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ADOPTION—Termination of Parental Rights--Failure to Assume Parental Duties. /n the Matter of the
Adoption of 5.D., Docket No. 123,361 (Unpublished. Ct. of App.) 2021 WL 1323809 (April 9, 2021-Atchison-
Affirmed). Reiterating long-standing Kansas law, consent to an adoption is not needed from a parent who
fails or refuses to assume the duties of a natural parent for two years preceding (immediately preceding,
according to prior law) the filing of a petition for adoption of his or her child. In this case, the failure to
assume duties included failure to have significant contact with the child during the relevant period. The
district court terminated father’s parental rights based on his failure, then granted the step-parent
adoption. The district court did not base its ruling in any way on father’s deficiency in child support
payments, but rather, his failure to continue taking UA’s as ordered by the court; refusing to comply with
discovery orders; and other failures, the district court finding father knew “very clearly what was going on
in terms of visitation, parenting time, child support.”

APPELLATE JURISDICTION—Finality of Underlying Case/Order. In the Matter of the Marriage of
McAllister, Docket No. 122,612 (Unpublished Ct. of App.) 2021 3439166 (August, 2021—Johnson—Appeal
Dismissed). “The right to appeal is statutory in Kansas. Subject to certain exceptions, appellate courts
have jurisdiction to entertain an appeal only if the party files the appeal in the manner prescribed by
statute. Whether jurisdiction exists is a question of law over which an appellate court’s scope of review is
unlimited. A party may invoke this court’s appellate jurisdiction as a matter of right from a final decision
in any action. K.S.A. 60-2102(a)(4). A final decision is one that finally decides and disposes of the entire
merits of the controversy and reserves no other questions or directions for the future or further action of
the court. There is a strong policy against piecemeal appeals in Kansas. In this case, the District Court set
aside the Decree of Divorce, at wife’s request, after the District Court entered a default judgment. The
District Court granted wife’s motion to set aside the default judgment because it determined it lacked
personal jurisdiction over wife. That decision was based on wife’s lack of contacts with Kansas. At the
time, she was living in Switzerland. While the District Court set aside the default decree of divorce, the
underlying case is still pending. Therefore, the District Court still has at least two options. It can dismiss
the case for lack of personal jurisdiction, or it can enter judgment solely on the divorce and distribute any
marital property in Kansas if it otherwise has in rem jurisdiction. Without such a final order, the case is
not concluded. Because there is no final order which would establish the appellate court’s jurisdiction to
hear the appeal, the [appellate court dismissed] it.”

CHILD SUPPORT—Maodification-Retroactive Credit-Pleading Requirements. In re Ralph v. Ralph, Docket
No. 122, 832 (Unpublished Ct. of App.) 2021 WL 936056 (March 12, 2021—Johnson—Affirmed). This case
is highly summarized for the purpose of teaching a lesson, rather than particularizing all of its details for
the purpose of reporting the outcome of this particular case. Father filed a post-trial motion for
modification of residential custody and child support when a child of the parties came to live with him full
time. Prior to that time, he had accumulated a child support arrearage to the mother in excess of $81,000.
He had filed an earlier motion (years earlier) for modification, as a part of which he failed to file a parenting
plan, child support worksheet, and Domestic Relations Affidavit. The District Court, with whom the
appellate court agreed, ordered mother to pay father child support, awarded him custody of the child,
but would not grant his request for retroactive credit against his $81,000 child support arrearage for the
entire period of time the child lived exclusively with him, because his earlier motion did not follow Kansas



Supreme Court Rule 139 and K.S.A. 23-3002 by filing a DRA and CSW with his motion. Thus, the earliest
date to which the court could/would grant such credit would be the date upon which such instruments
were filed. These are “mandatory perfection provisions of K.S.A. 23-3002(b).” He had notice of this
deficit because his ex-wife’s reply to his earlier motion told him so, even if he did not know the rules.

