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Issues:  What is the best parenting arrangement for the parties four (4) children?  

What has been and what is the ongoing obligation of the parties to pay 
child support and to contribute to the special and extraordinary expenses 
of the children? Has the equalization payment provided for in the parties’ 
separation agreement been retired by set off ? 

 
Summary:  The Court issued two decisions.  The first decision dealt with parenting 

issues.  The second decision  addressed historical and ongoing 
financial issues.   

 
   The decision on parenting issued August 31, 2017 (2017 NSSC 233).  

The Court confirmed the parenting status quo of the children.  The 
youngest child’s primary care and his sister’s primary care remained with 
the mother.  One son remained in the primary care of the father and the 
oldest was found not to be a child of the marriage. 

 
   The decision addressing unresolved financial issues issued in March 

2018. The Court ordered that the equalization payment plus interest on it, 
as provided for in the parties’ separation agreement, is to be paid to the 
father on or before June 30, 2018 (2018 NSSC 66). 

 
   The Court found the provisions in the parties’ separation agreement 

dealing with child support and the payment of special expenses to be 
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inapplicable because they were uncertain, contrary to s.13 of the Child 
Support Guidelines and because the parties themselves sought to 
abandon these provisions within months of concluding the separation 
agreement. 

 
The Court applied the economics of scale approach for the period of 

approximately two (2) years when the parents had a hybrid parenting 

arrangement.  For other periods until August 2017 and ongoing, the 

Court determined the parties’ child support obligations based on 

traditional conclusions as to the residency of the children; the parties’ 

incomes and the child support tables.  The Court also set global 

amounts as each party’s historical and ongoing contribution to the special 

expenses of the children. 

 
          The Court found Mr. Boubnov had met or exceeded his obligation to 

contribute to meeting the special expenses of the children.  The Court 
found a net financial obligation to Mr. Boubnov in the amount of 
$16,057.27 in addition to the equalization payment of $47,200 plus 
interest due him. 
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THIS INFORMATION SHEET DOES NOT FORM PART OF THE COURT'S DECISION.  

QUOTES MUST BE FROM THE DECISION, NOT THIS LIBRARY SHEET. 


