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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

For ease of reference, citations to the pleadings will be referred to 

as Settled Record ("SR") and the numbers assigned by the Clerk, and the 

pleading and any further designation as appropriate, e.g. "SR 273, 

Motion to Amend Child Support." References to the documents in the 

Appellant's Appendix will be referred to by the specified document and 

designation to the Appendix, e.g. "Court's Findings of Fact and 

Conclusions of Law and Order, App. at A-001-010." Citations to 

evidentiary hearing transcript will be designated by reference to the trial 

transcript and page and line number, e.g. ''TT, p. 48:9 - 48: 16." 

The Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca will be ref erred to as "Casey." 

The Appellee, Linnea Carol Bulyca, will be referred to as "Linnea." 

JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT 

This is an appeal from the Court's Findings of Fact and 

Conclusions of Law and Order, App. at A-001-010. The Court's Findings 

of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order were signed and filed on 

December 13, 2024. App. a t A-010. Notice of Entry of Order was filed on 

December 18, 2024. SR 385. 

Casey filed a Notice of Appeal on January 17, 2025. SR 403. This 

Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to SDCL § 15-26A-3. 
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES 

I. Whether the trial court could simply deny Casey Ray Bulyca's 
Motion to Amend Child Support and refuse to calculate child 
support. 

The trial court held in the affirmative. 

MOST RELEVANT AUTHORITIES 

SDCL § 25-7-6.6 

SDCL § 25-7-6.13 

Muenster v. Muenster, 
2009 S.D. 23, 764 N.W.2d 712 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND THE FACTS 

I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

On May 25, 2021, the Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca (hereinafter 

"Linnea") and the Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca (hereinafter "Casey") 

were divorce by the trial court (the Honorable Craig Pfeifle), through the 

filing of a Decree of Divorce. SR 082. The Decree of Divorce incorporated 

the Parties' Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement for Child 

Custody, Visitation, and Child Support, which was signed by the parties 

and filed with the Court on May 19, 2021. SR 055. The parties' 

Stipulation and the Court's Decree of Divorce set Casey's child support 

obligation to Linnea at $2,377 per month. SR 055 , 082. On February 16, 

2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child Support with the trial court. 

SR 273. Casey filed a Notice of Hearing, scheduling a hearing on the 

Defendant's Motion to Amend Child Support before the Honorable Craig 

Pfeifle for Thursday , March 21, 2024 at 4:00 p.m. SR 277. No response 

or objection was filed. During the hearing, Linnea's counsel appeared 

and requested that an evidentiary hearing be set or that the matter be 

referred to a child support referee. An evidentiary hearing was not able to 

be completed before the Honorable Craig Pfeifle retired and this m atter 

was reassigned to the Honorable Scott A. Roetzel. The Court held an 

evidentiary hearing on November 6, 2024. At the time of the hearing, the 

parties agreed that Linnea's income was different than when support was 
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previously calculated, but notified the Court that the parties' stipulated 

to Linnea's current income numbers as those numbers were identified in 

the Plaintiffs proposed Exhibit 3 provided to the Court at the time of the 

hearing. TI, p. 3: 12 - 5:8. The parties further agreed that the disputed 

issue before the Court was the determination of Casey 's income, to be 

used in the child support calculation. TI, p. 5: 1 - 5:8. The trial court 

received evidence including Casey's 2022 tax return and W-2 (TI, p. 

14: 15 - 15: 12; Defendant's Exhibits 3 and 4), Casey's 2023 tax return 

(TI, p. 16: 16 - 16:24; Defendant's Exhibit 2; Appellant's App. at D), and 

the total draws Casey and his live-in girlfrie nd, Olga, who also operates 

the business, had taken in 2024 (TI, p. 9: 15 - 10:25; Defendant's 

Exhibit 1; Appellant's App. at C). Linnea's counsel cross-exa mined Casey 

as to other expenses or draws taken from the business. 

After the hearing, the parties submitted proposed findings of fact 

and conclusions of law. The trial court entered the Court's Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on December 13, 2024. App. at 

A-010. The trial court held that ''The Court finds Ca sey h a s not met his 

burden to support his Motion to Amend Child Support." Appellant's App. 

a t A-009. As a result, the trial court h eld that "[t]herefore , Casey's motion 

to modify child support is denied." Appellant's App. at A-009 -010. 

This appeal followed. 
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II. STATEMENT OF THE FACTS 

Casey and Linnea were married on March 17, 2012. There were 

two children that were born during the marriage. SR 055, Stipulation 

and Property Settlement Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation, and 

Child Support, p. 3. At the time the parties were divorced, the parties 

agreed, by Stipulation filed with the Court on May 19, 2021, that the 

parties would share joint legal custody of the parties' minor children, 

with Linnea serving as the children's primary physical custodian. SR 

055, Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement for Child Custody, 

Visitation, and Child Support, p. 3. 

As it concerns child support, the Stipulation provided as follows: 

The Defendant to pay child support to the Plaintiff in the amount 
of $1,682.00 per month and his proportionate share of daycare 
costs in the amount of $695.00 for a total amount due each month 
in the amount of $2,377.00. 

SR 055, Stipulation and Property Settlement Agreement for Child 

Custody, Visitation, and Child Support, p. 3. The Court's Decree of 

Divorce, signed on May 24, 2021 and filed on May 25, 2021, set child 

support consistent with the parties' Stipulation. SR 082. The Divorce 

Decree provided: 

ORDERED, ADJUGED AND DECREED that the Defendant shall 
continue to pay child support to the Plaintiff, each month in the 
amount of $1682.00 and his proportionate share of daycare costs 
in the amount of $695.00 for a total amount due to each month in 
the amount of $2,377.00. 

SR 082, Decree of Divorce, p. 2. 

5 



There have been no changes or adjustments to child support since 

the Decree of Divorce was entered on May 25, 2021. On February 16, 

2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child Support with the trial court. 

SR 273. The trial court held an evidentiary hearing on November 6, 2024 

on Casey's Motion. At the time of the hearing, Linnea provided updated 

income information related to her new employment. The parties 

stipulated to Linne's income for purposes of calculating child support. 

TT, p. 3: 12 - 5:8. The parties stipulated that Linnea's gross income for 

purposes of calculating child support was $7,573 per month. Both 

parties' proposed child support calculations included this number. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 3; Defendant's Exhibit 7. Further, the parties' children 

were no longer in daycare, despite Casey previously been ordered to pay 

$695 per month. Neither party argued that daycare should be included 

in the trial court's calculation or provided any evidence or testimony 

whatsoever related to ongoing daycare costs (because there were not 

any). Plaintiffs Exhibit 3; Defendant's Exhibit 7. 

The parties agreed that the disputed issue before the Court was 

the determination of Casey's income, to be used in the child support 

calculation. TT, p. 5: 1 - 5:8. 

Casey introduced as evidence his 2022 tax return and W-2 (TT, p. 

14: 15 - 15: 12; Defendant's Exhibits 3 and 4). Casey's W-2 income from 

2022 was $16,374. Casey suffered a business loss of $5,186. (TT, p. 
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14: 15 - 15: 12; Defendant's Exhibits 3 and 4). In 2022, Casey started 

Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, a trucking company that he and Olga 

operate. TI, p. 15: 14 - 16:5. Casey focused all his efforts on Bulldawg 

Enterprises in 2023. TI, p. 17: 1 - 17:4. Casey's 2023 tax return was 

introduced as Exhibit 3. TI, p. 16:20 - 16:24; Appellant's App at E. For 

2023, Bulldawg Enterprises experienced a loss of $3,587. Appellant's 

App. at E-005; TI, p. 17:5 - 17:8. However, Casey recognized that the 

Court's inquiry does not stop at his taxable gain or loss. Casey provided 

testimony regarding each of the expenses or deductions included in his 

2023 tax return. TI, p. 18:4 - 24: 15. Other than depreciation, Casey 

testified that each and every expense or deduction in his 2023 tax return 

was an actual cost paid by Bulldawg Enterprises. Bulldawg Enterprises' 

total depreciation for 2023 was $22,302. Appellant's App. at E-011; TI, 

p. 23: 17 - 24: 14. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises' depreciation 

went directly to its trucks, and the eventual replacement of those trucks. 

TI, p. 23: 17 - 24: 14. However, while Casey's proposed child support 

calculation was based off his 2024 year-to-date draws, Casey testified 

that if there was any question or confusion as to his income, tha t Casey 

did not object to all of Bulldawg Enterprises' depreciation being added 

back into his income, and using 2023 numbers for purposes of 

calculating his child support. TI, p. 48:9 - 48:23. 
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Casey's proposed child support calculation utilized the "draws" he 

and Olga had taken from Bulldawg Enterprises for the first seven months 

of 2024. Defendant's Exhibit 1 identified all of the draws taken by Casey 

and Olga during 2024. TI, p. 9: 18 - 10:25. Casey and Olga use draws to 

pay their joint personal expenses. TI, p. 11: 1 - 11:24. In addition to their 

joint expenses, Casey also has child support and alimony obligation to 

Linnea for which he takes a draw. TI, p. 11:25 - 12:3. Olga is not 

responsible for any of those expenses and as a result Casey did not 

exclude any portion of the draws for child support and alimony payments 

from his 2024 wages. TI, p. 12:4 - 12:22. Utilizing Casey's portion of the 

personal expense draws, and all of the child support and alimony draws, 

Casey calculated his draws for the first seven months of 2024 (before 

deducting any allowable deductions or expenses) to be $47,804.85, or. 

$6,829 per month. TI, p. 12: 13 - 13:6. 

Casey provided to the trial court his 2022 income, 2023 income, 

and year-to-date draws (as of when the matter was first s cheduled to be 

hea rd) for 2024. Despite the fact that Ca sey provided all income 

information ava ila ble to him for 2022, 2023 , a nd 2024, tha t the parties 

a greed and stipula ted to a change in Linnea's income, and the fact that 

neither party presented any evidence of, or argued, that there were any 

ongoing d aycare expenses, the trial court entered the Court's Findings of 

Fact a nd Conclusions of Law a nd Orde r on December 13 , 20 24 h olding 
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that "[t]he Court finds Casey has not met his burden to support his 

Motion to Amend Child Support." Appellant's App. at A-009. As a result, 

the trial court held that "[t]herefore, Casey's motion to modify child 

support is denied." Appellant's App. at A-009-010. 

Because there was no showing of a change in circumstances 

required, because there were no longer any daycare expenses, and 

because both parties had changed jobs and incomes since child support 

was set on May 25, 2021, the trial court erred in refusing to calculate 

child support. 

ARGUMENT 

I. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED WHEN IT REFUSED TO CALCULATE 

CHILD SUPPORT 

A. STANDARD OF REVIEW 

This Court reviews "the trial court's award or denial of child 

support under the abuse of discretion standard." Miller v. Jacobsen, 2006 

S.D. 33, ,r 18, 714 N.W.2d 69, 76 (citing Midzak v. Midzak, 2005 S.D. 58, 

697 N.W.2d 733, 738 (citing Billion v. Billion, 1996 S.D. 101, 553 N.W.2d 

226, 2 30 (citing Vander Pol v. Vander Pol, 484 N.W.2d 522 (SD 1992)))). 

However, "[t]he exercise of discretion by the 'trial court must have a 

sound basis in the evidence presented."' Id. (citing Linard v. Hershey, 489 

N.W.2d 599, 603-04 (SD 1992) (citing Masek v. Masek, 89 SD 62, 228 

N.W.2d 334 (1975))). "An abuse of discretion occurs when 'discretion [is] 

exercised to an end or purpose not justified by, and clearly against, 
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reason and evidence."' Id. (citing Watson-Wojewski v. Wojewski, 2000 

S.D. 132,617 N.W.2d 666,670 (quoting Billion, 1996 S.D. 101, 553 

N.W.2d at 230 (quoting Kanta v. Kanta, 479 N.W.2d 505, 507 (SD 

1991))). 

B. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED WHEN IT DENIED CASEY RAY 
BULYCA'S MOTION AND REFUSED TO CALCULATE CHILD 
SUPPORT 

No party disputes that "[t]he parents of a child are jointly and 

severally obligated for the necessary maintenance, education, and 

support of the child in accordance with their respective means." SDCL § 

25-7-6.1. Casey has been paying child support to Linnea in the amount 

of $2,377 per month since the Decree of Divorce was entered on May 25, 

2021. SR 082, Decree of Divorce, p. 2. By statute, "[t]he court setting the 

support shall have the authority to require periodic adjustments in the 

support." SDCL § 25-7-6.11. "All orders for support entered and in effect 

prior to July 1, 2022, may be modified in accordance with this chapter 

without requiring a showing of a change in circumstances from the entry 

of the order." SDCL § 25-7-6.13. Because the child support order in this 

case was entered on May 25, 2021, which is prior to July 1, 2022, the 

child support obligation may be modified without requiring any showing 

of a change in circumstances. 1 

1 Even if a change in circumstances were required, one exists and was shown. Casey focused his works 
efforts entirely on Bulldawg Enterprises starting in 2023. Interestingly enough, Casey acknowledged an 
increase in his income. Linnea started a new job with Patterson Dental and had a substantial increase in her 
income. Also, the daycare expenses included in the prior child support order were no longer being incurred 
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In this case, no showing of a substantial change in circumstances 

was required, Linnea had a new job making more money, Casey had a 

new job making ore money, and the parties' daycare expenses were no 

longer being paid. Despite all of these undisputed facts, the trial court 

refused to even complete a child support calculation, leaving Casey's 

child support obligation at an amount set while both parties were 

working different jobs and he was paying $695 per month for daycare 

(which he is now still paying despite the fact that no daycare expenses 

exist). 

South Dakota law is clear on how to calculate child support. First, 

each parties' new monthly income must be determined. Under SDCL § 

25-7-6.3: 

The monthly net income of each parent shall be determined by the 
parent's gross income less allowable deductions, as set forth in this 
chapter. The monthly gross income of each parent includes 
amounts received from the following sources: 

(1) Compensation paid to an employee for personal services, 
whether salary, wages, commissions, bonus, or otherwise 
designated; 

(2) Self:-employment income including gain, pro[i,t, or loss from a 
business, farm, or profession; 

(3) Periodic payments from pensions or retirement programs, 
including social security or veteran's benefits, disability 
payments, or insurance contracts; 

(4) Interest, dividends, rentals, royalties, or other gain derived 
from investment of capital assets; 

(5) Gain or loss from the sale, trade, or conversion of capital 
a ssets; 

by either party. Any one of these factors, alone, would qualify as a substantial change in circumstances 
allowing for a child support modification. 
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(6) Reemployment assistance or unemployment insurance 
benefits; 

(7) Worker's compensation benefits; and 
(8) Benefits in lieu of compensation including military pay 

allowances. 

Overtime wages, commissions, and bonuses may be excluded if the 
compensation is not a regular and recurring source of income for 
the parent. Income derived from seasonal employment shall be 
annualized to determine a monthly average income. 

(emphasis added). The parties stipulated to Linnea's current net monthly 

income.2 Casey is self-employed. Under SDCL § 25-7-6.3, Casey's net 

income is determined from looking at Casey's gross self-employment 

income, which the statute specifically recognizes could be gain, profit, or 

loss, less allowable deductions. South Dakota law further specifically 

addresses gross income from a business, as follows: 

Gross income from a business, profession, farming, rentals, 
royalties, estates, trusts, or other sources, are the net profi.ts or 
gain, or net losses shown on any or all schedules fi.led as part of the 
parents' federal income tax returns or as part of any federal income 
tax returns for any business with which he is associated, except 
that the court may allow or disallow deductions for federal income 
taxation purposes which do not require the expenditure of cash, 
including, but not limited to, depreciation or depletion allowances, 
and may fitrther consider the extent to which household expenses, 
automobile expenses, and related items are deductible or partially 
deductible for income tax purposes. In the event a court disallows 
depreciation, it may consider necessary capital expenditures which 
enhance the parent's current income for child support purposes. 

SDCL § 25-7 -6.6 (emphasis added). Consistent with SDCL § 25-7 -6.6, 

Casey provided the Court with his most recent federal income tax 

2 It must be noted again here that despite the fact that the parties stipulated to Linnea's net monthly income, 
the Court, in essence, rejected the parties' stipulation, and Linnea' s testimony, by refusing to complete a 
child support calculation. 
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return. 3 Casey's federal income tax return clearly identified his "net 

losses shown on any or all schedules" which SDCL § 25-7-6.6 mandates 

as the starting point for determining Casey's income. Casey further 

provided the calculations and testified to his income if the Court were to 

disallow his depreciation deduction. Finally, Casey testified that each of 

the other expenses or deductions contained within his tax return 

required the actual expenditure of cash. TI, p. 18:4 - 24: 15. 

There is little caselaw on point wherein both parties have changed 

jobs, changed incomes, the parties are no longer incurring daycare 

expenses previously included in the child support calculation, no change 

of circumstances is required, and the trial court simply denies a Motion 

to Modify Child Support without completing some sort of child support 

calculation. Interestingly enough, even Linnea's proposed child support 

calculation included a reduction in child support by over $700 per 

month. See Plaintiff's Exhibit 3. In Ostwald v. Ostwald, the trial court 

denied a request to modify child support "specifically finding: 1) 

appellant had assigned her support rights to the State of South Dakota; 

2) there had been no change of circumstances, and 3) that the existing 

support level was derived pursuant to a compromise after extended 

litigation." 331 N.W.2d 64, 65 (S.D. 1983). In that case, even where a 

change in circumstances was required, this Court reversed, holding: 

3 Casey also provided his income tax return from the year prior to establish that 2023 was not simply an off 
year. 
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Five years have elapsed since the entry of appellant's $50.00 per 
month per child support order. We hold that the trial court clearly 
abused its discretion in failing to inquire into appellee's current 
earnings and modify the child support order. This was a case in 
equity and the full financial circumstances of the appellee should 
have been produced, as requested by appellant. The judgment is 
accordingly reversed and remanded for an evidentiary hearing and 
ruling in compliance with our resolution of this issue. 

Id. at 67 (emphasis added). In this case, there is no substantial change in 

circumstances required, and both parties have obtained different 

employment with different income. 

In Fossum v. Fossum, this Court reversed a prospective child 

support increa se based on a parent's a nticipated increa se in ea rnings, 

holding that "[c]hild support should be based upon the needs of the child 

or children and awarded on the basis of the supporting parent's 

reasonably determinable income. Accordingly, we conclude that the t rial 

court should on remand determine the amount of support based upon 

the husband's present ability to pay and the children's present needs." 

374 N.W.2d 100, 101-02 (S.D. 1985) (emphasis added). The same 

principle , under the opposite ra tionale is true in this ca s e . The trial court 

refused to modify Casey's child support obligation to take into a ccount is 

present ability to pay and the children's present needs, instead requiring 

the parties to adhere to the 202 1 Decree of Divorce , which does not 

reflect either party's current income or n eeds. 
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Under South Dakota law, '"[t]he statutory scheme in SDCL Chapter 

25-7 governs child support calculations' and sets forth a procedure 

'wherein the initial step is to determine the current net income of the 

parties and scheduled support amount.' Only after this step is completed 

may a deviation, under SDCL 25-7-6.2, enter into the child support 

obligation computation. This 'procedure for child support calculation is 

mandatory."' Muenster v. Muenster, 2009 S.D. 23, ,r 27, 764 N.W.2d 712, 

720 (citations omitted). "A proper application of the statutes [] requires 

the trial court to calculate [a parent's] monthly child support based on 

his actual earnings. The parties' net monthly income is then combined to 

determine the appropriate support obligation." Id. at ,r 30. In this case, 

the trial court did not follow the required statutory scheme in SDCL 

Chapter 25-7. The trial court did not calculate or attempt to provide a 

child support calculation based on either party's actual earnings. 

Instead, the Court simply denied the Motion to Modify Child Support, 

leaving the parties child support obligation as it was set on May 25, 

2021, when both parties had different employment, different wages, and 

daycare expenses were being incurred. The current child support 

obligation (after the trial court denied the Motion) does not reflect 

Linnea's actual wages, Casey's actual wages, or the present needs of the 

children (which do not include daycare). The trial court erred in refusing 

to complete a current child support calculation. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing arguments and authority set forth herein, the 

Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca, respectfully requests that this Court 

reverse the Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order 

entered by the trial court on December 13, 2024 (Appellant's App. at A-

001-010) and remand to the trial court for a calculation of child support 

consistent with South Dakota law. 

Dated this 17th day of March, 2025. 

NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

Isl Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 
Attorneys for Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca 
326 Founders Park Drive / P. 0. Box 8030 
Rapid City, SD 57709-8030 
(605) 721-5846 
ro bert@nooneysolay.com 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) IN CIRCUIT COURT 
:SS 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON ) SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

LINNEA CAROL BULYCA, ) 51 DIV. 20-000166 
) 

Plaintiff, ) COURT'S FINDINGS Of' FACT 
) AND CONCLUSIONS OF 

v. ) LAW AND ORDER 
) 

CASEY RAY BULYCA, ) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

THIS MATTER ~!;!.ving come before the Court on November 6, 2024, on the 

Defendant's Motion to Amend Child Support, the Plaintiff Linnea Carol Bulyca, appearing 

in person and through her counsel, Nicholas J. Peterson; the Defendant Casey Ray Bulyca, 

appearing telephonically and through his counsel, Robert Galbraith; the Court h aving had 

the opportunity to consider the evidence submitted by the parties, the testimony presented, 

the exhibits received by the Court, and the contents of the file herein, and good cause 

appearing does hereby fmd: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. That any Finding of Fact deemed to be a Conclusion of Law or any Conclusion of 

Law deemed to be a Finding of Fact should be appropriately incorporated in 

Findings of Fact and Cor?clu~ione of Law as the case may be. 

2. The parties to this case are Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca (hereinafter "Linnea") and 

Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca (hereinafter "Casey''). 

3 . The Plaintiff is a resident of Pennington County, South Dakota, and the Defendant is 

a resident of the state of Alabama. 

4. This Court has per sonal and subject matter jurisdiction in this matter. 
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5. On May 25, 2021, Linnea and Casey were divorce by this Court, through the filing of 

a Decree of Divorce. 

6. The Decree of Divorce incorporated the Parties' Stipulation and Property Settlement 

Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation, and Child Support, which was signed by 

the parties on May 19, 2021, and filed with the Court. 

7. There were two children born during the marriage. Caiden Ray Bulyca, born 

November 19, 2013 and Cooper Ray Bulyca, born September 3, 2018. 

8. The Decree of Pivorce and Stipulation dated May 24, 2021, set Casey's child support 

to Linnea at $2,377 per month ($1,682 for child support and $695 for daycare 

expense). 

9. Casey's income at the time of filing of divorce was calculated at $13,441 per month 

and Linnea's income at the time of filing of divorce was calculated at $2,895 per 

month. 

IO.On February 16, 2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child Support. 

11. The Motion to Amend Child Support identified that the Defendant's proposed child 

support calculation, utilizing the income information provided by the parties during 

2023 in Defendant's Exhibit 1. 

12.Since the agreement was signed, Casey has changed employment by starting his 

own business, Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC and Bulldawg Logistics, LLC. Both are 

South Dakota limited liability companies. 

13. Casey was aware of his court ordered financial obligations prior to deciding to 

change employment. 

14.Casey testified that he and his live-in girlfriend, Olga, are joint owners of Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. 
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15. Casey provided no documentation to support that Olga owns half of Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. 

16.There was no indication from the financial statements of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC 

that Olga had a one-half ownership interest. 

17. There is no indication from the financial statements of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC 

that Olga had received a draw or other payout from the business. 

18.Cascy submitted a child support worksheet and claims his income to be $5,300 each 

month. 

19.The bank statements do not indicate that Olga received any draws. 

20.0lga is not listed as an owner on Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC bank accounts. 

21.Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC bank statements were submitted with the Court and 

were marked as exhibits. 

22.Casey provided a budget totaling $11,392.30 in expenses each month . 

23.Casey testified that all his expenses are paid e ach month. 

24. Casey provided a Profit and Loss Statement for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, showing 

a gross profit of $920,874.59 and a net operating profit of $123,065.79 from 

January 2024 to July 2024. 

25. Casey provided an accounting of Owner's Draws from Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, 

showing total v.rithdrawals through July of2024 amounting to $24,059 and $47,491 

for a total of $71,550. 

26. Casey testified that his live-in girlfriend, Olga, is his business partner and that she 

receives 50% of the draws listed. 
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27.Casey provided no LLC paperwork for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC or any 

documentation to establish that Olga owns half of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

28. Olga is not listed on any of the LLC bank statements. 

29.Casey provided no proof of who received the draws from Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

30.Total ovm.er draws from the business total $71,550 for the first 7 months of2024 for 

a total monthly draw of $10,221 each month. 

31. Casey testified that the owner draws are attributed to his personal credit cards, 

personal consolidation loan, child support, and alimony. 

32.Casey provided personal and business bank accounts. 

33. Casey's business bank accounts show that the business pays for all of Casey's 

monthly expenses. 

34. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays his rent in the amount of 

$2,000 each month. 

35.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's truck payment in the 

amount of $600.00 each month. 

36. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal car insurance 

in the amount of$386.14 each month. 

37. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal internet costs 

in the amount of $85.00 each month. 

38. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal water bill in 

the amount of $85.00. 
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39. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's power bill in the 

amount of $292.62 each month. 

40. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays for the boys' medical insurance 

in the amount of$591.94 each month. 

41. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal vitamins in the 

amount of $200.00. 

42.Casey testified that life insurance is paid by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC in the 

amount of $103.00. 

43.After adding the draws attributed to Casey along with the personal expenses, he 

testified to Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC paying each month, Casey's income exceeds 

his budgeted amount of $11392.00 per month. 

44. Casey failed to provide documentary evidence to support that the payment of h is 

personal expenses are paid from draws from the business. 

45. The bank statements provided indicate that Casey pays for nearly all of his personal 

monthly expenses through Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC as business expenses. 

46.Casey testified to utilizing Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC to pay his personal expenses. 

47.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays the expenses listed in his 

budget. 

48.There is no gas expense listed for Casey's personal vehicle in his personal budget, 

but financial documents indicate Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays the expense. 

49.At a minimum, Casey draws from the business each month to pay for the expenses 

listed in his personal budget of $11,392.30. 
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50. Casey testified that he takes cash from the business in ATM withdrawals. 

51. Casey testified that all of his bills presented in his budget arc paid by Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. 

52. Casey provided his 2023 tax return which included a P&L for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC. 

53.Casey's tax return shows a loss for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

54.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays all his expenses including rent, 

and claims no income from the business. 

55. Casey's tax return shows $0 for wages. 

56.Casey did not provide any documentation to support his personal budget. 

57.Casey failed to provide any credit card statements to support how his expenses were 

paid. 

58. Casey testified there were duplicative expenses presented but offered no proof to 

support his statement. 

59.Linnea testified to obtaining new employment with her gross monthly income 

amounting to $5,833 per month. 

60. Linnea also testified that she is a licensed r eal estate agent and her income this year 

amounted to $1,740 per month. 

61. Linnea testified that she has no active deals pending and plans on focusing on her 

new full-time position. 

62. Linnea expects to be able to keep her license but does not anticipate selling homes 

at the same rate she was doing in 2024 _ 
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63. Linnea's testimony regarding her income was credible. 

64.Linnea supported her testimony with documentation. 

65. Casey's testimony regarding his expenses, how they were paid, and by whom was 

not supported and therefore, not credible. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

l, This Court has jurisdiction of the Parties and the subject matter to this litigation. 

2. Under SDCL § 25-5-18.1, "[t]he parents of any child are under a legal duty to 

support their child in accordance -with the provisions of§ 25-7-6.1, until the child 

attains the age of eighteen, or until the child attains the age of nineteen if the child 

is a full-time student in a secondary school." Both parents "are responsible for 

payment of child support in accordance with§ 25-7-6.1." SDCL § 25-4A-16 

3. Pursuant to SDCL § 25-7-6.13, this Court may modify child support without 

requiring a showing of a change in circumstances because the Court's prior child 

support Order was entered prior to July 1, 2022. 

4. In this case, the parties stipulated to Linnea's income, so the Court was tasked only 

with determining Casey's income. 

5. Under SDCL § 25-7-6.3 

The monthly net income of each parent shall be determined by the parent's gross 
income less allowable deductions, as set forth in this chapter. The monthly gross 
income of each parent includes amounts received from the following sources: 

(l] Compensation paid to an employee for personal services, whether salary, 
wages, commissions, bonus, or otherwise designated; 

(2) Self-employment income including gain, profit, or Joss from a business, farm, 
or profession; 

13) Periodic payments from pensions or retirement programs, including social 
security or veteran's benefits, disability payments, or insurance contracts; 

(4) Interest, dividends, rentals, royalties, or other gain derived from investment of 
capital assets; 
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(5] Gain or loss from the sale, trade, or conversion of capital assets; 

(6] Reemployment assistance or unemployment insurance benefits; 

(7) Worker's compensation benefits; and 

(8] Benefits in lieu of compensation including military pay allowances. 

Overtime wages, commissions, and bonuses may be excluded if the 
compensation is not a regular and recurring source of income for the parent. Income 
derived from seasonal employment shall be annualized to determine a mcmthly 
average income. 

6. The South Dakota Legislature has provided the standard for the Court to use 

when a parent's income is derived from a business. That statute provides as 

follows: 

Gross income from a business, profession, farming, rentals, royalties, estates, trusts, 

or other sources, are the net profits or gain, or net losses shown on any or all 

schedules filed as part of the parents' federal income tax returns or as part of any 

federal income tax returns for any business with which he is associated, except that 

the court may allow or disallow deductions for federal income taxation purposes 

which do not require the expenditure of cash, including, but not limited to, 
depreciation or depletion allowances, and may further consider the extent to which 
household expenses, automobile expenses, and related items are deductible or 

partially deductible for income tax purposes. In the event a court disallows 

depreciation, it may consider necessary capital expenditures which enhance the 

parent's current income for child support purposes. 

SDCL § 25-7-6.6 (emphasis added). 

7. South Dakota utilizes an "income shares method" to calculate child support under 

which: a child support figure is established by adding together the gross income of 

both parents and {by] using [a statutory] chart to determine what the proper amount of 

support is for that income level. The child support is then allocated between ... both 
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parents in proportion to their relative [net monthly) incomes, with the payment being 

made by the non-custodial parent to the custodial parent. Condron u. Condron, 10 

N.W.3d 213 (S.D. 2024) (quoting Peterson v. Peterson, 2000 S.D. 58, ,r 15, 610 N.W.2d 

69, 71). 

8. That since the entry of the order in May of 2021, Casey has, by his own choice, 

changed jobs and created his own businesses. 

9. Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC has owner draws for 2024 in the amount of $71,550 for 

the first seven (7) months of 2024 for a total monthly income of $10,221. 

10.Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's rent in the amount of $2,000.00 each 

month. 

11.Bulidawg Enterprises, LLC pays all of Casey's personal expenses to include 

insurance, gas, utility bills, truck payments, food, and entertainment. 

12.After considering Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays for virtually all of Casey's personal 

expenses, the Court concludes those expenses shall not be deducted for purposes of 

calculating child support and shall be considered when determining Casey's gross 

monthly income. 

13.After considering Casey's personal monthly expenses paid through Bulldawg 

Enterprises LLC, Casey's gross monthly income, at a minimum, is $11,392. 

14.At a minimum, Casey's budget of $11,392 has been met each month, which does not 

include ATM expenses, gas, gifts, miscellaneous expenses, and travel. The Court 

concludes, at a minimum, he has failed to show that his income has decreased since 

the order for child support was entered in May of 2021. 

15. The Court finds Casey has not met his burden to support his Motion to Amend Child 

Support. 

16. Therefore, Casey's motion to modify child support is denied. 
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ORDER 

Considering the foregoing, it is hereby 

ORDERED that Defendants' Motion to Amend Child Support i& DENIED. 

,7-€:__-
Dated this _/j___ day of December 2024. 

BY THE COURT 

~ 

Attest: 

Is/.....>,,<;~~-- -
Amber Watkins, Clerk of Courts 

. . . ·rt<', 

,i 
-~;· 

-:-~ 

State of Sourn U ai-oi,, '\ Se·,.:n ll1 Judicial 
County of Pennington/ Circuit Court 
I hereby certify that the fore~uing instrument 
is a true and corNct copy of the (1riginal as_ 
lhe same appears on record in my office 1111s 

The Honorable Scott A. Roetzel 
Circuit Court Judge 
Seventh Judicial Circui 

FILED 
PeMington County, SD 
IN CIRCUIT COURT 

DEC \ 3 202~ 
DEC 1 3 2024 

Amber Watkins 
Clerk of Courts, Pennington County 
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Amber "f{ilki,,. Clerk of Courts 

By~ - - Deputy 

By _ ___ f'b£ __ ~ Depuly 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON ) 

LINNEA CAROL BULYCA, 

Plaintiff, 
V. 

CASEY RAY BUYLCA, 

Defendant. 

IN CIRCUIT COURT 

SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

File No. 51DIV20-000166 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

THIS MATTER came before the Court on the 6th day of November, 2024, 

on the Defendant's Motion to Amend Child Support, which was filed on 

February 16, 2024; this matter was originally scheduled for hearing on March 

21, 2024, the matter was not taken up at that hearing on Plaintiffs request; 

this matter was rescheduled for hearing on July 31, 2024, the matter was not 

taken up at that hearing on Plaintiffs request; this matter was rescheduled for 

hearing on September 18, 2024, the matter was not taken up at that hearing 

on Plaintiffs request; this matter was rescheduled for hearing on November 6, 

2024, on November 6, 2024, the Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca was personally 

present and represented by counsel, Nicholas Peterson; the Defendant, Casey 

Ray Bulyca, was personally present via zoom and represented by counsel, 

Robert Galbraith; the Court having considered the papers and pleadings on file 

herein, the testimony presented at the time of trial as well as all of the exhibits 

presented at the time of trial, and being duly advised in the premises; now, 

therefore, hereby enters the following: 

1 

Filed: 12/6/2024 4:06 PM CST Pennington County, South Dakota 51DIV20-000166 
B 001 



FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. On May 25, 2021, the Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca (hereinafter 

"Linnea") and the Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca (hereinafter "Casey") were 

divorce by this Court, through the filing of a Decree of Divorce. 

2. The Decree of Divorce incorporated the Parties' Stipulation and 

Property Settlement Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation, and Child 

Support, which was signed by the parties on May 19, 2021 and filed with the 

Court. 

3. The Decree of Divorce and Stipulation set Casey's child support to 

Linnea at $2,377 per month. 

4. On February 16, 2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child 

Support. See Exhibit 1. 

5. The Motion to Amend Child Support specifically identified that 

"[t]he Defendant's proposed child support calculation, utilizing the income 

information provided by the parties during 2023, is attached hereto as Exhibit 

l." 

6. The Parties conducted an evidentiary hearing related to alimony, 

including evidence of the parties' respective incomes on September 12, 2023. 

7. Casey filed a Notice of Hearing, scheduling a hearing on the 

Defendant's Motion to Amend Child Support for Thursday, March 21, 2024 at 

4:00 p.m. See Exhibit 2. 

8. Linnea did not respond to or object to the Motion to Amend Child 

Support prior to the hearing on March 21, 2024. 
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9. During the hearing on March 21, 2024, Linnea's counsel appeared 

and requested that an evidentiary hearing be set or that the matter be referred 

to a child support referee. 

10. An evidentiary hearing was scheduled for July 31, 2024. See 

Exhibit 3. 

11. On July 29, 2024, two days before the scheduled hearing, despite 

having not previously requested any documentation, or having not previously 

filed an objection or any motion with the Court, Linnea objected to the hearing 

on July 31, requesting that the Court "either continue the matter to another 

date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and potentially 

reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support referee to 

determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate." See Exhibit 

4. 

12. The Court granted a continuance at Plaintiffs request. See Exhibit 

5. 

13. The hearing was rescheduled for September 18, 2024. 

14. On September 16, 2024, the Court indicated to the parties via 

email that it would allow a Zoom appearance for Casey, who lives in Alabama 

and was currently working in Ohio, and further ordered that the parties 

immediately exchange any exhibits, which had not previously been exchanged. 

See Exhibit 6. 

15. On September 17, 2024, the Court inquired as to whether or not a 

continuance was appropriate given the recent exchange of documents, and the 
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conflict between the parties and request for a personal appearance. See Exhibit 

7. 

16. The Defendant indicated that he would like to proceed with the 

hearing and was not requesting a continuance. See Exhibit 8. 

17. The Plaintiff requested a continuance of the hearing date. See 

Exhibit 9. 

18. This matter was rescheduled to November 6, 2024. 

19. On November 6, 2024, Linnea appeared in person and with her 

counsel. Casey appeared in person via zoom and with his counsel. 

20. The parties stipulated to Linnea's income and her side of the child 

support calculation worksheets, as set forth in Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 and 

Defendant's Exhibit 7. 

21. The parties stipulated that Linnea's monthly gross income is 

$7,573 per month. Linnea's FIT (Federal Income Tax Withheld) is $985. 

Linnea's Social Security and Medicare withholds are $470 and $110, 

respectively. 

22. The parties stipulated that the disputed issue before the Court was 

Casey's income and Casey's side of the child support calculation worksheets, 

as set forth in Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 and Defendant's Exhibit 7. 

23. At the outset, it must be noted that even Linnea agrees that 

Casey's child support obligation should be reduced. Linnea's child support 

calculation results in child support from Casey to Linnea in the amount of 

$1,671 per month. See Plaintiffs Exhibit 3. 
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24. Casey is self-employed. Casey owns two businesses called 

Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC and Bulldawg Logistics, LLC. Both are South 

Dakota limited liability companies. 

25. Casey provided his income information dating back to his prior 

employment in 2022. 

26. In 2022, Casey worked for AP Logistics. According to his W-2, 

Casey's total "wages, tips, other income" from AP Logistics in 2022 was 

$16,374.00. See Defendant's Exhibit 4. 

27. Casey also introduced his 2022 tax return. Casey's total income, 

from any source, in 2022 was $16,374. See Defendant's Exhibit 3, C. BULYCA 

0024. 

28. In 2023, Casey created and started working for Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. 

29. Casey provided his 2023 tax return. During 2023, Bulldawg 

Enterprises operated at a taxable loss of ($3,587). See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. 

BULYCA 0064. 

30. Casey does not prepare and file his own tax return. Casey's tax 

returns are prepared by Casey Peterson, LTD., a reputable tax and accounting 

firm in Rapid City. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0065. 

31. Under South Dakota law, a parent's gross income from a business 

is identified as the net profits or losses as shown on a federal income tax 

return, except that the Court may allow or disallow deductions which do not 

require the expenditure of cash. SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 
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32. Casey testified, and the Court believes, that the most accurate 

representation of Casey's income, is found within his 2023 U.S. Individual 

Income Tax Return. 

33. However, because Casey is self-employed, the Court must take a 

closer look at Casey's tax return to assess his income. 

34. Casey's "Additional Income" found on his Form 1040 (a loss of 

$3,587) is a canyover from his Schedule 1 / Schedule C for Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0064, 0066, and 0068-

0069. 

35. Bulldawg Enterpises, LLC's "net profits or gain, or net losses 

shown on any or all schedules filed as part of [Casey's] federal income tax 

return[]" consists of a loss in the amount of $3,587. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, 

C. BUL YCA 0064, 0066, and 0068-0069. 

36. However, the Court's inquiry does not stop here. Under SDCL § 25-

7-6.6, "the court may allow or disallow deductions for federal income taxation 

purposes which do not require the expenditure of cash[.]" Casey went through 

each of his deductions for federal income taxation purposes during the hearing. 

37. Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC's gross receipts or sales totaled 

$602,724. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. 

38. The first "deduction" from gross income is "Cost of goods sold" in 

the total amount of $347,294. According to the return itself, "Cost of goods 

sold" comes from "line 42" of the Schedule C. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. 

BULYCA 0068. 
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39. Line 42 includes "Cost oflabor. Do not include any amounts paid 

to yourself' and "Other costs [which are identified on Statement 1]." See 

Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0069. 

40. The "Cost of labor" totaled $144,514 and includes amounts paid 

for labor. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0069. 

41. "Cost of labor" requires the expenditure of cash and cannot be 

disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

42. The "Other costs" in the amount of $202,780 are found on 

Statement 1. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0083. 

43. The "Other costs" are "Commercial Truck Expense[s]" in the 

amount of $202,780. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0083. Casey 

testified that this would include any lease haulers, repair work, or other out-of­

pocket expenses associated with the trucks owned by Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC. 

44. The "Other costs" or "Commercial Truck Expense[s]" require the 

expenditure of cash and cannot be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-

7 -6 .6. 

45. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Advertising" in the amount of $4,705. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. 

BULYCA 0068. Casey testified that this would include his out-of-pocket costs 

for advertising. 

46. The "Advertising" costs require the expenditure of cash and cannot 

be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 
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4 7. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Car and truck expenses (see instructions)" in the amount of $19,686. 

See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. 

48. Upon being provided the "instructions" referenced in that line item, 

Casey identified that the "Car and truck expense" was the "actual expenses of 

operating your car or truck or the standard mileage rate allowable by the IRS." 

49. The "Car and truck expenses" require the expenditure of cash and 

cannot be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

50. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Depreciation and section 1 79 expense deduction (not included in Part 

III) (see instruction)" in the amount of $22,302. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. 

BUL YCA 0068. 

51. The depreciation schedule for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC is found 

at Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0070. 

52. Casey acknowledged that depreciation deduction does not require 

the expenditure of cash on an annual basis, but that the assets being 

depreciated are the trucks owned by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, which need to 

be replaced through a capital expenditure when they are no longer operable. 

53. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Employee benefit programs (other than on line 19)" in the amount of 

$50,251. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. These include benefits 

offered to employees of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC and paid for by Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. 
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54. The "Employee benefit programs" require the expenditure of cash 

and cannot be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

55. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Office expenses" in the amount of $11,410. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, 

C. BULYCA 0068. These are office expenses paid for by Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC. 

56. The "Office expenses" require the expenditure of cash and cannot 

be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

57. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Rent or lease" of "Vehicles, machinery, and equipment" in the amount 

of $20,916. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. This includes amounts 

paid by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC to rent vehicles, machinery, and equipment. 

58. The "Rent or lease" expense requires the expenditure of cash and 

cannot be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

59. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Supplies (not included in Part III)" in the amount of $5,977. See 

Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. The expense includes supplies paid for 

by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

60. The "Supplies" expense requires the expenditure of cash and 

cannot be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

61. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Travel" in the amount of $37,161. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. 

BUL YCA 0068. Travel expenses include expenses for lodging and transportation 
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connected with overnight business away from a person or business's "home." 

Casey identified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC is frequently required to pay 

for hotel rooms, flights, or other travel expenses. 

62. The "Travel" expense requires the expenditure of cash and cannot 

be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

63. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Deductible meals {see instructions)" in the amount of $13,172. See 

Defe-ndant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. Deductible meals expenses include 

expenses for food or meals connected with overnight business away from a 

person or business's "home." 

64. The "Deductible meals" expense requires the expenditure of cash 

and cannot be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

65. The next "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Utilities" in the amount of $13,209. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. 

BULYCA 0068. Utilities include the costs paid by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC for 

utilities. 

66. The "Utilities" expense requires the expenditure of cash and cannot 

be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

67. The final "deduction" on the Schedule C for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC is "Other expenses {from line 48)" in the amount of $23,610. See 

Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 0068. 

68. The "Other expenses" from line 48 include "Bank fees" in the 

amount of $1,827, "Credit card fees" in the amount of $740, "Licenses" in the 
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amount of $12,066, "Software & subscriptions" in the amount of $4,851, and 

"Safety" costs in the amount of $4,126. See Defendant's Exhibit 2, C. BULYCA 

0069. Each of these costs includes monies paid by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC 

for the respective categories of expenses. 

69. The "Other expenses" require the expenditure of cash and cannot 

be disallowed by the Court under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

70. Casey testified that other than the depreciation, each of the 

deductions on the federal income tax return for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC 

require out-of-pocket expenditures by the company. The Court finds this 

testimony credible as each of these expenses would, under federal tax law, 

require actual out-of-pocket expenditures, a fact acknowledged by the South 

Dakota Legislature when it specifically acknowledged that depreciation is the 

"deduction" the Court should be focused on in SDCL § 25-7-6.6. 

71. If the Court adds the totality of depreciation to Casey's 2023 

income (total depreciation was $22,302), Casey's annual gross income for 2023 

totaled $18,715 (a loss of $3,587 plus depreciation of $22,302). This would 

make Casey's total monthly gross income $1,559.58 ($18,715/12 months). 

72. However, Casey did not use $1,559 per month as his gross income 

in his proposed child support calculation. Instead, Casey calculated his total 

monthly gross income at $6,829. See Defendant's Exhibit 7. 

73. Casey testified that he reached this number by including the total 

amount of all of his distributions received in 2024 {whether or not those 

distributions were for allowable expenses or deductions on his tax return and 
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would not be included in his gross income under SDCL § 25-7-6.6). 

74. Casey introduced a spreadsheet of the distributions from Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC for 2024. See Defendant's Exhibit 1. The spreadsheet 

contained two separate categories of distributions "Owners Drawings" and 

"Child Support/ Alimony." 

75. Casey testified that Bulldawg Logistics, LLC is a new entity that 

has not yet made any profit or distributions. 

76. Linnea spent a significant amount of time during the trial focusing 

on the "personal expenses" of Casey that she believes were paid by Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. Casey identified in response that those "personal expenses" 

would have been paid for through the "Owners Drawings" identified in 

Defendant's Exhibit 1. 

77. Casey lives with, owns, and operates his businesses with his 

girlfriend, Olga Khalina. Casey is the Chief Executive Office of Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. Casey is responsible for the day-to-day business operations. 

He drives trucks and helps manage employees. Olga is the Chief Operating 

Officer of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. Olga is responsible for driver logistics and 

management, customer communication, managing finances, registrations and 

insurance, and other daily tasks. Casey testified that both Casey and Olga 

generally work seven days a week. 

78. Casey also testified that Casey and Olga split all of their income 

and expenses 50 / 50. By way of example, the "personal expenses" explored by 

Linnea during the hearing included things like rent, vehicle insurance, cellular 
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phone bills, water, power or other utility costs, etc. Casey identified that those 

are classified as business expenses because their business office is operated 

out of their home. Both Casey and Olga are on the lease and responsible for ½ 

of the lease payment. Both Casey and Olga would be responsible for ½ of the 

vehicle insurance, cellular phone bills, and water, power or other utility costs. 

When one of those bills is paid, it is put on a credit card. When a credit card 

payment must be made, Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC issues an "Owners Draw" 

to pay those expenses. 

79. Casey testified that every time he paid a bill in his name, whether 

or not that bill could ultimately be classified as a proper business expense or 

deduction, that he classified it as an "Owner's Draw" on the books of Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. Casey acknowledged that he is not a Certified Public 

Accountant (CPA) and that he would rely upon Casey Peterson LTD to classify 

his business expenses at the end of the year. Casey readily acknowledged that 

the most accurate way to determine his gross or net income from Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC would be through his tax returns. 

80. However, for purposes of Casey's proposed child support 

calculation, Casey included his portion (½) of each "Owners Draw", whether or 

not that draw was used to pay rent, vehicle insurance, cellular phone bills, 

water, power or other utility costs, etc. 

81. The total "Owners Draw" from January 1, 2024 through July 31, 

2024, was $47,491.69. See Defendant's Exhibit 1. Casey testified that½ of the 

"Owners Draw" would have been used to pay his ½ of the expenses and the 
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other ½ of the "Owners Draw" would be used to pay Olga's ½ of the expenses. 

As such, Casey testified that $23,745.85 of the "Owners Draw" would be 

classified as his draw. 

82. To be fair, Casey separated the draws from Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC which were taken out to pay his alimony and child support obligation 

because, as Casey testified, those obligations were his and not Olga's. The total 

draws for alimony and child support from January 1, 2024 through July 31, 

2024 were $24,059.00. 

83. Together, Casey's ½ of the "Owners Draw" and all of the child 

support and alimony payments totaled $47,804.85. Casey readily 

acknowledged that much of this draw may appropriately be classified as a 

business expense or deduction, but wanted to provide the most accurate 

representation of money he used from the business. 

84. If the Court uses Casey's 2024 draws, Casey's gross monthly 

income would be $6,829.26 ($47,804.85/7 months). Casey used this amount 

in his child support calculation. See Defendant's Exhibit 7. 

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Court hereby enters the 

following: 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. This Court has jurisdiction of the Parties and the subject matter to 

this litigation. 

2. Under SDCL § 25-5-18.1, "[t]he parents of any child are under a 

legal duty to support their child in accordance with the provisions of§ 25-7 -
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6.1, until the child attains the age of eighteen, or until the child attains the age 

of nineteen if the child is a full-time student in a secondary school." Both 

parents "are responsible for payment of child support in accordance with § 25-

7-6.1." SDCL § 25-4A-16 

3. Pursuant to SDCL § 25-7-6.13, this Court may modify child 

support without requiring a showing of a change in circumstances because the 

Court's prior child support Order was entered prior to July 1, 2022. 

4. In this case, the parties stipulated to Linnea's income, so the Court 

was tasked only with determining Casey's income. 

