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[Court name]

	[Plaintiff's name],
Plaintiff,
vs.
[Defendant's Name],
Defendant
	Case No.: [Number]

NOTICE TO COURT
CONTESTING A SUPPORT ORDER MADE IN VIOLATION OF EXPEDITED PROCESSES SAFEGUARDS OF DUE PROCESS UNDER 45 CFR 303.101.(C)(2) IS VOID AND MUST BE VACATED UNDER FEDERAL RULE 60(b)(4), JUDGMENT IS VOID FOR VIOLATING THE DUE PROCESS OF LAW CLAUSE OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT



NOTICE TO COURT
CONTESTING A SUPPORT ORDER MADE IN VIOLATION OF EXPEDITED PROCESSES SAFEGUARDS OF DUE PROCESS UNDER 45 CFR 303.101.(C)(2) IS VOID AND MUST BE VACATED UNDER FEDERAL RULE 60(b)(4), JUDGMENT IS VOID FOR VIOLATING THE DUE PROCESS OF LAW CLAUSE OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT
1. THE RESPONDENT [TYPE IN YOUR NAME AND REMOVE BRACKETS] IS CONTESTING THE SUPPORT ORDER AND DEMANDING AN IMMEDIATE DISMISSAL IN ACCORDANCE WITH JUDICIAL NOTICE OF EVIDENCE BEFORE THE COURT OF AN ADJUDICATED FACT Burnham v. Superior Court 495 U.S. 604 (1990) UNDER FEDERAL RULES OF EVIDENCE 201(C)(2) THAT JUDGMENTS BY PERSONS NOT JUDGES ARE VOID[footnoteRef:1] FOR VIOLATING THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT BECAUSE JUDICIAL AUTHORITY WAS NOT PRESENT DURING THE PROCEEDINGS.  [1:  The proposition that the judgment of a court lacking jurisdiction is void traces back to the English Year Books, see Bowser v. Collins, Y. B. Mich. 22 Edw. IV, f. 30, pl. 11, 145 Eng. Rep. 97 (Ex. Ch. 1482), and was made settled law by Lord Coke in Case of the Marshalsea, 10 Coke Rep. 68b, 77a, 77 Eng. Rep. 1027, 1041 (K. B. 1612). Traditionally that proposition was embodied in the phrase coram non judice,before a person not a judge" — meaning, in effect, that the proceeding in question was not a judicial proceeding because lawful judicial authority was not present, and could therefore not yield a judgment. American courts invalidated, or denied recognition to, judgments that violated this common-law principle long before the Fourteenth Amendment was adopted. See, e. g., Grumon v. Raymond, 1 Conn. 40 (1814); Picquet v. Swan, 19 F. Cas. 609 (No. 11,134) (CC Mass. 1828); Dunn v. Dunn, 4 Paige 425 (N. Y. Ch. 1834); Evans v. Instine, 7 Ohio 273 (1835); Steel v. Smith, 7 Watts & Serg. 447 (Pa. 1844); Boswell's Lessee v. Otis, 9 How. 336, 350 (1850). In Pennoyer v. Neff, 95 U. S. 714, 732 (1878), we announced that the judgment of a court lacking personal jurisdiction violated the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment as well.           Burnham v. Superior Court 495 U.S. 604 (1990) ] 

2. THIS COURT HAS BEEN JUDICIALLY NOTICED OF AN ADJUDICATED FACT Burnham v. Superior Court 495 U.S. 604 (1990) THAT IS CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE BY THE SUPREME COURT THAT PROCEEDINGS WITHOUT JUDICIAL AUTHORITY BEING PRESENT ALL JUDGMENTS BY PERSONS NOT JUDGES ARE A VIOLATION OF DUE PROCESS OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT AND THEREBY THIS COURT HAS THE JURISDICTION TO ISSUE A DISMISSAL OF THE VOID SUPPORT ORDER. 
3. IT IS A FACT BEFORE THE COURT THAT PATERNITY AND CHILD SUPPORT PROCEEDINGS ARE CONDUCTED UNDER EXPEDITED ADMINISTRATIVE OR JUDICIAL PROCESSES[footnoteRef:2] UNDER 45 CFR 303.101. [2:  Definitions Expedited judicial processes. Expedited judicial processes are systems in which judge surrogates make judicial decisions. Judge surrogates are referred to by various titles, including masters, referees, commissioners, magistrates, and hearing officers. The decision-making occurs within the traditional judicial system as an extension or tier of the court. Judge surrogates examine evidence, take testimony, and enter findings or make recommendations for case disposition. In many jurisdictions, a judge must approve the order. https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/programs/css/essentials_for_attorneys_ch06.pdf
] 

