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Mount Clemens, Michigan

March 8, 1999 - at 2:42 p.m.

THE CLERK: Hannaford versus Morrison.

THE COURT: You are Mr. Hannaford?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Yes.

THE COURT: You are Miss Morrison?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Christine

Morrison.

THE COURT: Miss Morrison. This 1s

your motion.

CHRiSTINE MORRISON: Correct. 'Itvis a
motion to set aside and vacate the interim order of

the child support of July 2dth of 1998. January 19th
I told this Court that I‘ve been Off on a disability.
There is a letter from a Dr. Miller on December. 17th
of 1998, there is a letter January 26th of 1999, and
there is a disability certificate from 1-26 of ;99.

THE COURT: Didn’t we already hear

these motions?
EDWARD HANNAFORD: Yes.
THE COURT: Do you have the file,

’

Darla?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: On Januaryv 19th

it was a show cause and you were informed on that day
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that I was off on a disability, but you said T had to

procedurally do you this correctly, so on February

8th this same motion was heard in front of Frank,

Referee Ckosasy who denied a modification for child
support. This was not for a modification, this was

to vacate and set aside the interim order. It should

be noted that my file and my motion was not in front

of him.

THE COURT: What do vou mean it wae

not in front of him?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: He did not have
ny file.

THE COURT: ©Oh, the file.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Or the motion.

THE COURT: Al righ£.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: In f£front of hinm
and he was told that I had two doctors’ lettere and a
disability certificate and he denied it. I alsb told
him that they were taking out $50 more per Week.in

arrearages, and also going back to the July 20th, ‘98

order, it was ordered that I pay a hundred dollars in

child care expenses.

Can you tell me how a hundred dollars
would be reasonable for nine hours of babv-sitting

per week? I would like you to refer to this document

4
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from September 10th of 1996, Page 26, where the
plaintiff says he works from noon to three on three -.

alternating days per week and earns seventy-five

thousand per year with medical benefits,

THE COURT: Were you referring to the
final recommendation which has not yet been adopted?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Correct.

But vou cordered a hundred dollars in child care
exXpenses based on nine hours of baby-sitting a week.
I don’t think that’s reasonable. And also if you are
Shown income discrgpancies of a thousand dollars a
week, would that verify the Coﬁrt investigatihg?.

THE COURT: Well, the Court always
"

investigates as evidenced by thisg final

recommendation. ' . e

- MS. MORRISON: Buat--
' THE COURT: It says, said
investigation would indicate that the plaintiff’s net

weekly income amounts to $404.66, and the defendant's

net weekly income amounts to $1901.74. So the

investigation date, we do investigate.

e

e

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay. But

there’s also another, in 96 he claimed féur hundred

dollarse a week. that’e a eionificant income

discrepancy, wouldn’t you think? There’s
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seventy-five--

THE COURT: Ma’am, ma’am, you are not

represented by an attorney, but it’s not prober to

ask me what I think or not think. You want to maké
ctatements or give me facts and figures, fine, and
111 make my decision based upon that.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay.

THE COURT: Mr. Hannaford, you are

employed outside the home?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Yes.

PTHE COURT: What are vour work hours?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: They vary usually

from eleven until eight.
THE COURT: 11:00 a.m.?
EDWARD HANNAFQRD: Yes.

THE COURT: To eight.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: p.m.

THE COURT: p.m.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Or seven, seven or
eight.

THE COURT: Where are you currently

employed?
EDWARD HANNAFORD: Bill’s Suburban.

THE COURT: Pardon?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Bill’s Suburban.

I
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think it’s in Roseville.

THE COURT: What do you do there?
EDWARD HANNAFORD: I'm owner of the

business.

THE COURT: What type of business is
. & A4
EDWARD HANNAFORD: It’s
automotive-related, auto parts.

THE COURT: When you are at work, who

cares for the c¢child?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: When she gets home
from school I have an au pair that cares for her;

Alsa Druis (phoentic) is her name.

