














AMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Procedural Background and prerequisites 

1. The Court finds that the parties have been residents of this State for ninety (90)

days next proceeding the commencement of this action and that thirty (30) days have elapsed 

since the filing of Husband's Petition for Dissolution of Marriage and since Wife's Counter

Petition for Dissolution of Marriage. 

2. Husband resides at , Missouri.

3. Wife resides with her parents at , Missouri. Wife

presented evidence of a Lease between her parent and herself. As discussed more fully herein 

below, the Court finds that the Lease is valid. 

4. Husband and Wife were married on August 14, 2013 in St. Louis County, State of

Missouri and the marriage is registered in the State of Missouri. 

5. Husband and Wife resided together at  Drive,

 Missouri until they separated on June 10, 2017. 

6. Husband filed Dissolution of Marriage on June 22, 2017.

7. Wife filed her Counter Petitioner for Dissolution of Marriage on July 25, 2017.

8. Before the parties married, Wife lived with her parents at

9. The last four numbers of Wife's Social Security Number is xxx-xx-redactand 

the 
last four numbers of Husband's Social Security Number is xxx-xx-redact 

10. Wife is not now pregnant and neither party is a member of the Armed Forces of

the United States nor its allies. 

11. Both parties alleged and admitted, and the Court finds, that there is no reasonable
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likelihood that the marriage of the parties can be preserved and therefore, the marriage is 

irretrievably broken. 

12. There was one child born of the marriage, who is a minor unemancipated child,

namely Redact ("redact"), now age redact years old. 

Judgments Pendente Lite 

13. On August 2, 2017, Wife filed her Motion and Affidavit for Temporary Custody,

Temporary Maintenance, Temporary Child Support and Attorneys' Fees and Costs on account . 

14. The Court appointed  as guardian ad litem ("GAL") for redact child.

15. After hearing testimony of the parties, the Court issued a Pendente Lite Judgment 

and Parenting Plan ("PDL Judgment") on January 8, 2018 awarding temporary relief for custody, 

maintenance, child support, and attorney's fees. 

16. At the time of the PDL hearing, Wife was not employed. The Court imputed to

Wife the income she listed on her Statement oflncome and Expenses of $2063.00, which is the 

gross income she had previously earned from her employment with Edward Jones. Husband's 

monthly gross income of $6438.00 was not disputed. The Court determined Wife's reasonable 

needs to be $3080.00. 

17. Under the January 8, 2018 PDL Judgment, Husband was ordered to pay $900.00

per month to Wife for temporary maintenance and $3,600.00 for retroactive maintenance. The 

Court' noted in the PDL Judgment that because the marriage was of short duration, it was 

skeptical that it would enter an order of maintenance in its final judgment. The Court also 

1 Prior to January 1, 2019, the instant case was assigned to a different Judge. The case was assigned to the

undersigned effective January 1, 2019 and the undersigned tried the case. 
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Church and $301.44 for daycare, Wife asserts there is a gap between her net income and her 

expenses of $653.41. Wife therefore seeks maintenance of $650.00. 

o. Wife testified that she is now paying her parents rent of $1,000 per month

pursuant to a written Lease with her Father. Wife testified that she and redact live upstairs on the 

main level in her parents' house and her parents live in the walkout basement. The main level has 

a kitchen, three bedrooms, three bathrooms, a living room and a dining room. There is also a 

small kitchen in the basement. Wife expects to inherit the house from her parents when they die. 

The Court finds that the rent is reasonable. 

p. Wife pays the $732.75 expenses for all of the utilities, phone, cable, internet, trash

and sewer of the residence. The Court finds that it is not reasonable for Wife to pay all of these 

expenses of the residence, because the Lease between Wife and her Father provides that Wife is 

to pay the utilities including telephone and gas but the Father is to pay water, garbage, sewer and 

trash. Accordingly the Court instead allocates to Wife the gas and electric expense of $390.00 

and the telephone and internet expense of $225. 99. However, the Court does not allocate the 

water, trash and sewer costs to Wife as set forth in the Lease. 

q. With regard to the car related expenses and car insurance, the Court finds Wife's

expenses contained on her Amended Statement of Income and Expense to be reasonable as her 

prior car was no longer usable due to the automobile accident and she was required to purchase 

another vehicle. The Court acknowledges that Wife purchased the vehicle without Husband's 

permission or knowledge but the Court believes Wife requires a reliable vehicle to get to work 

and to transport the minor child and the cost of the vehicle was not so unreasonable as would 

require the Court to disregard the expense. 
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not alter those findings but does believe that Mother has greatly exaggerated the threat of harm to 

her, if any, Father presently presents." 

J. This Court's own observations of both Husband and Wife leaves the Court with

the finding that there has been some level of domestic violence against Wife. As noted, the prior 

Judge found Wife's testimony as to physical abuse to be credible. This Court's observations of 

Wife and Husband lead the Court to believe that Wife was essentially truthful as to Husband's 

controlling behavior and physical reactions toward her. Therefore the Court will take this 

marital misconduct into account when dividing the property. However, the Court also finds that 

Wife engaged in some abusive behavior to Husband and the Court believes that Wife 

exaggerated the extent of the abuse. Such facts will mitigate the impact of the marital 

misconduct on the division of property. Because the parties are no longer residing in the home 

together, the threat of future physical or emotional harm seems to be diminished. 

