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[Court name]

	[Plaintiff's name],
Plaintiff,
vs.
[Defendant's Name],
Defendant
	Case No.: [Number]
NOTICE OF PETITION
INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR THE PETITIONER IS NOT A FEDERAL EMPLOYEE OR MEMBER OF THE ARMED FORCES AND THEREBY NOT SUBJECTED TO IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER 12953 FEDERAL STATUTES 42 USC SECTION 659 AND 666(A)(1)(b) and requires the court to issue an INJUNCTION TO PROTECT THE petitioner from income withholding OF PROPERTY



  NOTICE OF PETITION INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR THE PETITIONER IS NOT A FEDERAL EMPLOYEE OR MEMBER OF THE ARMED FORCES AND THEREBY NOT SUBJECTED TO IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER 12953 FEDERAL STATUTES 42 USC SECTION 659 AND 666(A)(1)(B) AND REQUIRES THE COURT TO ISSUE AN INJUNCTION TO PROTECT THE PETITIONER FROM INCOME WITHHOLDING OF PROPERTY FOR INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED TO PROTECT THE PROPERTY OF THE UNDERSIGNED PETITIONER FROM BEING SEIZED WITHOUT AUTHORITY AND JURISDICTION BY THE DEFENDANT AN ADMINISTRATOR OF CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT ESTABLISHED UNDER 42 USC SECTION 654(3) AND ESTABLISHMENT AND ENFORCEMENT OF TITLE IVD CHILD SUPPORT AND PATERNITY UNDER 42 USC SECTIONS 651-6669(b)[footnoteRef:1]  

 THE UNDERSIGNED SOVEREIGN STATE-CITIZEN[footnoteRef:2] OF [TYPE IN NAME OF YOUR STATE AND REMOVE BRACKETS]  IS NOT A MEMBER OF ANY SOVEREIGN CITIZEN[footnoteRef:3] GROUP DEFINED BY THE ADL[footnoteRef:4] AND THEREBY MUST NOT BE PROFILED OR TREATED WITH CONTEMPT.
 AN INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR REMEDY BECAUSE THE UNDERSIGNED IS A STATE-CITIZEN AND IS NOT A UNITED STATES CITIZEN[footnoteRef:5] AND THEREBY NOT SUBJECT TO LEGAL PROCESS[footnoteRef:6] AND IS LAWFULLY EXEMPT FROM WAGES BEING SEIZED BY THE RESPONDENT, A CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT ENTITY THAT IS NOT WITHIN THE GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION OF THE TERM “STATE” DEFINED UNDER FEDERAL STATUTES 42 USC SECTIONS 651-669(b) "STATE" INCLUDES, THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, THE VIRGIN ISLANDS, THE COMMONWEALTHS OF PUERTO RICO, GUAM AND OF THE MARIANA ISLANDS AND THE PETITIONER IS NOT A FEDERAL EMPOYEE ISSUING INCOME WITHHOLDING ORDERS TO THE UNDERSIGNED EMPLOYER.
AN INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR REMEDY BECAUSE UNDERSIGNED IS NOT EMPLOYED BY THE UNITED STATES UNIFORMED SERVICES[footnoteRef:7] OR FEDERAL AGENCY[footnoteRef:8] AND THEREBY NOT SUBJECT TO IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER 12953 AND FEDERAL STATUTES 42 USC SECTION 666(A)(1)(a)(b) or “42 USC §659 Consent by United States to income withholding, garnishment, and similar proceedings for enforcement of child support and alimony obligations” 
 AN INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR REMEDY BECAUSE THE PETITIONER, [TYPE IN YOUR NAME AND REMOVE BRACKETS] IS NOT A PRIVATE PERSON[footnoteRef:9] EMPLOYED BY THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT WITHIN THE GEOGRAPHICAL AREA OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA OF THE  UNITED STATES[footnoteRef:10] AS REQUIRED BY EXECUTIVE ORDER 12953.
AN INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR REMEDY BECAUSE THE PETITIONER IS NOT AN EMPLOYEE OF A FEDERAL AGENCY[footnoteRef:11] NOR A MEMBER OF THE UNIFORMED SERVICES[footnoteRef:12] IS EXEMPT FROM IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER 12953, 42 USC SECTION 666(A)(1)(a)(b) or “42 USC §659 Consent by United States to income withholding, garnishment, and similar proceedings for enforcement of child support and alimony obligations” 
AN INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR REMEDY BECAUSE THE UNDERSIGNED PETITIONER HAS NEVER CONSENTED TO INCOME WITHHOLDING AND IS LAWFULLY EXEMPT FROM IMMEDIATE INCOME WITHHOLDING UNDER 42 USC SECTION 666(A)(1)(b) BECAUSE HE IS NOT A FEDERAL EMPLOYEE DEFINED UNDER EXECUTIVE ORDER 12953.
AN INJUNCTION IS REQUIRED FOR REMEDY BECAUSE 42 USC SECTION 666 (A)(1) or (b) IS ENFORCEABLE ONLY IF THE ALLEGED OBLIGOR IS AN EMPLOYEE OF THE UNITED STATES[footnoteRef:13] WHICH MUST GIVE CONSENT[footnoteRef:14]. 
                                  EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT
TRUE COPY OF INCOME WITHHOLDING ORDER IS PROOF THE PROPERTY OF THE UNDERSIGNED IS BEING DISPOSSESSED BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE DOCUMENT AND NOT A JUDGMENT BY PEERS, PROOF OF A VIOLATION OF DUE PROCESS.
SUBSTANTIATED FACTS BEFORE THE COURT REQUIRES AN INJUNCTION TO REMEDY THE SEIZURE OF THE PETITIONER’S WAGES OR INCOME BY INCOME WITHHOLDING ORDER(S) [SEE FOOTNOTES 1 THROUGH 14]
                            DENIAL OF THIS INJUNCTION 
THE PETITIONER IS FULLY CONFIDENT THE SUFFICIENCY OF THIS PLEADING HAS PROVIDED ENOUGH SUBSTANTIATED FACTS TO CAUSE THIS COURT TO REMEDY THE SEIZURE OF WAGES OR INCOME BY INCOME WITHHOLDING ORDERS BY ISSUANCE OF AN INJUNCTION AND A DENIAL OF THIS INJUNCTION MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY A FULL CLARIFICATION OF EVIDENCE THE PETITIONER IS A FEDERAL EMPLOYEE OR MEMBER OF THE ARMED FORCES.






Dated this [day] of [Month], [year].
	


                                                                     Your NAME
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