STATE OF MINNESOTA
IN DISTRICT COURT

COUNTY OF @@@
FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT


FAMILY COURT DIVISION


Case Type: Dissolution @@@
_______________________________________________________________________
Court File No.: @@@
In Re the Marriage of: 


@@@@@,
Petitioner, 

and 
@@@@,

Respondent. 

_______________________________________________________________________
TO:
RESPONDENT ABOVE-NAMED AND THEIR ATTORNEY, @@@@@
I, Jason C. Kohlmeyer, attorney for the Petitioner, request that the Order dated @@@@ be reviewed to correct clerical mistakes and that an amended Order be issued.

The reasons I believe the Order should be changed are:

1. The Order contains the following clerical mistakes:

Mistakes:


(sample)
A. Page 29, Paragraph 21, Mistake:  It reads “Father is entitled to claim Riley Duis as her dependent exemption every year, and Father is entitled to claim Nathan Duis as his dependent exemption every year . . .”

Correction I request:  I believe the Court meant to insert Mother instead of Father based upon the feminine personal pronoun and it would result in an equal splitting of the dependency exemption.

Notice To Other Parties:  You have the right to object to this motion.  If you wish to object, within ten (10) days of the date this motion was served you must file with the Court Administrator, and serve upon the other party and the county attorney’s office, a response to this motion.  A form entitled “Response to Motion to Correct Clerical Mistakes” is available from the Court Administrator.  

Acknowledgments by Party Making Motion:
a.
I am not serving or filing this document for any improper purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation.

b. The claims, defenses, and other legal contentions therein are warranted by existing law or by a nonfrivolous argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law or the establishment of new law.

c. The allegations and other factual contentions have evidentiary support or, if specifically, so identified, are likely to have evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery.

d. The denials of factual contentions are warranted on the evidence or, if specifically so identified, are reasonably based on a lack of information or belief.

e. The court may impose an appropriate sanction upon the attorneys, law firms, or parties that violate the above stated representations to the court or are responsible for the violation.

f. I understand that the existing order remains in full force and effect and I must continue to comply with that order until a new order is issued.

Dated: _______________


KOHLMEYER & HAGEN,






Law Office Chtd.







By: ________________________________








Jason C. Kohlmeyer 







Attorney for Petitioner








Attorney No.: 303963







150 St. Andrews Court, Suite 110


 





Mankato, Minnesota  56001







(507) 625-5000








jkohlmeyer@rokolaw.com 
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