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CASE NO. DIVISION August 25, 2017 

JUDGMENT OF DISSOLUTION OF MARRIAGE 

Cause called for trial on June 26, 2017. Petitioner R.P. appears in person and by and 

through G.H., Esq., Respondent P.P. appears in person, pro se and Guardian Ad Litem A.C., Esq. 

appears on behalf of the minor child, XXX XXX. Cause heard and evidence also adduced and 

submitted. 

At trial, Petitioner R.P., Respondent P.P. and the guardian testify. In rebuttal, Petitioner 

calls an emancipated child from the marriage, XXX XXX, who testifies as well. Further, 

Petitioner moves to admit Petitioner Statement of Income and Expense, Exhibit 1, Respondent 

Amended Statement of Income and Expense, Exhibit 2, R.P. proposed Form 14, Exhibit 3, R.P. 

Order of Protection against P.P. entered December 29, 2016, Exhibit 4, XXX XXX MAP test 

results, Exhibit 5, Dr. D.H. medical report, Exhibit 6, Photograph of minor child XXX XXX, 

Exhibit 7A, Dr. D.Z. medical report, Exhibit 8, Dr. S. medical report, Exhibit 9, Petitioner 

proposed parenting plan, Exhibit 10, Petition for Dissolution of Marriage, Exhibit 11, Answer to 

Petition of Dissolution of Marriage, Exhibit 12, text message, Exhibit 13. All of these were 

received into evidence.    

 TWENTY-SECOND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 



Finally, the court takes judicial notice of the court file, including but not limited to all 

court orders, pleadings, the respective statements of property, income and expense that were 

previously filed with the court.  

Petitioner requests that the court dissolve the marriage, set apart each party’s separate 

property, divide the marital property and debt, (Exhibit 11, p.12), permit Petitioner to change her 

name to her former name of “ ” (Exhibit 11, p.12), award Petitioner with sole legal and 

sole physical custody of the minor child, XXX XXX (Exhibit 1, p.2,4) and allow Respondent a 

reasonable visitation, excluding overnights, with the minor child (R.P. Testimony) but order 

Respondent to pay $530.00 monthly child support for both XXX XXX and an unemancipated 

XXX XXX who is attending college this upcoming fall 2017 after graduating from high school 

in spring 2017. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 3.)  

Petitioner argues that she is the most capable of providing for the minor child’s needs 

and, conversely, Respondent offers an unsafe, unstable home environment for the minor child. 

(R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 11, p.12.) More specifically, Petitioner contends that Respondent 

refused to activate the air conditioning during his visitation period with the minor child on at 

least one occasion in May, prompting the minor child to sleep the entire day immediately 

following his visitation with Respondent, and the minor child suffered a nose bleed when 

anticipating a visitation with the Respondent in another incident. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 7A.) 

Finally, Petitioner contends that Respondent is adversely affecting the mental health of the minor 

child, prompting her to consult medical experts. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 6, 8 and 9.)  

Respondent requests that the court dissolve the marriage, set apart each party’s separate 

property, divide the marital property as well as the marital debt (Exhibit 12, p.2), award 

Respondent with custody of “our two children.” (Exhibit 12, p.2-3.) 



Respondent argues that Respondent is the preferable caregiver and custodian, especially 

since “(XXX and XXX) do not want to live with their mom.” (P.P. Testimony.) Additionally, 

Respondent contends that he emphasizes the importance of education to all his children and 

Petitioner is indifferent to the children’s needs. For example, he contends that Petitioner allowed 

the oldest emancipated child, XXX, to live at home for six months without working and without 

attending school; Petitioner directed the other older emancipated child, XXX, to leave the 

University of Missouri after attending only one semester and XXX was so miserable living with 

Petitioner that she contemplated running away from her mother until a fellow church member 

persuaded her to stay. (P.P. Testimony.) Respondent further asserts that Petitioner disparages 

Respondent to the minor child, XXX. (P.P. Testimony.) Respondent further alleges that he is the 

more involved parent, arguing that he assists XXX with his homework and even encourages him 

to watch educational television shows such as wildlife programs. (P.P. Testimony.) 

The Guardian Ad Litem recommends that Petitioner is awarded sole legal and sole 

physical custody of the minor child with a more restrictive visitation for Respondent, specifically 

every Monday from 4 to 6 p.m. and every Saturday from 1 until 7 p.m. without any overnight 

visitation. (Guardian Ad Litem proposed parenting plan, filed June 25, 2017, p. 2,4,7.)  

