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district court recognized that the parties had entered an order and 

stipulation for respondent to maintain primary physical custody of the two 

children in 2011, and that some of appellant's allegations pertained to 

events preceding that order. See McMonigle v. McMonigle, 110 Nev. 1407, 

1408, 887 P.2d 742, 743 (1994) (providing that the moving party must 

demonstrate a change of circumstances since the most recent custodial 

order). The district court considered the children's preferences but 

determined that the children were doing well in school and there had not 

been a substantial change in the living conditions. Further, the court 

addressed appellant's allegation regarding the withholding of food, and 

directed that respondent could not deny food as a form of punishment for 

the children's refusal to eat with the family and directed respondent to 

obtain counseling for the youngest child on that issue. Having reviewed 

the record and considered the parties' arguments, we conclude that the 

district court did not abuse its discretion in denying appellant's motion 

without an evidentiary hearing. See Sims v. Sims, 109 Nev. 1146, 1148, 

865 P.2d 328, 330 (1993) (providing that this court will not disturb the 

district court's child custody decision absent a clear abuse of discretion). 

Accordingly, we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 
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