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STATE OF W SCONSI N CIRCU T COURT W NNEBAGO COUNT 7/0
FAM LY COURT BRANCH /0 Y]
RS

In Re the_ﬂhrriage of :

DEBRA A. VAN PRI CE, — ‘ (/¢3F /Z,)

e TTnesg CE OF MOTION
Petitioner, - ' il JBND/MOTION FOR
: REVIEW OF THE

and . . . DECESION OF TH
; ™ COURT COMMISS

ROBERT A. VAN PRICE, i T OF MOTION TO REOQO
i “1%353:., QUQGMENIQ N 'ﬂ44'r:Afo
Respondent . " - MC‘Qﬁe No. 81- F ;%EL}AGO :s_.f D

TO  Robert A Van Price Karen L. Seifert, Attorney
731 3rd Street W nnebago County Child Supp,,~~~#$@$CUR~
Menasha, W 54952 W nnebago County Courthouse, anl(Ek TN

415 Jackson Street L A Py

PO Box 2808
GCshkosh, W  54903- 2808
1. These motions will be heard as foll ows:

BEFORE: Honorabl e Thomas S. WIIians
PLACE: W nnebago County Courthouse, Rm 240
415 Jackson Street
Oshkosh, W 54903
DATE: March 21, 1995
TI ME: 3:00 p.m
2. Pursuant to 8767.13(6), Stats. and s767.32, Stats., the
Petitioner, Debra A Van Price, wll nove for a review of the
Fam |y Court Conm ssioner's decision on her notion for revision
of the child support judgnent in the above-entitled matter.
Petitioner noves that her child support "be reduced to zero
weekly, or set at 25% of her gross inconme when such incone
exceeds the federal poverty guidelines.”
3. Pursuant to g806,07(1)(a) and (l)(h), the petitioner

wi Il nove to vacate the child support judgnent and for an order




to reopen the judgnment back to Novenber 1, 1991, the date of
petitioner's disability, affecting the arrears or, in the
alternative, an order to reopen the judgnment back to a year from
the date this motion was filed. Because this notion concerns the
Court's previous orders, the Fanily Court Conmi ssioner declined
torule onit and referred the parties to this Court to hear the
matter.

4. The basis for these notions is set forth in the
attached affidavit.

5. Notification is hereby given as required by
8§767.32(5), Stats., of the availability of information set forth
in 8767.081(2), Stats., fromthe family court conmi ssioner

|f you object to the orders requested in this notion, you
are expected to attend the hearing and nmake your objection known
to the Court.

If you fail to attend the hearing, the Court may go ahead
w t hout you and has the power to nake the orders requested in
this docunent.

Dated this 'é‘{/\/day of February, 1995.

LEGAL SERVI CES OF NORTHEASTERN

WSCONSIN, INC.
Attorneys for Petitioner

By: /Aﬁfv*’-‘v\ >, L& L. p
Karen S. Roehl
Attorney at Law
State Bar No. 1001508

404 North Main Street, #702
GCshkosh, W 54901
414- 233- 6521




STATE OF W SCONSI N CRCUT COURT W NNEBAGO COUNTY
FAM LY COURT BRANCH

In Re the Marriage of:

DEBRA A. VAN PRI CE,
AFFI DAVIT | N SUPPCRT
Petitioner, OF MOTI ON FOR REVI SI ON
OF JUDGMENT AND COF
and MOTI ON- TO. RECPEN
THE JUDGVENT-"— —

ROBERT A. VAN PRI CE,
Case No. 81- FA- 31
Respondent .

STATE OF W SCONSI N :
CONTY OF WNNEBAGD

KAREN S. RCEHL, states as follows:

1. | amthe attorney for the Petitioner, Debra A Van
Price, in the above-referenced case.

2. On January 10, 1989, nunc pro tune Decenber 20, 1988,
an Order was entered in this case, requiring the petitioner to
pay $50. 00 per week for child support.

3. On July 14, 1992, an Order was entered further
providing for a wage assignment of 25% of petitioner's gross
ear ni ngs.

4. Subsequent orders have continued these child support-
obligations, nost recently the March 16, 1994 O der.

5. M/ client, Debra A Van Price, is disabled and becane
eligible for Supplenental Security Incone benefits as of Novenber
1, 1991. This is her only current income. Her nonthly benefit
is $541.78. (See attached statement from Terry Lichtenberg,

Assi st ant Manager, Oshkosh Social Security Admnistration Ofice)




6. Based upon informaticn and belief, there has been the
follow ng significant changes: a) in #June of 1994, the
petitioner was found to be under a continuing disability and
eligibility for SSI benefits; Db) in Novenber of 1994 the
petitioner reinjured her shoulder; c) in Novenber of 1994, she
was laid off froma short-term job; d) her incone is below the
federal poverty guidelines established by 42 U S C. 9902(2) and
insufficient to neet her subsistence needs; e) respondent's
incone has increased; and f) respondent is no |onger receiving
Ald to Famlies wth Dependent Children

7. Based upon information and belief, due to her limted
i ncone and necessary expenses, she cannot afford to pay $50.00

per week for child support.

8. Pursuant to 549.41, Ws. Stats., HSS 880.129(13), Ws.

Adm Code, 42 U S.C. 8407,and Langlois v. Langlois, 150 Ws. 2d

101, 441 and 286 (Ws. App. 1989), SSI benefits ar.e not avail able
for child support purposes, and any obligation is contrary to
state and federal |aw.

Dated this 26-h day of January, 1995,

=N 5\//@9/@

Karen S. Roehl
Attorney for the Petitioner

Subscri bed and sworn to before ne
this _Ald4f_day of i?lnuaky . 1995,

uJﬁxx&; dJMluﬁa
Notary Publid,’ state of Wisconsin
My commssion CIM, i+ﬂ /G b
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