5. Under SDCL § 25-7-6.3 

The monthly net income of each parent shall be determined by the 
parent's gross income less allowable deductions, as set forth in this 
chapter. The monthly gross income of each parent includes amounts 
received from the following sources: 

(1) Compensation paid to an employee for personal services, whether 
salary, wages, commissions, bonus, or otherwise designated; 

(2) Self-employment income including gain, profit, or loss from a 
business, farm, or profession; 

(3) Periodic payments from pensions or retirement programs, 
including social security or veteran's benefits, disability payments, 
or insurance contracts; 

(4) Interest, dividends, rentals, royalties, or other gain derived from 
investment of capital assets; 

(5) Gain or loss from the sale, trade, or conversion of capital assets; 

(6) Reemployment assistance or unemployment insurance benefits; 

(7) Worker's compensation benefits; and 

(8) Benefits in lieu of compensation including military pay allowances. 
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Overtime wages, commissions, and bonuses may be excluded if the 
compensation is not a regular and recurring source of income for the 
parent. Income derived from seasonal employment shall be annualized to 
determine a monthly average income. 

6. The South Dakota Legislature has provided the standard for the 

Court to use when a parent's income is derived from a business. That statutes 

provides as follows: 

Gross income from a business, profession, farming, rentals, royalties, 
estates, trusts, or other sources, are the net profits or gain, or net losses 
shown on any or all schedules filed as part of the parents' federal income 
tax returns or as part of any federal income tax returns for any business 
with which he is associated, except that the court may allow or disallow 
deductions for federal income taxation purposes which do not require the 
expenditure of cash, including, but not limited to, depreciation or 
depletion allowances, and may further consider the extent to which 
household expenses, automobile expenses, and related items are 
deductible or partially deductible for income tax purposes. In the event a 
court disallows depreciation, it may consider necessary capital 
expenditures which enhance the parent's current income for child 
support purposes. 

SDCL § 25-7-6.6 (emphasis added). 

7. In determining Casey's gross income from a business, it is 

undisputed that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC's "net profits or gain, or net losses 

shown on any or all schedules filed as part of the parents' federal income tax 

returns" is a loss of $3,587. The Court is bound by South Dakota law as it 

concerns what constitutes Casey's "gross income from a business." The Court 

may, but is not required, to allow or disallow deductions for federal income 

taxation purposes which do not require the expenditure of cash, and may 

further consider the extent to which household expenses, automobile expenses, 
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and related items are deductible or partially deductible for income tax 

purposes. 

85. Casey's depreciation totaled $22,302. If the Court allows all of the 

depreciation to be considered in Casey's 2023 income, Casey's annual gross 

income for 2023 totaled $18,715 (a loss of $3,587 plus depreciation of 

$22,302). This would make Casey's total monthly gross income $1,559.58 

($18,715/12 months). If the Court used this amount for Casey's monthly gross 

income, Linnea would actually owe Casey money related to her potion of the 

medical insurance payment (child support calculated at -$139). See Exhibit 10. 

8. The Court may also consider "the extent to which household 

expenses, automobile expenses, and related items are deductible or partially 

deductible for income tax purposes." 

9. However, the Court may not, except where a deviation has been 

requested, consider the income earned by a spouse or third party. SDCL § 25-

7-6.10. Neither party has requested a deviation and the Court does not find 

that one would be appropriate. 

10. In providing his calculation, Casey included his portion of the 2024 

"Owners Draws" including any amounts that Casey had taken from Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC for purposes of paying his alimony or child support, as well as 

his portion of any draws Casey and Olga had taken from Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC for paying their personal expenses. 

86. The most accurate representation of Casey's income, and the most 

statutorily compliant way for this Court to comply with SDCL § 25-7-6.6, would 
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be to use Casey's 2023 U.S. Individual Income Tax Return. 

11. The Court commends Casey in attempting to provide an accurate, 

although unaudited, representation of his 2024 income (without any reduction 

for deprecation or deductible personal expenses), and in using those numbers 

in his child support calculation. 

12. While there may be some credibility to Linnea's argument that 

Casey's income must be increased by including Casey's portion of personal 

expenses paid by the business, Linnea's calculation starts by using Casey's 

2024 draws (which already include many or all of those expenses), not Casey's 

2023 business income as reported on his personal income tax return, which 

this Court is required to use under SDCL § 25-7-6.6. Even if the Court were to 

add Casey's portion of those personal expenses identified by Linnea, Casey's 

monthly gross income would not be as high as the numbers used by Casey in 

his calculation: 

Monthly Gross Income after including all 
depreciation 

Casey's 1/2 of rent 
Casey's 1/2 of insurance 
Casey's 1/2 of internet 

Casey's 1/2 of water bill 
Casey's 1/2 of power bill 

Casey's 1/2 of vehicle payment 
Casey's 1/2 of vitamins/supplements 

Casey's 1/2 of life insurance 

TOTAL 
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$1,560 

$1,000 

$193 
$43 

$43 

$146 

$300 
$100 

$52 

$3,436 
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13. The Court adopts Casey's child support calculation. A copy of the 

calculation is attached to these Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as 

Exhibit 11. 

14. Casey's child support is modified to $849 per month. The child 

support obligation for a child shall continue until that child reaches the age of 

majority, dies, becomes married, or is otherwise emancipated, provided, 

however, that if any child has not finished high school upon that child's age of 

majority, that child's support shall continue until the child reaches the age of 

nineteen {19) if the child is a full-time student in a secondary school. Linnea, 

as the primary physical custodian, shall continue to be responsible for the first 

$250 of all out-of-pocket medical expenses, per child, per year. After the first 

$250 per child, per year has been paid by Linnea, the parties shall split the 

costs of any uncovered medical expenses in proportion to this incomes as 

identified on Exhibit 11 with Linnea paying 52% and Casey paying 48%. 

15. Pursuant to SDCL § 25-7-7.3, "[a]ny previously ordered support 

payments that have become due, whether paid or unpaid, are not subject to 

modification by a court or administrative entity of this state, except those 

accruing in any period in which there is pending a petition for modification of the 

support obligation. but only from the date that notice of hearing of the petition 

has been qi.ven to the obligee, the obligor, and any other parties having an 

interest in such matter." {emphasis added). Casey filed the Motion to Amend 

Child Support and Notice of Hearing on February 16, 2024. Exhibits 1 and 2. 
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The Court hereby modifies Casey's child support obligation, as set forth above, 

effective as of March 1, 2024. Any overpayments made by Casey shall be 

credited towards his future child support obligations. 

16. Any Finding of Fact deemed to properly constitute a Conclusion of 

Law shall be incorporated herein by this reference. 

LET JUDGMENT BE ENTERED ACCORDINGLY. 

BY THE COURT: 

HONORABLE SCOTT ROETZEL 
Circuit Court Judge 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON ) 

LINNEA CAROL BULYCA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CASEY RAY BULYCA, 

Defendant. 

IN CIRCUIT COURT 

SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

51DIV20-000166 

MOTION TO AMEND CHILD 
SUPPORT 

COMES NOW the Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca, by and through his 

undersigned counsel of record, and consistent with SDCL Chapter 25-7, 

respectfully requests this Court enter an order adjusting the current child 

support obligation of the Defendant. 

On May 19, 2021, the parties entered into a Stipulation and Property 

Settlement Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation, and Child Support. Under 

the parties' Stipulation, the Defendant agreed to pay child support in the 

amount of $1,682.00 per month and his proportionate share of daycare costs 

in the amount of $695.00 per month, for a total child support payment due 

each month of $2,377.00. The Court entered a Decree of Divorce incorporating 

the parties' Stipulation, and setting child support at $2,377.00 per month on 

May 25, 2021. 

Pursuant to SDCL § 25-7-6.13, the Defendant need not show a change in 

circumstances. However, since the prior Decree of Divorce was signed by this 

1 

ffiHld:l:2f2&JIIJlll.11U:&~<DBT JR&nrihgltun<Dmntty,9mdthmllkdta 

EXHIBIT 

1 

B 021 



Court, the Defendant has experienced a change of employment, resulting in a 

substantial decrease in Defendant's income. While Defendant need not show a 

change in circumstances for the Court to modify child support in this case, a 

change in circumstances has occurred. 

The Defendant's proposed child support calculation, utilizing the income 

information provided by the parties during 2023, is attached hereto as Exhibit 

1. 

WHEREFORE, the Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca, respectfully requests 

that this Court enter an order modifying the child support obligation consistent 

with SDCL Chapter 25-7. The Defendant further requests that this Court enter 

an order requiring Plaintiff to pay the costs and attorney fees incurred by the 

Defendant in filing this Motion, if appropriate under the circumstances of this 

case and consistent with South Dakota law. 

Dated this 16th day of February, 2024. 

NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

Isl Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 
326 Founders Park Drive/P.O. Box 8030 
Rapid City, SD 57709-8030 
(605) 721-5846 
robert@nooneysolay.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Robert J. Galbraith, attorney for the Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca, 
hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served on this 
16th day of February, 2024, via Odyssey File & Serve, to: 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
550 N 5 th St., Ste 118 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
(605) 721-8821 
nick@rushmorelaw.com 

Is/ Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 
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Bulyca 

Child Support Calculation 

Casey Linnea 
Monthly Gross Income $5,300 $6,454 
Plus/Minus Alimony $0 $0 
Plus/Minus Child Suonort Obligations $0 $0 
Monthly Net Gross Income $5,300 $6,454 

Minus Federal Income Tax- 1 dependent ($523) ($774) 
Minus Social Security 6.2 % Social 
Security cap ($329) ($400) 
Minus Medicare 1.45% ($77) ($94) 

Minus Pension Plan (not to exceed 10%) $0 $0 
Minus Deductible Business Expenses $0 $0 
Plus/Minus Other $0 $0 
Monthly Net Income $4,372 $5,186 
Percentaee Share of Net Income 46% 54% 
Number of Children 
Basic Combined Obligation 
Each Parent's Basic Share of Child 
Support Obligation $971 $1,152 

Healthcare/Childcare 
Additional Cost Paid Casey Linnea 
Child Care $0 $0.00 
Health Insurance $0 $0 
Other $0 $0 
Total Additional Costs $0 $0.00 

Each Parent's Share of Additional Costs $0 $0 

NCP's Basic Obligation $971 
Adjustments based on Additional Costs $0 
NCP's Support Order $971 
Deviations per SDCL 25-7-6.10 $0 
Abatement per SDCL 25-7-6.14 $0 
Recommended Child Support Order $971 
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Combined 

$9,558 
100% 

2 
$2,123 

$2,123 

Combined 
$0.00 

$0 
$0 

$0.00 

$0.00 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON ) 

LINNEA CAROL BULYCA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CASEY RAY BULYCA, 

Defendant. 

IN CIRCUIT COURT 

SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

51DIV20-000166 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a hearing on Defendant's Motion to Amend 

Child Support is scheduled for Thursday, March 21, 2023 at 4:00 p.m. at the 

Pennington County Courthouse, Rapid City, South Dakota, before the 

Honorable Craig Pfeifle, and that all interested parties who wish to be heard in 

this matter must appear before this Court at said date and time. 

Dated this 16th day of February, 2024. 

NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

Is/ Robe-rt J. Galbraith 
ROBERTJ.GALBRAITH 
326 Founders Park Drive/P.O. Box 8030 
Rapid City, SD 57709-8030 
(605) 721-5846 
robert@nooneysolay.com 

EXHIBIT 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Robert J. Galbraith, attorney for the Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca, 
hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served on this 
16th day of February, 2024, via Odyssey File & Serve, to: 

Nick Peterson 
550 N 5th St. 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
(605) 721-8821 
nick@rushmorelaw.com 

Is/ Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 
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Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Shaffer, Sheila < Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.u s > 

Tuesday, July 2, 2024 10:57 AM 
Robert Galbraith; nick@rushmorelaw.com 
'Jennifer Mellendorf'; Shaffer, Sheila 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

OK, I have the Motions Hearing set for July 31, 1 :00-3:00. It will be in courtroom C10. 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 2, 2024 10:48 AM 
To: nick@rushmorelaw.com; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

That works for me also. 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 2, 2024 10:07 AM 
To: 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

July 31st from 1-3 would work. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 {Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 2, 2024 9:43 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I was waiting to hear from you @ Here are some of the dates he has available at this time (for two hours): 

July 24, 1-3 
July 31, 1-3 
August 7, 1-3 

Let me know which date works for you guys and I will get it scheduled. Thank you. 

1 

EXHIBIT 

3 

Filed: 12/6/2024 4:06 PM CST Pennington County, South Dakota 51DIV20-000166 
B 027 



From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 2, 2024 9:25 AM 
To: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Hi, Sheila. Are you going to email us some possible dates or should I have my office call in to schedule? 

-Rob 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circu;tJudge 
Unified Judicial System I 7''' Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.25 71 I Fx: 605.394_6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca v. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the motion, but 
Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or an evidentiary hearing be 
set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by my client. I have included a short portion 
of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we 
were not able to find a date that works for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be 
sufficient. Would you like us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for 
your time and consideration. 

-Rob 

RobertJ. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, ILP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 
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From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that response. Finding a 
couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on March 21. Mr. 
Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a referee or for an evidentiary 
hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two 
hours would be sufficient. Please let me know ifwe should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 
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Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

nick@rushmorelaw.com 
Monday, July 29, 2024 11 :11 AM 
'Roetzel, Judge Scott'; Robert Galbraith; 'Shaffer, Sheila' 
'Jennifer Mellendorf' 
RE: 51DIV20-166 
240729 OBJECTION TO MOTION TO MODIFY child support.pdf 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately prepare for an 
evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this matter. Specifically, I have 
not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income documentation to support a modification of 
child support, including any information to support Defendant experienced a change in 
employment. In an effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the 
matter to another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support referee to 
determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My client is willing to work 
with a child support referee to reduce costs. 

Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed from me. 

Thanks, 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

1 
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Scott A. Roetz el I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7'!' Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.2571 I fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca v. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the motion, but 
Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or an evidentiary hearing be 
set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by my client. I have included a short portion 
of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we 
were not able to find a date that works for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be 
sufficient. Would you like us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for 
your time and consideration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, I.LP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that response. Finding a 
couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 
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Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on March 21. Mr. 
Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a referee or for an evidentiary 
hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two 
hours would be sufficient. Please let me know if we should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert]. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, I.LP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 
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Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Monday, July 29, 2024 1 :38 PM 
Nick Peterson; Robert Galbraith 
Shaffer, Sheila; Jennifer Mellendorf 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will GRANT to continuance at Plaintiffs request. Please contact Sheila regarding a new date that works for 
both parties. Be advised, that the deadline for production of documents will be 30 days before that date. As far as the 
ZOOM request, I will take under advisement, but I am inclined to require all parties to be present. 

Scott A. Roetz el I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7'1 11 Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6623 

From: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:07 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer 
Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 
EXHIBIT 

5 

I will not address the lengthy email except to say that it is patently false that we are not prepared on our end. I have 
all of my client's information. We have been waiting to receive Casey's information so that I could file a response. 
When a party files for a modification, documentation to support the motion is required. Nothing but a new child 
support calculation sheet has been provided. Nothing was filed by Mr. Galbraith to support that child support 
should be modified. No income information whatsoever from Casey Bulyca has been filed. This is not my motion. It 
is Defendant's burden to support his motion. I have all of my client's information and have been waiting to 
calculate child support, but cannot do so without Casey's information. 

Further, it now appears that his client in not appearing in person. I object to any Zoom appearance by the 
Defendant. His appearance is necessary as I will need to examine him regarding his information, which has yet to 
be provided. 

I also have no issue with the hearing proceeding on Wednesday but would require Casey's income documentation 
and his appearance to do so. 
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Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 29, 2024, at 11 :57 AM. Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> wrote: 

Judge Roetzel and Mr. Peterson, 

I wanted to provide a little more clarification for the Court in light of Judge Pfeifle's retirement. The 
parties had a hearing in September of last year involving a request to modify alimony. Both parties 
were deposed regarding their income prior to that hearing, and information including their income, 
budgets, and finances were fully presented to the Court. In February, my client filed a Motion to 
Amend Child Support. That document, a copy of which is attached, provided that the proposed 
support calculation {which was attached) utilized the parties' income numbers fully developed for 
the prior hearing. A hearing was noticed from March 21 {also attached). There was no objection, 
response, request for information, or communication whatsoever received between the filing of the 
motion and the hearing. In fact, Mr. Peterson acknowledged at the hearing on March 21 that he 
either did not see or open the Motion and Notice of Hearing or had forgotten about them until he 
saw this case on the Court's calendar in the courthouse while at another hearing that same 
morning. He acknowledged that he did not have any information to provide to the Court and 
complained that he hadn't received any information or a phone call leading up to the hearing, 
before admitting to Judge Pfeifle based on the Court's questioning that he did receive the Notice of 
Hearing on this issue for that day. Mr. Peterson asked that the matter be referred to a referee or that 
an evidentiary hearing be set so that he could present necessary information on behalf of his client. 
Judge Pfeifle indicated that perhaps Mr. Peterson and his client didn't get to fully develop their 
record on child support at the prior hearing so he would allow for an evidentiary hearing or refer to a 
referee at my client's option. Thereafter, either Mr. Peterson or his client were not available for any 
of the dates offered by Judge Pfeifle to hear this matter (I can certainly provide the emails with the 
Judge Pfeifle if the court wants to see them). After Judge Pfeifle's retirement, this matter was reset 
with Judge Roetzel. Again, there have been no requests, no discovery, and not a single 
communication from Mr. Peterson or his client until this email two days before the hearing (his 
objection would have been due by statute, first on March 14, 2024 and now by July 24, 2024). These 
issues, iftheywere actual issues, could have been addressed during the emails between the Court 
and counsel 30 days ago when this hearing was scheduled, but they were not. Interestingly enough, 
while Mr. Peterson complains to the Court that he hasn't received any information from my client, 
Mr. Peterson fails to point out that his client has a new job and has not provided any information 
whatsoever, including a proposed calculation to be included in his response/objection, all issues 
that we anticipated would be addressed at the evidentiary hearing. The fact that Mr. Peterson 
and/or his client are again ill prepared to deal with issues before the Court despite more than five 
months to do so is no reason for a continuance or fees. 

But, again, my client will take the high road. The objection itself does not seek a continuance. It 
simply states that the motion should be denied due to lack of supporting documentation (although 
it was Mr. Peterson who demanded that the supporting documentation be provided via an 
evidentiary hearing). Mr. Peterson's email seeks a continuance. If a continuance is to be granted, 
my client would request that any such continuance be granted on the following conditions: (1) that 
there be a formal order indicating the continuance is being granted at Plaintiff's request; (2) that the 
Order include deadlines by which the parties will exchange all income information, paystubs, etc., 
including any documents or evidence to be introduced at trial; (3) that my client be permitted to 
appear via zoom at the continued hearing. 
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I apologize for the necessity to make a position statement by email, but I will need to advise my 
client sooner rather than later of the results of Mr. Peterson's untimely request. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY&SOLAY,LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:11 AM 
To: 'Roetzel, Judge Scott' <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith 
<Robert@nooneysolay.com>; 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately 
prepare for an evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this 
matter. Specifically, I have not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income 
documentation to support a modification of child support, including any 
information to support Defendant experienced a change in employment. In an 
effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the matter to 
another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support 
referee to determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My 
client is willing to work with a child support referee to reduce costs. 

Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed 
from me. 

Thanks, 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SO 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 
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From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

<image001.png> 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca v. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the 
motion, but Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or 
an evidentiary hearing be set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by 
my client. I have included a short portion of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it 
was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we were not able to find a date that works 
for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be sufficient. Would you like 
us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for your time 
and consideration. 

-Rob 

Robert]. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that 
response. Finding a couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 
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From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on 
March 21. Mr. Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a 
referee or for an evidentiary hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an 
evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two hours would be sufficient. Please let me know 
if we should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, I.LP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

<2024.02.16 Motion to Amend Child Support.pdf> 
<2024.02.16 Notice of Hearing.pdf> 

5 

Filed: 12/6/2024 4:06 PM CST Pennington County, South Dakota 51DIV20-000166 
B 037 



Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Monday, September 16, 2024 1:56 PM 
Robert Galbraith; Nick Peterson 
Shaffer, Sheila; Jennifer Mellendorf; Logan Pokorny 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will allow ZOOM for this hearing. Also, Mr. Peterson please send over any exhibits immediately and if unable 
to do so, we will discuss at hearing whether any exhibits will be allowed. 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7':, Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.2571 I fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 12:56 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

This matter is scheduled for this Wednesday at 1 :00 p.m. I am providing to the Court a courtesy copy of the Motion 
for Zoom Appearance for my client. When Judge Pfeifle allowed my client to select between an evidentiary hearing 
before the Court and a referral to a referee, my client had the knowledge through my office that Judge Pfeifle's 
personal preference was to allow zoom appearances on shorter hearings such as this one. It was expected that 
this hearing would be conducted in front of Judge Pfeifle. If it is this Court's preference to request live testimony, 
that is certainly okay, but it was not what my client expected when setting this hearing. My client lives in Alabama 
and is currently working in Ohio. If the Court says he needs to be here he will book a flight today and he will be 
here. However, the travel expense for a relatively short hearing is definitely burdensome. I have pre-marked only 6 
exhibits, including the child support calculation supplied with the motion. I do not expect his testimony on direct 
will take more than 20 minutes. 

The Court also asked the parties to exchange exhibits prior to the hearing. Mr. Peterson and I were unable to 
connect to arrange for that. Having not been able to connect with him, I provided him my exhibits last week, along 
with 400 pages of discovery responses from my client (which I also don't think the Court anticipated when it 
ordered the continuance). I have yet to receive anything in response. I would ask for the Court's assistance in 
ordering that the Plaintiff provide her proposed exhibits immediately. 

-Rob 

RobertJ. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

EXHIBIT 
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PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:38 PM 
To: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com>; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will GRANT to continuance at Plaintiffs request. Please contact Sheila regarding a new date that works for 
both parties. Be advised, that the deadline for production of documents will be 30 days before that date. As far as the 
ZOOM request, I will take under advisement, but I am inclined to require all parties to be present. 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7''' Circuit Court 
315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.25 71 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:07 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer 
Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXT) 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

I will not address the lengthy email except to say that it is patently false that we are not prepared on our end. I have 
all of my client's information. We have been waiting to receive Casey's information so that I could file a response. 
When a party files for a modification, documentation to support the motion is required. Nothing but a new child 
support calculation sheet has been provided. Nothing was filed by Mr. Galbraith to support that child support 
should be modified. No income information whatsoever from Casey Bulyca has been filed. This is not my motion. It 
is Defendant's burden to support his motion. I have all of my client's information and have been waiting to 
calculate child support, but cannot do so without Casey's information. 

Further, it now appears that his client in not appearing in person. I object to any Zoom appearance by the 
Defendant. His appearance is necessary as I will need to examine him regarding his information, which has yet to 
be provided. 

I also have no issue with the hearing proceeding on Wednesday but would require Casey's income documentation 
and his appearance to do so. 
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Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 29, 2024, at 11 :57 AM. Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> wrote: 

Judge Roetzel and Mr. Peterson, 

I wanted to provide a little more clarification for the Court in light of Judge Pfeifle's retirement. The 
parties had a hearing in September of last year involving a request to modify alimony. Both parties 
were deposed regarding their income prior to that hearing, and information including their income, 
budgets, and finances were fully presented to the Court. In February, my client filed a Motion to 
Amend Child Support. That document, a copy of which is attached, provided that the proposed 
support calculation {which was attached) utilized the parties' income numbers fully developed for 
the prior hearing. A hearing was noticed from March 21 {also attached). There was no objection, 
response, request for information, or communication whatsoever received between the filing of the 
motion and the hearing. In fact, Mr. Peterson acknowledged at the hearing on March 21 that he 
either did not see or open the Motion and Notice of Hearing or had forgotten about them until he 
saw this case on the Court's calendar in the courthouse while at another hearing that same 
morning. He acknowledged that he did not have any information to provide to the Court and 
complained that he hadn't received any information or a phone call leading up to the hearing, 
before admitting to Judge Pfeifle based on the Court's questioning that he did receive the Notice of 
Hearing on this issue for that day. Mr. Peterson asked that the matter be referred to a referee or that 
an evidentiary hearing be set so that he could present necessary information on behalf of his client. 
Judge Pfeifle indicated that perhaps Mr. Peterson and his client didn't get to fully develop their 
record on child support at the prior hearing so he would allow for an evidentiary hearing or refer to a 
referee at my client's option. Thereafter, either Mr. Peterson or his client were not available for any 
of the dates offered by Judge Pfeifle to hear this matter (I can certainly provide the emails with the 
Judge Pfeifle if the court wants to see them). After Judge Pfeifle's retirement, this matter was reset 
with Judge Roetzel. Again, there have been no requests, no discovery, and not a single 
communication from Mr. Peterson or his client until this email two days before the hearing (his 
objection would have been due by statute, first on March 14, 2024 and now by July 24, 2024). These 
issues, iftheywere actual issues, could have been addressed during the emails between the Court 
and counsel 30 days ago when this hearing was scheduled, but they were not. Interestingly enough, 
while Mr. Peterson complains to the Court that he hasn't received any information from my client, 
Mr. Peterson fails to point out that his client has a new job and has not provided any information 
whatsoever, including a proposed calculation to be included in his response/objection, all issues 
that we anticipated would be addressed at the evidentiary hearing. The fact that Mr. Peterson 
and/or his client are again ill prepared to deal with issues before the Court despite more than five 
months to do so is no reason for a continuance or fees. 

But, again, my client will take the high road. The objection itself does not seek a continuance. It 
simply states that the motion should be denied due to lack of supporting documentation (although 
it was Mr. Peterson who demanded that the supporting documentation be provided via an 
evidentiary hearing). Mr. Peterson's email seeks a continuance. If a continuance is to be granted, 
my client would request that any such continuance be granted on the following conditions: (1) that 
there be a formal order indicating the continuance is being granted at Plaintiff's request; (2) that the 
Order include deadlines by which the parties will exchange all income information, paystubs, etc., 
including any documents or evidence to be introduced at trial; (3) that my client be permitted to 
appear via zoom at the continued hearing. 
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I apologize for the necessity to make a position statement by email, but I will need to advise my 
client sooner rather than later of the results of Mr. Peterson's untimely request. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY&SOLAY,LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:11 AM 
To: 'Roetzel, Judge Scott' <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith 
<Robert@nooneysolay.com>; 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately 
prepare for an evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this 
matter. Specifically, I have not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income 
documentation to support a modification of child support, including any 
information to support Defendant experienced a change in employment. In an 
effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the matter to 
another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support 
referee to determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My 
client is willing to work with a child support referee to reduce costs. 

Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed 
from me. 

Thanks, 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SO 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 
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From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

<image001.png> 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca v. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the 
motion, but Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or 
an evidentiary hearing be set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by 
my client. I have included a short portion of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it 
was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we were not able to find a date that works 
for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be sufficient. Would you like 
us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for your time 
and consideration. 

-Rob 

Robert]. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that 
response. Finding a couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 
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From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on 
March 21. Mr. Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a 
referee or for an evidentiary hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an 
evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two hours would be sufficient. Please let me know 
if we should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, I.LP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

<2024.02.16 Motion to Amend Child Support.pdf> 
<2024.02.16 Notice of Hearing.pdf> 
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Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Tuesday, September 17, 2024 7:36 AM 
nick@rushmorelaw.com; Robert Galbraith 
Shaffer, Sheila; 'Jennifer Mellendorf'; Logan Pokorny 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

Given the documents recently provided, the conflict between parties and the request for personal appearance, the 
Court would be willing to set a new date for this hearing to allow parties to get organized. Thoughts? 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circu;t Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7''' Circuit Court 
315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 3:48 PM 

EXHIBIT 

7 

To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Robert Galbraith' <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; 'Logan 
Pokorny' <logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

Mr. Galbraith has been less than forthcoming with the Court. He insinuates he has attempted to 
connect with my office. At no time has Mr. Galbraith reached out to my office via phone, email, or 
the filing of any document to exchange information in this matter. Pursuant to the Court's email on 
July 29th

, my understanding was we need to send out discovery requests. I did so on August 6th
• Mr. 

Galbraith's paralegal requested those interrogatories and requests for production of documents via 
Word that same day, and my paralegal sent it to them. On September 10th I had yet to receive any 
documentation and sent a Meet and Confer Letter regarding the missing discovery, which I filed with 
the Court. On Friday, my office received 428 pages of documentation. 

I have not received the pre-marked exhibits Mr. Galbraith is advising to the Court. I would ask for the 
Court's assistance in ordering Mr. Galbraith to provide the pre-marked exhibits he is referring 
to. Pursuant to the Court's email, I will send him my client's exhibits, which I anticipate will include 
approximately 200 of the 428 pages of discovery sent from Mr. Galbraith. 

Furthermore, I understand the Court has already granted the request for a Zoom appearance, 
however, I have been waiting for him to file a motion so I could file a formal objection, as I do not 
believe this evidentiary hearing can be facilitated via Zoom. There are many inconsistencies in my 
short review of the documentation, and there appears to be a misrepresentation of Mr. Bulyca's 
income in their calculation of child support. I have yet to see how they have reached that number, as 
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he provided no documentation to support it. Since Mr. Bulyca has known about this hearing since 
August 15t, I would ask the Court to reconsider given the timeliness of the request and necessity to 
review numerous financial documents in-person. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 20241:56 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will allow ZOOM for this hearing. Also, Mr. Peterson please send over any exhibits immediately and if unable 
to do so, we will discuss at hearing whether any exhibits will be allowed. 

Scott A. Roetz el I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I '71!' Circuit Court 
315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 12:56 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

This matter is scheduled for this Wednesday at 1 :00 p.m. I am providing to the Court a courtesy copy of the Motion 
for Zoom Appearance for my client. When Judge Pfeifle allowed my client to select between an evidentiary hearing 
before the Court and a referral to a referee, my client had the knowledge through my office that Judge Pfeifle's 
personal preference was to allow zoom appearances on shorter hearings such as this one. It was expected that 
this hearing would be conducted in front of Judge Pfeifle. If it is this Court's preference to request live testimony, 
that is certainly okay, but it was not what my client expected when setting this hearing. My client lives in Alabama 
and is currently working in Ohio. If the Court says he needs to be here he will book a flight today and he will be 
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here. However, the travel expense for a relatively short hearing is definitely burdensome. I have pre-marked only 6 
exhibits, including the child support calculation supplied with the motion. I do not expect his testimony on direct 
will take more than 20 minutes. 

The Court also asked the parties to exchange exhibits prior to the hearing. Mr. Peterson and I were unable to 
connect to arrange for that. Having not been able to connect with him, I provided him my exhibits last week, along 
with 400 pages of discovery responses from my client (which I also don't think the Court anticipated when it 
ordered the continuance). I have yet to receive anything in response. I would ask for the Court's assistance in 
orderingthatthe Plaintiff provide her proposed exhibits immediately. 

-Rob 

RobertJ. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 20241:38 PM 
To: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com>; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will GRANTto continuance at Plaintiff's request. Please contact Sheila regarding a new date that works for 
both parties. Be advised, that the deadline for production of documents will be 30 days before that date. As far as the 
ZOOM request, I will take under advisement, but I am inclined to require all parties to be present. 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7'" Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 20241:07 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer 
Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

I will not address the lengthy email except to say that it is patently false that we are not prepared on our end. I have 
all of my client's information. We have been waiting to receive Casey's information so that I could file a response. 
When a party files for a modification, documentation to support the motion is required. Nothing but a new child 
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support calculation sheet has been provided. Nothing was filed by Mr. Galbraith to support that child support 
should be modified. No income information whatsoever from Casey Bulyca has been filed. This is not my motion. It 
is Defendant's burden to support his motion. I have all of my client's information and have been waiting to 
calculate child support, but cannot do so without Casey's information. 

Further, it now appears that his client in not appearing in person. I object to any Zoom appearance by the 
Defendant. His appearance is necessary as I will need to examine him regarding his information, which has yet to 
be provided. 

I also have no issue with the hearing proceeding on Wednesday but would require Casey's income documentation 
and his appearance to do so. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 29, 2024, at 11 :57 AM, Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysoLay.com> wrote: 

Judge Roetzel and Mr. Peterson, 

I wanted to provide a little more clarification for the Court in light of Judge Pfeifle"s retirement. The 
parties had a hearing in September of last year involving a request to modify alimony. Both parties 
were deposed regarding their income prior to that hearing, and information including their income, 
budgets, and finances were fully presented to the Court. In February, my client filed a Motion to 
Amend Child Support. That document, a copy of which is attached, provided that the proposed 
support calculation (which was attached) utilized the parties' income numbers fully developed for 
the prior hearing. A hearing was noticed from March 21 (also attached). There was no objection, 
response, request for information, or communication whatsoever received between the filing of the 
motion and the hearing. In fact, Mr. Peterson acknowledged at the hearing on March 21 that he 
either did not see or open the Motion and Notice of Hearing or had forgotten about them until he 
saw this case on the Court's calendar in the courthouse while at another hearing that same 
morning. He acknowledged that he did not have any information to provide to the Court and 
complained that he hadn't received any information or a phone call leading up to the hearing, 
before admitting to Judge Pfeifle based on the Court's questioning that he did receive the Notice of 
Hearing on this issue for that day. Mr. Peterson asked that the matter be referred to a referee or that 
an evidentiary hearing be set so that he could present necessary information on behalf of his client. 
Judge Pfeifle indicated that perhaps Mr. Peterson and his client didn't get to fully develop their 
record on child support at the prior hearing so he would allow for an evidentiary hearing or refer to a 
referee at my client's option. Thereafter, either Mr. Peterson or his client were not available for any 
of the dates offered by Judge Pfeifle to hear this matter (I can certainly provide the emails with the 
Judge Pfeifle if the court wants to see them). After Judge Pfeifle's retirement, this matter was reset 
with Judge Roetzel. Again, there have been no requests, no discovery, and not a single 
communication from Mr. Peterson or his client until this email two days before the hearing (his 
objection would have been due by statute, first on March 14, 2024 and now by July 24, 2024). These 
issues, if they were actual issues, could have been addressed during the emails between the Court 
and counsel 30 days ago when this hearing was scheduled, but they were not. Interestingly enough, 
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while Mr. Peterson complains to the Court that he hasn't received any information from my client, 
Mr. Peterson fails to point out that his client has a new job and has not provided any information 
whatsoever, including a proposed calculation to be included in his response/objection, all issues 
that we anticipated would be addressed at the evidentiary hearing. The fact that Mr. Peterson 
and/or his client are again ill prepared to deal with issues before the Court despite more than five 
months to do so is no reason for a continuance or fees. 

But, again, my client will take the high road. The objection itself does not seek a continuance. It 
simply states that the motion should be denied due to lack of supporting documentation (although 
it was Mr. Peterson who demanded that the supporting documentation be provided via an 
evidentiary hearing). Mr. Peterson's email seeks a continuance. If a continuance is to be granted, 
my client would request that any such continuance be granted on the following conditions: (1) that 
there be a formal order indicating the continuance is being granted at Plaintiff's request; (2) that the 
Order include deadlines by which the parties will exchange all income information, paystubs, etc., 
including any documents or evidence to be introduced at trial; (3) that my client be permitted to 
appear via zoom at the continued hearing. 

I apologize for the necessity to make a position statement by email, but I will need to advise my 
client sooner rather than later of the results of Mr. Peterson's untimely request. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:11 AM 
To: 'Roetzel, Judge Scott' <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith 

<Robert@nooneysolay.com>; 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately 
prepare for an evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this 
matter. Specifically, I have not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income 
documentation to support a modification of child support, including any 
information to support Defendant experienced a change in employment. In an 
effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the matter to 
another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support 
referee to determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My 
client is willing to work with a child support referee to reduce costs. 
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Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed 
from me. 

Thanks, 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P .C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

<image00l.png> 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Bulycav. Bulyca; 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the 
motion, but Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or 
an evidentiary hearing be set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by 
my client. I have included a short portion of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it 
was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we were not able to find a date that works 
for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be sufficient. Would you like 
us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for your time 
and consideration. 

-Rob 
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Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that 
response. Finding a couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig,pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on 
March 21. Mr. Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a 
referee or for an evidentiary hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an 
evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two hours would be sufficient. Please let me know 
if we should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

<2024.02.16 Motion to Amend Child Support.pdf> 
<2024.02.16 Notice of Hearing.pdf> 
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Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Your Honor, 

Robert Galbraith 
Tuesday, September 17, 2024 8:15 AM 
Roetzel, Judge Scott; nick@rushmorelaw.com 
Shaffer, Sheila; 'Jennifer Mellendorf'; Logan Pokorny 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

This is simply a child support modification hearing. My client's motion has been pending for 7 months. He would 
like to get this matter heard. The Motion was filed on February 16 and a hearing scheduled for March 21. The 
Plaintiff was not ready for that hearing. During the beginning of July, the parties scheduled this hearing for July 31. 
There was no mention of needed discovery. In the discussion a month Later, just before the July 31 hearing, Mr. 
Peterson represented that he and his client were ready for the hearing. The Court ordered a continuance so the 
parties could exchange exhibits. Instead, the Plaintiff sent extensive discovery. My client has responded. I 
certainly understand the rationale behind the Court's question. My client has fully and completely answered 
discovery that could have been sent anytime for the last 6-7 months. In return, my client has been provided with 2 
pages of documents from the Plaintiff. My client would like to proceed and is not asking for a continuance, 
however, I have advised him that it is certainly possible that the Court will set a new date. We will await Mr. 
Peterson's responses and/or any further instruction from the Court. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2024 7:36 AM 
To: nick@rushmorelaw.com; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<loga n@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Given the documents recently provided, the conflict between parties and the request for personal appearance, the 
Court would be willing to set a new date for this hearing to allow parties to get organized. Thoughts? 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I '71 11 Circuit Court 
315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 
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From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 3:48 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Robert Galbraith' <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; 'Logan 
Pokorny' <logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

Mr. Galbraith has been less than forthcoming with the Court. He insinuates he has attempted to 
connect with my office. At no time has Mr. Galbraith reached out to my office via phone, email, or 
the filing of any document to exchange information in this matter. Pursuant to the Court's email on 
July 29th, my understanding was we need to send out discovery requests. I did so on August 6th. Mr. 
Galbraith's paralegal requested those interrogatories and requests for production of documents via 
Word that same day, and my paralegal sent it to them. On September 10th I had yet to receive any 
documentation and sent a Meet and Confer Letter regarding the missing discovery, which I filed with 
the Court. On Friday, my office received 428 pages of documentation. 

I have not received the pre-marked exhibits Mr. Galbraith is advising to the Court. I would ask for the 
Court's assistance in ordering Mr. Galbraith to provide the pre-marked exhibits he is referring 
to. Pursuant to the Court's email, I will send him my client's exhibits, which I anticipate will include 
approximately 200 of the 428 pages of discovery sent from Mr. Galbraith. 

Furthermore, I understand the Court has already granted the request for a Zoom appearance, 
however, I have been waiting for him to file a motion so I could file a formal objection, as I do not 
believe this evidentiary hearing can be facilitated via Zoom. There are many inconsistencies in my 
short review of the documentation, and there appears to be a misrepresentation of Mr. Bulyca's 
income in their calculation of child support. I have yet to see how they have reached that number, as 
he provided no documentation to support it. Since Mr. Bulyca has known about this hearing since 
August 1st, I would ask the Court to reconsider given the timeliness of the request and necessity to 
review numerous financial documents in-person. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 
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From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 1:56 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will allow ZOOM for this hearing. Also, Mr. Peterson please send over any exhibits immediately and if unable 
to do so, we will discuss at hearing whether any exhibits will be allowed. 

Scott A. Roetz el I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial Sy stern I 7'!' Circuit Court 
315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.25 71 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 202412:56 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

This matter is scheduled for this Wednesday at 1 :00 p.m. I am providing to the Court a courtesy copy of the Motion 
for Zoom Appearance for my client. When Judge Pfeifle allowed my client to select between an evidentiary hearing 
before the Court and a referral to a referee, my client had the knowledge through my office that Judge Pfeifle's 
personal preference was to allow zoom appearances on shorter hearings such as this one. It was expected that 
this hearing would be conducted in front of Judge Pfeifle. If it is this Court's preference to request live testimony, 
that is certainly okay, but it was not what my client expected when setting this hearing. My client lives in Alabama 
and Is currently working in Ohio. If the Court says he needs to be here he will book a flight today and he will be 
here. However, the travel expense for a relatively short hearing is definitely burdensome. I have pre-marked only 6 
exhibits, including the child support calculation supplied with the motion. I do not expect his testimony on direct 
will take more than 20 minutes. 

The Court also asked the parties to exchange exhibits prior to the hearing. Mr. Peterson and I were unable to 
connect to arrange for that. Having not been able to connect with him, I provided him my exhibits last week, along 
with 400 pages of discovery responses from my client (which I also don't th ink the Court anticipated when it 
ordered the continuance). I have yet to receive anything in response. I would ask for the Court's assistance in 
ordering that the Plaintiff provide her proposed exhibits immediately. 

-Rob 

Robert]. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 
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From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:38 PM 
To: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com>; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will GRANT to continuance at Plaintiffs request. Please contact Sheila regarding a new date that works for 
both parties. Be advised, that the deadline for production of documents will be 30 days before that date. As far as the 
ZOOM request, I will take under advisement, but I am inclined to require all parties to be present. 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circu;t Judge 
Unified Judicial System I '71!' Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.25 71 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:07 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer 
Mellendorf <jenn ifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

I will not address the lengthy email except to say that it is patently false that we are not prepared on our end. I have 
all of my client's information. We have been waiting to receive Casey's information so that I could file a response. 
When a party files for a modification, documentation to support the motion is required. Nothing but a new child 
support calculation sheet has been provided. Nothing was filed by Mr. Galbraith to support that child support 
should be modified. No income information whatsoever from Casey Bulyca has been filed. This is not my motion. It 
is Defendant's burden to support his motion. I have all of my client's information and have been waiting to 
calculate child support, but cannot do so without Casey's information. 

Further, it now appears that his client in not appearing in person. I object to any Zoom appearance by the 
Defendant. His appearance is necessary as I will need to examine him regarding his information, which has yet to 
be provided. 

I also have no issue with the hearing proceeding on Wednesday but would require Casey's income documentation 
and his appearance to do so. 
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Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 29, 2024, at 11 :57 AM, Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> wrote: 

Judge Roetzel and Mr. Peterson, 

I wanted to provide a little more clarification for the Court in light of Judge Pfeifle's retirement. The 
parties had a hearing in September of last year involving a request to modify alimony. Both parties 
were deposed regarding their income prior to that hearing, and information including their income, 
budgets, and finances were fully presented to the Court. In February, my client filed a Motion to 
Amend Child Support. That document, a copy of which is attached, provided that the proposed 
support calculation (which was attached) utilized the parties' income numbers fully developed for 
the prior hearing. A hearing was noticed from March 21 (also attached). There was no objection, 
response, request for information, or communication whatsoever received between the filing of the 
motion and the hearing. In fact, Mr. Peterson acknowledged at the hearing on March 21 that he 
either did not see or open the Motion and Notice of Hearing or had forgotten about them until he 
saw this case on the Court's calendar in the courthouse while at another hearing that same 
morning. He acknowledged that he did not have any information to provide to the Court and 
complained that he hadn't received any information or a phone call leading up to the hearing, 
before admitting to Judge Pfeifle based on the Court's questioning that he did receive the Notice of 
Hearing on this issue for that day. Mr. Peterson asked that the matter be referred to a referee or that 
an evidentiary hearing be set so that he could present necessary information on behalf of his client. 
Judge Pfeifle indicated that perhaps Mr. Peterson and his client didn't get to fully develop their 
record on child support at the prior hearing so he would allow for an evidentiary hearing or refer to a 
referee at my client's option. Thereafter, either Mr. Peterson or his client were not available for any 
of the dates offered by Judge Pfeifle to hear this matter (I can certainly provide the emails with the 
Judge Pfeifle if the court wants to see them). After Judge Pfeifle's retirement, this matter was reset 
with Judge Roetzel. Again, there have been no requests, no discovery, and not a single 
communication from Mr. Peterson or his client until this email two days before the hearing (his 
objection would have been due by statute, first on March 14, 2024 and now by July 24, 2024). These 
issues, if they were actual issues, could have been addressed during the emails between the Court 
and counsel 30 days ago when this hearing was scheduled, but they were not. Interestingly enough, 
while Mr. Peterson complains to the Court that he hasn't received any information from my client, 
Mr. Peterson fails to point out that his client has a new job and has not provided any information 
whatsoever, including a proposed calculation to be included in his response/objection, all issues 
that we anticipated would be addressed at the evidentiary hearing. The fact that Mr. Peterson 
and/or his client are again ill prepared to deal with issues before the Court despite more than five 
months to do so is no reason for a continuance or fees. 

But, again, my client will take the high road. The objection itself does not seek a continuance. It 
simply states that the motion should be denied due to lack of supporting documentation (although 
it was Mr. Peterson who demanded that the supporting documentation be provided via an 
evidentiary hearing). Mr. Peterson's email seeks a continuance. If a continuance is to be granted, 
my client would request that any such continuance be granted on the following conditions: (1) that 
there be a formal order indicating the continuance is being granted at Plaintiff's request; (2) that the 
Order include deadlines by which the parties will exchange all income information, paystubs, etc., 
including any documents or evidence to be introduced at trial; (3) that my client be permitted to 
appear via zoom at the continued hearing. 

I apologize for the necessity to make a position statement by email, but I will need to advise my 
client sooner rather than later of the results of Mr. Peterson's untimely request. 
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-Rob 

Robert]. Galbraith 
NOONEY&SOLAY,LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:11 AM 
To: 'Roetzel, Judge Scott' <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith 
<Robert@nooneysolay.com>; 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately 
prepare for an evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this 
matter. Specifically, I have not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income 
documentation to support a modification of child support, including any 
information to support Defendant experienced a change in employment. In an 
effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the matter to 
another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support 
referee to determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My 
client is willing to work with a child support referee to reduce costs. 

Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed 
from me. 

Thanks, 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 ( Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 
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From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

<image001.png> 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca V. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the 
motion, but Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or 
an evidentiary hearing be set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by 
my client. I have included a short portion of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it 
was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we were not able to find a date that works 
for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be sufficient. Would you like 
us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for your time 
and consideration. 

-Rob 

RobertJ. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
P H ONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 202410:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that 
response. Finding a couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
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To: pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig,pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on 
March 21. Mr. Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a 
referee or for an evidentiary hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an 
evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two hours would be sufficient. Please let me know 
ifwe should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

<2024.02.16 Motion to Amend Child Support.pdf> 
<2024.02.16 Notice of Hearing.pdf> 
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Robert Galbraith 

From: 
Sent 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Your Honor, 

nick@rushmorelaw.com 
Tuesday, September 17, 2024 7:48 AM 
'Roetzel, Judge Scott'; Robert Galbraith 
'Shaffer, Sheila'; 'Jennifer Mellendorf'; Logan Pokorny 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

I would appreciate the time to review the discovery and believe a new hearing date is appropriate. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2024 7:36 AM 
To: nick@rushmorelaw.com; 'Robert Galbraith' <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 

Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; 'Logan 
Pokorny' <logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Given the documents recently provided, the conflict between parties and the request for personal appearance, the 
Court would be willing to set a new date for this hearing to allow parties to get organized. Thoughts? 

Scott A. Roetzel I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7''' Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.25 71 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 3:48 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Robert Galbraith' <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 

Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; 'Logan 
Pokorny' <logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 EXHIBIT 

Judge Roetzel, 9 
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Mr. Galbraith has been less than forthcoming with the Court. He insinuates he has attempted to 
connect with my office. At no time has Mr. Galbraith reached out to my office via phone, email, or 
the filing of any document to exchange information in this matter. Pursuant to the Court's email on 
July 29th, my understanding was we need to send out discovery requests. I did so on August 6th• Mr. 
Galbraith's paralegal requested those interrogatories and requests for production of documents via 
Word that same day, and my paralegal sent it to them. On September 10th I had yet to receive any 
documentation and sent a Meet and Confer Letter regarding the missing discovery, which I filed with 
the Court. On Friday, my office received 428 pages of documentation. 

I have not received the pre-marked exhibits Mr. Galbraith is advising to the Court. I would ask for the 
Court's assistance in ordering Mr. Galbraith to provide the pre-marked exhibits he is referring 
to. Pursuant to the Court's email, I will send him my client's exhibits, which I anticipate will include 
approximately 200 of the 428 pages of discovery sent from Mr. Galbraith. 

Furthermore, I understand the Court has already granted the request for a Zoom appearance, 
however, I have been waiting for him to file a motion so I could file a formal objection, as I do not 
believe this evidentiary hearing can be facilitated via Zoom. There are many inconsistencies in my 
short review of the documentation, and there appears to be a misrepresentation of Mr. Bulyca's 
income in their calculation of child support. I have yet to see how they have reached that number, as 
he provided no documentation to support it. Since Mr. Bulyca has known about this hearing since 
August 15

\ I would ask the Court to reconsider given the timeliness of the request and necessity to 
review numerous financial documents in-person. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
N ick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 1:56 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will allow ZOOM for this hearing. Also, Mr. Peterson please send over any exhibits immediately and if unable 
to do so, we will discuss at hearing whether any exhibits will be allowed. 
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Scott A. Roetz el I Circuit Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7'" Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 

Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 12:56 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 

Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
<logan@nooneysolay.com> 

Subject: RE: [EXTI 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

This matter is scheduled for this Wednesday at 1 :OO p.m. I am providing to the Court a courtesy copy of the Motion 
for Zoom Appearance for my client. When Judge f>feifle allowed my client to select between an evidentiary hearing 
before the Court and a referral to a referee, my client had the knowledge through my office that Judge f>feifle's 
personal preference was to allow zoom appearances on shorter hearings such as this one. It was expected that 
this hearing would be conducted in front of Judge Pfeifle. If it is this Court's preference to request live testimony, 
that is certainly okay, but it was not what my client expected when setting this hearing. My client lives in Alabama 
and is currently working in Ohio. If the Court says he needs to be here he will book a flight today and he will be 
here. However, the travel expense for a relatively short hearing is definitely burdensome. I have pre-marked only 6 
exhibits, including the child support calculation supplied with the motion. I do not expect his testimony on direct 
will take more than 20 minutes. 

