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PITTMAN, Judge. 

Judy Faust ("the mother") a p p e a l s , and Bryan W. Knowles 

("the f a t h e r " ) c r o s s - a p p e a l s , from a judgment of the M a r s h a l l 

C i r c u i t C ourt e n t e r e d i n a p o s t d i v o r c e m o d i f i c a t i o n p r o c e e d i n g 
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and i n a r e l a t e d c i v i l a c t i o n brought by the mother and the 

p a r t i e s ' c h i l d r e n , Andrew W. Knowles ("the son") and P a t r i c i a 

Tana Knowles ("the daughter") s e e k i n g e q u i t a b l e r e l i e f as t o 

c e r t a i n c u s t o d i a l f i n a n c i a l accounts c o n t a i n i n g funds a l l e g e d 

t o b e l o n g t o the son. We a f f i r m i n p a r t and r e v e r s e i n p a r t 

as t o the a p p e a l ; a f f i r m as t o the c r o s s - a p p e a l ; and remand. 

T h i s i s the second time t h a t the mother and the f a t h e r 

have appeared b e f o r e t h i s c o u r t . In Faust v. Knowles, 952 So. 

2d 380 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2006), t h i s c o u r t noted t h a t the 

p a r t i e s had e x e r c i s e d t r u e j o i n t c u s t o d y of the son and the 

daughter under the terms of t h e i r agreed d i v o r c e judgment; 

t h a t the son was "13 years o l d and [ t h e ] daughter ... was 10 

years o l d " when a p r e v i o u s m o d i f i c a t i o n a c t i o n had been heard 

i n F e b r u a r y 2004; and t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t had, i n October 

2004, d e c l i n e d t o m o d i f y the c u s t o d y p r o v i s i o n s of t h a t 

judgment. I d . a t 381-82. In F a u s t , we r e v e r s e d the t r i a l 

c o u r t ' s d e c i s i o n not t o modify c u s t o d y , c o n c l u d i n g t h a t the 

t r i a l c o u r t had a p p l i e d an improper c u s t o d y s t a n d a r d ; however, 

the t r i a l c o u r t , on remand, d i d not e n t e r a judgment 

conforming t o t h i s c o u r t ' s mandate u n t i l September 2009. In 

the September 2009 judgment e n t e r e d on remand, the mother was 

awarded p r i m a r y p h y s i c a l c u s t o d y of the son, but the 

daughter's j o i n t c u s t o d y was not changed. 
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In January 2010, the son and the mother brought a c i v i l 

a c t i o n a g a i n s t the f a t h e r and the investment bank t h a t had 

a l l e g e d l y h e l d funds b e l o n g i n g t o the son i n a c u s t o d i a l 

account under the c o n t r o l of the f a t h e r ; i n t h a t a c t i o n , the 

son and the mother sought a judgment d i r e c t i n g the f a t h e r t o 

p r o v i d e an a c c o u n t i n g and r e q u i r i n g the f a t h e r t o cease 

disbursement of funds i n the c u s t o d i a l account. A motion was 

f i l e d i n t h a t a c t i o n i n May 2010 s e e k i n g t o add the daughter 

as a p l a i n t i f f , who c l a i m e d t o have a c u s t o d i a l f i n a n c i a l 

account a t the same f i n a n c i a l i n s t i t u t i o n . A l t h o u g h the 

f a t h e r f i l e d an answer g e n e r a l l y d e n y ing the a l l e g a t i o n s of 

the c o m p l a i n t , he s u b s e q u e n t l y f i l e d a c o u n t e r c l a i m i n which 

he a v e r r e d t h a t the moneys d e p o s i t e d i n the c h i l d r e n ' s 

c u s t o d i a l a ccounts had been g i v e n t o him by the f a t h e r ' s 

p a r e n t s f o r the e d u c a t i o n a l b e n e f i t of the c h i l d r e n , i . e . , t o 

d e f r a y c o l l e g e c o s t s not co v e r e d by p r e p a i d - c o l l e g e - t u i t i o n 

p l a n s a c q u i r e d on b e h a l f of the c h i l d r e n ; he sought a judgment 

d e c l a r i n g t h a t he was the a c t u a l owner of the accounts o r , i n 

the a l t e r n a t i v e , a judgment a g a i n s t the p l a i n t i f f s f o r money 

p a i d by m i s t a k e . 

