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PER CURIAM. 

 In this divorce action, defendant appeals by right from the judgment of divorce (JOD).  For 

the reasons set forth in this opinion, we remand this matter for the trial court to make the necessary 

factual findings to support its property distribution and ruling on spousal support and for the trial 

court to conduct any further proceedings necessary to permit it to make those findings. 

 On appeal, defendant contests the trial court’s judgment with respect to the division of 

marital property and spousal support.  However, the trial court did not make any factual findings 

to support its rulings on these matters, and we thus have no means of providing meaningful 

appellate review.   

 “The overarching goal of a trial court’s property distribution in a divorce action is equity.  

Although marital property need not be divided equally, it must be divided equitably in light of a 

court’s evaluation of the parties’ contributions, faults and needs.”  Elahham v Al-Jabban, 319 Mich 

App 112, 121; 899 NW2d 768 (2017) (quotation marks and citations omitted).  In turn, “this Court 

must review the trial court’s findings of fact with regard to the property division to determine 

whether it is equitable.”  Koy v Koy, 274 Mich App 653, 660; 735 NW2d 665 (2007).  With respect 

to the property distribution, 

[t]he following factors are to be considered wherever they are relevant to the 

circumstances of the particular case: (1) duration of the marriage, (2) contributions 

of the parties to the marital estate, (3) age of the parties, (4) health of the parties, 

(5) life status of the parties, (6) necessities and circumstances of the parties, (7) 

earning abilities of the parties, (8) past relations and conduct of the parties, and (9) 



-2- 

general principles of equity.  There may even be additional factors that are relevant 

to a particular case.  For example, the court may choose to consider the interruption 

of the personal career or education of either party.  The determination of relevant 

factors will vary depending on the facts and circumstances of the case. [Elahham, 

319 Mich App at 121 (quotation marks and citation omitted).] 

 Similarly, a trial court must also make factual findings in support of a ruling on spousal 

support because it “is within the discretion of the trial court to award spousal support when just 

and reasonable, on the basis of such factors as the length of the marriage, the parties’ ability to 

pay, their past relations and conduct, their ages, needs, ability to work, health and fault, if any, and 

all other circumstances of the case.”  Koy, 274 Mich App at 660-661 (quotation marks and citation 

omitted). 

 Here, we have no record evidence where the trial court made any findings of fact or 

addressed any factors relevant to its decisions on the distribution of property and spousal support.  

Consequently, we are unable to provide meaningful appellate review of the trial court’s decisions.  

We therefore vacate the judgment of divorce and remand this matter for further proceedings not 

inconsistent with this opinion.  On remand, the record shall be properly developed and the trial 

court shall make necessary findings of fact and conclusions of law to support its decisions.  Id. at 

660.  In the court’s discretion, it may also reconsider any claims for sanctions made by either party, 

since defendant’s appellate arguments in this regard appear intricately connected with the 

arguments on property division and spousal support.  The trial court shall also provide its findings 

of fact, conclusions of law, and reasoning supporting its decision so as to facilitate any future 

appellate review. 

 Vacated and remanded.  We do not retain jurisdiction.  No costs are awarded.  MCR 

7.219(A). 
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