The Court also asked the parties to exchange exhibits prior to the hearing. Mr. Peterson and I were unable to 
connect to arrange for that. Having not been able to connect with him, I provided him my exhibits last week, along 
with 400 pages of discovery responses from my client (which I also don't th ink the Court anticipated when it 
ordered the continuance). I have yet to receive anything in response. I would ask for the Court's assistance in 
ordering that the Plaintiff provide her proposed exhibits immediately. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:38 PM 

To: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com>; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will GRANT to continuance at Plaintiff's request. Please contact Sheila regarding a new date that works for 
both parties. Be advised, that the deadline for production of documents will be 30 days before that date. As far as the 

ZOOM request, I will take under advisement, but I am inclined to require all parties to be present. 

3 

Filed: 12/6/2024 4:06 PM CST Pennington County, South Dakota 51DIV20-000166 
B 061 



Scott A. Roetzel I Circu;t Judge 
Unified Judicial System I 7'" Circuit Court 

315 St. Joseph Street I Rapid City, SD 57701 

Ph: 605.394.2571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:07 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer 
Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: Re: (EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

I will not address the lengthy email except to say that it is patently false that we are not prepared on our end. I have 
all of my client's information. We have been waiting to receive Casey's information so that I could file a response. 
When a party files for a modification, documentation to support the motion is required. Nothing but a new child 
support calculation sheet has been provided. Nothing was filed by Mr. Galbraith to support that child support 
should be modified. No income information whatsoever from Casey Bulyca has been filed. This is not my motion. It 
is Defendant's burden to support his motion. I have all of my client's information and have been waiting to 
calculate child support, but cannot do so without Casey's information. 

Further, it now appears that his client in not appearing in person. I object to any Zoom appearance by the 
Defendant. His appearance is necessary as I will need to examine him regarding his information, which has yet to 
be provided. 

I also have no issue with the hearing proceeding on Wednesday but would require Casey's income documentation 
and his appearance to do so. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 29, 2024, at 11 :57 AM, Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> wrote: 

Judge Roetzel and Mr. Peterson, 

I wanted to provide a little more clarification for the Court in light of Judge Pfeifle's retirement. The 
parties had a hearing in September of last year involving a request to modify alimony. Both parties 
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were deposed regarding their income prior to that hearing, and information including their income, 
budgets, and finances were fully presented to the Court. In February, my client filed a Motion to 
Amend Child Support. That document, a copy of which is attached, provided that the proposed 
support calculation {which was attached) utilized the parties' income numbers fully developed for 
the prior hearing. A hearing was noticed from March 21 (also attached). There was no objection, 
response, request for information, or communication whatsoever received between the filing of the 
motion and the hearing. In fact, Mr. Peterson acknowledged at the hearing on March 21 that he 
either did not see or open the Motion and Notice of Hearing or had forgotten about them until he 
saw this case on the Court's calendar in the courthouse while at another hearing that same 
morning. He acknowledged that he did not have any information to provide to the Court and 
complained that he hadn't received any information or a phone call leading up to the hearing, 
before admitting to Judge Pfeifle based on the Court's questioning that he did receive the Notice of 
Hearing on this issue for that day. Mr. Peterson asked that the matter be referred to a referee or that 
an evidentiary hearing be set so that he could present necessary information on behalf of his client. 
Judge Pfeifle indicated that perhaps Mr. Peterson and his client didn't get to fully develop their 
record on child support at the prior hearing so he would allow for an evidentiary hearing or refer to a 
referee at my client's option. Thereafter, either Mr. Peterson or his client were not available for any 
of the dates offered by Judge Pfeifle to hear this matter (I can certainly provide the emails with the 
Judge Pfeifle if the court wants to see them). After Judge Pfeifle's retirement, this matter was reset 
with Judge Roetzel. Again, there have been no requests, no discovery, and not a single 
communication from Mr. Peterson or his client until this email two days before the hearing (his 
objection would have been due by statute, first on March 14, 2024 and now by July 24, 2024). These 
issues, if they were actualissues, could have been addressed during the emails between the Court 
and counsel 30 days ago when this hearing was scheduled, but they were not. Interestingly enough, 
while Mr. Peterson complains to the Court that he hasn't received any information from my client, 
Mr. Peterson fails to point out that his client has a new job and has not provided any information 
whatsoever, including a proposed calculation to be included in his response/objection, all issues 
that we anticipated would be addressed at the evidentiary hearing. The fact that Mr. Peterson 
and/or his client are again ill prepared to deal with issues before the Court despite more than five 
months to do so is no reason for a continuance or fees. 

But, again, my client will take the high road. The objection itself does not seek a continuance. It 
simply states that the motion should be denied due to lack of supporting documentation (although 
it was Mr. Peterson who demanded that the supporting documentation be provided via an 
evidentiary hearing). Mr. Peterson's email seeks a continuance. If a continuance is to be granted, 
my client would request that any such continuance be granted on the following conditions: (1) that 
there be a formal order indicating the continuance is being granted at Plaintiff's request; (2) that the 
Order include deadlines by which the parties will exchange all income information, paystubs, etc., 
including any documents or evidence to be introduced at trial; (3) that my client be permitted to 
appear via zoom at the continued hearing. 

I apologize for the necessity to make a position statement by email, but I will need to advise my 
client sooner rather than later of the results of Mr. Peterson's untimely request. 

-Rob 

RobertJ. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LI..P 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 
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From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:11 AM 
To: 'Roetzel, Judge Scott' <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith 
<Robert@nooneysolay.com >; 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Shella .Shaffer@ujs.state.sd. us> 
Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately 
prepare for an evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this 
matter. Specifically, I have not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income 
documentation to support a modification of child support, including any 
information to support Defendant experienced a change in employment. In an 
effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the matter to 
another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support 
referee to determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My 
client is willing to work with a child support referee to reduce costs. 

Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed 
from me. 

Thanks, 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

<image00l.png> 
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From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: FW: [EXT) 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca v. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the 
motion, but Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that it either be referred to a referee or 
an evidentiary hearing be set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would order whichever was requested by 
my client. I have included a short portion of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it 
was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we were not able to find a date that works 
for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be sufficient. Would you like 
us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for your time 
and consideration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 202410:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that 
response. Finding a couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on 
March 21. Mr. Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a 
referee or for an evidentiary hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an 
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evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two hours would be sufficient. Please let me know 
if we should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY& SOLAY,LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

<2024.02.16 Motion to Amend Child Support.pdf> 
<2024.02.16 Notice of Hearing.pdf> 
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Child Support Obligation Calculator 

This child support obligation calculat:Dr is based on the South Dakota Child Support Guideline laws and is intended to provide tbe basic 
support obligation for child support for combined monthly Net Income to $30,000. Deviations and adjustments (for child care, visitation, or 
other factors) the court may allow are not included in the calculation of tbe basic 111pport obligation. All IID!Ounts listed must be monthly. 

It is pre8U!Iled a parent is capable of earning at least minimum wage except as provided in SDCL ~-If disabled, use actual amount of 
benefits. 

Select the number of children for this obligation calculation. 02 Y children. 

Grou Monthly Income: 
• Required Field. 

Parent 1 
Non-custodial 

$ 1560 

Parent2 
Custodial 

• $ 7573 • 

Deductl.ons to Gros1 Income: The FIT, Social Security and Medicare deductions will automatically formulate when you click on calculate. 

Comments: 

Comments: 

FIT (Federal Income Tu Withhdd) S 35 

Social Security S 97 
Medicare S 23 

Retirement $ o 

Other Allowable Deductions See SDCI.25-J::6 7 

S 0 

s 0 

Monthly Net Income S 1405 

Combined Monthly Net Income S 7413 

% Combined Income 19% 

Total Support Obligation S 1791 

Iadiviclual Parent Support Obligation S 340 

Non-Cutocllal Parent Net Income Only S 541 

Monthly Child Support Obligation S 340 

Monthly Medical Insurance Payment s 591 

Amount Adju1ted for Medical S 479 

Adjuried Monthly Child Support Obligation S -139 

S 98S 

$470 

$110 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$6008 

81% 

$1451 

$ 0 

$0 

Medical insurance is considered reasonable in cost if the cost attributable to the child is equal to or less th.en 8% of the net income, after 
proportionate medical support credit is applied, of the parent ordered to maintain insurance, and the amount is specified in the order. 
(SDCL 25-7-6.16) 

Parent 1 8% Limit S 111 

Parent 2 8% Limit S 481 

The calculator provides only an estimate and is not a guarantee of tbe amount of child support that may be 
may affect the amount of child support awarded. 

EXHIBIT 
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Child Support Obligation Calculator 

This child support obligation calculator is based on the South Dakota Child Support Guideline laws and is intended to provide the basic 
support obligation for child support for combined monthly Net Income to $30,000. Deviations and adjustments (for child care, visitation, or 
other factors) the court may allow are not included io the calculation of the basic support obligation. All amounts listed must be monthly. 

It is presumed a parent is capable of earning at least minimum wage except as provided io SDCL 25-7-6 26 If disabled, use actual amount of 
benefits. 

Select the number of children for this obligation calculation. 02 v children. 

Gros■ Monthly Income: 
• Required Field. 

Parent 1 Parent 2 
Non-Custodial Custodial 

S 6829 • S 7573 • 

Deductiou1 to Gro11 Income: The FIT, Social Security and Medicare dedw:tions will automatically formulate when you click on calculate. 

Comments: 

Comments: 

FIT (Federal Income Tu Withheld) S 823 

Soda! Security S 423 

Medicare S 99 

Retirement s o 

Other Allowable Deductiom See SDCL25-7-6,7 

$ 0 

S 0 

Monthly Net Income $5484 

Combined Monthly Net Income S 11492 

% Comhloed Income 48¾ 

Total Support ObUgation $2409 

Individual PIIRnt Support ObUgation $1156 

Non-Cnstodial P11Rnt Net Income Only $1516 

Monthly Child Support ObUgation $1156 

Monthly Medical In1urance Payment S 591 

Amount AdJUlted for Medical S 307 

Adju1ted Monthly Child Support ObUgation S 849 

$985 

$470 

$110 

S 0 

s 0 

S 0 

$6008 

52% 

$ 1253 

S 0 

$0 

Medical insurance is considered reasonable io cost if the cost attributable to the child is equal to or less than 8% of the ru:t income, after 
proportionate medical support credit is applied, of the parent ordered to maintain insurance, and the amount is specified in the order. 
(SDCL 25-7-6.16) 

Parent 1 8% Limit S "39 

Parent 2 8% Limit S "81 

The calculator provides only an estimate and is not a guarantee of the amount of cbild support that may be orde:t 
may affect the amount of child support awarocd.. 

EXHIBIT 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA IN CIRCUI T COURT 
ss. 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON SEVENTH JUDI CIAL CI RCUIT 

LINNEA BULYCA, VOLUME I 
Pet itioner , 

) Cou r t File: DIV 
- v s- ) 

) MOTION HEARING 
CASEY BULYCA, ) 

Defendant, ) 

) 

BEFORE : THE HONORABLE SCOTT ROETZEL 
CIRCUIT COURT J UDGE , at 
Rap i d City, South Dakota , on 
November 6, 2024 

APPEARANCES: 

For t h e Pet i t i oner : 

Fo r t he Respondent: 

Nicholas Peters on 
Attor ney f or Petitioner 
Rapid Cit y, South Dakota 

Robe r t Galbraith 
Attor ney for Respon dent 
Rapid City, South Dakota 
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l INDEX 

2 WITNESSES: DIRECT CROSS REDIRECT RECROSS 

3 Defense Witness 

-1 Casey Bul yca 7 25 48 63 

.5 Linnea Bulyca 66 

6 

·; 

8 EXHIBITS OFFERED ACCEPTED REJECTED 

9 DEFENSE EXHIBITS 

10 Exhibi t 1 1 4 14 

11 Exhibit 3 15 15 

12 Ex hibit 4 15 15 

13 Exhibit 2 16 16 

14 Exhibit 7 61 61 

15 PETITIONER'S EXHI BITS 

1 6 Exhib i t 9 33 33 

17 Exhibit 13 33 33 

18 Exh i bit 11 3 7 37 

1 9 Exhibit 17 37 37 

20 Exhibi t 10 48 4B 

21 Exhibit 5 67 67 

22 Exhibit 6 67 67 

23 Ex hibit 3 72 72 

24 Exhibit 4 72 72 

25 
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24 

25 

THE COURT: Okay. I ' m gonna move the camera here. Ther e, 

how does that look? That look okay? 

MR. BULYCA: Yes Sir. 

THE COURT: Now l e t's see, why's h e no t on my screen? Don ' t 

like that . Why is i t not going onto my screen? I was just us ing 

it today and i t worked out j ust fi n e. You wanna go get urn, 

Heather, real quick? Sorry Sir, we're h av ing a problem jumping 

it to the screen. Last time t he pro jecto r was having i ssues. 

MR. CASEY: Understood no problem. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Yo-do yo-i t is it okay t o do some 

housekeeping--

THE COURT: Yes . 

MR. GALBRAI TH: --Now while we're wait ing? 

THE COURT: Yep. 

MR. GALBRAI TH: So the, ex-the Pl aintiff's exhibit 3, of 

which Mr. Peterson just h anded you a new copy? 

THE COURT: Correct . 

MR. GALBRAITH: Um, I've, I've gone t h r ou gh that. At the 

time we submitted calcul ations we did not have updated 

information from the Plaintiff . 

THE COURT: Okay? 

MR. GALBR..i'HTH: Uh, we now do. So, for the Plai ntif f 's 

column, for parent two cus todial in exhibit 3 , we would 

stipul a t e to those numbers. 

THE COURT : And--

C 003 
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24 
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MR. GALBRAITH: So I t h ink the issue would be today, 

limited to, to my client, the non-custodial parent-­

THE COURT: How much , yeah-

MR. GALBRAITH: --the Defendant's-­

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR. GALBRAITH: --Income i nformation. 

MR . PETERSON : I would agree. 

calling her, brie f ly. But I agree. 

I would still i ntend on 

(Off record conversation takes place between Court and Heather 

regarding zoom which wi l l inc l ude brief inte r action with 

witness.) 

THE COURT: Well, we started a little bit, I kinda j umped 

the gun before I got you on the phone, is it Bulca? 

MR. BULYCA: Bulyca. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Bulyca. 

THE COURT: Bulyca. So I'l l have Mr. Galbraith again , 

i nt roduce yourself and your client . 

MR. GALBRAITH: Rob Gal b raith, Your Honor, and Casey Bulyca 

via zoom. 

THE COURT: And Mr. Pe t e rson. 

MR. PETERSON: Nick Peterson for Linnea Bulyca . 

THE COURT : Well good afte r noon everybody. We are he r e on 

the Defendant's moti o n to amend child support, i s that correct? 

MR. GALBRAITH: Yes, Your Honor. 

MR. PETERSON : Correct . 

5 

C 004 



1 

2 

3 

1 

5 Q 

6 

7 

8 

9 A 

i.O Q 

l1 

12 A 

13 

14 

15 

1 6 

17 Q 

1B A 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

2~ 

25 

MR. BULYCA : Cas ey Ray Bulyca . Las t name i s B- U-1- Y- C- A. 

THE COURT : Thank you. Mr. Galbrai t h. 

MR . GALBRAITH: Tha nk you , Your Honor. 

DIRECT EXAMI NATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) Uh, Casey I' m gonna sit here at the mi c 

becau s e that'l l he lp yo u he a r me t he bes t b ut if I tra i l away 

from it a little bit j ust let me know and I ' ll make sure that I 

get b a c k t o i t a nd y ou can hear everythi n g I s ay, so und good? 

Sounds great . 

Okay . Casey i f you would pleas e, expl a i n to t he Court what it 

is you d o f or a liv i ng? 

So I r un and um, own and operate a trucking business . Uh, which 

means , y ou know , I d o eve r yth ing. I mea n I was in a truck 

ye sterday a nd I work on t ruc ks a n d I, you know do admini strative 

work and I ki nda do a l i tr l e bi t of everything in terms of 

running that business. 

What took you into own ing a nd r unn ing a trucking bus i ness? 

Um, I, I had run i nto some things with uh , some real l y un - we 

poor business practices of some of the company we're working 

for . Urn, and I recognize that I needed to try to figure out how 

to do somethi ng on my own. I n addition to that, I recognize 

that do ing what I was doing was neve r gonna be able to spend t he 

t ime with my kids that I could uh , i f I was able to manage my 

life urn, on my own. And so that ' s what, what drove me to do i ng 

what I'm do i n g . 
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3 

4 A 

5 Q 

6 

7 

8 

9 

lC A 

11 Q 

12 

13 

l4 A 

15 Q 

1 6 

17 

18 

19 A 

2 0 Q 

2 1 A 

22 Q 

23 

2 4 A 

2 5 

Uh, and so not t o say it's a, a moving targe t but a s with any 

party's income, i n come changes and ya have to modify t o meet 

that, right? 

Yes. 

Okay and as a p art of the process i n exchanging documents and 

preparing for a hearing uh, you went a nd gathere d some 

informa t ion that you didn't have at the time uh, of t he 

Sept ember 2023, hearing or e ven when your mot i on to modi f y child 

support was fi l ed, fai r ? 

Correct, yes. 

Do you have , Casey, um, e-either paper copy or d i g i t a l copy with 

you uh, t h e exhibits tha t I had p rovi ded, t he one I th ink I'd 

sent that s aid our e x h ibits, uh, exhibi t 1 , do you have t hat? 

Yes. 

Okay um, and that f o r t he, the Co urt s h ou l d h ave De f e ndant's 

exhibit notebook up t here and that would be t he on e t hat we ' r e 

looking from. A cop y 's b e e n provided to Mr . Peterson as well. 

Uh, wha t is exhibit 1, Ca s e y? 

Uh, tha t is my own e r ' s d rawings f r om the business . 

Oka y--

Uh , for my s e lf. 

--Um, a nd s o that is, if I l ook a t it up t op , i t s a ys f rom 1-1-

24 to 12-3 1 - 2 4, do you see that ? 

Yes. I t h ink we we nt year to dat e and stops a t 12 , 7- 31 , when I 

sent i t. 
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l Q 

2 

3 

4 A 

s Q 

6 A 

7 Q 
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9 A 

10 Q 

11 A 

1 2 

13 Q 

14 A 

15 Q 

16 A 

11 

18 Q 

19 A 

20 Q 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 A 

2 4 Q 

25 A 

Okay and if we look down the left han d c olumn it has all of t he 

dates of those uh, ranging from J anuary 5 to 7- 31, do you s ee 

that? 

Yes. 

Now, who a r e, wh o are the o wne r s of Bu l l Dog Enterprises? 

Uh, myself. 

Okay. Now when you have an , well , let me ask thi s question. 

Does Bu l l Dog En terprises have employees? 

Yes. 

Who are the employ ees o f Bul l Dog Enterprises? 

Uh, I've got, well, at the t ime this was d one there was thre e, 

now we have eight employees. 

And so I, I assume you have some d rivers, right? 

Yes. 

Uh, ct-what do y o u h a v e other than drivers? 

Um, I gotta, I mea n, primari l y e ve r yon e d r ive s but Ol ga is my, I 

mean, s he's my, w-I mean we wo rk t o gether. 

And uh, Olga's your signif i c ant other, r ight ? 

Yes . 

Yo u guy s a r e not married but l i ve t ogether? 

Yes. 

How lon g have y o u a nd Olga lived together ? 

Uh, four years . 

How doe s Olga g e t paid? 

Uh, we spli t t h e i ncome f rom the business . 

1 0 
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1 Q 
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3 

4 A 

5 

6 

7 

8 Q 

9 

10 

11 

12 A 

13 Q 

14 A 

LS Q 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 A 

2 1 Q 

22 

2 3 

24 A 

25 Q 

Okay. Um, so if I loo k at exhibi t 1, where you have uh, debits, 

say for example on January 5, of ' 24 , there is a debi t f or 

$4,654.16. Who is tha t payment to? 

Uh, t hat would be to a joint credit card. Most o f our payment s, 

we, t o make it simpl e we pa y for pretty well all of our persona l 

expenses with a credit card and then we just pay it off as an 

owner ' s d r aw. 

Okay . When, when you gu-so when yo u guys issu e an owner ' s d r aw 

um, say that $4,654.00, is that al l your i ncome? Is it all her 

income? How do you guys divvy up t he income with i n your ente r ­

wi thin Bull Dog Enterprises? 

50/50 . 

Okay . 

I mean we're, we, we sha r e the b urden of everything. 

So, okay , so for the owner's draws that are down t he debit 

column, would tha t be true for all of those? Um, say for 

example if I, i f I see a $1,000.00 owner draw urn, like exi s t s o n 

Fe bruary 8 , would that be essentia lly a 50 / 50 draw t o the b oth 

of you? 

Yes. 

So the r e 's, t here's t ota l s down at t h e bottom of t hat, the, t he 

tot al draws that you had taken from January o f 2 02 4 to Jul y of 

20 2 4, wa s $4 7 ,491. 69, is that true? 

Yes . 

And there ' s ano ther c olumn n e xt t o tha t for, for c h ild s u pport 
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10 Q 
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13 Q 

14 

1 5 

16 

17 

1 8 A 

19 Q 

20 

21 

22 A 

23 Q 

24 

25 A 

and alimony . Do you also essentiall y ta ke a d r aw out o f the 

company t o p a y your chi l d support and alimony? 

Yes. 

Okay, and, uh , Olg a 's not r e s pon s i b le f or tha t, right ? 

Correct. 

So the $2 4,059. 00 , the t otal i ty of t hat would b e e ssenti a l l y a 

draw pa yment to you for purposes of payi n g yo ur chi l d support 

a nd a l i mony ? 

Corre ct. 

And t h e $4 7, 49 1 . 69 , t h at wo u ld be wha t t he t wo of you have taken 

out , i s tha t fai r? 

Yes Si r . 

So j us t gonn a do a li tt l e b i t of mat h Casey, on a ca l cul ator 

a nd, and you can ce r tai nly do it to i f you need t o , but i f I 

t a ke $4 7, 491 .00, and I typed i t wrong so bea r wi t h me here . And 

69 cents and I d i v i de that by two, t h e tot a l i s $23 , 74 5. 85 . Doe s 

that sound r ight? 

Yes Sir. 

And , and t hen t o f i gure out what wa s paid to Casey, I would also 

add all of the child support a nd al i mony d r a ws , d o you agree 

with that ? 

Yes . 

And so if I do that I get a t o t a l of $47 ,804 . 85 . Does t hat 

sound abouL right? 

Yes Sir . 
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19 A 

20 Q 
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And that was over the seven month period from January through 

July? 

Yes. 

So if I divide that by seven, the total draw to Casey was 

$6,829.00. Does that sound about l i ke what you get pe r month? 

Yes. 

And I don't know if you recall or not Casey, but the number that 

was used with Judge Pfei fle, in September of 2023, a nd the 

numbers that was included in your ini tial motion to modify 

s upport was $5,300.00. 

Yeah. 

Does that s ou nd right? 

And, and so in looking at t his, you're okay as we si t here t oday 

in front of this Court, acknowledging an inc rease in your income 

to, to the $6,829.00 that's reflected in the d r aws t hat you t ook 

from t he c ompany i.n 2024 ? 

Yes Sir. 

Now t here's also some i n formation that yo u provide d t hrough 

discovery for another company there, a Bul l Dog Logistics? 

Yes . 

How many draws have you taken from Bull Dog Log istics? 

None . 

Okay. I s that a, a new company? 

Yeah, it's a n e w company a s of the end of last y e ar . 

That Bull Dog Log is t ics wasn't in you r 2023 tax r e turn, so I 

assume it didn't have any r evenue , profit o r a nything e l se in 
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2 1 Q 
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2023? 

Zero income, yes. 

So it's, it's an up and coming and you haven't been able t o t ake 

money out of that yet? 

Correct. 

MR. GALBRAI TH ; And I apo l ogize Your Honor, I probab l y just 

kept plugging thr ough. I would move to admit Exh ibit 1 . 

THE COURT: Any objection? 

MR. PETERSON : No obJection . 

THE COURT: One will be admitted . 

CONTINUE D DIRECT EXAMINATI ON 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) Casey when did you s tart doi ng work under 

Bull Dog Enterprises ? 

Uh, I opened Bull Dog Enterp r ises, May 5, 2022. 

And I ' m gonna jump around briefly so bear with me. I f you would 

go to exh i bit 3, t e l l me Case y, and you' l l kind of have to s­

stand back a litt l e bit. I f you look at the, what are ca lled, 

base numbers in the bottom right hand corner, C Bu l yca 0024 is 

the cover page of the r e turn, what i s tha t? 

W-what was the n umber of that, I' m s o r r y ? 

So exh.i.bit 3 , b ase number 002 4? 

0024, um, th i s i s my 2022 tax r e tur n. 

Okay. A-wo u ld t hi s b e a true and correct copy of your 2 02 2 t ax 

r etur n? 

Ye s . 
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MR. GALBRAITH: I'd move to admi t exhibi t 3. 

THE COURT: Any objection? 

MR. PETERSON: No objection. 

THE COURT: Three will be admitted . 

CONTINUED DIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) And Casey, i f you'd look a t exhibit 4 , wh at 

is exh i bit 4? 

Uh, that was my um, W2 earnings for 2022 . 

MR. GALBRAITH: Woul d move t o admit exhi bit 4. 

THE COURT : Mr. Pe t erson? 

MR. PETERSON: No objection . 

THE COURT: It'll be admitted. 

CONTINUED DIRECT EXAM I NATION 

(BY MR . GALBRAITH) So I kind of jumped arou nd on you a little 

bit Cas ey, but I'm, I'm back at, now i n exhibit 3 on p a g e 2 4 . 

Um, we s ee in your 1040 in line lA, you r W2 income f r om AP 

Logistics that year was $16,374.00, do you s ee t hat? 

Yes . 

And you had i n l ine eight um, you had some o t her i n c ome f rom 

schedul e 1 , do you s ee t hat ? 

Yes . 

Now if you just kinda page back thr ough that document, I might 

of went past i t . You had some i - r e a l l y s ome l oss f rom Bul l Do g 

Enterprise t h a t yea r, i s that right ? 

Correct. 
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Q 
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Um, so that kin-was that at the time that Bull Dog Enterprises 

was kinda up and coming and getting s t arted ? 

Yes . Yeah, we had, we had a couple of trucks and um, we were 

very, very s l ow starting out and I was wor king as a consultant 

through Bull Dog Enterprises u h , for uh, a base company . 

I don 't wan na spend to much time o-on those do cuments but I do 

want the Court to u nderstand Casey, that it, so Bull Dog 

Enterprises for 2023, still showed a loss. Obviously we don't 

have 2024 done yet. Um, i-i- i s 2 023, wh i c h we' r e gonna foc us o n 

in some detail, was that an anomaly or a down yea r , or , or covid 

really gotcha or anything like t hat , or i s that about l ike a 

normal year as you've bee n growing Bull Dog Enterprises? 

It's about a normal year as we 're g r owing Bul l Dog Enterprise s. 

Uh, and obviously we can see fr om your 2022 r e t u r n, it's not as 

though t hat the r e was a whole bunc h of mone y two years ago, 

either that somehow, something happe ned . Um, so l e t' s look at 

2023 Casey, cause that's the most recent uh , tax return that we 

have . Go t o exhibit 2 if you would. 

Alright. 

And if you'd kinda flip back to page 64 , what i s i n exhibit 2? 

Uh , thi s would be my 2023 tax retur n. 

MR . GALBRAITH: Would move t o admi t e xhib it 2. 

MR. PETERSON : No obj ect i on . 

THE COURT : Thank you . It' ll be admitted . 

CONTINUED DRIECT EXAMINATION 
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(BY MR. GALBRAITH) For 2023 Casey, did you have a n y W2 income? 

No Sir. 

So t hat year was just al l Bull Dog Enterprises? 

Yes. 

And i f we go down to line eight on page 64, we see your total, 

really lines eight and nine, your total income for 2023, was a 

loss of $3,587.00? 

Yes . 

So go back one more page . Go t o page 65 j ust for a minute. 

Your tax return has on t here that your tax preparer was a, a 

Jenny Steinets (phonetic), a CPA- -

Yes. 

--At Casey Peterson? 

That is correct. 

Kinda goes without saying now, but do you do your own taxes? 

No Sir. 

Do you hand your books over to, t o um, certified special 

accountant, a CPA at Casey Peterson, and say "make sure I do 

t h i s r i ght''? 

Yeah, hundred percent . 

Okay . Uh, and so they are e ssent i al ly cross c hecking the t hings 

that are in your r ecords to make sur e that you get an a ccurate 

tax r eturn submitte d to the I nternal Revenue Service? 

Yes. 

Okay . Go back to page 68, if you would Casey? 
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Okay. 

Are you there? 

Yes Sir. 

Uh, if we look at the , the Schedule C for Bull Dog Enterprises, 

urn , the gross receipts or sa l es, Bull Dog Ente r prises had some 

good gross receipts, r ight, $602,72 4 .0 0? 

Yes Sir. 

Does t hat mean that Casey Bu l yca put $602,724. 00 in h i s po cket? 

Absolut ely not. I wish, that'd been great but no, um, 

unfortunately with trucking there is a l ot of expense tha t goes 

along with it. 

Okay. So as we work down through the things t hat Casey Peterso n 

then took off of your gross receipts, the first one in l ine 

four, is your cost o f goods sold, do you see that? 

Yes. 

What were your costs of goods sold for 2023? 

Uh, $347,000.00. 

Okay and n o w Casey, just because o f the nature of tax returns we 

get to do some flipping back and forth, but if, i f you look a t 

line four , it says costs of goods sold from line 42 . Go back 

one page and we can see your costs of goods so l d on line 4 2 , do 

you see that? 

Uh, yeah, hang on . Yes . 

Okay uh, so we see that $347 ,000.00 in line 42 , do you see that? 

Yes . 
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Okay a n d then t ha t r e f e rs us t o mo re l i ne s, i t say s subtra c t 

l ine 4 1 from line 40 . Fort y - on e i s inventory a t e n d of year and 

you don ' t c a rr y inven t ory , right ? 

No Sir. 

Uh, a nd lin e 40 is a combina t ion of lines 35 t h r ough 39 . Urn, 

l ine 3 7 is cos t of l a bo r , not i ncl udi ng any thing pa i d to 

yourself . You had a $ 1 44,514 . 00? 

Sound s right . 

So t h o s e are e s se ntially yo ur labor c o s t s. That , t hat ' s wha t 

you're paying people to wor k fo r y ou ? 

Yes. 

Now could yo u have $60 0,000 . 00 of g ros s receip t s wi thout payi ng 

p e op l e t o go do t h i n gs on you r b e h a l f? 

No . 

Oka y. Uh, and the n there ' s $2 02 , 0 00.00 f o r o t her costs a nd a 

r e f erence to stat ement 1 . I 'm gonna g e t you there too . I f you 

go to 83 , i n t he bo t tom right hand corne r , we can see that p a ge 

83 i s sta tements 1 , 2 and 3 , do you see tha t ? 

Um, a l most t here . Yes . 

Okay a nd so i f we look a t, a t the top o ne, t hat statement 1 , 

r i g ht in the , the t op r ighthand corner , it says s t atement 1 , uh, 

the $202 ,000 . 00 was c ommer c i al truck expense . Do you, do you 

have like lease h o l d hau l ers or what is tha t ? 

That's, I mean, t ruck p a yment s , fuel, it's e ve ryt h ing . I t ' s all 

t h e expenses t hat go into trucks . 
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Okay. Do you hav e lease, lease haulers t oo? Do you like hav e 

l eas e s of t r ucks or do you lea se people t o haul fo r you? 

We do, we d o n ow. We didn't t he n . 

Okay a nd obvious l y every thing t hat went into y ou r trucking 

e xpenses, that woul d h a v e bee n provided t o a nd verified by Case y 

Pet e r s on? 

Yes . 

Okay. I'm gonna have yo u jump b a c k to page 68 . So that page, 

t h en Casey, has a bun ch of othe r e xpen s es that a re deducted out 

o f your , your gross receipts and yo ur g r oss i n come . So for 

e x a mple l i ne e i gh t i s a dverti sing . Do yo u have advertis i ng 

e x penses within y ou r business? 

Yes . 

Now I , does that mean l i ke you phys i cally, I me an so, part of 

what t he Court has t o d o is the Cou rt has t o decide i f you h ave 

what a re l ike real out o f pocket e xpenses or somet imes in tax 

r etur n s we have expense s where we do n' t ac tuall y i ncur t hem but 

t h e l a w al lows us t o take a d eduction. Is t hat a n out o f pocket 

e xpense where you pay $ 4 ,700 . D0 ? 

Yes . 

And s i milarly , your cost of goods sold f o r your labor and your 

trucking, are, a r e t ho s e out of pocke t exp e nses where you have 

to pay somebody those mon i es? 

Yes Si r . 

Okay. om, car and truck expense in l ine nine , d o you see that 
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one? 

Ye s. 

w-what is that one? 

Uh, it's vehicle expenses um, and t ruc k expenses . I t hink uh, 

maintenance etc., payments. 

And, and i t says see instructions a nd obv i ously with the IRS 

t hat can get burdensome, but the line nine , Schedule C 

i nstruct ions talk a b out a ctual expenses of ope r at ing car o r 

truck or standard mileage rat es . So those are o u t o f pocket 

e xpenses to you, t he expenses that you paid to u se those 

vehicles? 

Yes Sir. 

Okay. I'm gonna j ump over qu i ck uh, Casey, de p reciation b ecause 

t hat o ne makes us go to another p a ge agai n. Um, so line 14 i s 

emplo ye e benefits p r ograms . What's that? 

Uh, medical i n surance . 

So out o f pocket that you pay um, fo r emp l oyee benefits, h eal th 

insurance, stuf f l ike that? 

Yes. 

Okay and tha t, that's says othe r than on line 1 9, line 19 i s 

like pension a nd p rofit s haring p lans , you don't , you ha ven't 

p aid a nything for t h a t . Do yo u fund your own pension or profit 

sharing or anything like t hat? 

No. 

Okay. Line 15 i s f or insur ance o the r tha n h e al t h . What ' s tha t? 
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Uh, that's gonna be truck and vehicle insurance. Uh, i t 's gonna 

be general l iabilities and it's gonna be truck i nsurance and 

it's gonna be um, just a l l of our insurance cost s to r un t he 

business. 

Again those are out of pocket expenses? 

Yes. 

Okay. Line 18 is office expenses. 

What are office expenses? 

Is that computer, supplies? 

Yeah, all of that computers, office supplies, pape r , printer, 

etc. 

Out o f pocket expenses? 

Yes Sir . 

Uh, l i ne 20 i s rent or l ease o f vehicles, machi ne r y a nd 

equipment. 

equipment? 

Yes. 

Did you rent or l ease some vehicl es, mac hinery or 

Uh, and so those again a re, a r e expenses that you had to pay out 

of pocket and you then deduct fr om your tax r eturn? 

Yes. 

Uh , 22 are supplies which are not included in part 3, u m, again 

when you're purchas ing supplies for the business, you pay t h ose 

out pocket, right? 

Yes. 

Twenty-four A, trave l. Wha t' s i -what's i n travel? 

Fl ights , uh, mi les, meals, etc .-
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Hotels? 

--For traveling, hotels. 

Again, ou t of pocket expenses? 

Yes. 

Deductibl e meal s which, has some pretty specific i nstructions 

under I RS Guidelines, as fa r as being traveling o r being away 

from you home area, but those are also out of pocket expenses, 

right? 

Yes. 

Utilities are out of pocket expens es? 

Yes . 

And then other expenses f r om l ine 48. Aga i n i f you go bac k one 

page we have line 48, bank fees, credit card f ees, l i censes, 

software s ubscriptions, safe ty, are those all out of pocket 

expenses? 

Yes. 

Okay. Let's jump back to depreciation, because depreciation you 

don't actually physically pay somebody , right ? 

Correct . 

Okay so on line 13, we see your depreciation uh, and that's back 

j ust a coup le pages in t h at document uh, on page 70 . Do you see 

your depreciation spread sheet? 

Yes . 

And so you have in the r e uh , a Mack Tr uck , a Western Star f loor 

trailer, a one ton pickup, f l oo r trailer and a 
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Peterbi lt, six items t hat have been depreciated, right ? 

Yes. 

Now ultimately you depreciate those because ove r t ime they l ose 

value to you, is t hat fa i r? 

Yes. 

And at some point and time you gotta replace them, right? 

Unfortunately, yes. 

And wi t h an asset such that you can depreciate it , you can't 

expense it, right? That's why it's on a depreciation schedule? 

Yes. 

So your depreciat ion's essentially saving up for a future 

capital expenditure into a truck? 

Yes. 

And tha t was $22 , 302 .00? 

That's fa i r, yep. 

Now your total income Casey, i n 2 023 , was a $3,500 .0 0 loss, 

right? 

Yes. 

Now even if I add back in a ll of t h e d e preciat ion you r t ota l 

income in 2023, $18, 715. 00 ? Does that sound right? 

Sounds about r ight . 

And if I d i vide t hat by 12 it's $1,560.00 a mont h. Are-­

Yeah. 

- - You here asking the Court t o use $1, 560 . 00 a month for 

purposes o f calculati ng you r chi l d support? 
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No. 

But under your tax return I 'd advised you, you could, fair? 

Cor rect . 

um, but you've taken your , your draws from 2024, and ever y draw 

payment out to, to you and all of the d r aws you've taken for 

child support and alimony , you've tried to equate those to what 

you b e l i eve is a fair and accurate representation o f your 2024, 

income? 

Yes Sir. 

MR. PETERSON: Your Honor, I'm gonna object to t he l eading 

questions. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

MR. GALBRAITH: I don't have a nymore ques tions . 

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Peter son? 

MR. PETERSON: Thank you, Your Honor. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

(BY MR . PETERSON) so Casey, you are requesting t he Court t o 

modify child support, correct? 

Yes . 

And whenever you bring that motion , you understand that it's, 

it's on you t o prove that the r e has been a change in f i nancial 

circums t ances , does that sound right t o you? 

MR . GALBRAITH: I'm gonna obje ct, t here's, the time ' s p a s t . 

There's no change in circumstances requ i red in this case . 

THE COURT: Over ru l ed . 
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Okay. 

MR. PETERSON: Thank you, Your Honor. Tha t's all I have. 

THE COURT: I think we' ve touched on exhibit 10 ? 

MR. PETERSON: I 'd move t o admi t 10, Your Honor. I believe 

it i s --

MR . GALBRAITH: No, no objection. 

THE COURT: Ten will be admitted. 

REDIRECT EXAMI NATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH ) Casey, wou l d your 2023 tax ret urn be the bes t 

and truest and most accurate repres e n tation o f your income t hat 

you could provide to t h is Court? 

A hundred percent. 

And as we discussed e arlier, even if the enti rety of your 

deprec iation is disal l owed, your a nnual income in 2023 was 

$1 8 , 7 1.5. 00? 

Sure, yes . 

And your monthl y income was $1, 560 . 00? 

Yes . 

If there i s any confusion as to your income , are yo u okay wi t h 

t h e Court using your t ax re turn which is generall y relied upon 

by Courts o n a daily basis, some times a s the so l e and on l y 

e vidence in establishing income ? 

Yes. 

You've t r ied your bes t to ide ntify what y ou' ve pulle d from the 

company in 2024 , have yo u not? 
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A hundred p e r cent. 

Are y o u an a c count a n t ? 

No. 

Has Casey Pet e r son a udi ted the profit and loss s tatement t hat is 

included i n e x h i b i t 11 ? 

No. 

Just by way o f e x amp l e, the c ost of goo ds s old t ha t' s i dentified 

in your prof i t and loss s t a t ement is ze r o dollars , do you s ee 

t hat? 

Yes. 

Yo ur c ost of go ods so l d last year was $34 7 , 000. 00? 

Yes . 

You a s y o u are doi ng the books f o r your business enter , you put 

e n tries into some type o f s o f t ware , i s t hat right? 

Yes . 

What type o f s oft war e d o you use? 

I use a s oftware called Zoho Boo ks (p honetic ) . 

And do you hand t hat softwa re over to Casey Peterson at t he end 

o f t h e year for pu r poses of determining what you r income 

actual l y i s ? 

Yes . 

And so for examp l e i f you o r I o r a nyone else who owns a 

business go to Best Buy and I b u y a $5 ,000 . 00 tv f or my house on 

a personal c r edi t card, Casey Peterson' s gonna look at t hat and 

identify t hat I took a personal d r aw for $5,000 . 00 e ven thou gh I 
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put it on a business card? 

MR. PETERSON: Objection to the speculation . 

MR. GALBRAITH: If you know? 

THE COURT: I was gonna say, ove rrule d if he knows. 

MR. BULYCA: I me an I would I, I guess, I would a ssume so . 

CONTINUED REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAI TH) Similar l y we, there 's a b unch o f discuss ion 

about you r t ruck. The business p ays you to lea se your t r uc k, 

right ? 

Yes. 

Are you allowed to d o that by your accoun tant a n d the I RS 

b e cause you use your t r uck f o r the bus iness ? 

Yes. 

If you kn ow, wo u ld your a ccou ntant allow you t o d o t ha t if yo u 

did no t use you r truck in the bus i ness ? 

No . 

And so the busine ss wri tes a check t o you for $ 60 0 .00 to leas e 

your truc k? 

Yes. 

You write a chec k to pay the l o a n on your t r uck from yo ur 

persona l account fo r $600. 00? 

Yes. 

Let ' s ta lk about Ol ga , b ri e fly. Mr. Peterson as ked a number o f 

times o r , or at leas t stated at o ne po i nt and t i me , though we 

d on ' t know Olga's rea l contribution t o the b u s i ness . What does 
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Yes. 

Okay. Um, and, and so were you maki ng any representations, so 

where i t says, groceries $800.00, were you saying anything about 

whether or not that $800.00 was a draw or income or anything 

else, or simply that, that's what you budgeted for month ly 

expenses for groceries? 

That is correct, it's budgete d for monthly groceries. 

So it wouldn't be fair fo r me to say oh, we need to add $400.0 0 

a month into your salary? 

No. 

MR. PETERSON: Well objection, Your Honor. He could, I 

object. Misstatement of the reco r d. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

CONTINUED REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) Let's look at exhibit 1, Casey. 

Okay. 

I think you had talked about how that first entry for $4,654. 1 6, 

was p robably a credit card payment, am I recall i ng that 

correctly? 

Yes. 

Okay . So, if you paid groceries on t he business cre dit card, 

and then you u se the business account to pay t h a t credit card, 

you accounted for t hat in your books as a draw? 

Right. 

Okay . So, $40- $4,600 . 00, call it rounded off, is put onto a 
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credit card, $4 ,600 . 00 is paid from the b usiness and you account 

for that as a draw . Did you put $4 ,600. 00 in your pocket? 

No. 

Okay so it's not as though you both pa i d your expenses and put 

money in your pocket, right? 

Correc t . 

So if you had an e xpense that Mr. Peterson spent s o mu ch time 

with you that he believes, was a personal exp ense that you paid 

for the business, from t he business, wh en you paid i t you 

accounted for that as a draw? 

Yes. 

And so again, a t tempting really to give the benef i t of t h e 

dou bt, because at l eas t as we l ook a t your 2 023 return, many of 

t hose may actually be d e ductibl e expenses from your bus iness, 

f a i r? 

MR. PETERSON : Objection to spec u latio n, l a c k of 

f ound a t ion . 

THE COURT : Overruled. 

MR. BULYCA : Yes Sir. 

CONTI NUED REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) And aga i n, of all of the docume nts a nd 

information t hat we ha ve in f ront o f u s , t h - the ones t ha t ha v e 

b een l o oked a t by a n ac-an accountant t o d e t ermine you r actua l 

i n come , yo ur actua l e xpe nses , and, and what yo ur i ncome is fo r 

purpose s o f b o t h t he IRS a n d what So uth Da kota Statute relie s 
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upon for determining income and c alculating chi l d support, that 

information wou-the best information wo uld be where? 

Tax return. 

So jus t to go back and cover a l ittle bit these, t hese draws in 

t he debit category on exhibit 1 . If you, s o let's , let's go 

back and say, Mr. Peterson gave the example of, of the lease, so 

let's, let's talk about the l ease. I d on't know that, tha t was 

in it, but if the business paid $2,000.00 on t he l ease, who ' s 

obligat ed on t he lease? 

Um, Olga and I and the busine ss as a third party. 

Okay so the business i s obligated on the lease and you and Olga 

are obl i gated on the l ease , so that is really a joint exp ense 

bet ween all of you. 

Ye s . 

Um, wel l let's , le t 's just t alk about the, the c r edi t card. The 

f i rst entry we looked a t fo r $4 ,600.00, who's obligated o n the 

credit card? 

0-0lga and I. 

So i f t he bus iness issue s a distribution o r a draw t o the two o f 

you to pay t h e credi t card, half of tha t expense is yours and 

half of that expense is her s? 

Yes . 

In e xhibit 11, Mr. Peterso n had you l ook a t the profit and loss 

s tateme nt that was provided in discovery . Were you asked to 

provide a pro fit a nd loss statement ? 
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use the tota l ity of your draws that are identified in exhibit 1 

for purposes of c a l culating your income, r ight? 

Yes. 

Now, i f we're gonna go back and try and a dd in expenses t hat are 

accoun ted for di ffere ntly, woul d you ask this Court to back and 

use the , the best i nfor mati on that being y our 2023 tax retu r n? 

Yes . 

MR.GALBRAITH: I have for t he Court just for purposes of 

ease and (inaudible) submi tted it i n post trial fi n dings, t he 

obligation c a l c u la t or uh, which uses t he Plaint i ff's n umbers for 

column two a nd uses the $6,82 9. 0 0 in co l u mn o ne as well the 

$591.00 for mon thly medical insurance payments. And I woul d 

have no f urther qu estions. 

THE COURT : Any objection to this? This'll , d oesn't hav e a 

ma rk on it but shall be 6 . 

MR. PETERSON: I d on' t ob jec t. 

THE COURT: Or sorry, it 'd be 7. You do not object? 

MR. PETERSON: I do not. 

THE COURT: Okay and be f ore I move on , j us t f or 

housekeeping matters. Um, I h a ve down , I did get down 

Defendant ' s exh i b i t o n e thro u gh four we re o ffe red i nto evidence 

but I see i n the binder , Mr . Galbraith, yo u provided , we ha ve a 

5 a nd a 6? 

MR . GALBRAI TH: I don't think I offered t hem, Your Honor. 

THE COURT : You d i d not. 
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Date Transaction Type Transactiordl. 

01.05.24 owner. Drawings 
01.08.24 Owners Drawlnp 
01.IA.24 ONners Drawtnp 
01.18.24 owners Drawlnes 
01.22.24 owners Drawlnp 
01.26.24 Owners Drawlnp 
02.07.24 ONners Drawlnp 
02.08.24 owners Draw1ngs 
02.08.24 owners Drawlnas 
112,IA.24 Owners Drawlnp 
02.17.24 ONnars Drawtnp 
02.20.24 owners Draw1ne, 
02.20.24 O#ners Drawlnp 
03.07.24 OwnarsDrawlnp 
03.07.24 ONners Drawlnp 
03.13.24 owners Draw1ngs 
03.15.24 owners oraw1nas 
03.19.24 Owners Drawlnp 
DS.2D.24 O#nars Drawlnp 

03.20.24 owners Drawlne, 
03.21.24 owners Draw1np 
04.06.24 Owners Drawlnp 
04.08.24 ONners Drawlnp 
04.18.24 owners Drawlnp 
04.2D.24 Owner.s Dr-lnp 
04.22.24 Owners Drawlnp 
04.23.24 O#ners Drawlnp 

04.24.24 owners Draw'lne, 
05.04.24 Own1r.s o,-1np 
05.06.24 Owners Drawlnp 
05.06.24 ONners Drawlnp 
05.08.24 owners Drawings 
05.09.24 Ownet1 o,-1np 
06.16.24 Owners Drawlnp 
DS.19.24 0Nnen1 Drawlnp 

05.20.24 owners Drawlngs 
06.20.24 Own1r.s or-lnp 
06.21.24 Owners Drawlnp 
06.03.24 ONners Drawlnp 
D6.04.24 owners Drawings 
D6.06.24 Owner.s o,-1np 
05.07.24 Owners Draw'lnp 
05.07.24 ONnera Drawlnp 
oe.17.24 owner. Drawings 
06,2D.24 Owner.s or-inp 
06.21.24 ONners Drawtnp 
07.01.24 ONners Drawlnp 
07.04.24 owners Drawlngs 
07.06.24 Owners Drainp 
07.08.24 ONnars Drawlnp 
07.13.24 ONners Drawlnp 
07.20.24 owners Drawlngs 
D7.22.24 Owners Dr-lnp 
D7.31.24 O#ners Drawlnp 

Bull1j:J,'V1J Enterpnc:e':: LLC 
Ac1=01_1nt Trans:::ict1ons 

Bas:1·::, 
FromOI 01 24 Tei 1:2 J1 24 

REferenooll 

EXHIBIT 

1 

Debit Child Support/ Alimony 

4,854.16 

686.lli 
3,437.00 

18.81 
783.75 

2,600.00 
586.15 

1.000.00 

1.888.81 
3.437.D0 

1.847.3" 
783.75 
104.71 
686.lli 

500 

1.850.00 
3,437.00 

793.7. 
1_S0D.00 

1.418.42 
1.129.117 

686.lli 
1.500.00 

3,437.00 
700 

793.7. 
300 

1.845.43 
78.86 

1.600.00 
586.15 

500 
500 

30437.DO 

1.459.SO 

1.000.00 
126.99 
793.7. 