A t t he same time t h a t the c i v i l a c t i o n r e g a r d i n g the 

c u s t o d i a l accounts was pending, the f a t h e r f i l e d p l e a d i n g s 

s e e k i n g a f i n d i n g of contempt a g a i n s t the mother f o r h a v i n g 
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a l l e g e d l y f a i l e d t o a l l o w him t o have c o n t a c t w i t h the 

daughter and a m o d i f i c a t i o n of the d i v o r c e judgment t o award 

him s o l e c u s t o d y of the d a u g h t e r ; the mother f i l e d an answer 

denying the f a t h e r ' s r i g h t t o r e l i e f , and she a s s e r t e d a 

c o u n t e r c l a i m s e e k i n g s o l e c u s t o d y of the daughter and b o t h 

c h i l d s u p p o r t and p o s t m i n o r i t y e d u c a t i o n a l s u p p o r t . Pendente 

l i t e c u s t o d y of the daughter was awarded t o the mother pending 

a f i n a l h e a r i n g , and the mother s u b s e q u e n t l y a s s e r t e d a 

contempt c l a i m a g a i n s t the f a t h e r stemming from h i s a l l e g e d 

r e f u s a l t o pay l e g i t i m a t e expenses of the c h i l d r e n . 

In November 2010, the t r i a l c o u r t h e l d a t r i a l as t o a l l 

c l a i m s of the mother, the f a t h e r , and the c h i l d r e n i n b o t h 

a c t i o n s . A t t h a t t r i a l , the mother, the f a t h e r , the c h i l d r e n , 

and the f a t h e r ' s mother t e s t i f i e d r e g a r d i n g the s u b s t a n t i v e 

i s s u e s i n c o n t r o v e r s y , and a l l p a r t i e s a p p e a r i n g a t t r i a l 

a greed t h a t the investment bank was not a p r o p e r p a r t y t o the 

a c t i o n . The t r i a l c o u r t s u b s e q u e n t l y e n t e r e d a judgment 

awarding the mother p r i m a r y p h y s i c a l c u s t o d y of the daughter, 

s u b j e c t t o the f a t h e r ' s v i s i t a t i o n r i g h t s ; d i r e c t e d t he f a t h e r 

t o pay $346 per month i n c h i l d s u p p o r t based upon an expr e s s 

d e v i a t i o n from the R u l e 32, A l a . R. Jud. Admin., c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

g u i d e l i n e s ; d i r e c t e d b o t h p a r e n t s t o m a i n t a i n h e a l t h i n s u r a n c e 

w i t h r e s p e c t t o the d a u g h t e r ; d i r e c t e d the f a t h e r t o pay 
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$6,035.49 t o the mother f o r u n p a i d c o l l e g e - e d u c a t i o n expenses 

and m e d i c a l expenses of the c h i l d r e n ; and o t h e r w i s e d e n i e d a l l 

o t h e r r e q u e s t s f o r r e l i e f . The mother's t i m e l y postjudgment 

motion t o a l t e r , amend, or v a c a t e the judgment a v e r r e d , among 

ot h e r t h i n g s , t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t had e r r e d i n d e t e r m i n i n g 

the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n as t o the daughter, had 

e r r e d i n d e c l i n i n g t o f i n d him i n contempt, and had e r r e d i n 

f a i l i n g t o address the c l a i m s t h a t the f a t h e r was i m p r o p e r l y 

d i s b u r s i n g moneys from the c u s t o d i a l a c c o u n t s . The t r i a l 

c o u r t d e n i e d t h a t motion. The mother appealed and the f a t h e r 

c r o s s - a p p e a l e d from the t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment; the son and 

the daughter are not p a r t i e s t o the a p p e a l s . 

We w i l l f i r s t address the f a t h e r ' s c r o s s - a p p e a l , i n which 

he p r i m a r i l y contends t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t a c t e d o u t s i d e i t s 

d i s c r e t i o n i n f a i l i n g t o award him c u s t o d y of the daughter. 

