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§ 567 CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 16A C.J.S.
Observance of those general rules established in our system of jurisprudence for the
security of private rights.

In the concrete, it means that in a contest involving these rights, a person will be
accorded the opportunity to contest the propriety of each step in the action sought to
be taken against him.




SYNONYMOUS TERMS.

The term "due process of law" is synonymous or interchangeable with, or equivalent to,
"law of the land," a phrase appearing in many of the state constitutions, due process of
law being said to mean, in brief, the law of the land, including the unwritten law. Other
synonymous or equivalent terms are "due course of law," "due course of the law of the
land," and "course of the common law."

LAW OF THE LAND,

lllustrated herein is an example of: “due process,” “due course of law,” and/or “due
course of the law of the land” within the CSE forum.

[statutory] [expedited] [administrative] [judicial]

[due process] [uniform processes] [valid support order] eh.

CHILD SUPPORT DUE PROCESS [LAW OF THE LAND]

Pub. L. No. 113-183, § 301(f), 128 Stat. 1919, 1944 (2014) (codified at 42 U.S.C. § 666(f)),
42 U.S.C. § 654 — State Plan for child support (1) shall be in effect in all political
subdivisions of the State, (20)(A) shall have in effect all of the laws, (20)(B) shall
implement the procedures prescribed in or pursuant to such laws, (22) taking into
account the efficiency and effectiveness of the activities carried out under the State plan
by such political subdivision, (23) the use of procedures for voluntary establishment of
child support, [Enumeratio unius est exclusio alterius], MCL 552.501 purpose and
construction of act to assist parties voluntarily by agreement, MCL 552.604(3)(a)(iii) for a
friend of the court case, an agreement by the payer, MCL 552. 604(3)(b) an agreement
that is written and entered into the record by the court, UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i); [criterion].

UIFSA ARTICLE 7 §701(6)(A)(i), see "Outside this State” definition and read together with
UIFSA ARTICLE 3 CIVIL PROVISIONS OF GENERAL APPLICATION (Introductory Comment)
vide UIFSA SECTION 301(a), also see “one-order” world system a local “support order”
effecting a "foreign support order”. Vide UIFSA §301 88(a)’'s Comment: subsection (a)
mandates inclusion of those [records] affecting a “foreign support order” [record]
uniformity for UIFSA to have any [global] outside this State effect, at all. Also vide
UIFSA §710’s OFFICIAL COMMENT, [underlying agreement] [country of origin]

“child support binding on the parties in the country of origin stem from the
inclusion of a foreign support agreement..."” affect, MCL 552.604(3)(b) is UIFSA
701(6)(A)(i) are the same agreement negotiated by the parties [MCL 552.604(3)(b)
effects UIFSA §701(6)(A)(i) for the system-wide effect to have any "in effect” effect], a
required record mandated by: federal law, UIFSA law [treaty into state law], and the
State Plan, a required record mandated be recorded in the issuing tribunal’s record as a
duty of the issuing state, required by each state’s political subdivisions [counties] within
the state.



https://www.youngwilliams.com/sites/default/files/pdf-resource/uniforminterstatefamilysupportact2008.pdf?fbclid=IwAR35OvaLVeCsieZ9phtPcpUkNweqN4panUTInGBk8gj3UDBnpml4BRdk-cs
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ocse/im_16_02_resource_2008_revisions_to_uifsa.pdf
https://www.youngwilliams.com/sites/default/files/pdf-resource/uniforminterstatefamilysupportact2008.pdf?fbclid=IwAR35OvaLVeCsieZ9phtPcpUkNweqN4panUTInGBk8gj3UDBnpml4BRdk-cs

Local Law; UIFSA Law & Process (uniform, record mechanism in the U.S.).

In Michigan, MCL 552.604(3)(a)(iii) For a friend of the court case, an agreement by the
payer.... MCL 552.604(3)(b) The parties enter into a written agreement that is reviewed
and entered in the record by the court... [enabling a valid order to ensue within the
system]; by operation of law, order of income withholding; [...nence, the horse before
the cart]. UIFSA §701(6)(A), MCL 552.604(3)(b), 42 U.S.C. § 666(f), 42 U.S.C. § 666(c)(1)(F), MCL
552.604(1). "Law of the Land” CSE Constitutional by and through private agreement of record.

[THIS IS DUE PROCESS] [minimum standard of constitutional due process]


http://www.legislature.mi.gov/(S(ve0ktwtvokv01wuwrh0uabp5))/mileg.aspx?page=getObject&objectName=mcl-552-604

UIFSA means the federally required state laws which provide mechanisms for
establishing and enforcing child support. UIFSA addresses the duties of the state that

originally issues a [intrastate] decree, the "issuing state", issuing state plan.

A [CONSENT, OF] RECORD PREREQUISITE [UIFSA 701(6)(A)]

BINDING ON THE STATES [recognition and enforcement criteria] [valid order criterion]
UIFSA 701(6) is a "Foreign support agreement”, UIFSA 701(6)(A) "means an agreement”
for support in a record [issuing state court record] to establish a valid uniform child
support order/obligation [inside this state] ["outside this state”] [uniform record
process].



UIFSA is built on a "one order, one time, one place" construct (uniformity of procedures)
for the creation of a valid support order for "The Convention" and/or "UIFSA" to have an
effect "one-order system" regardless of whether the parents or child later move to
another state or not.

The state or foreign country that issues the original controlling order holds what UIFSA
calls "continuing, exclusive jurisdiction" (CEJ); the place where the agreement
[negotiated by the parties] is made [held on record] [UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i)].

UIFSA's core concept is continuing, exclusive jurisdiction (CEJ).

CEJ is a linchpin for both “UIFSA” and the “federal Full Faith and Credit for Child Support
Orders Act (FFCSOA)"; therefore, CEJ is also tied directly to that “agreement” of record in
the issuing state [court] within the country of origin [UIFSA 701(6)(A)]. For example, the
“support agreement” MCL 552.604(3)(b) Michigan as the issuing state [court CEJ
“support order”], and the United States is the country of origin. If the child support
order was NOT issued in Michigan refer to the Michigan Judicial Institute’s Modification
of a "foreign support order checklist”; “outside this state” ["foreign support agreement”]



[UIFSA 701(6)(A)] means a location in another state or country, regardless of whether
the country is or is not a “foreign country” [uniform state law — binding record law].



If only one issuing state child support order exists, it is the controlling order irrespective
of whether any of the individual parties or the child continues to reside in the issuing
state, UIFSA includes (intrastate cases) hence “continues to reside in the issuing State”.
Title 45 Subtitle B Chapter il Part 303

Initiating [issuing] State IV-D agency responsibilities.

§ 303.7(a) General responsibilities. A State IV-D agency must:

§ 303.7(b) Central registry.

Michigan Comp. Laws § 722.627(7)(1)
Michigan Comp. Law § 722.627(7)(5)
Michigan Comp. Laws § 722.627(7)(6)

§ 303.7(c) Initiating State IV-D agency responsibilities. The initiating State IV-D agency
must:
§ 303.7(c) (N (2@ [ (5)(11)

§ 303.11 Case closure criteria.
MCL 552.517 Section 17. (1)(f)(v) That the order was based on incorrect facts.

UIFSA’s CEJ linchpin is tied to a valid support order and that valid support order is
tied to an agreement of record, issuing state court continuing, exclusive jurisdiction
(CCEJ)'s documentation submitted-case construct (child support establishment) meets
the requirements of UIFSA, UIFSA criteria for recognition & enforcement of a valid
support order ["outside this state”]. UIFSA's Principal, CEJ is tied to a valid support order
because of “principle” [the principle part of every “thing” is the beginning] and for
"effect” [criterion], this means that exclusive jurisdiction aims to recognize that only a
single state or foreign country at a time may issue valid child support (this is that part of
family law [documentation] establishing a support order) in all child support cases since



https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/45/303.7

the welfare reform federal legislation Pub. L. 104-193, 110 Stat. 2105 (1996) and means,
Local Law [MCL 552.604(3)(b)] in conformity to UIFSA law and procedure UIFSA
701(6)(A), meeting constitutional muster on a case-by-case basis this is the principle
record prerequisite [UIFSA’s linchpin to] into, continuing, exclusive jurisdiction, CEJ
Linchpin; Utilitarian Record Mechanism, designed to be useful or practical rather than
attractive. [Again] [Due Process] “At each step in the action sought to be taken against
him.” § 567 CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 16A C.J.S..

UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIMS OF LAW
Quae ab initio non valent, ex post facto convalescere non possunt.
Things invalid from the beginning cannot be made valid by a subsequent act.

Pacto aliquid licitum est quod sine pacto non admittatur.
By agreement (or contract) something is permitted that, without agreement, is not
allowed. e Coke continues, “but not in violation of public law.” Co. Litt. 166.

Sublato principali, tollitur adjunctum.
When the principal has been taken away, the adjunct is also taken away.

The principal means [taken away] the payer's parties’ “support agreement” of record
adjunct means the issuing “"support order” that which in turn endorses, supports, and
enforces that “arrangement” [support order that ensued] [is also taken away] [void] in
the concrete case # issued by the county, IV-D case # issued by the state, in the country
of origin. Federal Case Registry (FCR) is a database maintained by the federal
government and is a repository of all [intrastate] [interstate] child support cases
[UIFSA] in the United States. The FCR proactively matches individuals on child support
cases in different [UIFSA] states and returns potential matches back to all [UIFSA] states
that share a common individual; a global uniform [consent of] record system, binding on
the states.

