
 

 

 
  

To:   Members of The Senate Judicial Proceedings Committee 
 
From: Family Law Section Council (FLSC)  
 
Date: February 16, 2026 
 
Subject: Senate Bill 548: 

Family Law- Child Support Guidelines – Determination of Custody Agreements 
Between Parents 
 

Position: OPPOSED  
__________________________________________________________________ 
 

The Maryland State Bar Association (MSBA) FLSC opposes Senate Bill 548. 
 
This testimony is submitted on behalf of the Family Law Section Council (“FLSC”) of 

the Maryland State Bar Association (“MSBA”).  The FLSC is the formal representative of the 
Family Law Section of the MSBA, which promotes the objectives of the MSBA by improving 
the administration of justice in the field of family and law and, at the same time, tries to bring 
together the members of the MSBA who are concerned with family related laws and in reforms 
and improvements in such laws through legislation or otherwise.  The FLSC is charged with 
the general supervision and control of the affairs of the Section and authorized to act for the 
Section in any way in which the Section itself could act.  The Section has over 1,100 attorney 
members. 

 
SB 548 attempts to override the decision of the Supreme Court of Maryland in the 

recently decided In the Matter of the Marriage of Houser, 490 Md. 592 (2025). The MSBA 
filed an amicus curiae brief in support of the ultimate decision in Houser, which was consistent 
with the understanding and experiences of family law practitioners throughout the State.  

 
SB 548 would lead to an evisceration of the entire child support statute and decades of 

Maryland Law, as it would permit parents to agree to waive child support and ignore the 
statutory scheme and Maryland Child Support Guidelines. The underpinning of the entire child 
support statute is the accepted premise that Maryland Judges must utilize the Guidelines in an 
objective manner in order to protect the financial needs of the children in the child support and 
custody matters which come before them on a daily basis.  

 



 

 

SB 548 would not just throw the baby out with the bath water of that accepted premise, 
but is, frankly, a solution in search of a problem. It is critical to note that Md. Code Ann., Fam. 
Law § 12-204 already permits a court to deviate from the child support guidelines, including 
by agreement of the parties—it simply requires that the parties “show their work” to explain 
why that deviation should occur and, more importantly, how that deviation will serve the best 
interest of the child. As the MSBA wrote in its brief in Houser, this is not a particularly difficult 
burden to meet, yet provides our courts with a baseline assurance that any agreement between 
the parties is child-focused, rather than parent-focused.  

 
The FLSC refers the Committee to the MSBA’s amicus curiae brief filed in the Houser 

case, a copy of which has been submitted for consideration alongside this written testimony.  
 
 For the reason(s) stated above, the MSBA FLSC opposes Senate Bill 548 and urges 

a unfavorable committee report. 
 
Should you have any questions, please contact Michelle Smith, Esquire at 410-280-1700 or 

msmith@lawannapolis.com.  
 
 

Enclosure:  
Brief of Amicus Curiae Maryland State Bar Association in In the Matter of the Marriage of Houser 
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