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Eleidy Miedes (“the Mother”) appeals from an order granting Steve 

Ideses’ (“the Father’s”) petition for modification of the parenting plan and 

child support.  We have jurisdiction.  Fla. R. App. P. 9.030(b)(1)(A).  The 

parties share one child together, born in August 2016.  Prior to the child’s 

birth, the trial court entered final judgment of paternity, ratifying and 

incorporating the parties’ agreed upon parenting plan.  In 2018, the Father 

filed a petition for modification of the parenting plan and child support.  The 

trial court subsequently entered its written decision granting the Father’s 

petition.  The Mother appealed.   

We find no error in the trial court’s detailed thirty-four-page order 

granting modification of the parenting plan and child support, made after a 

seven-day trial with evidence from the parties and experts, as it contained  

explicit findings of fact supported by competent, substantial evidence and 

properly analyzed the statutory factors of section 61.13(3), Florida Statutes.  

See Sordo v. Camblin, 130 So. 3d 743, 744 (Fla. 3d DCA 2014) (“[T]he 

evidence was competent and substantial that there has been a substantial 

change in circumstances and that the modification is in the best interests of 

the parties’ [child].”); Levi v. Levi, 780 So. 2d 261, 263 (Fla. 3d DCA 2001) 

(“When child support is modified, retroactivity is the rule rather than the 

exception.”); Spano v. Bruce, 62 So. 3d 2, 6 (Fla. 3d DCA 2011) (“Where the 
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circumstances that give rise to a modification of child support exist at the 

time during which a petition for modification is filed, failure to order the 

modification retroactive to the date of the filing of the petition constitutes an 

abuse of discretion.”). 

Affirmed.    

 

    

 


