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Case No. 99-UR-0042

Dept. I

~ IN THE NINTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF DOUGLAS
SENDI MARIE STOCKLE
Plaintiff,

vs. AFIDAVIT OF RECORDATION

DAVID ALLEN STOCKLE

Defendant.

STATE OF NEVADA )
) Ss.
COUNTY OF DOUGLAS )
I, Lynda Caldwell, hereby swear and affirm under penalty

of perjury that the following assertions are true:

3=, That affiant is, and at all times mentioned herein was, a
citizen of the State of Nevada, over the age of twenty-one
years, and an employee of the Douglas County District

Attorney's Office managing Case #99-UR-0042.

2. That this affidavit and judgment is being filed pursuant to
NRS 17.150 and when so recorded shall become a lien upon

all the real property of the judgment debtor.

3. That the judgment debtor's name is DAVID ALLEN STOCKLE,

whose address is 1386 VILLAGE WAY, GARDNERVILLE, NV 89410
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4. That the judgment debtor's Nevada driver's license number

is 3692317639.

5.  That the judgment debtor's social security number is
6. That the judgment debtor's date of birth is APRIL 04, 1963.

7. That a certified copy of the order and judgment filed on

January 26, 2000, is attached.

£7§f£;nﬂvéZL Cf222242m=zfié7

LYNDA CALDWELL

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
thls ay of JANUARY, 2000.

NOTARY PwBLIc(T
CRMENYL. . ARRANS g
Motary Pubile - Nawvada :
¥ _ §o8 Dougtos Tounty
5%gv&‘ ryﬁ PB-BIVT
e L 5&, Ky Appoimiment Fxrdros JULY 14, 2001
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IN THE NINTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE CQUNTY OF DOUGLAS
PETITIONER OBLIGEE
SENDI MARIE STOCKLE,
VS
RESPONDENT OBLIGOR,

DAVID ALLEN STOCKLE,
' /

ORDER AND JUDGMENT CONFIRMING MASTER'S FINDINGS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING WAGE WITHHOLDING

THIS MATTER having regularly come for hearing on
income withholding in accordance with NRS 31A.050 before the
Master on the fEZ day of /(;Zuj , 1999; the

[Petitioner/Obligee being (pf/bresent ( ) not present; and the

mespondent/Obligor being duly served and (p*’ﬁresent ( ) not
Ipresent, and represented by N(7 ¥~ ; anW@y(@G\’ w’dmaﬁ)_

: iy
[of the Z 2:);,144" ZQS ( iﬂ [ gl\_? ”’}gppearing and repres'e/nting the State

of Nevada's interest in the support and welfare of the
child(ren) pursuant to law. After hearing all of the evidence
and being fully advised in the premises, the Master makes the

following findings and recommendations:

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
1. (u/{/&he Court has jurisdiction of the parties and of

the subject matter of this case; 0[’85205
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2. (L/f/The“Respondent/Obligor is the parent of the

following child/ren:

ERIN MARIE STOCKLE, born: 06/18/91, 888
3. ( ) That in an order entered , in the
State of , County of -, Case Number

, Respondent/Obligor was ordered to pay $

CLARISE LYN STOCKLE, born: 08/15/79, 946, now emancipated
JASEN MATTHEW STOCKLE, born: 04/03/88, 743 -

per month as ongoing child support; and $__ per month

toward satisfaction of child support arrearages;
is valid and there is no fraud or mistake of fact;

valid and/or there is fraud or mistake of fact as follows:

( ) The Court which issued the order for support
lacked personal jurisdiction over the Respondent/Obligor;

( ) That there was a mistake of fact as to whether
lthe responsible parent has been delinquent in the payment of

support;
of the arrearages or support;

( ) That there was a mistake of fact as to the

custody of the child/ren;

IT IS FURTHER FOUND THAT: 77431 cf d::f (9,0'\":11?0/

4. ( ) That the order of support sought to be enforced

5. That the order of support sought to be enforced is not

(L,rﬂgiat there was a mistake of fact as to the amount

( ) That the order of support was obtained by fraud.
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IT IS HEREBY RECOMMENDED THAT:

1. (L,f’ReSpondent/leigor’shall pay child support and

rrearages by immediate wage withholding. THIS IS AN INCOME
ITHHOLDING ORDER. A mandatory wage withholding shall be
nitiated against the Respondent/Obligor's wages or commissions,

n the amount of $ L/é"; - per month.

2. That the Respondent/Obligor is not obligated to pay
~hild support and/or arrearages by immediate wage withholding
for the following reason:

( ) The Court which issued the order for support
lacked personal jurisdiction over the Respondent/Obligor;

( ) There was a mistake of fact as to whether the
Fesponsible parent has been delinquent in the payment of supéort;
( ) There was a mistake of fact as to the amount of
the arrearages or support;

( ) There was a mistake of fact as to the custody of
the child/ren;

( ) The order of support was obtained by fraud.

3. ( ) Unless a stay of this Order is obtained from the
[District Court, wage withholding shall be undertaken upon enfry
lof this Order.

IT IS FURTHER RECOMMENDED THAT:
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IT IS SO RECOMMENDED.

NOTICE
Objections/appeals to this recommendation are governed in
part by NRS 425.3844. You have ten (10) days from receipt of
this recommendation to file an appeal.
If this recommendation is governed by the "Review and
Adjustment" guidelines of Federal Regulations. You have thirty
(30) days from receipt of this recommendation to file an appeal.
N FAILURE TO FILE AN APPEAL AND SERVE WRITTEN OBJECTIONS TO
THIS RECOMMENDATION WITHIN THE APPROPRIATE TIME LIMITS WILL

RESULT IN A FINAL JUDGMENT ORDERED BY THE DISTRICT COURT AGAINST

You.

I acknowledge that I have rgceived'a copy of the Master's

v onsnst o

recommendations. Date: /%/;i/é?' Signaturé?wﬂ@~‘“w”*"§§~¥‘”
[ 4 —

ORDER

THE COURT HAVING REVIEWED THE PLEADINGS AND PAPERS ON FILE

[IAND THE MASTER'S RECOMMENDATIONS, AND NG TIMELY OBJECTIONS

HAVING BEEN FILED,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: that the Master's Recommendations be

and hereby are affirmed and adopted by the Court and Judgment is
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DATED: / /L( / 2V -0
[ [ caozon —= DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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CERTIFIED COPY
The document to which this certificate is attached is a
full, true and correct copy of the original on file and of
reccrd in my office. o

CHrik of the Sth Judicial District Court

e@%vac&a, i_n' and for the County of Douglase,
By ////7’/?/ Deputy
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