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Chief Justice Mike McGrath delivered the Opinion of the Court.

M Pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c), Montana Supreme Court Internal Operating
Rules, this case is decided by memorandum opinion and shall not be cited and does not
serve as precedent. Its case title, cause number, and disposition shall be included in this
Court’s quarterly list of noncitable cases published in the Pacific Reporter and Montana
Reports.

12 Sandra Barlow appeals from the District Court’s Findings of Fact, Conclusions of
Law, Final Parenting Order, and Order Regarding Child Support. We affirm.

bR} The parties were married and have three children. The marriage was dissolved in
2010 and the District Court adopted a parenting plan from a settlement agreement entered
by the parties. In December 2015 the Montana Child Support Enforcement Division
(CSED) considered and modified the child support by increasing the amount due from
Michael. Both parties objected to the decision and sought judicial review. The District
Court conducted a hearing in August and October 2016, and reviewed the parenting plan
and the CSED support determination. The District Court’s order appealed from modified
the parenting provisions and affirmed the CSED support determination.

14 There is a presumption in favor of a district court’s determination of child support,
which will be overturned only where there has been an abuse of discretion. In re
Marriage of Sullivan, 258 Mont. 531, 537, 853 P.2d 1194, 1198 (1997). Child support
obligations are determined, as in this case, by applying the uniform child support

guidelines adopted by the Montana Department of Health and Human Services. The



amount of support determined under the guidelines is presumed to be adequate and
reasonable unless the district court finds by ‘“clear and convincing evidence” that
application of the guidelines would be unjust or inappropriate. Section 40-4-204(3)(a),
MCA.

15 The District Court considered the parties’ evidence of Michael’s income and
adopted the CSED support decision. Further, the District Court adequately considered
and resolved the issue of credit given to Michael after he assumed responsibility for a
$25,000 medical bill for one of the children. There was no clear and convincing evidence
that the CSED decision should be modified, and the District Court did not abuse its
discretion.

q6 We have determined to decide this case pursuant to Section I, Paragraph 3(c) of
our Internal Operating Rules, which provides for memorandum opinions. In the opinion
of the Court, this case presents a question controlled by settled law or by the clear
application of applicable standards of review.

97  Affirmed.
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