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SUMMARY:

The juvenile court’s entry ordering a change of custody of the minor child from one parent to the other was immediately appealable under R.C. 2505.02(B)(2).  
Under R.C. 2505.02(B)(2), immediate review is necessary where the juvenile court’s order transferred the role of residential parent and legal custodian from mother to father, because, if left undisturbed, the order would have an immediate effect on mother’s right to the custody and control of her child, perhaps the oldest of the fundamental liberty interests recognized by our courts:  denying those rights, for whatever period, would immediately diminish mother’s most fundamental rights to the custody and control of her child; mother would not be able to effectively protect her rights absent immediate review; and no later adjudication of the juvenile court’s order, coming, for example, only after the court had allocated the parents’ child-support obligations, could restore the loss of custody and control for what could be a substantial period of time.  
Under R.C. 3109.04(A)(1), the juvenile court was required to decide to whom the parental rights and responsibilities for the care of the child should be awarded, giving paramount consideration to the best interests of the child; the appellate court reviews the court’s ruling on the objections, and its decision to adopt the magistrate’s custody decision for an abuse of discretion. 

Under the R.C. 3109.04 best-interests test, no single factor is controlling; the weight to be given to any single factor lies within the trial court’s discretion and thus the court is not bound to follow the recommendations of the guardian ad litem.  

JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CUNNINGHAM, P.J.; ZAYAS and DETERS, JJ., CONCUR.  

