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Executive Summary 

The Family and Juvenile Law Advisory Committee recommends revoking a rarely used optional 
domestic violence form that contains a child support order after hearing. Other child support 
order forms are available for judicial use.  

Recommendation 

The Family and Juvenile Law Advisory Committee recommends that the Judicial Council, 
effective January 1, 2011, revoke Child Support Order — Order of Protection (Domestic 
Violence Protection) (form DV-160), in favor of other existing “order after hearing” forms. 
 
The proposed revoked form is attached at pages 4–11. 

Previous Council Action 

The Judicial Council adopted form DV-160 as a new form for optional use effective January 1, 
2003. The form was intended to be used as an attachment to Restraining Order After Hearing 
(Order of Protection) (form DV-130) rather than as a standalone form. The optional attachment 
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could be used in lieu of the Child Support Information and Order Attachment (form FL-342), 
which continues to remain in effect.  

Rationale for Recommendation 

Form DV-160 was created to allow courts to make child support orders in domestic violence 
cases at the same time an order of protection was issued. In practice, however, this optional form 
is rarely used in these instances. Many other family law and governmental child support forms 
are commonly used by the court when a child support order is made at the same time a 
restraining order is issued. These forms include Child Support Information and Order 
Attachment (form FL-342); Order After Hearing (Governmental) (form FL-687); and Minutes 
and Order of Judgment (form FL-692). Use of form DV-160 may also be confusing to court 
users: it is an eight-page attachment to the order of protection, which may also contain several 
other attachments of multiple pages. Many users instead complete the support order by just 
adding a few sentences to the “other orders” item on DV-130.  
 
Administrative Office of the Courts staff conducted a survey to determine how frequently form 
DV-160 is used. Family law facilitators, child support commissioners, court staff, and nonprofit 
organizations indicated that they rarely use the form. Most responders stated that the form is not 
particularly useful since form FL-342 can be used for the order after hearing when support is 
ordered. Of the 59 responses received, 80 percent of respondents indicated that continued use of 
the form had no benefit. Nearly all of the 20 percent who saw some benefit to retaining the form 
acknowledged that in actual practice they “never” or “rarely” see the form. 
 
The revocation of this form would have no effect on a court’s authority to make a child support 
order at the same time it issues a restraining order. 

Comments, Alternatives Considered, and Policy Implications 

Comments 
 
The invitation to comment on the proposal was circulated from April 19, 2010, through June 18, 
2010, to the standard mailing list for family and juvenile law proposals, as well as to the regular 
rules and forms mailing list. The distribution lists include judges, court administrators, attorneys, 
social workers, probation officers, mediators, and other family and juvenile law professionals. In 
addition, the proposal was sent to child support commissioners, family law facilitators, court 
clerks, the California Department of Child Support Services and Child Support Directors 
Association forms committee, and title IV-D program directors.   
 
The committee received eight written comments. Of these, seven were in agreement with the 
proposal and one disagreed. The committee reviewed and analyzed the comments. A chart 
summarizing the comments received and the committee’s responses is attached at pages 12 and 
13.  
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One commentator who agreed with the proposal pointed out that reference to DV-160 is made in 
Restraining Order After Hearing (Order of Protection) (DV-130) at item 10. Item 10 is used 
when a child support order is made at the same time an order of protection is issued. This item 
also provides space and an instruction to specify a form other than DV-160. It is clear that the 
reference to DV-160 needs to be removed on DV-130. DV-130 will be comprehensively 
reviewed to ensure that it adequately addresses child support orders made with orders of 
protection. Because DV-130 has not gone out for comment, the suggested change cannot be 
made at this time. This comment will be retained and the reference to DV-160 will be removed 
in a future forms cycle. 
 
The commentator who objected to the revocation of DV-160 noted that because of the trauma 
accompanying domestic violence, this form should still be available for use. There is no dispute 
that domestic violence is traumatic and that domestic violence forms should be readily available 
for use. However, in reality, this optional form, which was intended only to be an attachment, is 
rarely used. Persons requesting a restraining order are overwhelmed by the size of this form. The 
revocation of this form would not restrict or impede a victim of domestic violence from 
requesting or obtaining a child support order at the same time a restraining order is issued.  