A NEW GLOBAL FAMILY LAW [Interstate Family Support Act]

Uniform State laws, processes, & procedures, [and International Law], establishing a
valid support order, “one-order” world IGO system, and child support forum. Local Law,
UIFSA provides the law of the forum apply, uniform state law in all cases governing child
support since 1996 federal legislation “Welfare Reform” binding on the States and state
political subdivisions for UIFSA and the Convention to have an effect, uniform processes,
and uniform procedures evidence-based case-specific child-support and effected
private constitutional due process UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i). Compromise on Personal
Jurisdiction, jurisdiction based upon parties’ agreement, or jurisdiction based upon
parental responsibility agreement UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i) record criteria (the arrangement in




the concrete case that meets criteria for recognition and enforcement) of a valid support
order, private obligation “thing” in commerce a private right, hence obligation in
commerce means all cases under the IGO and/or under the Convention, see
intergovernmental organization AND international governmental organization BOTH
abbreviated (IGO). States and political subdivisions that enforce and collect support are
eligible to receive as an incentive percentage of collections, made in all cases, regardless
of family wealth the payer party’s parental support agreement of record, hence
“Incentive Parents”.

SSA Title IV Welfare Services
Is administered by the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Intergovernmental Reference Guide (IRG)

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services & Administration for Children & Families,
Office of Child Support Enforcement.

Public User Access, find your state.

Title IV (Welfare), Part D—Child Support Services.
The Office of Child Support Enforcement administers the child support program under welfare’'s
child support services.

SSA Section 454(22). [42 U.S.C. 654(22)]
In order for the State to be eligible to receive any incentive payments under SSA Section 458,
—— taking into account the efficiency and effectiveness of the activities carried out under the

State plan by a political subdivision; Title 45 U.S. Code § 302.34(a), [compliance].

SSA Section 458. Incentive Payments to States [42 U.S.C. 658a]

Even with personal jurisdiction without an agreement, there is no subject-matter
jurisdiction; the obligee submits to the jurisdiction of a tribunal of this state, either
expressly or by defending on the merits of the case without objecting to the jurisdiction
at the first available opportunity. Child Support Enforcement Forum, MCL 552.604(3)(b)
voluntary by agreement UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i), Authorization of Appropriations

42 U.S.C. 651, for the care of children/support of children MCL 552.501(2), MiCSES's IV-D
Case Number, [MICHIGAN 1V-D ACTION TRANSMITTAL 2006-025] as Michigan's single
case identifying (ID) number on all IV-D cases and court orders that are sent to the FCR
and/or for reporting to the Federal Case Registry (FCR). The FCR is a database
maintained by the federal government. It is a repository of all child support cases in the
United States. The federal Office of Child Support Enforcement (OCSE) is the Central
Authority for the U.S., however, because child support programs are administered at the
state level in the U.S., OCSE has delegated many of the duties of the Central Authority to
offices the state child support agencies, [Michigan] county IV-D offices state-level
contact to begin case processing/case establishment/establishing a record, uniform
record mechanism/uniform global forum/uniform processes & procedures compliance,



https://www.ssa.gov/OP_Home/ssact/title04/0400.htm?fbclid=IwAR0YPcb8dDZtViJeHgZ3pB_m3BdXppXKRAPIYjF-6Xm4yD37rVEIfuqSv8Y
https://ocsp.acf.hhs.gov/irg/welcome.html
https://www.ssa.gov/OP_Home/ssact/title04/0451.htm
https://www.ssa.gov/OP_Home/ssact/title04/0454.htm
https://www.ssa.gov/OP_Home/ssact/title04/0458.htm?fbclid=IwAR2sWcjAQMcNQZtpcDo6QD3KE3M2Z0eiV3-yvyF2Amk0kRBheWEbjQxM6QE

state court/county IV-D agency/political subdivision compliance Title 45 U.S. Code §
302.34(a).

A state that issues a [valid] support order consistent with that state's law or foreign
country's law is the only state or foreign country that can change this order as long as
one of the parties or the child lives there. CEJ rules of UIFSS/FFCCSOA, CLEAR RULES
REGARDING THE RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF THE ARRANGEMENT IN THE
CONCRETE CASE "maintenance arrangements” "private agreements" require certification
upon a challenge or appeal, see Art. 25 of the 2007 Convention, recognition and
enforcement under the condition that such voluntary "maintenance arrangement”
"private agreement" [negotiated] between parents be enforceable as a decision in the
State of origin.

Michigan, as the issuing state "issuing state court continuing, exclusive jurisdiction CCEJ,
"all cases under UIFSA since welfare reform legislation” WHEREFORE, UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i)
is BINDING ON THE ISSUING STATE OF MICHIGAN, UIFSA's uniform utilitarian
evidentiary provision [consent] [private right] "record prerequisite” (uniform process)
UIFSA construct - the inclusion of a "foreign support agreement” binding on the parties
in the country of origin UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i). In the United States, this uniform evidence
record mechanism universal process provides for recognition and enforcement of child
support in some of the likely Convention countries; Michigan codified UIFSA as

MCL 552.2101.

UIFSA [§701] RULES, all child support "obligation" is to the State [plan] and must be
established in conformity with uniform processes — UIFSA construct, case processing
"establishment", and is an evidence record "mechanism" [process of law] [prerequisite].
In Michigan 552.2205, a tribunal of this state that has issued a [valid] child-support order
[inside this State] consistent with the law of this state has and shall exercise continuing,
exclusive jurisdiction to modify its child-support order if the order is the controlling
order... Also see the definition of, "Outside this State" as defined under UIFSA, while
taking notice of UIFSA §701(6)(A)(iii) modification.

MCL 552.604(3)(a)(iii) For a friend of the court case, an agreement by the payer...

MCL 552.604(3)(b) The parties enter into a written agreement that is reviewed and
entered in the record by the court... UIFSA §701(6)(A) compliance binding on the issuing
state court tribunal Title 45 U.S. Code § 302.34(a), and compliance binding on Title IV-D
staff see, Cooperative Reimbursement Program (CRP) refers to the contract entered into
by the state and the counties, and Contract Performance Standards (CPS) refers solely to
the performance standards newly established within the Cooperative Reimbursement
Program, Ref: 45 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 302.34.




U.S. Constitution “law of the land”

U.S. Constitution art. VI, Cl.2.; Hague Child Support Convention (Convention).

The Convention is a multilateral treaty “law of the land” which binds the United States to
assure [state] [county] [political subdivision] compliance on the Key mechanism for
enforcing the requirements of UIFSA (2008)/Convention, UIFSA 701(6) record criteria.

A Treaty into State Law: The UIFSA Experience, at home and abroad, all cases under the
uniform state law binding for the global UIFSA/Convention, to have an/in effect, see:
Pub. L. 104-193, 110 Stat. 2105 (1996).

In order to satisfy Social Security Law section 454(20)(A) each State must have in effect
the Uniform Interstate Family Support Act; in effect UIFSA 701(6) RECORD CRITERIA,
UTILITARIAN DOCUMENT EVIDENCE for uniformity of forum, uniformity of procedures,
and/or uniform child support services “outside this state” issuing the original controlling
child support order, holding continuing, exclusive jurisdiction. In order to satisfy the
global child support forum, for UIFSA/Convention to have effect; uniformity of
procedures. UIFSA’s record mechanism [consents of record] in the United States “at
home"” and “abroad” the UIFSA Experience “one-order” world system regardless of
whether or not the parents or child later move to another state and/or move abroad.



https://www.congress.gov/104/plaws/publ193/PLAW-104publ193.pdf

UIFSA's “one order, one time, one place” construct, UIFSA’s continuing, exclusive
jurisdiction as a linchpin.

UIFSA’s consent requirement strictly construed by U.S. Courts with Title 45 U.S. Code §
302.34(a) compliance (documents that meet the requirements of UIFSA) binding on the
issuing state court tribunal, the agreement in a record and enforced as a judgment,

order, or decree in the issuing country and regardless of whether the country is or is not
a "foreign country”. UIFSA'’s special evidentiary provisions.



MCL 552.604(3)(b) / UIFSA 701(6)(A) / Parties are almost always a child’s parents
occasionally a court may recognize other people and agencies as parties to a [IV-D]
case. The payer and/or obligor party consent agreement is always a party to a child
support enforcement case, income withholding by operation of law. Amicable solutions
between parents, voluntary by agreement MCL 552.501(2). Michigan uses a judicial
process to establish a support obligation. Some enforcement activities are
administrative MCL 552.517.



Presenting the “thing” this way... support obligations are functionally contracts, such
obligations are “things” in commerce UIFSA LAW, intrastate and interstate child support
case records local « portal - global effect, IGO, CSE, forum.

THE NEW GLOBAL FAMILY LAW

A "one-order system” “one-order” world, support obligations are functionally equivalent
to interstate contracts, such are “things” in interstate commerce, hence UIFSA
§701(6)(A) is the same MCL 552.604(3)(b) “thing”, and is a utilitarian-evidence-record-
mechanism, document evidence, case establishment, in the issuing state court tribunal,
constitutional this is due process (a private right to contract in the unlimited) UIFSA
CONSTRUCT—UNIFORM RECORD CRITERIA COMPLIANCE FOR THE
UIFSA/CONVENTION TO HAVE EFFECT/UNIFORM PROCESSES FOR RECOGNITION AND
INFOCEMENT OF A VALID SUPPORT ORDER, A VOLUNTARY WORLDWIDE (PROCESS OF



LAW) CONSTITUTIONAL DUE PROCESS INTO THE CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT
FORUM.

