate ’ Soouse’s signature ( ot return, BOTH must s.gn) Ome
Oste Mn-—uqn )
Pregerer’'s
Pl . .......’ Py al s s .
Fum's name (o ‘.;.‘.
1190 08y yours f sast-empioren) } £L0e A
PPN : 1’334 . L DR
uwnmcoummlu

‘For Paperwerk Reduction Act Notica, 500 page 1 of saparate instructions.



tmw-mu« 1087 Poge 2
Exemptions (see Form 1040 or Form 1040A Iastructions)

- . AN

If claiming more exemptions, complete lines 1-3 and, If applicable, line 9| - A w""':"' 5. Net change €. Carect .

if claiming tewer exemptions, complete lines 1-7. reported
If you are not changing your exemptions, do not complete Part 1.

1 Fortaxyear 1987—yourseifandspouse . . . . . . . . . . . .
mllmanumﬁuadmnronmoth«mms 1987 return
(such as your parents’ return), you cannot clawn an exemption for yourself.

2 Fortaxyears beginning before 1987—yourseif and spouse, 65 or over, btind |_2
3 Yourdependentchildrenwholivedwithyow . . . . . . . . . . 3
4 . For tax years beginning after 1984, your dependem children who did not lm
withyou . . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e . 14
smbudopondems.... ..... e e e e e e e S
6 Tomaempuom(wdhmnhmughs) e e e e e e 6
7 Muttiply $1,900 ($1.080 for tax year 1986: $1.040, !or tax year 1985:
$1.000, for tax year 1984) by the number of uempuons claimed on line 6.
Enter the resuit hereandonpage l.ne6. . . . . . . . . . . . 7
-8 Demm(cmurmandom«)mmmonmmlw
Note: Complete column (b) or (c). whichever apphies. only if amending your 1987 return. ol dobrmineg bl 8
(8l . sl s ot rmep Eog e B A R oyt g
; L.} AYOSNRE | e GON'L bve with you CV0
Rovrse wsemen >

z iy
H hd.c.-— I I
. [ T 1} >»

9- Fummbewmgm«lw :lmMWmmsdm%MmeMumummma

- pre-1985 agreement.check here. . . . . . . . . . . . e . ... . . . . . .. » Q3
ExﬂmﬁmolChmguulmmmM

mmmmmmxmwmmmmmmmmmummum

forms and schedules for items changed. Be sure to include your name and social security number oa any attachments. )

it the change pertains 0 3 net operating ioss carryback, a general business credit canyback, or for tax years beginning before 1986, a research .
‘credit carryback, attach the schedule or form that shows the vear in which the 1083 ar credit occurred. See the instructions. Alsa.checkhere . . » O

fonm d-l om0 fMzond (1303 ot 70 gl 1) A

ErSent. JEnt, OF THE Sty K "WJA’S Lo AIVERTE T
L EET _QFs~ Floemn 4_;-;_31.: A3 _pa 161 psry myesmg, o
Ye/ OF THE Muc% ) 7Emrs  ropoeer e L1 o

Mave Boed ydecworn 1) awis bk ( Cory e év/mev‘)

Wﬂnﬁmmnu R I——
Checking belew will not incresse your tax er reducs your refund. : P R

nnaummmmmsprmmummw e e e a s 0 s 0 e e o 6w MM » 0
did not want to have $1 go to the fund, but nowwantsto . . . . . N =)




SCHEDULE K-1 | Shareholder's Share of Income, Crédits, Deductions, etc. | ousse issoo
(Fom 11205) ° For calendar year 1987 or tax year :
Deservmant of the Tressury beginnng X1 [y ... .1987,and eading. . Q2 C.. 7/ 19 8.7 ﬂ@87
internas Aevenus Serwce » For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice. see page 1 of instructions for Form 11203, .
Sharsholder's identitying number >  5/9-62-~4420 * Corporation's identitying number ¥ 70— ) A20D 0P
Shareholder's lame, address, and ZIP code Corporation’s name, address. and ZIP code )
Roscar A. Carcesow Carissen (Capieinc €0., Tac.
2717 Soers CiLaygovave Are (070 Sovrmw Marw
Savr Laxe Ciry, Uras gv/0g Sacrlace Corp oy 2970/
A (X)SMM«sm&-olstkamplumyw(mMutms -otxmouhK l) AR > 22 %
Q)Nunb«oishammwysmmmldeutmyeuend .. e > 249
"B Internal Revenue Service Center where corporation filed its return b . OG-LE.M I)TA H

cTushemnegtsmuonnumbﬂ(seeInsuuctnonsfotSd\eduleK-l) R
] Dudmwwwmatemnypamunatcmtmmdbusuwacamy(m)olmwmm?(&cmwmlor

