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IN TRE SUPERIOR COQURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Family Division
Domestic Relations Branc

.. EDNA J. HAYES

‘905 6th Street, S.W.

. Apartment 701B ]
Washlngton, D.C. 20024

Plaintiff,

v. Civil Action No. Dro0-24894

_!

i

's
CHAPLFS A. HAYES
907 6t Street, S.W,
Apartrernc-108

ENTERED ON’ DOCKET.!
washington ~DL.C. 20024 !
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Defendant.

-

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
AND JUDGMENT OF ABSOLUTE DIVORCE

|
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THIS CAUSE CAME ON 10 BE HEARD this 16th day of April, 1991,‘
.upon the pleadings filed hevein. The Court, upon the evidence}
i

adduced, has made the following: |
FINDINGS T FACT
1. The Plaintiff herein is an adnlt citizen of the United|M™
States and is and has been a bona fide residert of the District of
Columbia for more than six (6) months nex: preceding the
commencement of this action having resided continuousiy from January
1, 1989 to the present at 905 6th Street, S.W., Apartment 701B,
Washington, D.C. 20024,
2, The Defendant is an adult citizen of the United States, a
Representative from IXllinois to the United States House of
Representatives and maintains a residence in the District of

Columbia located at 907 6th Street, S.W., Apartment 108, Washington,

i

D.C. 20024,
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Cert!flcate Na.w&&#l}ocment No. 3%’7é %jé- F

TO THE REGISTRAR OF TITLES
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS:

You are directed to register the Document hereto attached

on the 2artlflclta£¢5 /g Eéé Indicated affacting the

é following doscribed premises, to-wit:

~/=. North Eighteen (13-1/2) feet of LOT THIRTY SEVEN caemwemmemmmeeel 37)—
~« 'OT THIRTY EIGHT {except North Nine {9-1/2) feet thercaf}-e—mm-ae{38) —

~—— In Block Two (2) in East Wask!agton Helights, being & Subdivision of the West Hall {1/2) of the Northwest Quarter (1/5)

and the Southwest Quarter (1/*} of Sectlon 9, Township 37 North, Range 14, East of the Thicd Principal Meridien, In
Coak County, Iilinois. ..— ‘T"" /,
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Section Township North, Renge gasrof the g
Third Principal Meridian, Cook County, |l1linais. E&
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CHICAGO, ILLINOIS ////3 19/ .
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3. The parties were married in Prince George's County, .
Maryland on August 14, 1983. ;
4. There were no children born of the marriage, nor is birthj

-of issue anticipated. - i
! 5. The parties separated on or about May 31, 1989 and haves
:continued to live separate and apart without cohabitation, andi
withort interruption from that date to the present. f

6. There is no reasonable prospect of reconciliation hetween.

L the partiec. |
f 7. There-are no support or property rights to be adjudicated
fgby this court as the parties entered into a Separation and Property

:ISettlement Agreement 2eted April 16, 1991, which fully resolved all!

" such matters between the parties. g

1 8. The Defendant has, smong other assets, two retirement é;
J 3
!l benefits; one undex the federal govzrnment CSRS or FERS plan and onej¢s
&

under the United Food and Commercial Workers International (“UFCW“)‘ga
o)

Retirement Plan for Employees (the "Plan®).

9. The partles have been married at le2st nine (9) months as
of the time of this Judgment of Pbivorce.

10. The parties, by agreement, intend that this Court Order be
a qualifying Court Order, to provide the Plaintiff with a survivor’
annuity from each of the Defendant's retirement plans. The parties
intend that this Judgment be a qualifying Court Order under 5 CFR
§831.1701 for purposes of the Defendant's CSRS and/or FERS plan and
that the parties submit a Qualified Domestic Relations Order

("QDRO"™) as defined in §414(p} of the Internal Revenue Code and
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§206(d) of the Employee Retirement Inccme Security Act ("ERISA").
The parties intend that the Plaintiff survivor annuity equal fifty
‘percent (50%) of the Defendant's retirement annuity, but that should,
/ i

;,the Defendant elect some form of benefit other than an annuity, that
%;the Plaintiff's survivor anmiity shall nonetheless equal fifty|
! f
}?percent {(50%) of what would have been the Defendant's retirement!

 annuity. The Defendant shall not elect any benefit that wouldi

deprive the Plaintiff of her right to receive the survivor annuity:
under eltner plan. .