Having listened to the testimony of the witnesses, and after assessing their credibility, as 

well as taking into consideration the collective evidence in this matter, the court makes the 

following findings: 

Petitioner R.P. and Respondent P.P. married August 28,  and the marriage was 

registered in , Haiti. (Exhibit 11, p.5.) Both parties were born in Haiti but moved to the 

United States shortly after their marriage in 1993. (Exhibit 8, p.2(p.30).) The parties separated in 

or about March or April 2015. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 11, p. 5.) The parties have resided in the 



, State of Missouri, for a minimum of 90 days prior to Petitioner filing her 

Petition for Dissolution of Marriage (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 11, p. 3), another 30 days have 

elapsed since the filing, Petitioner is not now pregnant and neither party is actively serving in the 

U.S. armed forces. (R.P. Testimony.) At least Petitioner believes that the marriage is 

irretrievably broken. (R.P. Testimony.) The parties gave birth to four children, including two 

emancipated children, XXX and XXX, as well as XXX, age 19 (Exhibit 11, p.7-9), and at least 

one unemancipated child, XXX, who was born in the United States on XXXX XX, 2004. 

(Exhibit 8, p.2 and Exhibit 10, p.1.) 

On December 29, 2016 following the physical separation, the court entered an adult full 

order of protection in favor of Petitioner and against Respondent in cause  for a six 

month period ending June 27, 2017. (Exhibit 4.)  

Currently, Petitioner resides in the  block of  with the minor child and an 

unknown number of the emancipated children. She is employed at a local social service 

organization that focuses on the needs of youth and earns approximately $2,225.00 gross 

monthly income. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 2 and 3.) Additionally, Petitioner is an actively 

practicing Jehovah Witness and attends her church every Monday evening and Saturday 

morning. (R.P. Testimony.)    

Respondent resides in a residence in the  block of . (P.P. Testimony, 

Exhibit 2, 12.) Currently, Respondent drives a cab, including some evening times, and earns 

approximately $2,000.00 gross monthly income. (Exhibit 2, p.1.) Previously, Respondent 

worked as a teacher in Haiti for an unknown period of time and even worked as a teacher’s aide 

in  between 1996 and 1998. (P.P. Testimony.) Likewise, Respondent attends 

church services and practices as a Jehovah Witness.   



The minor, unemanicipated child XXX was born XXXX XX, 2004. (Exhibit 10, p.1.) He 

is entering seventh grade and attends  middle school and is involved in a host of 

activities, playing trombone in the band, swimming at the YMCA and even expressing a desire 

to play football. (R.P. Testimony.) Petitioner and the minor child report that he is performing 

well academically. Although he received a “C” in math, he received a “B+” in language arts and 

a “B” in challenge science, among other course work.1 (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 8, p.3(p.31).)  

Petitioner expresses grave concerns about Respondent’s abilities to care for the minor 

child even prompting her to seek medical attention for her son. On January 10, 2017, Petitioner 

took her son to  children’s hospital where Dr. D.H. concluded that the minor 

child had “depressive symptoms.” (Exhibit 6, p.1(p.20).) On March 7, 2017, Petitioner returned 

to  where the minor child was evaluated by Dr. D.Z., a licensed clinical 

psychologist. Following her evaluation, Dr. D.Z. concluded that XXX “is not indicating any 

symptomatology of anxiety that is of clinical concern.” (Exhibit 8, p.5(p.33).) However, Dr. 

D.Z. also concluded that XXX “… displayed symptoms of an adjustment disorder with mixed 

anxiety and depressed mood.” (Exhibit 8, p.6(p.34).) The medical authority further explained 

that excessive exposure to a stressful situation could impede the minor child’s social or 

educational performance. (Exhibit 8, p.6(p.34).) Like her predecessor Dr. D.H., Dr. D.Z. spoke 

to Petitioner and the minor child but did not speak with Respondent. (Exhibit 8, p.1.) The 

adjustment disorder with mixed anxiety and depressed mood diagnosis was later confirmed by 

Dr. S.2 on or about April 14, 2017. (Exhibit 9, p.2.)   

XXX P. graduated from  high school in the  school district in 

May 2017. She was accepted at community college and intends to attend there in the 

1 The court is unable to confirm these grades since a school verified grade card was not admitted into evidence.
2 Based on a review of the medical records, it is unclear if this medical professional contacted Respondent prior to corroborating
the D.Z. diagnosis. (Exhibit 9.)



upcoming 2017 fall semester. Respondent attended XXX’s high school graduation and XXX 

orally informed Respondent about her intention to attend college.  (R.P. Testimony.)  

