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 On appeal, Appellant-Petitioner M.D. challenges the trial court’s determination 

relating to his child support arrearage.  We affirm.  

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

 G.R. was born to T.R. on April 20, 1990.  On July 28, 1994, M.D. was determined to 

be the father of G.R. and was ordered by the trial court to pay $20.00 per week for the 

support and maintenance of G.R. retroactively commencing March 23, 1993.  M.D. was also 

ordered to reimburse the Indiana State Department of Welfare for the cost of a blood 

grouping test in the amount of $285.00.     

 On March 3, 2006, the trial court issued an order in which M.D.’s child support 

arrearages were adjudicated to be $3558.00 to the State of Indiana, $9724.00 to T.R., and 

$235.00 for testing.  M.D. did not file a direct appeal of the trial court’s March 3, 2006 order. 

 On May 27, 2008, M.D. filed a Verified Petition to Reduce Child Support challenging the 

trial court’s March 3, 2006 arrearage determination and alleging that G.R. was emancipated 

as of April 20, 2008.  On December 4, 2008, the trial court denied M.D.’s request to re-

evaluate the March 3, 2006 arrearage determination and ordered that G.R. should be 

emancipated as of April 20, 2008.  M.D. now appeals.   

DISCUSSION AND DECISION 

 Generally, decisions regarding child support rest within the sound discretion of the 

trial court.  Dore v. Dore, 782 N.E.2d 1015, 1018 (Ind. Ct. App. 2003).  We will reverse a 

trial court’s decision in child support matters only for an abuse of discretion if the trial 

court’s determination is contrary to law.  Id.   
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 M.D. claims that the trial court’s March 3, 2006 child support arrearage determination 

was incorrect in that it failed to credit him with certain monies paid to the State of Indiana 

and T.R.  The State, on the other hand, claims that M.D. has waived any challenge to the trial 

court’s March 3, 2006 arrearage determination because he failed to appeal from the original 

order.  We agree with the State. 

 The record establishes that the trial court issued an order on March 3, 2006, 

adjudicating M.D.’s child support arrearages to be $3558.00 to the State of Indiana, $9724.00 

to T.R., and $235 for testing.  M.D. did not appeal this order.  Timely action after a trial 

court’s final judgment is a jurisdictional prerequisite, and failure to conform with the 

applicable time limits results in forfeiture on appeal.  Hatfield v. Edward J. DeBartolo Corp., 

676 N.E.2d 395, 398 (Ind. Ct. App. 1997), trans. denied.  M.D. has waived his right to appeal 

the trial court’s arrearage determination because he failed to appeal from the trial court’s 

original March 3, 2006 order.  See also Holman v. Holman, 472 N.E.2d 1279, 1287 n.9 (Ind. 

Ct. App. 1985) (concluding that husband waived any error in the trial court’s order that he 

pay the cost of his daughter’s parochial school education because he failed to appeal from the 

original decree).   

 The judgment of the trial court is affirmed. 

CRONE, J. and BROWN, J., concur. 