If this Hudgment is not found to be a Qualifying Court Orderi
|

under 5 CFR §832.1701, then the parties intend that the Defendant|

'elect to provide tha curvivor annuity to the Plaintiff.
‘ CONCLUSTIONS OF ILAW

i
The Court, therefore, adopts the foregoing Findings of Fact andj

i
|
E

i
|
!
!
g
/ |
iconcludes as a matter of law ‘that it has Jjurisdiction over the|
parties and the subject matter; anrd the Plaintiff is entitled to a
Judgment of Absolute Divorce from the llefendant on the ground of the
parties having lived separate and apart witinut cohabitation for a
period in excess of one year.
JUDGMENT

WHEREFORE, it is by the Court this lﬁfhday of Aprll, 1991,

ORDERED that:

The Plaintiff, EDNA J. HAYES, be and she is hereby granted an
absolute divorce from the Defendant, CHARLES A. HAYES, on the ground

that the parties have lived separate and apart without cohabitation

for a period in excess of one (1) year next preceding the com-
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mencement of this action and centinuing to this day; and it is

further

ORDERED that pursuant to the terms of the Property Settlement.
. Agreement entered into by and between the parties on April 16, 1991,?
hthat Defendant shall pay to the Plaintiff, the amount of Threef
fThousand Dollars ($3,000.00) per month, as and for alimony and;
l‘spsusal support. Said payments are to be made to the Superior Court:
‘of the District of Columbia, Family Division by the first day of

- each montir .and shall be forwarded to the Plaintiff through the.

éifinance offirs of this Court. said amount shall not be modifiable|
!
*iby this or any ccher court and shall continue until the death of

1

;;either party; and it is further

ORDERED that the Defandandt's CSRS and/or FERS survivor annuityi

1

| be payable to the Plaintiff in an amount egual to fifty percent
k

(50%) of the Defendant's retirarent annuity, and that the Defendant|
shall not elect any form of retirement benefit that shall in any waé?

negate or delimit the Plaintiff's envitlement to the survivoé

PR e FPLF L al W

‘annuity, and it is intended that this a quelifying Court Order undea
5 CFR §831.1701; and it is further

ORDERED that if this judgment is not found to'he a Qualifying
Court Order under 6 CFR §831.1701, then the Defendant shall elect
that the Plaintiff shall be his survivor annuity beneficiary under
CSRS and/or FERS pursuant to Paragraph 3(b) of the Voluntary
Separation and Property Settlement Agreement.

ORDERED that the parties shall submit a QDRO to this Court for

the purposes of assigning to the Plaintiff a survivor annuity in the
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amount of fifty percent (50%] of the Defendant's retirement annuity
from the Plan which shall in turn be submitted to the Plan
f:Administrator for the Plan for (1} determination of the qualified
!!status of the QDRO, and (2) assignment of the survivor annuity te

, the Plaintiff. This Court shall retain jurisdi-tion to modify said

ODRO if it is determined that it is not qualified for purposes of

i

iiIRJ £414(p) and ERISA §206({d), and should the Court be required to
i

:modify 2aid QDRO, the modification Order shall be entered nunc pro

tune, 1f appropriate.

1
!
i
PROVIDED, MNOWEVER, that this Judgment shall not become
' effective until the (s:atutory time for noting appeal shall have’

,iexpired or if notice of ¢ppeal is timely filed and until the final

fdisposition of such appeal.
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(Any party within this action may within ten (20} days from the
entry of Judgment herein by the Commissiocner file 2 Motion for
review of the Judgment by a Judge with the Superior. fCourt of the
District of Columbia.)
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~ Approved as to form:

. LEWIS, DACK, PARADISO,
O'CONNOR & GOOD

o H

1000/ Cznnecticut Avenue, N.W. 4015 R.W
Suite €00 Washington 20008
Washington, D.C. 20036 Couns2l for Defendant
Counsel for Plaintiff

EDOURRD J.B.|BOUQUET AMY RO TS%E;ZOLDSON‘ﬁzyZQQI
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