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IN THE FAMILY COURT OF THE COUNTY OF ST. LOUIS 

STATE OF MISSOURI 

D   

  Petitioner, 

vs. 

 

  

  Respondent. 

 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

)  Cause No. -  

)  Div.  

)

 

JUDGMENT AND DECREE OF DISSOLUTION OF MARRIAGE 

This cause having been called for trial, the Petitioner,   social security 

number ***-**-  (hereinafter referred to as “  appearing in person and by attorney, 

  the Respondent,   social security number  ***-**-  

(hereinafter referred to as “  appearing in person and by attorney,  

 and the minor child, age 3, social security number ***-**-  appearing by the 

Guardian ad Litem,   (hereinafter referred to as “GAL”); and these parties having 

submitted this matter to the Court for its judgment based upon the pleadings, testimony and 

evidence adduced, the Court now enters its Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law. 

Although Petitioner filed a written request for findings of fact and conclusions of law that 

contained 35 specific requests with subparts, Petitioner failed to address and reference those 

specific requests in her proposed judgment and findings of facts and conclusions of law as 

ordered by the Court. Thus, the Court deems the 35 specific requests with subparts as waived by 

the petitioner for failure to address them in her proposed judgment and finding of fact and 

conclusion of law. 

This cause was tried without a jury. The court hereinafter, pursuant to statute and 

Missouri Supreme Court Rule, makes only such findings as is deemed necessary to state the 

grounds for its decisions as required by Rule 73 and Chapter 452 RSMo. All fact issues upon 

which no specific findings are made shall be considered as having been found in accordance with 
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the results reached. Rule 73.01(c). Any finding of fact herein equally applicable as a conclusion 

of law is adopted as such and any conclusion of law herein equally applicable as a finding of fact 

is adopted as such. 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

1)   filed her petition for dissolution of marriage on April 26, 2018. 

2)   filed her answer and counterclaim petition on July 3, 2018. 

3)   filed her answer to  counter petition for dissolution of marriage on July 

26, 2018. 

4)  GAL entered her appearance on October 11, 2018. 

5)  The previous court entered an order for psychological evaluations to be performed by the 

Family and Clinical Services Department. 

6)  On December 31, 2018, this cause was reassigned to the undersigned judge. 

7)  On May 15, 2019, the Court granted a consent protective order and granted the parties 

leave to obtain independent evaluations. 

8)  On August 14, 2019, the Court entered its trial scheduling order setting the matter for 

trial on January 8 and January 9, 2020. 

9)  On December 19, 2019, the Court granted Petitioner’s Motion for Leave to File an 

Amended Petition. 

10)  On January 3, 2020, Respondent filed her Answer to the Amended Petition 

11)  On January 8, 2020, based upon the parties’ representations, the Court granted one 

additional day for trial to include January 10, 2020. 

12)  On January 10, 2020, after close of all the evidence, the Court granted the parties up until 

January 31, 2020 to file their respective proposed findings of facts and conclusions of law. 
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13)  On January 29, 2020, by consent of the parties, the court granted additional time to the 

parties to file their propose findings of facts and conclusions of law, on or before February 5, 

2020. 

MARITAL HISTORY 

14)  Both parties have been residents of the state of Missouri for a period of at least 90 days 

preceding the filing of the petition. 30 days have elapsed since the filing of the petition. 

15)  In 2016, prior to the marriage, the parties began an intimate relationship together. 

16)  In June 2016, prior to the marriage, the parties discussed having a child together. 

17)  The decision to have a child together was based in part on  representation to 

 that in the near future, she was going to have a hysterectomy due to medical 

problems. 

18)  Before the marriage,  agreed to be the biological mother of the minor child via in 

vitro fertilization. The donor was agreed to by the parties. 

19)  The parties were married on January 21, 2017. 

20)  The minor child, now age 3, was born on April 2, 2017. 

21)  Based on representations made by  to  regarding  father committing 

illegal sexual acts with her and others,  believed her and  had an agreement that 

 father could not be around the minor child.  position was that because of 

her father’s illicit behavior, he could not be around the minor child unsupervised. 

22)  On September 17, 2017,  found  father in their home with the minor 

child.  believed this to be a material breach of their agreement and more importantly, 

placed their daughter in a potentially harmful situation with a sexual predator. 
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23)   attempts to mitigate the event of September 17, 2017 eventually led  to 

the belief that  had made misrepresentations to  about  past as a rape 

victim and her medical conditions. 

