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 Karen D. Penrod (Wife) appeals from the judgment of the trial court holding the 
Antenuptial Agreement between her and William J. Penrod (Husband) is valid. On appeal, Wife 
makes two claims of error. First, Wife claims the trial court erred in finding the Antenuptial 
Agreement valid because the agreement was procedurally and substantively unconscionable. 
Second, Wife claims the court erred by relying upon the Antenuptial Agreement to divide marital 
assets. 
 
AFFIRMED. 
 
Division Two Holds:  In light of the evidence presented at trial, the court did not err in finding 
the Antenuptial Agreement to be both procedurally and substantively conscionable. Similarly, 
because the Antenuptial Agreement is valid, the court did not err in dividing covered marital 
property based upon the terms of the agreement.   
 
Opinion by: Sherri B. Sullivan, P.J.       Lisa P. Page, J., and Thomas C. Clark, II, J., concur. 
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