THE CQURT: How much do you pay her a

week?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: It’s a set amount
which is $140. The total amount comes to about $250
with agency fee. DPlus a car, plus educational

allowance, plus food and lodging.

THE COURT: All right. Miss Morrison,

where do you come up with three houfs a week based

upon that testimony?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: On the piece of
paper that I just gave you from September of 796 he

says he earns seventy-five thousand a year on
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Page 25 working from twelve to three, and on the next

page he claims he earns $400 a week in '96.

THE COURT: Did you swear them both

in?

THE CLERK: No.

THE COURT: Swear them in.

THE CLERK: Raise your right hands,
please.

Do you golemnly swear that the

-testimony you are about to give in this cauge will be

the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the

truth, so help you God?
EDWARD HANNAFORD: Yes, I do.
CHRISTINE MORRISON: I do.
THE COURT: All right. Sir, the
testimony you just gave, in other woxds, working from

eleven to eight or eleven to seven, that’s five days

a week?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Yes.

THE COURT: And you do have someone

who watches your daughter and you péy her with fringe

benefits and whatever $250 a week?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: 7Yes.

THE COURT : That’s current?

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Yes, it is.
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THE COURT: Based upon that testimony,

I feel a hundred dollars a week is more than

appropriate,

CHRISTINE MORRISON: 1Is it true that
the child support formula in the Friend of the Courﬁ

recommendation and judge’s determination can vary
when the formula, when there would be reason that

there would be an unfair or improper applying of the

formula?

THE COURT: If I understand your
gquestion, I think you mean is the Court obligated to
follow the support guidelines? The answer is'yes;
hbWever, the Court does have equitable powers and
under certaipgcircumstances can déviate from the
guidelines;ﬂ.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Is it true in the
Michigan Child Support Formula Manual under Q there’s
special consideration in determining income of
self—employed persons and business owners? |

THE COURT: Ma’am;, I’m going to say

this again. It is not my function to sit up here and

educate you with our legal system. Now, you have a

motion' I711 listen to your motion, but i;m not 3oin3

to sit up here and answer vour qguestions.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: OKay. Can you
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tell me that this is in the best interest of my

daughter? In 1982 Mr. Hannaford attempted murder,

his brother was accuced of an open murder, all his

brothers and sisters are in and out of jail, he dig

health care fraud in 1997 where Mr. Ricard defended

him, he utilizes a travel agency fraudulently by

utilizing a false I.D. number. In 1998

Detective Klein and Chrysler Corporation showed up at

- his business for stolen core units, there was no
"doubt that theyv were from Chrysler. Also, his

‘attorney introduced him to a Pam Vorheise (phoentic)

who attempted suicide and doesn’t have custodf of her

children. These are the individuals that my daughter

is confronted with. Is this in the best interest of

my daughter? . -
THE COURT: Ma’am, what motion is that
on your three-page motion?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: What motion?

THE COURT: VYes.
CHRISTINE MORRISON: This is what’s in

the best interest of the child, correct?
THE COURT: Ma‘'am, I will git up here

and I will respond to each and every motion that you
have iaised, and that’s all I will do. We are going

to take'them one at a time.

10
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CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay.

THE COURT: Set aside interim support

order dated July 28th, 1998, rehearing. What’sg the

order of July 28th, 19987

CHRISTINE MORRISON: It was an interim
order pending discovery, and it was based on a
temporary basis for a hundred seventy-five per week

in support and additional hundred per week in child

~ care expenses and fifty per week in arrearages.

THE COURT: What’s ‘the basis for the

rehearing?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I was denied
Janusry 10%h, and T was denied February 8th by
Ckosasy who said the modification for childrsupport
motion is denied. : - ‘

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Is that the order
that you are supposed to give to the Court regarding

your mental stability that I have here?

THE COURT: All right. February 8th
of 1999, Mxr. Ckosasy on behalf of Miss Liwienski

recommended that the motion of the defendant for a

modification of the interim support order be denied.

