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How time flies! Here we are on the verge of another Institute. The new guidelines
have been in effect for almost half a year. The new custody bill, House Bill 369, is
scheduled to go into effect on Jan. 1, 2008, but most people have heard nothing

about it. (More information inside this issue—see page 14.)
And Shiel Edlin’s year as section chair is drawing to an end. Shiel has guided us

through one of the most significant and challenging years in family law for our state and
helped us and thousands of lawyers and judges start to be able to understand the new
statute by coordinating our excellent seminars. We also owe thanks to Jill Radwin for her
help and the assistance of so many volunteers, perhaps most notably, Laurie Dyke (but
there are many, many others). 

Thank you also to those of you who have contributed articles or photos to the FLR.
Please keep them coming. Send us photos of family lawyers and articles on family law
issues. Your contributions are what makes the FLR a success. Thanks again, I look for-
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Judge Karpf: In a major way, yes.

Paul: I want to focus on family law issues and, of
course, the new guidelines are the one issue that seems
to be on everyone’s mind.

Judge Karpf: Absolutely.

Paul: I know they are on your mind since you have a
courtroom of people ready to go on child support this
morning and I understand that you have already had a
jury trial on the issue of child support.

Judge Karpf: In fact, I think, if what I read wal8r- a
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Leslie Keene: No, we did the equitable division.

Judge Karpf: That’s right, we tried equitable divi-
sion and alimony first. 

Leslie Keene: So then we could see how much
they’d have.

Judge Karpf: The reason for that was because there
were some assets. Some stock accounts.

Paul: That were earning some income?

Judge Karpf: That had the potential to earn some
income. So the thought was well, until we know who
gets that asset, the jury can’t allocate whatever income
they think it will produce to whichever party. So we
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Judge Karpf: Yes, we do uncontested divorces three
or four times every four to six weeks, and it’s between





Peachford for several days where she received drug
detoxification and further evaluation. After the child’s
release from Peachford, the wife enrolled the child at
ABM family preparatory school which was a residen-



Court reverses.
The husband’s obligation to pay his son’s college

expenses was solely from the agreement of the parties
as incorporated in the final judgment and decree. The
trial court determined that the eleven semester limita-
tion is reasonable and terminated the husband’s obliga-
tion for any period of time thereafter. Here, the agree-



that bank statements alone cannot provide significant
basis for the jury to reach an accurate conclusion with
regard to the income generated by his two landscaping
businesses. However, the husband’s deposition testi-
mony indicated that the combined income of his two
landscaping businesses was between $90,000 and
$110,000 in 2004 and his first landscaping business was
making $60,000 in 2004 and that his second landscap-
ing business projected to make an additional $60,000 a
year at the time he purchased it. The husband’s month-
ly salary with the Sheriff’s Department was $3,000 per
month. Therefore, the jury could conclude from the
deposition testimony and trial testimony that his total
monthly income was at least $5,000. Because some evi-
dence of the records supports the jury’s findings, the
verdict will not be disturbed. 

The husband also asserts that it was inappropriate
for the landscaping business’ bank statements contain-
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II. Service to the Profession
The annual Family Law Institute of 2006, held over

Memorial Day weekend in Destin was an incredible
event. This was the first time that the section met joint-
ly with the annual meeting of the Georgia
Psychological Association. Approximately 600 people
participated in this event. Lifelong relationships were





Negotiating a final settlement in a
divorce is usually a very stressful





statute as a whole, are there any other areas that you
think might need further clarification or might need
further work?

Judge Karpf: I’m sure there are. We have not
worked through all these issues. One that I’ve noticed
several times, particularly in the child support recov-
ery calendars, is the low income deviation. We see lots



Last week, as I was sitting through yet
another custody trial as guardian ad
litem (GAL), I thought about my arti-

cle for this issue of The Family Law Review.
After stepping down from the witness
stand and reflecting upon my testimony,
my report and the course of my investiga-
tion, it finally struck me what my confes-
sion would be. I confess that getting to the
crux of a custody dispute and ensuring
that the best interests of the children are
protected as much as possible can be a
daunting task. I further confess that in
order to accomplish that task, I have high
expectations of the parties that should be
met if one hopes to get a favorable recom-
mendation from me. 

The list of those expectations is exhaus-
tive, but I have put the most important in