Written Factual Record Paramount

It must always be kept in mind that the written record is the thing that counts.
Administrative determinations of law (other than determinations of their own
jurisdiction) are persuasive but not binding see, Consolidated Edison Company v. NLRB,
305 U.S. 197 (1938). But under the Administrative Procedure Act, the Court must look
not only to the evidence presented by the agency but to "the whole record."

Local Law MCL 552.604(3)(a)(iii), and UIFSA process & Law — record mechanism in
The United States, this mechanism provides across the board recognition enforcement.
Title 42 U.S. Code § 666(f), UIFSA §701(6)(A), Uniform State Law MCL 552.604(3)(b);
Title 42 U.S. Code § 666(c)(1)(F), MCL 552.604(1), income withholding by operation of
law means “the due process for establishing a valid support order” — through taking
testimony and establishing a record (document evidence) of “an agreement by the
payer that is reviewed and entered in the record by the court” and is endorsed,
supported, and enforced by a [UIFSA] state court issuing an original controlling support
order and holding continuing, exclusive jurisdiction [UIFSA] to modifiable its own orders
(in the country of origin) the place where the original agreement was made. Again, this
is the due process arrangement in the concrete case [consent] [voluntary] [agreement]
to meet constitutional muster & [UIFSA 701] requirements of enforceability, within the

new global child support enforcement forum-1GO system, a uniform (utilitarian-




evidence record-mechanism) global family law system—Ilocal county portal, UIFSA
Effect in effect since welfare reform. A [welfare] [Part D] service available to all families,
[uniform] State Law—process & procedure in the issuing State court [record], CEJ
regardless of family wealth, regardless of if the family later moves abroad, or not.






If the child-support order was NOT issued in Michigan, it is referred to as a
“Foreign Support Order.”

If the child-support order WAS issued in Michigan its referred to as a
“Foreign Support Order” “Outside this State” regardless of whether the country is or is
not a “foreign country”.



UIFSA 2008
Calls such an arrangement a “foreign support agreement” according to
UIFSA Section 701. Definitions.

Other Provisions

Rules of Evidence

A purely private agreement such as a separation agreement is treated as a type of
contract, rather than a support order (Other Provisions — Rules of Evidence), must see
Official Comment to Section 710, Unif. Interstate Family Support Act 2008.

“Advantages for enforcement of child support binding on the parties in the country
of origin stem from the inclusion of a foreign support agreement.”

In the United States, this mechanism provides for recognition and enforcement of a
dispute resolution system. Convention source: art. 3. Definitions; art. 30. Maintenance
arrangements.







OFFICIAL COMMENT TO SECTION 710, UNIF. INTERSTATE FAMILY SUPPORT ACT 2008









To ensure that procedures encourage and assist parties voluntarily by agreement
support of children funds for the care of children 42 U.S. Code § 651, for the purpose of
obtaining child support (enforcing the support obligations) available under this part to all
children (whether or not eligible for assistance under a State program funded under part A),
such assistance is requested [by operation of law MCL 552.604(3)(b) and UIFSA 701(6)(A)], there
is hereby authorized. Authorization of Appropriations § 651; the very nature of an agreement is
that it's voluntary, for a valid support order since welfare reform, a uniform child support forum.
Appropriations, hereby authorized by agreement, funds for the care of children, payer
party’s voluntary private due process (agreement in writing); and constitutionally right!!

Voluntary private agreements between the parent parties [custodial party, obligee/payer
party, obligor] is the arrangement in the concrete case, clear rules regarding the
recognition and enforcement, and requires certification upon a challenge or appeal,
constitutional challenges must come from the parties litigant on a case-by-case bases,
child support is evidence-based & case-specific.

UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIM OF LAW
Nihil consensui tam contrarium est quam vis atque metue.
Nothing is so opposite to consent as force and fear.



CHILD SUPPORT VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT—AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS
BY PROCESS OF LAW — THROUGH THE EXECUTION OF PRIVATE RIGHTS —

THE PARTIES’ PRIVATE RIGHT TO AN AGREEMENT IN WRITING (CONSENT) —

A LEGALLY ENFORCEABLE BINDING AGREEMENT—COLLECTED BY THE STATE—AND
ENFORCED AS “THE LAW OF THE LAND"” IN ACCORDANCE WITH DUE PROCESS
RIGHTS OF THE PARTIES LITIGANT—IN THE COUNTRY/STATE OF ORIGIN—AND
ENFOCEABLE ABROAD UNDER THE CONVENTION—A UNIFORM GLOBAL IGO

CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT FORUM—ALL CASES VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT—IN
THE ISSUING STATE UIFSA DOCUMENTATION RULES CCEJ RECORD FOR STREAMLINED
UTILITARIAN EFFECT—CONSTITUTIONAL DUE PROCESS FOR THE GLOBAL SYSTEM TO
HAVE EFFECT—REGARDLESS OF FAMILY WEALTH—SINCE WELFARE REFORM FEDERAL
LEGISLATION—UIFSA STATE LAW MANDATED IN EVERY STATE POLITICAL SUBDIVISION.
ADMINISTRATIVE DUE PROCESS OF LAW (MEETING CONSTITUTIONAL MUSTER)
45 CFR §302.50(2); MCL 552.604(3)(b); UIFSA 701(6)(A); 42 U.S.C §651; MCL 552.501(a);
MCL 552.2205; UIFSA 701(6)(A)(iii); P.L. 104-193—AUG. 22, 1996 110 STAT. 2221

Subtitle C-Streamlining and Uniformity of Procedures §321, §322 and §325.

The purpose of UIFSA is intrastate and interstate proceedings involving child support,
Cowan v. Moreno, 903 S.\W.2d 119, 121 (Tex.App.-Austin, 1995); 45 CFR §303.101(b)(1);

including Title IV-D agency procedures required under the Social Security Act § 466(a)(2).




UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIMS OF LAW

L'ou le ley done chose, la ceo done remedie a vener a ceo.
Where the law gives a right, it gives a remedy to recover.

Ejus Ext Nolle, Quipotestuelle.
Person who can will (exercise volition) has a right to refuse to will (withhold consent).

(The Rules????)
®

=

Michigan Court Rule (MCR) 3.208



Better citations? ...

Better than? Uniform State Laws (uniform child support orders), every state has its own
method of citing local law in conformity to the Interstate Family Support Act and/or the
(Convention).

nmon

The best citations, core citations for this “voluntary child support” “private right to
contract consent” which is constitutional, A constitutionally protected private right —
this is the main purpose of governments by men, a Law full and Legal thought model.

UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIM OF LAW
Recorda sunt vestigial vetustatis et Veritatis.
Records are vestiges of antiquity and truth.

Core Citations Cited:
Public Law 104-193, 110 Stat. 2105 (1996).

The Hague Child Support Convention "the law of the land" and binding on the states via
the U.S. Constitution art. VI, cl.2. .

Treaty into state law, (United Nations) "international governmental organization" IGO
multilateral treaty - the Hague Child Support Convention into State Law, UIFSA), an
"intergovernmental organization" IGO (formerly known as interstate).




As a Michiganian, a natural born indigenist Michigan national, cited appropriate local
Michigan law coinciding with the uniform due process laws within the child support
enforcement forum, a new global forum regardless of whether the parents or child later
move to another state or not. Also citing definitions, keywords, meanings, and phrases,
UIFSA terminology to make more readily understandable for U.S. bench and bar a
process that is denominated as a "maintenance arrangement"” in the Convention.

In the United States, private agreements are not recognized and enforced as decisions
unless they are, in fact, incorporated in a decision. The concept of "authentic
instruments” does not exist in the United States.



RECOVERY OF CHILD SUPPORT AND OTHER FORMS OF FAMILY
MAINTENANCE

The United States makes the following comments and proposals on Chapter V:
Article 16 Scope of the chapter

1. Para. 3(a): We suggest that it would be clearer if the words “may be made subject to”
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authonty Artlcle 26(6) would allow a State to dec lare that applications for recogmtmn
and enforcement of private agreements and authentic instruments must be made through
the requesting State’s Central Authority and not directly to the competent authority in the
requested State. If private agreements and authentic instruments are included in the
scope of the chapter, we should consider carefully which specific provisions of the
chapter should not apply to such agreements/instruments.

Article 17 Bases for recognition and enforcement

1. Para. 1(d): A footnote indicates that two delegations may wish to add language
permitting a reservation with respect to this paragraph. We urge States to accept this
paragraph, the only consequence of which we believe will be to give the United States an
additional mandatory jurisdictional basis on which it will be required to recognize other
States” decisions. Paragraph (d) covers a subset of the cases covered by paragraph (c).
Our understanding is that the United States will be the only or nearly the only State to
take a reservation to paragraph (c) (habitual residence of the creditor). But we would not
need to take a reservation to paragraph (d), which provides that States shall recognize and
enforce a foreign order if the child was resident in the State of origin when the
proceedings were instituted, PROVIDED that the respondent lived with the child in that
State at some time or lived in that State and provided support for the child there at some
time. All of the cases covered by paragraph (d) would thus also be covered by paragraph
(¢). Paragraph (d) will impose an additional obligation only on States, like the United
States, that are not bound by paragraph (c), and that obligation will work to the benefit of
other States.






