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| agree with the mgority that the drcuit court did not abuseitsdiscretion in affirming the
Family Law Magter’ srefusd to consider the income of the appdlleg’ s new spousein the child support
cdculation. Therefore, | concur withthat portion of theopinion. However, | disagreewith themgority
that the rental vaue of the gppelleg’ shome should be factored into the child support formulaasin kind

payments to be included in the appellant’ s gross income.

The child support obligation in this case is $1,304.85 per month. The gppellee pays
$704.85 per month in child support, and he has agreed to dlow his son and the gppedllant to livein the
maritdl homeincident to child support. Thefair renta value of the homeis stipulated at $600 per month.
TheFamily Law Madter and thedrcuit court |looked a this Stuation and redlized that, minusthe agresment
asto the home, the gppe lant would be entitled to $1,304.85 per month in child support, but would aso
haveto bear rentd or housing costswhich, in acomparable home, would amount to at |east $600 per
month. Therefore, thedecison of the Family Law Magter to deduct therental vaue of thehomefromthe
total child support obligation essantidly placesthe gopdlant inthesame pogtion shewouldbeinif thehome
werenot anissue. The appd lant getsthe benefit of the home, and the gppellee gets the benefit of the

reduced child support obligation.



It s;emsto methat the Family Law Master’ s solution conformswith the dictates of
commonsenseand fairness. Themgority, ontheother hand, unduly complicatestheissuetoreach aless
equitablesolution. Accordingly, | dissent tothemgjority’ sreversd of the circuit court on theissue of how

to treat the rental value of the appellee’ s home.

| am authorized to state that Justice McGraw joins me in this dissent.



