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BEFORE: DYCHE, JOHNSON, AND PAI SLEY, JUDCES.
DYCHE, JUDGE. Steven Audenaert (now Auden) and Mary Margar et

St ubbs were married in April 1981. Both are nedical doctors,



al t hough Margaret never conpl eted her residency requirenment and
has not practiced nedicine since 1989. The parties have two
daughters (Anni e-Laurie, born February 1, 1984, and Elizabeth
Lei gh, born March 7, 1986). The parties separated in May 2000,
and Steven filed a petition for dissolution of marriage the
foll owi ng nont h.

The Jefferson Famly Court issued a decree of
di ssolution in April 2001. That court entered its Findings of
Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order on January 25, 2002. Post-
decree orders were entered in February and April 2002.

Steven appeals the lower court’s findings, first
arguing that the famly court erred in awardi ng Margaret
mai nt enance of $3,500.00 per nonth for eight years. He finds
fault with both the award itself and the duration of the award.
W have exam ned the vol um nous record and cannot find fault
with the famly court’s award. The famly court considered the
factors contained in Kentucky Revised Statute (KRS) 403.200 and
determ ned that Margaret was entitled to mai ntenance. “In order
to reverse the trial court’s decision, a review ng court nust
find either that the findings of fact are clearly erroneous or
that the trial court has abused its discretion.” Russell v.
Russel |, Ky. App., 878 S.W2d 24, 26 (1994)(citation omtted).
Appel lant fails to neet either burden, and we affirmthe award

and duration of maintenance.



St even next argues that the famly court erred in its
valuation of his nedical practice. He urges this Court to
remand the matter for further findings by the famly court.
Agai n appel |l ant nust convince the review ng court that the
decision of the finder of fact was against the weight of the

evidence. dark v. Oark, Ky. App., 782 S.W2d 56, 58 (1990).

And again we have not been persuaded that the famly court’s
val uati on of Steven’'s share of Pediatric Anesthesia Associ ates
at $275,371.00 was clearly erroneous.

Margaret’s sole issue on cross-appeal is that the
famly court erred in its valuation of the parties’ property
| ocated in A dham County. In that regard the famly court
accepted Steven's expert’s valuation ($390,000.00) over its own
appoi nted expert’s valuation of $470,000.00. Faced with the
differing values, the famly court stated its reasons for
pl acing the | ower value on the property. The evidence supports

this decision, and we decline to disturb it. Russell, supra.

The judgnent of the Jefferson Famly Court is

af firned.

PAI SLEY, JUDGE, CONCURS

JOHNSON, JUDGE, CONCURS | N RESULT ONLY.
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