We note t h a t d u r i n g the pendency of t h e s e a p p e a l s , the 

daughter (whose b i r t h d a y i s F e b r u a r y 25, 1993) reached the age 

of m a j o r i t y . Because the daughter i s now an a d u l t (see § 26¬

1-1, A l a . Code 1975), her c u s t o d y i s no l o n g e r the s u b j e c t of 

c o n t r o v e r s y , and t h i s c o u r t cannot g r a n t e f f e c t i v e r e l i e f . 

The f a t h e r ' s c o n t e n t i o n t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d i n d e n y ing 

h i s p e t i t i o n f o r c u s t o d y as t o the daughter i s t h e r e f o r e moot. 

E.g., Wendel v. Wendel, 331 P.2d 370, 371 (Okla. 1958) (when, 
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pending a p p e a l from c u s t o d y - m o d i f i c a t i o n judgment, c h i l d 

r eached age of m a j o r i t y , q u e s t i o n of p r o p r i e t y of judgment 

became moot). Thus, the t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment i s due t o be 

a f f i r m e d as t o t h a t i s s u e . 5 Am. J u r . 2d A p p e a l & E r r o r § 932 

(1962) ("A judgment or o r d e r may be a f f i r m e d w i t h o u t 

c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the m e r i t s of the case where the q u e s t i o n has 

become moot."); a c c o r d 5 C.J.S. Appeal & E r r o r § 1024 (2007); 

see a l s o L.R.M. v. D.M., 962 So. 2d 864, 872 n.7 ( A l a . C i v . 

App. 2007) ( h o l d i n g t h a t i s s u e of p r o p r i e t y of award of 

c u s t o d y of c h i l d t o p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s f o r six-month p e r i o d 

was moot because s i x months had e l a p s e d ) . F u r t h e r , because 

the f a t h e r ' s p r i n c i p a l b r i e f contends t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t ' s 

judgment as t o c h i l d s u p p o r t s h o u l d be r e v e r s e d o n l y i n the  

event t h a t t h i s c o u r t r e v e r s e s t h a t judgment as t o the c u s t o d y  

i s s u e , h i s c r o s s - a p p e a l i s , as t o the second i s s u e , p r e d i c a t e d 

upon the happening of an event t h a t has not t aken p l a c e , which 

w a r r a n t s a f f i r m a n c e as t o t h a t i s s u e as w e l l . See Bess v.  

W a f f l e House, I n c . , 824 So. 2d 783, 787 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2001) 

( a f f i r m i n g as t o c o n d i t i o n a l c r o s s - a p p e a l when the c o n d i t i o n 

on which the p e r t i n e n t argument was p r e d i c a t e d had not 

o c c u r r e d ) . 1 

1The f a t h e r f i l e d , d u r i n g the pendency of t h e s e a p p e a l s , 
a motion s e e k i n g l e a v e t o f i l e a p e t i t i o n i n the t r i a l c o u r t 
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We now t u r n t o the i s s u e s r a i s e d i n the mother's a p p e a l . 

The mother f i r s t contends t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d i n 

c a l c u l a t i n g c h i l d s u p p o r t w i t h r e s p e c t t o the daughter. The 

r e c o r d r e f l e c t s t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t p r e p a r e d a Form CS-42 t o 

determine the s u p p o r t p a y a b l e under the Rule 32, A l a . R. Jud. 

Admin., c h i l d - s u p p o r t g u i d e l i n e s , u t i l i z i n g a Form CS-41 

i n c o m e - a f f i d a v i t form s u p p l i e d by the f a t h e r . The f a t h e r ' s 

Form CS-41 l i s t e d the f a t h e r ' s monthly income as $4,386, an 

amount c o n s i d e r a b l y l e s s than the f a t h e r ' s pay stubs i n d i c a t e d 

t h a t he was a c t u a l l y e a r n i n g ; t h a t form a l s o n oted t h a t the 

f a t h e r was p a y i n g $551.01 per month f o r h e a l t h - i n s u r a n c e 

coverage f o r the daughter. The t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment 

i n d i c a t e s t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t had c a l c u l a t e d the g u i d e l i n e s 

amount of su p p o r t based upon those f i g u r e s , but the c o u r t 

d e v i a t e d upward by $200. In a response t o the mother's 

postjudgment motion, c o u n s e l f o r the f a t h e r c a n d i d l y a d m i t t e d 