24)  Upon reaching the belief  lied to her,  sought this divorce. 

25)   is not now pregnant.  is not now pregnant.  

26)  Neither party is an active member of the Armed Forces of the United States. 

27)   is currently residing at    St. Louis, MO 63125 and  is 

currently residing at      Wildwood, MO 63038.  

owns her residence and  is renting. 

28)  Both parties assert, and the Court finds, that there is no reasonable likelihood that their 

marriage can be preserved and the marriage is, therefore, irretrievably broken. 

CHILD CUSTODY 

29)  The Court finds that the parties have not participated in any capacity in any other 

litigation concerning custody of the minor child in the state or any other state and therefore 

concludes Missouri is the “Home State” for the minor child. 

30)  The Court finds that the parties know of no person not a party to this proceeding who has 

physical custody of the minor child or any person or claims to have custody or visitation 

rights with respect to said child. 

31)  The Court has jurisdiction over the minor child pursuant to the Uniform Child Custody 

Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act, Section 452.700 et seq. 

32)   filed her original petition for dissolution of marriage in April of 2018 requesting 

joint legal custody and joint physical custody of the minor child however, after receiving the 

information in the evaluation report of   requested leave of the Court to amend 

her petition to request sole legal and sole physical custody of the minor child. 
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33)   filed her counter petition for dissolution of marriage requesting joint legal and joint 

physical custody of the minor child. 

34)  The Court is to consider the custody of the child using the factors set forth in accordance 

with section 452.37 5.2 which states as follows: 

(a) The wishes of the child’s parents as to custody and the proposed parenting plan 

submitted by the parties; 

(b) The needs of the child for a frequent, continuing and meaningful relationship with 

both parents and the ability and willingness of parents to actively perform their 

functions as parents for the needs of the child; 

(c) The interaction and interrelationship of the child with parents, siblings, and any other 

persons who may significantly affect the child’s best interests; 

(d) Which parent is more likely to allow the child frequent, continuing and meaningful 

contact with the other parent; 

(e) The child’s adjustment to the child’s home, school and community; 

(f) The mental and physical health of all individuals involved, including any history of 

abuse of any individual involved. If the court finds that a pattern of domestic violence 

has occurred, and, if the court also finds that awarding custody to the abusive parent 

is in the best interest of the child, then the court shall enter written findings of fact 

and conclusions of law. Custody and visitation rights shall be ordered in a manner 

that best protects the child and any other child or children from whom the parent has 

custodial or visitation rights, and the parent or other family or household member 

who is the victim of domestic violence from any further harm. 

(g) The intention of either parent to relocate the principal residence of the child. 

(h) The wishes of the child as to the child’s custodian. 
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35)  As to the findings herein, the Court has considered the testimony of each witness and has 

made judgments regarding the credibility of each witness. The Court has accepted some of 

the testimony of each witness as credible and rejected other parts of the testimony of each 

witness as not credible. The findings of fact and conclusions of law made by the Court are 

consistent with the Court’s determination of the credibility of witnesses and evidence. 

36)  There was evidence presented in this case via tape recordings, statements and records that 

 at times had asserted that her dad had sexually abused her as a young child and that she 

gave birth to her father’s child as a teenager. There were allegations that  father 

allowed his colleagues to rape her and that she had been assigned a security detail by the 

government for safety concerns pertaining to her father’s sex trafficking ring. Evidence was 

also adduced that  suffered from a myriad of medical conditions including but not 

limited to breast cancer, depression, multiple breast reconstruction surgeries, numerous 

infections, numerous ailments and rashes, chronic pain in chest, numerous emergency room 

visits for complaints such as abdominal pain, lightheadedness, fatigue, headache and a 

broken foot. Both  and  have pacemakers.  plastic surgeon records 

described her as a “complex patient”. 

37)  At one point, the case was referred to Domestic Relation Services (DRS) by consent of 

the parties. 

38)   originally reported to DRS that in fact her father molested her, that she once had 

breast cancer and that she wanted a baby because she was told she needed a hysterectomy. 

39)   reported to DRS that  had lied to her about having breast cancer and being 

abused and sex trafficked by her father.  also reported that  had lied to her 

about needing a hysterectomy, and in fact, at the time of trial, almost 4 years after  
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advised  she needed a hysterectomy,  still has not had a hysterectomy nor had 

one been scheduled in the near future. 

