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Intergovernmental Child Support
Enforcement

« Change in Terminology
interstate replaced with “Intergovernmental”

What is Interstate Child Enforcement
How are interstate cases different from a domestic case?
Parties live across state lines
One-state process:
Direct wage garnishment (WN)
Two-state process:
Registration

Why Does Interstate Matter?

# Intergovernmentat support
represents approximately 1/3
of all child support cases

% Likely to increase
~ Unemployment:
« People leaving the state
seeking employment
» No direct income withholding @ Domestic
notices to many siates
+ Orders MUST be
regstered to be enforced

0 Intestate




Understanding the Old
System to Help Understand
the New System

URESA vs. UIFSA
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Good Reason For a Bad Reputation

f——

# History of interstate child support

= URESA

= Uniform Reciprocal
Enforcement of Support Act
» RURESA
- Revised Uniform Reciprocal
Enforcement of Support Act

# Muitiple orders under URESA

= Hypothatical:
~ 2ofders
+ 2 arresrage amounts

Throw The Baby Out!!

» De Novo Reviews
= Court entered new order
s System not efficient

% Other Problems
» NCP could not initiate action
< 8-10 months to register an order

w  Commissions formed to Address Problems
= Throw the baby out with the bathwater




In With The New: UIFSA

u New uniform body of law addressing interstate child support
enforcement and modification ™
»« UIFSA: Uniform interstate Family Support Act
- Federal Modal Act that was adopted by all the states

» Other Sources of law
= Social Security Act
» PRWORA: Psrsonal R sibility and Work i
Rocom“uonmonwm S
AXA: Welfare Reform
-+ Title iV-D
« Cong dated it of UIFSA
» All states must adopt UIFSA by January 1, 1998
» Funding loss
+ All states adopt
» CFR's: Federal Regulations to help administer program
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Terms to know:

# |ssuing State: State that issues the support order
# [nitiating State: State that requests action
= Responding State: State where action takes place

= Tribunal: Entity that each state has designated as
having the authority to enforce or if appropriate
modify the support order

= In Michigan it's the Circuit Court

The Cornerstone of UIFSA

CEJ

Controlling Exclusive Jurisdiction




So What's the Big Deal About CEJ

# Remember URESA & multiple orders - No more!!!

4 CEJ: Controlting Exciusive Jurisdiction
»  Which state has right to modify order
= Old order is modified
Still gne order

What's NOT modifiable

Spoussl support
+  Duration of obligation — emancipation date
»  Refer back to original order
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CEJ in a Nutshell:

Only the issuing state is allowed to modify the
support order unless everyone has left the issuing
state, then the modification happens in the non-
requesting party’s stale. That state now has CEJ

to modify the order
Excepiion M all parties fle wniten consent in the CEJ state for
anathaer state 'o modify the order

Who Has CEJ

= Hypothetical - Michigan Order:
CP mom in Michigan and NCP dad moves to
California
= Dad requests a review
« Mom requests a review

= Noone in Michigan
+  Dad moves to California & Mom moves to Florida.
Mom asks for a modification.
« Dad moves back to Michigan and wants a reduction
Both parties want Michigan to modify the order
Consent order obtained from Florida court




Long Arm Jurisdiction

* lLong Ar;nm‘["ﬂwnafgor ht to poe b“‘h‘:.; ¥ over
& non-re purpose of esta or enforcing
twppoﬂofdfrfw

* Objective: Maks it easier to estabiish and enforce court orders even
though an individual Isn't residing i the same sigte as CP and child

+ Trested ixe a g i case for of
eslablishment and enforcement
Wage garnishenonts aoross state e

= Basis for asserting Long Arm over nonresident (MCL 552.1201)
= Personal sefvice within the State
= Individug! enters a general app or files resp
= Individuat resided with minor child
@ Indﬁviduawon 1 resided in the state and heiped with prenatal expenses or
s

