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 This appeal arises from the dissolution litigation between Appellant James W. Shanks, Jr. 

and Respondent Meagehn M. Shanks. Appellant challenges the trial court’s decision to set aside 

two of its prior judgments: (1) a judgment granting a motion to modify child support 

(Modification Judgment), and (2) a judgment granting a motion for contempt against Respondent 

(Contempt Judgment). The evidence submitted in support of setting aside these judgments 

showed that the Modification Judgment included incorrect information regarding Appellant’s 

income at the time the judgment was entered. 

 

AFFIRMED IN PART AND REVERSED IN PART. 

 

Division Two Holds: The decision to set aside a judgment under Rule 74.06(b) is reviewed for 

an abuse of discretion. The trial court did not abuse its discretion in setting aside the 

Modification Judgment because that judgment contained incorrect information and Appellant 

had an obligation under local rules to provide the trial court with updated financial information. 

The decision to set aside the Contempt Judgment is reversed because that judgment did not 

depend on Appellant’s income or incorrect information about that income. 

 

Opinion by: Thom C. Clark, J. Sherri B. Sullivan, C.J., and Lisa P. Page, J., concur. 
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