40)  Based on these representation, DRS advised a GAL was needed for the minor child and 

referred the parties for psychological evaluations. 

41)  Doctor  M.  (Dr.  was designated the evaluator. 

42)  Dr.  evaluation of  was admitted as Exhibit 31 and  evaluation 

was admitted as Exhibit 32. 

43)  In addition to the written evaluations, Dr.  provided testimony and gave her 

medical opinions to the court. 

44)    was  clinical therapist. Ms.  also gave testimony 

and opinions to the court. In addition, Ms.  progress notes in regards to her 

sessions with  were introduced into evidence. 

45)  The Court finds that Dr.  was much more persuasive in her testimony and more 

credible in her medical opinions than the testimony offered and opinions given by Ms. 

 As a result, the court gave greater weight to Dr.  testimony and 

opinions. 

46)  Nevertheless, it is important to note that in  initial session with Ms.  

October 14, 2017,  restated to Ms.  about how she was sexually abused and 

raped by her father from an infant to 25 years of age, and that she believes she was abused by 

her dad’s friends and at times held down by her mom. This Court finds it important to note 

this information provided to Ms.   and DRS is inconsistent with the 

medical history  provides her medical doctors. In her medical records, under the section 

for medical history,  represents to her health care providers that she has no history of 

sexual or physical abuse. 
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47)   also told Ms.  she has trouble with lying and exaggerating. It was 

decided at the initial session that the goals  would work on would be her relationship 

issues with  as well as the trauma she experienced as a child. 

48)  On October 30, 2017, session number four,  told her counselor that she has 

exaggerated stories about her family and does it in every relationship.  said she wants to 

know why she lies and how she can stop doing it. 

49)  The evidence referenced above from Ms.  in her progress notes is consistent 

with Dr.  testimony, report and diagnoses. Dr.  findings are that  

fabricated stories to  about her history of sexual abuse and giving birth to her father’s 

child. In fact, the child  was supposed to have given birth to as a teenager is in fact the 

natural child of her brother. Dr.  finds these fabrications are not part of a delusional 

process but rather stories to gain attention and sympathy. 

50)  Dr.  distinguishes  mental health issues from trauma-based problems that 

could be related to sexual abuse, because  has not disclosed one incident of abuse that 

would indicate she was a victim of trauma.  has recanted her allegations that her father 

sexually abused her. Furthermore,  testified before this court that she has now formed 

the belief just recently that her dad did not rape her, that her dad’s friends did not abuse or 

and her mom did not hold her down. Dr.  notes one cannot diagnose trauma from 

symptom without disclosure of an incident. 

51)  Dr.  diagnoses for  is “other specified personality disorder” and “factitious 

disorder” (lying about medical history for some gain). 

52)  It is the latter diagnosis that causes Dr.  concern for the minor child in this case. 

 has made medical decisions and undergone procedures based upon ambiguous and not 

truly reliable or complete information. This makes  an unreliable source for medical 
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history and information that could affect the minor child’s medical well-being. Providing 

misinformation to other healthcare professionals could pose a dangerous scenario when the 

minor child needs medical care. There is also the danger of  sharing untrue information 

directly with the minor child that could have potential implications for the minor child’s 

medical decisions in the future. The unreliability of  information, together with her 

admitted trouble with lying and exaggerating, would make it difficult for the minor child to 

make decisions about managing her own health care. 

53)  Dr.  opined  “Is in need of therapy to help her address the underlying 

motivation for her need to fabricate stories.” 

54)   attempt in trying to mitigate some of her fabrications and exaggerations as 

“roleplaying” are not found credible by this court. The record is replete with examples of 

 inconsistencies on this point and  own admission of acknowledging trouble 

with lying and exaggeration, especially in intimate relationships. On the issue of 

“roleplaying,” the Court finds  testimony more credible and finds “roleplaying” did 

not occur. 

55)  Dr.  found  suffered no diagnosis of mental health illness that would 

affect the safety and well-being of the minor child. 

THE WISHES OF THE CHILD’S PARENTS AS TO CUSTODY  

AND THE PROPOSED PARENTING PLAN SUBMITTED BY BOTH PARTIES 

56)  Both parties filed a proposed Parenting Plan Part A with the court. In addition, the GAL 

filed her Proposed Parenting Plan Part A with the court on January 17, 2020. After 

considering all the proposed parenting plans filed with the court, the Court finds that the 

GAL’s proposed Parenting Plan Part A conforms to the evidence adduced at trial and is in the 
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best interest of the minor child; therefore, the Court adopts and incorporates the GAL’s 

proposed Parenting Plan Part A attached hereto as Exhibit GAL-1. 

