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Sanders,P.A., Hampton (Wilfredof L.Sanders & McDermott
Jr., orally), plaintiff.on the and for thebrief

Lawrence,Macoul, Salem, Hyde ofA. of and James C.John
brief,Hyde on the and Mr.Macoul and Mr.Massachusetts {Mr.

orally), for the defendant.Macoul

Batchelder, appeals propertytheJ. The defendant husband
followingchild-support couple’sthedivision and orders issued

respectsfor We affirm in all thedivorce irreconcilable differences.
Esq.),{Douglas Gray, approvedof the Masterrecommendation R.

by {Dalianis, J.).the Trial Court

First, argues supportthatthe defendant the award of $90
children,couple’s perreducedper week for the two to be to $65
longer dependent, iswhen elder child is no excessive. Theweek the

Althoughperpresently earns the defend­defendant week.$275.60
week,perpresently only wetakes home note that heant $193.10
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only exemption decree,has claimed one tax and that the to the
law,permitted byextent exemp­federal allowed him to claim tax

MacDonald,children. N.H.for both the See MacDonald v. 122tions
1017, 1019(1982). support339, 343, 443 This aA.2d court will not overturn

Hanson,order an of discretionabsent abuse below. Hanson v.See
719, 720, 1310,121 (1981).N.H. 433 A.2d 1311 On the record

us, including plaintiffbefore evidence that the did not have suffi­
provide children,supportcient income to for the of the we cannot

Furthermore, plaintifffind such an abuse. the testified that she
pay college Accordingly,will the tuition for the children. we

supportaffirm the order.

Next, argues supportthe defendant that the order
improperly support payments couple’s (atorders for the children

agedhearing, sixteen) maythe time of the final nineteen and that
age majority. disagree. Ordinarily,past supportextend the of We

payments may eighteen.be ordered for childrennot over This
court, however, recognized maysupporthas that be awarded for
higher appropriateineducation circumstances. French v.See

699-701,696, 1127,378 A.2dFrench, N.H. (1977);117 1128-29
297, 298, 531,Payette Payette, (1931).v. 85 N.H. A.157 531-32 The

substance,ordered, pay perinmaster that the defendant week$90
daughter age twenty-three,until the the ofelder reached was no

longer time, married,attending college full or whichever condition
time, support was tooccurred first. At that the be reduced to $65

youngerper daughterweek until the satisfied the same three con­
ditions, whereupon support payments interpretwould cease. We

order, providing supportthe master’s as that will continue after
age only daughter single college18 while each is and in full time.

challenges portion of the decree thatthenextThe defendant
coveragedentalhealthall currentrequires him to maintain and/or

terminating supportthethe conditionsuntil one ofeach childon
poli­life insurancehis currentto maintainpayments occurs and

beneficiaries, youngertheuntilcies, naming children asthe two
health dentalconditions. Thethe aboveone ofchild satisfies and/or

pay­reasoning supportby as thecoverage justified the sameis
berequiring that both childrenabove. Whilediscussedments

policies until thethe life insuranceunderbeneficiariesnamed
troublesome, we dolonger dependent is moreyounger child is no

requireas to reversal.of discretionit a clear abusenot find such
challenges of a clause automat-the inclusiondefendant nextThe

in thesupport with increasesically escalating of childthe amount
byobligation increasedwages. support is to beHisdefendant’s
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wages both children areany in his whilethirty of increasepercent
twenty anyby percent ofsupport increaseddependent on his and

dependentonly younger onwages child iswhen thein hisincrease
percentagecorrespond roughly of histo thehim. These amounts

obliged pay for childis now togross the defendantincome that
support.

arrangementtype has never before beenthis ofWhile
court, by manyapproved inby it courtspassed this has beenon

867,Golden, 867,See, e.g., 230 199jurisdictions. v. Ga.Goldenother
Vollenhover, App.Ill.796, 4(1973); Vollenhover v.797-98S.E.2d

Petersen,44, 46-47, 114, (1954); v. 85123 115 Petersen2d N.E.2d
642-46, 1301, (1981); Marriage638, In reA.2d 1303-04428N.J. of

971,228, 232-36,App. P.2d 975-77Mahalingam, 21 584Wash.
agree escalationthe of an automatic(1978). that inclusionWe

pressuresresponse that thisto the economicclause is a sensible
Its will reducecountry experiencing for time. usehas been some

continually modifyto seek toparties return to courtthe need for to
n.10, P.2d atsupport Mahalingam, id. at 236 584 977decrees. See

cost-of-living sup­inprovides increasesclausen.10. The escalation
ability partypayments supporting to undertakeport as the of the

course, supporting party willobligation the bethe increases. Of
if he receivesto for a of the orderable to return court modification
cost-of-livingsalary toin aa substantial increase unrelated

considerof should alsoRSA 458:32. Triers factincrease. See
draftingspouse’s orwhen modi­in the custodial incomeincreases

839, 842-43,fying Logan,support Logan v. 120 N.H.orders. See
403, (1980).424 405A.2d

Next, argues prop-ofthat the master’s divisionthe defendant
including plaintiff,erty, ofthe award a business to the constituted

807,Henderson,v. 121 N.H.an abuse of discretion. See Henderson
809, Goudreault,133, (1981); 120435 A.2d 135 Goudreault v. N.H.
140, 140, 736, record,(1980). Upon412 of the weA.2d 736 a review
disagree.

question,in theThe master found that the business Brida­
loft, continuously operated by plaintiff.the Therewas founded and

finding.supportis in record to hisevidence the See Henderson v.
Henderson, 810, previously121 WeN.H. at 435 A.2d at 135. have

closelyheld that a held business should not be divided where one
party primarily thewas involved with business and had devoted

growthsubstantial time toiland to its and maintenance. See
271,Grandmaison, 268, 1057,v. 119 401 A.2dGrandmaison N.H.

(1979).1059
sayproperty,As to the division of the the werest of cannot that
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inequitable require Hanson,it is so as to reversal. See Hanson v.
720, 1311; Azzi, 653, 656,121 at at v.N.H. 433 A.2d Azzi 118 N.H.

148, (1978). portionIn to a392 A.2d 150 addition of the bank
car,and one the defendantaccounts also received an unencum-

company pension,inbered interest his see MacDonald v. MacDon-
1017,342, 1018,ald, 122 at 443 A.2d atN.H. and the defendant

proceedswill also receive one-half of the from the of thesale mari-
daughteryounger eighteental as soon as thehome reaches or

graduates highfrom school.

Finally, the thatdefendant contends the master failed to
requests findingsaddress or rule on certain of his for of fact and

rulings only findings,law.of A master need make in narrative
form, supportof the essential facts which are sufficient to his deci­

Northwood, 743, 749,Pugliesesion. v. Town 119 N.H. 408 A.2dof
113, Inc.,(1979); Griffin,R. P.117 J. Berke & Co. v. J. 116 N.H.
760, 767, 583, (1976).367 A.2d 588 The master here has done so.

Affirmed.

All concurred.
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