Objections were received timely on Februéfy the 8th.

Now, why are vou requesting a modification of the

interim support order?

11
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CHRISTINE MORRISON: I never requestedq

d modification. I requested to set aside and vacate

the interim order of child support of July 20th, 1994

due to a disability. T have two doctors’ letters ang

a disability certificate.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: May I see thoce

letters and certificate, Chris?

THE COURT: Hang on, sir.

Miss Morrison, if T understand You correctly you are

objecting to the interim order for payment of child
support, child care and child Support arrearage and
for health insurance coverage for minor child which

was entered on July 28th, 1998 and was signed by your

attorney; is that correct?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I did not give

her permission.
THE COURT: Your motion is denied,
CHRISTINE MORRISON: I have a
disability.‘

THE COURT: Vour motion is denied.

This Court entered that order based upon vour

attorney’s consenting to that order. That‘s a

consent order.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: oOkay. My second

motion is the motion to compel the production of

12
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documents and answers to interrogatories and taking

depositions,

by you. Once again, my motion was not in the file.
This was ordered July 20th of 1998 that he produce

these documepts within thirty days of entry of this
order. I have the papers in front of e, would you
like to see them?

THE COURT: Yes.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: ' There was also an
amended motion with this for post-judgment remedy and
relief demanded based upon the consent judgmeht of
éﬁnulment. I never signed_the papers and my attorney
never signed them, either, én& I have this in front
of me. Would you like to see that?

THE COURT: What’s the date of it?

CHRISTINE NORRISON: The date of it is
August 18th, 1997.

THE. COURT: ’97%?

CHRISTINE MORRISON-: Corroact.

THE COURT: Plaintiff’s response to

defendant’s motion to modify existing custody orders?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: No.
THE COURT: That’s August 18th.
CHRISTINE MORRISON: Do you want to

13
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give that to him?

THE COURT; Consent judgment of

annulment. What is Yyour issue regarding the Consent

Judgment of annulment?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: The validity of
it. I never_consented or signed that and neither diq
my attorney.

THE COURT: Vousr attorney did.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: He said to form

only, not content.

years ago. And that’s entitled consent judgment of

annulment.

CHRISTINE: MORRISON: Not without a

signature.
THE COURT: That was approved as to

form only, and as far as Mr. Aiello wasg concerned and

signed by Mr. Perakis, and if thare was any preblem

with that it should have been appealed a long time

ago.
CHRISTINE MORRISON:F I never
consented. Can you tell me Why on my doéiet shest I
have asked for agset discovery more than thirty
times; it was granted but the orders were nevesr

14
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complied with over and over in this court? At my

expense,

THE COURT: Give me 4 specific order.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: April 2nd of
1998, oxr the 23th, and then Mr. Perakis objected to--

EDWARD HANNAFORD: We had an
evidentiary hearing next week Scheduled for all of

this.
CHRISTINE MORRISON; Liwienski-‘s
recommended order.

THE COURT: When is the evidentiary

hearing?
' EDWARD HANNAFORD: Next Tuesday.
THE COURT: That’s--

EDWARD HANNAFORD: 16th, I believe.
THE COURT: Do either one of you have
a piece of paper indicating what that evidentiary

hearing will cover?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I don’t, no.

EDWARD HNANNAFORD = Reguest fTox

production of dbcuments.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: He was teld to
produce these several times.

EPWARD HANNAFORD: I have a file here

two inches thick that she has received.

15
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CHRISTINE MORRISON: You have in front

of you July 20th of "98. Those were Produced without

attestation to my attorney, ‘96 and 97 documents
that are in that file for exhibits,

EDWARD HANAFORD: She keeps getting
answers and ?oesn't like the answers and keeps
requesting more and that’s why we are having the
hearing next week.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: 1I‘'ve received
nothing with attestation. And on my docket sheet you
will see requests for more than thirty times for
depos, production of documents. -

THE COURT: What is your definition of
depo?

CHRISTINE: MORRISON: A deposition.

