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The Superior Court, in a non-precedential decision, affirmed the Delaware 
County trial court’s reduction of Father’s monthly child support obligation 
to Mother. Mother had a law degree, but was unemployed. Father was a 
lawyer and had a Master’s degree in public policy. Father was earning over 
$500,000 annually, but was fired for cause. Based on Father’s earnings of 
$500,000, Mother was awarded $4,346 per month in child support.  
 
Father filed a petition to reduce his support. The trial court imputed an 
annual earning capacity of $240,704 to Father and $60,143 to Mother. His 
support obligation was decreased to $1,300 a month. Father again filed to 
reduce his support obligations based on his new annual income of $110,000. 
His support payments were reduced. On appeal Mother claimed Father’s 
support obligations should have been based on his imputed earning capacity 
and should not have been reduced because he was terminated for cause. The 
Superior Court affirmed the trial court’s reduction of Father’s support 
obligation based on his new salary. The Superior Court agreed that Father 
made an attempt to find a job at his imputed income and accepted the only 
job offer that he received. The Superior Court agreed Father made every 
attempt to find employment at his imputed income level by applying to over 
100 job openings and incurring debt to make his support payments until they 
were reduced. 
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The Superior Court, in a non-precedential decision, affirmed the McKean 
County trial court’s transfer of primary custody from Mother to Father. The 



child was born in 2016 and lived with Mother, Mother’s boyfriend and two 
half-siblings in Pennsylvania. Mother had a history of substance abuse, 
mental health issues and unemployment. Father lived 43 miles away in New 
York. Father had no history of substance abuse or mental health issues and 
was employed. On appeal, Mother argued that the trial court incorrectly 
applied the custody and relocation factors in the statute because neither 
parent was relocating. The Superior Court approved the trial court’s 
consideration of the relocation and custody factors. The trial court also 
correctly reviewed and considered the parties’ incomes. The Superior Court 
remarked that the trial court should not have used Mother’s criminal history 
against her since she did not pose a threat of harm to child, but found that all 
the other factors were correctly applied.  
 
 