GRANDPARENT VISITATION—Jurisdiction-Divorce v. Paternity, PFA, and CINC Cases. Frost v. Kansas
DCF, 59 Kan. App. 2d 404, 483 P. 3d 1058, Docket No. 122,737 (March 11, 2021-Johnson-Affirmed). This
case provides a history of grandparent visitation rights in Kansas. The district court dismissed the
grandparents’ petition on the basis of In re T.N.Y., 51 Kan. App. 2d 956, 360 P. 3d 433 (2015). That was
the law when the district court made its decision. The district court correctly followed its mandate. This
panel of the appellate court decided not to follow the different panel’s ruling in T.N.Y. It nonetheless
agreed the grandparents’ petition should be dismissed, but for a different reason, since it determined the
decision in T.N.Y. should no longer be the law. One might ask how lawyers are to advise clients, and
judges are to decide cases, when they follow the law, but a different group of judges on the same court
decide to change the law in the case before them.

The issue in this case was the jurisdiction of the district court. Grandparents of an unmarried
minor child sued KDCF, as the child was in state custody, and the grandparents were bound by an
outstanding no-contact order issued in a CINC case. TNY, a paternity case, decided grandparent visitation
should be limited only to divorce cases. 51 Kan. App. 2d at 963. The district court in the instant case
decided that TNY therefore did not extend grandparent visitation to other family law contexts (e.g. PFA
or CINC cases).

The instant case clarifies that grandparents may file independent actions seeking visitation with
their grandchildren, in the county where the child resides, and seek also similar relief in divorce cases. It
held K.S.A. 23-3301 (the grandparent visitation statute) is constitutional. They must still prove (a) a
substantial relationship with the grandchild and (b) that the relationship is is in the child’s best interests.
The only pending cases in which grandparents may pursue visitation are divorce cases. They cannot
intervene in paternity, CINC, or PFA cases.

The instant, independent action was properly dismissed, according to the appellate court,
because grandparent visitation was not ripe for the parties, because the CINC cases take precedence over
orders from other courts, and because the CINC court’s no-contact order governs until either the CINC
case closes or the order is modified. K.S.A.38-2201(a). Even if the district court has ordered grandparent
visitation, DCF could not have allowed it, because a CINC no-contact order supersedes all other court
orders.

JUDGMENT: Enforcement v. Modification. /n the Matter of the Marriage of Miller and Miller, Docket No.
123,003 (Unpublished Ct. of App.) 2021 WL 1936062 (May 14, 2021-Shawnee-Affirmed). Wife was
assigned a portion of the marital debt in the Decree. She failed to pay on it for over 8 years. Husband,
during that time, paid on both his portion of the marital debt and his wife’s portion, with interest (husband
paid 78% of the debt whereas his wife paid 22% of it). Prior to husband filing a motion to enforce the
division of debt in the original decree, wife filed bankruptcy. A different judge heard the post-trial motion.



That judge ordered that wife pay interest on the debt husband paid on her behalf. Wife claimed that,
since interest was not mentioned in the original judgment, the court modified the judgment without
jurisdiction to do so. The appellate court disagreed.

“Generally, a district court has no continuing jurisdiction or power of modification over a division of
property after entering an original divorce decree. Lewis v. Lewis, 4 Kan. App. 2d 165 (1979). In Inre
Marriage of Nelson, 2010 WL 4977112 at *3 (Kan. App. 2010-unpublished), the appellate court
determined the district court could not award an ex-wife a money judgment for husband’s failure to
provide a residence for his ex-wife and children because that remedy was not supported by the original
judgment. By so doing, the district court created a new remedy. However, ordering an ex-wife to pay the
share of the debt the court had previously ordered her to pay is not a modification. It is enforcement. /n
re Marriage of Garren, Docket No. 91,957, 2004 WL 2282137, at*2 (Kan. App. 2004-unpublished). Further,
K.S.A. 16-204(d), interest on a judgment is automatic. It is not a measure of damages. It is compensation
fixed by law.

