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PER CURI AM

Appel I ant, | brahi mPenton, appeal s an order denyi ng excepti ons
to the Report and Recomendations of the General Master in a

di ssolution of marriage action.



Appellant filed *“boilerplate” exceptions to the GCeneral
Master’'s Report. These exceptions offered no substance and i nstead
excepted “each and every finding of fact. . . as being contrary to
t he mani fest wei ght of the evidence and contrary to the | aw of the
State of Florida.” These exceptions, filed with the entire
transcript, failed to clarify or identify any specific findings as
erroneous.

Appellant is required to follow the Florida Rules of G vi
Procedure 1.100(b)(2) when filing exceptions. That rule requires
that “[a] pleading which sets forth a claimfor relief, . . . nust
state a cause of action and shall contain. . . . a short and plain
statenent of the ultimate facts showi ng that the pleader is entitled

torelief.” Goldschmdt v. Hol man, 571 So. 2d 422, 423 (Fla. 1990).

The trial court was correct in denying the exceptions because
the general rule requiring “specificity” of the pleadings applies
to exceptions under famly law. Fla. Fam L. R P. 12.110 (2001).

Affirned.



