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PER CURI AM

P.T., the respondent below, appeals from an order of

i nvol untary conm t ment pursuant to the Baker Act. We affirmin part



and reverse in part.

We affirmthe order of involuntary conm tnent. The general
master’s report, which provided a summry of the testinony and
identifiedthe wtnesseswhotestifiedregardingP.T.’stransfer to
along-termcare facility, satisfies the requirenments of Florida

Rul e of Civil Procedure 1.490(f). See De Clenents v. De Cl enents,

662 So. 2d 1276, 1284 (Fla. 3d DCA 1995) (“The written record may
consi st of a narrative summary of the evi dence either prepared by
t he Master or, as indicated above, by sone other person acting in
a manner consistent with the Rule.”).

However, we reverse the trial court’s appointnment of a
guar di an advocat e. The general master found that P. T. was conpet ent
to consent to treatment wthin the nmeaning of section
394.467(6)(d), Florida Statutes, and therefore detern ned that a
guar di an advocat e shoul d not be appointed. As the uncontradicted
testinmony of P.T. s treating psychiatrist supports this finding,
thetrial court erredinrejectingthe master’s recommendati on. See

De Cl enents, 662 So. 2d at 1282 (hol ding that “a Master's findi ngs

of fact and concl usions of lawcome tothetrial court clothedw th
a presunption of correctness, and the trial court may only reject
t hese findi ngs and conclusions if they are clearly erroneous or if
the Master has m sconceived the |legal effect of the evidence
presented.”) (citations omtted).

AFFI RVED | N PART, REVERSED | N PART.