57)  Based on the evidence, including but not limited to the testimony of Dr.  the 

Court has significance concerns about the parties’ ability to co-parent given the breadth and 

depth of the falsehoods  has told  and the lack of trust that now exists as a 

result of those deceptions. In addition, the Court is concerned with the medical decisions that 

will be made for the minor child. The court finds that  is in a better position to 

provide the more reliable and accurate information needed to make appropriate medical 

decisions on behalf of the minor child. For these reasons, the Court finds that the parents are 

unable to collaborate and make joint decisions in the best interest of the child. The mental 

health issues and conduct of  make the parents unable to cooperate and function as a 

parental unit, and thus, joint legal custody to be unworkable and not in the best interest of the 

child given the unique family history presented by this case. 

58)  The Court finds that the GAL’s recommendation that  be the residential parent 

for the minor child is in her best interest. The court has considered that  owns her 

home, has had consistent employment and that she is the more stable parent. The Court 

considered the school districts in which each parent resides and found no evidence of either 

school would not logically be able to provide the proper education for the minor child should 

she attend public school. 

59)  There has been no domestic violence between the parents. 

60)  There has been no pattern of domestic violence by either parent. 

THE NEEDS OF THE CHILD FOR FREQUENT,  

CONTINUING AND MEANINGFUL RELATIONSHIP WITH BOTH PARENTS AND  

THE ABILITY AND WILLINGNESS OF PARENTS TO ACTIVELY  

PERFORM THEIR FUNCTIONS AS PARENTS FOR THE NEEDS OF THE CHILD 
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61)  The Court finds that  is in the better position to provide for frequent, continuing 

and meaningful relationship with both parents and has the ability and willingness to actively 

perform her function as a parent for the needs of the child. Overall, the Court found 

 testimony more credible than  

62)    diagnoses as well as her own admission of having a problem with lying and 

exaggerating make it difficult for this Court to find that  is in a superior position than 

 to recognize the needs of the child for frequent, continuing and meaningful 

relationship with both parents or is in the superior position to have the ability and willingness 

to actively perform her function as a parent for the needs of the child. 

THE INTERACTION AND INTERRELATIONSHIP OF THE CHILD  

WITH PARENTS, SIBLINGS AND OTHER PERSONS  

WHO MAY SIGNIFICANTLY AFFECT THE CHILD’S BEST INTEREST 

63)  The minor child obviously has a grandfather, aunts and uncles. Little evidence was 

presented by either party in regards to this consideration mandated by statute. 

64)  Although, there was much testimony about  father, the minor child’s grandfather, 

being a sexual predator, the source of that information comes from  Recently, 

however,  came to believe that neither her father nor his friends sexually abused her. In 

addition, hearsay evidence was offered by  that an investigation found no such abuse. 

Unfortunately, given the seriousness of the allegations made by  her own admission 

regarding problems with lying and exaggerating, and the doctor’s findings that  

engages in fabrications for attention and sympathy, the Court can come to no specific finding 

for this consideration. 

65)  The Court record reflects that this Court entered a judgment for preliminary injunction on 

July 26, 2019 restricting  father to supervise visitation with the child. The Court’s 
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parenting plan incorporates provisions for this restriction to remain in place as given the 

evidence, it remains in the best interest of the child. 

66)  The Court finds that  family provides childcare. There is no evidence presented 

that this causes a problem for the child. 

WHICH PARENT IS MORE LIKELY TO ALLOW THE FREQUENT,  

CONTINUING AND MEANINGFUL CONTACT WITH THE OTHER PARENT 

67)  Until  gets the needed therapy to address the underlying motivation for her need to 

fabricate stories, which the Court finds as a type of manipulation,  as a parent, is 

more likely to allow the child frequent, continuing and meaningful contact with the other 

parent.  

THE CHILD’S ADJUSTMENT TO THE CHILD’S HOME, SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY 

68)  The minor child was removed from the family home on July 1, 2018 by  Given the 

age of three, the Court finds that the child’s adjustment to her home carries little weight 

given all the other surrounding circumstances of this case. 

