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recently took his cose invalying his child's custody an'inm-rn-t-m to lht l:lh!lr I-Hmn-mr t.‘mﬂ aml -.-nu. The case now seds
precedent for other Ohio cases invalving shared parenting,

Local parental rights case sets precedent
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A local dads fight and victary for
cqual parenting righis has resalied
1o A Supreme Court decizion that will
affect the rights of parents statewide.

The recent 5-2 ruling by the Chio
Supreme Court states that a judge must
detérmine Lthat a change of ¢iFcum-
stances has occurmed and the action is
in the best interest of the child before
a judge can change who is the ehild's
residentinl pmrent or legal custodian

In the last decades. five of the 12
drstract cowrts 1 Oluo have wssued con

FULIOES O LE EIECt i
recuiring only the “best interest” |
tiom of the UhHito Hovised Uode spal
wle be met. while others [ollowed an

Interpretation of the code thal also
required a change of cireumstance ha
proven

The ongoing conflict prompled the
Supreme Court to hear the onse of a
local man to settle the issue onee and
for all

Thee recent decision was based on a
raxe Lhal began in Mereer County Pro
bate and Juvenile Court, Pauli/Fisher,
B0, of Celina, claimed he was stripped
of his shared parenting rights i M3

o] ol inig 3 Jua '.--:' vinded down
v dudge Mary |‘ § Zitter, Zittor based
(L0} :'.I|III'----[L' |.I.I| best interest of
lse now Syvear-old daughter of Fisher
anidl Emes Hasenjager of Celing. The
EOUEe Werd never marred
Figher and Hasenjager shared
equal parenting rvights following
Demelra’s birth an Celober 20002, Theen
i January 2005, both parenis filed for
full vustody of Ue child, Zilter desip
noted Hasenjager as sole residential
parenl and legal custodian. leaving
Fizher withoul rFights (o make major
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decisions in his daughter's life.
Thiz ruling outraged Fisher
hecause he fell Zitter's decision

was based on her opinion of

“hest interest of the child™ and
there was no proof of a change
of circumstance that would
warrant stripping his paren-
tal rights. The recent Supreme
Court riuling agrees, saying
there must be proof thal some-
thing has changed in order for
a judge to change the status
of a residential parent or legal
cusiodian

Fisher appealed Zitter's rul
ing to the Third District Court
of Appeals, which upheld the
local court's decizsion. However,
that court stated that itz inter
pretation of the applicable stat-
utes was in conflict with rulings
in other appellate districts

Despite struggling emotional-
ly and financially. Fisher opled
to take the case to the Supreme
CourL.

“Thisz has been o very long
and hard road and it is still not
over,” Fisher said. “Every time 1
think about giving up, my daugh-
ter Diemetra seems to sense it
and gives me a hug. then I'm
back in the fight full foree.”

Fisher is ecstatic about the
Supreme Court action. which
can he read on their Web site
ot wwwseonelstate.ch.us. He
couldn't be more pleased about
the reaction it is having state-
wide. A friend from the Cleve-
land area called him this week
to say he recently was awarded
residential shared parenting
and the status is protected by
the precedent set in Fisher vs,
Hasenjager.

But Fisher’s own battle isn't
over vel, His case now must be
re-addressed by fitter in the
local court, he said.

“The case hos been remancl-
ed, meaning it needs to be done
over,” Fisher explained,

He's not sure vet how or when
the ease will be addreszed in
the local eourt but he's ready to
move on, he said.

“This is bul one victory in a
long batile shead to establish
shared parenting as the stan-
dard for children who have two
fit parents, Kids deserve a mom
and dad, it really is that simple.”
Fisher said.

Dizcl@imer; Poul Fisher does
pecastonal computer consulbmg
work for The Daily Standard.