JURISDICTION OF DISTRICT COURT WHILE APPEAL PENDING—SUPPORT, ENFORCEMENT of JUDGMENT,
AND SANCTIONS. Marriage of Leming, Docket No. 122,603 (Unpublished Ct. of App.) 2021 WL 2483114
(June 18, 2021—Sedgwick—Affirmed). A district court can try to enforce its order (in this case that a
father liquidate his assets to support his children since he is in prison and practically incapable of
otherwise generating support) while a case is pending on appeal. “District courts have jurisdiction to
enforce a domestic judgment while the case is pending on appeal.” In re Marriage of Fisher, Docket No.
93,761, 2006 WL 2043015, at*9-10 (Unpublished Kan. Ct. of App. 2006). “While divorce cases are pending
on appeal, the duty to support is still in effect.” Gordon v. Gordon, 218 Kan. 686, 692, 545 P. 2d 328
(1976). Sanctions may also be entered while a case is pending on appeal. It may be used when a party
exhibits a pattern of obstructive behavior to deter the party from continuing that behavior, and when
they act in bad faith, as the husband did in this case by failing to explain the disposition of his assets the
court told him to liquidate to pay his child support. The assets basically disappeared and the support went
unpaid, but counsel appeared on father’s behalf at court hearings.

PATERNITY: CHILD SUPPORT—Prenatal care and birth expenses requested after the initial paternity
order-Denied. Carman v. Harris, Docket No. 118,734, 313 Kan. 315, 485 P.3d 644 (Kan. S. Ct. 4.30.2021.
Johnson County- affirmed). In a paternity case, mother asked, over one year after the hearing officer
ordered, and the district court affirmed, the initial paternity determination and child support order, for
reimbursement of prenatal care and birth expenses. The district court denied the request on grounds of
timeliness. Both the Court of Appeals and Supreme Court affirmed.

Mother gave birth in 2014. She assigned her support rights to DCF. In December, 2014 DCF filed a
paternity petition which did not seek expenses for prenatal care or for the birth of the child—herein lies
the lesson that we should include this request, perhaps as a matter of course, in the boilerplate of our
petitions. After various hearings and motions, in an April, 2015, Journal Entry the hearing officer reduced
the child support obligation previously entered. The standard 14 day finality warning was included in that
Journal Entry, and in a subsequent Journal Entry denying father’s request for a second rehearing. On
August 3, 2016, mother for the first time filed a request for prenatal and birth expenses. The court denied



that request, on grounds including that it was not included in the original paternity order and now more
than one year had passed since that order was entered and the request was being made for the first time.

While K.S.A. 23-2215 permits a court to award birth expenses when entering an initial child support award
in a paternity order, repeating the lesson set out above, the district court was not asked to do so in the
initial petition and did not do so. K.S.A. 23-3005 governing modification of child support orders allows
modification retroactive to the first day of the month following the filing of the motion to modify. “The
trial court lacked authority to modify retroactively [the father’s] support obligation, except during the
limited timeframe in [K.S.A. 23-3005(b)].” Further, mother did not seek relief under K.S.A. 60-260 (b)(1),
{b)(6), or {c).

PROPERTY SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT—Division of Tax Refunds. Marriage of Pease, Docket No. 122,000
(Unpublished Ct. of App.} 2021 WL (4.30.2021 Riley County- affirmed). When the parties’ PSA
clearly sets forth that the parties will divide any tax refunds equally, husband’s claim that his payment of
a quarterly payment and extension payment should be offset against the portion of the refund due failed.
Wife was awarded $9,000 in appeliate attorney fees. Lesson: consider PSA language covering this
eventuality, for example, “to the extent one party pays any quarterly, extension or other tax payment
for the tax year for which the parties are to receive any tax refund which they are to divide according
to the terms of this agreement, that party shall receive dollar for dollar credit for such payments,
therefore reducing the sum the other party shall receive as a refund by said amount” or other
appropriate language. If you are reading this opinion, don’t immediately conclude the result reached by
the appellate court is obvious. It makes a lot of sense that if one party prepays an obligation he or she
owes under the terms of the PSA, he or she would get appropriate credit for such payment.

