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CONCURRING OPINION

I concur with the court’s opinion for two reasons.  First, the expenses

associated with the upkeep of the Gail Drive house were more than off-set by the

rental income from the house.  Second, the increase in the value of the house was due,

not to Mr. Barker’s contributions to the maintenance of the house which were de

minimis, but to the appreciation in the value of real property in general.
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