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State of Wisconsin
2005 - 2006 LEGISLATURE LRBa2878/£

ASSEMBLY AMENDMENT ,

~ N TO 2005 SENATE BILL 182

M Ao Wﬁj e
M%%Fj‘;"" TSN

Y
! 1/ At the locations indicated, amend the billjas follows:

- J Y
2 1. Page 6, line 19: delete lines 19 to 23, as affected by’senate amendment 1,

3 and substitute:

4 “(4) PROHIBITION ON SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT. (a) Definition. In this subsection,
5 “child or family support enforcement activities” does not include any of the following:
6 1. Entering information on the statewide support lien docket under s. 49.854
7 regarding a payer who fails to pay any court—ordered amount of support.

8 2. Any activities under s. 49.85 or 7 1.93‘/related to obtaining a\életoff from a
9 person’s state tax refund.

0 3. Income withholding under s. 7 67.265,\{3xcept that “child or family support

@ enforcement activities” includes income withholding for any arrégrages that may
v

12 accrue under an order under sub. (2) (d).”.
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2. Page 7, line 12: before “support” insert “child or family”.

3. Page 7, line 17: before “support” insert “child or family”.

(END)
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Note that in the bill, income Withholdir@/is not “child or family support enforcement
activities” except for income withholding for any arrearages¥accruing under an order
that revises the support amount because of active duty. Thus, collection of arrearages
under an order revising support due to active duty would be subject to the fitonth (or
more) prohibition on enforcement activities. Do you want to include the same type of
exception for tax intercept, if that is not a problem under federal law?

In this amendment, I added “child or family” before “support enforcement activities”
in two places in the bill, since the phrase is a defined term.

Pamela J. Kahler

Senior Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-2682

E-mail: pam.kahler@legis.state.wi.us
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March 31, 2006

Note that in the bill, income withholding is not “child or family support enforcement
activities” except for income withholding for any arrearages accruing under an order
that revises the support amount because of active duty. Thus, collection of arrearages
under an order revising support due to active duty would be subject to the six-month
(or more) prohibition on enforcement activities. Do you want to include the same type
of exception for tax intercept, if that is not a problem under federal law?

In this amendment, I added “child or family” before “support enforcement activities”
in two places in the bill, since the phrase is a defined term.

Pamela J. Kahler

Senior Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-2682

E-mail: pam.kahler@legis.state.wi.us
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