 

A.     Marriage. 

Both parties ask the court to dissolve the marriage. (Exhibit 11, p.12; Exhibit 12, p.2.) 

Petitioner and Respondent have been residents of the State of Missouri for ninety days or more 

preceding the commencement of this action. Thirty days have elapsed since the filing of this 

action. Neither party is currently a member of the Armed Forces nor is the Petitioner presently 

pregnant. The court has jurisdiction over the parties, the minor child and the subject matter. 

(§452.305 RSMo.) The parties have been physically separated since March or April 2015, a 

considerable time without reconciling. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 11, p.5.) Based on the collective 

evidence, the court finds that the marriage is irretrievably broken and cannot be preserved. 

Neither party requests maintenance in this matter (R.P. and P.P. Testimony) and maintenance is 

not awarded. 

 

B.  Property.  

In a proceeding for a dissolution of marriage, the court shall set apart to each spouse such 

spouse’s nonmarital property and shall divide the marital property in such proportions as the 

court deems just after considering all relevant factors, including (1) the economic circumstances 

of each spouse at the time of the property division, (2) the contribution of each spouse to the 

acquisition of the marital property, (3) the value of the nonmarital property set apart to each 

spouse, (4) the conduct of the parties during the marriage and (5) the custodial arrangements for 

the minor child. (§452.330.1 RSMo.)  



The parties identify various property in their respective pleadings. (R.P. Property and 

Debt Statement and Proposed Separation Agreement, filed October 18, 2016; P.P. Amended 

Property and Debt Statement, filed May 15, 2017.) More specifically, Petitioner identifies a 2004 

Toyota, a Bank account containing $600.00, a 401(k) through her employer and a dining room 

and living room set as her separate, non-marital property. (R.P. Property and Debt Statement and 

Proposed Separation Agreement, 

p.3.) Respondent did not dispute this in his testimony or in his pleadings. (P.P. Testimony; P.P. 

Amended Property and Debt Statement, p. 1-2.) Thus, the court finds that the

2004 Toyota, a Bank account containing $600.00, a 401(k) through Petitioner’s employer and a 

dining room and living room set are Petitioner’s separate, non-marital property. 

Likewise, Respondent identifies a 2009 Dodge car or van as his own property. (P.P. 

Amended Property and Debt Statement, p. 1-2.) Petitioner corroborates this in her respective 

pleading, identifying this item as Respondent’s separate, non-marital property and requesting that 

the court award this item to Respondent. (R.P. Property and Debt Statement and Proposed 

Separation Agreement, p.4.) Thus, the court finds that the  

2009 Dodge van or car is Respondent’s separate, non-marital property. 

The party in possession of the previously described vehicle is solely responsible for any 

and all existing debt, tax, licensing and insurance obligations. If necessary, the party in 

possession of the vehicle shall provide the opposing party with the necessary documents to 

remove his or her name from the vehicle title within 120 days of the date of this order. The 

opposing party shall sign and return these documents within 30 days of receipt.  

Finally, the court awards the parties whatever personal property including furniture, 

household items and clothing that remain in his or her possession.  



C. Debt.

The parties are encumbered by various debt based on their respective pleadings. The court 

heard limited testimony and received limited evidence about these issues. (R.P. Property and 

Debt Statement and Proposed Separation Agreement, filed October 18, 2016; P.P. Amended 

Property and Debt Statement, filed May 15, 2017.) Therefore, the court finds that each party is 

responsible for any existing debt in his or her respective name. 

Each party shall indemnify and hold harmless the other from liability for any expense or 

indebtedness which he or she has respectively been ordered to pay under this judgment. Except 

as expressly provided, in the event of a default by any party in payment of any amounts payable, 

execution may immediately issue.  

D. Children.

XXX XXX was born during the marriage, specifically XXXX XX, 2004. Petitioner

requests that the court award her with sole legal and sole physical custody and award Respondent 

with a limited visitation schedule without overnights, every Wednesday 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. and 

every Saturday from 1 p.m. to 7 p.m. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 10, p. 2,4,7.) Conversely, 

Respondent requests that the court award Respondent with custody of “our two children.” 

(Exhibit 12, p.2-3.) 

