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STIPULATION REQUEST
CASE NUMBER:
NAME: _

PHONE: _

ADDRESS:
CITY:

_ STATE:

ZIP:

OTHER PARTY’S NAME:
WE ARE REQUESTING SUPPORT BE SET AT $
_
PER MONTH,
EFFECTIVE
.
** The court must order support according to the Michigan Child Support Formula
unless the application of the formula would be unjust (unfair) or inappropriate. If you
would like to deviate, please see the attached “Deviation Addendum” form and explain
your request to deviate in the “Other” section below. **
WE ARE REQUESTING ARREARS BE SET AT $
.

, EFFECTIVE

WE ARE REQUESTING ARREARS TO BE PAID AT $
OTHER:_

SIGNATURE:

PER MONTH.
_

DATE:

Ottawa County Courthouse ● 414 Washington Ave, Suite 225 ● Grand Haven, Michigan 49417
Phone: 616-846-8210 ● Fax: 616-846-8128 ● Website: www.miottawa.org

Deviation Addendum
The court must order support according to the Michigan Child Support Formula unless the application
of the formula would be unjust (unfair) or inappropriate.
If you are following the child support formula, you do NOT need to fill out the attached deviation
addendum.
If you believe application of the child support formula would be unjust or inappropriate, you may ask
the court to order a different support amount by completing the attached deviation addendum. On
the second page of the deviation addendum (question 2.b.) you must explain which deviation factors
you relied on to determine that application of the Michigan Child Support Formula would be unjust or
inappropriate. The deviation factors are listed below.
1.
2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

The child has special needs.
The child has extraordinary educational expenses.
A parent is a minor.
The child’s residence income is below the threshold to qualify for public assistance, and at least one parent has
sufficient income to pay additional support that will raise the child’s standard of living above the public assistance
threshold.
A parent has a reduction in the income available to support a child due to the extraordinary levels of jointly
accumulated debt.
The court awards property in lieu of support for the benefit of the child.
A parent is incarcerated with minimal or no income or assets.
A parent has incurred, or is likely to incur, extraordinary medical expenses for either that parent or a dependent.
A parent receives bonus income in varying amounts or at irregular intervals.
Someone other than the parent can supply reasonable and appropriate health care coverage.
A parent provides substantially all the support for a stepchild, and the stepchild’s parents earn no income and are
unable to earn income.
A child earns an extraordinary income.
The court orders a parent to pay taxes, mortgage installments, home insurance premiums, telephone or utility bills,
etc., before entry of a final judgment or order.
A parent must pay significant amounts of restitution, fines, fees, or costs associated with that parent’s conviction or
incarceration for a crime other than those related to failing to support children, or a crime against a child in the current
case or that child’s sibling, other parent, or custodian.
A parent makes payments to a bankruptcy plan or has debt discharged, when either significantly impacts the monies
that parent has available to pay support.
A parent provides a substantial amount of a child’s day-time care and directly contributes toward a significantly greater
share of the child’s costs than those reflected by the overnights used to calculate the offset for parental time.
A child in the custody of a nonparent-recipient spends a significant number of overnights with the payer that causes a
significant savings in the nonparent-custodian’s expenses.
The court ordered non-modifiable spousal support paid between the parents before October 2004.
When a parent’s share of net child care expenses exceeds 50 percent of that parent’s base support obligation
calculated under §3.02 before applying the parental time offset.
When the amount calculated does not exceed $15, and the administrative cost to enforce and process payments
outweighs the benefit of the minimal amounts.

21. Any other factor the court deems relevant to the best interests of a child. Please note the use of #21 must be explained
in very specific terms. You must demonstrate a compelling reason for the court to deviate from the Michigan Child
Support Formula. It is presumed to be in your child's best interest to receive child support in accordance with the formula.
.