69)  No evidence was presented by either party as to the child’s adjustment to school and or 

community. 

THE MENTAL AND PHYSICAL HEALTH OF ALL INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED, 

INCLUDING ANY HISTORY OF ABUSE OF ANY INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED. IF THE 

COURT FINDS THAT A PATTERN OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE HAS OCCURRED, AND, 

IF THE COURT ALSO FINDS THAT AWARDING CUSTODY TO THE ABUSIVE PARENT 

IS IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE CHILD, THEN THE COURT SHALL ENTER 

WRITTEN FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW. CUSTODY AND  

VISITATION RIGHTS SHALL BE ORDERED IN A MANNER THAT  

BEST PROTECTS THE CHILD AND ANY OTHER CHILD OR CHILDREN  

FOR WHOM THE PARENT HAS CUSTODIAL OR VISITATION RIGHTS,  

AND THE PARENT OR OTHER FAMILY OR HOUSEHOLD MEMBER  

WHO IS THE VICTIM OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE FROM ANY FURTHER HARM. 

70)  The Court finds no history of domestic violence has occurred as defined in Section 

452.375.2 RSMo. 

71)  The Court’s findings regarding the mental health of the parties are referenced above. 
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THE INTENTION OF EITHER PARENT  

TO RELOCATE THE PRINCIPAL RESIDENCE OF THE CHILD 

72)  Neither parent offered any evidence of their intentions relocate. 

73)  As previously referenced herein, the minor child’s address for mailing and educational 

purposes shall be that of  residence. 

THE WISHES OF THE CHILD AS TO THE CHILD’S CUSTODIAN 

74)  Due to the age of the child, no weight was given to the wishes of the child is to the 

child’s custodian. 

75)  WHEREFORE, for all the above foregoing reasons, it is in the best interest of the minor 

child that  be awarded sole legal custody and that the parties be awarded joint 

physical custody, with the minor child’s address to be that of  for school and 

mailing purposes as set forth in the attached Parenting Plan Part A, marked as Court’s 

Exhibit GAL-1 and incorporated herein. 

                                                           PROPERTY AND DEBT 

76)  During the course of marriage, the parties acquired marital property, which the Court 

must divide pursuant to Section 452.330. 

77)  “In classifying property as marital or non-marital, Missouri courts apply the ‘source of 

funds’ rule to determine when property was acquired.” Hoffman v. Hoffman, 676 S.W.2d 

817, 824 (Mo banc 1984).  

78)  The parties resided in the home, previously mentioned, located at    St. 

Louis, MO 63125. The legal description for this property is attached hereto and incorporated 

by reference as Exhibit 4. 

79)  The parties have stipulated to the value of the  home in the amount of $142,000. 
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80)  The home is subject to a mortgage with First Federal Bank in the amount of $99,881.65 

as identified in Exhibit 9 attached hereto and incorporated by reference. This leaves a net 

equity in the home in the amount of $42,118.35. 

81)  Both parties agree that the home would be awarded to   shall be solely 

responsible for the mortgage held by First Federal Bank as of the date of the judgment 

entered herein. 

82)  Prior to marriage,  inherited approximately $73,000 from her mother. This 

inheritance was evidenced by the deposit of approximate $71,000 reflected in the St. Louis 

Policeman’s Credit Union Savings Account. $29,489.75 of that inheritance was used make 

the down payment on the  home. The $29,409.75 is found by the court to be 

 separate property and not marital income. 

83)   testified that she should be awarded separate property for the improvements that 

she made to the  home. However,  testimony alone is insufficient to identify 

any source of separate funds or how her contributions above and beyond marital income 

added value to the  home. 

84)  The Court, therefore, finds that the marital equity in the home is $12,620.40. This 

represents a marital share to each party in the amount of $6,314.20.  shall pay  

the sum of $6,314.20 as her equity in the marital home within 60 days from the date of 

judgment entered herein. 

85)  The Court finds that  owned and paid for the 2016 Kawasaki Vulcan S 

Motorcycle and the 2012 Kia Soul before the marriage, and therefore finds these vehicles to 

be  separate property. 

86)   shall be awarded the 2014 Mitsubishi Outlander, which was purchased by  

prior to the marriage. 
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87)  The Court finds that the remaining balance in  St. Louis Police Credit Union 

Savings Account number  is her separate property. The Court finds that the remaining 

balance represents the inheritance  received prior to the marriage. 

