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SUMMARY:


The trial court did not abuse its discretion by denying father’s post-divorce decree motion for a change in custody, because the magistrate found there was no substance to father’s assertion of a change in circumstances, a threshold factor for a change in custody, and father’s objection to the finding was not supported by a transcript or other acceptable recording of all the evidence submitted to the magistrate relevant to that finding, including the magistrate’s in-camera interview of the parties’ oldest child.      



The trial court did not violate R.C. 3109.04(B)(1) by denying father’s motion for a second in-camera interview of the child in a change-of-custody proceeding that had been referred to a magistrate, because the magistrate’s in-camera interview of the child satisfied the requirement of the statute.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED  
JUDGES:
OPINION by WINKLER, J.; MYERS, P.J., and CROUSE, J., CONCUR.