Thus, state courts may be reimbursed for child support services that they provide through
a cooperative agreement. The cooperative agreement may be between the state agency
and a statewide court entity or between the state agency and local courts or between a
local child support agency and the local court.

If the cooperative agreement is between the state IV-D agency and a statewide court
entity and the statewide court entity provides funding to local courts to provide child
support services, a cooperative agreement between the statewide court entity and the
local courts may be required depending on the nature of the relationship between the
statewide court entity and the local courts in each particular state.

In other words, there must always be a cooperative agreement whenever federal Title I'V-
D funding is being provided to an entity that is providing Title IV-D services. The
cooperative agreement sets forth the services to be provided, the reporting requirements
for receiving funding, and must contain a provision that the entity receiving Title IV-D
funding will comply with all federal laws and requirements as a condition for receiving
the funding.

See Appendix 6 for Sample Cooperative Agreements.
See Appendix 9 for a Model Cooperative Agreement.

IV. Self -Help Services that are Eligible for Title IV-D Reimbursement.



UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIMS OF LAW

Ejus Ext Nolle, Quipotestuelle.
Person who can will (exercise volition) has a right to refuse to will (withhold consent).

Nihil consensui tam contrarium est quam vis atque metue.
Nothing is so opposite to consent as force and fear.









THE AGREEMENT [a private right]

OR LACK THEREOF [common law claim]

AS A REMEDY FOR ALL [common law looks to the past]
CATEGORY [statutory law looks to the future]

LAYING DOWN THE LAW EH!!!

UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIM OF LAW

Cuicunque aliquis quid concedit concedere videtur et id sine quo res ipsa esse non potulit.
To whomever anyone grants a “thing” the is considered also to grant that without
which the “thing” itself could not be (the sine qua non). 11 Coke 52. .

AGAIN, the parties’ support agreement (Compromise on Personal Jurisdiction) is the
“thing” the is [assignment] considered also to grant SUPPORT ENFOCEMENT FORUM
that without which the “thing” itself (Subject-Matter Jurisdiction) could not be.

IN OTHER WORDS, the parties’ support agreement is the “thing” that assigns, is the
obligation in commerce that grants the support order and/or income withholding order
by process of law. The voluntary support agreement is the “thing” that grants
authorization of appropriations, that without such assignment of support rights to the
state, the “thing” obligation itself could not be. The sole purpose of the support order is
that it supports, endorses, and enforces the parties’ private agreement [private law]
entered into the issuing state’s court’s record continuing, exclusive jurisdiction, to
modify its own orders, in the country of origin.

The UIFSA's strict record mechanism in the United States, for the (Convention)
“law of the land” and binding on the states, U.S. Constitution art. VI, cl.2.,
Legislative Equation:

Child Support Case Establishment

Local Law [parties’ agreement] + UIFSA Procedures and Law = a Valid Support
Order/Foreign Support Order, one-time-one-place-one-order worldwide system Title 45
U.S. Code § 302.34(a) compliance CCEJ linchpin record criteria mechanism, in effect, for
continued Title IV-D funding to the states.

MICHIGAN LOCAL LAW, MCL 552.604(3)(b) + UIFSA PROCEDURES AND UIFSA LAW,
UIFSA § 701(6)(A)(i) = A RECOGNIZABLE ENFORCEABLE VALID SUPPORT ORDER. UIFSA
COMPLIANCE REQUIRED FOR IV-D FUNDING TO THE STATE, THE PARTIES AGREEMENT
IS AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 42 U.S. Code § 651 (FOR THE PURPOSE OF
ENFORCING THE SUPPORT OBLIGATIONS), ACCORDING TO THE ARRANGEMENT (IN



THE CONCRETE CASE) THE "PARTIES AGREEMENT" OBLIGATION “THAT ASSIGNS" 45 CFR
§ 302.50(a)(2), ASSIGNMENT TO THE STATE (CENTRAL REGISTRY 42 U.S. CODE § 654a)
FOR COLLECTION OF SUPPORT PAYMENTS 42 U.S. CODE § 654b [SOCIAL SECURITY
LAWS SECTIONS 454A AND 454B]. WEHUNT V LEDBETTER 875 F.2D 1558 (11TH CIR.
1989) STATES THAT CHILD SUPPORT IS NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE CHILD - IT IS
RECOVERY OF FUNDS FOR THE STATE TREASURY.

P.L. 104-193, the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of
1996 (PRWORA), added a title IV-D State plan requirement under which the State plan
must provide that, on or after October 1, 1998, the State agency will operate a State
Disbursement Unit (SDU) for the collections see, ACTION TRANSMITTAL, OCSE-AT-97-
13. Social Security Laws Section 454B.

UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIM OF LAW
Nihil tam propriaum imperio quam legibus vivere.
Nothing is so becoming to authority as to live according to the law.

Each, Law must have an effect, not part of the law, but all of each law!

All child support law is uniform and all local state law must meet criteria and be in
conformity with UIFSA law, UIFSA processes, UIFSA procedures, and UIFSA rules;
“consents made on the record in the issuing state” since welfare reform legislation.
Uniform Interstate Family Support Act (UIFSA) means the federally required state laws
which provide mechanisms for establishing and enforcing child support.

U.S. Code Title 42 CHAPTER 7 SUBCHAPTER IV PART D §666

Section 654(20)(A) of this title shall have in effect all of the laws to improve child support
enforcement effectiveness AND Section 654(20)(B) of this title shall implement the
procedures [UIFSA procedures/utilitarian evidence/record mechanism ] which are
prescribed in or pursuant to such [uniform] laws.

Types of procedures required

In order to satisfy section 654(20)(A) of this title, each State must have in effect laws
["law of the land"] [The "Convention” multilateral treaty] [UIFSA LAW] requiring the use
of the following procedures [UIFSA procedures], consistent with this section [42 U.S.
Code § 666] and with regulations of the_Secretary, to increase the effectiveness of the
program [a one-order-at a time-world system] which the State administers under this
part [U.S. Code Title 42 CHAPTER 7 SUBCHAPTER IV PART D §666] [all of this part,
including both Title 42 U.S. Code § 666(c)(1)(F); and Title 42 U.S. Code § 666(f), all of this
part, means also UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i) [and/or MCL 552.604(3)(b)].



https://chicagounbound.uchicago.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=4801&context=uclrev&fbclid=IwAR3d9ICDiQM1Sp9NbWTCcqDwUyiYmz1hFAAUHNcIF6tedS0JAj0HMp9_H4Q.
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/654#20_A
https://www.ssa.gov/OP_Home/ssact/title04/0454B.htm
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/654#20_A
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=42-USC-1264422296-1615532608&term_occur=999&term_src=

UNIVERSAL LEGAL MAXIMS OF LAW

Cujusque rei potissima pars est principium. The principal part of everything is the
beginning.

Melius est in tempore occurrere quam post causam vulneratum. It is better to
oppose in time than to seek a remedy after a wrong has been inflicted. ® Coke
introduces this maxim with the phrase ne per negligentiam damnum incurrat:
"lest he incure damage through negligence." 2 Co. Inst. 299.

Le contract fait la loi. The contract makes the law.

Cui jurisdiction data est, ea quoque concessa esse videntur sine quisbus
jurisdiction explicari non potest. To whom jurisdiction is given, those things also
are considered to be granted without which the jurisdiction cannot be exercise. ®
That is, the grant of jurisdiction implies that grant of all powers necessary to its
exercise.

Pacto aliquid licitum est quod sine pacto non admittatur. By agreement (or
contract) something is permitted that, without agreement, is not allowed. e Coke
continues, “but not in violation of public law.” Co. Litt. 166.

Quae ab initio non valent, ex post facto convalescere non possunt. “Things”
invalid from the beginning cannot be made valid by a subsequent act.

Consensus facit legem. Consent makes law. ® A contract constitutes law between the
parties agreeing to be bound by it.

Executi est execution juris secundum judicium. Execution is the execution of the law
according to the judgment.

Semper sexus masculinus etiam faemini-num continet. The masculine gender [He]
always includes the feminine as well. Dig. 32.63.

Regula est, juris quidem ignorantiam cuique nocere, facti vero ignorantiam non
nocere. The rule is that ignorance of the law is harmful (or prejudicial) to anyone,
but ignorance of a fact is not. @ Ignorance of a fact may excuse a party from the
legal consequences of his conduct, but not ignorance of law.



Although not really cognized as such, family court orders are a court of equity’s creation
of private law [child support is, private international law]. The tool of contempt sanctions
puts police powers in the hands of private citizens. Ultimately, if one party does not
follow [adjudication] [parties’ written “support agreement” entered into the record,
submitted by the parties, and enforced as a judgment, decree, or order] a family court
order the other party may be able to have that party incarcerated.

Local Law, UIFSA Procedure & Law — U.S. record mechanism and
binding on the states, issuing state court CEJ Linchpin; more and/or
"better citations” see BULLETS.