RESIDENTIAL PLACEMENT-FATHER’'S MOVE TO ALASKA WARRANTS CHANGE FROM FATHER TO
MOTHER. Marriage of McNutt v. Gates, Docket No. 123,507 (Unpublished Ct. of App.), 2021 WL 4224660
(September 17, 2021—Geary, affirmed). The trial court granted mother’s motion for change of residential
placement from father, a Junction City resident moving to Alaska, to mother, who was living in Illinois
during the pendency of the motion. Father moved the children to Alaska in December, 2019. The case
was tried in August, 2020. On appeal, the standards are abuse of discretion or when substantial
competent evidence does not support findings of fact upon which the exercise of discretion is based. First,
a material change of circumstances must be found. Then, the best interests test must be applied. K.S.A.
23-3222(c). How the move impacts the children, the parents, and increases costs to the non-moving
parent are all considerations. In this case, father’s move increases costs to mother because it would
increase her distance from the children. Absent the move, mother could drive or fly a short distance to
see the children. She would now have to drive almost one week straight to drive, and would have to fly
between 7 and 12 hours, from Chicago. Also, the move would likely decrease mother’s parenting time.
Mother’s attorney fee request was denied. Although the appeals court did not agree with father’s
contentions, it did not feel father’s appeal was frivolous.



RETIREMENT BENEFITS—OWNER v. BENEFICIARY/ANNUITANT—KPERS. Marriage of Blosser, Docket No.
123,225 (Unpublished Ct. of App.) 2021 WL 2493205 (June 18, 2021-McPherson-reversed and remanded).
Under the parties’ agreement and divorce decree, husband was awarded the “KPERS 457 account and
KPERS account that pays a monthly benefit” as his “sole and separate property.” Wife was a joint
annuitant of his KPERS accounts. The Decree did not terminate that interest. The Court of Appeals
reversed the district court finding that the terms of the Decree were unambiguous and that the KPERS
accounts had an ownership interest and a beneficial interest, and that the language in the agreement
failed to terminate wife’s beneficial interest in his plans as a joint annuitant because there was no
language to that effect either in the Decree or Agreement. The lesson is that setting aside the accounts
to a party as his or her sole and separate property, without more, may not terminate the other spouse’s
interest as a beneficiary of those accounts. | therefore suggest the addition of this language in
agreements, or suggest this language in decrees: “Neither party shall either acquire or retain any
beneficial or joint interest in any asset the ownership of which by this agreement or otherwise is in or set
over to the other party, including, without limitation, retirement, pension, profit-sharing, RSU, stock
options, deferred compensation, life insurance, annuity, investment or financial account, unless the same
is specifically set out in this agreement. “The Court of Appeals, contrary to the district court, found the
Decree ambiguous because the meanings ascribed by both parties...that wife did, or did not, retain a
beneficial interest in the husband’s KPERS accounts could reasonably be construed from the language in
the Decree. The case was remanded for further evidentiary hearing to determine the parties’ intent about
the KPERS accounts and to enforce and clarify the divorce decree accordingly. NOTE FURTHER that
language such as “neither party shall make any claim, except as herein agreed,” and “each party
relinquishes his or her right, title and interest in the property allotted to the other” may accomplish this
objective, see Hollaway v. Selvidge, 219 Kan. 345, 348-49, 548 P. 2d 835 (1976), although the quoted
language does not appear materially different from that appearing in the instant case.