t h a t the monthly income l i s t e d on the f a t h e r ' s Form CS-41 was 

o b t a i n e d by d i v i d i n g the f a t h e r ' s y e a r - t o - d a t e income as shown 

on a pay statement d a t e d October 2010 by 12 months r a t h e r than 

t o modify h i s c h i l d - s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n ; t h a t motion was 
s u b m i t t e d f o r d e c i s i o n a l o n g w i t h t he a p p e a l s . Because the 
daughter has a t t a i n e d the age of m a j o r i t y , we conclude t h a t a 
change i n c i r c u m s t a n c e s w a r r a n t i n g a m o d i f i c a t i o n of the 
f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n has o c c u r r e d ; t h e r e f o r e , h i s 
motion i s g r a n t e d . 
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by 10 months, but the f a t h e r ' s c o u n s e l contended t h a t the 

t r i a l c o u r t ' s i n c l u s i o n of the f a t h e r ' s h e a l t h - i n s u r a n c e 

premiums i n i t s c a l c u l a t i o n s was w a r r a n t e d because b o t h 

p a r t i e s had been r e q u i r e d t o p r o v i d e coverage f o r the daughter 

i n the judgment. The t r i a l c o u r t d i d not modify i t s judgment 

i n response t o the mother's motion or the f a t h e r ' s averments, 

however. 

We agree w i t h the mother t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t , i n making 

i t s d e t e r m i n a t i o n c o n c e r n i n g what the g u i d e l i n e s would r e q u i r e 

of the f a t h e r i n terms of c h i l d s u p p o r t , e r r e d i n u s i n g an 

erroneous income f i g u r e . We r e v e r s e the t r i a l c o u r t ' s c h i l d -

s u p p o r t d e t e r m i n a t i o n and remand f o r t h a t c o u r t t o r e c a l c u l a t e 

the f a t h e r ' s c h i l d - s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n under the g u i d e l i n e s 

u s i n g the c o r r e c t income f i g u r e and t o e n t e r a c h i l d - s u p p o r t 

d e t e r m i n a t i o n t h a t e i t h e r conforms t o the p r o p e r a p p l i c a t i o n 

of the g u i d e l i n e s or t h a t v a l i d l y and e x p l i c i t l y d e v i a t e s 

t h e r e f r o m . However, we w i l l not d i s t u r b the t r i a l c o u r t ' s 

i n c l u s i o n of the f a t h e r ' s h e a l t h - i n s u r a n c e premiums i n i t s 

g u i d e l i n e s c a l c u l a t i o n s g i v e n t h a t c o u r t ' s e x p r e s s 

d e t e r m i n a t i o n t h a t b o t h p a r e n t s s h o u l d c a r r y h e a l t h i n s u r a n c e 

on the daughter, who was shown t o have been d i a g n o s e d w i t h 

m e n t a l - h e a l t h c o n d i t i o n s , because of the e x i s t e n c e of her 

m e n t a l - h e a l t h c o n d i t i o n s . As we suggested i n V o l o v e c k y v. 

8 



2100513 
Hoffman, 903 So. 2d 844, 848 & n.3 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2004), a 

c o u r t c o n s i d e r i n g an i s s u e of su p p o r t f o r minor c h i l d r e n might 

w e l l determine t h a t " i t would be a p p r o p r i a t e t o impose on b o t h 

p a r e n t s an o b l i g a t i o n t o p r o v i d e i n s u r a n c e c o v e r i n g the 

c h i l d r e n , even i f t h e r e i s some degree of o v e r l a p i n the 

p o l i c i e s " and even though the g e n e r a l r u l e i s t h a t "a 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n w i l l be c a l c u l a t e d u s i n g the premium 

f o r a s i n g l e h e a l t h - i n s u r a n c e p o l i c y c o v e r i n g m e d i c a l 

expenses." 

We next c o n s i d e r the mother's c o n t e n t i o n t h a t the t r i a l 

c o u r t e r r e d i n d e c l i n i n g t o address the i s s u e s r a i s e d i n the 

c i v i l a c t i o n brought by her and the c h i l d r e n r e g a r d i n g the 

c u s t o d i a l a c c o u n t s . 2 As the t r i a l c o u r t n oted d u r i n g t h e 

t r i a l , whether t o o r d e r an a c c o u n t i n g w i t h r e s p e c t t o accounts 

c r e a t e d p u r s u a n t t o the U n i f o r m T r a n s f e r s t o Minors A c t 

("UTMA"), A l a . Code 1975, § 35-5A-1 e t seq., i s a ma t t e r of 

t r i a l - c o u r t d i s c r e t i o n . See A l a . Code 1975, § 35-5A-20(c). 

