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PER CURIAM.

The appellant challenges an order denying a petition for modification of his

alimony obligation.  The appellant sought modification pursuant to section

61.14(1)(b), Florida Statutes, and he contends that because it was shown that the
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appellee was in a “supportive relationship” the court should not have considered the

appellee’s financial need in deciding whether to modify the alimony.  However, while

section 61.14(1)(b)2 catalogs a nonexclusive listing of other factors for the court’s

consideration, the financial circumstances remain pertinent and the court was entitled

to consider the appellee’s financial need.  See Donoff v. Donoff, 940 So. 2d 1221 (Fla.

4th DCA 2006); §61.08(2), Fla. Stat.

The appealed order is affirmed.

ALLEN and WOLF, JJ., and ERVIN, III, RICHARD W., Senior Judge, CONCUR.