+ Individual asserted parentage in this state

v Sex in this state and child may have been conceived by the act
= Individual asserted parentage in this state

< Other constitutional grounds
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No Long Arm Exists

# I NO long arm jurisdiction exists:

+ Establishment Action: Prosecutors Office asks NCP's home
state to establish support (Ul case type)

» Enforcement Action:
= No registration in Michigan
« CP must seek either
- Interstate redirection of support {ROS), or
- Register in the state that has personal jurisdiction over NCP
Pass Through Case
UF case type
Funnel $$ through Michigan
Some i ive foderal dies still avaitabl
Tax-offest (Chid Support only and NOT Spousal Support)
- Paseport Holde

- Just because order can be registered under UCCJEA does not
mean that it can be regist for enforcement under UIFSA

o o=k

So How Does All This
Work?7??

Processing Intergovernmental Cases




When to Use the Intergovernmental
Process in Establishment cases

B

# Establishment Actions: Parties do not have a court
order for support and there are no grounds for
asserting Long Arm Jurisdiction:

» Must use the 2 state process:
- NCP is in Michigan
- UE case is opened and Michigan produces the
support order
= CP is in Michigan
- Ul case is opened and NCP's state produces the
support order
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When to Use the Intergovernmental Process in
Enforcement Cases (/nitiating Cases)

® Michigan as the Initiating State

= CP moves to Michigan and has an out of state order
» Referal from DHS because CP is receivding Public Assistance
+ CPraquest services (NCP may also request seivices)
+ IROS vs. Registration

= Michigan Order: NCP leaves Michigan
» When to register Michigan's support order in NCP's new state
Can' find NCP's employer
- NCP is a Job hopper
- Other's state's more sffective due to p y
Unemployment Compensation Bureau
- Direct IWN Issible: GA, IN, MA, M(, MN, NY, ND, OH.
OK, PA, TN, Wi
= If not listed above - must registert!
- Tima Is of the essence

When to Use the Intergovernmental Process in

Enforcement Cases (Responding Cases)

# Michigan as the Responding state:
« Other state’s order and NCP moves to Michigan
~ UN or UM case is open

= Registration is required so that our Tribunal has jurisdiction
to enforce.

» Most case are registered for enforcement only
- If order is being registered for Modification review rules
pertaining to CEJ

= Michigan order and CP moves to another state
» CP goes on public assistance in her new state
= Michigan case code stays the same
- Michigan redirects support to CP's new state
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Forms Required For Registering a

Case
# Registration for = Registration for

Enforcement: Modification &

= Transmittal #1 Enforcement:

= Registration Statement « Same as registration

= Certified Orders and 2 plus:
copies » General Testimony

= Certified Statement of ~ Uniform Support
arrears by custodian of Petition

— records or Sworn

Statement by party
seeking registration

Michigan as the Initiating State

MI needs another state's help to collect/enforce/modify support

Other Stale's Local Office
* Flles sction in Pl court 1o register cane
+ Entorcasmodifies our order

Michigan as the Responding State

Another state needs Ml's help to collect/enforce/modify support




Interstate Redirection of Support
(IROS)

i

* CP moves to Michigan:
= NCP sfill in issuing state

» We ask other state to continue enforcement and send
CP’s $% through MiSDU
~ CP request IV-D services in Michigan
« CP receives public assistance in Michigan

= Set-up Interstate Initiating Case
« Screens set up: CASE, ISIN

+ Child Support and unassigned arrears are loaded on our
system as "C/S debt"

« Other state collects money from NCP and sends it to
Michigan
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Interstate Redirection of Support
(IROS)

% Michigan CP moves to another state:
« NCP still in Michigan

= Other state asks that we continue enforcement and
send them CP’s $$

- CP request IV-D services in his/her new state
« CP receives public assistance in his/her new state

= Set-up Interstate Responding case
« Screens set up: CASE, ISIN
» Child Support and unassigned amrears move to other
state debt type (O/S debt)
» We collect mol from NCP and send it to the
initiating state’s SDU to dlistribute it to CP