88)   shall be awarded the Commerce Checking Account ending in  and the 

Commerce Savings Account ending in  

89)   shall be awarded the USAA checking account ending in  the USAA savings 

account ending in  and the Most  Savings Plan for the benefit of the minor child. 

90)   has requested that  reimburse her for half the uncovered medical expenses 

for the minor child since birth in the amount of $3,726.47. The evidence was insufficient to 

find these expenses were a marital debt paid by  from her separate accounts or monies. 

91)   is awarded all property in her possession. 

92)   is awarded all property in her possession. 

93)   is awarded 100% of her life insurance policy provided by her employer with no 

current cash value.  

94)   is awarded 100% of her life insurance policy provided by her employer with no 

current cash value. 

95)   shall be awarded 50% of the marital portion of  vested account balance 

in her Charles Schwab Deferred Compensation Plan as of the date of judgment herein. The 

plan administrator shall determine any premarital contribution which accrued prior to the 

date of the parties’ marriage on January 21, 2017 and said amount shall be excluded in 

determining the aforesaid marital portion. The plan administrator shall include any increase 

in value of said account from the date of marriage the date of entry of the judgment herein 

when calculating the marital interest. This account shall be divided by way of a qualified 
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domestic relation ordered prepared by  attorney within 90 days from the date of 

entry of this judgment. 

96)   shall be awarded the remaining balance of the marital portion of her vested account 

balance in her Charles Schwab Deferred Compensation Plan, less  award of 50% of 

the marital portion thereof referenced above. 

97)   shall be awarded 50% of the marital portion of  vested account balance 

in her City of St. Louis Deferred Compensation Plan as of the date of judgment entered 

herein. The plan administrator shall determine any premarital contribution which accrued 

prior to the date of the parties’ marriage on January 21, 2017 and said amount shall be 

excluded in determining the aforesaid marital portion. The plan administrator shall include 

any increase in value of said account from the date of marriage to the date of the entry of 

judgment herein when calculating the marital interest. This account shall be divided by way 

of a qualified domestic relations order prepared by  attorney within 90 days from the 

date of the entry of this judgment. 

98)   shall be awarded the remaining balance of the marital portion of her vested 

account balance in her City of St. Louis Deferred Compensation Plan, less  award of 

50% of the marital portion thereof as referenced above. 

99)   shall be awarded 50% of the marital portion of  vested account balance 

in her St. Louis Metropolitan pension as of the date of the judgment entered herein. The plan 

administrator shall determine any premarital contribution which accrued prior to the date of 

the parties’ marriage on January 21, 2017 and said amount shall be excluded in determining 

the aforesaid marital portion. The plan administrator shall include any increase in value of 

said account from the date of marriage to the date of entry of the judgment herein when 

calculating the marital interest. This account shall be divided by way of a qualified domestic 
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relations order prepared by  attorney within 90 days from the date of entry of this 

judgment. 

100)  shall be awarded the remaining balance of the marital portion of her vested 

account in her St. Louis Metropolitan Police pension, less  awarded 50% of the 

marital portion thereof referenced above.  shall be awarded 50% of the marital portion 

of  vested account balance in her  TIAA 403(b) as of the date of the judgment 

entered herein. The plan administrator shall determine any premarital contribution which 

accrued prior to the date of the parties’ marriage on January 21, 2017 and said amount shall 

be excluded in determining the aforesaid marital portion. The plan administrator shall include 

any increase in the value of said account from the date of marriage to the date of entry of the 

judgment herein when calculating the marital interest. This account shall be divided by way 

of a qualified domestic relation order prepared by Jamie’s attorney within 90 days from the 

date of entry of this judgment. 

101)  shall be awarded the remaining balance of the marital portion of her vested 

account balance in her  TIAA 403(b), less  awarded 50% of the marital portion 

thereof referenced above. 

102) Besides being solely responsible for the mortgage with First Federal Bank referenced 

above,  shall also be solely responsible for her Navient student loan, her capital one 

MasterCard and the debt for the repossessed Ford focus. 

103)  shall be solely responsible for her CITI credit card, the commerce Bank loan 

ending in  and the commerce Bank loan ending in  

104) Each shall pay, indemnify and hold harmless the other, including attorneys’ fees, 

litigation costs on any debts held in her respective name. Each party shall pay, indemnify and 
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hold the other harmless on any debts incurred since their separation, and on any retail credit 

accounts in their respective names. 