At trial, there were no claims, testimony or evidence at trial suggesting any abuse of the 

minor child and the Court does not so find. 

41. Custodial Arrangements for the Minor Child. Pursuant to the parties' pre-trial

stipulation, the parties share joint custody of the minor child with each parent having custody for 

seven out of fourteen nights. The Court finds this factor does not impact the division of marital 

property. 

42. Division of property: Having considered all relevant factors, including those

enumerated in section 452.330.1, this Court finds that the designation of separate property and 

the division of marital property as set forth below is just and equitable. As will be shown below, 

the Court awards approximately 51 % of the net marital property to Wife and approximately 49% 
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of the net marital property to Husband. 

43. Separate Property:

As noted above, the parties entered into the Trial Stipulation prior to the commencement 

of trial which set forth certain property that the parties agreed were separate property. The Court 

incorporates by this reference the parties' Trial Stipulation, which is attached hereto. In 

particular the Court finds that the four Great Southern Bank accounts, the ROA Lexmark and 

 stock, discussed above and as more fully defined and valued in the Trial Stipulation, 

are the separate property of Husband and have a total value of $226,934.76. 

The Court finds that the US Bank 401k valued at $3147.00 and United Food and 

Commerce(sic) Workers Pension in the amount of $455.60 per month, as more fully defined in 

the Trial Stipulation, are the separate property of Wife. 

DIVISION OF MARITAL PROPERTY 

44. Vehicles

The parties own two vehicles: 

a. 2015 Mazda 6 is marital property. The value of the Mazda 6 is disputed by the

parties. It is undisputed, however, that there is a Chase auto loan on the Mazda 6 

with a balance due of$1,620.15. 

Wife valued the Mazda 6 at $12,474.00 less the $1,620.15 loan amount for a net 

value of $10,853.85. 

In Husband's initial Statement of Property filed June 22, 2017, Husband 

initially valued the Mazda 6 at $10,000.00 with a debt of $4000 and a net value of 

$6000. However, in his First Amended Statement of Property Husband valued 
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property and by denying him fifty/fifty custody. 

a. Section 452.355 RSMo allows the Court to award attorney's fees from "time to

time after considering all relevant factors including the financial resources of the parties, the 

merits of the case and the actions of the parties during the pendency of the action." 

b. Section 452.355 RSMo. permits but does not require the trial Court to make an

award of attorney's fees. Krepps v. Krepps, 234 S.W.3d, 605 (Mo. App. W.D. 2007). In a 

dissolution case, the trial Court has discretion to order attorney's fees pursuant to section 

452.355.1 after considering certain relevant factors, including the financial resources of both 

parties, the merits of the case, and actions of the parties during the pendency of the action. Kunce 

v. Kunce, 459 S.W.3d 443, 449 (Mo. App. W.D. 2015) (citing Valentine v. Valentine, 400

S.W.3d 14, 31 (Mo. App. 2013). Also, the trial Court may consider what principal issues 

necessitated the expenditure of fees and who raised and developed those issues. Krepps, 234 

S.W.3d at 615. 

b. As indicated before, the Court finds that Wife's current gross monthly income is

$5,200 and Husband's gross monthly income is $6,697.00. Therefore, the Court finds that Wife' 

has financial resources to pay for some of her attorney's fees. 

c. The Court acknowledges that Husband already paid to Wife $12,500 in attorneys'

fees and costs as ordered in the PDL judgment. 

d. The Court also finds that during the pendency of the action until he was

terminated from his employment Husband paid for health insurance for Wife as well as their 

minor child in addition to maintenance of $25,700 to Wife. Husband has also paid 100% of 

childcare and medical costs for the minor child during the pendency of the action and Wife did 

50 





minor child, redact ,years old as per the Parenting Plan Part A incorporated herein. 

3. Parent Coordinator. The parties are ordered to abide by the Parent Coordinator

agreement incorporated with the Parenting Plan Part A. 

4. 

month to Wife. 

Child Support. Husband shall pay child support in the amount of $308.00 per 

5. Health Insurance. The health insurance for the minor child shall be paid upfront

each month by Husband. Wife shall reimburse Husband for 42.9% of the cost of the health 

insurance not to exceed $250.00 per month. Wife's reimbursement payments shall be paid to 

Husband within 15 days of receipt of documentation of Husband's payment of the insurance 

premium/cost. Both parties are encouraged to cooperate to find and agree upon less expensive 

health insurance for the minor child. 

6. Daycare. Husband shall pay the work related child care/preschool costs up front

each month. Wife shall reimburse Husband for 42.9% of the childcare/preschool costs each 

month in an amount not to exceed $460. Father will not be entitled to reimbursement from 

Mother unless such payments are appropriately reported to the Internal Revenue Service. No 

reimbursement of reasonable work-related child care expenses will be allowed unless Father 

submits proof of such expense to Mother in writing within 120 days of the date said expenses 

were incurred. Both parties are encouraged to cooperate to find and agree upon a less expensive 

daycare or preschool. 

7. Uncovered Medical expenses. The Court also orders that Husband to pay 57.1 %

of uncovered medical expenses in excess of $250. Wife shall pay the first $250 of uncovered 
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