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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio held that a juvenile court has jurisdiction to award retroactive child

support to an adult emancipated child when a parentage action is filed before the child’s 23rd birthday.
The court construed R.C. 3111.05 and R.C. 3111.13(C) together and reversed the appellate court’s

contrary judgment.
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Appeal and certified-conflict review from the Court of Appeals for
Auglaize County after that court reversed and remanded a juvenile-
court ruling permitting retroactive child support for an adult child. The
Supreme Court of Ohio accepted a discretionary appeal after

determining that a conflict existed among appellate districts.

De novo review of the statutory jurisdictional and statutory-

interpretation question.
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PRACTICE AREAS
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a juvenile court has subject-matter jurisdiction to award retroactive child support in a paternity
or parentage action filed after the child reaches the age of majority but before the child's twenty-third
birthday.

HOLDINGS

1. A juvenile court has jurisdiction to award retroactive child support payments to an adult emancipated

child if the parentage action is filed before the child's twenty-third birthday.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A juvenile court has jurisdiction to award retroactive child support payments to an adult emancipated child
if a parentage action is filed prior to the child’s 23d birthday.” (104 Ohio St. 3d at 629; syllabus)

“Consequently, we hold that a juvenile court has jurisdiction to award retroactive child support payments to
an adult emancipated child if a parentage action is filed prior to the child’s 23d birthday.” (104 Ohio St. 3d at
633; 9 18)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Deborah Carnes gave birth to Jessica Schaefer in 1982 and identified Barrett Kemp as the likely father, but
Kemp provided no financial support and had little contact with Schaefer. Schaefer located Kemp in January
2001, when she was 18, and filed a paternity action with her mother and the Auglaize County Child Support
Enforcement Agency before her twenty-third birthday. The parties stipulated that Kemp was Schaefer's

biological father and stipulated to a retroactive child-support calculation of $52,514.06 through emancipation.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Jessica Schaefer, her mother, and the Auglaize County Child Support Enforcement Agency filed a paternity
action when Schaefer was 18. The parties stipulated that Barrett Kemp was Schaefer's biological father and
stipulated to the amount of support that would be owed from birth through emancipation. The trial court
concluded that it lacked jurisdiction to award support to Carnes but could award retroactive support to Schaefer;

the court of appeals reversed, and the Supreme Court of Ohio reversed the appellate judgment and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The cause was remanded to the trial court for further proceedings consistent with the holding that the juvenile

court had jurisdiction to award retroactive child support.
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