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PER CURIAM.

We affirm the final judgment with one exception. Appellant correctly argues that
the issue of retroactive child support was tried by consent, and the trial court therefore
erred when it concluded it was without authority to consider the issue.! See, e.g., Fla. R.

Civ. P. 1.190(b) (“When issues not raised by the pleadings are tried by express or implied

1 Appellee concedes on appeal that retroactive child support was tried by consent.
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consent of the parties, they shall be treated in all respects as if they had been raised in
the pleadings.”); Johnson v. Johnson, 979 So. 2d 350, 352 (Fla. 5th DCA 2008) (holding
trial court had authority to decide unpled issue where issue was tried by consent, relying
in part on rule 1.190(b)).

We therefore reverse the trial court’s denial of retroactive child support and remand
for consideration of that issue. We otherwise affirm.

AFFIRMED in part; REVERSED in part; REMANDED.

WALLIS, LAMBERT, and EISNAUGLE, JJ., concur.