UIFSA REGISTRATION—PETITION INCLUSION. Chalmers v. Burrough, 58 Kan. 531, 472 P. 3d 586 (August
27, 2021—Sedgwick—Reversed and remanded with directions). Failure to include a copy of the Order
establishing or modifying child support with the “registration packet” is not fatal to the registration. One
may seek leave to amend to add such Order. In this case, Mr. Chalmers “attempted to register a child
support order from Florida in Sedgwick County District Court and moved to modify the amount of the
order. Initially, no one realized Mr. Chalmers mistakenly left the order out of the registration materials.
The district court imposed a temporary modification order. When it came to light that Mr. Chalmers had
failed to include the Florida order with his registration materials, the district court concluded it never had
jurisdiction to modify the order, so it voided the registration and modification and dismissed the case.
The Court of Appeals affirmed.” The underlying order was $10,000 per month. Burrough was personally
served with the petition and attachments and neither responded to nor challenged the petition to
register. The modification order, to $1,000 per month, was entered by agreement of the parties. More
than 2 months after the modification order was entered, Chalmers’ attorney filed a Motion for Order
Allowing Addition to the Record, viz., the underlying Order, to which Burrough's attorney filed a “motion
to dismiss the case and void the judgment due to lack of jurisdiction and lack of subject matter
jurisdiction.” The Supreme Court concluded, among other things, that registration itself is not what gives
the district court jurisdiction over the out-of-state order. K.S.A. 23-36,601. The district court’s legal
conclusion that the failure to properly register the order meant it did not have jurisdiction was reversed.
That which is required to establish jurisdiction is otherwise set out in the act.
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Listserv Notice 21-05
March 5, 2021

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS

SOME TIPS AND POINTERS FROM THE
FAMILY COURT JUDGES

1. Child Support Hearings. Supreme Court Rule 172(h) provides that in the event a hearing
officer’s judgment is to be reviewed by the district court the “... district judge will review the
transcript or a recording of the hearing and admitted exhibits and applying an abuse of
discretion standard, may affirm, reverse, or modify an order. If a transcript is not available, the
district judge will conduct a de novo proceeding.” With the move to the new courthouse, all
hearing officer courtrooms have been equipped for digital recording. For any mation filed after
April 1, 2021, all hearing officer proceedings will be digitally recorded. Therefore, review of
those decisions will no longer be de novo. Any motion filed prior to April 1, 2021 will not be
recorded and be reviewed de novo. We understand that some cases may not lend themselves to
an expedited proceeding. A party may request that the Hearing Officer transfer a matter to the
District Court. The request should be made at least thirty days in advance. The removal to the
District Court is not of right but is discretionary with the Hearing Officer. Local Rule 26 has been
revised (Supreme Court approval pending) to describe the processes and timelines for obtaining
transcripts requesting review.

2. Child Support Discovery Disputes. Discovery disputes in matters set before the child support
hearing officers, including motions to compel and sanctions, must be heard by the child support
hearing officer.

3. Motions to Modify Temporary Support Orders. Per existing Rule 26, motions to modify pre-
decree temporary support orders are to be set for hearing before the District Court judge.

4, Court Trustee Fees. Effective immediately, the Court Trustee enforcement fee has increased to
3.5% with a cap of $70 per month. We are proud that this remains the lowest fee in the state.
When a party is in substantial arrears, you should expect the court to assess lump sum
enforcement fees, usually against the delinquent parent.

5. Hearings on Settled Cases. Please see the attached rules for obtaining approval of a settled
family court case without a hearing. While these rules have been in effect for several years, the
current family court intends to enforce the provisions more uniformly. Counsel must provide a
property division worksheet with the final documents. The worksheet may be attached to a
decree or property settlement agreement. It also may be emailed to the Court for separate
retention.