4. IT IS A FACT BEFORE THE COURT THAT EXPEDITED PROCESSES UNDER 45 CFR 303.101 REQUIRES SAFEGUARDS FOR DUE PROCESS FOR BOTH PARTICIPANTS UNDER SECTION (C)(2)[footnoteRef:3].  [3:  § 303.101 Expedited processes.
(a) Definition. Expedited processes means administrative and judicial procedures (including IV-D agency procedures) required under section 466(a)(2) and (c) of the Act; (c) Safeguards. Under expedited processes: (2) The due process rights of the par- ties involved must be protected; https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2011-title45-vol2/pdf/CFR-2011-title45-vol2-sec303-101.pdf] 

5. TO COMPLY WITH DUE PROCESS ALL JUDGMENTS BY EXPEDITED PROCESSES REQUIRE JUDICIAL REVIEW[footnoteRef:4] AND THEREBY ISSUANCE OF A JUDGMENT/ORDER BY A SURROGATE JUDGE WITHOUT FIRST SEEKING JUDICIAL REVIEW IS VOID FOR  VIOLATION OF DUE PROCESS.  [4:  Right to judicial review of administrative action. The administrative decision must be in writing and must be based solely on evidence submitted at the hearing. A proper hearing includes the right to appeal to a judicial authority. https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/programs/css/essentials_for_attorneys_ch06.pdf

] 

6. IT IS A FACT THAT CHILD SUPPORT ORDER IS A JUDGMENT NOT BY PEERS AND IS IN VIOLATION OF DUE PROCESS.
7. DUE PROCESS IS DEFINED BY THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES IN MATTER Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Improvement Co. (1856)[footnoteRef:5]  “The words, "due process of law," were undoubtedly intended to convey the same meaning as the words,..by the law of the land," "but by the judgment of his peers” THEREFORE IT IS CLEAR AND CONVINCING EVIDENCE BEFORE THIS COURT THAT A SUPPORT ORDER ISSUED BY A SURROGATE JUDGE IS VIOLATING DUE PROCESS. [5:  Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Improvement Co., 59 US 272 - Supreme Court 1856 The words, "due process of law," were undoubtedly intended to convey the same meaning as the words, "by the law of the land," in Magna Charta. Lord Coke, in his commentary on those words, (2 Inst. 50,) says they mean due process of law. The constitutions which had been adopted by the several States before the formation of the federal constitution, following the language of the great charter more closely, generally contained the words, "but by the judgment of his peers, or the law of the land."] 

8. IT IS THE UNDERSTANDING THAT THE JUDGE JUDICIALLY REVIEWING THIS PETITION HAS SWORN A DUTY BOUND BY THE SUPREMACY CLAUSE ARTICLE 6 SECTION 2 TO HONOR AND ACT IN PURSUANCE OF THE LAW OF THE LAND THE CONSTITUTION FOR THE UNITED STATES THE SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND; AND THE JUDGES IN EVERY STATE SHALL BE BOUND THEREBY, ANY THING IN THE CONSTITUTION OR LAWS OF ANY STATE TO THE CONTRARY NOTWITHSTANDING. IF THIS IS NOT TRUE, THEN PLEASE CLARIFY FOR FUTURE REFERENCES?  “This Constitution, and the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof; and all Treaties made, or which shall be made, under the Authority of the United States, shall be the supreme Law of the Land; and the Judges in every State shall be bound thereby, any Thing in the Constitution or Laws of any state to the Contrary notwith- standing.”[footnoteRef:6]. [6: SUPREMACY CLAUSE ARTICLE 6 SECTION 2 http://constitution.org/cons/GPO-CONAN-2002.pdf] 