The Guardian Ad Litem recommends that Petitioner is awarded sole legal and sole 

physical custody of the minor child with a more restrictive visitation for Respondent, specifically 

every Monday from 4 p.m. to 6 p.m. and every Saturday from 1 p.m. until 7 p.m. and without 

any overnight visitation. (Guardian Ad Litem proposed parenting plan, filed June 25, 2017, p. 



2,4,7.) 

Respondent’s visitation schedule evolved while the dissolution matter was pending. 

Beginning on February 27, 2017, Respondent P.P. exercised visitation with the minor child every 

other Saturday from 10 a.m. until 6 p.m. (Court file, court order dated February 27, 2017.) At a 

subsequent court appearance, Respondent’s visitation was increased to overnight visitation, 

specifically every other Sunday from 10 a.m. until Monday at 8 a.m., beginning June 4, 2017. 

(Court file, court order dated May 15, 2017.) Also while this matter was pending, Respondent 

was ordered to restrict his telephone contact with the minor child to the time period between 7:30 

p.m. and 8:45 p.m. (Court file, court order dated April 24, 2017.)

Respondent feels strongly about his children, their upbringing and enhancing their 

educational opportunities. Throughout his testimony, Respondent spoke repeatedly about his 

academic expectations for his children, including XXX. Much to his credit, Respondent 

recognizes the value of secondary education and emphasizes this priority when interacting with 

his children. Clearly, he cares about his children and consistently steers his son toward 

worthwhile activities like educational programming. 

Regrettably, communication between the parties is problematic. Petitioner is fearful of 

the Respondent, leading her to pursue an adult order of protection for the time period of 

December 29, 2016 through June 29, 2017. Greatly to her credit, Petitioner has been consistently 

available for both the physical and emotional needs of XXX. Over the last seven to eight months 

she has transported the minor child to  where XXX has been evaluated by at 

least three different physicians and/or mental health professionals. Like his parents, the court is 

concerned about the minor child’s emotional stability, his academic opportunities and his 

personal happiness.  



The minor child’s confirmed diagnosis of adjustment disorder with mixed anxiety and 

depressed mood is highly concerning. Despite his best intentions, Respondent is most likely 

contributing to the stressful environment affecting the minor child and overnight visitations are 

ill advised based on the guardian ad litem recommendation and the medical professional 

findings. Admittedly, Respondent’s work schedule further complicates an overnight visitation 

schedule, however the stressful environment experienced by the minor child is the overwhelming 

consideration when denying Respondent overnight visitation. While denying Respondent an 

overnight schedule appears severe, the child’s best interests must be defined by a visitation 

schedule that considers his emotional stability.  

During upcoming visitation periods, Respondent must activate the air conditioning unit 

during the summer months. Further, Respondent shall not arrive unannounced at the minor 

child’s school and shall contain his physical appearance at school to parent/teacher conferences 

or school events featuring XXX’s involvement. Finally, he should restrict his telephone contact 

with the minor child to the time period between 8 p.m. and 9 p.m.     

After considering the factors listed in §452.375 RSMo., the evidence presented at trial, 

including but not limited to the medical findings and the guardian recommendation, the court 

awards Petitioner R.P. with sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, XXX XXX 

born , 2004. Respondent is awarded visitation every Wednesday after school or 4:30 

p.m. until 7:00 p.m. and every Saturday from 12 noon until 8:00 p.m., pursuant to the parenting 

plan prepared and entered by the court and marked as Court Exhibit A. Petitioner shall have 

custody at all other times. The parties are awarded a holiday schedule, as specified in the court 

attached parenting plan, Court Exhibit A. Mother’s address shall serve as the address for mailing 

and educational purposes. Respondent is responsible for transporting the minor child during the 



visitation periods. Both parties shall participate in the exchanges in a courteous, timely and 

prompt manner. The court finds that this custody arrangement is in the best interests of the minor 

child, Christopher Perou.  

2. Child Support.

In a marriage of dissolution, the court may order either or both parents to pay a 

reasonable amount of child support. (§452.340.1 RSMo.) Petitioner requests that the court enter 

an order directing Respondent to pay monthly child support for the benefit of both children, 

XXX XXX and XXX XXX, now age 19. (R.P. Testimony; Exhibit 3, Exhibit 10, Parenting Plan, 

Part B, p.2.) 

