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' AMENDED ORDER

THIES MATTER having been opened to the court by David Perry Davis, Esq.,

e, seekihg the relief requested in the Notice of

attorney for the Plaintift, SESSE0ER
- Motion; and Rottkamp & Flacks (Robert B. Rottkamp, Jr., Esq.), attorneys for the

" Defendant, SR opposihg the motion and seeking the relief requested in

. the Notice of Crdss;Motion; and the court having reviewed the parties; submissions; aﬁd
| the court havinig heard 61'&1 argument; and the coﬁﬁ having issued an order dated June 23,
2009, which established Defcndémt’s new child éupport obligation in the amount of $267

per week; and Mr. Rottkamp having writien a letter to the court on June 3‘0,'2009, in
 which he raised a concei-riAab‘out the accuracy of the court’s child support guidelines |
| software; and the court having raised'this issue With‘staff at the Administrative Of_ﬁce of
' the Courts; and AQOC staff having iﬁvcstigated the matter; and it appearing that there is an
error in the manner in which the court’s software clalculated Defendant’s child support
'oi:)ligation; and for other good cause shown:

IT IS on this 28”’ day of August 2009:

ORDERED as follows:




1. Effective June 1, 2009, Mr, QRS new child support obligation shall be $251

per week. Mr. GEEEEIshall receive a credit for any amount of child support

that he has paid in excess of $251 per week since June 1, 2009.
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Statement of Reasons per Rule 1;6-2(1):
On Juné: 23, 2009, the court issued an order, which addressed the varioﬁs requests
for relief raised by the parties in the Notice of Motion filed on May 21, 2009 and the

Notice of Cross-Motion filed on June 4, 2009, which included a request to recal_c;ulate

b child'support obligation. In the June 23, 2009 order, thé court established

B new obligation in the amount of $267 per week, which was calculated

using the New Jersey Child Support Guidelines.

= attorney, wrote a

On June 30, 2009, Robert B. Rottkamp, Jr., Mr.

‘lgatter to the couﬁ in which he expressed coﬁcem .that the court’s guidelines software

_might be inaccuraté, | Mr. Rottkamp attached to his ;etter a guidelines worksheet
‘generated be his office, which used the same numbers as the court’s worksheet, but

vielded a child support obligation of $251 per week, rather than the amount of $267 that

was calculated by the court’s software. - Ms. @R :iiorney, David Perry.Davis;

Esquire, did not respond to Mr. Rottkamp’s letter.




The court contacted staff at the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC), who
investigated this issue and determined that the:re was an error in the manner in which the
court’s software calcﬁlated Mr. GESSINER child support obligatioﬂ. The AOC staff
confirmed that Mr. Rottkamp’s calculation of Mr. EEEERERG child supp(;r[ obligation

appears to be correct. Therefore, the_couﬁ hereby amends the ifune 23, 2009 order to

. provide that Mr. § By child support obligation shall be $251 per week, cffective

June 1, 2009.




