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MEMORANDUM OF DECISION

Richard Hohn appeals from a judgment of the District Court (York,
Janelle, J.) that modified his child support obligations. Hohn argues that the court
erred in (1) failing to make findings of fact regarding the court’s calculation of his
bonus, regularly paid over a period of five years, as an “ongoing source” of gross
income, pursuant to 19-A M.R.S. § 2001(5)(A) (2011); (2) calculating child care
costs in the absence of testimonial or documentary evidence; and (3) finding that
Hohn and Virginia (Hohn) Aldrich do not provide “substantially equal care” for
the children, pursuant to 19-A M.R.S. § 2001(8-A).

Contrary to Hohn’s contentions, the court made sufficient findings of fact
regarding his bonus as an “ongoing source” of gross income. See Maietta v.
Town of Scarborough, 2004 ME 97, 4 17, 854 A.2d 223. There is competent
evidence in the record, including child support calculation affidavits, to support the
court’s finding of child care costs. See Weston v. Weston, 2012 ME 50, q 11,
40 A.3d 934. The court did not err in finding that Hohn and Aldrich do not
provide ‘“‘substantially equal care” for the children. See Holbrook v. Holbrook,
2009 ME 80, 9 8, 976 A.2d 990.



The entry is:

Judgment affirmed.
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