Interstate & Micses

s Screens to know When = Forms are available on
rocassing Cases Misces
» CASE: Set interstate indicator
© ISNDI
- SORD: Update CEJ information SNDICOR
& order information s T
: Indtial Transaction
+ ISIN: Setup other agency L8
Information Status
> ISND: Send “CSENet” * #3 Requests for Info
ansactions « FHST
. Electronic communications + System generwted documents
» ICOR: Recetve slectronic
Comespondences from other + DOGN
. interstate Tab
- Record of what hes besn sent »
and recerved ' ngWW
« Boprrs oftrme gerurwtsd Cegaton
- Uniform interstate
Support Pefition




Alerts
u Alerts today = Big Changes coming
« Cumbersome this fall!!
« Many Screens < JAD earlier this year
© ALRT
P « 1 Stop Shop
- ICOR = ALRT
- ISND FICOR
CASD = ISND
= Lots of irrelevant info = Not alerts will be
= All interstate alerts LBt
are treated as action = Ability to select
alerts - response whether a respanse
required is necessary
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Who's the Boss?

% Who decides when arrears are satisfied
« State that issued/modified order (MCL 552.1605(1))
« “issuing stat's law govems the nature, extent, amount, and

duration of current payments and other obligation of support
and the payment of:rreamgas under the order” '98

« Hypothetical: Arrears don't match

4 Who decides when |V-D case should be closed
= Initigting state
» IV-D case IS NOT the same as court case
« [V-D # vs. Docket #
« Case closure guidelines
= Hypothetical: Can't locate NCP for 3 years

International/Tribal Support

£ Dehlion of State Undar UIFSA MCL 562.1104(f

uw-m.mammmmmwc Hmmeo
T et etion of the s States. Bl prchcies

the jurisdiction of the Unied States. mmmmmu
jurisdiction that has enacted 3 law or established om

wforcement of support orders that m

under this act, the uniform -ugpor( h
;l:muww MWM'INIPA MCL 7! 15100
> Reciproct

- m&mmmwmmmnmm
« Action by privets stiorney
< Seek Estsbshment of a new order
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Bi-lateral Agreements

Federal Reciprocating Michigan Reciprocating
Agreements Agresmants

©  Ganadan Provnoss
Cavmda (NOT s Provinces| T Kberia
_m(mﬁ ' e Drfieh Cokumcia

R ﬁgg ek g
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Case Codes

® Michigan Case Codes
« DS, DP,DM,DC:
» Case codes stay the same

% Interstate Establishment Case Codes
a Uk Another state establishes support per Michigan's request
= UE: Michigan establishes support per another state's request

# Interstate Enforcerment Case Codes
» UN: Michigan registers another state’s order in our court for
enforcement purposaes only
= UM: Michigan registers another state’s order in our court:
- for modification only
« for modification and enforcement
+ when both parties reside in Michigan
= UF: No long arm jurisdiction.
. mtqan must rety on another state to enforce the existing court

Intergovernmental Resources

% Statutes to know:
2 New CFR's p g to Interg: i Support effective Jan.
2010

< Uniform Interstate Family Support Act (UIFSA). MCL 552.1101 et seq.
- I:#gsFBaﬂh and Credit for Child Support Orders Act (FFCCSOA): 28 USC

= Valuable tools:
« Office of Child Support — federa} website:
< Mi-Support: Program Library under Chapter Listings
« General tnfo: hitp-/Awww act hiwe goviplogrsmalcselindex. mi
Interstate Ti N
J/ccsemT\?ls /1 trairing/uifs X

hitps fiocss act hiw govinecsrspuby/training/ufsawebfindex himi

. I Referral Guide (IRG! : iformation by state
m contact information for Cintra} gcp =
hiips:/focae acf.hhs goviexts /selectastate. cfm

THANK YOU
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