To remain unemancipated following age eighteen, the minor child must comply 

with the statutory requirements. More specifically, the statute reads: 

If when a child reaches age eighteen, the child is enrolled in and attending 
a secondary school program of instruction, the parental support obligation 
shall continue, if the child continues to attend and progresses toward 
completion of said program, until the child completes such program or 
reaches age twenty-one, whichever first occurs. If the child is enrolled in 
an institution of vocational or higher education not later than October first 
following graduation from a secondary school or completion of graduation 
equivalence degree program and so long as the child enrolls for and 
completes at least twelve hours of credit each semester, not including the 
summer semester, at an institution of vocational or higher education and 
achieves grades sufficient to reenroll at such institution, the parental 
support obligation shall continue until the child completes his or her 
education, or until the child reaches the age of twenty-one, whichever first 
occurs. To remain eligible for such continued parental support, at the 
beginning of each semester the child shall submit to each parent a 
transcript or similar official document provided by the institution of 
vocational or higher education which includes the courses the child is 
enrolled in and has completed for each term, the grades and credits 
received for each such course and an official document from the 
institution listing the courses which the child is enrolled in for the 
upcoming term and the number of credits for each such course…  

A child who is employed at least fifteen hours per week during the 
semester may take as few as nine credit hours per semester and remain 
eligible for child support as long as all other requirements of this 



subsection are complied with. (§452.340.5 RSMo.) 

XXX XXX graduated from  high school in spring 2017. She 

was accepted to  community college and intends to attend there this upcoming 

fall semester. Respondent is aware that XXX graduated from high school because he 

attended the ceremony. Additionally, XXX orally informed Respondent about her 

intention to attend college. The court finds that XXX has complied with the statue at this 

point in time, remains unemancipated and is eligible for child support assistance from 

Respondent.  

On the court prepared Form 14, the court attributes $2,225.00 gross monthly income to 

Petitioner, who is further identified as the parent receiving support. (Court Exhibit B.) Petitioner 

identifies her monthly gross income in that same amount. (Exhibit 3, Exhibit 1, p.1.) Further, the 

court imputes $2,000.00 monthly to Respondent which was the same amount reported in his 

amended statement of income and expense. (Exhibit 2, p.2.) Finally, Respondent is not entitled 

to an adjustment in line 11 because he is not awarded any overnight visitation. Under the 

presumed Form 14 child support calculation, $550.00 monthly child support would be the 

appropriate amount for two children,  and . 

There shall be a rebuttable presumption, in any judicial or administrative proceeding for 
the award of child support, that the amount of the award which would result from the 
application of the guidelines established pursuant to subsection 8 of this section is the 
correct amount of child support to be awarded.  A written finding or specific finding on 
the record in a judicial or administrative proceeding that the application of the guidelines 
would be unjust or inappropriate in a particular case, after considering all relevant 
factors, including the factors set out in subsection 1 of this section, shall be required and 
shall be sufficient to rebut the presumption in the case.  The written finding or specific 
finding on the record shall detail the specific relevant factors that required a deviation 
from the application of the guidelines. (§452.340.9 RSMo.) 

After considering all the relevant factors including the factors outlined in §452.340.1 



RSMo., the court finds the presumed child support unjust and unreasonable. Respondent’s 

financial resources are limited, a consideration under the statute. §452.340.1(2) RSMo. 

Respondent’s gross monthly income is approximately $2,000.00, an amount undisputed by 

Petitioner. (Exhibit 2, p.1; Exhibit 1, p.1.) Of this amount, $850.00 is required to fulfill his 

monthly rental obligation. (Exhibit 2, p.2.) Admittedly, Petitioner’s resources are somewhat 

limited as well, but she earns a greater monthly sum than Respondent, specifically $2,225.00. 

(Exhibit 1, p.1.)  Based on the recommendation of both the guardian and Petitioner, the visitation 

schedule allows the minor child to spend a reasonable amount of time with Respondent during 

the week, absent an overnight schedule, elevating the expenses associated with the visitation, 

another consideration under the statute. §452.340.1(5) RSMo. While the court delayed the 

Wednesday visitation by 30 minutes to accommodate potential after school activities, the minor 

child’s time with Respondent on Wednesday evening presumably allows for them to eat a dinner 

meal together as well as lunch and dinner on Saturday. Although denied overnight visitation, 

Respondent will be paying for meals throughout the week as well as other potential cultural 

activities, sporting events and/or day trips within the  region.  

Therefore, the court orders Respondent P.P. to pay Petitioner R.P. monthly child support 

in the amount of $500.00, for the benefit of both XXX and XXX, on the first day of each month, 

effective September 1, 2017, and continuing on a monthly basis. Petitioner shall direct payment 

to the Family Support Payment Center, P.O. Box 109002, Jefferson City, Missouri 65110.  

