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NOTICE TO COURT
OBJECTION
DEMAND PROOF OF A VALID
COURT ORDER TO PROVE CONTEMPT OF COURT



OBJECTION THE UNDERSIGNED CANNOT BE IN CONTEMPT OF A VOID JUDGMENT CORAM NON-JUDICE

1. THIS COURT UNDER FEDERAL RULE 201(C)(2) REQUIRES THAT THIS COURT MUST TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF EVIDENCE BEFORE THE COURT OF AN ADJUDICATED FACT THAT A PROCEEDING BEFORE A PERSON NOT A JUDGE CORAM NON-JUDICE[footnoteRef:1] IS VOID AND THEREBY WITHOUT JURISDICTION TO ENTER A MONEY JUDGMENT AND THE ORDER BY A JUDGE SURROGATE IS VOID. [1:  What is CORAM NON JUDICE? In presence of a person not a judge. When a suit is brought and determined in a court which has no jurisdiction in the matter, then it is said to be coram non judice, and the judgment is void. Manufacturing Co. v. Holt, 51 W. Va. 352, 41 S. E. 351 THE LAW DICTIONARY BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY] 

2. A JUDGMENT BY A PERSON NOT A JUDGE CORAM NON-JUDICE IS A VIOLATION OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT AS PRESCRIBED BY THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES BURNHAM V. SUPERIOR COURT OF CAL., COUNTY OF MARIN, 495 US 604-SUPREME COURT 1990.
3. A CHILD SUPPORT LAW CLAIMING A NON-JUDICIAL PERSON CORAM NON-JUDICE CAN ISSUE A MONEY JUDGMENT ORDERING THE DERIVATION OF PROPERTY BY A INCOME WITHHOLDING ORDER IS A VIOLATION OF THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE IN THE 14TH AMENDMENT.
4. THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES IN MATTER BURNHAM V. SUPERIOR COURT OF CAL., COUNTY OF MARIN, 495 US 604-SUPREME COURT 1990 PRESCRIBED THAT A NON-JUDICIAL PERSON CORAM NON-JUDICE ISSUING JUDGMENTS ARE VOID FOR VIOLATION OF THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT.
5.  THEREFORE, BASED UPON THE SCOTUS OPINION IN MATTER BURNHAM V. SUPERIOR COURT OF CAL., COUNTY OF MARIN, 495 US 604, A NON-JUDICIAL PERSON CORAM NON-JUDICE PRESIDING OVER CHILD SUPPORT HEARINGS IS WITHOUT JUDICIAL JURISDICTION TO ORDER THE DISPOSSESSION OF PROPERTY OF ANY MAN OR WOMAN WITH RIGHTS REQUIRING DUE PROCESS OF LAW AS SECURED BY THE 14TH AMENDMENT OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT. 
6. DUE PROCESS THE LAW OF THE LAND REQUIRES A JUDGMENT BY PEERS ARISNG FROM A TRIAL BY JURY IN ACCORDANCE WITH COMMON LAW. "The meaning of the section then seems to be, that no member of the state shall be disfranchised, or deprived of any of his rights and privileges, unless the matter be adjudged against him upon trial and according to the course of the common law.  It must be ascertained judicially that he has forfeited his privileges, or that some one else has a superior title to the property he possesses, before either of them can be taken from him" (Taylor v. Porter, 4 Hill 140, 146; see, also, Wynehamer v. People, 13 N.Y. 378, 394 (1856)). Sharrock v. Dell Buick-Cadillac, Inc, 45 N.Y.2d 152, 161, 379 N.E.2d 1169, 1174, 408 N.Y.S.2d 39, 44 (1978).
THE RIGHT OF DUE PROCESS OF LAW BY THE LAW OF THE LAND REQUIRING A JUDGMENT BY PEERS HAS BEEN HELD GOING BACK TO MAGNA CHARTA AND HELD IN 1856 SUPREME COURT OPINION Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Improvement Co. (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." Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Improvement Co. (1856)
FOR THIS COURT TO HAVE JURISDICTION TO DISMISS THIS OBJECTION IT MUST SHOW PROOF OF THE FOLLOWING
1.  PROOF THAT A PROCEEDING BEFORE A PERSON NOT A JUDGE CORAM NON JUDICE IS NOT VOID AND JUDGMENTS OR ORDERS ARE NOT VOID. 
2. PROOF OF A JUDGMENT BY PEERS THE UNDERSIGNED IS ALLEGED TO BE IN CONTEMPT AND REASON FOR A WARRANT TO BE ISSUED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE 4TH AMENDMENT.
3. PROOF THAT THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT WAS SUSPENDED ALLOWING A JUDGMENT NOT BY PEERS CAUSING THE DEPRIVATION OF PROPERTY BY SUMMARY JUDGMENTS BY PERSONS NOT JUDGES, WHICH THE SCOTUS HELD ARE VOID VIOLATION OF THE 14TH AMENDMENT.
4. PROOF OF A LAW CREATED BY CONGRESS ALLOWING THE DEPRIVATION OF PROPERTY WITHOUT DUE PROCESS.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
WITHOUT PROOF OF JUDGMENT BY PEERS THE COURT LACKS JURISDICTION AND HAS NO LEGAL STANDING TO ISSUE A WARRANT FOR CONTEMPT WHICH MAY CAUSE THE UNLAWFUL BODILY RESTRAINT OF THE UNDERSIGNED.


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