1.-167.20 
547.2 

12& 

1.600.00 
&1111 

3,437.00 
793.7. 

1.000.00 
1.217.~ 

500 

1.000.00 
785.17 

3,437.00 

1.500.00 
793.7. 

1.1127.31 
$ 47,491 69 $ .......... 

D 001 



Caution: Forms printed from within Adobe Acrobat products may not meet IRS or state taxing agency 
specifications. When using Acrobat, select the "Actual Size" in the Adobe "Print" dialog. 

CLIENT'S COPY 

EXHIBIT 

2 
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Tax Return Carryovers to 2024 
IVAME: CASEY BULYCA [0 !il11m'ller: 

DlSllllllWin11 Destrlp'llon Orllllmlling Etll:ity/ St/ Amount ~orm rorm Activity City 

1040 ~OL C/0 FROM 2023 1040 3,587. 

G251 flMTNOL C/0 FROM 2023 104-0 3,587, 

8~95 TOTAL QUALIFIED BUSINESS LOSS ~995 8,773. 
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Two .. Year Comparison Worksheet 
N:im~(s) as snow" on return 

CASEY BULYCA 
202'l FUiog, Sta1Us SINGLE 
2022 Tax: Bradtat O • 0 l 

~AGES, SALARIES, AND TIPS 
$CHEDULE B - TAXABLE INTEREST 
SCH. C {BUSINESS INCOME/LOSS) 
SCHEDULE E (RENTAL ANO PASSTHROUGH) 

TOTAL INCOME 

,U,JUSTED GROSS INCOME 

STANDARD DEDUC~ION 
TOTAL DEDUCTIONS 
TAXABLE INCOME 

,En. INCOME TAX WITHHELD, FORM W-2 
SCHEDULE EIC {BARNED INCOME CREDIT) 

TOTAL PAYMENTS 

tl'AX OVERPAID 
~OONT REFUNDED 

2003 Alf~ll Status SINGLE 
2023 Tax Breckel O • 0% 

11;,374, 
13i'!. 

o. 
-5,186. 
11,320. 

11,320. 

12,950, 
12,950, 

o. 
1,16'2. 

394, 
1,556. 

1,556. 
1,556, 

o. 
o. 

-3,587. 
o. 

-3,587. 

-3,587. 

13,850 . 
13,850, 

o. 
o. 
o. 
o. 
0. 
0 I 

2023 

-16,374. 
-132, 

-3,587. 
5,186. 

-14,907. 

-14,907. 

900. 
900. 

0. 

-1,162. 
-394, 

~1,556. 

-1,556. 
-1,556, 
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ERO Declaration 

Tax Vear 2023 e ... file Jurat/Disclosure 
far Fann 1040 or 1040NR 

using Practitioner ?IN method 
(with or- without Elsctronic Funds WithdrawaQ 

I deem that the information contained in ihill lllectromc tax r'Btum is the information fumrshed to ma. by the taxpayer. If the 

taxpa:,,ir fumiehed me a.compl&ted tax ratum, I declan, that the infcrmaticn contained in this el~nic1ax return is identroal 

ta that coAtained in the return prcvidea by1h& taxpayer. tt" the fumiShed retum was signed bya paid pn,,pa,ar, I Cleclare I have 
Bntered 1he paid pt11pare,r's idlll'ltifying lntornialicn in the app.ropriate portion of ihis eleclranic retum. If I alT1 the paid pfl1Jlar8r, 

under the penalties af perjury I declare that I have e>camil'led this electronio retum, and to the best of my krn>wllldge and belief, 

it is vue, corrvct, and complete. This declaralion is based on all i nf0rmation 01' vll'lich I have any 1<nowle<1g9. 

ERO Signature 
I am signing this Tax Return by entering my PIN below. 

ERO'sPIN 

(en!IN" f:F/N plu~ 5 se/f--ele<;ti:d nrnm:~) 

Taxpayer Declarations 
Petjury Statement 

P«jury Slatarnent (10IO end 1040NRI 

Und0r penaltiea cf i;uirjury, I decla111 that I haw examin&d this return and accompanying schadulll!I and statements, and to 
the best of my knowledge and belier, they are truB, correcl and complete. Deolaration of pA!plll'llr ~other than the taxpayer) i3 

Dazed im all infurrnation Df whiui U.. prepan11r hu any knovdlldQ&. 

Perpy Slltt1Knlmt (104XI 
lJndtr penlltias of pJirjury, I aeclaretl'let I haw filed an original retum and1nat I have examined thie amended Amltn, 

including acoompanyin!il 8':hedul~ and stataments, and to ltie best of my.knowlfldg11 and bBlief, ihis amended return is truB, 

correct, and complert,. Declar~n of pn,parer (other than tllXJ)aYE!') is based on all information about which the preparer has 

any knowledge. 

Consent to Disclosure 
I ooment to allow my Intermediate Servi0111 Provider, transmitter, or Electronic Retum Originator (ERO) io sand my retumlfcrm 
to IRS and to l'IIDlliw the mlllJWing inf01'1nation from IRS; a; an llcimllwl.cigrmint ll1 reo&iJ;H or r'h8on ftlr rejection Df transrnissiOn; 

bl tha reai,on tat' any dalay in procvsslng or refund; and, c) the data cf any rafund. 

BectraniQ Funds Withd'awlll CllillWrt 

If applicable, I authorize the ll.S. Treewry and ite designated Financial Agent to initiate an ACH electronic funds withdrawal 

(direct !lebtt) entry to trle 1inar\cial institution aecount indlcal'ed in ttie tai< pr9paratlon sottware tor payment of my Hider.al taxe~ 
owed on this return anti/or pa:i,rnant otanmattld tax, and the 1inancial institution to dabit the· entry to ihill account. This 

authorization is f.o remail'I in full fore&and effect urriil I notify the U.S. Treasury Financial Agentto1erminatathe authorization. To 

revoke (cancel} a paym&nt, r must contact the. U.S. T!'luury Rnancial Agent at 1-888-3S3-4537 no later than 2 businNS dayg prior 
to the payment (settlement) dat&. I 111110 auttilll'iZ'II thli 1inancial instihmons involvad in the prot8Sllin9 Of thll electronic payment Of 

1axe& to reC8ive oonfiduntial information nec::a8eary to answllf" inq1Jirin and resolve iseuus related tu1h~ payment. 

I ilm 15t9rnng this Tu. Rlllum ;md Elecirgn~ Funds Withd-"awiil Canant, if aj:lpliciltile, by ert1ering my Self-.!lellllCf 

PiNbelow. 

Date 03222024 

Spouse's PIN: 
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E 104() CQl)erlmol1tolth4Tr-,,Y•1'11-RWon.,•:SOMO<> 

~ U.S. Individual Income Tax Retum 

For the ar Jan. ,. - Dec. 31 2023 or other tax 
Your first name and rnlddl& Initial 

CA.SEY 
II joint Tfll.lm, lll)OUH's first narn• and middle Initial 

Fon1ign country natrtt 

Single 

2023 OM!! No. l-074 

endin See se arate instructions. : .,, ____ -1-, ---.. -1&.- ---t.-1 

I 
I 

i,po m 1 •0,111 1ecurll)' number 

foreign provlni;e/~11/county 

Head of household (HOH) F11ingStatus 
Check only 
one box. 

Married filing jointly {evl!O If anly one had income) 

Married filing iieparahily (MFS) □ Quallfying :sulViving 5pouse (aSS) 
If you checked the MFS bOlC, ellter the name of·yuur spouse. If you chocked ttia HOH or ass 1iOJ1, enter the chtld's nema 1! tho qualilylng person is 

a child but not y0ur dependent 
Digital 
ARel8 

Standard 

Deduotian 

At any time during 2023, did you; (a) receive (as a· reward, -award, Dr paym1111t fur pr11perty or urvices); or (bJ S11U, 
exchange, or otnerwise. dispase of a digital asset ora financial interest in a digital asset}? (See instruotions.} 

Someone ean cl1im: You u a dependent Your spouse ;n a dependent 

0 Spw:se itemize15 on 11 :ieparate return or ytiu Wlll'll a dual•sl<Stus alien 

Ar,eJBHndnen Yo11: n Were born oeforu Januarv 2 1959 n Are blind Saou1e: n Was born berore Januarv 2 11359 n ls b:lifld 

No 

Dependams (se. Instructions): 

:h~ur In First name 
dep<and-

Last name 
121, F'lollWOOIQlp•t• = (4) Cai!CI< In• boWll q~lilfklllor i-.,,.,,.J< 

Ctlld m ,,.d,t C<~dll lon1lh1< lllpcndenlJ 

enta, ..... 
Instr. and 

chaclcn 
hen, 

Income 
Attach Form{sl 
W-2 here. Also 
att.,ch Forms 
W■2Gand 
10laa-R if tu 
wawilhheld. 

It you did not 
get a Form 
W•2, SIIB imrtructioos. 

, a Total amounHrom Form(s) W·2. bo)(, (see instructions) ... ....... ,.., .,.. .. ., .. -., .. ,.. .. "", .. ,. ... ,. ......... . 

b Household emplgyee wages not rep0rted Dn Form{s) W-2 .. ,,,..,. ............................ , ........... ., .. . 

c lip inccme not reported on lloo 1a(S811 instructk>ns) ............................. ................. , .............. .. 

d Medlcaid waiver payment,s not reported on F0rm(s} W·2 (iiee instructions) ...... .. _ ..... ..... .......... . 

e Taxable. depenoent care benefits from Form 2441. Dne 2a . .,.,.., ...................................... ,. ..... . 
1 Emplcye,-provided adoption benefits from Form 8839,. line 29 ......... ..................................... .. 

g Wage:sfrom Form 8919, line 6 ., ....... , .............. ., .. , ... .... ... .. ... , ...•.. , ., ......... ... ,-.,·· · .. , .. ,., ............ , .. 

~ ~~n:~~~:c:::::~~!:t~;;;i~~;····· .. ··· .... · ...... .... 1· .. ~;--r ............................. . 
z Add lines 1a through 1h . ... ............. ................... -................................... _ ....... ... ... ............... .. 

Attach 2a Tax-.Kempt intffl!S1 .•. ,. .. ,. 2a b Ti!l<Bble int,resl .,.,, .... , ....... . 
SC,,. B ff 3.a Qualified dwidends ., .......... 3a b Ordina~ divrdends , .. , .......... . 
requinld. 

,_ ____ _. 4a IRA distributions ....... .,... ... 4a b Taxable amount .. ............... . 

Standard 
Deduction for • 

• s,n, .... - , .. ~ 
Alinq--.tot,,. 
$ttl;8$0 

5a Pensions and annuities ..... , Sa b Taxableamount ......... ..... , .•. 
ea Social HC1.1rity benefits ...... Ba b Ti!l<Bbleamount 

c H yg1.1 elect it1 use the lump-,sum election lllelhod. check here (Bee imrnuctions) 8 
7 C-apital gain or foe!!). Attach Schedule D if required. II nat required, check here : :::::: ::: ::::: 

B Addltronal incamefrcm Schedule,, line'IO .............. ...... .... ...... ............. ,_ ............................. . e Momll<lliling 
jcin'lfyor 
Cl1Jolll9t~a 9 Add ll11es 1z, 2b, 3b, 4b, 5b, Sb, 7, and a. Thi& is ygur IDbll Income .......................... -.... .. .... .. 

=~u 11)
9

- • 10 Adjusiments ta ini:ame from Schedule 1. line 26 .................... ................ ..... .... ..... ...... ........ .. 

• Hoodot .ll SU~ract Une 10from llne9. Thi,s is your adJustadwoss Income .. , ...... .. ... .. ....... ...... ,. ... H .... .. 

.~;t;:111
• ,B standard deduction or illlmlud dlldualions (frgm Schedule A) • ., ........... .. .................. oc•• .. .. 

e H)'llijoll-od 
lll'lfb9~ 11MOW 
Slon>Wd 

13 01.1allfied business income deduction from FOfTYl 8995 or Form 8995-A .. ............ .. .... ... .. -......... . 

14 Add lines 12 and 13 ., ..• ,. ..... , ............ ........... .... ....................... ,. ... , ... ..... , ............ -··-- ....... . =~-. 15 Subtract line 14 from line 11. If zi,roor Ins, enter-0-. Thi& is your tall.ible inoame .... ............ .. 

LH.A. fCf Disclosi.n:. Prtvacw Act, and PapllrWllf1( Reduction Act Nodce, - separate 1ns1Netlans. 

313112111!-Dolo2S 

1a 
1b 

1c 
1d 
1e 
1f 

111 

1h 

1z 

211 
3b 

4b 

5b 
8b 

7 

8 -3,587. 
g -3,587. 

10 

11 -3,587. 
12 13,850. 
13 
14 13,850. 
15 0. 

F<irm 1 Do40 (.%a.,i 
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form1l>IOl202ll) CASEY BULYCA 
Tax and 
Credits 

Payments 

111)/0~-·· ~ngohald, 

·-· Sc•.EIG. 

Refund 

[llh,Old.poi,it'I 
$Cl9 lff81n.Jcll~na, 

Amount 
You Ow,: 

Third Party 
Deaignee 

11ft Ta (see inslructlons). Check if any from Form{s): 1LJ 8814 2LJ 4972 ~u 1& 

17 Amount trom Schedule 2, lr,e 3 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••1•••••••••••••••••• • ••1••0,•••••••••• , ••••••r•• • • " •• • •••••••••••••• 17 

18 Add lines 16 and 17 . ... . ···• ··· ·-• --- , ............... H,1 --- , ·H·• ···•- , ••• •··•···--··r t ... -·-, ••... , ... n I .. •·· · ··••rH· • , ••• --- 18 

18 Child 1B>c credit or crQditfar Dlhar depsmiet'lts from SchedtJI& 8612 , ................. ..................... 19 

20 Amount from Schedule 3, l11e 8 ...... ,, ................. , ..................... , ......... , .. ,, .... , ........... ,., ....... , .... 20 
21 Add linas 19 and 20 >••~<OU,., u, OU,.,,_~,•• , , UO" o« , _, tO>'IOi u,,. , oo,,-, , ,u "''I O!oo, .. , .... ,,, .. ,001 "•''' , .. H,a .. ,u, , o, 21 

~ Subtract line 21 from lne 18. lh:am m less, enter .0. -',----, ---,---------·--------,-··----,------ --------------- Z! 

23 Otl\lr taxes, including salf-emploYffl91'11 tax, fl'Om Schedule 2, line 21 ·-······-·············-·······-····· 23 
24 Add lines 22 amj 23. This is vau~ 1Ct11i1 ta,r ............ , .. , ..... ,. ,. ,. ... n.- ... , •.• , .•. . , .• ... ,., ... ......... , .... , .... 24 

25 Fad .. ral lncome tax wllhheld from: 

• fonn(s) W-2 .. ' .... ' ... " ..... , .. ' ............. , .................. , ... " ... ' ,.,. , ... 25a 

b fc,rm(l!I) 1099 ,,l.,,,,L,,,l,,,,,,,J ,,,l,,L,,, , ,.,, , ,,, , ,£0, o L,,,, ,, , , L,, L,,,,, S,, L,, L, 25b 
C Other terms {see fnstruetions) ·····················-··--······················ 25c 

d Add lanes 25a thKJugh 25c 
• • ••••• • ••••••••• ••••• • ••• •••••• • • • • • •••• • • • •• • ,.• • •••••o• • ••••••• ••••• • ••• ••• • • • ••• ••••••••• • •••• 25d 

26" 2023 estimated tax p:iyments and amount applLed from 2022 return .................................... 26 
~ Earned in~me credit {EiC) 

........ ,, .............. H,H&00 .. 00000000H00 0 0.00 0 
ff 

28 AdditiDllal child ll!X credit from Schedule 8812 .................. ... R8 

29 American opl)(lltunit:y ereclit from FOlm 8!163, l,w, 8 ··---···· ·----· ~ 
.. ' 

:,ii fleserved for future use ., ... ........ , ... ... ..... , .. , ...... , .. , .. , ...•.... ,, .. , .. 30 
3.1 Amount from Schadula 3, llne 15 . -· . . ----~--. - ......... ........... ··-•- --·-· ~ 3.1 

32 Aellf lln&s 27, '28, 29, and 31. Thes-e are you< tut■I olhllr payments- ■11d refundable 1:1"11clta .. ....... 32 

33 Add line5 7'!i4 26 and 82. These are IRlUr total naumants - ..... .. . .... - . .... ... 33 

34 If lil'lfl 33 is more than line 24, subtract nnu 24 from 1/ne 33. This Is th11 amaunl you ovwpaid O 34 

35■ Amount Df line 34 vn, want rerund■d tD ....., •. If fonn 8888 ill attach<,d nhec;I< here n· , . , .. 35■ 

b Routing number I I c Tvue: Checkina Savings 

d AccQµnt number I l 
36 Amaurrt of line 34 =u want 1aaliell tu "0111" Z024111im1terl lu 36 o. ' ... 

':r1 Subtract line 33 from lne 24. lhts is the amount yau DW■• 

fc,r dQtai1s on hDW to pay, go tQ www.it:,,.gov/PliymfNlb or see m1 ct l1ns , ... ___ .................. .... 37 
38 Estlma~d ~ oenaltv !see in~nsl . , . , , , . . . . 38 I I 

Oo )IOU want to allow another peraon to dlscun this retum with the IRS? Sev 

irmruciioms 
DMH,nae.~:1 Ph.en• PlftlDMLJdMltffl-08:1:ion 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

0. 

o. 

,_. J .JllNNIE STEINMETZ, CPA so, 605-34B-1930 h"'1i~•t{PIN) __ 
lAldM ,-iWl6ttia c,.f ,_.-;,.yl I cloalillre m.11111i .... ll)CBh'l~iad !!,is .-.h.th dhchtc:oo~h;g ~dulin nhd•'lll.tommld. DT1tl to lhiit bfld't tA toy krlo-Wkl~o llhd bell-, Whit Midi~. 
-, 1nd OOl'll~ i<r!A..Doolntlon ol pr•- (o!~o1.-101n ll"f)IJllor) 1<11>1-o" 111 lnlon,u,tlon bl wololl l'fllll"" lu!U O)I kn...t.,;g,, 

Sign YO\lt llf11"11N °"'" YtM"o~pa.hoo l<DM lf<S ■ont)'OU •• I~ 

.-.ere P,_"'1 PIN, Olllltr rt h11• 

1-1-1· 
I I 

Joint .-.ll<ml 
SpDU11.-•-.iQl'llltUr■.1fajaintr.tum, both ltlU9f ~ w,. °"1,0 -S):>awa ••a~llellh If h lrtS !IW1t)'Ola" spClkl• 

SM1-Mlruct:lcna. 
an IIW'ltlt)' Pl-Dlllpti-on PIN1 

to: .. P•Ool>ll !Or 
....., ii horw ,_ il..t.l 

II""'...,.,.._ t I 
Phona R6. -~-CASBYIBULLDAWGENTERPRISES.COM 

Paid ~""·an11ma. p,..,_r••s --•9'f'lllllJ'• 
Preparer JENNIE STEINMETZ, JENNIB 
UsaOnly CPA :!PA 

~_::• CASKY PETKRSON, LTD. 
909 ST JOSEPH ST, STE 101 

:::..RApID CITY. SD 57701 

STBINMETZ, 

Go io www.1rs.gov/Fom11l)4()fo1 instructions and the latest irlfomJatiDn, 

Doto I l'llN 
Check It. 

03/2:il/24 n .s.~-plo.,.d 

l,Ph~~;-) 348-1930 
' m • ,.---11• • 

F.,..104D t:!Om 
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SCHEDULE 1 
(FQl'm 1040} 

Addrtional Income and Adjustments to Income 

Cl""lll'1ffl""I O! ""'TrMllllry 
IMterrral Rll"ilttrlU~ S-eNIC6 

Attach ta Farm 1040, 1040-SR, er 1040-NR. 

Go to www.ir., ovl'Form1040 for iMtructions and the latest information. 
Name<-> ~hQwn or1 l'orm 1040. 104D-6R. or 104o-NR 

CASEY BTJLYCA 
. Part t • Additional Income 

1 T3l<able refund$. credlta. or off88ts of state and local income taxes ............ ............ ........... .. .. .............. .. .... .. .. 

2a Allmon~ received ........................... ....................................................................................................... ... .... . 
b Date of ot1(illlal divorce or N1parat1011 agreement (see lnstruotiongl _____________ _ 

3 

4 

ti 

II 
7 
8 

Business Income or (lossl. Attach Schedule C ........................ ....... ,.. . ..................................... ........ ......... ..... .. 

Olher gains or {losses), At!,1eh Ferm 4797 .............. , ............... , .. ................................................. , .. , ............... . 

Rental real estate, royalties. partnerships, S corporations, trusts. etc. Attach ScfledUle E ............................... .. 

Farm incorne or P=}. Attach Schedule F .................................................................................................... .. 
Unemployment COl'T1p!!nsa1IDl1 

Other Income: 

a Nl,toperatinglcss .................. ...................... .... ... .. .. .................... ..... .. ...... ..... . 

b a1,1mbling •.. , ............... ............ ..... .. ......... ......... .......... ..... ..... ............ ........ ........ .. 

C Cancellation of debt ........... ........ ............................. .. ...... .... ........ ..... ..... ....... . . 

d FDl'81gn famed income exclusion from Form 2~ .......... .. ... .... .................. .. .... .. 

• Income from Form 8853 ........ ................ ................. ...... ....................... .. .... .... ... . 

f Income frtJm Form 8889 ......... ................ .... ... .. .... ... ............ ........ .... .... ... .... .... .. .. 

g Alask.l Permanent Fund diVidands ............................. .. .... ....................... .. .... .. 
I! Jury duty pay ................................................................................................. .. 

Prill!" and aW81'd" ...................................... •· ....... " ........... ........... " . •· .. ...... ..... . 
Activity net ar,giqied in for profit Income .. .. ................... .... .. ............. .... ........ ... .. . 

k Stock options .................................................................................................. . 
Income from the rental of p,erscmd property ff ycu engag~ 1n 

the rental for profit but - not In the buslness cf renting such 

property .............. ........................ .......................................................... ........ . 
m Olympic and Paralympio medall. and USOC priza maney {sell 

Instructions) .... , .............................. .................... . , ................ .... ........ ..... ........ . 

n Section 951(a) tnclus1on (see instruction") ........... ... .. ,. ............ ... ....................... . 

a Section 951 A(a) inclusion (see inslructfoM} .................................................... .. 

p Section 461 (II eltCeSS business loss adpstmetit ............ .. ,. ...................... ., ....... . 

q Taxable distributions frtJm an ABLE account (see instructions) ................. ......... . 

r SCholar!hip aml fellowship 9rant11 not reported on Form W-2 .......... ............. ... ... .. 
s Nantuable amDUnt of Medicaid waiver pa)IITlems included on Form 

1040, lin5 laor 1d .. ... ............... ,., ... ... ' " ·'· ......... ...................... •···"········ .. . 
t ~nsion•or annLlityfrom a nonqualiflld deferred tompenaation !)Ian or 

11 mmgovemmental saciion 457 plan 

u Wages earm,d while incarcerated .......................... ....... ............................. ....... . 

z Oltier irloome. Ust type and amount: 

8a r 
lib 
9c 

8d Ir 
lie 

8f 
Rt, 

8h 

8'i 

8i 
8k 

81 

8m 
8n 

8o ... 
111'1 

Sr 

8s ( 

8t 

8u 

lb 

9 Total ether income. Add lines Sa through 8z ..... ......... ......... .. ........ ..... .............. ................... ........ ............. .... .. . 
10 C<>rnbln• fines 11hrougti 7 and 9. This is your additional income. Enter n,ra 31\d on FQm, 

1040 ,040.SR or 1040HR lin& B ............................................................................................................. . 

For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, iiee ya._. tax return iM1ructiona. 

lHA s 141t1 12-1~ 

0 MB No. 1546-0c:174 

VNII"' IUlr-°MI ~11ritu n t 1ff'1b~ 

2a 

3 -3,587. 
4 

Ci 
6 

7 

l 

9 

10 -3,587. 
Sc,he!Ue 1 !Form 1040] :20::la. 

C. BULYCA 0066 
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Sohedule, 1 [Fonn 1040) 2023 Page2 

· P.-tll' Adjustments to Income 

11 Educator expenses ........................................................................................... , ................................ , ....... ,. ,__1~1 ________ _ 
12 Certail\ busin- expense!! of reservists, pllfforming Mtists, and fee-basi& govamment officials. Attach 

Form2106 ................................................................................................................................................... _12_,__ ______ _ 
1S Health !l!IVll'lg.S accountdeducticn. Attach Form 8889 .......... .......... ................ " ·····•.. ... ..... .. ...... ...................... ._,1c:S-+---------
14 Moving expen8MformlillfTlbin or-the Armed Fo«:el!-. Attach Form 3003 ........... ... ........ .............. ............... ._,1""4-+---------
15 Deductfble part afself-timploymenttait. Attach Sche<lule SE ........................................................................ l-'15"--+-------
18 Self-employed SEP, SIMPLE, and qualified f'.llans ................... ............. ..... ,.................................................... i--:1-=-8-+--------
17 Satr-employad health insurani:. d~uctton ................................................................................................... .,_.1_7 _______ _ 

1s Penalty on eai1Y Wi1hdrawel of savings ..... ..... ... ........ .... .......... .... ....... .... .. ...... .... .. . ... ... .... ....... . .. ......... ........... ......1..,B-+--------
111■ Alimony paid ...... ................................................................................................................ ........ , ........ :........ .,_.,.18■~,__ ______ _ 

b Rlleipier,t'~SSN ......................................................................................................... . 
c Data of original divorce Df separation agreement (see illSlruclions): 

20 IRA deduction .................................................... .......................... ......................... ....... .................... .. ... ..... . 

21 student loan imerest deductlon .. .................................................................................................................. . 

22 Reser/Cd forfllt\Jre use ... ............................. ....... ......................... ............ .... ... ...................... ............. ......... . . 

ZJ Archer MSA deduction · ·•········ ... .................................................. .... ........ ..... .. ............... .... ................ ......... .. 
2-1 Other lldjustrnents; 

25 

a Jury duty ,n,.y (see lnstructions) ..... .. .. ..... ....... ............ .... .. .. .... ..... .......... .... ...... l-'2411=:+--------~ 
b Deductible expen:,es related to income reported on lfn1111 81 from 

the rental of personal p!'Op·&rty engaged In for prorrt .. .. . ......... ... ...... . .. ... .. ...... ..... ~24b=--1--------1 
c Nontaicable amount of the ~lue af Olymplc: and Paralymplc 

mldals and USOC pr!le money repol"ted on lfn1111 8m . . .. ... .. . . . . . .... ... ... .. l-'24e.....,.+--------1 
d Reforestation amortizatton and expenses .................. ....................................... ~2.4d==-+---------f 
e Repaymall1: af supplamantal unemployment benefrts under the. 

Trade Act af1974 ........................................................... ............................... l-':24e=--:.;:+---------1 
Contributions to sec:tlon 501 (c)(18)(0} pel'\Slon plans .. .. .... . .. . .... . i-=,~.....,--------1 

a Contlibutlons by oenain chaplains to sectton 403{b) plans ~Mh=L+---------f 
h Attorney fees a.r,d court costs far actions involving certain 

unlawful discrimination c::laims (see iristructions) ..... .. ........ ... ... ...... .... ..... ..... .... l-"~""'-''-+---------1 

Attorney fees and oourt costs you paid in connection with an 
award frOm the IRS for irifOfmatian you provided that helped 1he 

IRS detect tax law violations . ... . .. .. . . . . .. .. . ..... ..... .. .. ... t-=241=---t----------t 

Housing deduction from Form 2555 ... .... .... ..... ... .......... .... ... ..... ... ........ t-=24""~1'-+---------f 
k Exceu deductions Of &eetion 67(el &JCPenses from Schedule K-1 

!Form 1041) ......... ....................................... ._.... .... ... ... ...... ................ l-'24k~+--------1 
z Other IIC!Julflments. Ll!fl typp and amount: ___________ _ 

24z 
Total other adjustments. Add llnBS 24a 1hrough 24z 

26 Add llnes 11 th,ough 23 and :1$. Tiie!MI are YQUr ■djunnents 10 income. Enlllr hare ~d on 

2D 
21 

23 

25 

Farm 1040 104().SR or 1040-NR nne 10 .......................... .................. .. ...................................... 26 

SchecUe t lf'Oirm 10401 1!1123 

:nn42 12.•14-211 

C. BULYCA 0067 
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SCHEDULEC 
(Fbrn'I 1040) 

0MB No, 1545-0074 

P-,,-!Dfll,■T,­
lf>tllltlal R-U■ S""'N 

Profit or Loss From Business 
(Sole Prol)detorshlpl 

Affauh 111 Fqrm 1040, 11HG-SR, 1D40-6S, flMD-NR, ar 1lMf; p•rtJrerahlp■ mu■t generally Ille Form 1D85. 
Gll Ill wwv,.fr,.gov/ll~hedul~C fQr lnlrlllrtlon, ud th~ l1tlclll ipfQl'lll■tinn. 

Nam• at propnemr 

CASEY BULYCA 
A Principal bu,iness or ~rofes&ion, including product or stl'Vice (see incttucollns} 

TRUCKING 
C Business name. If no separate business mime. leave blank. 

BULLDAWG ENTERPRISES LLC 
l Boslnt1m1,ddtus (including s~ite or mom no.) 41 W' HIGHWAY 14 

CttYz lown or post ofli?z state, and ZIP cade SPRAR.FI SH c SD 5 7 7 83 
F Accauntingmethod: {1} D Cash {2l 00Accrual (i) D Oth&r(specify) ---------~-~----- -- -------- -
!ii Did )'OU "n1atarlally partli:i!Jall' In tne oparat1or1 of this llosiness during '2<l23? If 'hie,' sae inslructfons for Um it on IGSSes . ... . .. ........ .... [Kl YH D ~11 

H If you started or acquhcl this bu&lness d11iing 2023, ch3Ck hare ......... _ .. ..... ... .. ........ ... ........... . ..... .. .......... ........ ....... ......... D 
I Did you mlkuny pavmellls in 2023 that would require you la file Form(a) 1099? Sell lnslructlons ... .............................. ..... ..... D VH [iJ lfD 
J If -Yes" did wu orwlD voli 1ile reauired Fortnfs) 1099? -•••••• •••'•••••'•••••••••U•••••••••••• •••••••••••••••••• •••••••'-•••••••••••••••••••••••• ____ , ••........ , .. r7YDI n,.D 

1,•Pe,f .1 J lncama 
1 Glllss. receiptll or sales. See instruc;tf<lns tor line 1 and Gl!eck the boJC ff this income was reported to -ycu on Ftirrn W-2 

and th& ·statutory employee" b□J( -0n ttiat form was cher:k&d: -••---•--·- -······ '·-··-•····'·····''···•·-·-·····-· ··· '·'·····'····-•·-'··· ... , ... D 
2 Returns and allowances ••••• ••••• •••l••••••••••••••••• •• ••• ••••••• ••••••.,••••••n•• •••• •• •• •• • ••• •• ••• • ••••••••• •••• •ll, 1, , ,1,,,, , , , ,, ,,.,, , 1, , 1, ,,,,, , , , , , , , ,, , 

a Subtract line 2 trom line 1 
•••••••►••l • •••••••••l.,lo•l••h• •••••••.,•••••••,.•• • •h• l ••••••••••••••••••• " "' "'"' " ''' ' '"• ' ••l,,,.,1.1.,1.,,,..,. •• .,,0.,,., 1,, , ,, 

◄ Cost of gDods !lllld (from ~mr 42) • • • • • , •• • • • •~ • • , • I , , O, , ! • • • • •• •< •• ,.-I•• I• • • , O,,, • •• ,, •• ,I• • • •• ••< • , I , •••• , •• •••• , ,o,,,. •,I• • ~.••••••• ., ••• I , o • •• • •< ►• • , ••• , I 

5 tirc1,- profit. Subtrnc1 line 4 from llne 3 ·········-·-······-·-··············-·······-··········· ·········· · ···-·-············· ··•·· ····-····-··· ········ ···· ·· 
6 Othtr income, including fedetal and state gasol1M or Fuel tax credit anetund (se11nstructioi,s) , .. , .. , .. , .......... , .. , .. , .•..... , .. , ..... .. 
1 :Gro11 lnaam e. Add lfn ts 5 and 6 - .. --- ---. ·-· .. - ... --·- ······· --- -, - ........... -- --- , .. --

t;t:tart ■J ExDanses. Enter exoenses for business use of vour home only on line 3D. 
I Mvertislno • •• • ' • • '•••• • • • • ••• .,,.1 . . L,,. , , ~ 4,705. HI OfflCll ll)(l)8flS8 .. ..... , .... , ....... . . , . .. ..... , . ...... 

8 Car and truck e:xpenses 19 E'e~sicn and pro1it-sharing plans ...... .. .... ..... 
{sea instructions) ........................... 9 19.686. 2G Flant or lusa (Ce inslnlt1iO!lsJ: 

10 Commissions and fees ....... ...... , .... 10 • Vehicles, machinarJ, and eq~ipniant .,, .... ... , 
11 Comract labor fsee Instructions) ...... 11 b Otherbusi~t$$ property .... . .. .. . ... .. .. .... ... . , 

12 Oep~tian ,_,,.,.,,., • .,n,•,,.,.,,,r,•, ,,.,., 12 21 Ropairs and maintenance . , ,, .. , ..... , ....... , .. 
13 Daprsciallon and ~ection 179 22 Supplies (not Included in Part Ill} .. ........ '~· .. 

expense de~uction (not im:luded in 23 T IOOlS and liaensas .. , .. , ................ , .. , ... ,. ,. , , .. 
Part Ill) (Ilea instructions) .. ,., .. , .. ··•· 1S 22,302. 2• Travel and meal~'. 

14 Employee IYenetit programs (atl'ler I Trawl . ' . ,.. ~--· ,~ .. " ... ' .. ,. .... ' ... " ., " .'. ' ' .. , ... " -

than (}n Ont 19) ........................ , .... ,, 50. 251. • Oadootihle meals (sas 
16 lnsLtrance (othertha!l health) ..... ....... 15 33,053. instructions) ... .................. ........ ___ .. ........... 
111 Inter~ (see instructions): 25 utlli1ies ., ..... ....... . , ...... . , .......... , .. , ., .. .... ... 

• Mortga{Je (paid to banks-, ete.) .. ....... 16& 28 Wages (loss emplQYment credits} .. .... ,. ... ,.,, 
b Olhtt .......................................... U!b 2,065. 27 a ~her ~~~~1!',n~!31..roiail .. r " ..... .... · 

17 !.e!lal a11d omfessional servk:es 17 1,500. b r=F-7~"'" ........ , ... ., .... ,, ...... , ............ , , . .,, 
28 Total exp1•11• befort tJgJenm for buiinass use o! ~omct. Add fines 8 through 27b ... .. ... .... ... .. .... ... .............. ......... ........ 
211 Tentatlv. protlt or (lossj. Subtract line 28 lrom Unt 7 •n, • • • ••• ., - ., , _, • • ,. , ,.,. , no , • • ••• , •• "• ""' • • , • • • • ,,••, • • ••, • ., ,•••, , •• ,~,.• •••,,,.,, • ••• ,,., , •• 

30 E>q:1enses Im business use of )111\Jr home. Do net ruport thass il!PBn&as 91,ewhera. Attach Form BB29 
un)6$S using the 111rnp1Hiec1 melhod. See insln,i;tir;ins. 

Simpllfled metb11d film on!Y; Erner tlla total s~uare footage or (11) ~ur home; 
and (bl tha part of your tiome U5id !or ~uslness: . 
Use the Slrn!'llHled Methe~ Worksheet In ttls instructiDns lo fl gum the amaun( 1!1 enter on Uno 30 ..... ....................... ......... .. 

at Net ptatif 0r (I011). Subtract lin1130 from line 29. 

• It a profit, emer on balfl Sc.'11.dul■ 1 (Form 11MO), liH 3, an\! on Sch,d•I• SE, Int 2. {If }'OU 

ch~ I~• box an line 1, see instructions). Estates and trusts, 1111ter on Farm 1041, lina 3. 
• If a loss, you mort jji!J to li111132. 

32 If vc,u h;wru1 lo'J5, chaok the boi< that describes your ioveslment 1n lhis activity. See ins1,uctions. 
• lf Y{)U che(ked 32a, enwr the loss on both $011,aul, 1 (Form 11140}, h• 3, ~"d 011 Sot11a111 

} 
} SE, nu 2. {If you cheGke~ thf bill( on line 1, see tl'la lllla 3~ lnstrlK.tions.) El.Wes and !rilsts, enw un 

form 1041, line!, 
• It you checked :32b, you mnt attach Form 8118. 'four lass may be limited.. 

F0r Paperwork Reduction Acl Notice, ua lilt s■parate instructions. 
LHA 3200D1 1Q-21i-23 

1 602,724. 
2 
3 602,724. 
4 347 294. 
5 255 43D. 
6 
7 255 430. 

111 11,41D. 
111 

,11. 20 916. 
211b 
21 
22 5,977. 
23 

241 37 161. 

2411 13 172. 
25 13,209. 
26 
27■ 23. no. 
2711 
28 2.59 017. 
Zif -3,587. 

ID 

81 -3 587 . 

Sclltdlllt G (forM 1040}'2023 
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2023 CASEY BULYCA 
Good■ Said see instructions 

a:i Mettlocl{s) used to 

\ralu1u:losin11 iriventDry: I □ Cast i D L~r of oost ar market 1t D Other (attach llXl)lanallon) 

34 'Nu lher11 any change in deltrmining quantjtles. costs, or valuations betfleen opening and closing Invet1to!Y? 

lf'Yet,'attach explanallon .. , .... , ...... .... ...... ... .. ... ... , .... ,, ....... , .. .. ....... ..... , .. , ... ,, .... ....... .... ................. .. .. , ..... ................. .. .. ... D 'l'n 

36 Purchases less cas! af i~ms wiltidrawn far personal use ... ., .......... .. . , .... ., .. .. , .. .. .. .. .. .. ... ., ..... ..... ...... ., ..... .... ., , . .... . .. . .. .....,_SB...._. _______ _ 

37 Cost of labor. Dci 001 inoluds any amounts paid to yourseH , ...... .. .. . . ., ., ..... , .. .. ., ., ........ . ., .. .......... .. ., .. ... ., . ., ... ., .. . . .. . ...,..)1=--t-----'1~4=4....,;5"'1;;.4~, 

38 Materlals and supplies .............................. ..... ., ... .. , ..................... .... ............ ..... .. .................. ..... ............ ....... . 

39 

40 

41 

202 780, 

Add lines 35111toUOh 39 ..... ........................ ,, .. ...................................................... ,. .. ,.,. ............... , .... ............. . 40 347 294. 

ln~ntoryal end of year 41 

nformatlon on Your Vehlc e. Complete this part on if you are claiming car or truck expenses on line 9 
and are not required to file Form 4562 for this business. See the instructions for line 13 to find out if you must 
file Form 4562. 

43 When did you place your vehicle in -service for tlusinesli purpos~? (month/day/year) 
44 Of the total n~mber of miles you drove your vehie[e during 2023, enter the number of mlles yuu used yoll!" w hicJe for: 

a Business ___________ b Commuting ___________ a Other _________ _ 

45 Was Yo~r vsMcle availat>le for personal use durinD off-duty hours? 

48 Do yau (or }'Our spouse) have another vehlcluvallable for pel'lional use? .................................... .. 

Dv-,s 
....................... Ovu 

□ No 

□ No 

471 0o yi,u have eviden~e to support yPur dei!uct.lon? ................................................ ,........... .... .................................. ... ... Ya No 
lf"V "ts!he evJ~ncewritten? ........ .. .. ......... , .................... .................... .. .... .. ... ................ .. ... .. ......... ,... .. ............ ...... ... Yes lllo 

enses. List below business e -ses not included on lines 8-26 line 27b or line 30. 

BANK PEES 1,827. 

CREDIT CARD PEBS 740. 

LICENSES 12 066, 

SOFTWARE & SUBSCRIPTIONS 4 851. 

SAFTEY 4,126. 

41 Tcrta1Dlll1r urn. Enl1r herund ~ line 27a 41 23 610. 
:1m~.,D-~ 8chedol11 C (Fonw 1M0) 2023 

C. BULYCA0069 
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Zlll31lEPRECIATJDNAND AM<IRlJZATJQN REPORT 

lro?.LIWNJ 311'11111\HISlltl LL<e - Olltt C u .. U~Ulled lllJI &!t!IC11179 Redul:lkln In ~lF0f 8t,ilqql"~ D.1mtrt CU!Te~l\'ear E"dl~g Mtllloo Lil! 0 NP. iln<>"l>U•• N:~UI~ . ""· co,t , Bas~ % E,:ftlllo Blili Dtii<bCiall"'1 At:,lurtt ~Jlntd llee179 IJed!JOlilld J\tQ!mulmd 

' Bo:! llepre~alhm Expo11Se o.,.m:lati"" 

l 201, Des l:XO" 01/21/2. 200D> 7 ,@d ■t I!." t:J~l'n. lil,~17• Si, 7,s:.9_, $ ,70, 

" 
.. 

-111:f:f~~B.Q-1 !Mi 
I 

I • Ji,~...,~ ia•~ ,,_., .. ~Ill ~_,µ1. •~,:u;ii-., ,, -¾:l,B;' . -l,'.l-.\11< •. 
2CO? l!U'l!lWJt~ FLOOR 

' 'J'RAIJ.Jla OB/l.,, 20~0! 7.DD llllU< s,,7su, 5'!1 1 1'50 .. 6,l'J.2, • ,402. 

' I I I 
I! I 

j; ~-W!t=·,~ 'UQ~ &lil~.i'.il all~l:>l ·,f.~D: 'I!!~~ •M·i~, ~,.;io,, 
" 

j ,ift,. , ,.~ .. 
aao, v.s, llllLUIIIQ FLOO>I 

• 'l'M1:LB 10/1'/~ 20~t>I 1, IQ Ill I!.,~ .,,1,0, ,,,1•0. Z, 1Jt • 2,n•. 
I I 

, . 
' 1 

" #J,'.t l!~i;r,,r l'lll :i.-e~t~ ~,m: J.•~- .. 11;,t ,,,,,mi •. ·.lfj.~[!' .. ; \ff~•I lU~ 

I I I I I 
'J!l!'ll=-,C,i!'Cl.~1$ #MU. :Ut-,4U., . I 

:ri.,102'.'~ a~,.in. 

-~•~ I 1, I 
llBOlJllllll Q. :IW.MiCE a, a. o. C • ~. a. 

' I : ! I 

-~~ ;doh:l~c. ·O, , ~.' ~•:i,u.:, .-~.- " 
:t;(At.~., 

llrSJlo<lontaH/Rfflllb c. a, o. a. D, a. 
I ,--..~ ffl.;Jllr B~ I )I.. ln;sn,., ·0~1 O;;!,,ti_. 

1: 

I 
1, .I 

.. .. - ... ·•- - l - .. ; - - - -- - .. . - - . - - .. 

G. BULYCA 0070 

E 011 

Filed: 3/17/2025 9:00 PM CST Supreme Court, State of South Dakota #30975 



ALTl!RNA'11111! MINIMUM TAX 111:PRl:CIATION REPORT 

-· i.o. 

... , .. .... ,._.. 

iJ~ptlO~ 

BULLDAWG ENTERPRISES LLC 
1 iet-ll Jl!'.-Cll -~. 
2 ~g.~ =~~ ~igga. 
3 rrun.Blt 
• ~o'.-ai ·~ ~ .. t5fl.o 

12007 EAST WALltING FLOOR 
$~ .. ~....;·_. 
6 tl012 l?BTDBIL'l' 386 

''"' WB'i'b'.tll!li ,.,., 
lll'tilH. ~·~.····~ 

Dale At.41" 
Acqurea MelMI! 

'Ot ~- a;g ~9~ 
OB 28 23 200DB 

08 28 23 'ioooa 
: :tG M :u MOQ!l 
·~ ~ l~ ~·Q-omi 
lD 19 B tzoooe 

- -

I 

/WiT >MT AAIT Regular AMT AMT 
lN• cmtoreas~ .-ccumul!MG O!f)ted311Dtl Oaprac1111011 All,isrmem 

1.tJG·:. $~·;,J;:17;. ,( .. ,,'!t.$f,, , .. ..,,9. -~~ 
7.00 40,597, o. 4, 3S0. 4,350 , o. 

I 

7,00 59,750, Q. 6 ,40-2, 6,402.- o. 
1 -;•,OIJ ' . ~ ~-H,ij.·, ll • :a~~~~~:, ~~~H. ii. 

~:.~Ii,, i,f_.'1:ti~;, '"· ·x.-~~"·· .2;'1:t~ •. -th' 
7.00 10,200. o. 3,64 . 364 . o. 

29'l.~3h. 'tt~ ii·. 1-0.2',.., :t2,ll1l. -o,;; 

lt'1,')IJ.C. f):. ·)~~.!l0'2·, -~~.,~Q.), - ll, 

' 

' 

' 

I I 

I 

' 

C. BUL YCA 0071 
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Form 8995 
~om qlti,q T,_'11 
lntwna.l Rav111'1\J■ Sarvlc. 

Qualified Business Income Deduction 
Simplified Computation 

Attaeti to yuur tax relurn. 
Go to·-.lrs.gQY/FamMl996 for lnstn,ctiQns and the latast irlfarmation. 

0MB No. 1545-2294 

2023 
~o;chmw,t 
~u..,,0&1\10.55 

N111t111(e) shown an return YaW" 1Dpa)W ldllntiflcatlan nl.llnllllf 

CASEY BULYCA 
Note. Ycu car, c:J«im die qva/irted tw.smn ~ ~ anly tr:,w /lave r:,va/Jtfed bvsiness Income mim • q~med tnlde,,,. 
bus~. rH1 estate ln~tment tn/$tt1Mdenas, plltJJ/,;;ry lncfed ~ip lneome, or•~ Pf'Jr:Juction «ctivitfH de<tlJcwn 
p4tSS(ld tnrougtl from lltl ~ftura/ or horticu/tumf CODpGIUtil/9. See instroction!t. 

lkle this foml If your tmulbJ'1 Jncoms, b!lfot& your qua//ff9d bus/llfl$$ /nCOfflQ deduct!on, Is at Ofl b91oW $1il2. 100 1$864.200 If rnarri&d 
1/ling]ointiy), and you 11rer1't ,1 patron of an agriwltul'ill or horticultural r;;oOpe1111ive. 

1 {a) Trade, business, or aggregation nama ~)Taxpayer 
identification number 

(c) Qusllfled business 
inoom11 or poss) 

j IBULLDAWG ENTERPRISES LLC -3,587. 

ii 

iii 

jy 

V 
... 