The f a t h e r t e s t i f i e d a t t r i a l t h a t he had not u t i l i z e d any of 

the funds i n the c u s t o d i a l account e s t a b l i s h e d f o r the b e n e f i t 

2We r e j e c t the f a t h e r ' s c o n t e n t i o n t h a t t h i s i s s u e was not 
p r e s e r v e d f o r a p p e l l a t e r e v i e w ; the mother's p r e t r i a l 
s tatement, her e l i c i t a t i o n of t r i a l t e s t i m o n y from the 
p a r t i e s , and her postjudgment motion a l l i n v o k e , or a t l e a s t 
p e r t a i n t o , her c l a i m t h a t the f a t h e r had m i s a p p r o p r i a t e d 
funds b e l o n g i n g t o the son and the daughter. 
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of the daughter, but he a d m i t t e d t h a t he had used a p o r t i o n of 

the funds i n the son's c u s t o d i a l account t o s a t i s f y the son's 

e d u c a t i o n a l expenses i n l i e u of making payments from the 

f a t h e r ' s o t h e r e a r n i n g s or a s s e t s ; a l t h o u g h the f a t h e r 

t e s t i f i e d t h a t the son's account had c o n t a i n e d a p p r o x i m a t e l y 

$13,000 i n 2007 ( i . e . , when the son's p a t e r n a l g r a n d f a t h e r had 

d i e d and c u s t o d i a l c o n t r o l of the funds had passed t o the 

f a t h e r ) , the account had been reduced, by st o c k - m a r k e t 

d e c l i n e s and e d u c a t i o n a l e x p e n d i t u r e s , t o between $8,000 and 

$9,000 a t the time of t r i a l . The f a t h e r f u r t h e r t e s t i f i e d 

t h a t the funds i n the c u s t o d i a l accounts had been g i f t s t o him 

from t he p a t e r n a l g r a n d p a r e n t s and t h a t the i n t e n t of the 

g i f t s was so t h a t the f a t h e r would pay, i n h i s words, "my h a l f 

of t he c o l l e g e expenses" of the son and the daughter. 

I t i s t r u e t h a t , under Alabama law, a t r i a l c o u r t 

c o n s i d e r i n g whether t o e s t a b l i s h a p o s t m i n o r i t y - s u p p o r t 

o b l i g a t i o n as t o a p a r t y ' s c h i l d p u r s u a n t t o Ex p a r t e B a y l i s s , 

550 So. 2d 986, 987 ( A l a . 1989), i s t o c o n s i d e r " a l l r e l e v a n t 

f a c t o r s t h a t s h a l l appear r e a s o n a b l e and n e c e s s a r y , i n c l u d i n g  

p r i m a r i l y the f i n a n c i a l r e s o u r c e s of the p a r e n t s and the  

c h i l d " (some emphasis i n o r i g i n a l ; some emphasis added); see  

a l s o Goetsch v. Goetsch, 66 So. 3d 788, 791 ( A l a . C i v . App. 

2011). I t may l i k e w i s e be presumed t h a t s i m i l a r 
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c o n s i d e r a t i o n s of the c h i l d ' s r e s o u r c e s would be p e r t i n e n t i n 

a p r o c e e d i n g t o modify such a p o s t m i n o r i t y - s u p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n . 

However, the t r i a l c o u r t i n t h i s case was not c a l l e d upon t o 

e s t a b l i s h or modify an o b l i g a t i o n t o p r o v i d e p o s t m i n o r i t y 

s u p p o r t ; r a t h e r , i t was c a l l e d upon t o i n t e r p r e t and e n f o r c e 

a p r e e x i s t i n g o b l i g a t i o n t h a t had been i n p l a c e s i n c e 2000, 

when the t r i a l c o u r t ' s d i v o r c e judgment had r a t i f i e d the 

agreement of the mother and the f a t h e r t o e q u a l l y share a l l 

c o s t s not c o v e r e d by o t h e r s o u rces such as the c h i l d r e n ' s 

p r e p a i d - c o l l e g e - t u i t i o n p l a n s . 

