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SALLY A. MORGANTE,


	Plaintiff

vs

ANTHONY J. MORGANTE,


	Defendant


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS FOR THE 26TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, MONTOUR COUNTY BRANCH, PENNSYLVANIA
CIVIL ACTION - LAW
DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION

Order Number:  007198
PACSES Case Number: 713100245
Docket Number: DR00071-1998  



APPEARANCES:

CLEVELAND C. HUMMEL, ESQUIRE, Attorney for Plaintiff
ROBERT A. BULL, ESQUIRE, Attorney for Defendant

June 13, 2000.  JAMES, J.

OPINION


Plaintiff filed exceptions to the Special Master’s Report and Recommendations dated May 4, 2000, regarding the amount and allocation of childcare costs incurred by plaintiff for the care of the parties’ kindergarten age child and pre-school age child.11 Plaintiff has not pursued her other exceptions, which shall be dismissed herein.  In his calculation of child support, the Master recommended that defendant pay $250.00 toward childcare costs.  The Master found that the childcare claimed by plaintiff of approximately $800.00 per month (it varied month to month) was unreasonable.
The record shows that plaintiff in fact incurs approximately $800.00 per month for childcare.  The daycare center requires that a parent be obligated to a weekly schedule to assure predictability for the center.  The parent is then obligated to pay for childcare based upon that schedule.  The parties’ two children require a significant amount of care (twelve hour per day for Maria and nine hours per day for Anthony, usually five days per week).  During school, the center must transport Anthony to and from kindergarten.
Both parents have a significant commute to work each day.  It is clear that it is necessary for plaintiff to have childcare in order to maintain employment.  Although it is possible on occasion for defendant to help with childcare (and thus defray costs and allow defendant time with the children), these times would average one day per week at the most, and are certainly unpredictable in time and frequency.  Plaintiff and defendant are certainly hard workers, and they need schedules and predictability to work and raise children, particularly in a divorce context.
“Reasonable childcare expenses paid by the custodial parent, if necessary to maintain employment or appropriate education in pursuit of income, are the responsibility of both parents.  These expenses shall be allocated between the parties in proportion to their net incomes and obligor’s share added to his or her basic support obligation.”  Pa.R.C.P. 1910.16-6(a).  Although the cost of childcare in this case is certainly expensive, there is nothing in the record to indicate that it is not reasonable under the circumstances.  Each parent nets approximately $3000 per month and has a job that requires structure and predictability.  There is nothing in the record that indicates that this childcare center is not appropriate for these children under the circumstances.
Based on the record of this case, it is found that the childcare cost of approximately $800.00 per month actually incurred by plaintiff is reasonable and necessary for her to maintain employment.  The actual amount paid by plaintiff for childcare shall be allocated between the parties in proportion to their net income, and defendant’s share (53%) shall be added to his basic support obligation.  
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	Defendant


ORDER


	AND NOW, this 13th day of June, 2000, plaintiff’s exceptions in regard to childcare costs are GRANTED.  The Domestic Relations Office is directed to add to Defendant’s basic support obligation 53% of plaintiff’s actual childcare costs (less the federal childcare tax credit, if any), effective September 9, 1999.  Plaintiff’s other exceptions are DENIED.

		BY THE COURT
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