2. Total ciualtfl9d business lncome Cl' {ICss}. Combine ltnas 1 t through 1 v, 

oolumn(cJ , ... , ....... , .. , .... , .................. , .... , .. , .......... , ....... ........... , ....... , .. , ....... , ................. 2 -3 587. . 
3 Qual ifled busin!ISII net Ooss} carryforward from th& prior year .,,.$T..r.+,i~ ... ~ ... 3 [ 5 186 . 
4 Total ciualrtl9d business 1ncom11. Comb1na lines 2 and !I. If :wro or less. antar -0- .. , ......... 4 o. 
5 Qualified business lnooma component. Multiply llrie 4 ~ 20% (0.20} , .... , ....... , .. , .......... ...... ········ , .......... , .... , ... , ...... 5 
I! Qualified REIT divldoncls and publfcly traded partner:,hlp (PTPl Jnooma llr Ooss} 

jsee JnstructlDns) •.... , ....... , ....... , ..... , .... , .. , .... , .................. , .. , .......... ···-·· .. , ....•... ....... , ....... 6 

7 QualHled REIT di1Jldends and qualified PTP poss) oarryforwarc:I from Iha prior • 

year 7 ( \ 
• •. , • •.• •• •••• , ... , , .. , .. .. . .. , •••• , •• , . ••• , .. .. .... . .... .. , ,.,,u,, ... .. ,, , , .. , ., ,, , •• , •• ••. .• ,., •• ,, •• , . ••..• ,, ,, ... . ... , 

8 Total Qualtfi9d RBT dividends and P1P income. Cambine Ines 6 and 7. It Nro 

or less, snter-0· ... , .. .. , ......... .... ...•...... ... , ..•. ... , .. , ............. ,. , ... ..... ..... ... , ..... .....•...... .. , ...... .. 8 
9 REIT and PTP component. Multiply lina a by 20% (0.20) ... , , .............. , ............... , .. , ..... ..... , .. ..... , .... , ... , ............. ... .. ,. , 9 

10 Q.Jalified bu!.inl'ISII Income deduction bofora tho income fimitation. Add &noo. 5 ana 9 ........ ... ..... ···········-·-··•<••······ ~D 
11 Taxable income before qualified busirLIIIIS lnoame daduotion (see instructions) ..... ... , .... ,. 11 -17,437. 
12 Enter your net capital gain, if any, incroasacl by any qualif~ dividends (sea instructions) 12 

1a Subtract Uno 12 from Une 11. If ZOO> or less, enter -0- ............ .... .................... , .. ,.,u,, . .... 13 o. 
14 Income limltation. Multiply lin& 13 by 20¾ (0.20) ..... ........ , ... .....•.. ..... .......... , .. , .. .... ........ .. . ........... .... . .... ... , ....... . . , . ~4 
15 Qualified bu~iness income deduotion. Ent&r the .smaller of line 1 o or line 14. Also enter this amount on 

the applicable fine of your ratum (808 in~ruotions) • • • • • •• , •• , ........... .. ...... , • • u ,,,, ... .......... ..... , • • •• , . .... ..... , •• , .. , • • •• ,, ••• ••• , , • • , ~5 
11! Total ciualtfi9d bt,lsiness (loss) canyf orward. Combine lines 2 and :! . If greater toan zero, Eifflllr -0- ...... , .................. .. 18 { B, 773 .) 
17 Total ciualtfi9d REIT dividends and P1P (loss) ca,ryforward. Combine lines e and 7. [f gl'Nter than 

zera enter-0- . ...... .......... ............ .... ...... ......... ......... .... .. ..... ........ ..... ..... .. .... . .. ....... ..... . ......... . . . ... ... . .............. ~7 { \ 

l...HA For Privacy~ and Pa,,erwort\ Reduction fv:t Noti99, ~ imnictiom. so94i1 n1-11~ Fenn 8995 (2023) 
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1l'\.v. Nonml,o, 2Q2') 

~ntcttJi•n-,iy 
lrrtamal R4V9nue San,jc;a 

Paid Preparer's Due Diligence Checklist 
Eania '""""'· Ctec11t l~IC), Amar'loall OJ,parklllyT9'< Cte<llt(/.OTC), Child r .. 0/edit (OTC) (01ol udln91tlo MdUoool 

Caild Ta CMft f'CTC) Md Cradit tar otl>a D111>1111dM!s (ODC». Md H.,.., d Hoo-old [HClH) Filln~ S1lilrJ• 

To b■ 0amplllted by JIMINll'III' and lllad with Form 1<MO, 1040-SR, 1040-NR, 1040-PA, or fDUJ-SS. 
Co to www.n. 011/F<lm18867 ftll' ins1n«;11or19 •nd ttie latfft lnklfmation. 

Taxpayer name{s} shown on retum 

CASEY BULYCA 
Praparar lax identifk:atlon number 

CPA 

Please check the appJQpnate box rar !he credlt(s) and/er HOH fling status claimed on the return and complete the related Parts tN 
for tile benefit!, claimed (ctiecll all thin a I • EiC CTCIACfC/000 AO'fC 

t Did you complete the retum baseit on Information for the applicable tax year l)n:ivided by the taxpayer or 

reasonably obtained by you? ................................................................... ................................ .. .... ................. ......... . 
2 If credits are claimed on the return, did you oomplete tha applicable EiC and/or CTC/ACTC,IQDC 

wor1<1heets f01Jnd in ttie Form 1040, 1040-SR, ,040·NR. 1040-PFI, 1040-$5 or SCtl!l{IUle ~12 (Form 1040) 

instructions, and/or the AOTC worksheet fQUnCI rn tne Form 8883 in . .iruct1ons, or yoor own wot1<:shffl(s} that 

provides the same information, and <1H ,elatl!CI forms ancl schedules for each credit claimed? ...... , ........ ........................ I-,,,,! ..... ~----+.-'-._ 
3 Did you saijsfy ttie f<nowledge requlrement7 Tc n,eet: the kJlOWledge requiramer'lt, you must: do both of 

ttie fblloWing. 

• Interview tha taxpayer, IWit ques1lon~. and oontemporaneouslv dOQIJl1'1ent 'the taxpayer'9 re,spcnsas to 
determine that the taxpayer is el!gible ta clafn1 tti e creclit{s) and/or HOH firing status. 

• Review information to determine ltlal ihe taxpayer is eligible to claim lhe credit(s) and/or HOH filing 

&tatus and to figure 'lhe amount(s) of any credtt(s) ·······'"··"'··· ..•.. , ........... ...... , ..•....•..•.... ,... .... ... . ............... ... ... ... .... I-----'-+----~··-.... 
4 Did any lnlormatlon pio'Jlded bY the taxpayer ot a tnll'd party tor us. rn prepi!l'lng the retum. or 

infarmation r'ltalDlably known to you. appeolf lo be looorreot, incomplete, or Inconsistent? Of ' Yff,' 
answer questions 411 and 4b. If" Na," go to qUestion 5.) ......................... .......................... .............................. ......... ... ~~c-+~!!e!-+--~ 

a Did you mlll<e rEK1501'1.ai:lleln<1ulnlt8 to detCIITl'line the c:on-ect, complete, and C011sisteritinfomi~7 ... ........................ ___ ._.,..._ ..... __ =--
b Did you ccntempcraneously document your 1nciu1Haa? (Documentation should Include the qunllOns 

you asked, whom you asked. wtien you .asked, 111e lnfonnatlan that was provided. and the Impact the. 

information had on your preparation of the. return.) ................................. _ .......... , ............................ ......................... 1,---..... y...-...._¾---, 

5 Did you sati~ the ~ ~ention ~trement? To meet ~t,e record mention reqYirement. you mus~ 
keep a ccpy0Tyourdocumentatlon refefencecl IA Qll!lstlon 4b, a copy Of this Ponn 8867, a copy of any 
appllcable wott:sheel(s), a record of how, when, and from ""101?1 the lnfotmatlon Used lo prepare Form 

8887 and any applrcable wot1(sheet(s) was obtained, and a copy o1 any docUme11t(s) provided by the 

8 

7 

~ruq:,ayar that ycu relied on ~o de1ermlne llligit,iUty for the credit(-» and/or HO:H fflfng rt:atue. or to figu~ 

tne ameunt(s} llf the eraott(s) ...... , .................................................... .... , .. ,, ... , ...... , ............ ...... , .. , ........ , .. , .......... .. 
US! ltlofll!! documents pn:ivlded by !tie taxpayer, If any. that you n!lled on: 
ORGANIZER WITH CLIENT QUESTIONS 

Did yoU ask th1tti11Cpayer whether hit/.she could pJCVlde dDC1Jmlllltilltron to substantiate llligib~lty forttie 
credit(s) 1111cl/or HOH filfng ,tatus and Ula amount(!!) of any Cl'edll(s) claimed on ttie return if his/her 

l'l!t1.1m 1e.soler;l'$d fOr .audit? ............. .......................................... .......................... ................. . 
Did you ask the ~ilXIJllyer tr any or tnese creellts were i:m1c111Jowed or reduced En a previous year'/ 

(If credits wwe lfiaallowed or raducedi go tu qi.-stiOfl 7a, If l'lGt, go to question B.] 

a Did you compllrte th11 required recertification Ferm 8862? . . ............... ......... .... ...... ................................................. ..... ~....,4 _.... ..... +.J--.. 
a lfth& tal<1)ayi,r is reportlr,g Mlf◄ml)loyment lncom1t, di~ you ask qu111stlons to prepare a compleile and 
~ Schedula C onn 1040 ? .......... ............................... .. ..... ............. , ................. , ........ , ..... .................... ....... . 

For Paperwcrk FladucUon Act Notice, •• •eparats instructlona. 

lliA 
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F""" __, (fl ... ,1-20201 CASEY BULYCA 
:PiftfO: Due Dlliganoa Queatlon1o lorRetums Clalming EiC (If the return does net claim EiC, goto Part Ill.} 

9a Have you de1ermtn11d that th& taxpayer is el!Qible to clalm the EiC tor the number of qualifying chldrwi 

claimed, ar is efigible ta claim the EiC Without -a qualifying child? (If tM tapa~r Is olaimlng the EiC 

P■go2 

Ye■ No NIA 

11nd da• nut have • qualltylng child, g_o to quNl:lon 10.1 . . .. ... .. . ... .. . ...... .. ... .......... ... . .. .. .... ... .. ... . ..... ... .. ........ . .......... i--.a.'-l---■■-1....+---
b Did you ask the taxpayer ii the child liV9d with !he taxpa)'lll' for over hall'of theyear, even it the tallpayer 

has supported the ohild theentirayear-7 ...................... ............................................................ ........................ ........ i.....-4 -.....,..,._. __ 
c Did yau explain to the taxpayer the rules about claiming 'lhe EiC when a child is the qualrfylng child of 

mora ltlan one rsi,n la,hre&r rulll!I? ..................................................................................... ... ................... .... . 
Ntl. ,: Due Diligence Questions tor Returns a.imlng CTC/ACTC/ODC llf the return does not claim CTC, ACTC, or DOC, gc 

ta Part IV.I 

10 Have you delermined that each qualifyir,g peJSOn for the CTC/ACTC/ODC is tile taxpa:,-er's dependent who is. t-;:Yc::e==•;-t----,=N=:o;-11_Nl.-....A~ 

e c:.~, n~illrl~, ml'Bllideint Qfij,e United Stines? ........................................... ......................................... ............ ... ---------
11 Did you e)(plain ta the taxpayer that he/she may not claim 1he CTCIACTC if the child ha, not livecl 

wllh tha taxpays-torDVerha.11' of tha year, lll.'tln if the t11Xpayar has suppgrted the child, unless the child's I. 
W!ltodi:11 pa.rent has- releasi!d a claim to exemsiticm fortne cl'dld? ................... "" ........... ..... ..... ................. ,..,, ............. ).,i,--+--+--"-

12 Did ygu 11>Cplain lg thi! taxP8)'1i!r the rules about claiming th111 CTC/ACTC/OOC for a child at liiwrced or 

sepa1ated parents (or psrents who live Elpart), including any requirement lo attach a Form 6332 or simil,ir 

~.~ Due Dili9enii;e au.talion• fw Returmi Cllllmlng_ AOTC (If the r&tum does not claim AOTC, go io Par1 I/.) 

13 Did the taxpayer provide aub81antia1ion for the Cfadit, such as a Form 108&-T and/or receipts for Iha quufiea 

Ilion and related 8lC nses 1or 1t.e claltmld AOTC? ... .................................................................... ... , ............................... . 
·V Due Dlllgenc:e Que.tion1 ,or Cl•iml11g HOH (ff the retum does not-dalm HOH fllinG !ltatus, go to Pait VI.) 

14 Havil you da1ermlned that Iha taicpayar was unrnwl'lecl or considered unmamed on 1hi, last day of the tax year 

· 11d mo~ tnan h.alf of 'Ille eo3t tit u a home for-the for a uai· i eir!510fl? . 

You wm h•we c:ompllad wttl1 ell due dlnglince requlrernenta for elaimtng the appllcable c:redlt(t) and/or HOH flltnv 
sbm.l■ on tna return of 1ha 1axpa)'91' rcltlntm.cl ab01111 it ygu: 

A. l11terview the taxpa)'Bf, ask ad11quat11 question~, conlilmporaneously doCL1ment thil taxpa)lllf'-B TIEll!ponses on the rerum or 

In your rJQtss, rv,,l!IW ~equale lfltom,atiQll 1n determine if1tle- t.axpayer is eligill~ tp cf ii.Im the c!Bdlt{s) and/or HOH filing 

etaius and to figure tt,111 amounl(s) of the credlt(s); 
a. Comple,te 'lhia f"omi Bll67 trulttflJlly and accurately and complete the action~ described. In this checldlst 'IOt anv appltcabl& 

i;n,;iit(s) ciaimed -and HOH fill[)\! statua, if ciaimlld; 

C. Submit Form 8867 In the marvier 11X1Uired; and 

D. Keep aB five of the fotlowilllij records 10J 3 yea,s Imm the Jatll61: of the d~ specified in the Form 8867 instructlon11 undar 

Docunwnt Reterttian. 
1. A copy ofthhl Form 81367. 
2, The, appllcable wotkshlll!t(s) or your own workshM\(s) for any C"redtt{s) claimed. 
3. CCpiu df llflY docum1111u pruvided by tt,11-tMfj"}'l!r 011 which Y(JLI relied to determine 'the taxpayer's eJigiblity for the 

crec:llt{s) ;ind/er HOH filing :status and tc figure the amount(s) at the credlt{s). 

4. A reconi'. al how, when, and C!'om whom the information used to prepare this form and the applicable W<irkeheet(s) was 

obtained. 
5. A reco,d at any additional lnfom,8'lo!'I You relied upon, including q~ons yoo asked and the taxpayer's responses. to 

determtntl the taxpayer's &llgibflfty for the oredlt(s) and/or HOH fl&l'IQ s,tll!l:h.!s and to figure the amcunt(sl Of tl'\e otedlt{s}. 
If yau have nat cofflJJllad wlth all dwl dillgenca 111qulr11mants, you may have to pay• panally fDr nch fail!a'e to 
1x11t1pl}l rela'8d tu a 11l11lm of an applaabla credit ar HOH flllnsl &talUs (Ctltll lnnrudlan■ tor mora I1\forltlatfonJ. 

15 Do you certify that all or ltle answern on ttii~ Form 8867 are, to the best Di' your knowled.ge, true, correct, and 

com lata? ...................................... .. ... .......................... .... .. ............. ..... ............... . 

Yes 

Yn No 

C. 8ULYCA0074 
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4562 Depreciation and Amortization OMii No. 11545.Q172 

Ferm Pncluding Information on Usted Property) 2023 Abl:h ~ yau, ta~ SCHEDULE c- l 
boportm,rno!fllo'i'r-,,y Mta~l"l~..t 
l~I ~\ldhU6 Stt'Yl-ctt Go to www.lrs....,.,v1Flllfm4582 t,,r ll'lltruc1lons and the latNt lnformatkll\. s.....,, .. No. 179 
Nama(s}shoiOn on ,...m 13 .. illNS or aotill~ 1<1 v.+iiol> ti,11 k>lm raLIIN 11<1on~11nurn1>« 

CASEY BULYCA aULLDAWG ENTERPRISES LLC 
[:~n Ele-ctlo~ 'l"o Elcpeu1 C'ert,iln PIDp•J1y Under llullo" 179 Nole; If you h~ tiny II s:ted prop~, complete Part V befcre you complete Part I. 

1 Maximum amount (aEIB lnstruclione) ••• ... uu•••• ••• h•••• Lu, , . ... ,, .. u ou • ••• ,,,_. .,_. ,,,,., LU ••••u•u•u••• ..... ,, •••• c, , ••• ,._.,, •• •• • ••• c,uu ... uo, 1 
2 Tm;d cost Df section 179 property pla.c::ad in service<see lnstroctian~) .. , ...... .. , .. ,,., ...• , .. , ......... , ... ,, ... ,, ... ..... .. ,, .. , .. 2 

3 Threshold cmt of section i79 property balo,e reduction in limitation ............... , ......... , .. , ....• , ... , ... , ........ , ..... ......... 3 

4 ~eduction in limitation. Subtract h 3 from &ne 2. If z9r0 or le&1, anier -0- ··•··· ... , .. ......... , ...... ··-······· .... , ., .. ~--•........ 4 

5 ClallPrllmli.Non!<orwi ...-. S..~ml lk,•41ram I""~- lrZO<P or i. .. , 1nt<or❖.ff n,-,,lo<l!lng 1opor..i,,iy .... t••~~otl..,. ., ...... , ................... . Ii 

6 (aj O...npdot,., _ (b)Cool(l,lain .. u,,..,ly) lcJ>aloo1llcic""1 

I 

7 Listed property. En;er 1ile amount from line 28 ..................................................... ... . I 7 

8 'f~al alilctad co&t"ofsaction 1711 property. Al!cf amoums in calumn (c), linas B 1111ct 7 .... ,.. ···· ···· . ................... , .... B 
9 l.-rtalive i;leductiDn. Enter the smaller of lirw 5 0r line S ·-•··· •·•·· ····--··•· '"··•-·•·., ·· » •· .. · , ... ..... ., ..... .... ..... . ..... .... ... .... 9 

10 C~ of diis.llowed daduc:tilln from line 13 of your .2022 form 4582 • •• • " ' ''' "'''''"' " ' ' 'n, ,u ., , to, ,,,, .,,., ,, ., ,,,, 1,., , , 10 

H Bu stn- incomB limitatlon. Enter the smallvr .cf bu Biness illGOme (nat less than =I ar line 5 .. , ... , .......... .. ,u, , , •••• 11 
12 Section 171! expllflre deduction. Add fines 9 and 10, but don't enter more Ulan Jina 11 .... ..... -- ··· · ···· - 1~ 
13 Ca.rn/Dverof dlsllllowad d9d1.mllon to 202.4. Add lines 8 and 1□ less line 1::1 ....... .... I 13 
NDte: Oon't UH Part II or Part Ill below forli&ted property. Inst.eat!, UM P•rl V. 
I; fflln-Jl:J Special Dapreciatlon Allowance and 0lher Depredation !Don't Include listed propertv. I 

14 ~lat depreciatiOn anowanca fQt <jijalffi&cl property (ether tha1n llsltld pto~) placed Iii setvic:.. during 

th111tutyear .............. ...................... ............. .. ................. , ................... ................................ .................... ,... .. . l--'1~4-+---------

15 Property subject ta ooc.tlon 16!1[1)(1) olectlcm ... ....... •.. ...... .•. .. ..... .......... ... . . . .. .............. .......... .•. ..... . ..... .•. . ..•.•. .•. .. _1_5-+---------
16 OlherdeoreciatiortnncludinoACRS\ ........... .. ............................. ._ ............................. ._ ... ............... ...... , .......... 1B 
t~Ul'_,I MACRS Desitec.atloh (Don't inc:II.ICllt fi~ ~n,p11rty. Sw inm.iG'tiCl15'.} 

17 

Sa~an fl - ,.._.,. Pl~ In Sen,ICl!I During~ Tax y,,_ Uefl181he Ganaral t>apra::.tion&wstent 
fol M<>ath ■n~ r1,.~--fa,- ..., ........ .., (d) R"""""")' 

(o) Cioni-'"'"' ""'par\\, ,-, i,laco<l .. ~ .... ("1 C:anv,,ntian (!!Molhqd CQ) ~ - tion _,olicn 
ln-a«Vicl onlr ... 9& i11lm"ucl1an,) 1)1111"4 

. 

1911 :J..""3fDJODartv 

b S-vear orcmerty ' 
C 7•\IIIBr ■,......,rfv 297 384. 7 YRS, MO l200DB 22.302. 
d 10-war property 

• 15-Year prcpertY 

f 20,w,.,it D'°llflrtv 

a 25-vear 11ro1:1t1rtv 25Vl1!!. SIL 

I 27.5 vrs. MM SIL 
II Residenlial rental property 

I 27.Svn.. MM SIL 

Nor,residential real p<operty I 39 '"". MIVI SIL 
i 

MM SIL I 
Section C - Assets Placed In Service During 20Z\ Tax Vear lllllng the Altemativlll Depreciation ~ 

20a Cli111>1> Pie 
b 12-vear 12Yl'S. 

C 30-vear I ao vrs. MM 
d 40-...,,..r I 40vrs. MM 

1!~11!] Summary (See instructiOt'ls.) 

21 U$ted property. E;riter amount from lirie 26 -• • • · • • • , •••• ••• • • • ••• •••• •• • ••••••••••• • • •••••• •• • t ••• •• • • • f ••• ••••••• t • •••• • ••- • -••••••••••• • • H•• 

22 TotaL Add amounts from 11,,.12, lines 14 throu-gh 17, lines 19 ~d 20 In cot.Jmn (g), al'ld Bne 21. 

Erttllr hePa alid 011 in. appmprililta linff of ~ur .istu m. ParlnerSl'lips 1lrtd S coiporatiofls • h i instt. .. - .............. 

23 For assets shown abovs and placed in service during the cumm1 year, enter the I nl ool1lorl at1he basis alttibutahle 1c section 263A costs ..... ........ .... --· ................... ...... . 

SI\.. 

SIL 
SIL 
SIL 

21 

22 2:il, 30.J. 
.. 

Fonn 4662 (2023) 
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CASEY BULYCA 
Listlld Propert,, Ont:lude automobiles, oertaln otner 'llltlloles, oef'taln arrcra1t, and property usea for 
11ntertainm1mt, rwreatfllf1, er arm.1semen'-) 
Note: Fer any vehicle fer whlch you aRt using 1he slandard mileage tate Dr dedilcilng le;;ise expen5e, compl11te anly 24-, 
24b, columns !a) through [cl of Sectioo A, an of Sectlon a, and SecliDrt C if applicable. 

Soctton A - Depreciation •nd othet lnfonnatloh. (CautlOC1: See Ul• lnstruelians for limits for pasaetig11t 111L.11omobillls. } 

24a Do vuu nave e11hfllnt:1110 support lhe bus!n&ss/lnvestrnent us~ claimed? I IYn I INo 24b If 'Yes• Is ttie eviden<:e writtefl? I 

[a) (b) tc} {d) {a) (f) (g) lhl 
T~e ol property Dale Bualness/ Cost or Balj•tor ~•cdon Recovery Mslllod/ D1lpreciatio!l 
(I veh ides first) placed in in\18Stmen1 ntnar t>as1s (busl"lenli"VMlmtni perio([ Con~nlion deduction 1ervice use ger~ntage liHart,l)lli 

25 Speo,al d~reciation allowa11ce for q1Jalifilld listed pt9perty plaQ8d i11 service during 1'ie tax. yeat w,d la Used mont than 50% In a"'' llllfietl business use ·- .. ...... ······-·-······· --············-············ ................. . ........ 

27 P rt sed50'16 rone, IV u or essnaau a/1!\ed tx.i l snessuse: 

' ' "' SIL-

' ' % S/L· 

' ' % SIL-

28 l>,dd amount:; 111 oolUmn (hi, llnes.25 thtDUgh 27. Enter here and on line 21, ps;ge 1 ............... ··················-· I 26 
29 Add amounts Jn coltJmn ffi. Une 26. Enter here.and on line 7 "'""" 1 •••••••••n•• ••o.••• ~u-.u••••u• ••• • •••o.u •uu••••uu o&uodu • •• ••u•• •••• I 29 

611111km B - cnrarmation an Un or Vlltlicles 

Pa 2 

lyul I No 
Ill 

Eleclm! 
siction 179 

cost 

( 

I 

Complete this secrtlori for vehiales used by a sole proprietor, paill1er, or otller 'more than 5%. owner,• or related person. If you provided vehicles 

to your employees, first artswer the questions in Section C to see if you meet an exception to completing this sectlon for those vehicles. 

(a) !bl lt:I ldJ {e) [fJ 

31) Tolal buslnes&/investment miles dllVlln during 1he Vehicle 1 Vehicle 2 Vehicle 3 Vehicle 4 V11hicle5 Vehicle 6 

year (don't rn~luda comtnutin.i miles) ...... , .... , ......... 
31 Total CQmm1,1t1ng mlles driven dullng tit& ya:ar ,.. 

32 Total other personal (noncommutlng) mites 

driven ., ... ,-,, ..... -..•..•. , .. -, , ... , .. , .. ,., ..•. , ..... , ... .. , .. , .. 
33 Total miles driven during the year. 

Add lines 30 thl'Qugh 32 ---·----·-- ·--------·------·-----·--
34 woo 1he vehicle avallabla for personal 1Jse Yes No Yes Na Yes. Nu Yes Na Yes No Yes 

dunng off<luty hourt? •-• •-•-• ••• L ••••• ••••••-•--~•••-• ••-

35 Was 1he YehlCle UNd. pt1mar1ry bY a rnona 

thah 5% 0Wfllll' Dr rekded pet'SOl'I? L•;••l•d • •"-•~••; l 

36 Is anatller ~lcle available for personal 

use? •'-•••••n•••••••••••!••••u•• ••• l ••••juJ•••••L•••••••••••••••• 

Sactlon C • Ql.lestions. for Employel'II Who Provide' Vahloles for Use by Thalr Empioya. 

Answer these questions to determine. if )'CU meet an exoeptim to ~mpleting Section B ror vehicles ueed by employees-who aren't 
more than 5% owners or relabid persons. 

:n Oo you maintain a written policy su.ttment th-1: prohlbit:i all p"30nal use of venrcles, i'lcludlng commutlr\(il, by :,our Yea 

emp:lloylll!s? ............................... , ............... , ........................... , ........................... ... ...... ... .... ............ ............. .......... ....................... 
38 Oo you maintain a written pallcy stat~ment that prohibits per300al use of veh lcl11s, el!C8p1 oommu.tlng, by yau r 

employees? See tne instructions fer vehicles used 1:1.y CDfl)OfMe afflc:ers, directors, or 1% or more owner.s ... , .. , ···-·-··-··· ·-· ·-· ·-··-····· 
311 Do you treat all use of vehicles by employees as personal use.? ••••••,.•••••••••••••• •• 1•••--or•n• o•1• • ••••••••••• 1u o• •••••••• • 1••• •••• • •••••1••<••••••"••• •••• 

40 Do yoll provide more than 1lve vehiciBli to ycllf employees, obtaiR 1nformatioR from your employees a.bout 

the we of1he vehicles, and retain tlie informatilln received? 
- • ~ p• • ··- · ··- · ·-- --·· ••••••• • • , - , - - - - - • • • · - · - -- · - - - · - · - · - - - · - ····· ------ ' · · - •••• ••• • --- - --··- · · - -- - -- ----

41 Do you meet the requirements .conCM1fng qu•lffied lltltomobile dtmonstTa!icn uS&7 
• · · , ., ·-· • • • •· --·. · • · ·• -- • ··• • • , -1 ··•· • ~ - - ' . , · ' · · · ··• ··•-·-·· ... ----

Note; If""' •t answer to 37 38. 39 40 or 41 ts "Yes " don't coml'lltte Section B Jot tne a:::oveteel ven!Cles. 
I Patt,VJ I Alnortlatton 

(a) (cl (d) (fl 
0-lptlonar- I (b) I 

lllllet~~111ta, Mi~•· 
lmtlLIWlt l Qocto 

aei:cl-.,n I t11J I MIC!illtion -an fo, 0,~y,g 

42 .Amoltll!.tlon of costs -that bealns tlurll'lll vour 2023 to vear. 
I ; l 
I , I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

peli0Ururc1•tli!! 

ND 

Nu 

43 Amortlzn0n Of costs "that began b81'0re your 2023 tax year .......... .... ................ ........ .. .. ......... ......... .... ......... ..... l...,_.43--1--------
44 Total.Addamwnts lncolumn ln.Seetheinstructluns forwheret0reuort ....................... ····-·. -····· ····. I 44 

,,.2~z 1Mll4• Form 4S82 (2023) 
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Schedule A- Net Operating Loss (NOL) I 2023 
Nam1 So~ial S111:urity Number 

CASEY BULYCA 
1 Far lndMduals, ~ubtract ~r stanelan:t aeductran or ltemlZeel llaductlOns from your aE!ju5tecl gross 

fl'\Ocme aml enter it here. Fer es1ates and trusts, enter taxal:lle lnccme Increased by the total of the I 

cnarttable Deduction, inoorne distribl.Jfion deducticn, and exemption amcum (see fnstructicms) ..... ···-·· ' .... ......... 1 - 17,437 . 
2 lllonbusine!ls capitlll lo55e5 before limitation; Enter as a positive number -•u--,u 2 I 

3 Noontius•11~ Clll~ garns (without regQl'd to any $ection 1202 11Xi:~sfon) ··-· -~ 3 
4 If line 2 ts more than lne 3, enter the difference; otherwise, enter -0- ............... 4 o. 
5 ::::~: :,c:: ~ fine 2, oot6r the difference; I !i I 

0. I -, . .. • •• .• • - •••• '-• .... . , • . , -• '. •• •• •• . 

6 ~bui;lness d111!l11ctJons {see lnstrucli[Jl1s) ~~~---~,:~-;r.~~.ijJ ... l ..... 8 13 850. 
7 NcnbLl!llness lnocme other than capital 11ilina I I (see instructi,ms) ....... , ... ............................... 7 

8 Add Jines 5 and 7 8 I . -·-· ·-· -·· ... -· --- ·· ·-··-··-·--· ···-··--······-···-··-··-·-·····-··-·---······• ·-•.•·· 
9 lf line 6 !s mo11:1 than Orie 8, ent1r-t.he diffe~c:e; oth~rwise. ~~r -0- •• • •••• u . ..... .. ··• ·····--········ ······ ·· . ...... .... ....... 9 13 , 850 , 

10 If line 8 Is more than Bne 6, enter the clfferen~: I 
1al otherwise, enter -0-. Bl.It do not enter more 

1henllne5 .. ................................................. 0. 
11 Bulline:ss capital lo~s befwe limitation, Enter •s a p~ltivs number ... ..... ... . .. 11 . . 
12 Business capttal gains (Wllhout regaro ta any I 12 I -section 1202 exclusion} .............. .... ............... 

13 Add lines 10 and 12 .... , ··~ .. , .. , ....... , ... ,., .... ., .. , ................ ... ' ..................... ......... 13 
14 subtract lina 13 tram li11e 11. It zern or less, enter-0- ---------- ---·-··- ----···-•-.------ 14 o. I 

15 Add llno11:!. 4 and 14 .. - .• ·-· ·-. - .. --- ·- -- . --- ·----·--···--·' -- ·-. -·. ---· -. -- . -- ·-· ·------·. -~-.. -····--··· 15 

16 Enter tne loss, If any, from line , 6 0f Schedule D {Fottn 1040). (Estates 

alld trusts, enter the loss, If any, from Rne 19, column {3}, of SChedule D 
(Form 1041).) Enter e~11 positive number. If you do not have a loss m, 

that line (and do oot have a aection 1202 exclusi0r1}, skip. llnes 16 ttmiugt, 

21 .and entet en 1In1122 the amount fr®l Pne 15 ............................................. ,e 

17 Section 1202 exclusici;. Enter as a positive number -----------·· ...... .. ..... .... ...... ... .. -------- -------···---- --------- -----------, 17 

,a Subtract line 17' 1rom ~ne 16.11 Ura or leS&, l!!flter-0- ·•·11-r r•1----••--·•-·· • - •-1---- , --• 18 

19 Enter the loss, If any, ftcm line 21 or Schedule D (Form 1040). (Estates and I 

trusts, enter the less, If an~. from llne 20 Of Schedule D {Fqrm 1041).} Elltllr 
a!I a posffl'/e num~ 

,. > • • • • •• • • • • • • • • ••.~ , I•""•>, I>,•• • I••• • • I••'•• 1 . • • •• >, O • • • "'' • , < • ••• •• • • • • • • • ••"" I• 
19 

20 If line 1 B it!' ni0rt1 th!ll'l lin~ 19, enter tne differe11ce; Qtherwih, enter -0- ............ 20 I 

21 'If lin• , 0 is nigri, thl:lfl line , 8', entlltr the differeinOIIJ; ctherwtH, .inter -0- ,, .... , .. , ........ , , ...... , ..... , ........................... 21 
21! Subtract lina 20 fram lne 15. 11 z.iro or les~, -,ter-0- .............. ..... ........... .... ,. ....... ,. ............... ............. ........ ...... 22 
23 NDL deduallan for losses from other years. Erner as. 11 positive number ................... .......... , ......................... .. ~ 

24 NOL. Combine lines 1, 9, 17, and 21 fhrough 23, ff the result is less 1tMln zero, this is your 
cum=nt _ .. ,.. NOL If the 1915ult iS zerG .ar rm:i~ vtiu do not have an NOL . .. . ·- -- - ... . .. . . . . . 24 -3.587 . 
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Alternative Tax Net Operating Loss Worksheet 
Name(s) ai; shawn ori return 

CASEY BULYCA 

1. Loss fur lhe currel\t year ..................... ... ....... ........................ .... ......... ......... .. .. .. .......................... ................ ........... . .... . 

:i. Net operattng loss deduction ....................... .......... ... .... ........................... ... ........ ... ..... .... ..... . .. 

3. ~ at na~businass deductions over 
nanbusinellS income: 

(Al .\MT nonbuslnllli1 tlemiZ!ld deductions and adjustments ... ., ........... .. 

[Ill AMT nonbuslneSJ Income· ., ......... .. .............................. ....... . 
{Cl !'let nonbusiness cap;tal gains (Without fegard to 

any s~ion 1202 IIXCIL1$iDn). ···--·· .,. .•. ,, ···--·· .......... . 

{D) Total nonb11Siness inc11rne 

1EJ Difiei-imoe (Ifni 3(A) Im 3(0)) no! less than zero ........................ ...................................... .. 

4. E.xcess of nonbusiness capital loss over nonb!ialness capital gain 
5. Adjusted deduction for bus.iness 

r.api131 loss 

{Al Business capi'tal Jo~ ... _ ..... .. ........ __ ............................ ... . . 
{Bl Llrt& 3(1)) minus 3(A), net less than zero. 

Do not enter more than linr; 3(C) ....... .. 

1 Cl Business capital gains (without regard 
to any mt1on 1202 exeluslon) .......... .. 

ID) Total (line 5(B) Illus 5(C)) ..... _ • __ • 

IE) Differenoe [line 5(Aj less S(D)) no! less than zero .. ............................................. . 

I. Add trnes. 4 and 5E ..... ............ .. ............ ........ ., .... .. ................. ...... .. 

7. Enter tha loss, if any, from AMT Schadule □, Line 16 .............. .... .. .... .. . 

I. Adjusted ~icm 1202e,cclul!Jon 

II. Line 7 minus line a 

10. E"ter the IDS$, If any, from AMT SohMule D, line 21 

11. Line 9 minus line 10, no! less than ztrc 

12. Ll!IP 10 minu~ tine 11, 11ot less 1ha11 wo 

1:S. Li11e 6 minus lme 11, not lass than zer1, 

1it. Total a!l)ustnient anc praferenoe items (Form 6251) ....... , ....... ....... ......... ... . ...... ....... ... .......... . 13,850. 

15. Total (lln& 2 +3(E) + 8 + 12 + 13 + 14) ..... ...................... .. ................ ................. ............ ..... .... ........................ .. ................ . 

16. Currel'ltVl!ar slternatNetaxnet~cM!ltrnaloss-lline 1 lesslrne151 ........... .. ............................ ... . ............... .. ....... ... ... .. . ... . 

2023 
~ r-i:il SAf":11ritu M11n,har 

17,437. 

13,850. 

3,587. 
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NOL Detail NOL Carryanr/Carryback Worksheet 2D2S I 
Name(a) 

CASEY BULYCA 
YNT 

Amourtt Avalable for 
Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount 

C.n1ed Uaed in Uaed in Uaed in Uaed in Uaed in U.ed in Uaed in Used in U.ed in Uaed in 
From Canyover/Canyback 

2023 3,587. 

Total■ 3,587. 
Tata! amount a:vallallle for canyover 3,587. 
L.eea tatal amount■ 1198d o. 
LNa total amount■ expired o. 

Ramainin{I canyovar 31587. 
322211 04-01-23 
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AMT NOL Datd AMT NOL Clrryov• Wark■h- 2023 

Nama(a) 

~SEY BULYCA 
y.., 

Amount Avalable 
Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount 

canted Uaed In Uaed In Uaed In Uaedh U.edh Uaedh Uaec:t In Uaed In Uaed In Uaed ln 
From for~ 

r.;1023 3,587. 

Total• 3.587. 
Total amount avalable for canyover 3,587. 
l.Ma tat,. ■mourrta uaad o. 
l.Ma tat,. ■mourrta axplrad o. 

Remaining canyOVt1r 3,587. 
31872 1 04-01•23 
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Election Not ta Claim the Additional First Year 
Depreciation Allowable Unae.r llC Sec. 168(k) 

CA$EY BULYCA 
,1 w mw 14 i112g 
SPEARFISH, SD 57783 

Taxpayer Identification Nlmlber: 

For the Year Ending December 31, 2013 

CASEY 50'1,YCA, hereby elects, pursuant to IRC Sec. 168<k){7}, not to 
claim the additional depreciatiC>D allowable under IRC Sec, 16B(k) 
for the following qualifying property placed i;n service during the 
tax year ending December 31, 2023, 

All property in the 7 year class, 

See attached Poni 4562. 
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Section l.263{a)-1(f) De Minimis Safe Uarbor Election 

CA.SEY Sm...YCA 
41 W HWY 14 ill29 
SPEARFISn, SD 57783 

Taxpayer Identification Number1 

For the Ye~r Ending December 31, 2023 

CASEY BULYCA ie making the de miuimis safe harbor election wider 
Reg. Sec. l,263(a)-l(f). 
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CASBY BULYCA 

SCHEDULE C OTBBR COSTS OF GOODS SOLD 

DESCRIPTION 

COMMERCIAL TRUCK EXPENSE 

TOTAL TO SCHBDULB C, LINE 39 

FORM 8995 QUALIFIED BUSINESS NBT LOSS CARRYOVER 
FROM PRIOR YEARS 

TRADE OR BUSINESS NAME 

TOTAL QUALIFIED BUSINESS LOSS PROM PRIOR YEARS 

TOTAL TO FORM 8995, I,INE 3 

NOL NONBUSINESS DEDUCTIONS 

DESCRIPTION 

ST.MIDARD DEDUCTION 

TOTAL TO SCHBDULE A - NOL, LINE 6 

STATEMENT 1 

AMOUNT 

202,780. 

202,780. 

STATBMBNT 2 

AMOUNT 

5,186. 

5,186. 

STATEMKNT 3 

AMOUNT 

13,850-

13,850. 

STATBMENT(S) 1, 2, 3 
C. BULYCA 0083 
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Child Support Obligation Calculator 

This child support obligation calculator is based on the South Dakota Child Support Guideline laws and is intended to provide the basic 
support obligation for child support for combined monthly Net Income to $30,000. Deviations and adjustments (for child care, visitation, or 
other factors) the court may allow are not included in the calculation of the basic support obligation. All amounts listed must be monthly. 

It is presumed a parent is capable of eaming at least minimum wage except as provided in SDCL 25-7-6 26. If disabled, use actual amount of 
benefits. 

Select the number of children for this obligation calculation. 02 Y cbildren. 

Gross Monthly Income: 
* Required Field. 

Parent 1 
Non-Custodial 

S 6829 

Parent 2 
Custodial 

• $ 7573 • 

Deductions to Gn,ss Income: The FIT, Social Security and Medicare deductions will automatically formulate when you click on calculate. 

Comments: 

Comments: 

FIT (Federal Income Tn Withheld) S 823 

Social Security $ 423 

Medicare $ 99 

Retirement s o 

Other Allowable Deductions See SDCL25-]:(j 7 

$ 0 

$ 0 

Monthly Net Income $5484 

Combined Monthly Net Income $ 11492 

% Combined Income 48'¼, 

Total Support Obligation $2409 

Individual Parent Support Obligation $ 1156 

Non-Custodial Parent Net Income Only $ 1516 

Monthly Child Support Obligation S 1156 

Monthly Medical Insurance Payment S 591 

Amo-t Adjusted for Medical $307 

Adjusted Monthly Child Support Obligation $849 

S 985 

$470 

$110 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$ 0 

$6008 

52% 

$1253 

$ 0 

$0 

Medical insurance is considered reasonable in cost if the cost attributable to the child is equal to or less than 8% of the net income, after 
proportionate medical support credit is applied, of the parent ordered to maintain insurance, and the amount is specified in the order. 
(SDCL25-7-6.16) 

Parent 1 8% Limit $ 439 

Parent 2 8% Limit $ 481 

The calculator provides only an estimate and is not a guarantee of the amount of child support that may be ordei 
may affect the amount of child support awarded. 
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PRELIMINARY MATTERS 

For ease of reference, Plaintiff and Appellee, Linnea Carol Bulyca, will be 

referred to as Linnea. Defendant and Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca, will be referred to as 

Casey. Citations to the settled record will be referred to as "SR p._" followed by the 

page number. Citations to the Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and 

Order will be referred to as "CF p._" followed by the page and number(s). Citations to 

the Stipulation and Property Settlement and Agreement will be referred to as "SA p._" 

followed by the page number and paragraph. Citations to the transcript will be referred to 

as "TRV 1 p. _" Citations to emails between Judges Pfeifle, Judge Roetzel, Mr. 

Peterson, and Mr. Galbraith will be referred to as "EM p._ " Citations to Plaintiff's 

Exhibit 3 will be referred to as "Pl ex. 3." 

JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT 

This case arises from an order entered on December 18, 2024, by the Honorable 

Scott Roetzel in a divorce action, 51 DIV 20-166. The parties have been divorced since 

May 24, 2021. The parties entered into a stipulation and agreement regarding the 

finalization of the divorce matter which included the amount of child support that would 

be paid by Casey to Linnea. On February 16, 2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child 

Support. Linnea filed an Objection to Motion to Modify Child Support. On November 6, 

2024, a hearing was held before the Honorable Scott Roetzel. Judge Roetzel signed the 

Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order on December 13, 2024. This 

is an appeal of that order filed by Casey on January 17, 2025. This Court has jurisdiction 

pursuant to SDCL § 15-26A-3. 

1 



STATEMENT OF LEGAL ISSUE 

I. Whether the trial court followed proper procedure in denying Casey Ray 
Bulyca's Motion to Amend Child Support and not modifying the child 
support obligation currently in place when Casey's testimony was found to 
be not credible and he failed to provide sufficient evidence for the trial court 
to accurately calculate his gross monthly income. 

The trial court held in the affirmative. 

MOST RELEVANT AUTHORITIES 

SDCL § 25-7-6.26 

SDCL § 25-7-6.3 

SDCL § 25-?A-22 

Green v Green, 
2019 S.D. 5,922 N.W.2d 283 

Schieffer v Schieffer, 
2013 S.D. 11, 826 N.W.2d 627 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Linnea and Casey were divorced in the case of Linnea Carol Bulyca v. Casey Ray 

Bu/yea, File No. 51 DIV 20-166, Seventh Circuit Court of Pennington County, by the 

Honorable Craig Pfeifle on May 24, 2021. SR p. 82. The parties entered into a Stipulation 

and Property Settlement Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation and Child Support and 

filed with the court on May 19, 2021. SR p. 5 5. Linnea was awarded primary physical 

custody of the parties' two minor children. SR pgs. 55 and 82. The parties, in their 

stipulation, agreed to the income of each party and agreed that Casey would pay child 

support to Linnea each month in the amount of$1,682.00. SA p. 3. Further, Casey' s 

proportionate share of the daycare expenses would be included in the child support order 

2 



in the amount of $695.00. Jd. Casey's total support order totaled $2,377.00. SR pgs. 55 

and 82. 

On February 16, 2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child Support without an 

affidavit to support the motion or any supporting documentation to substantiate Casey's 

income had changed. SR p. 273. A hearing was held on March 21, 2024, before the 

Honorable Craig Pfeifle. SR p. 277. At the hearing, Linnea's counsel, Nicholas Peterson, 

requested the matter be heard before a child support referee or that an evidentiary hearing 

be set, given the lack of supporting evidence. Judge Pfeifle advised the parties to request 

dates to set a hearing. It was not until May 15, 2024, that Mr. Galbraith contacted Judge 

Pfeifle to request a hearing date. SRp. 288 and EM p. 9. Due to Judge Pfeifle's pending 

retirement in June of 2024, the matter was transferred to the Honorable Scott Roetzel. 

Judge Roetzel advised to set the hearing through his assigned clerk and a hearing 

was set for July 31, 2024. EM p. 8. Despite the trial court's instruction, Mr. Galbraith's 

office failed to file a Notice of Hearing. As the hearing date approached, it was apparent 

that Casey, through his counsel, had failed to produce any supporting documentation to 

justify amending his child support. On July 29, 2024, Mr. Peterson sent an email to Judge 

Roetzel, including opposing counsel, regarding the lack of evidence and the necessity for 

a continuance. EM p. 7. In his email, Mr. Peterson further proposed the matter be 

assigned to a child support referee, as it would minimize unnecessary costs for both 

parties. EM p. 7. 

Judge Roetzel granted Mr. Peterson's request for the continuance. EM p. 5. That 

same day on July 29, 2024, Judge Roetzel informed the attorneys via email on July 29, 

2024, that a 30-day deadline for discovery would be imposed. EM p. 5. The next hearing 
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was set for September 18, 2024. Yet again, Mr. Galbraith's office failed to file a Notice 

of Hearing. 

On August 6, 2024, Mr. Peterson served a set of interrogatories and requests for 

production of documents for Casey to complete. SR p. 284. The court-imposed deadline 

for discovery came and went on September 10, 2024, without any response. That same 

day, Mr. Peterson sent a meet and confer letter addressing Casey's failure to provide the 

requested discovery. SR p. 285. On Friday September 13, 2024, Mr. Peterson's office 

received the answers to the interrogatories, accompanied by 423 pages of discovery. 

Facing the daunting task of reviewing nearly 428 pages on the eve of the hearing, Mr. 

Peterson communicated via email to Judge Roetzel requesting a continuance. EM p. 3. 

The late production was still incomplete. Mr. Galbraith's responsive email was less than 

accurate, and Judge Roetzel granted the request for continuance. EM p. 1. 

The hearing was reset for November 6, 2024, before Judge Roetzel, confirmed via 

email. Once again, Mr. Galbraith's office failed to file the Notice of Hearing. 

Nevertheless, Casey appeared via Zoom with his counsel, Mr. Galbraith, along with 

Linnea and her attorney, Mr. Peterson, who appeared personally. The Court heard 

extensive testimony regarding Casey's income. 

At the close of the hearing, Judge Roetzel directed each party to submit their 

proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law within thirty days. On December 13, 

2024, Judge Roetzel entered the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order. SRp. 

375. Casey filed his Notice of Appeal on January 17, 2025, and failed to file an objection 

to the trial court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions ofLaw. SRp. 403. 
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STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Linnea and Casey were married on March 17, 2012. SA p. 2. Two children were 

born during their marriage, and Linnea was given primary physical custody of the minor 

children. SA p. 3. On May 19, 2021, the parties filed a Stipulation and Property 

Settlement Agreement regarding child custody and child support. SR p. 82. Under the 

terms of the stipulation, Casey agreed to pay Linnea monthly child support in the amount 

of $1,682.00, along with his proportionate share of daycare expenses, totaling an 

additional $695.00, for a combined monthly obligation of $2,377.00. SR p. 185. 

Following the agreement, Casey started two trucking-related businesses: Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC and Bulldawg Logistics, LLC. CF p. 2. 

Since the entry of the Decree of Divorce on May 25, 2021, there had been no 

modifications to Casey's child support obligations. CF p. 2. Rather than following the 

recommendation of counsel to follow the procedure of filing a motion to modify child 

support through the Department of Social Services, as outlined in SDCL § 25-7 A-22, 

Casey chose to file a Motion to Amend Child Support directly with the circuit court. Had 

Casey utilized the Division of Child Support and proceeded before a child support 

referee, the matter could have been resolved more efficiently, sparing both parties 

significant delay and thousands of dollars in attorney fees. EM p. 7. 

An evidentiary hearing on Casey' s motion was held on November 6, 2024. CF p. 

1. The Court heard extensive testimony regarding Casey's budget and his alleged 

decrease in income. Casey submitted tax returns, bank statements, and a personal budget, 

but failed to provide any credit card statements, leaving important gaps in his income 

information and alleged financial hardship. CF pgs. 3-6. Prior to the hearing, Casey 
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submitted a child support worksheet, claiming a gross income of $5,300 each month, but 

submitted a budget totaling $11,392.30 in expenses each month. CF p. 3. At the hearing, 

Casey testified his bills are paid each month. CF p. 3. A Profit and Loss Statement for 

Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, showed a gross profit of $920,874.59 and a net operating 

profit of $123,065.79 from January 2024 to July 2024. CF p. 3. Casey further stated that 

in the first seven months of 2024, the total owner draws totaled $71,550, amounting to 

$10,221 each month. CF p. 4. Casey explained the owner draws are attributed to his 

personal credit cards, personal consolidation loan, child support, and alimony. CF p. 4. 

The trial court further found that Casey's business bank accounts show that the business 

pays for all of Casey's monthly expenses. CF p. 4. Specifically, Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC paid Casey's rent, truck payment, gas, personal car insurance, groceries, utilities, 

health insurance, totaling $11,392 each month. CF pgs. 4-5. The trial court found "Casey 

testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays all his expenses, including rent, and claims 

no income from the business." CF p. 6. 

At the hearing, Casey failed to provide documentation to support his budget. CF 

p. 6. He failed to provide any credit card statements to support how his expenses were 

paid. CF p. 6. Casey testified there were duplicative expenses but offered no proof to 

support his statement. CF p. 6. Ultimately, the trial court found Casey's testimony 

regarding his expenses, how they were paid, and by whom was not supported by evidence 

and, therefore, not credible. CF p.7. 