THE COURT: Yes,

CHRISTINE MORRISON: For asset
discovery. To ask, to depose him under--

THE COURT: Oh. Mer. Hannaford, was

your deposition ever taken?
EDWARD HANNAFORD: No.

THE COURT: My clerk just advised me
that 10:30 noext Tuesday that we have schéduled an
evidentiarv hearina roegarding thes=e isguso.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: That’s right.

16




10
11

12

13 .

14
15
16
17
18
19

20
21

22

23

24

25

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Correct.
THE COURT: SO Misgsg Morrison, what are

we doing here today then?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I'm asking why-

this Court has failed to fine and canction

Mr. Hannaford and his attorneys for failure to

comply.

THE COURT: Miss Morrison, I have

- scheduled an evidentiary hearing in connection with

that matter for next Tuesday at 10:30.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I understand

that.

THE COURT: I’m hereby assegging five
flundred dollars court costs for you for this motion
which is frivolous based upon that heéring for next
Tuesday.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: It is not

frivolous based upon--

THE COURT: I just made a ruling that

it is frivolous.

What else do you havé, ma’am?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: T have a motion

for the entry of the seven day orders, for denial of

counsel by Referece Connolly, Referee Liswingki,

Susan Thorman and your Honor.

17
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Ckasosy,

THE COURT: What do you mean denialvof

counsel?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: angd Frank

They denied me my next friend to assist me
and I sent them an order signing the denial and T

received the orders baclk.

THE COURT: Let me see your orders?
THE COURT: Migs Morrison.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Yes.

THE COURT: Is Joev-Thomas an

attorney?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: No, he is not.

THE COURT: Is Joey-Thomas sitting in

the courtroom?
. CHRISTINEﬁMORRISON: Yes.
THE COURT: 1Is Joey-Thomas the same
Joey Thomas thatjat your last motion or second to
last motion you asked him to come up here and assist
you, and I asked if he was an attorney and you

responded no?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: Correct.

THE COURT: And I said, Miss Morrison,
't 18 agalnst the law of this state for people to
practice 1a& without a license. Is that the same

Joey-Thomas?

18
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CHRISTINE MORRISON: Yes.
THE COURT: Motion denied.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay. My next

motion is for ap investigation of the Friend of the
Court.
THE COURT: Based on?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Based on I file

8ixX grievances with them, and I received answers fr

~ them, and they show caused me for March l6th, three

days after payroll of my check. I’m off on a
disability, 1 have no wages, I have no income. The
Friend of the Court has known this since January_
19k, - T have given the Court a letter from
Pecember of 98 and January of ‘99 and a disability
certificate in January of 1999. |

THE COURT: Have your grievances bee
responded to?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Yes, they have.

THE COURT: Okay.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: And January 190t

when I was show caused, you told Miss Thorman to
schedule an evidentiary’hearing, and on one of the
denial responses it was said that you did not.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: I don“t recall

that.

d

onm

n

h
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THE COURT: Anything else?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Pardon?
THE COURT: Anything else?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I have all, 1
have the transcripts here where you ordered her to
give me an evidentiary hearing and they denied the

validity of my grievance.

THE COURT: Anything else in regards

. to requesting an investigation of the Friend Of the

Court?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I have a question
on the MCL statutes that they have‘violated with_
ahéWering my grievances in a timely fashion.

THE COURT: Miss Morrison, that’s not
the topic of a motion. There are procedures where
you file your grievance. If you are not satisfied
with that griévance, You can advise the Chief Judge,
that matter will be looked into, but for your motion
to have an investigation of the Friend of the court

is hereby denied.
What other motion do'you have?

- CHRISTINE MORRISON: The validity of

the consent judgment of annulment.
THE COURT: I already ruled on that.
CHRISTINE MORRISON: I would like that

20
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to be set aside.

THE COURT: Motion denied. What else?

CHRISTINE_MORRISON: That’s it. One

other question. I feel that You are biased and

prejudicial towards me. Would YOUu recuse vyourself

from this case?