Schedule K-1. Leave the check oaxes blank if there are no trade or business activities.). . . . Kv.s D No
EMWWMW.mmmwmduutommy(m)otmmm?(&oummw .
- _Scheduie K-1. Leave the check boxes blank if there are no rental real estate activities.) . . . . . . DYu D No‘

Fll(!)quostmozscmchec‘No"wmmuh&sunpomdmm20r3and(2)lhoshuehdderacqwedwwaosxoduﬂu
10/22/88, chack here » Dmd enter the sharenoider’ smqmoc mnnpmmmmp for 1987 (see instructions for
Schedule®-1) . . .. R e .. D %

GuqusnoqDucMcm'No‘mmyactmtyandtonqmbmstx«dumndby“cmamaﬂu 10/22/86,
check here > D 30na enter the date of stact up or acquisition in the date space on fine 1. Also, if an actiwty for which income or loss is
reported on line 2 or 3 was started aftér 10/22/86. check-the box and enter the start up date in the date space on line 2 o 3.

'Nnﬂmmwmmmamdadﬂmmtummqmﬁm1378.cmcxhao. L. . . P
Cautien: Refer to Sharehoider’s instructions for Scheduie K-1 before entenng information from Schedule K-1 on your tax rettsn.
. T (a) Destribtve Amount Form 1040 Sers enser
. ™ m“ ' (»- .gzl:!:llhm(b)‘--
+1 . Ocdi : N 2959
1 - Ocdinary income (1oss) from trade o busmess actwty(es). Dabe: 759 SeeS r's
-{.2 Income or loss from rental resl estate actrvty(ies). Date: mmu—ufnum
3 hu-ummmmu-hzmm
o 4 Pomom(hu): . .
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Exibit "F"



1984
1985
1986
1987

1988

Taxable

Income

215,388
110,557

73,428
198,563

115,003 *

-+

Personal FIT

Exemptions Withheld
2,000 21,725
2,080 18,337
2,160 5,707
3,800 8,003
5,850 48,390

Reduced by spouse's contribution

K-1 From
S Corporation

81,245
40,505
38,086
168,526

52,710

Disposable

Income

114,418
53,795
31,795
25,834

19,753



Exibit "G"



HEATHER CARLESOH
EXFENSES

COMBINED MOMNTHLY EXFENSES:

Howuse Fayment £ SD&6.00D

Froperty Taxes and Insursnce 120.20

Car Fayment 203.908

Car Tawes and Upkeep 75.00

rilities (Fower, Gas, Water, Garbage 200 .00
Telephone)

_awn Weed &% Bug Spraving 10.06

b
Swamp Coolsr Sprinkling System 12.09
Turned OFf and On
wapaper {Sunday. only) 5.00
i 0 .60
O .00%
Z20.06

¥ The food allowance has in
$208.00 pesr month since Hea

her’'s surgery in

1988 and her need Tor increased caloriss: tho

an additional 2100.00 has been apporticned o
)

s

hevr 172 share of I8EZ.30.

1
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3
m
bk
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HEATHER S CURRERNT
Clothing & Footwsar
Fiang lLessons (H)
Gymnastics l.essons
Boolk Orders

Snack Money (School Fridays)

Magazine Subscriptions {(Highlights,
Weekly Reader, =2tc.)

Ffarty Gifts

Dayvy Care {(£100/mo. during school;

-

during 2 months summer)
Tuition {1/2 of %4,150/19B8%9-%8 school
yvear, plus $420/128%9 4-week
SUumMmMer program)
School iUniforms
fAllowance
School Activities

200/ mo.

198928 ROWLAND HALL-5T. MARES EXFENSES:

Tuition (1289-290)

Summar Frogram (4 weeks)

Uniforms

Schonl Adctivities {(Book Fairs, =2tc.)

Summer Trip {Shakespeare Festival)

Schonl Lunch

Znacks

Winter Sports ($3I0-%90 if not incloded
in tuiftion, i.e.. skiing, horseback

for 128%9-20)
year only)

riding, s=sto.,

Day Cars sl

TOTAL

an
1%

£4,1592.920
420 .00
I090 .20
120.00
150.06
IID.00
70.00
6H0.929

200 .00

$4,400.00
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