Petitioner is allowed to claim the dependent exemption on her state and federal tax 

returns. The court designates Petitioner’s residence as the address for educational purposes. 

Petitioner shall maintain health insurance for the children to extent available through 

employment. (Exhibit 10, Part B, p. 3.) The parties are ordered to evenly divide any health, 



dental or eye expenses that are not covered by insurance. Likewise, the parties shall evenly 

divide any expenses relating to the minor child’s extracurricular activities. 

3. Relocation Notice.  

Notice of a proposed relocation of the residence of the minor child, or any party entitled 

to custody or visitation of the minor, unemancipated child shall be given in writing by certified 

mail, return receipt requested, to any party with custody or visitation rights.   

Absent exigent circumstances, as determined by the court, each party shall notify all 

other parties to this judgment in writing, by certified mail, return receipt requested, at least sixty 

days prior to any proposed relocation of the principal residence of the minor child and the 

following: 

(a) The specific address and mailing address of the new residence or, if not known, the 

new city of residence; 

(b) The home telephone number of the new residence, if known; 

(c) The date of the intended move or proposed relocation; 

(d) The specific reasons for the proposed relocation; and 

(e) A proposal for any necessary revisions to the schedule for physical custody and 

visitation with the minor and unemancipated child under this judgment.  

The obligation hereunder to provide this information shall continue so long as any party 

to this judgment is entitled to physical custody or visitation with any minor and unemancipated 

child. Any failure of a party to provide this information to all other parties to this judgment may 

(1) result in further litigation to enforce this judgment, including contempt of court, (2) be 

considered in any proceeding to modify any party’s rights to physical custody or visitation with 

the minor and unemanicpated child and (3) cause reasonable costs and attorney fees to be 



assessed. (§452.377 RSMo.) 

4. Longterm Obligations. 

To remain eligible to receive support after minor child’s graduation from high school, a 

child must (1) enroll in an institution of vocational or higher education not later than October 1 

following graduation; (2) enroll in and complete each semester, not including summer, at least 12 

hours of credit or, if employed at least 15 hours per week, at least  nine hours of credit; (3) 

achieve grades sufficient each semester to enroll at such institution for the next semester; and (4) 

submit to each parent at the beginning of each semester an official document from such 

institution that identifies the courses enrolled in and completed each semester, the grades and 

credits received for each course, and the courses and number of credit hours of each course 

enrolled in for the next semester. Failure to comply with these requirements may result in the 

child’s ineligibility to receive support during a semester or termination of the child’s support.  

(§452.340.5 RSMo.) 

 

E.  Name Change. 

 Petitioner requests to change her name to her former name, “ .” (Exhibit 11, p.12.) 

This request is granted. The Missouri Bureau of Vital Statistics is ordered to amend any state 

documents to reflect that Petitioner’s last name is changed from P. to “ .” 

  

F.  Summary. 

 The court finds that the 2004 Toyota , a  Bank account containing $600.00, a 

401(k) through Petitioner’s employer and a dining room and living room set are Petitioner R.P.’s 

separate, non-marital property and the 2009 Dodge van or car is Respondent P.P.’s separate, non-



marital property; 

 Maintenance is not entered in this matter; 

 Petitioner R.P. is awarded sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child, XXX 

XXX and Respondent P.P. is awarded visitation every Wednesday after school or 4:30 p.m. until 

7:00 p.m. and every Saturday from 12 noon until 8:00 p.m.; 

XXX XXX remains unemancipated at this time and remains eligible for child 

support assistance from Respondent along with the minor child, XXX XXX; 

Respondent P.P. shall pay Petitioner R.P. monthly child support in the amount of 

$500.00, for the benefit of both XXX and XXX XXX, on the first day of each month, 

effective September 1, 2017, on a continuing monthly basis; 

And Petitioner is allowed to change her name to “ .”  

The court costs shall be evenly divided between the parties. Finally, the court enters this 

order dissolving the marriage and incorporating Exhibit A (Parenting Plan) and Exhibit B (Form 

14 completed by the court). Any and all additionally requested relief is denied. 

 Entered and dated this twenty-fifth day of August 2017. 

       SO ORDERED: 

                                                          
Thom C. Clark,  
Circuit Court Judge 
Twenty-Second Judicial Circuit 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
cc: G.H., Esq. 

P.P. 
A.C., Esq. 
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