After careful consideration, the trial court entered its Findings of Fact, 

Conclusions of Law, and Order on December 13, 2024, denying Casey's Motion to 

Amend Child Support. The Court found that Casey failed to provide sufficient supporting 
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documentation, failed to demonstrate any legitimate decrease in income, and further 

found Casey's testimony to not be credible. 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

Green v. Green, 922 N.W.2d 283 (SD 2019), states, "In divorce actions, we 

review an award of attorney fees, determinations as to child support, and determinations 

in the division of property for an abuse of discretion." Id. (citing Anderson v. Anderson, 

2015 S.D. 28, ,r 6, 864 N.W.2d 10, 14) (quoting Hill v. Hill, 2009 S.D. 18, ,r 5, 763 

N.W.2d 818,822). "An abuse of discretion occurs when discretion is exercised to an end 

or purpose not justified by, and clearly against, reason and evidence." Id ( quoting 

Osdoba, 2018 S.D. 43, iJ 10,913 N.W.2d at 500}; Terca, 2008 S.D. 99, ,r 18, 757 N.W.2d 

at 324). We first note again that determinations of child support are reviewed for an abuse 

of discretion. Hill, at ,i 5. 

"On appeal, findings of fact are reviewed under the clearly erroneous standard of 

review." Schieffer v. Schieffer, 826 N.W.2d 627 (SD 2013). As a result, this Court "will 

overturn the trial court's findings of fact on appeal only when a complete review of the 

evidence leaves [this] Court with a definite and firm conviction that a mistake has been 

made." Id Further, this Court gives due regard to the trial court's opportunity "to judge 

the credibility of witnesses and to weigh their testimony[.]11 Walker v. Walker, 2006 S.D. 

68, ,r 11, 720N.W.2d 67, 70-71 (quotingMidzakv. Midzak, 2005 S.D. 58, ,r 14,697 

N.W.2d 733, 738). 
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ARGUMENT 

I. MISSTATEMENTS OF FACT IN APPELLANT'S BRIEF 

First, it is important to clarify the record, as Appellant's brief is replete with 

misstatements of fact, beginning with the date of the divorce. The decree was signed on 

May 24, 2021. SR p. 82. However, Appellant's briefincorrectly states the date as May 

25, 2021. See Appellant's Brief, p. 3. Next, Appellant's brief claims that Olga, Casey's 

live-in girlfriend, owns half of the business. See Appellant's Brief, p. 4. This was not a 

finding of the trial court. It was merely Casey's own testimony, which the trial court 

found to be not credible and unsupported by any documentation. FCC pg. 2-3. 

Specifically, the trial court found that "Casey provided no LLC paperwork for Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC or any documentation to establish that Olga owns half of Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC." CF p. 4. Furthermore, the trial court found "Casey provided no proof 

of who received the draws from Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC." CF p. 4. 

Furthermore, it is stated throughout Appellant's brief that there was no testimony 

regarding daycare expenses "because there were not any." Appellant's Brief p. 6. This 

statement is misleading at best. There are current and ongoing daycare expenses related 

to the children. Neither party testified about daycare expenses and Casey's Motion to 

Amend Child Support failed to address daycare expenses. Put simply, the fact that 

neither party testified about daycare does not mean the costs do not exist. Since Casey is 

the party requesting to modify the current child support order, he would have needed to 

address the issue in his motion and at the hearing. Accordingly, the assertion that daycare 

costs are no longer incurring is misleading to the Court, unsupported by the record, and 

the issue should be considered waived by Appellant. 
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Moreover, Appellant's brief states: "Interestingly enough, even Linnea's proposed 

child support calculation included a reduction in child support by over $700 per month. 

See Plaintiff's Exhibit 3." Appellant's Briefp. 13. This is not true. Plaintiffs Exhibit 3 

has a proposed child support amount of $1,671.00, a decrease of $11.00 from the current 

amount of $1,682.00. PL ex. p. 3. This amount is, however, not correct as Casey testified 

at the hearing that his business pays his health care costs. CF p. 5. Therefore, no offset is 

afforded to Casey on the child support calculation. TRV Ip. 37. 

II. THE TRIAL COURT PROPERLY DENIED CASEY'S MOTION TO 
AMEND CHILD SUPPORT, AS CASEY'S TESTIMONY WAS FOUND TO 
BE NOT CREDIBLE AND THE COURT LACKED SUFFICIENT 
EVIDENCE TO ACCURATELY CALCULATE A NEW CHILD SUPPORT 
OBLIGATION. 

The trial court properly denied Casey's motion to amend child support. 

Appellant's brief states that "Casey had a new job making ore (sic) money ... " but at the 

hearing, the trial court found Casey's testimony to not be credible and failed to provide 

sufficient evidence to calculate his income or expenses. Appellant's Brief p. 11. As the 

judge of credibility, the trial court correctly left Casey's child support obligation at the 

amount set at the time of the divorce because Casey failed to provide a credible income 

figure that could be used to recalculate support. CF p. 9. 

South Dakota law, specifically SDCL § 25 7 6.3, defines the sources of income 

that may be used to determine child support obligations. The South Dakota Supreme 

Court reaffirmed this in Green v. Green, 922 N.W.2d 283 (SD 2019). Id. (citing 

Crawfordv Schulte, 2013 S.D. 28,, 9,829 N.W.2d 155, 157). Specifically, SDCL § 25-

7-6.3 provides: 

The monthly net income of each parent shall be determined 
by the parent's gross income less allowable deductions, as 
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set forth in this chapter. The monthly gross income of each 
parent includes amounts received from the following 
sources: 

(1) Compensation paid to an employee for personal services, 
whether salary, wages, commissions, bonus, or otherwise 
designated; 

(2) Self-employment income including gain, profit, or loss 
from a business, farm, or profession; 

(3) Periodic payments from pensions or retirement 
programs, including social security or veteran's benefits, 
disability payments, or insurance contracts; 

( 4) Interest, dividends, rentals, royalties, or other gain 
derived from investment of capital assets; 

( 5) Gain or loss from the sale, trade, or conversion of capital 
assets; 

(6) Unemployment insurance benefits; 

(7) Worker's compensation benefits; and 

(8) Benefits in lieu of compensation including military pay 
allowances. 

Overtime wages, commissions, and bonuses may be 
excluded if the compensation is not a regular and recurring 
source of income for the parent. Income derived from 
seasonal employment shall be annualized to determine a 
monthly average income. 

We have previously held that this list is non-exhaustive and 
that other types of income may be included to calculate child 
support. See Crawford, 2013 S.D. 28, 290, ,r,r 10-11, 829 
N.W.2d at 158 (concluding that a lump sum inheritance, not 
included in the list in SDCL 25-7-6.3, could be considered 
income for child support purposes). 

SDCL § 25-7-6.3. The statute lists multiple sources of income, including but not limited 

to wages, self-employment income, retirement benefits, dividends, and rental income. 

The law also states that overtime wages, commissions, and bonuses may be excluded if 

they are not a regular and recurring source of income. Seasonal employment must be 

annualized to determine a monthly average. The South Dakota Supreme Court has also 



held that this list is not exhaustive, and that other income may be included when 

calculating child support. See Crawford, 2013 S.D. 28, 'if 10-11, 829 N.W.2d at 158. 

The trial court heard extensive testimony regarding Casey's alleged income and 

expenses using these legal standards. As the trier of fact, the trial court had the discretion 

to deny Casey's motion. The trial court determined that Casey's testimony was not 

credible and that he failed to provide sufficient documentation to support his motion. 

A trial court has authority and discretion to approve or deny any motion. The 

standard for reviewing a trial court' s decision is abuse of discretion. Based on the record, 

the trial court did not abuse its discretion. It properly denied Casey's motion because 

Casey failed to prove that a modification was warranted. Child support had already been 

established, and the trial court was unable to determine Casey's current income due to his 

own failure to provide reliable evidence. 

· Casey's motion to amend child support was unsupported by any credible 

documentation that would allow the trial court to determine his net income. Although 

there was extensive testimony regarding Casey's claimed financial situation, the trial 

court correctly found that he had not met his burden of proof. CF p. 9. Without sufficient 

proof, the trial court could not in good faith recalculate a new child support amount and 

therefore properly denied the motion. CF p. 9. Therefore, Casey failed to present credible 

testimony that justified a modification of child support. CF p. 7. 

The Appellate brief relied on Fossum v. Fossum, a forty-year-old case, to argue 

that child support should be based on the needs of the children and the supporting 

parent's reasonably determinable income. Fossum v. Fossum, 374 N.W.2d 100 (SD 

1985). However, in this case, the trial court was unable to determine Casey's present 
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income. Casey failed to support his motion with credible evidence, failed to provide 

documentation proving that his income had decreased, failed to provide proof that the 

children's needs had changed, and failed to provide proof he was unable to pay his 

current child support obligation. As such, the facts at hand are factually distinguishable 

from Fossum. 

The Appellant's brief also cited Ostwald v. Ostwald, another forty-year-old case. 

Ostwald v. Ostwald, 331 N.W.2d 64 (SD 1983). Ostwald was reversed and remanded 

because the trial court had not heard testimony regarding the appellee' s income and had 

failed to follow the proper procedures for determining his financial situation. In contrast, 

the case at hand was fully litigated. The trial court heard testimony about Casey's income 

and found that he was not credible, markedly different from the facts in Ostwald. The 

trial court made its decision based upon Casey obfuscating his income, not based on any 

failure to follow procedure. 

The final case relied on in the Appellant's brief is Muenster v. Muenster, which 

was remanded for recalculation because the trial court had imputed prior income without 

taking testimony or receiving documentation. Muenster v. Muenster, 2009 S.D. 23, 764 

N. W.2d 712. Again, the facts in the case at hand are notably distinguishable. Here, the 

trial court fully heard Casey's testimony, considered the evidence, and determined that 

Casey's claim of financial hardship was not supported by credible documentation. 

Therefore, the facts in this case are clearly different from Muenster. 

The Appellant's brief acknowledges that there are few cases supporting Casey's 

appeal. This is because the law is clear on this issue. In 1998, the Department of Social 

Services created a process for modifying child support, known as the child support case 
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registry. Further, pursuant to SDCL § 25-7 A-22, the procedure for the modification of 

child support was established: 

Beginning October 1, 1998, the Department of Social 
Services is designated as the state child support case registry, 
and shall collect, maintain, update, and monitor child 
support enforcement records by use of an automated system, 
for all child support orders being enforced by the department 
and all support orders entered or modified in the state on or 
after October 1, 1998. 

Petition for modification of child support--Hearing-­
Referee' s report--Objections--Service--Objection to 
modification of report. 

If the support order was entered in this state and this state 
maintains continuing exclusive jurisdiction over the support 
order pursuant to chapter 25-9C, or if the support order was 
registered in this state and the requirements of§ 25-9C-611 
or 25-9C-613 are satisfied, an obligor, an obligee, or the 
assignee may file a petition, on forms prescribed by the 
department, to increase or decrease child support. For any 
support order entered or modified after July 1, 1997: 

SDCL § 25-7 A-22. This statute allows a parent to file a petition through the Department 

of Social Services to modify child support. Casey ignored this process and instead chose 

to file his motion with the circuit court. Because he circumvented the correct procedure, 

the trial court had full discretion and authority to deny his motion based on a lack of 

evidence and credibility on the part of Casey. As such, Casey's modification request was 

properly denied by the court. 

Lastly, as the trier of fact, the trial court correctly exercised its authority to judge 

the credibility of witnesses. "The credibility of witnesses, the import to be accorded their 

testimony, and the weight of the evidence must be determined by the trial court, and we 

give due regard to the trial court's opportunity to observe the witnesses and examine the 

evidence." J Clancy, Inc. v. Khan Comfort, LLC, 2022 S.D. 68 (citations omitted); SDCL 
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§ 15-6-52(a). The trial court found that Casey's testimony was not credible and that he 

failed to provide sufficient evidence to support a modification in child support. Because 

Casey did not provide sufficient proof of his financial situation, the trial court properly 

denied his motion. 

III. THE TRIAL COURT FOLLOWED PROPER PROCEDURE BY 
IMPUTING CASEY'S INCOME PURSUANT TO SDCL § 25-7-6.26 

Appellant argues the trial court refused to calculate child support, however, the 

trial court followed proper procedure by imputing Casey's income. Pursuant to SDCL § 

25-7-6.26: 

If a parent in a child support establishment or 
modification proceeding fails to furnish income or other 
financial information, the parent is in default. Income not 
actually earned by a parent may be imputed to the parent 
pursuant to this section. Except in cases of physical or 
mental disability or incarceration for one hundred eighty 
days or more, it is presumed for the purpose of determining 
child support in an establishment or modification proceeding 
that a parent is capable of being employed a minimum of one 
thousand eight hundred twenty hours per year at the state 
minimum wage, absent evidence to the contrary. Evidence 
to rebut this presumption may be presented by either parent. 

Income may be imputed to a parent when the parent is 
unemployed, underemployed, fails to produce sufficient 
proof of income, has an unknown employment status, or is 
a full-time or part-time student, whose education or 
retraining will result, within a reasonable time, in an 
economic benefit to the child for whom the support 
obligation is determined, unless the actual income is greater. 
In all cases where imputed income is appropriate, the amount 
imputed must be based upon the following: 

(1) The parent's residence; 
(2) The parent's recent work and earnings history; 
(3) The parent's occupational, educational, and 
professional qualifications; 
(4) Existing job opportunities and associated earning 
levels in the community or the local trade area; 
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(5) The parent's age, literacy, health, criminal record, 
record of seeking work, and other employment barriers; 
( 6) The availability of employers willing to hire the parent; 
and 
(7) Other relevant background factors. 

Income is not imputed to a parent who is physically or 
mentally disabled to the extent that the parent cannot earn 
income; who is incarcerated for more than one hundred 
eighty days; who has made diligent efforts to find and accept 
suitable work or to return to customary self-employment, to 
no avail; or when the court makes a finding that other 
circumstances exist that make the imputation inequitable, in 
which case the imputed income may only be decreased to the 
extent required to remove such inequity. 

Imputed income may be in addition to actual income and is 
not required to reflect the same rate of pay as actual income. 

SDCL 25-7-6.26 (emphasis added). The trial court found Casey failed to provide 

documentary evidence to support the payment of his personal expenses, which according 

to his testimony, totaled $11,392 each month. CF p. 5. Casey failed to provide any credit 

card statements to support how his personal expenses were paid and failed to provide any 

documentation to support his personal budget. CF p. 6. Ultimately, the trial court found 

Casey's testimony regarding his expenses, how they were paid, and by whom was not 

supported and, therefore, not credible. CF p. 7. Again, SDCL § 25-7-6.26 states: "If a 

parent in a child support establishment or modification proceeding fails to furnish income 

or other financial information, the parent is in default ... " By failing to furnish financial 

information necessary to calculate income, the trial court may impute Casey's income, 

pursuant to SDCL § 25-7-6 .26. "Income may be imputed to a parent when the parent is 

unemployed, underemployed, fails to produce sufficient proof of income, has an 

unknown employment status, or is a full-time or part-time student, whose education or 

retraining will result, within a reasonable time, in an economic benefit to the child for 
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whom the support obligation is determined, unless the actual income is greater." Id. 

(emphasis added). Because Casey failed to produce the necessary documents to support 

how his monthly expenses were paid each month, the trial court properly imputed 

Casey's income. The trial court concluded that after considering Casey's personal 

monthly expenses paid through Bulldawg Enterprises LLC, "Casey's gross monthly 

income, at a minimum, to be $11,392." CF p. 9. (emphasis added). Because the trial 

court found Casey's gross monthly income to be at least $11,392, the Court concluded 

Casey had not met his burden to support a reduction of his child support obligation. If 

the Court were to further impute Casey's income based upon the lack of financial 

information provided, the Court may find Casey's income has actually increased since 

the entry of the Decree of Divorce on May 25, 2021. 

CONCLUSION 

The trial court properly denied Casey's Motion to Amend Child Support. Casey 

filed his motion without offering a shred of documentation to show what he earned. He 

failed to provide the necessary documentation to support his motion. Only after Linnea 

served interrogatories and requests for production of documents did Casey provide a 

partial response, though it was still incomplete and insufficient to accurately determine 

his income. 

Furthermore, Casey' s testimony regarding his income and expenses lacked 

credibility. The trial court, as the trier of fact, correctly determined that it could not rely 

on Casey's testimony. Without credible evidence, the trial court was unable to make an 

informed decision regarding the modification of child support and chose to impute 

Casey's income at a minimum level which would not justify a reduction in his child 
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support obligation. Consequently, the trial court's decision to deny the motion was well­

founded and in accordance with the facts before it. 

Dated this 30th day of April, 2025. 

For the Appellee, Linnea Bulyca 

PASQUALUCCI & PETERSON LAW OFFICE, P.C 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) IN CIRCUIT COURT 
:SS 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON ) SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

LINNEA CAROL BULYCA, ) 51 DIV. 20-000166 
) 

Plaintiff; ) COURT'S FINDINGS OF FACT 
) AND CONCLUSIONS OF 

v. ) LAW AND ORDER 
) 

CASEY RAY BULYCA, ) 
) 

Defendant. ) 

THIS MATIER having come before the Court on November 6, 2024, on the 

Defendant's Motion to Amend Child Support, the Plaintiff Linnea Carol Bulyca, appearing 

in person and through her counsel, Nicholas J. Peterson; the Defendant Casey Ray Bulyca, 

appearing telephonically and through his counsel, Robert Galbraith; the Court having had 

the opportunity to consider the evidence submitted by the parties, the testimony presented, 

the exhibits received by the Court, and the contents of the file herein, and good cause 

appearing does hereby find: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. That any Finding of Fact deemed to be a Conclusion of Law or any Conclusion of 

Law deemed to be a Finding of Fact should be appropriately incorporated in 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as the case may be. 

2. The parties to this case are Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca (hereinafter "Linnea") and 

Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca (hereinafter ''Casey'1. 

3. The Plaintiff is a resident of Pennington County, South Dakota, and the Defendant is 

a resident of the state of Alabama. 

4. This Court has personal and subject matter jurisdiction in this matter. 

CF p.1 



5. On May 25, 2021, Linnea and Casey were divorce by this Court, through the filing of 

a Decree of Divorce. 

6. The Decree of Divorce incorporated the Parties' Stipulation and Property Settlement 

Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation, and Child Support, which was signed by 

the parties on May 19, 2021, and filed with the Court. 

7. There were two children born during the marriage. Caiden Ray Bulyca, born 

November 19, 2013 and Cooper Ray Bulyca, born September 3, 2018. 

8. The Decree of Divorce and Stipulation dated May 24, 2021, set Casey's child support 

to Linnea at $2,377 per month ($1 ,682 for child support and $695 for daycare 

expense). 

9. Casey's income at the time of filing of divorce was calculated at $13,441 per month 

and Linnea's income at the time of filing of divorce was calculated at $2,895 per 

month. 

IO.On February 16, 2024, Casey filed a Motion to Amend Child Support. 

11. The Motion to Amend Child Support identified that the Defendant's proposed child 

support calculation, utilizing the income information provided by the parties during 

2023 in Defendant's Exhibit l. 

12.Since the agreement was signed, Casey has changed employment by starting his 

own business, Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC and Bulldawg Logistics, LLC. Both are 

South Dakota limited liability companies. 

13.Casey was aware of his court ordered financial obliga tions prior to deciding to 

change employment. 

14.Casey testified that he and his live-in girlfriend, Olga, are joint owners ofBulld.awg 

Enterprises, LLC. 

CF p. 2 



15. Casey provided no documentation to support that Olga owns half of Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. · 

16.There was no indication from the financial statements of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC 

that Olga had a one-half ownership interest. 

17. There is no indication from the financial statements of Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC 

that Olga had received a draw or other payout from the business. 

18.Casey submitted a child support worksheet and claims his income to be $5,300 each 

month. 

19.Toe bank statements do not indicate that Olga received any draws. 

20.Olga is not listed as an owner on Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC bank accounts. 

21.Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC bank statements were submitted with the Court and 

were marked as exhibits. 

22. Casey provided a budget totaling $11,392.30 in expenses each month. 

23.Casey testified that all his expenses are paid each month. 

24.Casey provided a Profit and Loss Statement for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, showing 

a gross profit of $920,874.59 and a net operating profit of $123,065.79 from 

January 2024 to July 2024. 

25.Casey provided an accounting of Owner's Draws from Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC, 

showing total withdrawals through July of 2024 amounting to $24,059 and $47,491 

for a total of $71,550. 

26. Casey testified that his live-in girlfriend, Olga, is his business partner and that she 

receives 50% of the draws listed. 
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27. Casey provided no LLC paperwork for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC or any 

documentation to establish that Olga O'WllS half ofBulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

28. Olga is not listed on any of the LLC bank statements. 

29. Casey provided no proof of who received the draws from Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

30. Total owner draws from the business total $71,550 for the first 7 months of 2024 for 

a total monthly draw of $10,221 each month. 

31. Casey testified that the 0V1111er draws are attributed to his personal credit cards, 

personal consolidation loan, child support, and alimony. 

32.Casey provided personal and business bank accounts. 

33. Casey's business bank accounts show that the bus:iness pays for all of Casey's 

monthly expenses. 

34. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays his rent in the amount of 

$2,000 each month. 

35. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's truck payment in the 

amount of $600.00 each month. 

36. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal car insurance 

in the amount of $386.14 each month. 

37.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal internet costs 

in the amount of $85.00 each month. 

38.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal water bill in 

the amount of $85.00. 
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39. Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's power bill in the 

amountof$29:2.62 each month. 

40.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays for the boys' medical insurance 

in the amount of $591. 94 each month. 

41.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's personal vitamins in the 

amount of $200.00. 

42.Casey testified that life insurance is paid by Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC in the 

amount of$103.00. 

43.After adding the draws attributed to Casey along with the personal expenses, he 

testified to Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC paying each month, Casey's income exceeds 

his budgeted amount of$11392.00 per month. 

44.Casey failed to provide documentary evidence to support that the payment of his 

personal expenses are paid from draws from the business. 

45. The bank statements provided indicate that Casey pays for nearly all of his personal 

monthly expenses through Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC as business expenses. 

46.Casey testified to utilizing Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC to pay his personal expenses. 

47.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays the expenses listed in his 

budget. 

48. There is no gas expense listed for Casey's personal vehicle in his personal budget, 

but financial documents indicate BuJldawg Enterprises, LLC pays the expense. 

49.At a minimum, Casey draws from the business each month to pay for the expenses 

listed in his personal budget of $11,392.30. 
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SO.Casey testified that he takes cash from the business in ATM withdrawals. 

51. Casey testified that all of his bills presented in his budget are paid by Bulldawg 

Enterprises, LLC. 

52. Casey provided his 2023 tax return which included a P&L for Bulldawg Enterprises, 

LLC. 

53.Casey's tax return shows a loss for Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC. 

54.Casey testified that Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays all his expenses including rent, 

and claims no income from the business. 

55.Casey's tax return shows $0 for wages. 

56. Casey did not provide any documentation to support his personal budget. 

57.Casey failed to provide any credit card statements to support how his expenses were 

paid. 

58. Casey testified there were duplicative expenses presented but offered no proof to 

support his statement. 

59.Linnea testified to obtaining new employment with her gross monthly income 

amounting to $5,833 per month. 

60. Linnea also testified that she is a licensed real estate agent and her income this year 

amounted to $1,740 per month. 

61.Linnea testified that she has no active deals pending and plans on focusing on her 

new full-time position. 

62. Linnea expects to be able to keep her license but does not anticipate selling homes 

at the same rate she was doing in 2024. 
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63.Linnea's testimony regarding her income was credible. 

64.Llnnea supported her testimony with documentation. 

65. Casey's testimony regarding his expenses, how they were paid, and by whom was 

not supported and therefore, not credible. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. This Court has jurisdiction of the Parties and the subject matter to this litigation. 

2. Under SDCL § 25-5-18.1, "[t]he parents of any child are under a legal duty to 

support their child in accordance with the provisions of§ 25-7-6.1, until the child 

attains the age of eighteen, or until the child attains the age of nineteen if the child 

is a full-time student in a secondary school." Both parents "are responsible for 

payment of child support in accordance ·with§ 25-7-6.1." SDCL § 25-4A-16 

3. Pursuant to SDCL § 25-7-6.13, this Court may modify child support without 

requiring a showing of a change in circumstances because the Court's prior child 

support Order was entered prior to July 1, 2022. 

4. In this case, the parties stipulated to Linnea's income, so the Court was tasked only 

with determining Casey's income. 

5. Under SDCL § 25-7-6.3 

The monthly net income of each parent shall be determined by the parent's gross 
income less allowable deductions, as set forth in this chapter . The monthly gross 
income of each parent includes amounts received from the following sources: 

(1) Compensation paid to an employee for personal services, whether salary, 
wages, commissions, bonus, or otherwise designated; 

(2) Self-employment income including gain, profit, or loss from a business, farm, 
or profession; 

(3) Periodic payments from pensions or retirement programs, including social 
security or veteran's benefits, disability payments, or insurance contracts; 

(4l Interest, dividends, rentals, royalties, or other gain derived from investment of 
capital assets; · 
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(5) Gain or loss from the sale, trade, or conversion of capital assets; 

(6) Reemployment assistance or unemployment insurance benefits; 

{7) Worker's compensation benefits; and 

(8) Benefits in lieu of compensation including military pay allowances. 

Overtime wages, commissions, and bonuses may be excluded if the 
compensation is not a regular and recurring source of income for the parent. Income 
derived from seasonal employment shall be annualized to determine a monthly 
average income. 

6. The South Dakota Legislature has provided the standard for the Court to use 

when a parent's income is derived from a business, That statute provides as 

follows: 

Gross income from a business, profession, farming, rentals, royalties, estates, trusts, 
or other sources, are the net profits or gain, or net losses shown on any or all 
schedules filed as part of the parents' federal income tax returns or as part of any 
federal income tax returns for any business with which he is associated, except that 
the court may allow or disallow deductions for federal income taxation purposes 
which do not require the expenditure of cash, including, but not limited to, 
depreciation or depletion allowances, and may further consider the extent to which 
household expenses. automobile expenses, and related items are deductible or 

partially deductible for income tax purposes. In the event a court disallows 
depreciation, it may consider necessary capital expenditures which enhance the 
parent's current income for child support purposes. 

SDCL § 25-7-6.6 {emphasis added). 

7. South Dakota utilizes an "income shares method" to calculate child support under 

which: a child support figure is established by adding together the gross income of 

both parents and [by] using [a statutory] chart to determine what the proper amount of 

support is for that income level. The child support is then allocated between ... both 
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parents in proportion to their relative [net monthly] incomes, with the payment being 

made by the non-custodial parent to the custodial parent. Condron v. Condron, 10 

N.W.3d 213 {S.D. 2024) {quoting Peterson u. Peterson, 2000 S.D. 58, ,r 15, 610 N.W.2d 

69, 71). 

8. That since the entry of the order in May of 2021, Casey has, by his own choice, 

changed jobs and created his own businesses. 

9. Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC has owner draws for 2024 in the amount of $71,550 for 

the first seven (7) months of2024 for a total monthly income of $10,221. 

10.Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays Casey's rent in the amount of $2,000.00 each 

month. 

11. Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays all of Casey's personal expenses to include 

insurance, gas, utility bills, truck payments, food, and entertainment. 

12.After considering Bulldawg Enterprises, LLC pays for virtually all of Casey's personal 

expenses, the Court concludes those expenses shall not be deducted for purposes of 

calculating child support and shall be considered when determining Casey's gross 

monthly income. 

13.After considering Casey's personal monthly expenses paid through Bulldawg 

Enterprises LLC, Casey's gross monthly income, at a minimum, is $11,392. 

14.At a min.imum, Casey's budget of $11,392 has been met each month, which does not 

include ATM expenses, gas, gifts, miscellaneous expenses, and travel. The Court 

concludes, at a minimum, he has failed to show that his income has decreased since 

the order for child support was entered in May of 2021. 

15.The Court finds Casey has not met his burden to support his Motion to Amend Child 

Support. 

16.Therefore, Casey's motion to modify child support is denied. 
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ORDER 

Considering the foregoing, it is hereby 

ORDERED that Defendants' Motion to Amend Child Support is DENIED. 

Dated this f J~ December 2024. 

Attest: 

k/~-

Amber Watkins. Clerk of Courts 

~~:-:,: . ...; ' 

/p 
E . ., 
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BY THE COURT 

The Honorable Scott A. Roetzel 
Circuit Court Judge 
Seventh Judicial Circui 

FlLED 
Pennington County, SD 
IN CIRCUIT COURT 

OEC 13 2014 
Amber~ Clerk of Courts 

BY--~- __ Deputy 



STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA ) 1N CIRCUIT COURT 
) ss. 

COUNTY OF ~NNlN·'-'-'-'-~O;_.T-.'--0:.C.:.N ____ l.__ ____ -=-S=EV--'--E'-"'-NT_H_JUD __ IC-"IAL-'--'-'_c_m_c_m_T_ 

UNNEA CAROL BULYCA; 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 

51DN20-000166 

) STIPULATION ARJ> PROPERTY 
) SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT FOR 

CASEY RAY BULYCA, ) CHILD CUSTODY,. VISITATIORs AND 
Defendant. ) CHILD SUPPORT 

In the above-entitled action the Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca, and 

Defendant, Casey Ray Bulyca are seeking a divorce from each other. 1n the 

event the Court grants a Judgment and Decree of Divorce to either party 

herein, the parties stipu1ate and agree that there exists between th.em 

irreconcilable_ differences and that there is the desire of the parties to effect an 

amicable settlement and equitable division of the real and personal property, 

owned either jointly or severally by thetn. The parties warrant that they have 

fully informed the other of the financial and personal status of themselves. 

which each has relied upon, and that they have given full thought and 

consideration to .the ma.king of this Agreement. 

Subject to the approval of the Court, it is hereby stipulated and agreed 

by and between the parties as follows: 

1.PAR.TmS 

The parties to this Agreement are Linnea Carol Bulyca, hereinafter 

referred to as "Pla.intifft" "Linnea" or "Mother"' and Casey Ray Buly~ 

hereinafter referred to as '"Defendant' "Casey' or "Father."' 
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The partie1:1 have .reached a point in their marital relationship where they 

can no longer live together as such and des.ire therefore to enter into a binding 

and final settl5IIlellt of their property and debts. The purpose of this Agreement 

is to set forth the terms and conditions upon which the parties agree to 

compromise and settle the controversies arising out of their marital 

relationship, to provide for the care and custody of their children, and to assist 

the Court in disposing of this matter. 'l'be parties hereby request this Court to 

approve and confirm this Agreement entered into between the parties and to 

grant the divorce on the grounds of irreconcilable differences pursuant to SDCL 

§ 25-4-17.3 based on the a:ffi.da.vits of the parties as to jUrisdiction and grounds 

fo:r divorce without the necessity of a cQUrt hearing. 

3. JURISDICTIONAL FACTS 

The Plaintiff is a resident of Pennington County, State of South Dakota., 

the Defendant is a resident of the State ofWest V:u-ginia. and do hereby submit 

to the jurisdiction of the Courts of the State of South Dakota, Pennington. 

County to hear this matter. 

4. NOTICE OF TRIAL AND DECISION OF COURT WAIVED 

After- being fully advised of their rights, the parties do specifically waive any 

notice of trial and decision of the Court consisting of it s Fin.clings of Fa.ct and 

Conclusions of Law. The Plaintiff and Defendant hereby agree that the above 

captioned Court shall have jurisdiction of the matter to decide, among other 
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things, the issues involved in the grantjng of a Judgment and Decree of Divorce 

and the division of property and such other matters discussed herein. 

5. DATE AND PLACE OF MARRIAGE AND DAD OF SEPARATION 

P.la:intiff and Defend.ant were ;married in Hill City, South Dakota on 

March 17, 2012, and have now been ever since and are now husband and wife. 

6.CHILDR.EN 

There were two children born to the marriage1 Caiden Ray Duly.ca, born, 

Novem.be:r 19, 2013 and Cooper RayBulyca. born Septem.ber-3, 2018. The 

· Plaintiff is not now pregnant. 

7.CUSTODY 

Parties will share joint legal custody of their children, with PlaintilI 

rctain.ing sole physical custody of the children with the Defendant receiving 

parenting time as set forth below in Section 9 . 

8. CHILD SUPPORT AND HEALTH IN'StJRANcE 

The Defendant to pay chlld support to the Plaintiff in the amount of 

$1~682.00 per month and his proportionate share of daycare costs in the 

amount of $695.00 for a total amount due each month :in the amount of 

$2,377.00. The firstp~entof$2,377.00is due on March 1, 2021 and child 

support pay:m.ents shall continue to be paid to the Departn:J.ent of Social 

Services. Division of Child Support 700 Governors Drive Suite 84, Pierre, South 

Dakota 57501. Payments are to continue until the youngest child reaches the 

age of 18 years or is enrolled as a full-time student in secondary- school not to 

exceed 19 years of age. 
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The children are covered by the Defendant's healthcare plan. Th.e Plaintiff 

a.s the prima:ry physical custodian is responsible for the first $250.00 of all out 

of pocket medical expenses. After the first $250.00 has been paid the parties 

shall split the costs with the Plaintiff paying 20% and the Defendant paying 

80%. The parties shall provide the other parent with all medical bills, medical 

insurance reimbursement documentation, as well as any other related medical 

billing information, within thlrty (30) days from the date of the medical 

procedure, or as soon as practical under the circumstances. Medical bills 

include medical care~ dental, orthodontic, counseling, prescription, eye care, 

hospital, emergency room, psychiatry, psychology, counseling expenses_. and 

anything related thereto that is reasonable and necessary for the children as 

contemplated under the la.ws of the State of South Dakota. Payments owed to 

the other parent, or to the medical provider, shall be paid within thirty (30) 

days of receipt of the medical bill, or as soon a.s practical under the 

circumstances. Where there is an obligation to pay medical expenses, the 

parent responsible therefor shall be promptly furn:ished with the bill by the 

other. All payments required to be made by one pa:rent to the other shall be 

made within thirty (30} days of receipt of proof of the costs incurred, unless 

otherwise agreed. so credit and ability to obtain medical care is not 

compromised. The parents shall cooperate in submitting bills to the 

appropriate insurance carrier; ie.: counseling, medical, etc., prior to requesting 

reimbursement from the other parent. The party receiving the insU1;ID1ce 

coverage statement of benefits will pmvide a copy to the other parent. 
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Thereafter, the parent responsible for paying the balance of the bill shall make 

ar.rangements directly with the health care provider {after recci'tTing proof of 

submission to the insurance carrier- and payment of their portion} and shall 

inform the other parent of such arrangements. Insurance refunds shall be 

promptly disclosed and turned over to the parent who paid the bill for which 

the refund was paid, if .applicable. Except in the case of emergency treatment 

and treatment of minor ailments not requiring hospitalization, the parties s-hall 

contact each other prior to incurring major medical ex:pense. In the event of 

illness or injury to the child, the first party to learn of such illness or injury 

shall :im:mediately notify the other. 

9. PARENTING PLAN AND VISITATION 

The Defendant relocated to West Virginia and as such the Defendant will 

receive liberal parenting tim-e when he is in the area where the children reside. 

The Defendant agrees that he will give the Plaintiff at least 30 days• notice of 

his intent to visit the children. The parenting time will not be longer than two 

weeks at a time while he is in the area and Defendant agrees to keep the 

Plaintiff informed at all times of where he and the children 'l:v.il.l be staying. 

Defendant further agrees that the children will be allowed to call, Facetime or 

Skype the Pla:intiff while they are in his care. If the Defendant wishes 1n have 

the children visit him where he resides he agrees to pay all transportation costs 

for the children and for himself or an agreed upon adult to travel witll the 

children as their escort until such a time as they are able to travel 

unaccompanied. 
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The Defendant will receive liberal phone) Skype or Facetime calls with a 

minimum of three times a week on Tuesday~ Thursday and Saturdays. 

The parties may. by mutual agreement, alter the parenting time· 

schedule. The agreement must be in writing, text messages are sufficient to 

amend the parenting time as long as the messages are retained. 

Each parent shall be granted access tb any medical, dental, religious, 

government. or school records for infonnation concerning the children withou.t 

necessicy- of obtaining further consent from either parent, and a copy of this 

Agreement presented by either parent to any hospital, medical, dental, school, 

government, or religious authority shall be deem.ed sufficient authorization of 

both parties for release of any records or information concerning-the children 

which may be requt?Sted by either 1'.)arent. 

Each parent shall have the right individually to consent to a.nd contract 

for such emergency, medical, or hospital tests or treatment, including SUI'gery> 

as may be necessary to prese:nr.e either children's life or health. Each parent 

sh.elI. have the right individually to con$ent to and contract for orclinary out­

patient medical and dental treatment, specifically check-up exams. annual 

visits. or ex:arnir1ation of the chlld dm-.ing any period of time in whlch they a:re 

residing in that parent's household. Both parents shall be listed as parents and 

emergency contacts with the children care provider~ school, all health 

professionals, and all social activity providers. 

Ea.ch :parent sh.all make every effort to maintain access and unhampered 

contact between the children and each: parent; and to foster a feeling of 
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affection between the children and each parent. Neither parent shall do 

anything which would. estrange the children from each other, or which would 

impair the natural development of their love and respect for their :parents. Each 

parent shall refrain from saying or doing anything a.t any time which would 

estrange or injure the clrild(ren)'s opinion of the other parent. Each parent 

shall clirect and demand that th.cir respective friends, acquaintances, and 

relatives likewise refrain there from. 

The parties will keep each other advised of their home and work 

addresses and telephone numbers. The parties shall refrain from physically 

going to, or ralling the other's place of employment, except in. an emergency 

that involves the children. 

Each parent shall keep the other generally informed as to their children's. 

health, welfare, and education while in his or her care. Either parent shall 

notify the other parent immediately about any emergency th.at involves o:t 

affects the child. Each parent shall be entitled to complete detailed mfonnation 

from any teacher, school, or college and shall be entitled to be furnished with 

copies of all reports or records with respect to their education upon request 

from the school. The parties also agree to share all schoolwork/homework, 

report cards freely between parents and promote education to its fullest. If a 

parent receives school information he/ she shall insure the other p:ttent 

receives the same information. 

The parties agree that they will :insure that the other parent is aware of 

activities such as practices, games, lessons. concerts, school events, etc. 
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It shall at all times, be the objective of both parties to decide all questions 

affecting the child in such a manner as to promote their welfare, happiness, 

and wcl.1-bcing. Each party will promote and foster good parental relations 

between the child and the other parent. The parties shall at all·times endea..vor 

to maintain the child's respect and affection for the other parent. Both parties 

shall avoid any communication of any kind which would be detrimental to the 

child's respect or admiration for the other parent and shall not allow anyone to 

make derogatory remarks a.bout the other parent in front of them: The parties 

agree to support each other as pa.rents. 'When the child expresses complaints 

or concerns about the other parent, the parent will encourage that child to 

discuss it directly with the affected parent. The parties further agree that 

neither will inquire of the child for information about the other parent. 

ENFORCEMENT OF CUSTODY OR PARENTING TJME AGREEMENT 

The parties acknowledge that they understand that pursuant to SDCL 

2~A-5, if the court finds that any party has willfully violated or willfully failed 

to comply with any provisions of a custody or parenting time agreement, the 

court may impose appropriate sanctions to punish the offender or to compel 

the offend.er to comply with the terms of the custody or parenting time as 

reflected in the decree. Sanctions which the court may, in its discretion, order 

include: 

1. To require the offender to provide the other party with make-up time 

with the child(ren) equal to the time missed with the child(ren), due to the 

offender's noncompliance; 
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2~ To require the offender to pay, to the other p~·, court costs and 

reasonable attorney's fees incurred as a result of the noncompliance; 

3. To require the offender to pay a civil penalty of not more than the sum 

of one thousand dollars; 

4. To require the offender to participate satisfactorily in counseling or 

parent education classes; 

S. To require the offender to post bond or other security with the court 

conditional upon future compliance with the terms of the custody or parenting 

time as reflected in the decree or any ancillary court order; 

6. To impose a jail sentence on the offender of not more than three days 

per violation. The provisions of this section do not prohibit the court from 

imposing any other sanction appropriate to the facts and circulll.stances of the 

case_ 

RELOCATION OF A PARENT 

Pursuant to South Dakota State law, specifically SDCL § 25-4A-l 7 and 

related statutes1 a custodial parent who intends to change his or her principal 

residence shall provide reasonable -written notice by certified mail or admission 

of service to th~ other legal parent. Reasonable· notice is notice that is gi:ven at 

least fortyMfive (45} days before relocation or a shorter period if reasonable 

under the specific facts giving rise to the relocation. Proof of the notice shall be 

filed With the court of record mtless notice is waived by the court. 

No notice need be provided pursuant to this section if; 
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a. The relocation results m the children moving closer to the non­

custodial parent; or 

b. The r;elocation is within the htmndaries of the children's current school 

district; or 

c. There is an existing valid protection order in favor of the children or 

the custodial parent against the nnn-custodial parent; or 

d. Within the preceding twelve months, the non~reloca.ting parent has 

been convicted of violation of a protection order, criminal assault, child abuse, 

or other domestic violence and either the children or the custodial parent was 

the victim of the crime or violation. 

The notice required in this section shall contain the following: 

a. The address and telephone n'tlmber, if known, of the new residence; 

b. The purpose for relocating; 

c. Why the relocation is in the best mterest of the minor children; and 

d. The relocating parent's proposed visitation plan for the non-relocating 

parent upon relocation. 

At the request of the non-relocating parent, made within thirty (30} days 

of the notice of relocation. the Court shall hold a hearing on the relocation. If 

no request for hearing is made within tlrircy (30) days of notice, the relocation 

is.presumed to be consented to by the non-relocating parent. 

10. GRO'O'NDS FOR DIVORCE 

The parties agree th.at they have experienced an irreparable b~akdown 

in their marriage resulting in Irreconcilable Differences as defined by SDCL §§ 
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25-4-2(7) and 25-4-17.1. The parties hereby request this Court to approve and 

<:onfirm this .Agreement entered into between the parties and to grant the 

divorce on the grounds of irreconcilable differences pmsuant to SDCL § 25-4-

17.3 based on the affidavits of the parties as to jurisdiction and grounds for 

divorce without the necessity of a court hearing. 

11. WAIVER OF FORT.BER. CLAIMS 

Except as herein specifically provided, neither party shall have any other 

or further claim in or to the property, estate, or eanrings of the other, except as 

allowed by law. 

12. RIGB:T TO COUNSEL AlllD VOLUNTARINESS 

The parties aclmowledge that they have had the right and privilege of 

remining their own independent, legal counsel, jf any, to assist them in the 

negotiation, preparation, and execution of this Agreement and in prosecuting 

or defending any legal action either may have elected to initiate. This 

agreement is made and entered into freely and voluntarily by both parties, each 

having had the opportunity to obtain the counsel and advice of his or her own 

independent attOl"Iley, jf any, and being free from any duress or influence on 

the part of the other, and the parties hereby request the Court to-adopt this 

Agreement. They further agree that this Agreement contains the entire 

understanding of the parties and there are no representations, promises, 

warranties, covenants or 1.mdertaki.ngs other than those expressly set forth 

herein. 
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13. FINANCIAL AND PERSONAL STATUS 

It is understood and agreed by the parties that each of said p~s is 

fully and completely informed of the financial status of the other., and each of 

them has given full and matui'e thought to the making of this Agreement and of 

all obligations contained herein and the rights waived hereby. 

14.. RELEASE OF OBLIGATIONS 

It is understood and agreed by the parties that except as here after 

expressly provided, each party is hereby released and absolved from any and 

an obligations and liabilities for future acts and duties of the oth.ert and ea.ch 

party hereby releases the other from. any and all liabilities, duties, or 

obligations of any kind or character. incurred by the other, from and after the 

date of separation. Plaintiff and Defendant agree to destroy all credit cards, 

which are not solely in the name of the respective card holder, if applicable, 

and if any balance exists the individual maintaining the card shall transfer the 

balance to his/her own individual credit care thereby removing the other party 

from any obligation or liability associated. with such card. 

The Plaintif( shall be responsible for -all debts incurred by him or received 

under the terms of this Agreement, and shall hold the Defendant harmless of 

thereon. The Defendant shall be responsible for all debts incmred by her or 

received under the terms of this Agreement, and shall hold Plaintiff harmless of 

thereon. The parties agree and covenant that they shall pay any and all debts 

that .they incur., that each shall not look to the other pan;y, nor will the other 
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party be responsible for any such debts or obligations of any nature whatsoever 

from the date of the parties' separation forward. 

15. PROPERTY SETTLEMENT AND. DEBT 

The Plaintiff and Defend.ant aclmowledge that the following division of 

marital property is a just and equitable distribution: 

aj Plaintiff' shall have all his personal belongings presently in his 

possession, and Defendant shall have all her personal belongings presently in 

her possession, free and cleat of any claims from the other. 

b) Plaintiff and Defendant agree that each should have as their separate 

propercy- their personal clothing and effects, and all items of personal propcrcy 

CUITeDtly in each party's respective pcssession. 

c) In the event a party has in his/her possession, by inadvertence and/ or 

overs_ight, an item of personal propert;y that uniquely and individually belongs 

to the other party, that item of propert;y shall be provided to the party that is 

uniquely and individually associated as the rightful owner of said personal 

property {i.e., items inherited and/ or gifted by tespective relatives, personal 

jewelry, etc.). 

d) The parties hereby stipulate that the party retaining any items of 

personal property for the purpose of keeping the same as his or her own and 

separate property shall assume and satisfy any and all outstanding 

encumbrances, liabilities, or debts attached to or existing as a result of such 

items of personal property, unless otherwise specifically agreed and-stipulated 

to by both parties herein. 
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e) The parties agree that upon the sale of the marital residence all 

personal property was divided and each has received their own property. 

f} The parties agree that they sold the marital residence and the Plaintiff 

used. the proceeds to pay off marital debt, The parties agree that all ~maioing 

marital debt is the sole responsibility of the Defendant and he agrees to make 

timely pay:tnents and to pay of the following debts: 

US Bank CC approximate balance $14,849.21 

Chase CC approxhnate balance $7,050.00 

g) The parties agree that Linnea. will retain her 2019 Dodge Durango and 

will be :responsible for all payments, upkeep and insurance. 

h) The parties agree that Casey will retain the 2015 Chevrolet Silverado 

and the Toyhauler camper, which is currently in storage, and will be 

responsible for all payments, insurance and upkeep fo1: the vehicles and 

storage fees for the Toyhaluer, and will hold the Plaintiff harmless for the debt. 

i) Casey agrees to sign the Consent and Joinder to Mortgage to permit 

Linnea to buy a property. 

16. RETIREMENT .AND PENSION FUNDS, INVESTMENT ACCOtJl'iTS. 

JIUTUAL FUNDS. STOCKS, ETC. 

Each pa.rcy will retainer their own retirement, pension fund, in'Vestrnent 

accounts, mutual funds~ stocks , etc. 

l.7. B~ ACCOUNTS 

The parties agree and acknowledge that they will close· the jom.t banking 

account at US Bank and the Defendant is responsible to pay off the credit card 
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associated with the account in the approximate amoUtlt of$17,000 as of the 

date of separation as stated above in paragraph (f}. Each party will or has or 

will acquire thcir separate banking accounts during the course of the parties~ 

separation, and each party shall be entitled to retain thclr respective accounts 

and the other pa:rqr will not place any claim to said accounts. 

18. JRS DEPENDENT EXEMPTION 

Plaintiff will claim both minor children as tax dependents. 

19. DISPOSITION OF PROPER.TY; SCOPE OF AGREEMENT 

This Agreement is intended to distribute all property of the parties, 

whether re:aJ.J personal or mixed., and whether determined to 'be separate or 

marital properfy. In the event that any property may be omitted from this 

Agreement, it is understood and agreed that the party having possession 

and/ or title to such property following execution of this .Agreement shall be 

deemed tbe owner thereof unless that property is uniquely the properfy" of the 

other party. If necessru:y to transfer title then each of the parties hereto shall
3 

upon the request of the other, immediately execute any and all legal documents 

necessary to -evidence title to such property to the other party without any 

eharge therefore. Each party represents and war.rants they have made a full 

disclosure of all their property and that neither has knowledge of any other 

property of any kind in which the party so representing has any beneficial 

interest; that they are fuJly and completely informed as to the financial and 

personal status of the other; and that each of them has given full and mature 

thought to the making of this Agreement, and all obligations contained herein. 
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20. MILITUY S~RVICE 

Plaintiff is not presently on active duty with the U.S. Military. Defendant 

is not presently on active duty with the U.S. Military. No special concerns 

regarding service of process arise in this action. 

21. ATTORNEY FEES 

Each party is responsible for their own attomey fees. 

22. CONDUCT OJ' PARTIES 

Plaintiff and Defendant will hereafter live separate and apart. Each of the 

parties will be free from interference, authority or control, direct or indirect, of 

the other party. The parties will not molest or interfere with each other m any 

aspect of their :personal or professional lives. 

23. AI.llll.[Off 

The Defendant will pay to the Plaintiff spousal support in the amount of 

$1,000.00 per month for five (5) years. Payments will be paid on the 1st of each 

month. Payments having started July 1, 2020 in the a.mount of$2,000.00 a 

month, and shall continue from Jrme 1, 2021 m the amount of $1~000.00 a 

month until July 1 202S. 

