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SUMMARY:		
The juvenile court erred by neither taking additional evidence on the merits of the magistrate’s custody decision nor returning the matter to the magistrate and overruling mother’s objection that she did not receive notice of the custody hearing date when mother established that the court did not send notice by mail and the magistrate only gave the date for the custody hearing a single time during a remote pretrial hearing.

JUDGMENT:		REVERSED AND CAUSE REMANDED

JUDGES:	OPINION by CROUSE, P.J.; ZAYAS and KINSLEY, JJ., CONCUR.