Implementation Requirements, Costs, and Operational Impacts 

The committee is not aware of any implementation requirements, costs, or operational impacts 
affecting the local courts arising out of the revocation of the form. 

Attachments 

1. Form DV-160, at pages 4–11 
2. Chart of Comments, at pages 12–13 



 



















SPR10-26 
Child Support: Redundant Child Support Order Form (revoke form DV-160) 
All comments are verbatim unless indicated by an asterisk (*). 
 

12Positions:  A = Agree; AM = Agree if modified; N = Do not agree; NI = Not indicated 
 

 Commentator Position Comment Committee Response 
1.  California Family Law 

Cheryle Lynn Perez 
 

N Because a woman, distraught with being 
abused, may not get any farther than DV 
documents for quite a long time, what DV 
documents include is very important. I know 
about this because I’ve been there. You’re so 
traumatized you can barely get to the 
courthouse. I have collapsed in court, and I’m 
well known for mental emotional strength. I 
collapsed because the court ordered me to 
force my frightened children into my ex’s car 
for visitation. They hated ME for doing it. 
They could not understand, they thought I did 
not care about them.          

There is no dispute that domestic violence is 
traumatic and that domestic violence forms 
should be readily available for use. However, 
based on a survey conducted by Administrative 
Office of the Courts staff, this optional form is 
rarely used as an attachment to DV-130. The size 
of the form tends to be overwhelming. Most 
people requesting child support when a 
restraining order is issued add the order language 
to the “other” section or use a readily available, 
shorter family law form. 

2.  Child Support Directors Association 
George O. Nielsen 
Vice-Chair 

A  No response necessary. 

3.  Hon. Christine Copeland 
Child Support Commissioner 
Superior Court of San Benito County   

A  No response necessary. 

4.  Susan Groves 
Family Law Facilitator 
Superior Court of San Diego County 

A  No response necessary. 

5.  Harriett Buhai Center for Family Law 
Erin Dabbs 
Staff Attorney 
 

AM We support the court’s decision to simplify the 
child support order form for domestic violence 
retraining orders. The current form is much 
longer that the related family law forms. 
However, we do use the current form in our 
practice and think it may be important to have 
a domestic violence protection-specific form 
for child support. Other attachments to the 
domestic violence restraining order have 
counterparts in Judicial Council family law 
forms. Custody and visitation and supervised 
visitation orders can be found both in the 

Thank you for your comment. Item 10 on DV-130 
is to used when child support is ordered as part of 
an order of protection. This item references DV-
160 as an attachment for child support orders but 
also provides instruction and space to specify a 
different form attachment containing the child 
support order. Based on a survey conducted by 
Administrative Office of the Courts staff, it is a 
common practice for a different child support 
attachment form, such as FL-342, to be used when 
the court makes a child support order at the time 
that an order of protection is issued. No 
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 Commentator Position Comment Committee Response 
general family law forms (FL-341 and FL-
341A) and in the domestic violence protection 
context (DV-140 and DV-150). However, 
there is a purpose in keeping all of the DVPA 
forms consistent, which is why the Judicial 
Council created these additional forms. 
Keeping all the DVPA forms in the same 
category, and resembling each other may help 
pro per litigants access the correct forms. 
 
We also recommend that if the Judicial 
Council decides to revoke DV-160, that it 
concurrently modify the Restraining Order 
After Hearing (DV-130, “ROAH”) to 
reference the appropriate child support 
information and order attachment form. 
Currently, page 2, item 10 of the ROAH 
references the DV-160 child support form. We 
are concerned that without this concurrent 
change, there could be some enforcement 
problems, or judicial officers may be hesitant 
to enter a ROAH with a different atttachment 
because the form calls for the DV-160 on its 
face.         

enforcement problems were identified in the 
survey regarding use of an attachment other than 
DV-160. This comment will be retained, and the 
reference to DV-160 will be removed from DV-
130 in a future revision cycle.  
 

6.  Orange County Bar Association 
Lei Lei Wang Ekvall 
President 

A  No response necessary. 

7.  Superior Court of Los Angeles County 
 

A  No response necessary. 

8.  Superior Court of San Diego County  
Michael M. Roddy 
Court Executive Officer 
 

A  No response necessary. 

 