Table of Authorities:

e P.L. 104-193—Aug. 22, 1996 110 STAT. 2221. Subtitle C—Streamlining and Uniformity
of Procedures

o Title 42 U.S. Code § 666(a).

o Title 42 U.S. Code § 666(f).

o Title 42 U.S. Code § 654(1).

o Title 42 U.S. Code § 654(20).

o Title 42 U.S. Code § 654(22).

o Title 42 U.S. Code § 654(23), voluntary.

e MCL 552.501(2), voluntary by agreement funds for the
care of children/support of children. [42 USC 651]

e MCL 552.604(3)(b), an agreement “support agreement” in the state CCEJ, local law, in
conformity to UIFSA Law & UIFSA procedure, the utilitarian evidence submitted by the
parties also known as the uniform “record mechanism” in the U.S., when Michigan is the
issuing state establishing the obligation; compare the agreement “support agreement”
inside the issuing state with coinciding UIFSA § 701(6)(A)(i) the agreement “foreign
support agreement” “outside this state”.



e MCL 552.2205(1). issuance of child-support orders [local law]; notice, this is UIFSA
processes and procedures, all child-support cases under UIFSA Law since welfare reform
federal legislation. Issuing state, documentation submitted with a case, (case
establishment) must meet the requirements of UIFSA (criteria under UIFSA § 701(6)).
Exclusive jurisdiction to modify compare MCL 552.2205(1) with coinciding UIFSA §
7071(6)(iii). If part of UIFSA matters for example MCL 553.2205 then all of UIFSA matters
for example UIFSA § 701(6) and for UIFSA Law, UIFSA process, UIFSA procedures, and/or
“the (Convention)” to have an effect. [UNIFORMITY ACROSS THE BOARD]

e UIFSA § 701(6)(A)(i), an agreement “foreign support agreement” abroad and/or
outside of the issuing state, compare with coinciding local law Michigan’s MCL
552.604(3)(b) “support agreement”.

e Title 45 U.S. Code § 302.34(a), compliance; IV-D staff, carrying out the functions of
[UIFSA] the Child Support Enforcement program. Cooperative Reimbursement Program
(CRP) refers to the contract entered into by the state and the counties. The CRP requires
counties to perform IV-D work and provides for the reimbursement of IV-D work.
Contract Performance Standards (CPS) refers solely to the performance standards
established within CRP. Federal requirements regarding cooperative arrangement apply
to any cooperative arrangement between State I1V-D agencies and courts or law
enforcement officials whether or not the courts or law enforcement officials receive
Federal funding under the IV-D program.

e Title 45 U.S. Code § 302.50(a)(2), agreement, refers to the
contract/agreement/stipulation entered into by the obligor party/parent; compare with

Michigan’s MCL 552.604(3)(b) and UIFSA § 701(6)(i).

Requlations Title 45 Chapter Il Part 303

e Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(b)(1).

e Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(c)(2), due process of the parties.
o Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(c)(3) voluntary support order.

e Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(d)(1), verifiable audit trail.

o Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(d)(3), voluntary support liability and stipulated
agreements. [MCL 552.507(e)]


https://www.govregs.com/regulations/expand/title45_chapterIII_part303_section303.101?fbclid=IwAR2gSICnuJnZYjA81CkeJ8htChK24_rvBQa0L02g2VFYaWsodVmaEGhkzVo#regulation_1

e Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(d)(4), [this fall under "other legal process” (45 CFR §
302.50(a)(2))].

e 45 CFR § 303.2 - Establishment of cases and maintenance of case records.

(c) The case record must be supplemented with all information and documents
pertaining to the case, as well as all relevant facts, dates, actions taken, contacts made
and results in a case.

The Nevada Supreme Court in Morelli v. Morelli 102 Nev. 326, 720 P.2d 704 (1986)
reasoned that the child is an intended third-party beneficiary of an agreement for support
between the parents.

In California, commissioners need the WRITTEN stipulation of the parties litigant in the
record before their orders can be valid. Family Code sec. 4251, in re Marriage of Monge;
CRC 2.831. California constitution article vl sec 21, also in the marriage of djulus 2017

"When a trial court has knowledge that one of the parties to a suit does not consent to a
Judgment, the trial court should refuse to sanction the agreement by making it the
Jjudgment of the court." Quintero v. Jim Walter Homes, Inc., 654 S.\W.2d 442, 444 (Tex.

1983) (citing Burnaman v. Heaton, 240 S.W.2d 288, 291 (Tex. 1951)).

More specifically, "[a] court "cannot render a valid agreed judgment absent consent at the
time it is rendered." Chisholm v. Chisholm, 209 S.W.3d 96, 98 (Tex. 2006) (per curiam)
(quoting Padilla v. LaFrance, 907 S.W.2d 454, 461 (Tex. 1995)); accord Burnaman, 240
S.\W.2d at 291240 S.W.2d at 291 ("A valid consent judgment cannot be rendered by a court
when consent of one of the parties thereto is wanting."). "Without consent, the judgment is
void." Samples Exterminators v. Samples, 640 S.W.2d 873, 875 (Tex. 1982) (per curiam);
accord Giles v. Giles, 830 S.W.2d 232, 235 (Tex. App.-Fort Worth 1992, no writ) 830 S.W.2d
232, 235 (Tex. App.-Fort Worth 1992, no writ).

IN INTEREST OF JG, Tex: Court of Appeals, 4th Dist. 2018 This case is important because
the Attorney General is asking for the same thing that we are demanding, without valid
consent, there is no order and it must be vacated or dismissed because it is void.

Uniform Interstate Family Support Act (UIFSA) means the federally required
state laws provide for the mechanisms for establishing and enforcing child
support at home and abroad, the UIFSA Experience (Convention) multi-
lateral treaty into state law. Uniform Rules for the Issuing State Record.



“The arrangement (private agreement) concrete case documentation must meet
criteria for recognition and enforcement of a valid order!”



§ 567 CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 16A C.J.S.

Observance of those general rules established in our system of jurisprudence for the
security of private rights. In the concrete, it means that in a contest involving these
rights, a person will be accorded the opportunity to contest the propriety of each step in
the action sought to be taken against him.




Establishing a Support Order using LOCAL LAW | UIFSA provides the procedures and
law; law of the [uniform] [global] forum applies in all cases [uniform record mechanism]
and the procedure for obtaining that judgment is UIFSA procedure — CCEJ LINCHPIN
EVIDENCE RULES, case construct, documentation submitted with a case, due process
establishing a record (case establishment), utilitarian evidence record mechanism
uniform (case construct) all case since welfare reform must meet UIFSA §701 CRITERIA.
Special rules for recognition and enforcement; special rules for issuing a valid
controlling support order CCEJ; special rules cooperative agreement contract between
the state and the county (IV-D staff) contract performance standards.

IV-D staff their CSE CASE FAILS when: after a successful service of process a
support order is a NON-QUALIFYING SUPPORT ORDER IS ONE THAT IS NON-



ELIGIBLE FOR FEDERAL FUNDING [42 USC 651] BECAUSE A PARTY FAILS OR
REFUSES TO TAKE ACTION BECAUSE CHILD SUPPORT IS “VOLUNTARILY” “BY
AGREEMENT"” “CONSENT” ON THE RECORD IN WRITING"” LOCAL LAW, MCL
552.604(3)(a)(iii) “For a friend of the court case, an agreement by the payer..." and MCL
552.604(3)(b) “The parties enter into a written agreement that is reviewed and entered in
the record by the court...” issuing state court continuing, exclusive jurisdiction in
conformity to UIFSA record criteria §701(6) for recognition and enforcement of a
valid support order issued UIFSA CONSTRUCT a uniform “one-time” “one-order”
“one place” uniform case establishment — UIFSA LAW PROCESSES AND
PROCEDURES IN EFFECT; a global system with a local county portal. Uniform case
construct for the (Convention) “the law of the land” Treaty Law "binding on the states”
(document evidence record mechanism in the U.S.) “the inclusion of a foreign support
agreement” for UIFSA LAW to have effect, at home and abroad. Treaty into State Law:
emulating UIFSA Effect that comports with the obligations of the U.S. [under the Hague].

Rule 3.208(D)






ADJUDICATION BASED ON EVIDENCE SUBMITTED BY THE PARTIES
JUDGMENT (THE RIGHTS AND CLAIMS OF THE PARTIES)

CONSENT AGREEMENT

VOLUNTARY WRITTEN ADMISSION OF RESPONSIBILITY FOR CHILD SUPPORT
Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(d)(3), voluntary support liability agreements.
MCL 552.507(e); MCL 552.604.(3)(b); UIFSA 701(6)(A).






This agreement, a legally enforceable and binding agreement, shall become binding
upon the parties, and assigns, an assignment of rights to support (obligation to the
state) established by other legal process MCL 552.501(2); MCL 552.604(3)(b); UIFSA
701(6)(A). 45 CFR § 302.50 Assignment, in all cases, individual’s obligation IS OWED
to the STATE'S SDU COLLECTIONS—SOCIAL SECURITY LAW § 454B, ACTION
TRANSMITTAL, OCSE-AT-97-13, VALID CONTROLING SUPPORT ORDER'S PAYER'S
ASSIGNMENT THE INDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBLE FOR PROVIDING SUCH SUPPORT (42 USC
651). Such obligation shall be established by a legally enforceable and binding
agreement, voluntary congeable payer's parties’ agreement obligation to the State’s




collection unit, (the term assignment denoting not only the act of transfer but also
the instrument by which it is effect); payer's agreement is constitutional, the right to
contract in the unlimited, with his obligation [individual responsible] binding himself.
Payer’s support agreement [assigns] CASE'S CORE-ASSIGNMENT INDIVIDUAL =
NONCUSTODIAL PARTY [HIS/HER] OBLIGATION (TO THE STATE COLLECTION UNIT)
FUNDS FOR THE CARE OF CHILDREN; obligation from the non-custodial parent
lindividual] is then disbursed (passed-through) from the collecting State, AND/OR
distributed to the custodial party [per agreement of record] on behalf of the dependent
child(ren)—the intended beneficiaries of that agreement. See, DISBURSMENT-RULES
ASSIGNMENT LIMITATIONS associated with each case, FEDERAL CASE REGISTRY (FCR)
database maintained by the federal government and is a repository of all child support
cases in the United States [global enforcement forum] [with a local county portal].