24~ WAIVER OF ESTATES 

Except as otherwise provided and specifically set forth within this 

Agreement, Plaintiff and Defendant each hereby mutually waive, release, and 

renounce any and all right, title and interest accruing by operation oflaw or 

under any statute now or hereafter in force, or otherwise participate in the 

separate estates and property of the other, whether such property be real or 
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personal or wherever located, and whether acquired before or subsequent to 

their :marriage, and whether acq_uh-ed before or subsequent to the date hereof, 

including any right of election to t.ake against any Last Will and Testament of 

each other, and any right to the administration of the estate of each other, 

except only as provided by Will or Codicil .executed after the date of the entry of 

the Judgment and/ or Decree of Divorce herein. Defendant waives and releases 

any interest as beneficiazy .in Life insurance that Plaintiff has or may have had 

while the parties were married. 

25. CONFLICT OF LAWS 

This Agreement will be constru.ed in accordance with the substantive 

laws of the state of South Dakota. 

26~ WAIVltll/MOD~CATION 

This Agreement will not be modified or annulled by the parties hereto 

except by written instrument, executed in the same manner as this 

instrument, and approved by the Court. The failure of either party to insist 

upon the strict performance of any provision of this Agreement will not be 

deemed a waiver of the right to insist upon the strict performance of any other 

provision of tbis Agreement at any other time. The obligations incurred under 

this Agreement may be enforced by specific performance, or any other such 

enforcement action in accordance with South Dakota law. ln the event the 

Court approves and adopts by reference or otherwise the terms and conditions 

of this Agreement, each party hereby waives any further claims .against the 

other party other than those set forth herein. If the Court refuses to accept any 
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part or paragraph of this Agreement or wishes to modify the same, this 

Agreement will be de~ed null and void by the parties hereto and no decree of 

divorce may be entexed by the default hearing without notice of application· of 

default judgment and completion of all of the requirements of law relative to 

the taking and entry of a default judgment and, to that extent. the provisions of 

this Agreement are not .deemed severable. 

27. REASONABLENESS OF AGREEMENT 

Each parfy acknowledges that this Agreement has been entered into of 

his or her own volition, with full knowledge of the facts and full information as 

1:o the legal rights and liabilities of each and that each party believes the 

agreement to be reasonable under the cir-cumstances. Each :party, by the:ir 

sigoatu:re, hereto, also waives any interest they may have against the estate of 

the other party. 

28. ENFORCEMENT AND AGREEMENT 

The parties agree and understand that the terms contained in this 

agreement are enforceable by an action for Contempt of Court. 

29. WAIVER OF FURTHER DISCOVERY 

Each party hereby acknowledges that he/ she 1s fully aware that 

depositions, interrogatories, and requests for admission mey be served upon 

the opposing party or taken in order to more fully determine the property rights 

and interests of that party. However, in the interest of convenience and 

economy both parties wai~ the right to further discovery. The parties 

acknowledge that no independent investigation or formal discovery has been 
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undertaken by counsel concerning the parties' income> or the existence of 

assets and obligations. as well as the characterization, valuation, a.ward, 

confirmation, and assignment of such assets and obligations. The parties 

acknowledge that they wish to enter into this Agreement with.out the benefit of 

any such procedure. Each patty releases their attorney from any liabilicy 

resulting from their decision not to do an investigation and further discove:ry or 

verification of income, assets, and obligations. 

30. PllEVIOUS AGREEMENTS SUPERSEDED 

Upon the entry of such Decree of Divorce, incorporating any or all of 

these agreements. any prior agreement or agreements between the parties 

hereto respecting their property rights in any other obligations arising out of 

the marriage of the parties shall be considered canceled and superseded by 

such Decree. 

31. INCORPORAT!Ol'f 

It is expressly understood and agreed to by both parties that the terms 

and provisions of this Agreement may be incorporated into the final Decree of 

Divorce. If the Court ·refuses to accept any paragraph of this Agreement or 

wishes to modify the same, this Agreement shall be null and void. The parties 

agree and understani! the terms contained in the Agreement are enforceable by 

an actlon of Conte1IJ.pt of Court. Upon the entry of the Decree of Divorce 

incorporating any and all of these agreements, any prior agreement or 

agreements between the parties hereto respecting their property rights in any 
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other obligations arising out c;,f the marriage of the parties shall be considered 

canceled and superseded by such decree. 

32. CAPTIONS/HEADINGS 

The paragraph captions/headings contruned herein in this Agreement 

are inserted for convenience and descriptive purposes only and do not 

constitute a part of this Agreement 

33. COMPLETE AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES 

The Plaintiff and the Defendant hereby agree·that this writing represents 

the entire Agreement between the parties and there are no quarrel or collateral 

agreements or understandings of any kind or of any :nature. The Plaintiff and 

the Defendant hereby agree that this Agreement shall go :into effect, forthwith~ 

the same to govern the circumstances of the parties hereto during the statu.tocy 

waiting period as provided by law, as well as subsequent to the issuance of the 

Judgment and Decree of Divorce by the above captioned Court. The Plaintiff 

and the Defendant hereby consent to the above-captioned Court rendering a 

judgment decreeing the divorce of the parties on the grounds of irreconcilable 

differences. It is further stipulated and agreed that the appearance of the 

parties hereto shall be made by prese:otation of this Agreement and, pursuant 

to SDCL § 24-4-17 .3, by affidavits of the parties to establish jurisdiction and 

grounds for divorce. It is expressly understood and agreed to by both parties 

that the terms and provisions of this Agreement may be incorporated into the 

final Decree of Divorce. If the Court refuses to accept any part or paragraph of 

this Agreement or wishes to modify the same, this Agreement shall be null and 
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void. The parties agree and understand that the terms contained in this 

Agreement are enforceable by an action :for Contempt of Court. Upon the en.try 

of the Decree of Divorce incorporation any and all of these agreements1 any 

prior agreement or agreements between the parties hereto respect.mg their 

pro~ rights in any other obligations aris.ing out of the :marriage of the 

parties shall be canceled and superseded by such decree. 

THE REST OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

SA p. 21 of 23 

Filed: 5/19/2021 5:29 PM CST Pennington County, South Dakota 51DIV20-000166 



Stateof WU 
County of ~olli,gs()"{) 

SIGN:&:'i't1.RE PAGE 

) 
)ss. 
) 

On this ~day of-1J~ 2021, before me the undersigned 
officer, personally appeared, Casey &Y Bul!ca, known to me or satisfactorily 
proven to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within 
instrument and acknowledged to me that she execu-t;_ed the same for the 
purposes therein contained. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and seal. 

OFFICIAl.. SEAL 
NOT.A.AV PUBLIC, SiATE OF WEST VfAG1NtA 

CASEYGRUBB 
= \OJlJ)aniaf St. Martinsburg, WV 25401 

S~mmisslon Expires August 05, .2025 
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SIGNA""l'URE PAGE 

Dated this JZ'._ day of_M.__._,,Ot."""'~'"'9....----, 2021. 

0 < 

Countyoflf~~ 

) 
}ss. 
r 

~~ 
Linnea Bulyca 

On this \?; day of ~· • 2021, before me the undersigned 
officer, personally appeared~ Linn Bulyca, known to me or satisfactorily 
proven to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within 
instrument and aclmawledged to me that he executed the same for the 
purposes therein contained. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, l hereunto set my hand and seal. 
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STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 
ss. 

COUNTY OF PENNINGTON 

LINNEA BOLYCA, 
Petitioner, 

-vs-

CASEY BULYCA, 
Defendant, 

) 

) 
) 
) 

} 
) 

) 
) 
) 

IN CIRCUIT COURT 

SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

VOLUME I 

Court File: DIV 20-166 

MOTION HEARING 

------------------

BEFORE: THE HONORABLE SCOTT ROETZEL 
CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE, at 
Rapid City, South Dakota, on 
November 6, 2024 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner: 

For the Respondent: 

Nicholas Peterson 
Attorney for Petitioner 
Rapid City, South Dakota 

Robert Galbraith 
Attorney for Respondent 
Rapid City, South Dakota 
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THE COURT: Well good afternoon everyone. Urn, Ma'am I ju-my 

name is Scott Roetzel. I'm the Judge assigned to this matter. 

We have a motion hearing set in file 20-166. I 'll have the 

parties introduce themselves. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Your Honor, we gonna get Zoom up? 

THE COURT: Yeah, I was just gonna say we gotta get that 

going. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Perfect. So, Rob Galbraith for Casey 

Bulyca, he's appearing via zoom. 

MR. PETERSON: Nick Peterson for Linnea Bulyca. 

THE COURT: Well good afternoon again. 

MR. PETERSON; Your Honor, may I approach? 

THE COURT: Sure. 

MR. PETERSON: I just had this changed. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR. PETERSON: (Inaudible) so that'd be our Plaintiff 's 

exhibit 3. 

THE COURT: Three goes in here. 

MR. PETERSON: Updated, yeah. 

THE COURT: Sh ould I just take this one out? 

MR. PETERSON: That'd be great . Thank you . 

THE COURT: Sir can you hear us? 

MR. BULYCA: Hello? 

THE COURT: Are you able to hear us? 

MR . BULYCA: Yes Sir. 

TRV 1 p. 3 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

THE COURT; Okay. I'm gonna move the camera here. There, 

how does that look? That look okay? 

MR. BULYCA: Yes Sir. 

THE COURT: Now let's see, why's he not on my screen? Don't 

like that. Why is it not going onto my screen? I was just using 

it today and it worked out just fine. You wanna go get um, 

Heather, real quick? Sorry Sir, we're having a problem jumping 

it to the screen. Last time the projector was having issues. 

MR. CASEY: Understood no problem. 

MR . GALBRAITH: Yo-do yo-it is it okay to do some 

housekeeping--

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. GALBRAITH: --Now while we're wait ing? 

THE COURT : Yep. 

MR. GALBRAITH: So the, ex-the Plaintiff's exhibit 3, of 

which Mr. Peterson just handed you a new copy? 

THE COURT: Correct. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Um, I've, I've gone through that . At the 

time we submitted calculations we did not have updated 

information from the Plaintiff. 

THE COURT: Okay? 

MR. GALBRAITH: Uh, we now do. So , for the Plaintiff's 

column, for parent two custodial in exhibit 3, we would 

s tipulate to those numbe r s . 

THE COURT: And--
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MR. GALBRAITH: So I think the issue would be today, 

limited to, to my client, the non-custodial parent-­

THE COURT: How much, yeah-

MR. GALBRAITH: --the Defendant's-­

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR. GALBRAITH: --Income information. 

MR. PETERSON: I would agree. I would still intend on 

calling her, briefly. But I agree. 

(Off record conversation takes place between Court and Heather 

regarding zoom which will include brief interaction with 

witness.) 

THE COURT: Well, we started a little bit, I kinda jumped 

the gun before I got you on the phone, is it Bulca? 

MR. BOLYCA: Bulyca. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Bulyca. 

THE COURT: Bulyca. So I'll have Mr. Galbraith again, 

introduce yourself and your client. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Rob Galbraith, Your Honor, and Casey Bulyca 

via Zoom. 

THE COURT: And Mr. Peterson. 

MR. PETERSON: Nick Peterson for Li nnea Bulyca. 

THE COURT: Well good afternoon everybody . We are here on 

the Defendant's motion to amend child support, is that correct? 

MR. GALBRAITH: Yes, Your Honor. 

MR. PETERSON; Correct. 
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THE COURT: Okay. Then I will defer to Mr. Galbraith and 

you can proceed. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Absolutely, Your Honor. Um, and I, I know 

we did it, but I, just so as we're kind of re-establishing. Uh, 

as I had indicated earlier. Uh, and I unders t and f r om Mr. 

Peterson tha t he still intends to call his client briefly, I 

have no absolutely no issue with that, but in Plaintiff's 

exhibit 3, for the Plaintiff's column, par ent two custodial uh, 

the parties would stipulate to the numbers down that column. 

And I think the issue we'll be presenting to the Court today is, 

is my client, is Casey, uh, parent one non-custodial would be 

his income information. 

THE COURT: Okay, perfect. I understand. 

MR. GALBRAITH: With that Your Honor, I would call Mr. 

Bulyca. 

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Bulyca could you please raise 

your right hand? Do you swear to tel l the truth, the whole 

truth and nothing but the truth so help you God? 

MR. BULYCA: I do. 

THE COURT: And before we begin, can you hear us okay? 

MR. BULYCA: Ye s Sir. 

THE COURT: And you c an see e verybody in the Cour troom? 

MR. BULYCA: Yes Sir. 

THE COURT: Okay, b e fore I b egin, c ould you please s t a t e 

your full name and s p ell your last name for the record? 
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MR. BULYCA: Casey Ray Bulyca. Last name is B-D-L-Y-C-A. 

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Galbraith. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Thank you, Your Honor. 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) Uh, Casey I'm gonna sit here at the mic 

because that'll help you hear me the best but if I trail away 

from it a little bit just let me know and I'll make sure that I 

get back to it and you can hear everything _I say, sound good? 

Sounds great. 

Okay. Casey if you would please, explain to the Court what it 

is you do for a living? 

So I run and um, own and operate a trucking business. Uh, which 

means, you know, I do everything. I mean I was in a truck 

yesterday and I work on trucks and r, you know do administrative 

work and I kinda do a little bit of everything in terms of 

running that business. 

What took you into owning and running a trucking business? 

Um, I, I had run into some things with uh, some really un-we 

poor business practices of some of t he company we're working 

for. Um, and I recognize that I needed to try to figure out how 

to do something on my own. In addition to that, I recognize 

that doing wha t I was doing was never gonna be able to spend the 

time with my kids that I could uh, if I was able to manage my 

life um, on my own. And so that's what, what drove me to doing 

what I'm doing. 
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Casey in September of 2023, we had a hearing uh, related to your 

request to modify the visitation schedule and alimony, do you 

remember that? 

Yes Sir. 

Okay and ultimately and a-after that hearing, Judge Pfiefle, at 

the time, uh, amended the visitation schedule and denied the 

motion to modify alimony, correct? 

Correct. 

And in, I' 11 call it, in the wake of that hearing, which, which 

isn't necessarily meant to sound derogatory but um, there were 

discussions that followed that hearing that really came to light 

through the income information we gathered during that hearing, 

where you made a decision to file a motion to modify child 

support, fair? 

That's fair. 

And at the time that motion was filed in February of 2014, um, 

really generally for the most part you, you used and relied upon 

the information that came out of the September 2023 hearing, 

would that also be fair? 

Yes Sir. 

And t hen since that time of course, um, you've gotten some 

additional documents to reflect your income information and 

Linnea even has a new job and you've gotten additional documents 

for her too, corr ect? 

Correct . 
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Uh, and so not to say it's a, a moving target but as with any 

party's income, income changes and ya have to modify to meet 

that, right? 

Yes. 

Okay and as a part o f the process in exchanging documents and 

preparing for a hear ing uh, you wen t and gathered some 

information that you didn't have at the t ime uh, of t h e 

September 2023, hearing or even when your motion to modify child 

support was filed, fair? 

Correct, yes. 

Do you have, Casey, urn, e-either paper copy or digital copy with 

you uh, the exhibits that I had provided, the one I think I'd 

sent that said our exhibits, uh, exhibit 1, do you hav e that? 

Yes. 

Okay um, and that for the, the Court shoul d have De fendant 's 

exhibit noteboo k up there and that would be the one t hat we' r e 

looking from. A copy's been provided to Mr. Peterson as well. 

1Jh, what is exhibit 1, Casey? 

Uh, that is my owner's drawing s from the b u siness. 

Okay--

Uh, for myself . 

- - Um, and so that is, if I look at it up top, it s ays from 1-1-

2 4 to 12-31-24, do you see t hat? 

Yes. I t h ink we wen t y ear to date and stops at 12, 7-31, whe n I 

sent it. 
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Okay and if we look down the left hand column it has all of the 

dates of those uh, ranging from January 5 to 7-31, do you see 

that? 

Yes. 

Now, who are, who are the owners of Bull Dog Enterprises? 

Uh, myself. 

Okay. Now when you have an, wel l, let me ask this question. 

Does Bull Dog Enterprises have employees? 

Yes. 

Who are the employees of Bull Dog Enterprises? 

Uh, I've got, well, at the t i me t his was done there wa s three, 

now we have eight employees. 

And so I, I assume you have some drivers, right? 

Yes. 

Uh, d-what do you have ot her than dr ivers? 

Um, I gotta, I mean, primarily everyone drives but Olga is my, I 

mean, she's my, w- I mean we work togethe r. 

And uh, Olga's your significant other , right? 

Yes. 

You guys are not married but live together? 

Yes. 

How long have you and Olga lived together? 

Uh, four years. 

How does Olga get paid? 

Uh, we split the income from the business . 
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Okay. Um, so if I look at exhibit 1, where you have uh, debits , 

say for example on January 5, of '24, there is a debit for 

$4,654.16. Who is that payment to? 

Uh, that would be to a joint credit card. Most of our payments, 

we, to make it simple we pay for pretty well all of our personal 

expenses with a credit card and then we just pay it off as an 

owner's draw. 

Okay. When, when you gu-so when you guys issue an owner's draw 

um, say that $4,654.00, is that all your income? Is it all her 

income? How do you guys divvy up the income within your enter­

within Bull Dog Enterprises? 

50/50. 

Okay. 

I mean we're, we, we share the burden of everything. 

So, okay, so for the owner's draws that are down the debit 

column, would that be true for all of those? Um, say for 

example if I, if I see a $1,000.00 owner draw um, like exists on 

February 8, would that be essentially a 50/50 draw to the both 

of you? 

Yes. 

So there's, there 1 s totals down at the bottom of that, the, the 

total draws that you had taken from J anuary of 2024 to July of 

2024, was $47,491.69, is that true? 

Yes. 

And t here's anot her column next to that for, for child support 
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and alimony. Do you also essentially take a draw out of the 

company to pay your child support and alimony? 

Yes. 

Okay, and, uh, Olga's not responsible for that, right? 

Correct. 

So the $24,059.00, the totality of that would be essentially a 

draw payment to you for purposes of paying your child support 

and alimony? 

Correct. 

And the $47,491.69, that would be what the two of you have taken 

out, is that fair? 

Yes Sir. 

So just gonna do a little bit of math Casey, on a calculator 

and, and you can certainly do it to if you need to, but if I 

take $47,491.00, and I typed it wrong so bear with me here. And 

69 cents and I divide that by two, t he total is $23,745.8 5 . Does 

that sound right? 

Yes Sir. 

And, and then to figure out what was paid to Casey, I would also 

add all of the child support and alimony draws, do you agree 

with that ? 

22 A Yes. 

23 Q And so if .I do that I get a total of $47,804.85. Does that 

24 sound about right? 

25 A Yes Si;r. 
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And that was over the seven month period from January through 

July? 

Yes. 

So if I divide that by seven, the total draw to Casey was 

$6,829.00. Does that sound about like what you get per month? 

Yes. 

And I don't know if you recall or not Casey, but the number that 

was used with Judge Pfeifle, in September of 2023, and the 

numbers that was included in your initial motion to modify 

support was $5,300.00. Does that sound right? 

Yeah. 

And, and so in looking at this, you're okay as we sit here today 

in front of this Court, acknowledging an increase in your income 

to, to the $6,829.00 that's reflected in the draws that you took 

from the company in 2024? 

Yes Sir. 

Now there's also some information that you provided through 

discovery for another company there, a Bull Dog Logistics? 

Yes. 

How many draws have you taken from Bull Dog Logistics? 

None. 

Okay. Is that a, a new company? 

Yeah, it's a new company as of the end of last year. 

That Bull Dog Logistics wasn't in your 2023 tax return, so I 

asswne it didn't have any revenue, profit or anything else in 
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2023? 

Zero income, yes. 

So it's, it's an up and coming and you haven't been able to take 

money out of that yet? 

Correct. 

MR. GALBRAITH: And I apologize Your Honor, I probably just 

kept plugging through. I would move to admit Exhibit 1. 

THE COURT: Any objection? 

MR. PETERSON: No objection. 

THE COURT: One will be admitted. 

CONTINUED DIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) Casey when did you start doing work under 

Bull Dog Enterprises? 

Uh, I opened Bull Dog Enterprises, May 5, 2022. 

And I'm gonna jump around briefly so bear with me. If you woul d 

go to exhibit 3, tell me Casey, and you'll kind of have to s­

stand back a little bit. If you look at the, what are called, 

base numbers in the bottom right hand corner, c Bulyca 0024 is 

the cover page of the return, what is that? 

W-what was the number of that, I'm sorry? 

So exhibit 3, base number 0024? 

0024, um, this is my 2022 tax return. 

Okay. A-would this be a true and correct copy of your 2022 tax 

return? 

Yes. 
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MR. GALBRAITH: I'd move to admit exhibit 3. 

THE COURT: Any objection? 

MR. PETERSON: No objection. 

THE COURT: Three will be admitted. 

CONTINUED DIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) And Casey, if you'd look at exhibit 4, what 

is exhibit 4? 

Uh, that was my um, W2 earnings for 2022. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Would move to admit exhibit 4. 

THE COURT: Mr . Peterson? 

MR. PETERSON: No objection. 

THE COURT: It'll be admitted. 

CONTINUED DIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) So I kind of jumped around on you a little 

bit Casey, but I'm, I'm back at, now in exhibit 3 on page 24. 

Um, we see in your 1040 in line l A, your W2 income from AP 

Logistics that year was $16,374.00, do you see t hat? 

Yes. 

And you had in line eight u.~, you had some other income from 

schedule 1, do you see that? 

Yes. 

Now if you just kinda page back through that document, I might 

of went past it. You had some i-really some loss from Bull Dog 

Enterprise that year, is that right? 

Correct . 
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Um, so that kin-was that at the time that Bull Dog Enterprises 

was kinda up and coming and getting started? 

Yes. Yeah, we had, we had a couple of trucks and um, we were 

very, very slow starting out and I was working as a consultant 

through Bull Dog Enterprises uh, for uh, a base company. 

I don't wanna spend to much time o-on those documents but I do 

want the Court to understand Casey, that it, so Bull Dog 

Enterprises for 2023, still showed a loss. Obviously we don't 

have 2024 done yet. Um, i-i-is 2023, which we're gonna focus on 

in some detail, was that an anomaly or a down year, or, or covid 

really gotcha or anything like that, or is that about like a 

normal year as you've been growing Bull Dog Enterprises? 

It's about a normal year as we're growing Bull Dog Enterprises. 

Uh, and obviously we can s ee from your 2022 return, it's not as 

though that there was a whole bunch of money two years ago, 

either that somehow, something happened. Um, so l et's look at 

2023 Casey, cause that's the most recent uh, tax return t hat we 

have. Go to exhibit 2 if you would. 

Alright. 

And if you'd kinda flip back to page 64, what is in exhibit 2? 

Uh, this would be my 2023 tax return. 

MR. GALBRAITH: Would move to admit exhibit 2. 

MR. PETERSON: No objection. 

THE COURT : Tha nk you. It'll be admitted. 

CONTINUED DRIECT EXAMINATION 
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(BY MR. GALBRAITH) For 2023 Casey, did you have any W2 income? 

No Sir. 

So that year was just all Bull Dog Enterprises? 

Yes. 

And if we go down to line eight on page 64, we see your total, 

really lines eight and nine, your total income for 2023, was a 

loss of $3,587.00? 

Yes. 

So go back one more page. Go to page 65 just for a minute. 

Your tax return has on t here that your tax preparer was a, a 

Jenny Steinets (phonetic), a CPA--

Yes. 

--At Casey Peterson? 

That is correct. 

Kinda goes without saying now, but do you do your own taxes? 

No Sir. 

Do you hand your books over to, to um, certified special 

accountant, a CPA at Casey Peterson, and say "make sure I do 

this right"? 

Yeah, hundred percent. 

Okay . Uh, and so t hey are essential ly cross checking the things 

that are in your r ecords to ma ke sure t hat you get an accurate 

tax return submitted to t he Internal Revenue Service? 

24 A Yes. 

25 Q Okay. Go back to page 68, if you would Casey? 
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Okay. 

Are you there? 

Yes Sir. 

Uh, if we look at the, the Schedule C for Bull Dog Enterprises, 

urn, the gross receipts or sales, Bull Dog Enterprises had some 

good gross receipts, r i ght, $602,724.00? 

Yes Sir. 

Does that mean that Casey Bulyca put $602,724.00 in his pocket? 

Absolutely not. I wish, that'd been great but no, um, 

unfortunately with trucking there is a lot of expense that goes 

along with it. 

Okay. So as we work down through the things that Casey Peterson 

then took off of your gross receipts, the first one in line 

four, is your cost of goods sold, do you see that? 

Yes. 

What were your costs of goods sold for 2023? 

Uh, $347,000.00. 

Okay and now Casey, just because of t he nature of tax returns we 

get to do some flipping back and forth, but if, if you look at 

line four, it says costs of goods sold from line 42. Go back 

one page and we can see your costs of goods sold on line 42, do 

you see that? 

Uh, yeah, hang on. Yes. 

Okay uh, so we see that $347,000.00 in line 42, do you see that? 

Yes. 
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Okay and then that refers us to more lines, it says subtract 

line 41 from line 40. Forty-one is inventory at end of year and 

you don't carry inventory, right? 

No Sir. 

Uh, and line 40 is a combination of lines 35 through 39. um, 

line 37 is cost of labor, not including anything paid to 

yourself. You had a $144,514.00? 

Sounds right. 

So those are essentially your labor costs. That, that's what 

you're paying people to work for you? 

Yes. 

Now could you have $600,000 . 00 of gross receipts without paying 

people to go do things on your behalf? 

No. 

Okay. Uh, and then t here's $202,000.00 for other costs and a 

reference to statement 1. I'm gonna get you there too. If you 

go to 83, in the bottom righthand corner, we c an see t hat page 

83 is statements 1, 2 and 3, do you see t hat ? 

Um, almost there . Yes. 

Okay and so if we look at, at the top one, that statement 1, 

right in the, the top righthand corner, i t says statement 1, uh, 

t he $202,000.00 was commercial t r uck e xpense . Do you, do you 

have like lease hold haulers or what i s tha t? 

Tha t's, I me an, truc k payment s, f uel, it' s everything. I t's all 

the expens e s that go into t r u c ks . 
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Okay. Do you have lease, lease haulers too? Do you like have 

leases of trucks or do you lease people to haul for you? 

We do, we do now. We didn't then. 

Okay and obviously everything that went into your trucking 

expenses, that would have been provided to and verified by Casey 

Peterson? 

Yes. 

Okay. I'm gonna have you jump back to page 68. So that page, 

then Casey, has a bunch of other expenses t h at are deducted out 

of your, your gross receipts and your gross income. So for 

example line eight is advertising. Do you have advertising 

expenses within your business? 

Yes. 

Now I, does that mean like you physically, I mean so, part of 

what the Court has to do is the Court has to decide if you have 

what are like real out of pocket expenses or sometimes in tax 

returns we have expense s where we don1 t actually i ncur them b ut 

the law allows us to take a deduction. Is that an out of pocket 

expense where you pay $4,700.00? 

Yes. 

And simila rly, your cost o f goods sold for your labor and your 

truc king, are, are those out of pocket expenses where you have 

to pay somebody those monies? 

Yes Sir . 

Okay. Um, car and truck expense in line n i ne , do you s ee t h a t 
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one? 

Yes. 

W-what is that one? 

Uh, it's vehicle expenses um, and truck expenses. I think uh, 

maintenance etc., payments. 

And, and it says see instructions and obviously with the IRS 

that can get burdensome, but the line nine, Schedule C 

instructions talk about actual expenses of operating car or 

truck or standard mileage rates. So those are out of pocket 

expenses to you, the expenses that you paid to use those 

vehicles? 

Yes Sir. 

Okay. I'm gonna jump over quick uh, Casey, depreciation because 

that one makes us go to another page again. Um, so line 14 is 

employee benefits programs. What's that? 

Uh, medical insurance. 

So out of pocket that you pay um, for employee benefits, health 

insurance, stuff like that? 

Yes. 

Okay and that, that's says other than on line 19, line 19 is 

like pension and profit sharing plans, you don't, you haven't 

paid anything for that. Do you fund your own pension or profit 

sharing or anything like that ? 

24 A No. 

25 Q Okay. Line 15 is for insurance other than h ealth. What's that? 

TRV 1 p. 21 



( 
~ 

1 A 

2 

3 

4 

5 Q 

6 A 

7 Q 

8 

9 A 

10 

11 Q 

12 A 

13 Q 

14 

15 

16 A 

17 Q 

18 

19 A 

20 Q 

21 

22 

23 A 

24 Q 

25 A 

Uh, that's gonna be truck and vehicle insurance. Uh, it's gonna 

be general liabilities and it's gonna be truck insurance and 

it's gonna be um, just all of our insurance costs to run the 

business. 

Again those are out of pocket expenses? 

Yes. 

Okay. Line 18 is office expenses. Is that computer, supplies? 

What are office expenses? 

Yeah, all of that computers, office supplies, paper, printer, 

etc. 

Out of pocket expenses? 

Yes Sir. 

Uh, line 20 is rent or lease of vehicles, machinery and 

equipment. Did you rent or lease some vehicles, machinery or 

equipment? 

Yes. 

Uh, and so those again are, are expenses that you had to pay out 

of pocket and you then deduct from your tax return? 

Yes. 

Oh, 22 are supplies which are not included in part 3, um, again 

when you're purchasing supplies for the business, you pay those 

out pocket, r ight? 

Yes. 

Twenty- four A, travel. What's i-what 1 s in travel? 

Flights, uh, miles, meals, etc. -
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Hotels? 

--For traveling, hotels. 

Again, out of pocket expenses? 

Yes. 

Deductible meals which, has some pretty specific instructions 

under IRS Guidelines, as far as being traveling or being away 

from you home area, but those are also out of pocket expenses, 

right? 

Yes. 

Utilities are out of pocket expenses? 

Yes. 

And then other expenses from line 48. Again if you go back one 

page we have line 48, bank fees, credit card fees, licenses, 

software subscriptions, safety, are those all out of pocket 

expenses? 

16 A Yes. 

17 Q 

18 
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20 Q 

21 
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25 

Okay. Let's jump back to depreciation, because depreciation you 

don't actually physically pay somebody, right? 

Correct. 

Okay so on line 13, we see your depreciati on uh, and that's back 

just a couple pages in that document uh, on page 70. Do you see 

your deprec iation spread sheet? 

Yes. 

And s o you have in there uh, a Mack Truck, a Western Star floor 

trailer, a one ton pickup , floor trailer and a 

TRV 1 p. 23 



1 

2 A 

3 Q 

4 

5 A 

6 Q 

7 A 

8 Q 

9 

10 A 

11 Q 

12 

13 A 

14 Q 

15 A 

16 Q 

17 

18 A 

19 Q 

20 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 A 

24 Q 

25 

Peterbilt, six items that have been depreciated, right? 

Yes. 

Now ultimately you depreciate those because over time t hey lose 

value to you, is that fair? 

Yes. 

And at some point and time you gotta replace them, right? 

Unfortunately, yes. 

And with an asset such that you can depreciate it, you can't 

expense it, right? That's why it's on a depreciation schedul e? 

Yes. 

So your depreciation's essentially saving up for a future 

capital expenditure into a truck? 

Yes . 

And that was $22,302.00? 

That's fair, yep. 

Now your total income Casey, in 2023, was a $3,500.00 loss, 

right? 

Yes. 

Now even if I add back in all of the depreciation your total 

income in 2023, $18,715.00? Does that sound right? 

Sounds about right. 

And if I divide tha t by 12 it' s $1,560.00 a month. Are-­

Yeah. 

--You here asking the Court to use $1,560.00 a month fo r 

purposes of calculating your child support? 
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No. 

But under your tax return I'd advised you, you could, fair? 

Correct. 

Um, but you've taken your, your draws from 2024, and every draw 

payment out to, to you and all of the draws you've taken for 

child support and alimony, you've tried to equate those to what 

you believe is a fair and accurate representation of your 2024, 

income? 

Yes Sir. 

MR. PETERSON: Your Honor, I'm gonna object to t he leading 

questions. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

MR. GALBRAITH: I don't have anymore questions. 

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Peterson? 

MR. PETERSON: Thank you, Your Honor. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. PETERSON) So Casey, you are requesting the Court to 

modify child support, correct? 

Yes. 

And whenever you bring that motion, you understand that it's, 

it's on you to prove that there has been a change in financial 

circumstances, does that sound right to you? 

MR. GALBRAITH: I'm gonna object, there's, the time's past. 

There's no change in circumstances required in this case. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 
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CONTINUED CROSS EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. PETERSON) That means you can answer, Casey? 

Um, Ir I don't know the legality. 

Okay. Um, and you previously stated t here was, your income was 

at $5,300.00 per month, correct? 

Uh, if that's what I said, then yeah. 

And then now you are, I would just say, stipulating to your 

income being that $6,829.00 a month. You, do you remember 

testifying to that today? 

Yes. 

Okay and just to go over that again, that comes from what we can 

see as uh, my exhibit number 9. Do you have my exhibits in 

front of you? 

I do. 

Okay. Yeahr exhibit 9, which is also your exhibit 1 

potentially, but it's the draws from the b usiness ? 

Yep. 

Okay and so we see there that there, the owner di stributions 

total $47,491.00, and then we con-we basically assign all of the 

draws that you made for child support and alimony and that's how 

we got to that number, right? 

Uh, well then again, the, the draws are split between Olga and 

I. And, wh-what Rob said was t hat we, you know we cut them in 

half, we cut the number in half , the n we added the, the, draws 

fo r child support and alimony back to it. 
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Yep and that, I believe that's, we are on the same page here . 

And just to be--

Okay, I, {inaudible) pretty much (inaudible). 

--Real clear, yep we're taking that $47,491.00 dividing i t by 

two, giving you the benefit of the doubt on Olga. Um, you know 

even though we don't know exactly what Olga's real contribution 

is to the business, and then we divide it by seven, which 

represents the seven months that it represents. That sounds 

fair, right? 

Yes. 

Okay. Um, now you also stated that most of these draws that 

come from the, we'll call it the owner draws, that would be from 

that, the column totally $47,491.00. You just said that, that 

is, for the most part credit card payments , correct? 

15 A Yes. 

16 Q 

17 

18 A 

19 

20 

And that would be paying toward an Apple card? Right? One of, 

and a Visa card? 

Sure. Yeah. I mean I 've got business credit cards as well. I 

mean so not all of it is on personal cards but it's all marked 

on my system as owner's draws. 

21 Q Ye-

22 A 

23 Q 

24 

25 A 

Then there, (inaudible ). 

I appreciate that. But yeah one of t he cards, probably a better 

way t o put it would be an Apple card, right? 

Sure. 
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A Visa card? 

Sure. 

Urn, a lending club card? 

It's not a credit card, but yep. 

That's a loan? 

That's a, was a personal loan I used to, um, I took to uh, 

consolidate my marital debt. 

Okay. So is that contributed, that debt's contributed just to 

you? Correct? 

I, we split everything. 

Well you just stated that--

So I mean, I we--

--Sorry to cut you off but you just stated that this is debt 

that you took on before meeting Olga? 

Sure but as I'm, as I said, we split, we, we live together, w-to 

keep it simple we just split everything . 

Sure . Right, and that' d be around $793 . 00 a month you're paying 

toward that lending club? 

Sure. 

Okay . And also, okay, so I guess you say Olga has half but 

where can we see that? Where's Olga's half going? 

I don't underst and t he question. 

Say that again? 

I don't u nders tand the question . 

I, wouldn't we be able to see Olga's name when going through 

TRV 1 p. 28 



1 

2 A 

3 Q 

4 

5 

6 A 

7 

8 Q 

9 

10 

11 

12 A 

13 

14 Q 

15 A 

16 Q 

17 A 

18 Q 

19 

20 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 

24 A 

2 5 

distributions of the business? 

Uh, in where, Sir? 

I'm asking you, I guess, maybe a better question would be, there 

is no way for us to see what Olga is getting through t he 

business draws, right? 

I mean, I guess the answer is no but again, I'm not sure I 

answered your question. 

Well I just wanna make sure you do understand it. So, um, what 

I'm saying is there's no where in all of the discovery that we 

have here where we can see a, a draw being contributed or being 

designated to Olga? 

I suppose it's correct. Like I said, to keep it simple we just 

split everything. 

Okay. How do you pay rent? 

We pay r ent? 

Yes? 

Through the business. 

I want to direct your attention t o Plaintiff's exhibit 13. And 

then that would b e page 416 or page number 416. And we can see 

$2,000.00 going to, uh, and t hat would be your rent, correct? 

Um, I guess, yeah. 

And I just wanna make s ure. When you say I guess does that mean 

you're not sure? 

Uh, I'm not sure, I'm not seeing what you're asking I guess 

right now. I, I'm sor r y. 
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Do you have Plaintiff's 13, exhibit 13 in front of you? 

I, I do. What was the number? 

It's the front page actually but it's bas-bates (phonetic) 4-1-

6. 

I don't see an amount for $2,000.00. Oh, eh, I'm sorry. 

You do see it or you don't? 

I, I don't. I mean if it's a Venrno number, I'm not hundred 

percent sure what that is. 

Okay so you're not sure what that is today? That's your 

testimony? 

Y-yeah, I, I'm, I mean I it was in the beginning of the year it 

could have been r ent, I'm not, I'm not sure. 

Well maybe we can help you out with that. Can I have you turn 

to exhibit 15, and t hat would be bates number 265. Do you have 

that in front of you? 

Yes . 

Okay and on February 2nd, we see a debit $2,000.00, do you see 

that? 

Okay, yes. 

And that's a Venmo payment just like the last one we looked at, 

r ight? 

Yes. 

Okay and that one's going to Bonnie Lareno (phonetic), right? 

Yes. 

And that's your landlord? 
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Okay. 

Is it? 

Yeah. 

Okay so that is your rent payment, right? 

This one is, yes. 

And you're saying the, the January ist, Sir, that a lso the 

January one is too? 

I'm just, I 'm not saying no, yes or no, I'm just saying I don't, 

I don't recall, Sir. 

Okay. Okay well is that not considered a draw? 

Uh, well our rent is because we have an operation i n Alabama, we 

have to be here. Um, but I mean I guess, I, I don't know. 

Is it your position today that your housing is a business 

expense? 

15 A Yes. 

16 Q Okay . And uh, but we don't see that as a draw from your, your 

17 list, your exhibits um, from draws, do we? 

18 A No. 
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Okay. And really when you look at your p e rsonal, well actually 

I do want t o bac k that up. If t he Judge were to see that as a 

draw, that wou ld be $2 , 000.00 a dded t o y our income every month, 

corre ct? 

Okay. 

So that would b ring it up from now, tha t's $6,000 . 00, I'm not 

sure I got t h at rig ht. 
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Ou-our office is--

Hold on, $6,829.00 to $8,829.00. Do you dispute that? 

I, I'm sorry. Ask the question again, Sir. 

What we previously through going through your distributions and 

what you take for your child support, alimony found you r income, 

for this year, to be $6,829.00 a month? You remember that, 

right? 

Yes. 

Okay, now if the Judge were to find that rent was also a draw, 

that would add your income by $2,000.00, equaling $8,829.00? 

Uh, that would be split uh, if he was t o see it that way but the 

office from our house, our trucks are parked by the faci l ity we 

work out of. 

Well you provided a budget, correct? And did you? 

At some point, yeah. 

And your personal budget lists rent at $2, 000. 00, r i ght ? 

I believe so. 

And if you and Olga were to break up you would still have to pay 

rent, correct? 

I wouldn't p ay that much rent, no. 

Well you, you a r e in a l eas e , c orrect? 

Collective ly. 

And how long is for that lease? 

Oh, I, l don't, I think we're month to mon t h n ow. 

Okay . Now let's t alk about your vehicl e ? 
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MR. PETERSON: Oh, and I'm sorry, Your Honor. I would a-ask 

to admit exhibit 9, which I do believe has already been admitted 

through exhibit 1. 

THE COURT: That is correct. Any objection? 

MR. GALBRAITH: I, it's duplicative but I don't have any 

objection to it being in the record. 

THE COURT: It'll be received. 

MR. PETERSON: And then I'd move to admit exhibit 13. 

THE COURT: Any objection? 

MR. GALBRAITH: Just the page you referenced or the 

totality? 

MR. PETERSON: The totality. 

MR. GALBRAITH: I don't have any objection to the page we 

looked at. I guess I would object to the r elevance of the rest 

of it until we get there. 

THE COURT: Do you plan to go through any more of it? 

MR. PETERSON: My or I guess my experience is usually the 

Court will take on, or I guess usually they' r e not willing to do 

just one page, but, if, so, I, I thought that was just standard 

practice to take on the entire--

THE COURT: I was just asking the question. The Court will 

take the whole packet--

MR. PETERSON: Okay. 

THE COURT: --As exhibit 13. I was just curious i f you had 

other designs for it? 
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MR. PETERSON: I'm not sure yet, w-possibly. 

CONTINUED CROSS EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. PETERSON) Um, just briefly I do want to talk about, you 

do have a, you do have a personal bank account through Aspen 

Federal Credit Union? 

It's a joint account, yes. 

And I'll have you take a look at Plaintiff's exhibit 17. Let roe 

know when you have that in front of you. 

I'm, I'm there. 

Okay. Um, and what is that? 

Uh, bank statement. 

Okay and is it fair to say that you're a-when looking at thi s 

Aspen bank account um, you are paying uh, your truck payment 

through that account? 

Uh, that's one truck, yes. 

Okay and we don't see really any other expenses coming out of 

that account, is that fair? 

Yes. 

So, but the business is paying for a lot of your expenses, fair 

enough? 

No, they're extrapolated in draws. 

Which would b e through the business, right? 

Sure. 

Okay . So going back to the vehicle, I want you t o take a look 

at that exhibit 17. Um, and it would be p a ge 218 and you see 

TRV1 p.34 



1 

2 

3 A 

4 Q 

5 

6 A 

7 Q 

8 

9 A 

10 Q 

11 A 

12 Q 

13 

14 

15 A 

16 Q 

17 

18 A 

19 Q 

20 A 

21 Q 

22 

23 

24 

25 A 

that there is a draw of $600.00 a month that you take from the 

business and then deposit into this personal account? 

Yes. 

Okay and if the Court were to see that as income, that woul d 

bring up your total to $9,429.00, does that sound fair? 

I guess, I, it's a truck used for business, I don't, I don't. 

Okay, well I'm glad you brought that up because I want you to 

look at exhibit 11 for me. 

Okay. 

And I want you t o turn to page 2-5-3. What is that? 

Uh it's a list of equipment. 

And it, when we asked for discovery we asked for a list of 

assets. Is that a fair and accurate list of assets that you 

have for the, your business? 

Yeah. 

And you can see that your truck, the payment of $600.00 is not 

listed on your business assets? 

Okay. 

And you agree with that ? 

It's leased back to the business. 

And just to be clear again, you're not paying f or the truck 

through the business, you're deposing it, it, depositing it into 

your personal account and then paying for that truck payment 

through the Aspen Federal Credit Union account, right? 

Yeah. 
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So if it were a business truck why would you take those lengths 

and pay through your personal account? 

Well because I owned it prior to sa-prior to starting a business 

and so I didn't obviously have the means to transfer it into the 

business and so I just leased it to, back to the business. 

And so this would be all vehicle travel, all gas, all paid 

through the business? 

Um, not all of it, no. I'm sure not. 

But we can't see that can we? 

Uh, I, no, I mean I don't know how to, I don't know how to 

extrapolate that Sir. 

Okay. If we look at that page um, that you have in front of 

you, it lists only one truck and that's a GMC? Is that right? 

Yes. 

Okay um, and then you have seven trailers and three trucks, 

right? 

Uh, there's four trucks. No, yeah, three trucks, sorry. 

Okay-

And four trucks including the pickup. 

Ri ght, yeah not, I'm not talking about the pickup. Okay. Um, 

and those payments that you listed in your budget , t hat's not 

including the GMC, r ight? 

Uh, I don't recall. 

Well let's look back at it then. 

MR. PETERSON: And I am sorry, Your Honor. I'd move to 
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admit exhibit 11. 

MR. GALBRAITH: No objection. 

THE COURT: It1 ll be admitted. And I know we touched on 17 

earlier? 

MR. PETERSON: May I move to admit 17? 

MR. GALBRAITH: No objection. 

THE COURT: Seventeen will be admitted. 

MR. PETERSON: Thank you, Your Honor. Try to be better as, 

getting them in. 

CONTINUED CROSS EXAMINATION 

{BY MR. PETERSON} Um, okay so how are the boys' medical 

insurance, how is that getting paid? 

Medical insurance? 

The b-through the boys? Cause you're paying for your boys' 

medical insurance, right? 

Yes. 

Health insurance? How is that getting paid? 

Um, the business pays the medical insurance. 

Okay so if we were to see that as another draw as per income, 

that'd be $591.00 added so we go from $9,429.00 to 10,020.00 a 

month? Does tha t sound right? 

I don't agree with that number . 

Does that sound right? 

No. 

Does t hat, the math sound right to you? 
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No, it doesn't. 

Okay can you tell me where I went wrong? 

I, I, I don't, I don't, I, I'm a very visual person. I'm not 

trying to be obstinate here but I, I don't, I'm not following 

your logic is all. 

Okay well what I'm saying is that $591.00 being paid by the 

business, if that's seen as income, because it1 s not, that's not 

a business expense is it? 

Medical insurance? 

Through, for your boys? 

That absolute can be a medical, business expense. 

W-what is, er I guess, is it your understanding that business 

expenses need to be related to the business or can any expense 

be a business expense? 

W-well no, not any expense can be a, a business expense, th-that 

doesn't make any sense at all but there are plenty of companies 

that pay medical benefits for their employees. 

And what I'm as-the boys are not employees, right? 

There's plenty of businesses that pay medical expenses for their 

families. 

Okay so that's your position but what r rm saying is if we were 

to add $591.00 to what we already have as the total is 

$9,429.00, that equals $10,000.00 and, $10,020.00, right? 

I believe t hat you just said something about $9,000.00, so 

again, not following your math. And again , not trying to be 
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obstinate, I'm just not following your math, Sir. 

Okay well I think we covered the point. um, now your AT&T bill, 

I guess, let's go back to exhibit 10 so you can see this. 

Exhibit 10 is your budget. Do you have that in front o f you? 

Yes. 

Okay and just ba ck on that $591 . 00, is there anywhere where we 

can see that being or do you remember how this is actually being 

paid, which account? 

I, I don't, no. 

Okay um, now paying attention to that A-AT&T bill. That's 

$316.86, right? 

Yeah. 

If you divide that by two that's $158.00, right? 

Sur e. 

Okay. State Farm, what is that for? 

It's for anothe r vehicle we have. 

Okay and would that be the vehicle that you are paying t h rough 

your personal account? 

Um, that one and another one, yeah. 

Okay is the other one Olga's? 

Yes. 

Okay and it 1 s be ing paid directly from the busine ss l i ke you 

said, r i ght ? 

Uh, I'm not sure . 

If we were to add just h a lf that insurance that'd be $193.00, 
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right? 

um, okay. 

Okay um, with the utility bill that Alabama Power, you list that 

at $292.00 a month, right? 

Yes. 

And we don't see how that's being paid do we? 

Um, n.ot on this, no. 

And not on any of the discovery you provided, right? 

I don't know the answer I just, uh, to that, I, I supplied you 

with lots of discovery. 

Um, and then for your internet you list at $85.00, right? 

Yes. 

Groceries, are you splitting that with Olga, is that what we are 

supposed to believe here? 

I mean, I don't know if you're supposed to believe it or not . 

It's just true, we've l i ved together, we share a life, t hat 's 

what it is. 

And I'm sorry that was probably not um, polite but, but what I'm 

asking is you're splitting that four hundred? 

Sir, I'm gonna be really honest here. I, I, I am doing the best 

I absolutely can here to answer your questions but like I don't, 

I don't, I don't appreciate the commentary about her, my, you're 

insinuating that, it feels to me that you're insinuating that 

I'm lying and I don1 t appreciate that. 

No it's not what I'm saying but, and maybe the, we'll just keep 
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it to me asking you questions if that's okay? 

Sure. 

Alright, so what I'm saying is, is that your position, $400.00 a 

month for groceries? 

Yeah. 

Okay, $400.00 a month for entertainment? 

Yeah. 

Okay and then these vitamins, wh-can you explain that? 

Uh, I mean I've got multivitamins, I've got a myriad of health 

issues, I had knee surgery in March. Uh, there's certain things 

I have to take to keep down the inflammation in my body. I was 

a college football player and unfortunately I paid the price for 

that. I had four knee surgeries and two shoulder surgeries and 

so there's certain things I have to take to be able to make sure 

that I can function properly. 

Is Olga taking any of those? 

I'm sure we both take vitamins, yeah. 

Okay. So we, if we were to split that, just being generous 

that's $100.00 a month, right? 

Sure. 

Then the water bi l l at $85.00 , right? 

That, I said okay. 

Okay medical expenses you list um, (inaudible) , you list 

$290.00. Can you explain what that is? 

I believe uh, it's paying down costs from my surgery. 
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Okay so would that be just to you then? 

um, I'm, I think there's, might also be something, I'm not a 

hundred percent sur e what's (inaudible). I don't remember 

exactly when this was built. 

Okay so if we were just to take, go through that list, if we 

were already at that $10,020.00 a month and we add your AT&T 

bill, the half of that, half of the State Farm, your power bill, 

your internet, $400.00 of groceries-

(inaudible). 

--$400.00 for entertainment, $100.00 for vitamins and that water 

bill, would you agree that brings us, the total to around 

$12,469.00? 