6. Family Court Forms. Please note the available standard forms for use in family court. While not
all forms are required, use of standardized documents can expedite processing. Many
procedural forms can be found at the judge’s webpage. These forms include final pretrial orders,
scheduling/status conference orders, informal trial orders, and property division worksheets.
Local Rule 25 contains Court Approved Domestic Forms 1, 2 and 3. These are the mandatory



forms for use when requesting temporary orders in a family court case. Local Rule 22 provides
links to various Domestic Court Services forms.
7. Temporary Orders.

a.

Local Rule 25 states “(p)arties requesting temporary restraining orders, ex parte or
otherwise, shall use Domestic Form 1, separately or combined with Domestic Forms 2 or
3, unless a judge has specifically approved a different form. Parties may not submit a
modified Domestic Form 1 to the signing judge without good cause and explaining all
proposed changes, although inapplicable paragraphs may be struck.” Any changes to the
forms must be explained in an accompanying motion or other communication with the
Court. We routinely see proposed orders that vary from the Rule 25 forms. For example,
parties have occasionally submitted proposed ex parte orders that include provisions for
payment of support by income withholding, even though such an order is specifically
prohibited by statute. See K.S.A. 23-3103(k). Authorized ex parte orders are very limited
in parentage actions.

Please consult K.S.A. 23-3219 before filing an ex parte motion requesting modification
of a post-decree parenting plan. If an ex parte order is granted, it will be set for a review
hearing, and continuances will not normally be granted.

8. Self Help Center Provider Lists. The Self-Help Center needs current contact information for
approved providers. If you provide any of the following services and you would like to be listed
with the Self-Help Center please contact Vanessa Rockers with information as follows:

a.

Limited Scope Attorneys: name, address, phone number, email, acknowledgement that
you have read and comply with Supreme Court Rule 115A and that you provide services
on a sliding fee scale.

Mediators, Conciliators, Domestic Parenting Coordinators and Domestic Case Managers:
name, address, phone number, email, and verification that you are an approved
individual provider, in good standing, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 911.

9. Pretrial Conferences.

a.

Ordinarily, no hearing scheduled for more than one or two hours will be scheduled
without first having held and completed a final pretrial conference.

Counsel must submit to the Court a jointly prepared pretrial order (see forms) prior to
the hearing. Each party must also submit, as appropriate for the issues to be tried, a
final proposed parenting plan, a final proposed child support worksheet and a final
proposed property division worksheet. These submissions should only be amended after
the final pretrial conference with leave of court or agreement of all parties. Witness and
exhibit lists must also be filed before the final pretrial conference. Consult your Division
Judge or A.A. for when the prehearing filings are due.

All parties and counsel are expected to have completed all discovery and to have
conducted a settlement conference before the final pretrial conference. Failure to
prepare for the pretrial or to participate in the drafting of the order may result in
sanctions. The moving party is generally expected to create the first draft.

10. Informal Trials. Informal trials can be a very efficient way to resolve cases. Please prepare the
informal trial procedure forms before the hearing. Informal Trial Procedure, Consents & Waivers
11. Bench Trials.




Please inform the Court at the pretrial conference if you intend to make opening and or
closing statements.

If a parenting plan is at issue, please email the court an MS Word version of your
parenting plan 24 hours before trial. The court prefers that you use the court’s standard
form. Please do not submit proposed agreements as a proposed parenting plan.

If property division is an issue, please email the court your proposed property division
worksheet in MS Excel format at least 24 hours before trial. If the parties can agree
upon a spreadsheet that highlights only those items in dispute, it is much appreciated.
If child support is an issue, some divisions require that you forward your proposed child
support worksheet to the court in an editable format. If you use Bradley Software,
please forward the native Bradley Software file.

12. Digital Trial Exhibits.

a.

Unless otherwise specifically permitted, all exhibits are to be provided to the court in
digital form. While counsel are required to maintain the admitted exhibits in case of
appeal, the exhibits provided to the court will be the exhibits included in any appellate
record. Every effort should be made to provide exhibits to the court no later than 24
hours before the hearing.