THE COURT: Miss Morrison.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I‘ve been in
front of you three times and you’ve denied me.

THE COURT: If your only basis for. my
so-called impartiality, not impartialiﬁy, is that you
do not get favorable rulings, there is case law in

thé Court of Appeals which states that that ground is

not sufficient for a judge to disqualify himself. I
will give you ever opportunity as I Qould anybody
else, I have no animosity nor am I prejudiced against
you in any way. You submit your evidence and I71}
listen to it, and I’1ll make a decision. Your motion
to havé me disqualified is hereby denied.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Can you explain

to me why based on a disability with two doctors’
letters and a certificate you are denying to vacate

and set aside child support payments? I'have no

wages.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: You have five

21




g

10
i1

12

13 - |

14
15
16
17
18
19

20
21

22
23

24

25

hundred thousand dollars in the bank.

THE COURT: Miss Morrisen, it is very

difficult to attempt to give You a legal education,

and since I took the oath of office in 1901 as a
circuit court judge I have given up the right to
practice law! S0 I cannot advise you on what to do.
You have some very substantial issues, that with all

due respect and based upon your education and your

~ professionalism you are not an attorney, and it is

difficult if not impossible for You to adequately
represent yourself in this matter, but if that’s your
desire, that’s what you can do; And if you,wént,to
géf an attorney, fine, but on one of your motions you
cannot have somebody up here who isg not an attorney.
And there are some very legitimate reasons for that,
just like no one without a license can go in your
operating room:and do what you do.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: I understand
that. Then why won’t you sign the denial orders?

That you denied me, you made a ruling and

determination on transcript you said, no, he cannot

assist me, he’'s not an attorney.
THE COURT: That’'s right.

CHRISTINE MORRISON;: Why won’t you

sign yoﬁr judicial response to me?

22
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THE COURT: You have an order there,

and I'11 sign it.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay. I'm also

asking that you have Referee Connolly, Liwienski,
Frank Ckasosy and Susan Thorman sign the orders that
they are den¥ing Mr. Thomas to assist me, that’'s all
I ask.

THE COURT: Well, see, here we go into

the legal education again. It is not their function

to sign any orders, it is my function.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: oOkay. Could you

sign 1t on their behalf?

THE COURT: No, ma’am.‘ I'11 sign it
as a judge assigned to your case. They don‘t sign it
in your case and they don‘t sign 1t.in the other
thirty thousand cases that they are handling.

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Did you prepare

those documents?
THE COURT: Sir, I‘ll do the

questioning. I don’t know why you thought I wouldn’t

sign this, that’s what I ruled from the bench. Take

that, please.
THE CLERK: Are there any copies?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: Yeah.

THE COURT; What other orders that you

23
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have there that you would like me to sign?

Miss Morrison, Miss Liwienski, it is not appropriate

for her to sign these orders, it's just not what is

done.,

EDWARD HANAFORD: Can I have a copy of

whatever has been signed?

THE COURT: You’ll get a copy of the

order where I have hereby denied Mr. Joey-Thomas the

- right to represent her.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: How many do you

need?
THE CLERK: Yoﬁ want one and one for
Mr. Hannaford. You have two MOTe?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: I don’t on me.
THE CLERK: I/11 make copies.
CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay.
THE COURT: What else?

CHRISTINE MORRISON: That’'s it.

THE COURT: See you Tuesday at 10:30.

Be prepared to proceed.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: May I have my

papers?
THE COURT: Yes,

EDWARD HANNAFORD: Thank you;

your Honorx.

24
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THE COURT: You are welcome.

CHRISTINE MORRISON: And the consent

judagment of annulment papers?

THE COURT: (Handing down) Anything
else?
CHRISTINE MORRISON: fThat’s it.

THE COURT: See you Tuesday at 10:30.
CHRISTINE MORRISON: Okay.
(Proceedings concluded at

3:19 p.m.)
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