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RE: SUBMISSION TO THE CHILD CUSTODY
ARRANGEMENTS INQUIRY
Towhovy il may concerrn,

I thank yow for this opportunily to- submit thiy Letter (o
yow concerning the total lack of consideration to-the
Paying Pavent formula that iy Child Support.

A brief history of my circumstiunces are ay followy:

I sepavrated from my ex wife in June 2001 and we have
3 children fromthe marriage being 12yeary, 9yeary
and byeary of age. Over the past 2 yeary there has
been a very drawn oul procesy over custody
arrangementy, court proceeding and settlement.
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In Jonuwowy 2002, I applied: to- child support to- have
my assessment reviewed; during the review I wastold
that I was assessed on aw inflated formula becawse
my bncome taw retuarng had: not beesv yubmitted: [
explained the reasons for this as my ex wife wordd not
release to- me the documentatior. I required tor
complete my tax retuwuns: However I did tell amd all
my applications were based orv my current earnings
al the time: The deciston handed -down to-me by
child gupport was that [ could afford to-pay the full
assessed amount, but that forced me into-a minug
wipport. Ay a resull of child support and the family
cowrt I have had tor go baunksrupt.

I submit to-yow that the fornuda should be
to-allow the paying parent to-be able to- live a-good.
life and any futwre relatiorshipy shouwld not be
adversely affected by forcing that relationship to-live
o the poverty line while the first family are afforded
everything.

The agessment should not be based on the Growy Wage
ay thiy iy o double dip, I pay toy on the: Grosy Amount
then loose the child support amount and I amvleft
with what remaing tor live for nyielf and anvorne else
v my life ay well ay wapport the children when they
are withe me for the 36% of the year.
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The assessment should be either baued onva salary
wacrifice arrangement or ber based on net income
only after taxation which-would allow o more even

spread: of the funds:

Another way would be to-assess the recelving pavent
with this as o wage and that parent would be taxed
onthat amount.

Ay I anvinthe top bracket as for as grow wages go; 1
carv get nor relief on benefily such ay pension
asistance, medical rebatey etc: yel the recelving
parent being on centrelink paymenty, child waport
and living v o now disclosed defacto relationship
comv get all this.

Child yupport as well ay the fomily cowrt yhouwld bage
each and every case ov iU’y merily and determine out
of thiy how child: support should be formulated-. One-
way Lo-assess thiy is to-pul the family unit back:

and get a-real picture of what the children cost to-live
per arwuny Thiy assessment would ease the burden
onvthe paying parent for not having to-support 2 full
families, would allow for chid wupport to-be paid for
what it i not for the other pavent to-enjoy the fruity of
Life:
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Ay I have tated a jecond family or relationship has to-
be-taken indo-account as fatistically these don't
alwayy work oud for the paying parent to-live ing and
carv oreade further problemy if childeven come along to-
thig relationship. Aywiththe fact that based ov grosy
salariey centrelink yupport doey not exist for these
childresn

In closing I would like to-take this opportunity tor
thank yow for allowing me to- submil thiy to- yow and if
required I can be contacted: at anytime to discusy this
madtter and: othery:

Youry Sincerely,

JOHN GRAHAM SNEDDEN