105) If the parties have not yet filed their state and federal income tax returns for the year 

2019, the parties shall file joint returns for the tax year 2019 and divide any tax owed or 

refund evenly, that is 50%. 

MAINTENANCE 

106) Neither party requested maintenance. Neither party shall receive maintenance from the 

other. This provision is non-modifiable. Each party testified they were able to meet the 

reasonable living expenses with their own financial resources and income. 

CHILD SUPPORT 

107) Section 452.340 governs the allocation of child support. Supreme Court Rule 88.01 and 

Form 14 have defined guidelines for the calculation of child support. The provisions of the 

rule and accompanying form for determining amount of child support are mandatory and 

must be taken into consideration in setting the amount of support. Umphenour v. 

Umphenour, 831 S.W.2d 764 (Mo.App.1992). 

108)  gross wages are $5,273 per month. 

109)  earns $23.52 an hour. Thus her gross earnings per month is $4,076. 

110)  provides medical and dental insurance for the minor child at the cost of $241 per 

month. 

111)  has paid 100% of the medical and dental insurance premiums from marital income 

since she removed the minor child from the marital home in July 2018.   is seeking 

reimbursement for this cost as well as back child support.  affected the move of the 

minor child from her residential home without first seeking leave of the court to do so.  
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shall bear 100% of the cost as a consequence for her actions. The Court DENIES  

requests for insurance reimbursement and back child support. 

112) There are no extraordinary expenses for the minor child which must be considered to 

determine the amount of child support. The minor child attends work-related child care 

anywhere from 3 to 5 days per week. The cost of the work-related child care for the minor 

child is approximately $1,063 per month. 

113) The Court finds that  is entitled to visitation credit of 34 %. 

114)  has requested that  pay her child support in the amount of $690 per month 

however,  is inaccurate in the values used, and therefore, the Court rejects  

form 14. 

115)  requested that  pay her child support in the amount of $389 per month; 

however,  form 14 is based upon a parenting plan that has been rejected by the Court, 

and thus, her form 14 and request for child support amount in the amount of $389 per month 

is rejected by the court. The court has prepared its own form 14. (See exhibit 2 attached.) 

PARENTING PLAN PART B—SUPPORT 

116)  shall maintain and pay the cost of medical insurance and dental insurance with 

comparable or better benefits at comparable or reduce costs to that now in effect for the 

benefit of the child. 

117) The current cost of this medical and dental insurance is included on line 6c a Form 14 

and is $241 per month. 

118)  shall provide to  the appropriate insurance identification cards 

immediately. 

119) As used herein, medical and dental expenses include amounts paid for the diagnosis, 

cure, mitigation, treatment, or prevention of disease, or for the purpose of affecting any 
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structure or function of the body. This includes orthodontic and vision care, eyeglasses, 

contact lenses and prescription drugs. It does not include cosmetic surgery that is directed at 

improving the patient’s appearance and does not meaningfully promote the proper function 

of the body or prevent or treat illness or disease. It does include expenses to improve a 

deformity arising from, or directly related to congenital abnormality, a personal injury 

resulting from an accident or trauma, or a disfiguring disease. 

120) Expenses for counseling for the minor child shall be included as medical and dental 

expenses if the counseling is provided by a licensed social worker, licensed professional 

counselor, licensed psychologist or licensed psychiatrist. 

121) Except for good cause, no reimbursement of uncovered medical and dental expenses of 

the child will be allowed unless the parent receiving support submits proof of such expenses 

to the parent paying support in writing within 180 days of the date set expenses were 

incurred. 

122)  the parent receiving support, will pay all reasonable and necessary medical and 

dental expenses of the child not covered by insurance and  the parent paying support, 

will reimburse  for 43% of all such expenses that are actually paid by  and 

are in excess of $250 per year. 

123) If a parent incurs a non-emergency expense to a healthcare provider that is not covered 

by insurance and the available insurance would have paid for some or all of the expense, then 

the parent incurring the expense shall pay 75% and the other parent 25% of the uncovered 

expense. The parents may agree in writing to alternative arrangements as to providers and 

apportionment of uncovered expenses. 

124) The current reasonable work-related child care costs of the child paid by  are 

$1,063 per month. This amount has been included on line 6a of Form 14. 
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125) If a parent fails to pay a cost or expense as required by this parenting plan, then the other 

parent may pay the cost or expense and seek reimbursement from the parent who was to pay 

the expense. 