No because of a piece of that's obviously already calculated i n 

owner's draws. I don't take that money as cash, I, that money 

gets paid by those cards to get paid. 

Can you say that again? I 'm not sure I understand your 

question. Er, your answer. 

I don't, I don't take owner's draws as cash. We, we pay the 

credit cards and so the owner's draws that you see include these 

numbers. 

You do take, well I just wanna go back to that. You do take 

cash, right? 

I, I, maybe at some point and time but I don't actually take 

cash out of the business. I may be a time here or there where 

I've taken some cash but I don't take, typically take cash out 
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of the business, no. 

Well I mean I could go through ATM withdraws. You do take ATM 

withdraws from t he business, right? 

Uh, I mean those, those aren't, t hose don't have, just because I 

have to pay for cash in something, doesn't mean that it was a 

personal expense Sir. 

But what I'm saying is you do take cash from the busine ss? 

I don 1 t do i t ve r y often is what I 1 m saying. I don't, I don't, I 

don't, I can't s-I can't site to you how many times I've taken 

cash out of the business but it's not a thing that happens 

regularly. 

Okay um, and we don't see how, you know, all of these expenses 

that you, that I just went through, we don't see how t hey're 

paid for do we? 

I, I guess not. I just told you though. 

Through t he business ? 

I'm, through the drawings, dr aws, yes. 

Mhmm. Okay and gas is not included is it? 

Uh, I guess not. 

What do you spend on gas? 

Well p r imarily a l l s I do , I drive fo r a busines s and s o I, I 

mean I don't know what I s p end on gas . 

Okay? 

Pe rsonal ly I don' t , I don't, ever y-alls I d o is work, Sir. So I 

don' t , I don' t know how to answer your ques t ion. 
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I wanna take your attention now to exhibit 11. And that would 

be page 252. And I guess 251 in the very beginning of that, 

it's your profit and loss statement. Do you see that? 

I do. 

Okay and when looking over that document, we have on 252, we 

have your net profit right there at the bottom. What's that 

number? 

Uh, I mean that's the, that is the number that is calculatedly, 

the system's calculating for profit of the business currently 

but there's a lot that's not included in that. Depreciation is 

not included in that. Uh, I mean, so I guess I don't know what 

you're asking. 

Oh I'm asking what is the net profit? What does that say there? 

Uh, it says $123. 

Yeah, $123,065.79, right? 

Sure. 

And this is just for this year, right, you said? 

I didn't say that but I believe so. 

Okay. Yes, it'd be through January 1, 2024 through September 

12, 2024, right? 

Sure. 

Okay um, gross profit as $920,000.00, and that's just within the 

eight months, right? 

Okay. 

Um, and now you stated um, you have employees but for employees 
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you, they were all drivers except for Olga, is that fair? 

Um, I believe at the time this was (inaudible), yeah. 

Okay I want you to look at, under your operating expenses you 

have general and administrative and it's, what's that amount? 

Says $110,000.00. 

So that has to be to either you or Olga, right? 

Well no, I mean that, that's not a payment to anybody Sir, 

that's a, that, that's a bunch of dif f erent things rolled up 

into one number. Office supplies, licenses, insurance costs, 

all stuff is in there. Again, I 'm not a, an accountant, I go 

through this with my CPA's at the end of the year so this, from, 

Sep-September. 

And you have labor at $163, 000.00. You're saying that woul d be 

to the, your drivers? 

Uh, probably, yeah. 

Well what is it though? I mean , I wanna know what e xa c tly that 

labor means? 

Yes . 

That inc ludes Olga too? 

No. 

Oka y s o then the answer to tha t is just the drivers? 

Sure. 

Okay but then you have the leas e hauler compens a tion, and I j us t 

wan t to , you' re saying that you als o pay truc kers this l e ase 

h a uler compensati on , r i g h t ? 
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Correct. 

Okay. Are those people that you are essentially hiring as 

independent contractors? 

Yes we have a company that's working as an independent 

contractor. 

And you don't dispute taking cash draws, right? 

I, I guess I, I don't understand the question or what I'm d-s­

disputing or not. I mean, I don't, I've taken cash the business 

to pay cash expenses. I've taken, I'm sure if I'm taken cash 

I've marked it as an owner's draw if it was personal but I don't 

take, I don't do that typically very often, is what I'm saying. 

Yeah-

And so I don't really know how to answer your question. 

Do you pay life insurance to the business? 

Uh, I am, I don't, no. I have, I have to maintain insurance f or 

an SBA loan I have as requirement. It gets paid through the 

business. 

Okay that's not listed obviously then on your expenses, right? 

It's just in the gen-it's not, it's not broke out like that. 

But yes it would be in here. 

Um, I c an point you to the account but I'm just wondering, we 

saw there's a Best Buy payment. What is that £or? 

Um, our computer or office supplies. 

Okay and is it fair that you like to use Venmo to make payments 

through the business? 
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I mean at times, sure. 

Okay? 

Where it's prudent, it makes sense, absolutely. 

And we don't see that in the draws or, I mean it's not reall y 

accounted for in your profit and loss statement? 

I, it wouldn't be broke out as a separate line item it would 

coded to whatever expense it's for . Whatever the expenditure 

is. 

And--

I've bought, I've bought tools and equipment on Facebook Market 

Place. This is a small busine ss man, I can't go out and just 

buy everything from a large company. I have to sometimes buy 

stuff from individuals that are selling items that can b e used 

in our business and so Venmo's a great option for t hat. It's 

safe and it's secure. 

--Well I think, I think the issue Casey, is t hat we're just 

trying to figure out your income here and I mean would you agree 

that at l e ast your budget of $11,000 and whatever i t is, doesn't 

match with what you're saying you take in for income. 

When t his agree-I wouldn't agree with that s tatement, no. 

And it doesn't match your P and L s t a t ement . 

I disagree with that. 

Well um, this is your motion to p rove your income, r ight? 

Yes but you're trying- you're t rying to tell me Sir what my 

income is and I don't a gr ee with what you're s a y i n g . 
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Okay. 

MR. PETERSON: Thank you, Your Honor. That's all I have. 

THE COURT: I think we've touched on exhibit 10? 

MR. PETERSON: I'd move to admit 10, Your Honor. I believe 

it is--

MR. GALBRAITH: No, no objection. 

THE COURT: Ten will be admitted. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

(BY MR. GALBRAITH) Casey, would your 2023 tax return be the bes t 

and truest and most accurate representation of your income that 

you could provide to this Court? 

A hundred percent. 

And as we discussed earlier, even if the entirety of your 

depreciation is disallowed, your annual income in 2023 was 

$18,715.00? 

Sure, yes. 

And your monthly income was $1,560.00? 

Yes. 

If there is any confusion as to your income, are you okay with 

the Court using your tax return which is generally relied u pon 

by Courts on a daily basis, sometimes as the sole a nd only 

evidence in establishing income? 

Yes. 

You've tried your best t o identify what you've pulled from the 

company in 202 4, hav e you not? 

TRV 1 p. 48 



1 A 

2 Q 

3 A 

4 Q 

5 

6 A 

7 Q 

8 

9 

10 A 

11 Q 

12 A 

13 Q 

14 

15 A 

16 Q 

17 A 

18 Q 

19 

20 

21 A 

22 Q 

23 

24 

25 

A hundred percent. 

Are you an accountant? 

No. 

Has Casey Peterson audited the profit and loss statement that is 

included in exhibit 11? 

No. 

Just by way of example, the cost of goods sold that's identified 

in your profit and loss statement is zero dollars, do you see 

that? 

Yes. 

Your cost of goods sold last year was $347,000.00? 

Yes. 

You as you are doing the books for your business enter, you put 

entries into some type of software, is that right? 

Yes. 

What type of software do you use? 

I use a software called Zoho Books (phonetic). 

And do you hand that software over to Casey Peterson at the end 

of the year for purposes of determining what your income 

actually is? 

Yes. 

And so for example if you or I or anyone e lse who owns a 

business go to Best Buy and I buy a $5,000 .00 tv for my house on 

a personal credit card, Casey Peterson's gonna loolc at that and 

identify that I took a personal draw for $5,000.00 even though I 
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1 STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA) 
) ss. 

2 COUNTY OF PENNINGTON ) 

3 

CERTIFICATE 

4 I hereby certify that the proceedings in the above-entitled 

5 action were fully and accurately recorded at the time and place set 

6 forth above and that the recording has been preserved in an unaltered 

7 condition. 

s Dated this 21st day of January, 2025. 

9 
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20 

21 

22 
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25 

Georgine Woilf 
Court Recorder 

v 

I hereby certify that the transcript of proceedings in the above­

entitled action is a true and accurate transcript based on the 

electronic recording. 

Dated this 29th day of January, 2025. 

Georgine wdlf l/ 

Court Transcriptionist 
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Jennifer Mellendorf 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Tuesday, September 17, 2024 12:36 PM 
nick@rushmorelaw.com; 'Robert Galbraith'; Shaffer, Sheila 
Shaffer, Sheila; 'Jennifer Mellendorf'; 'Logan Pokorny' 
RE: 51DIV20-166 

As there appears to be some.confusion as to items of discovery needed for hearing tomorrow, the Court is going to 
continue the hearing. The deadline to disclose all supporting documents to the other side will be Wednesday 
September 25th or it will be excluded. Also, the Court does not see that any exhibits having been filed. At this point I am 
stiH inclined to allow Mr. Galbraith's client to appear via ZOOM, but I am open to revisit after Mr. Peterson has reviewed 
recent documents. Sheila will set up new date. 

Scott A.Roetze1 I OrcuitJudge 
Unified J'l!ldidal System I 71h Circui1l:Court 
3:15 St. Joseph s-::reet I Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.l571 I Fx: 60 5.394,6628 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2024 8:40 AM 
To: 'Robert Galbraith' <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; 'Logan 
Pokorny' <logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

Again, Mr. Galbraith is not being forthcoming. This is Mr. Galbraith's motion to modify child support, 
and it is his burden to support his motion by filing documentation that shows what his client's income 
is, which he did not do. I objected to the motion at the hearing on March 21st and Judge Pfeifle had 
the parties schedule an evidentiary hearing. Further, I have been prepared on my end but have been 
unable to calculate the child support amount because I have not documentation regarding Mr. 
Bulyca's income until Friday. I am baffled Mr. Galbraith believes we can have a hearing on a motion 
to modify child support with no supporting documentation as to his client's income. Instead, he 
continues to divert attention as though I am not prepared. He has never requested documentation 
from me, and the two pages my client served represent my client's annual income. Had Mr. Galbraith 
filed all of the supporting documentation to support his motion in February, this matter would have 
been resolved. 

If we have the hearing, I believe Mr. Bulyca will need to be present because I will have extensive 
cross-examination regarding hundreds of pages of discovery. Mr. Bulyca is self-employed and owns a 
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trucking company so figuring out his income will involve extensive testimony regarding distributions, 

draws, and expenses paid through the business. 

The Court's consideration is appreciated. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 {Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2024 8:15 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; nick@rushmorelaw.com 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 

<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

This is simply a child support modification hearing. My client's motion has been pendingfor7 months. He would 
like to get this matter heard. The Motion was filed on February 16 and a hearing scheduled for March 21 . The 
Plaintiff was not ready for that hearing. During the beginning of July, the parties scheduled this hearing for July 31. 
There was no mention of needed discovery. In the discussion a month later, just before the July 31 hearing, Mr. 
Peterson represented that he and his client were ready for the hearing. The Court ordered a continuance so the 
parties could exchange exhibits. Instead, the Plaintiff sent extensive discovery. My client has responded. I 
certainly understand the rationale behind the Court's question. My client has fully and completely answered 
discovery that could have been sent anytime for the last 6-7 months. In return, my client has been provided with 2 
pages of documents from the Plaintiff. My client would like to proceed and is not asking for a continuance, 
however, I have advised him that it is certainly possible that the Court will set a new date. We will await Mr. 
Peterson's responses and/or any further instruction from the Court. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@uis.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2024 7:36 AM 
To: nick@rushmorelaw.com; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 
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<logan@nooneysolay.com> 

Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Given the documents recently provided, the conflict between parties and the request for personal appearance, the 

Court would be willing to set a new date for this hearing to allow parties to get organized. Thoughts? 

Scott A. Roetz el I Circuit Judge 
U1nifi ed JU1dicfal System I 7 th Circuft Court: 

:H.s St.Joseph street] ~apid city, SD s?ioi 
Ph: 605394.2511 1 Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 

Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 3:48 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Robert Galbraith' <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; 'Logan 

Pokorny' <logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20·166 

Judge Roetzel, 

Mr. Galbraith has been less than forthcoming with the Court. He insinuates he has attempted to 
connect with my office. At no time has Mr. Galbraith reached out to my office via phone, email, or 
the filing of any document to exchange information in this matter. Pursuant to the Court's email on 
July 29th, my understanding was we need to send out discovery requests. I did so on August 6th

- Mr. 
Galbraith's paralegal requested those interrogatories and requests for production of documents via 
Word that same day, and my paralegal sent it to them. On September 10th I had yet to receive any 
documentation and sent a Meet and Confer Letter regarding the missing discovery, which I filed with 
the Court. On Friday, my office received 428 pages of documentation. 

I have not received the pre-marked exhibits Mr. Galbraith is advising to the Court. I would ask for the 
Court's assistance in ordering Mr. Galbraith to provide the pre-marked exhibits he is referring 
to. Pursuant to the Court's email, l will send him my client's exhibits, which I anticipate will include 
approximately 200 of the 428 pages of discovery sent from Mr. Galbraith. 

Furthermore, I understand the Court has already granted the request for a Zoom appearance, 
however, I have been waiting for him to file a motion so ! could file a formal objection, as I do not 
believe this evidentiary hearing can be facilitated via Zoom. There are many inconsistencies in my 
short review of the documentation, and there appears to be a misrepresentation of Mr. Bulyca's 
income in their calculation of child support. I have yet to see how they have reached that number, as 
he provided no documentation to support it. Since Mr. Bulyca has known about this hearing since 
August 1 't, I would ask the Court to reconsider given the timeliness of the request and necessity to 
review numerous financial documents in-person. 

Nicholas J. Peterson 
Pasqualucci & Peterson P.C. 
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550 N. 5th Street 
Rapid City, SD 57701 

605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 
Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 1:56 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer MeUendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 

<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

The Court will allow ZOOM for this hearing. Also, Mr. Peterson please send over any exhibits immediately and if unable 

to do so, we will discuss at hearing whether any exhibits will be allowed. 

Seo tt A. Roetz el I Circuit Judg,e 
Unified 1 l!ldfcial System I 7t1, a rcuit Count 

315 St. Joseph Street ! Rapid City, SD 57701 
Ph: 605.394.2:571 I Fx: 605.394.6628 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2024 12:56 PM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@uis.state.sd.us>; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com>; Logan Pokorny 

<logan@nooneysolay.com> 
Subject: RE: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

This matter is scheduled for this Wednesday at 1 :OD p.m. lam providing to the Court a courtesy copy of the Motion 
for Zoom Appearance for my client. When Judge Pfeifle allowed my client to select between an evidentiary hearing 
before the Court and a referral to a referee, my client had the knowledge through my office that Judge Pfeifle's 
personal preference was to allow zoom appearances on shorter hearings such as this one. It was expected that 
this hearing would be conducted in front of Judge Pfeifle. If it is this Court's preference to request live testimony, 
that is certainly okay, but it was not what my client expected when setting this hearing. My client lives in Alabama 
and is currently working in Ohio. If the Court says he needs to be here he will book a flight today and he will be 
here. However, the travel expense for a relatively short hearing is definitely burdensome. I have pre-marked only 6 
exhibits, including the child support calculation supplied with the motion. I do not expect his testimony on direct 
will take more than 20 minutes. 

The Court also asked the parties to exchange exhibits prior to the hearing. Mr. Peterson and I were unable to 
connect to arrange for that. Having not been able to connect with him, I provided him my exhibits last week, along 
with 400 pages of discovery responses from my client (which I also don't think the Court anticipated when it 
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ordered the continuance). I have yet to receive anything in response. I would ask for the Court's assistance in 
ordering that the Plaintiff provide her proposed exhibits immediately. 

-Rob 

RobertJ. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 20241:38 PM 
To: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com>; Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila .Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer Mellendorf <jenn ife r@rushmorelaw.com> 

Subject: RE: 51DlV20-166 

The Court will GRANT to continuance at Plaintiffs request. Please contact Sheila regarding a new date that works for 
both parties. Be advised, that the deadline for production of documents will be 30 days before that date. As far as the 
ZOOM request, I wilf take under advisement, but I am inclined to require all parties to be present. 

Scott A.Roetzel I CircuitJudge 
u1nified Juidfcial System I 7 1' Circuit Court 
315 St.Joseph Street J Aapfd City, SD 57701 
Ph: 60S.394.2:S71 I F.~: 60S.394.6628 

From: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 1:07 PM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: .Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us>; Jennifer 
Mellendorf <jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Your Honor, 

I will not address the lengthy email except to say that it is patently false that we are not prepared on our end. I have 
all of my client's information. We have been waiting to receive Casey's information so that I could file a response. 
When a party files for a modification, documentation to support the motion is required. Nothing but a new child 
support calculation sheet has been provided. Nothing was filed by Mr. Galbraith to support that child support 
should be modified. No income information whatsoever from Casey Bulyca has been filed. This is not my motlon. It 
is Defendant's burden to support his motion. I have all ofmy client's information and have been waiting to 
calculate child support, but cannot do so without Casey's information. 
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Further, it now appears that his client in not appearing in person. I object to any Zoom appearance by the 
Defendant. His appearance is necessary as I will need to examine him regarding his information, which has yet to 
be provided. 

I also have no issue with the hearing proceeding on Wednesday but would require Casey's income documentation 

and his appearance to do so. 

Sent from my iPhone 

On Jul 29, 2024, at 11 :57 AM, Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay,com> wrote: 

Judge Roetzel and Mr. Peterson, 

I wanted to provide a little more clarification for the Court in light of Judge Pfeifle's retirement. The 
parties had a hearing in September of last year involving a request to modify alimony. Both parties 
were deposed regarding their income prior to that hearing, and information including their income, 
budgets, and finances were fully presented to the Court. In February, my client filed a Motion to 
Amend Child Support. That document, a copy of which is attached, provided that the proposed 
support calculation (which was attached) utilized the parties' income numbers fully developed for 
the prior hearing. A hearing was noticed from March 21 {also attached). There was no objection, 
response, request for information, or communication whatsoever received between the filing of the 
motion and the hearing. In fact, Mr. Peterson acknowledged at the hearing on March 21 that he 
either did not see or open the Motion and Notice of Hearing or had forgotten about them until he 
saw this case on the Court's calendar in the courthouse while at another hearing that same 
morning. He acknowledged that he did not have any information to provide to the Court and 
complained that he hadn't received any information or a phone call leading up to the hearing, 
before admitting to Judge Pfeifle based on the Court's questioning that he did receive the Notice of 
Hearing on this issue for that day. Mr. Peterson asked that the matter be referred to a referee or that 
an evidentiary hearing be set so that he could present necessary information on behalf of his client. 
Judge Pfeifle indicated that perhaps Mr. Peterson and his client didn't get to fully develop their 
record on child support at the prior hearing so he would allow for an evidentiary hearing or refer to a 
referee at my client's option. Thereafter, either Mr. Peterson or his client were not available for any 
of the dates offered by Judge Pfeifle to hear this matter {I can certainly provide the emails with the 
Judge Pfeifle if the court wants to see them). After Judge Pfeifle's retirement, this matter was reset 
with Judge Roetzel. Again, there have been no requests, no discovery, and not a single 
communication from Mr. Peterson or his client until this email two days before the hearing (his 
objection would have been due by statute, first on March 14, 2024and now by July 24, 2024). These 
issues, if theywere actual issues, could have been addressed during the emails between the Court 
and counsel 30 days ago when this hearing was scheduled, but they were not. Interestingly enough, 
while Mr. Peterson complains to the Court that he hasn't received any lnformation from my client, 
Mr. Peterson fails to point out that his client has a new job and has not provided any information 
whatsoever, including a proposed calculation to be included in his response/objection, all issues 
that we anticipatedwould be addressed at the evidentiary hearing. The fact that Mr. Peterson 
and/or his client are again ill prepared to deal with issues before the Court despite more than five 
months to do so is no reason for a continuance or fees. 
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But, again, my client will take the high road. The objection itself does not seek a continuance. It 
simply states that the motion should be denied due to lack of supporting documentation (although 
it was Mr. Peterson who demanded that the supporting documentation be provided via an 
evidentiary hearing). Mr. Peterson's email seeks a continuance. If a continuance is to be granted, 
my client would request that any such continuance be granted on the following conditions: (1) that 
there be a formal order indicatingtt,e continuance is being granted at Plaintiff's request; (2) thatthe 
Order include deadlines by which the parties will exchange all income information, paystubs, etc., 
including any documents or evidence to be introduced at trial; (3) that my client be permitted to 
appear via zoom at the continued hearing. 

I apologize for the necessity to make a position statement by email, but I will need to advise my 
client sooner rather than later of the results of Mr. Peterson•s untimely request. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

From: nick@rushmorelaw.com <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:11 AM 
To: 'Roetzel, Judge Scott' <Scott.Roetzel@uis.state.sd.us>; Robert Galbraith 
<Robert@nooneysolay.com>; 'Shaffer, Sheila' <Sheila.Shaffer@ujs.state.sd.us> 

Cc: 'Jennifer Mellendorf' <Jennifer@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51D1V20-166 

Judge Roetzel and Counsel, 

Defendant has yet to provide the financial documents needed to adequately 
prepare for an evidentiary hearing on the motion to modify child support in this 
matter. Specifically, I have not been provided Mr. Bulyca's current income 
documentation to support a modification of child support, including any 
information to support Defendant experienced a change in employment. In an 
effort to save time, I would request the Court to either continue the matter to 
another date to allow the parties to exchange the necessary documents and 
potentially reach a resolution, or have the parties work with a child support 
referee to determine whether a modification of child support is appropriate. My 
client is willing to work with a child support referee to reduce costs. 

Please let me know if there are any questions, or if there is anything else needed 

from me. 

Thanks, 
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Nicholas J. Peterson 

Pasqualucci & Peterson P .C. 
550 N. 5th Street 

Rapid City, SD 57701 
605-721-8821 
605-593-8896 (Fax) 

Nick@rushmorelaw.com 

From: Roetzel, Judge Scott <Scott.Roetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 2024 11:49 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com>; Shaffer, Sheila <Sheila.Shaffer@uis.state.sd.us> 
Cc; Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

Hello. Yes. Please coordinate with Sheila. 

<image001.png> 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Monday, July 1, 202411:13 AM 
To: Roetzel, Judge Scott <ScottRoetzel@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject; FW: [EXT] 51DIV20-166 

Bulyca v. Bulyca; 51 DIV20-166 

Judge Roetzel, 

There is a Motion to Amend Child Support pending in this matter. There was no response filed to the 
motion, but Mr. Peterson appeared at the hearing and asked that lt either be referred to a referee or 
an evidentiary hearing be set. Judge Pfeifle ruled that he would orderwhichever was requested by 
my client. I have included a short portion of the emails with Judge Pfeifle below confirming that it 
was to be set for an evidentiary hearing. Unfortunately, we were not able to find a date that works 
for everyone before Judge Pfeifle's retirement. I believe two hours will be sufficient. Would you like 
us to coordinate the hearing through you or court administration? Thanks in advance for your t ime 
and consideration. 

-Rob 

Rohen J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 
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From: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:10 AM 
To: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 

Subject: RE: 51DIV20-166 

I do recall the request and the response for a hearing. I will set a hearing based upon that 
response. Finding a couple hours may be challenging; I'll do that once out of trial. 

CAP 

From: Robert Galbraith <Robert@nooneysolay.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 10:05 AM 
To: Pfeifle, Judge Craig <Craig.Pfeifle@ujs.state.sd.us> 
Cc: Nick Peterson <nick@rushmorelaw.com> 
Subject: [EXTJ 51DIV20-166 

Judge Pfeifle, 

As the Court may recall, we had a hearing on the attached Motion to Amend Child Support on 
March 21. Mr. Peterson, on behalf of Ms. Bulyca, asked that the matter either be submitted to a 
referee or for an evidentiary hearing. I would like to get this matter on the calendar for an 
evidentiary hearing on my client's motion. I think two hours would be sufficient. Please let me know 
ifwe should coordinate through you or court administration. 

-Rob 

Robert J. Galbraith 
NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 
PHONE: 605-721-5846 

<2024.02.16 Motion to Amend Child Support.pdb 
<2024.02.16 Notice of Hearing.pdb 
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Child Support Obligation Calculator 

This child 6UJlPOr1: obligation calculator is based on the South Dakota Child Support Guideline law:s and is intended to provide the basic 
support obligation for child support for combined monthly Net Income to $30,000. Deviations and adjustments (for child care, visitation, or 
other factors) the court may allow are not included in the calculation of the basic support obligation. All amounts list.ed must be monthly. 

It is presumed a parent is capable of earning at least minimum wage except as provided in SDCL 7,_~7-6.26. If disabled, use actual amount of 
bcuefiE. . 

Select the number of childn:n for this obligation calculation. 1 0.2 .~· cliildren. 

Gross Monthly Income: 
• Required.Field. 

Parent.I 
Non-Custodial 

$'13014 

Parent 2. 
CUstodial 

* si7573 

Deductions to Gross Income: The FIT, Social Security and Medicare deductions will auromatically formulate when you click on calculate. 

Comments:.· 

Comments:· 

FIT (Federal Income Tax Wftliheld)" · S 2251 · 

Social Security S 807 · 

Medicare $ 189 

Retirement S 0 

Other Allowable Deductions See SDC):,25-7-6.7_ 

s 0 

Monthly Net Income $ 9767 

Combined Monthly Net Income S 15775 

% Combined Income 62% 

Total Support Obligation $ 3058 

lndividnaIParentSnpport Obligation $ 1896 

Non-Custodial Parent Net Income Only $ 2153 

Monthly Child Support Obligation $ 1896 

Monthly Medical Insn:rance Payment $ 591 

Amount AdjUsted for Medical $ 225 

Adjusted Monthly Child Support Obligation $ 1671 

$985 
$470 

$110 

......... ··1 

........ J 
:1 j .., · , 

sio 

····· : 
I 

$6008 

38% 

$1162 

· 1 

$0 

Medical insurance is considered reasonable in cost if the cost attributable to file child is equal to or less than 8% of the net income, after 
proportionate medical support credit is applied, of the parent ordered to maintain insurance, and the amount is specified in the order. 
(SDCL15-7-6.16) 

Parent 1 8% Limit $ 781 

Parent 2 8% Limit $ 481 

The calculator provides ollly an estimate and is not a guarantee of the amount of child support 1hat may be ordered 
may affect the ammmt of child support awarded. 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

The parties agree that this Court has jurisdiction of this appeal. 

Throughout Appellant's Reply Brief, citations to the pleadings will 

continue to be referred to as Settled Record ("SR") and the numbers 

assigned by the Clerk, and the pleading and any further designation as 

appropriate, e.g. "SR 273, Motion to Amend Child Support." References 

to the documents in the Appellant's Appendix (filed with the Appellant's 

initial Brief) will be referred to by the specified document and designation 

to the Appendix, e.g. "Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

and Order, App. at A-001-010." Citations to evidentiary hearing 

transcript will be designated by reference to the trial transcript and page 

and line number, e.g. 'TI, p. 48:9 - 48: 16." 

The Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca will continue to be referred to as 

"Casey" and the Appellee, Linnea Carol Bulyca, will continue to be 

referred to as "Linnea." 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

Linnea, in her Appellee's Brief, provides a recitation of facts leading 

up to the hearing on Casey's Motion to Amend Child Support. Much of 

that recitation is spent seemingly attacking Casey's counsel for not 

providing notices of hearing (for hearing dates that were agreed upon by 

counsel either by joint email or in Court) or providing facts related to the 

multitude of hearings leading up to the evidentiary hearing. While Casey 
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does not agree with Linnea's recitation of those facts, 1 Casey did not 

address the pre-hearing issues in his Appellant's Brief and does not do 

so here, as there is nothing related to the pre-hearing issues on appeal in 

this file. The parties seemingly agree that the only issue before this Court 

is whether the trial court erred in denying Casey's Motion to Amend 

Child Support. However, should the Court want an accurate 

representation of the pre-hearing procedural issues, those issues were 

more fully set forth, with exhibits and citations to the record in the 

Defendant's Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. App. at 

B-001-0068; Proposed Findings of Fact No. 4 through 18 with Exhibits 1 

1 The seemingly personal attacks made in Linnea's Appellee' s Brief are concerning and it can only be 
assumed (since nearly all of them have no bearing on the issues before this Court on appeal) that they are 
included as some attempt to impugn the credibility of Casey or his counsel. By way of example, the 
Appellee's Brief states: 

First, it is important to clarify the record, as Appellant's brief is replete with misstatements of fact, 
beginning with the date of the divorce. The decree was signed on :May 24, 2021. SR p. 82. 
However, Appellant's brief incorrectly states the date as :May 25, 2021. See Appellant's Brief, p. 
3. 

See Appellee 's Brief, at p. 8. However, the Appellant's Brief very clearly and accurately states: 

The Court's Decree of Divorce, signed on May 24, 2021 and filed on :May 25, 2021, set child 
support consistent with the parties' Stipulation. SR 082. 

See Appellant's Brief, p. 5. Linnea's citation to page 3 of the Appellant's Brief is presumably to the portion 
of the Appellant's Brief that reads: 

On May 25, 2021, the Plaintiff, Linnea Carol Bulyca (hereinafter "Linnea") and the Defendant, 
Casey Ray Bulyca (hereinafter "Casey") were divorce by the trial court (the Honorable Craig 
Pfeifle), through the filing of a Decree of Divorce. SR 082. 

See Appellant 's Brief, p. 3. Under South Dakota law, "[a] judgment or an order becomes complete and 
effective when reduced to writing, signed by the court or judge, attested by the clerk and filed in the clerk's 
office." SDCL § 15-6-58a. Casey's statement that the parties were divorced on May 25, 2021 is accurate 
under the South Dakota Rules of Civil Procedure. While Judge Pfeifle signed the Decree of Divorce on 
May 24, 2021, as stated by both parties, the Decree of Divorce was not filed by the Clerk until May 25, 
2021. It is unknown what, if any, bearing Linnea believes this has on this appeal. 
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through 9. 

Both Casey and Linnea agree that the parties' Stipulation and 

Property Settlement Agreement for Child Custody, Visitation, and Child 

Support and the Court's Decree of Divorce set Casey's child support 

obligation to Linnea at $2,377 per month. SR 055, 082; Appellee's Brief, 

pp. 2-3, 5. The parties further agree that the child support obligation, 

entered on May 25, 2021 including child support in the amount of 

$1,682 and daycare expenses in the amount of $695. See Appellee's 

Brief, pp. 2-3, 5. Finally, the parties agree that there were no 

modifications of child support from May 25, 2021 until Casey filed his 

Motion to Amend Child Support on February 16, 2024. SR 273. While 

not stated as explicitly as the above facts , seemingly the parties do not 

disagree that there is no requirement for Casey to show a change in 

circumstances under SDCL § 25-7-6.13. 

ARGUMENT 

I. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED WHEN IT REFUSED TO CALCULATE 
CHILD SUPPORT 

A. CASEY PROVIDED ADEQUATE INFORMATION. AS PROVIDED 

FOR BY STATUTE. FOR THE COURT TO MAKE A FINDING 
REGARDING CASEY'S INCOME 

By statute, "[t]he court setting the support shall have the authority 

to require periodic adjustments in the support." SDCL§ 25-7-6.11. 

South Dakota law is clear on how to calculate child support. First, each 
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parties' new monthly income must be determined. Before going any 

further, the parties agreed and the Court found that Linnea's income had 

substantially increased since the original child support order. 

Specifically, the Court found that "Linnea's income at the time of filing of 

divorce was calculated at $2 ,895 per month." App. at A-002; Finding of 

Fact No. 9. Linnea's income at the time of the hearing was $7,573 per 

month. See Plaintiff's Exhibit 3; TI, p. 3: 12 - 5:8; App. at A-006; Finding 

of Fact Nos. 59-60. 

Linnea does not dispute that h er income increased by more than 

2.5 times her date of divorce income (upon which the prior child support 

calculation was made). Even if the Court did not find that Casey's income 

had changed, or if the Court imputed Casey's income, a new child 

support calculation should have been completed based on the change in 

Linnea's income alone. However, Linnea argues, without any legal 

support, that a modification should be denied based on Casey 's failure to 

provide sufficient evidence of his income. Even if Casey's income had not 

cha nged, the change in Linnea's income would require a child support 

modification. However, even in addressing Linnea 's arguments, Ca sey 

provided all of the information required by statute, and all documents 

and informa tion requested in discovery rela ted to his income. Under 

SDCL § 25-7-6 .3, "[t ]h e monthly n et income of each paren t shall be 

determined by the parent's gross income less allow able deductions , a s set 
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forth in this chapter." Because Casey is self-employed, his income 

constitutes "[s]elf-employment income including gain, profit, or loss from 

a business, farm, or profession[.]" Id. In looking at Casey's gross income, 

further statutory guidance provides: 

Gross income from a business, profession, farming, rentals, 
royalties, estates, trusts, or other sources, are the net profits or 
gain, or net losses shown on any or all schedules filed as part of 
the parents' federal income tax returns or as part of any federal 
income tax returns for any business with which he is associated, 
except that the court may allow or disallow deductions for federal 
income taxation purposes which do not require the expenditure of 
cash, including, but not limited to, depreciation or depletion 
allowances, and may further consider the extent to which 
household expenses, automobile expenses, and related items are 
<led uctible or partially <led uctible for income tax purposes. In the 
event a court disallows depreciation, it may consider necessary 
capital expenditures which enhance the parent's current income 
for child support purposes. 

SDCL § 25-7-6.6. At trial, Casey introduced into evidence his 2022 tax 

return and W-2 (IT, p. 14: 15 - 15: 12; Defendant's Exhibits 3 and 4), his 

2023 tax return (IT, p. 16: 16 - 16:24; Defendant's Exhibit 2; Appellant's 

App. at D), and the total draws Casey and his live-in girlfriend, Olga, who 

also operates the business, had taken in 2024 (IT, p. 9: 15 - 10:25; 

Defendant's Exhibit 1; Appellant's App. at C) . Casey provided exte nsive 

testimony regarding his tax returns, draws, and the business operations. 

Casey provided extensive testimony regarding each of the expenses or 

deductions included in his 2023 tax return and whether those expenses 

or deductions were out-of-pocket costs or did not require the expenditure 

of cash. IT, p. 18:4 - 24: 15. Other than depreciation, Casey testified that 
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each and every expense or deduction in his 2023 tax return was an 

actual cost paid by Bulldawg Enterprises. Casey agreed that his 

depreciation should not be included as a deduction in calculating his 

income. 

Linnea admits in the Appellee's Brief that "[t]he Court heard 

extensive testimony regarding Casey's budget and his alleged decrease in 

income. Casey submitted tax returns, bank statements, and a personal 

budget, but failed to provide any credit card statements, leaving 

important gaps in his income information and alleged financial 

hardship." See Appellee's Brief, p. 5. In breaking down this statement, 

Linnea admits that extensive testimony was provided to the Court by 

which the Court could have determined Casey's income, including 

examination or cross-examination related to Casey's tax returns and 

bank statements. 

Linnea seems to get caught up and focused on Casey's "budget", 

both at trial and on appeal. However, the "budget" that Linnea 

introduced at trial as Exhibit 10 was the "budget" that Casey provided at 

trial on September 12, 2023, in support of his Motion to Amend Alimony 

Obligation and to Modify Visitation Schedule. SR 157. (Plaintiffs Exhibit 

10 introduced at trial on November 6, 2024 is identical to SR 235 Exhibit 

1 - Budget, which was introduced by Casey at the September 12, 2023 

hearing on alimony). While Casey's "budget" may have been relevant to a 
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determination of alimony, the budget does not have any impact on the 

trial court's calculation of child support. While Linnea also references 

Casey's "alleged financial hardship", there was no deviation requested by 

either party at the trial court level which would require the Court to 

explore an alleged financial hardship. Finally, Linnea argues that Casey 

did not provide his credit card statements. Interestingly enough, there is 

nothing by statute which indicates that Casey's credit card statements 

are relevant (and Court's likely calculate child support 99% of the time 

without credit card statements), and Linnea did not make any request for 

Casey to provide his credit card statements. To the contrary, Linnea's 

Appellee's Brief seems to argue both the Casey did not provide enough 

documentation and that Casey provided too much documentation (428 

pages of documents responsive to Linnea's discovery). See Appellee's 

Brief, pp. 4, 5. 

Linnea attempts within the Appellee's Brief to distinguish the cases 

cited by Casey. Casey provided several South Dakota cases wherein the 

trial court was reversed for denying a request to modify child support. 

See Ostwald v. Ostwald, 331 N.W.2d 64 (S.D. 1983), Fossum v. Fossum, 

374 N.W.2d 100 (S.D. 1985), Muenster v. Muenster, 2009 S.D. 23, 764 

N.W.2d 712. However, Linnea does not provide this Court with any 

authority to support her argument that the trial court may deny a m otion 

to modify child support when both parties have changed jobs, both 

7 



parties have different income, and there is no evidence that childcare 

expenses included in the original calculation no longer exist. Even if the 

cases cited were distinguishable, the legal holdings still apply. Child 

support should be calculated based on the parents "present ability to pay 

and the children's present needs." Fossum, 374 N.W.2d 100, 101-02. "A 

proper application of the statutes [] requires the trial court to calculate [a 

parent's] monthly child support based on his actual earnings. The 

parties' net monthly income is then combined to determine the 

appropriate support obligation." Muenster, 2009 S.D. 23, ,i 30. The trial 

court must calculate child support based on the partie s ' actual and 

current earnings. There is no South Dakota authority to deny a child 

support modification when both parties' incomes have changed simply 

because the opposing party or the trial court believe that determining 

one of the party's incomes is difficult. 

B. CASEY DID NOT HA VE ANY EVIDENCE OF, OR OBLIGATION TO 
PRODUCE EVIDENCE OF LINNEA'S DAYCARE EXPENSES 

Linnea n ext argues that did n o t provide a n y evidence of d aycare 

expenses, or the lack thereof, tha t Ca sey wa ived any argument tha t there 

are n o d a ycare expenses. Specifically, Linnea a rgues: 

Furthermore, it is sta ted throughout Appella nt's brief tha t there 
was no te stimony r egarding daycare expense s "because there were 
not any." Appellant's Brief p. 6. This sta tement is misleading at 
best. There are current and ongoing daycare expenses related to 
the children. Neither party testified about daycare expenses and 
Casey's Motion to Amend Child Support failed to address daycare 
expenses. Put simply , the fact that neither party testified about 
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daycare does not mean the costs do not exist. Since Casey is the 
party requesting to modify the current child support order, he 
would have needed to address the issue in his motion and at the 
hearing. Accordingly, the assertion that daycare costs are no 
longer incurring is misleading to the Court, unsupported by the 
record, and the issue should be considered waived by Appellant. 

See Appellee's Brief, p. 8. Linnea is right that neither party introduced 

any evidence that any daycare expenses exist. In fact, to the extent there 

are current daycare expenses, Casey did not have any of that 

information, and was not provided any such information, until Linnea's 

counsel's assertion in the Appellee's Brief. Linnea's proposed child 

support calculation provided to the trial court did not include any 

suggestion tha t d a ycare expenses existed (Plaintiff's Exhibit 3), Linnea 

did not provide any proposed findings or conclusions related to daycare 

expenses, and Linnea did not provide any evidence or suggestion at trial 

that daycare expenses existed. 

Linnea's argument that Casey was somehow obligated to provide 

the Court with evidence of Linnea's daycare expenses is nonsensical. 

C. EVEN IF THE TRIAL COURT DID IMPUTE CASEY'S INCOME, THE 
TRIAL COURT WOULD THEN BE REQUIRED TO CALCULATED 
CHILD SUPPORT USING THE IMPUTED INCOME NUMBERS, NOT 
TO SIMPLY DENY CASEY'S MOTION 

Linnea's final argument is that the trial court imputed Casey 's 

income under SDCL § 25-7 -6.26. There are two problems with Linnea's 

argument. First, the trial court did not make a finding under SDCL § 2 5-

7 -6 .26 and any such finding would have b een an abuse of disc retion. 
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Second, even if the trial court did impute income under SDCL § 25-7-

6.26, the trial court would still be required to calculate child support (not 

simply deny the motion). 

SDCL § 25-7-6.26 provides: 

If a parent in a child support establishment or modification 
proceeding fails to furnish income or other financial information, 
the parent is in default. Income not actually earned by a parent 
may be imputed to the parent pursuant to this section. Except in 
cases of physical or mental disability or incarceration for one 
hundred eighty days or more, it is presumed for the purpose of 
determining child support in an establishment or modification 
proceeding that a parent is capable of being employed a minimum 
of one thousand eight hundred twenty hours per year at the state 
minimum wage, absent evidence to the contrary. Evidence to rebut 
this presumption may be presented by either parent. 

Income may be imputed to a parent when the parent is 
unemployed, underemployed, fails to produce sufficient proof of 
income, has an unknown employment status, or is a full-time or 
part-time student, whose education or retraining will result, within 
a reasonable time, in an economic benefit to the child for whom the 
support obligation is determined, unless the actual income is 
greater. 

In all cases where imputed income is appropriate, the amount 
imputed must be based upon the following: 

( 1) The parent's residence; 
(2) The parent's recent work and earnings history; 
(3) The parent's occupational, educational, and professional 

qualifications; 
(4) Existing job opportunities and associated earning levels in 

the community or the local trade area; 
(5) The parent's age, literacy, health, criminal record, record of 

seeking work, and other employment barriers; 
(6) The availability of employers willing to hire the parent; and 
(7) Other relevant background factors. 
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Income is not imputed to a parent who is physically or mentally 
disabled to the extent that the parent cannot earn income; who is 
incarcerated for more than one hundred eighty days; who has 
made diligent efforts to find and accept suitable work or to return 
to customary self-employment, to no avail; or when the court 
makes a finding that other circumstances exist that make the 
imputation inequitable, in which case the imputed income may 
only be decreased to the extent required to remove such inequity. 

Imputed income may be in addition to actual income and is not 
required to reflect the same rate of pay as actual income. 

Linnea argues that the trial court imputed Casey's income because 

he failed to produce sufficient proof of income. It is unknown what other 

"proof of income" that Linnea suggests should be provided. Casey 

provided his 2022 tax return and W-2, his 2023 tax return, and the total 

draws Casey and his live-in girlfriend, Olga, had taken in 2024. The trial 

court did not, and could not, hold that Casey failed to produce sufficient 

proof of his income. 

However, Linnea argues that the trial court imputed Casey's 

income, at a minimum to be $11,392." See Appellee's Brief, p. 16. 

However, if the trial court did impute Casey's income, the trial court 

would then be required to complete a calculation based off that income. 

Using the same South Dakota Department of Social Services calculator 

used by Linnea in Exhibit 3, and imputing Casey's income to $11,392 

per month, would result in a new child support obligation in the amount 

of $1,468 per month. Plaintiff's Exhibit 3 and a calculation imputing 

Casey's income to $11,392 are both included below for convenience. 

11 



f--' 

l'v 

•' Ji I n ~'r ll ~1 .. 
it ti 
tt 'l I I 
lf h h I I Ir I . 

~ ! u P 11 r 1f un1 ~ I I ii d h f f slhn 
. f a; Jf §i i Hihii 

r l11t. , 

• ', -.■..laia- I r I : ~11 = ~ "'1 
Ohl .,.l!Li ii : o • 

.. 1 'J'' ' . 
•• 

J 
·r f 11 , 

I l i 't l 
i ! ! 
I ~ ' p I 
I rl l 
I 11li' l . .; ...• I "F 

Q Q : Q u g ' I{ 
' .1 . .. - ! •. ' • • . . . I 

• • - •M- a 
0

7 

0 0: !; i ! : ~ i i 
. ' , t t 

. ' . . ~ 1 
I • - S, I .. 

._ __, - , 1_._ i : I • 

: i 

I:. 11 ~ I l11 .. ,,t 
I 1,1 
ir I It 
! ttJ 
J 11'·· 0 . I ·l i: ( a l:IJ 

I: ,Jr ,i 
t,i 1 

1 !(I ~ I rsi J 
I JI "• l tf ! ; 1f J n 
: Jlf t I ttl i' 
• l1i ~ I l1s 
I IJ l 
I JJ' I . :1 
a. II 

>-o ,_. s . 
g ...... 
~ 
trl 
~ 
p' ...... 
o' ...... 
r+ 
(;J 



Imputing Casey's Income to $11,392 

Child Support Obligation Calculator 

This child support obligation calculator is based on the South Dakol.! Child Support Guideline laws and is intended to provide the basic 
support obliga1ion for child support for combined monthly Net Income to $30,000. Doviations and adjustments (for child care, visitation, or 
other factors) the coW'I may allow are not included in the cal<ulatio11 of the basic support obligation. All amount. listed must be monthly. 

It is presumed a parent is capable of earning at least minimum wage except as provided in SDCL 25-7-6.26. lf disabled, use actual amount of 
benefits. 

Select the number of children for this obligation calculation. 02 V cbildreo. 

Gm .. Monthly Income: 
• Reciuired Field. 

Parent 1 

Non-CUstodial 

$ 1139:Z 

Parent 2 
Custodial 

• S 7573 

Deduciion• to GroS5 Income: The FIT, Social Security and Medicare deductions will automatically formulate when you click on calculate. 

FIT (Federal locome Tax Withhild) 

Soeial Seeu rity 

Medicare 

Retinment 

Other Allowable Deductions See SLJCL25-7-6,7 

Comments: 

/; 

Comments: 

/, 

Monthly N~I Income 

Combined Monthly Net lncom• 

% Combined Income 

Total Support Oi>ligation 

Individual Parent Support Oi>ligation 

Non-Custodial Parent Net Income Only 

Montbly Child Support Obligation 

Montltly Medkal Insurance Payment 

Amom1t Adj,uted for Medical 

Adjusted Mont.Illy Child Support Obligation 

S 1837 
$ 706 

$ 165 

s 0 

s 0 

$ 0 

$ 8684 

S 14710 

~9% 

$2899 

$ 1710 

$1980 

$1710 

s 591 

S 2 42 

S 1468 

$ 967 
$ 470 

$ 110 

$ 0 

s 0 

$ 0 

$ 6026 

41°/. 

$ 1189 

s 0 

$0 

Medical insurance is considered rca,onoblc in cost if the cost attributable to the child is equal to orbs than 8% of the net income. after 
proponionatemedical suppon credit is applied. of the paren1 ordered to maintain insurance. and the amount i s specified in the order. 
(SDCL 25-Ni.16) 

Parent 1 8% Limit S 61}5 
Parent 2 8% Limit S 4U 

T he calculator provides only an estimate and is no t a guarantee oftbe amount o f child suppon that may be ordered by the coun . Other factors 
may affect the amount of child suppon awarded. 
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If the trial court imputed Casey's income to $11,392, the trial court 

would have been required to modify Casey's child support obligation from 

$2,377 per month to $1,468 per month. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing arguments and authority set forth herein, the 

Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca, respectfully requests that this Court 

reverse the Court's Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order 

entered by the trial court on December 13, 2024 (Appellant's App. at A-

001-010) and remand to the trial court for a calculation of child support 

consistent with South Dakota law. 

Dated this 30th day of May, 2025. 

NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

/s/ Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 

Attorneys for Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca 
326 Founders Park Drive / P. 0. Box 8030 
Rapid City, SD 57709-8030 
(605) 721-5846 
ro bert@nooneysolay.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

Pursuant to SDCL § 15-26A-66(b)(4), I certify that this Appellant's 

Brief complies with the type volume limitation provided for in the South 

Dakota Codified Laws. This brief contains 3,078 words and 15,980 

characters with no spaces. I have relied on the word and character 

count of our word processing system used to prepare this Brief. 

Dated this 30th day of May, 2025. 

NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

/s/ Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 

Attorneys for Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca 
326 Founders Park Drive/ P. 0. Box 8030 
Rapid City, SD 57709-8030 
(605) 72 1-5846 
ro bert@nooneysolay.com 

15 



IN THE SUPREME COURT 
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA 

LINNEA CAROL BULYCA, 

Plaintiff/ Appellee, 

Appeal No. 30975 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
vs. 

CASEY RAY BULYCA, 

Defendant, Appellant 

I, Robert J. Galbraith, attorney for the Appellant, Casey Ray 
B ulyca, here by certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
Appellant's Reply Briefwas served by Odyssey File & Serve on the 30 th 

day of May, 2025 to: 

NICHOLAS J. PETERSON 
PASQUALUCCI & PETERSON LAW OFFICE 
Attorneys for Appellee, Linnea Carol Bulyca 
550 N. 5 th Street, Suite 118 
Rapid City, SD 57701 
nick@rushmorelaw.com 

NOONEY & SOLAY, LLP 

/s/ Robert J. Galbraith 
ROBERT J. GALBRAITH 

Attorneys for Appellant, Casey Ray Bulyca 
326 Founders Park Drive/P.O. Box 8030 
Rapid City, South Dakota 57709-8030 
(605) 721-5846 
ro bert@nooneysolay.com 
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