45 CFR § 302.50(a) An assignment of support rights, as defined in § 301.1 of this
chapter.

§ 301.1 General definitions. Assignment means, unless otherwise specified, any
assignment of rights to support under section 408(a)(3) of the Act [42 USC 608(a)(3)]
[Otherwise specified MEANS per agreement 45 CFR § 302.50(a)(2); MCL 552.604(3)(b).]

Social Security Act, Sec. 408(a)(3) Prohibitions. Prohibition means support from any
other person, not exceeding the total amount of assistance [if any] so paid to the family,
which accrues during the period that the family receives assistance [if any] under the
program. Also see, Pass-Through (Client Participation Payment) and Assignment
Limitation rules.

ASSIGNMENT LIMITATIONS. The amount of support the state may retain is limited to
the amount of FIP grant the family has ever received, or the amount of assigned court-
ordered support, whichever is less.

CASE’'S CORE ASSIGNMENT — THE LAW ALSO ASSIGNS SUPPORT TO THE STATE
WHEN A CHILD ENTERS FOSTER CARE, Social Security Act Sec. 471(a)(17); and
MCL 552.605d.

Assigned Support Obligation, an obligation owed by an individual, each willfully
abandoning parent. The intent of federal IV-D legislation is to recoup taxpayer money
already spent on providing these (several federal welfare programs) to children who
have been willfully abandoned by a parent and/or both parents and left to rely on the
government to self-sustain [cost-recovery—common law theory], statutory law
mandates the agreement of record [cost-avoidance—statutory law looks to the future].
45 CFR § 302.50




NOTICE: “OTHER LEGAL PROCESS as established by State laws”
SUCH AS AN EXPEDITED DEFAULT PROCESS OF LAW!!!

"OTHER LEGAL PROCESS" ESTABLISHED BY STATE LAW [DEFAULT] [“silent consent”]
45 CFR §303.101(d)(4); MCL 772.714(8); MCL 600.4012; Mich. Ct. R. 2.603; [MCL 552.604]

BLACK’S LAW DICTIONARY FOURTH ADDITION

assenting
1. express approval or agreement, typically officially.






Nonparent-custodian (custodial party) IV-D application for services for each parent who
is a party to the court case, particularly if the nonparent is seeking support from the
payee. A IV-D application will collect updated information about the custodian, both
parents, and the children. Opening a IV-D case allows the office to use IV-D locate and
enforcement remedies, and helps with funding for the FOC office. [No matter how the
court treats the third party’s status, the case does not automatically become a IV-D case.
If the payer signed a IV-D application, the case continues as a IV-D case. If neither the
payer nor the third-party payee signed a IV-D application, the case is non-1V-D.]



See, child support case, monthly obligation(s); and the relevant care and custody case.
Redirection of Support Assigned [changes assignment] [changes the direction of the
noncustodial party’s monthly obligation, per [state collection unit] distribution rules.







Party — The case’s plaintiff or defendant, a typical child support case includes a
custodial party, dependent(s), and noncustodial party.

Parties are almost always a child’s parents [AND ALWAYS THE PAYER PARTY].

An individual who applies for or receives IV-D services is not necessarily considered a
party to the case (and/or is not the payer party to the child support agreement of

record, MCL 552.604(3)(b) and UIFSA 701(6)(A)).

Occasionally a court may recognize other people and agencies as parties to a case.

If there is an [obligee] [FIP] [welfare] assignment of support to the state, the state must
be a party to the written agreement [support agreement-obligor party’'s consent
agreement of record, that assigns support] [in the concrete case] [MCL 552.604(3)(b)
and UIFSA 701(6)(A)] THE NONCUSTODIAL PARENT AND THE STATE AS PARTIES.

Constitutional Republic form of government, for the people by the people, the parties’
agreement of record that assigns, assignment to the government to enforce child
support within the one-order-world-system according to the parties’ agreement [law] of
record. Consent makes law e A contract constitutes law between the parties agreeing to
be bound by it, and Execution is the execution of the law according to the judgment

[OF THAT AGREEMENT OF RECORD].

All cases must include a noncustodial-parent/payer/obligor/debtor-party parties’
agreement [instrument] [assignment] of record in the legal action [public record] [public
ledger] [court case] [docket] associated with a particular child support order.

Alexander v. Brothsworth, 1915. “Party cannot be bound by contact that he has not
made or authorized. Free consent is an indispensable element in making valid contracts.



DISTRIBUTION RULES / STATE COLLECTION UNIT DISBURMENTENT RULES

RULES IN BOTH FEDERAL AND STATE LAW THAT STIPULATE WHO HAS A LEGAL CLAIM
ON THE PAYMENT OWED BY THE NONCUSTODIAL PARENT. THESE ARE CALLED
ASSIGNMENT RULES. THESE ARE CALLED DISTRIBUTION RULES.

PROHIBITIONS AND REQUIREMENTS, the State cannot retain support monies exceeding




the total amount of assistance paid to the family, which accrues during the period that
the family receives assistance under the program 42 USC 608(a)(3). Whereas the
support obligation from the non-custodial parent is then passed-through from the
collecting State, distributed to the custodial party on behalf of the dependent
child(ren)—the intended beneficiaries of that agreement [of record]; also take note of
the welfare (pass-through client participation payment).

The Deficit Reduction Act (DRA) of 2005 changes assignment [changes this assignment]
(Support due from the non-custodial parent while the family is receiving FIP) to assign
current support only, without arrears assignment, receipt of FIP [grant] triggers the
assignment of currently charging support.

The term assignment denoting not only the act of transfer but also the instrument by
which it is effect; the person receiving public assistance agrees to turn over to the state
child support paid by the noncustodial parent, binding only upon that person [custodial
party] [FIP recipient] receiving public assistance who made such an agreement with the
state and or welfare agency (payee’s agreement is constitutional, the right to contract in
the unlimited), Payee’s assignment [individual] [payee] [obligation] based on FIP only,
changes case’s-core-assignment based on the obligation paid by the noncustodial party,
according to assignment rules/distribution rules.

Two individuals each with their own rights, that which are constitutional, the “payee”
custodial parent and also the “payer” noncustodial parent, each transferring their own
right or property to the state separately per each their own agreement that which
assigns. The payee’s right to support (that the payee agrees to obligate to the state)



[without opening a separate IV-case] stems from the same “monies” coming from the
child support case’s core governmental assignment [to enforce child support]—payer's
agreement paid monthly by the noncustodial parent; his transaction (income
withholding) for the State Collection Unit [Distribution Unit] assignment-is the transfer
of one to another, to each their own, individual’'s own agreements, agreed upon
obligation (individual's agreement) transferring the right or property [to the state] per
that agreement. The Constitutional right of each individual to contract in the unlimited,
the parties’ agreement (is law) contract law; statutorily law MCL 552.501(2) “voluntary by
agreement” where the law gives a right “to consent” “authorize appropriations” Title
42 U.S.C. § 651 “support of children” “"funds for the care of children” [consent to support
of children for the care of children] the law also gives a remedy “the right to withhold
consent” per universal maxim of law.

Assignment & instrument by which it is effected—the legally and binding agreement.
In all child support cases (all rights to support) are per agreement and is the

arrangement in the concrete case bound to UIFSA's linchpin record mechanism'’s
criteria rules as well as these other “rights to support” assignment rules:
DISTRIBUTION RULES

COLLECTION UNIT DISBURMENTENT RULES

ASSIGNMENT LIMITATION RULE

ASSIGNMENT RULES

STATE PROHIBITION RULES

DEFICIT REDUCTION ACT CHANGES ASSIGNMENT RULE



In all child support cases if a support collection exceeds the unreimbursed grant
amount for that family, the excess amount will be sent as a [child support]
payment to the custodial family.



Seriously, on a more positive note, thanks for the constructive criticism it is always
helpful to know others' perspectives.

[Contrary to the vantage point - clearly illustrated - herein and throughout] [THIS...]
STUDIED EXPOSE’' CONSTITUTIONAL DUE PROCESS THOUGHT MODEL!



IN REVIEW OF SOMETHING MEANINGFULL HEREIN
[PRIVATE RIGHTS ARE MEANINGFUL]

"observance of those general rules established in our system of jurisprudence for the
security of private rights"; [hence voluntary child support by agreement, a private right].

"in the concrete, it means that in a contest involving these rights, a person will be
accorded the opportunity to contest the propriety of each step in the action sought to
be taken against him."

“the term 'due process of law' is synonymous or interchangeable with, or equivalent to,
law of the land, a phrase appearing in many of the state constitutions, due process of
law being said to mean, in brief, the law of the land, including the unwritten law."

"Other synonymous or equivalent terms are due course of law, due course of the law of
the land, and course of the common law.

LAW OF THE LAND, an example of due process, is the private agreement in child
support (a worldwide system since the welfare reform federal legislation).

