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1 In support of the contrary conclusion, Debtors cite three 

2 bankruptcy court cases, none of which discusses the scope of 

3 § 522 (d) (11) (E) 's use of the word "future.!! See In re Lowery, 

4 No. 05 13536, 2007 Bankr. LEXIS 3729 (Bankr. N.D. Ga. Sept. 24, 

5 2007) (determining that state statute paralleling § 522 (d) (11) (E) 

6 encompasses the lost future earnings portion of a tort award for 

7 personal injuries) i In re Claude, 206 B.R. 374, 381 (Bankr. W.D. 

8 Pa. 1997) (noting that an evidentiary hearing would be necessary 

9 as the court was "unable to determine from the record how much of 

10 the [tort damages] award may have been for loss of earnings!!) i and 

11 In re Bova, 205 B.R. 467, 477 (Bankr. E.D. Pa. 1997) (interpreting 

12 a settlement with respect to an insurance policy that "provided 

13 coverage for the insured's 'work loss' and 'income loss expenses' 

14 incurred over the insured I s lifetime II) • In any event f to the 

15 extent that any of the rulings in these cases may have been based 

16 on the assumption that "future earnings" in § 522(d) (11) (E) 

17 encompasses earnings for services attributable to prepetition 

18 periods, we are not bound by them and we disagree with such an 

19 assumption. 

20 Debtors' contention that all of Jackson's earnings 

21 following the termination of his employment may be exempted under 

22 § 522(d) (11) (E) because they would be termed future earnings under 

23 tort law is unpersuasive given the different purposes of tort law 

24 and bankruptcy law. See generally Segal, 382 U.S. at 379 

25 (regardless of classifications for other purposes, the bankruptcy 

26 laws' !!own purposes must ultimately govern" the meaning of 
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