Exhibits, other than parenting plans, spreadsheets, and child support worksheets,
should ordinarily be submitted in pdf format. The exhibits must be properly named and
organized. Each exhibit must be individually marked and saved as an individual pdf.
Larger pdf files must have each exhibit bookmarked and, when appropriate, “Bates
stamped.”

When transmitting a large volume of exhibits, please consider using DropBox,
WeTransfer, Google Drive, or a similar file sharing service. If you intend to use audio or
video exhibits, these exhibits must be discussed at the video pretrial conference. Video
files are often very large and require special handling well in advance of trial.

Just because you can does not mean you should. We have noticed a disturbing trend
towards including as an exhibit everything exchanged in discovery, every shred provided
by your client, every entry in OurFamilyWizard, etcetera. In short, in cases where we
used to see 25 exhibits in a notebook, we are seeing 100 exhibits in a DropBox folder.
Usually, you are still only using ten exhibits.

Also, remember that even if you stipulate to the admission of all exhibits, the judges are
only going to look at the ones referenced at trial.

13. Rules to Know. The following rules and procedures are routinely ignored or misapplied:

a.
b.

Rule 170 — please follow the language precisely.

Rule 139 — file a DRA and a proposed child support worksheet with your motion please.
We realize it seems a bit silly to file a worksheet when you only have half the
information (and guessing wrong can only increase the chances for litigation) but the
rule requires it. Filing will avoid an argument later that the motion was not perfected; a
tactic seen more and more recently.

Rule 107. Please include all your clients contact info when withdrawing (phone
numbers!). Email is appreciated. Please use the Local Rule 7 forms.

Local Rule 19. This is how you get child information into family court.



DISTRICT COURT OF KANSAS
TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

Family Court Department

Family Court policy for approval of

settled or uncontested divorce/parentage cases

This policy applies to the following case types:

o A settled or uncontested divorce with minor children.

* An agreed order establishing parentage, approving a parenting plan and/or setting

child support in a parentage case.
o An order approving an agreed parenting plan and/or child support.

These cases may be approved by the Court without a hearing or appearance by the
parties provided that the following is submitted to the Court:

1. For a Decree of Divorce:

mPopOP
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a decree signed by both attorneys of record;

a signed property settlement agreement;

an agreed parenting plan;

an agreed child support worksheet;

a current, signed, fully completed, Domestic Relations Affidavit;
a spreadsheet of assets and liabilities (division of net worth); and
proof of Parents Forever for both parents.

2. For a Parentage case:

mpooTw

an order signed by both attorneys of record;

an agreed parenting plan;

an agreed child support worksheet;

a current, signed, fully completed, Domestic Relations Affidavit;

a signed property settlement agreement (if property is involved);

a spreadsheet of assets and liabilities (division of net worth) (if property
involved); and

10



g. proof of Parents Forever attendance for both parents.
3. For an order approving an agreed parenting plan or an agreed child support order:
a. The order is signed by both attorneys of record;

i. If one or both parties is self-represented, the proposed order may be
submitted if it was completed with the assistance of a mediator,
conciliator, parent coordinator or domestic case manager approved
and qualified by the Kansas Supreme Court.

b. an agreed Parenting Plan (if applicable);
c. an agreed Child Support Worksheet (if applicable); and
d. acurrent, signed, fully completed, Domestic Relations Affidavit.

i. If one or both parties are self-represented, both parties must

complete a Domestic Relations Affidavit.

Unless otherwise stated above, if one party or both parties are not represented by
counsel, the Court will require a hearing on the record with the parties present in order to
finalize the matter. If a hearing is requested, contact the division administrative assistant.
Proof of notice to the other party must be filed with the Court Clerk or available at the
hearing.

If both parties are self-represented, they may request a hearing on the Self-Help
Center Night Court docket. Cases may be set on the night court docket by contacting the
Self-Help Center.

Failure to provide all the required documentation will result in the rejection of
proposed orders.