126) Any agreement by the parents to divide expenses not specifically listed in this parenting 

plan is unenforceable unless it is in writing. 

127)  shall pay the presumed child support amount pursuant to the Court’s own Form 14 

at $414.00 per month (see exhibit 2 attached to this judgment). 

128) The schedule of basic child support obligations assumes that the parent entitled to receive 

support claims a tax exemption for the child entitled to support; therefore,  the 

parent receiving support, shall be entitled to claim the minor child as a dependent in all years 

beginning 2020. 

129) The court-ordered child support is the same as the presumed child support amount as 

calculated herein and is not rebutted by the evidence as being unjust and inappropriate. 

130) The Court finds this amount to be just and appropriate.    

131) Because of the circumstances unique to the case, including but not limited to the fact that 

the minor child has been residing with  since July 2018, no retroactive child support 

will be awarded to  

132)  is the petitioner.  is the respondent.  

133)  is the “parent paying support.”  is referred to as the “parent receiving 

support.” 

134) A wage assignment will be prepared by the parent receiving support in issued by the 

circuit clerk upon the effective date of this judgment. Child support is ordered to be paid to 

the Family Support Payment Center, PO Box 109001, Jefferson City, MO, 65110-9001. 

135) The first child support payment is due on the date of entry of the judgment. 
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ATTORNEY’S FEES 

136) In determining the amount of attorney fees to be paid by either party, the Court is 

considered all relevant factors as set forth in RSMo. Section 452.355, including each party’s 

marital and separate property in each party’s income. The court is further if consider the 

request of each party to have the other pay for her attorney’s fees. 

137) The Missouri Court of Appeals has frequently commented that “courts are considered 

experts on the question of attorney’s fees, and the judge who tries a case and is acquainted 

with the issues can fix the amount of attorney’s fees without the aid of evidence.” In re: 

marriage of Gardner, 320 S.W.3d 230 (Mo.App.2010). 

138) Nonetheless, evidence was received from both parties in this case regarding attorney’s 

fees. Given all the surrounding circumstances, the respective issues raised by each party, 

each party’s income, the marital and separate property awarded to each party including the 

debt allocated, the Court DENIES each party’s respective request for attorney’s fees and 

orders that each party shall be solely responsible for the attorney’s fees they incurred. 

GAL FEES 

139) During the course of this protracted litigation, the GAL has incurred fees and expenses 

totaling $9,720. 

140) The Court finds that the Guardian ad Litem fees and expenses are reasonable and that a 

representation was beneficial to the court, to both parents and most importantly, to the minor 

child. 

141) During litigation, the Court has made interim orders concerning the payments of 

Guardian ad Litem fees and expenses. 

142) As of the conclusion of her representation, the outstanding fees and expenses for the 

Guardian ad Litem are $2,120. 
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The current cost of this medical and dental insurance included online 6c of Form 14 is $241 

per month. 

150)  shall provide  all insurance identification cards immediately. 

151) Except for good cause, no reimbursement of uncovered medical and dental expenses of 

the child will be allowed unless the parent receiving support,  submits proof of such 

expenses to  the parent paying support, in writing within 180 days of the date said 

expenses were incurred. 

152)  will pay all reasonable and necessary medical and dental expenses of the child 

not covered by insurance and  will reimburse  for 43% of all such expenses 

that are actually paid by  and or in excess of $250 per year. 

153) If a parent fails to pay a cost or expense as required by this parenting plan, then the other 

parent may pay the cost or expense and seek reimbursement from the parent who was to pay 

the expense. 

154) If a parent incurs a nonemergency expense to a healthcare provider that is not covered by 

insurance and the available insurance would have paid for some or all of the expense, then 

the parent incurring the expense shall pay 75% and the other parent 25% of the uncovered 

expense. The parents may agree in writing to alternative arrangements as to providers and 

apportionment of uncovered expenses. 

155) Any agreement by the parents to divide expenses not specifically listed in this parenting 

plan is unenforceable unless it is in writing. 

156) Neither party is awarded maintenance from the other. This provision is not modifiable. 

157) Each party is awarded her personal property currently in her possession. 

158) The marital home, located at   Ave., St. Louis, MO 63125, with the legal 

description described in Exhibit 4 attached hereto, is awarded to   shall be 








