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PITTMAN, Judge.
AFFIRMED. NO OPINIOCN.
See Rule 53 (a) (1) and (a) (2)(C), Ala. R. App. P.; Rule

28 (a)y (10)y, Ala. R. App. P.; Green Tree Acceptance, TIng. Vv,

Blalock, 525 So. 2d 1366, 1369 (Ala. 1988); Suggs v. Suggs,



2081162

[Ms. 2090078, July 30, 2010] So. 3d ’ (Ala. Civ.

App. 2010}); Huggins v. Goldstein, 918 Sco. 2d 934, 838 (Ala.

Civ. App. 200%); and P.Y.W. wv. G.U.W., 858 So. 2d 26b, 267

{(Ala. Civ. App. 2003).
Thomeson, P.J., and Bryan and Thomas, JJ., concur.
Moore, J., concurs in part and dissents 1in part, with

writing.
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MOORE, Judge, concurring in part and disgssenting in part.

I concur to affirm the trial court's Jjudgment divorcing
Jack L. Martin ("the husband”") and Stephanie E. Martin ("the
wife™}), except Lo tLthe extent the trial court's Judgment
imputes income to the husbhand and orders the huskand to pay
child support to the wife; as to the resoluticn of those
issues, I dissent based on the reasocns set out in my special

writing in Suggs v. Suggs, [Ms. 2090078, July 30, 2010]

So. 3d ; (Ala. Civ. App. 2010} (Mcoore, J., concurring

in the result, but digssenting from the rationale).