A l t h o u g h i t i s c o r r e c t t o say t h a t , under the UTMA, a 

c u s t o d i a n of funds f o r a minor b e n e f i c i a r y may g e n e r a l l y 

d i s b u r s e funds from a c u s t o d i a l account f o r the b e n e f i t of 

t h a t minor's e d u c a t i o n , such an e x p e n d i t u r e i s , as a m a t t e r of 

law, " i n a d d i t i o n t o , not i n s u b s t i t u t i o n f o r , and does not 

a f f e c t any o b l i g a t i o n of a person t o s u p p o r t the minor." A l a . 

Code 1975, § 35-5A-15(c). The t r i a l c o u r t ' s judgment i n t h i s 

p a r t i c u l a r case d i r e c t l y c o n t r a v e n e d § 35-5A-15(c) because 

t h a t judgment, i n e f f e c t , r a t i f i e d t he f a t h e r ' s u n i l a t e r a l use 

of the son's funds as a s u b s t i t u t e f o r the f a t h e r ' s funds, 

t h e r e b y p r e j u d i c i n g the i n t e r e s t s of not o n l y the son, but 

a l s o the mother (who n e c e s s a r i l y r e c e i v e d no b e n e f i t as t o her 

h a l f of u n s a t i s f i e d p o s t m i n o r i t y e d u c a t i o n a l expenses i n c u r r e d 
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by the s o n ) . We must t h e r e f o r e r e v e r s e the t r i a l c o u r t ' s 

judgment t o the e x t e n t t h a t t h a t c o u r t d i d not a p p l y § 35-5A-

1 5 ( c ) , and we remand f o r a d e t e r m i n a t i o n of what e x p e n d i t u r e s 

were made by the f a t h e r from the son's c u s t o d i a l account i n 

s u b s t i t u t i o n of the f a t h e r ' s duty t o pay h a l f of the son's 

u n s a t i s f i e d c o l l e g e expenses. 

The mother f i n a l l y contends t h a t the t r i a l c o u r t e r r e d i n 

d e c l i n i n g t o f i n d the f a t h e r i n contempt. However, her one-

page argument t o the e f f e c t t h a t the f a t h e r has " w i l l f u l l y and 

wantonly r e f u s e d t o obey o r d e r s of the t r i a l c o u r t " c i t e s as 

a u t h o r i t y o n l y the d e f i n i t i o n of c i v i l contempt c o n t a i n e d i n 

R u l e 70A(D), A l a . R. C i v . P., and d i r e c t s t h i s c o u r t t o no 

p r o v i s i o n of a p r e v i o u s c o u r t o r d e r t h a t the f a t h e r has 

u n d i s p u t e d l y w i l l f u l l y v i o l a t e d . Thus, the mother has not 

p r e s e n t e d an argument w a r r a n t i n g r e v e r s a l as t o t h a t i s s u e . 

See Walden v. H u t c h i n s o n , 987 So. 2d 1109, 1121 ( A l a . 2007) 

( a u t h o r i t y s u p p o r t i n g o n l y g e n e r a l p r o p o s i t i o n s of law w i l l 

not c o n s t i t u t e a s u f f i c i e n t argument f o r r e v e r s a l ) . 

Based upon the f o r e g o i n g f a c t s and a u t h o r i t i e s , the 

judgment of the t r i a l c o u r t i s a f f i r m e d except as t o the 

c h i l d - s u p p o r t award w i t h r e s p e c t t o the daughter and the 

f a i l u r e t o address the mother's c o n t e n t i o n s t h a t the f a t h e r 

i m p r o p e r l y u t i l i z e d the son's funds t o s a t i s f y the f a t h e r ' s 
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own su p p o r t o b l i g a t i o n . The causes are remanded f o r f u r t h e r 

p r o c e e d i n g s as t o those i s s u e s . 

AFFIRMED IN PART AND REVERSED IN PART AS TO THE APPEAL; 

AFFIRMED AS TO THE CROSS-APPEAL; CAUSES REMANDED. 

Thompson, P.J., and Bryan, Thomas, and Moore, J J . , 

concur. 
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