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Judge Crawford Concursin Part and Dissentsin Part.

Whilel concur in the mgority opinion in substantial part, | dissent concerning the alimony
in futuro award. Thetrial court concluded that Husband had an earning capadty of approximatdy
$60,000.00, and used this conclusion in calculation of the award of child support in the amount
$1,000.00 per month, and an award of alimony in futuro of $500.00 per month. Therecord refleds
that Husband qualified for and is currently receiving his retirement pay from Memphis Light, Gas
and Water Division of approximately $2,300.00. As a division of marital property, Wife was
awarded forty percent of Husband’s retirement or approximatley $900.00 per month. Wife is
gainfully employed and with the approximate $1,400.00 per month she receives in the division of
marital property and alimony in futuro, she appears to be adequately provided for.

Notwithstanding the fact that Husband’ s ability to pay will increase when his child support
obligation is eliminated, there is no indication that the needs of Wife will increase to that extent.
Accordingly, | feel that the award of $500.00 per month alimony in futuro should not be increased
automatically, but should depend upona material change of circumstances, if, in fact, such occurs.

Accordingly, | dissent from this part of the majority opinion and concur in the remainder
thereof. | would reversethetrial court’ sautomatic increase of alimony in futuro as provided for in
the final decree.