"Without Due Process" is like having "Rights without Remedies"

Title IV-D contains no private remedy -- either judicial or administrative -- through
which aggrieved persons can seek redress but on the other hand take judicial notice of
uniform record mandated — to continue receiving Title IV-D Funding, [voluntary by]
“parties’ agreement” criterion required by definition, mandated UIFSA LAW affect,
linchpin record mechanism in the U.S. since welfare reform federal legislation.



https://www.usmessageboard.com/threads/federal-title-iv-welfare-part-d-child-support-law-education-awareness.649461/page-2#post-19063242

ReinyDays said:

| just checked ... California, Oregon, and Washington State all have their own laws, and only conform
to the financial parts of UIFSA ... I've pursued a case in a court of law that involved the NIFSA, it's
strictly voluntary to the States ...

You've mistaken every State joining with every State being
mandated ...

I AM IN AGREEMENT [with ReinyDays], state laws are strictly a State affair, and
every state has its method of citing their local law "to establish child support
obligations" For, reader please rereview what has been posted herein, my posting for
this thread starting on page 5, then again on page 7 here currently, this is a fact, state
law is uniform (treaty into state law, the UIFSA experience, the Convention "law of the
land" via U.S. Constitution art. VI, cl.2.).

HAVEN'T MISTAKEN EVERY STATE BEING MANDATED WITH EVERY STATE JOINING
California, Oregon, and Washington state all have their UIFSA Laws (uniform state laws)
uniform processes, and procedures; read "Background"” [first page of first hyperlink] it
states as | have truthfully explained without deception also see, the other links below
each state was mandated to adopt the 2008 Version of UIFSA:

California

https://www.courts.ca.gov/documents/SPR16-17.pdf

[Background] The Uniform Interstate Family Support Act (UIFSA) provides universal and uniform
rules for the enforcement of family support orders. UIFSA represents a collaborative effort
among the Uniform Law Commission (“ULC”), federal and state child support officials, and
representatives of national child support organizations

Oregon
ORS Chapter 110 - Uniform Interstate Family Support Act

Washington
Chapter 26.21A RCW: UNIFORM INTERSTATE FAMILY SUPPORT ACT

EVERY STATE JOINING

2008 Interstate Family Support Act, Family Law | Civil Procedure & Courts | International
Law (as a condition of continuing to receive federal funds for state child support
programs.

EVERY STATE BEING MANDATED
Title IV-D is voluntary (state participation) but to receive federal funds for state child


https://www.usmessageboard.com/goto/post?id=31351192
https://www.courts.ca.gov/documents/SPR16-17.pdf
https://oregon.public.law/statutes/ors_chapter_110
https://app.leg.wa.gov/rcw/default.aspx?cite=26.21A
https://www.uniformlaws.org/committees/community-home?CommunityKey=71d40358-8ec0-49ed-a516-93fc025801fb

support programs every state is mandated to make UIFSA and or the Convention have
an effect. Uniform laws [uniform record mechanism] Interstate Family Support Act.
Source:

https://www.uniformlaws.org/committees/community-
home?CommunityKey=71d40358-8ec0-49ed-a516-93fc025801fb

In, Michigan, UIFSA is codified as MCL 552.2101.

https://cms9files.revize.com/mecostacountymi/Courts/Friend%200f%20the%20Court/PS
A29.pdf



https://www.uniformlaws.org/committees/community-home?CommunityKey=71d40358-8ec0-49ed-a516-93fc025801fb
https://www.uniformlaws.org/committees/community-home?CommunityKey=71d40358-8ec0-49ed-a516-93fc025801fb
http://www.legislature.mi.gov/documents/2015-2016/billanalysis/House/htm/2015-HLA-4742-67061FB8.htm
https://cms9files.revize.com/mecostacountymi/Courts/Friend%20of%20the%20Court/PSA29.pdf
https://cms9files.revize.com/mecostacountymi/Courts/Friend%20of%20the%20Court/PSA29.pdf

Intergovernmental Reference Guide (IRG)

https://ocsp.acf.hhs.gov/irg/welcome.html

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services & Administration for children & Families
Office of Child Support Enforcement

Public User Access, find your state.

Interstate 101 training!
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ocse/interstate 101.pdf

ReinyDays said:
all have their own laws, and only conform to the financial parts of UIFSA ...

This issuing state's statutory laws must conform to the uniform family laws prescribed
under UIFSA law, UIFSA process, and UIFSA procedures and cannot simply conform to
the financial parts of UIFSA for the Convention and or the UIFSA to have an effect. Every


https://ocsp.acf.hhs.gov/irg/welcome.html
https://www.acf.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/documents/ocse/interstate_101.pdf
https://www.usmessageboard.com/goto/post?id=31351192

issuing state child support establishment must adhere to [UIFSA case construct]
document records that meet criteria for enforcement and recognition across state lines
and abroad, every issuing state child support case must be in conformity with UIFSA CEJ
linchpin rules - child support is evidence-based and case-specific. If the parties’
agreement [your state legislation], in Michigan MCL 552.604(3)(b) and found in
conformity to UIFSA 701(6)(A)(i), if neither has an effect and/or are dismissible as
insignificant and/or meaningless (to be ignored) then why are both citations
uniformly written and/or what would be the legislated intent of such legislations
be (if not private rights)??? The States cannot conform to part of a law "the financial
parts" without conforming to the entire law (uniform processes and procedures), such as
the voluntary consent agreement in the issuing state court continuing, exclusive
jurisdiction, the "support agreement" enforced as a judgment, decree, or order in the
issuing state. UIFSA construct applies to establishing every case and in every state
(issuing state) case establishment [MCL 552.604(3)(b), MCL 552.2205(1)], UIFSA 701(6)(A)
for this uniform law (uniform records law) founding documentation to have reaching
effect, valid across CSE FORUMS, a uniform utilitarian-document-evidence-record effect
mechanism in the issuing state affected under uniform linchpin rules & key safeguards.
Otherwise, if UIFSA did not apply to establishing every case and in every state than there
would still be multiple orders being [mistakenly] issued between the same litigants and
child, as often did happen to occur prior to UIFSA [record] LAW being mandated upon
all the states and in all the political-subdivisions of the states [for each state to continue
receiving Title IV-D Funding]. In accordance with “voluntary by agreement” in

accordance with the state plan 42 U.S.C. § 654 (23); MCL 552.501 “assist parties
voluntarily to resolve contested domestic relations matters by agreement” domestic
relations matters, by agreement means by support agreement (domestic child
support relations) “funds for the care and support of children”. Voluntary by
agreement, in Michigan as the issuing state this agreement, MCL 552.604(3)(b)
local “support agreement” effects UIFSA 701(6)(A) “Outside this State” is foreign to
other states within the same global CSE forum (debtor agreement/CSE forum).

DUE PROCESS CONSIDERATIONS HAVE LITTLE OR NO RELAVANCE WHEN [AFTER]
AN AGREEMENT IS [HAS BEEN] ENTERED INTO [THE RECORD] BY THE PARTIES!!!
(INDIVIDUAL PRIVATE RIGHT), THE RELEVANCE OF A PRIVATE AGREEMENT IS THE
AGREEMENT'S BINDING EFFECT GIVEN ITS VOLUNTARY NATURE, AUTHORIZING
APPROPRIATIONS (FUNDING) VOLUNTARILY BY AGREEMENT, ASSIGNMENT SUCH AS A
LEGALLY ENFORCEABLE AGREEMENT, UIFSA DOCUMENT RECORD CRITERIA FOR
RECOGNITION AND ENFORCEMENT OF A VALID SUPPORT ORDER "ONE-ORDER" “ONE-
TIME" "ONE-PLACE" WORLD SYSTEM GLOBAL CSE FORUM WITH A LOCAL COUNTY
PORTAL = (DEBTOR AGREEMENT/CSE FORUM/ASSIGNMENT).






A LITTLE HERE A LITTLE THERE SPEAKING TO THE MIND

PUTTING IT ALL TOGETHER — IN YOUR HEAD
A CONSTITUTIONAL THOUGHT MODLE (VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT)

Lad
PHOTO-MONTAGE CONTINUED
DRIVING IT HOME, THE AGREEMENT PORTRAYED
CHILD SUPPORT VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT

Every picture tells a story does it not!!!



HAGUE CONFERENCE ON PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW

Multilateral Treaties (entered into force for U.S. January 15 2017)

International Governmental Organization (IGO)

Binds the Unites States, Intergovernmental Organization (IGO)

CHILD SUPPORT IS PRIVATE LAW

CONTRACT IS LAW

VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT

CONCENTS ON THE RECORD SINCE WELFARE REFORM FEDERAL LEGESLATION 1996

CHILD SUPPORT ESTABLISHMENT (interstate and intrastate cases, IV-D processes)
Local Law MCL 552.604(3)(b) and UIFSA Law & process §701(6)(A)

Expedited Stream-lined Uniform Record Processes and Procedures Mechanism

In the United States all CSE Law is to be uniform in every state and each state's laws
work in unison with all CSE Law and all in conformity to the constitution with the
preservation of private rights (voluntary by agreement consents of record by the will of
the governed government for the people by the people).















COMPROMISE ON PERSONAL JURISDICTION

Jurisdiction base upon “parities’ agreement” to jurisdiction, or jurisdiction based upon
“parental responsibility agreement” of record.

Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(d)(3), voluntary support liability and stipulated agreements;
MCL 552.507(e); MCL 552.604(3)(b); UIFSA 701(6)(A).

THE AGREEMENT “SUPPORT AGREEMENT" “FOREIGN SUPPORT AGREEMENT" IS THE
SUBJECT-MATTER (CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT) JURISDICTION OF THE FORUM, IS
A GLOBAL DEBTOR'S AGREEMENT/CSE FORUM WITH A LOCAL COUNTY [INTRASTATE]
PORTAL MANDATED [UIFSA CONSTRUCT] RECORD MECHANISM IN U.S. SINCE WELFARE
REFORM FEDERAL LEGISALTION.






AGREEMENT NEGOTIATED BY THE PARTIES IN THE COUNTRY OF ORIGN MANDATED
FOUNDING DOCUMENTATION [TAKING TESTIMONY AND ESTABLISHING A RECORD]
CASE ESTABLISHMENT EVIDENCE-BASED CHILD SUPPORT IS CASE-SPECIFIC;
ADJUDICATION BASED ON EVIDENCE SUBMITTED BY THE PARTIES TO THE CASE;

ALL CONSTITUTIONAL CHALLENGES MUST COME FROM THE PARTIES LITIGANT;

ALL CHALLENGES TO THE AGREEMENT MUST COME FROM THE PARTIES LITIGANT;
ALL CHALLENGES TO THE ASSIGNMENT MUST COME FROM THE PARTIES TO THE
INSTRUMENT FROM WHICH IT IS EFFECTED (AGREEMENT THAT ASSIGNS); AND, KEYS,
THE RECORD AS A SAFEGUARD AUDIT THE (TITLE IV WELFARE) PART D CASE RECORD
FOR EVIDENCE OF IV-D AGENCY COMPLIANCE [IS THERE A NEGOTIATED BY THE
PARTIES PAYER'S PARTIES" AGREEMENT OF RECORD IN THE ISSUING STATE] UNIFORM
CASE CONSTRUCT MANDATED CRITERION FOR RECOGNITION & ENFORCEMENT, EH.



http://nc.casaforchildren.org/files/public/community/judges/March_2011/Edwards_3.pdf







Conscionable contracts “consents made on the record” in the issuing state [intrastate]
“support agreement” in fact incorporated into a judgment enforceable in the issuing
country and abroad as a “foreign agreement” enforceable under the Convention [2017]
recognized and enforced across the local/global debtor/CSE forum (IGO system)
emulating the UIFSA effect for affect. In effect each [parent] parties’ individual voluntary
by agreement constitutional contract right. Support agreements are in effect private

“things” [voluntary by agreement] obligor transactions in commerce [funds for the care
and support of children].



However,

The public policy defense may be raised where the parties have a great
discrepancy in negotiating power.

The agreement was obtained by fraud or falsification.

A record lacks integrity, with respect to the agreement, given its voluntary nature.
UIFSA requires the complete text of the foreign support agreement §701(6)(A); an
abstract or extract is not acceptable (document evidence) MCL 552.604(3)(b).
UIFSA §701(6) Universal Record Criteria for Recognition and Enforcement of a
valid support order within the uniform record forum, uniform process, uniform
record process, uniform forum mandated by Federal Law, established by Local
Law emulating UIFSA Law and Process, all together each in conformity to the U.S.
Constitution, U.S. Constitution’s and the various state constitutions’ enumerated
individual private rights protections; limited government a constitutional republic
for the people by the people limited to protecting and preserving private rights,
the purpose of government, eh.




UNDER U.S. LAW, IT MUST BE AN AGREEMENT IN A RECORD THAT MEETS UIFSA CRITERIA
UIFSA § 701(6)(A) CRITERIA ESTABLISHED BY CONGRESS [FOUNDING DOCUMENTATION]

UTILITARIAN DOCUMENT EVIDENCE [CONTRACTUAL] [TESTEMONY] SUBMITTED BY THE PARTIES

[MCL 552.604(3)(B)]; Incentive Parents, Criteria Established by Congress — A record, complete
text of the support agreement, enforceable as an order in the issuing country [United States].

PRIOR TO THIS UIFSA “PARTIES AGREEMENT” CRITERIA “INCENTIVE PARENTS” INCENTIVES WERE
PAID ONLY ON COLLECTIONS RETAINED TO REDUCE OR REPAY ASISTANCE PAYMENTS.

PRIOR TO FEDERAL WELFARE REFORM’S LEGISLATION — THE MANDATORY UIFSA EFFECT IS A
VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT [VOLUNTARY] DEBTOR/FORUM
LOCAL PORTAL FCR DATABASE IGO SYSTEM GLOBAL IGO [VOLUNTARY] DEBTOR/FORUM
UNIFORM RECORD MECHANISM IN THE UNITED STATES [VOLUNTARY] DEBTOR/FORUM.

































SOME “THING" TO THINK ABOUT, REGARDING INDIVIDUAL PRIVATE RIGHTS, AND DUE
PROCESS, AB INITIO, GOVERNMENT A CONSTITUTIONAL REPUBLIC OF UNION STATES, THE
GREAT EXPERIMENT, ONE NATION UNDER GOD INDIVISABLE AND WITH LIBERTY & JUSTICE
FOR ALL! EQUAL STANDING, PARENTING RIGHTS, EQUAL CHILDHOOD PARENTING TIME, EH.

[BIBLE a book of word pictures, see Isaiah 28:10]

Notice to all please do your own research... form your own conclusions, be practical, be brave,
and learn to do by doing!

Practical law: a treatise on business law especially compiled for schools that teach accounting,
business practise, office methods, and kindred subjects: Hamilton, Burritt, b. 1869



https://archive.org/details/practicallawtrea00hami/mode/2up?ref=ol&view=theater
https://archive.org/details/practicallawtrea00hami/mode/2up?ref=ol&view=theater

TRAINING MANUAL NO. 2000-25
National Defense Citizenship Training
Knowledge, the safeguard of our Republic



https://www.facebook.com/darren.edward.52/posts/pfbid02YNEZuPY6kMy3GruWZxjN67DHLK7JYxtBGHNXWP7MBhbMBTkEyf2BgwKPDG6gZPpWl

Constitutional Due Process private right(s) in Child Support Exposé — a universal
legal/lawful Uniform Child Support Thought Model for establishment, recognition, and
enforcement, of a valid support order; a local portal to a new global family law forum;
since [History] U.S. Constitution, P. L. 98-378 [1984], P. L. 104-1993 [1996], and the
(Convention) [2017] Hague child support convention which came into force in the
United States, Local Law [MCL 552.604(3)(b)], UIFSA Law and Process [UIFSA §701(6)(A)]
criterion.

"Damn democracy” is a fraudulent term.

SOCIALISM IS UNLAWFUL IN AMERICA

U.S. Constitution’s Amendment V, last line, states property cannot be taken for public
use without just compensation, and Amendment XllI, states that involuntary servitude is



https://www.lawfulpath.com/forum/viewtopic.php?p=168#p168
https://quote.org/quote/damn-democracy-it-is-a-fraudulent-term-589900?fbclid=IwAR3x-rczPj1JO_2qOAl0CY1XDSrcI-kzaE3vgyG780srRTLrAuX6VzYykf8

against the law in every state. Convention on the Rights of the Child United Nations
1989, Article 3, the best interest of the child shall be a primary consideration. Without
unjust enrichment by the State or Title IV-D entities.

INALIENABLE RIGHTS

The “most sacred of liberties” of which, Justice Tolman spoke was personal liberty.

The definition of personal liberty is:

"Personal liberty, or the Right to enjoyment of life and liberty, is one of the fundamental
or natural Rights, which has been protected by its inclusion as a guarantee in the various
constitutions, which is not derived from, or dependent on, the U.S. Constitution, which
may not be submitted to a vote and may not depend on the outcome of an election. It
is one of the most sacred and valuable Rights, as sacred as the Right to private
property...and is regarded as inalienable”

16 C.J.S., Constitutional Law, Sect. 202, p.987.

...observance of those general rules established in our system of jurisprudence for the
security of private rights. In the concrete, it means that in a contest involving these
rights, a person will be accorded the opportunity to contest the propriety of each step in
the action sought to be taken against him.

16A C.J.S., Constitutional Law, Sect. 567.

READERS NOTE:

| am not selling anything, | am not promoting either parent in abandoning their children or their
responsibility to their children, | did not write the citations cited nor the laws cited, referenced,
and illustrated herein, and throughout, all compiled and shared for knowledge, awareness, and
deep understanding of the workings of “things” — uniform laws. Where do we go from here?
THE PURPOSE OF THIS WRITING [AND OTHERS] IS TO BRING TO THE TABLE FARE PLAY

EQUAL STANDING FOR BOTH PARENTS

EQUAL PRIVATE RIGHTS

EQUAL CUSTODY RIGHTS

EQUAL PARENTING TIME CHILDHOODS ARE SHORT AND GO QUICKLY

CONSTITUTIONAL AWARENESS

EQUAL CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF BOTH PARENTS AND CHILD[REN]

CSE CONTAINS A UNIFORM RECORD MECHANISM [VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT] SAFEGUARD
LINCHPIN CEJ - UIFSA MANDATE FOR CONTINUTED TITLE IV-D FUNDING TO THE STATE FORUM

[Thanks for your time, reading]

Happy Paper Trails!!!

©


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=muHg86Mys7I
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SueWogxfdGU