9. THEREFORE UNDER THE EQUAL PROTECTION OF LAW CLAUSE UNDER THE 14TH AMENDMENT REQUIRES COURTS AND OFFICERS OF THE COURT TO REMAIN IMPARTIAL AND PROTECT PEOPLE WHO COME BEFORE THE COURT AGAINST ANY ACTS CONSISTENT WITH DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS GUARANTEED IN THE BILL OF RIGHTS. 
10.  A MONEY JUDGMENT COMING FROM A COURT OF THE UNITED STATES IS REQUIRED BY FEDERAL STATUTE 28 USC SECTION 1691 SEAL AND TESTE PROCESS [footnoteRef:7] TO BE UNDER THE SEAL OF THE COURT AND SIGNED BY A CLERK.  [7:   28 U.S. Code § 1691 - Seal and teste of process  “All writs and process issuing from a court of the United States shall be under the seal of the court and signed by the clerk thereof.”] 

JURISDICTION TO VACATE SUPPORT ORDER
1. FOOTNOTE 1 TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF ADJUDICATED FACT Burnham v. Superior Court 495 U.S. 604 (1990) “The proposition that the judgment of a court lacking jurisdiction is void traces back to the English Year Books, see Bowser v. Collins, Y. B. Mich. 22 Edw. IV, f. 30, pl. 11, 145 Eng. Rep. 97 (Ex. Ch. 1482), and was made settled law by Lord Coke in Case of the Marshalsea, 10 Coke Rep. 68b, 77a, 77 Eng. Rep. 1027, 1041 (K. B. 1612). Traditionally that proposition was embodied in the phrase coram non judice,before a person not a judge" — meaning, in effect, that the proceeding in question was not a judicial proceeding because lawful judicial authority was not present, and could therefore not yield a judgment…. we announced that the judgment of a court lacking personal jurisdiction violated the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment as well.”  Burnham v. Superior Court 495 U.S. 604 (1990)
2. FOOTNOTE 2  Right to judicial review of administrative action. The administrative decision must be in writing and must be based solely on evidence submitted at the hearing. A proper hearing includes the right to appeal to a judicial authority. https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/programs/css/essentials_for_attorneys_ch06.pdf
3. FOOTNOTE 3 § 303.101 Expedited processes. (a) Definition. Expedited processes means administrative and judicial procedures (including IV-D agency procedures) required under section 466(a)(2) and (c) of the Act; (c) Safeguards. Under expedited processes: (2) The due process rights of the par- ties involved must be protected; https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2011-title45-vol2/pdf/CFR-2011-title45-vol2-sec303-101.pdf
4. FOOTNOTE 7  28 USC SECTION 1691 SEAL AND TESTE PROCESS “All writs and process issuing from a court of the United States shall be under the seal of the court and signed by the clerk thereof.”
5. FOOTNOTE 5  TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Improvement Co., 59 US 272 - Supreme Court 1856 “The words, "due process of law," were undoubtedly intended to convey the same meaning as the words, "by the law of the land," in Magna Charta. Lord Coke, in his commentary on those words, (2 Inst. 50,) says they mean due process of law. The constitutions which had been adopted by the several States before the formation of the federal constitution, following the language of the great charter more closely, generally contained the words, "but by the judgment of his peers, or the law of the land."
6. FOOTNOTE 6 SUPREMACY CLAUSE ARTICLE 6 SECTION 2 http://constitution.org/cons/GPO-CONAN-2002.pdf
7. 

A DENIAL OR DISMISSAL OF THIS MOTION TO CONTEST REQUIRES FULL CLARIFICATION OF THE COURT’S REASONS FOR DENYING OR DISMISSING THIS MOTION BY REBUTTING EVERY FACT SUPPORTED BY FOOTNOTES 1 THROUGH 6




Dated this [day] of [Month], [year].
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NOTICE TO COURTCONTESTING A SUPPORT ORDER MADE IN VIOLATION OF EXPEDITED PROCESSES SAFEGUARDS OF DUE PROCESS UNDER 45 CFR 303.101.(C)(2) IS VOID AND MUST BE VACATED UNDER FEDERAL RULE 60(b)(4), JUDGMENT IS VOID FOR VIOLATING THE DUE PROCESS OF LAW CLAUSE OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT - 10
