To child protective services and the members of the general court, and all executive and judicial officers of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in their personal and professional capacities 
LAWFUL NOTICE FOR CLARIFICATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY
Notice to Agent is Notice to Principal. Notice to Principal is Notice to Agent.
I, one of the People, (as seen in the 50 State Constitutions), Republican in Form, Sui Juris, do present you with this notice that you and your agents may provide due care;
Please take notice that the People have taken the time to do the proper study to be able to come together en masse across the Commonwealth, in an orderly and peaceful manner, to give instructions to their representatives, to require an exact observation of fundamental principles, and to prevent maladministration. We, the People, have the right and the duty to call our public servants to account. Government was created to protect life, liberty, and property, not to manage families or act without consent.
Maxim of Law 51p. The main object of government is the protection and preservation of personal rights, private property, and public liberties, and upholding the law of God. (American Maxim.)
Please take notice: The Rule of Law is not based on agency policy, regulations, or internal procedures. It does not begin with statutes or end with court opinions. The Rule of Law is fixed, supreme, and unchanging. It applies equally to all — the people and the government alike.
“The Rule of Law is that which is unchanging, binding on all, and superior to the will of men.”
This means the true law is not found in shifting rules, personal opinions, or bureaucratic preferences. It is grounded in fundamental legal principles and constitutional truths that no government actor may override.
We, the People, have the right to demand strict obedience to these principles — nothing less.
Massachusetts Constitution (1780), Part the First, Article XVIII states:
“…the people have a right to require of their lawgivers and magistrates an exact and constant observance of the fundamental principles of the constitution…”
Let it be known:
No matter what facts are alleged against any family, the actions of the Department of Children and Families (DCF), the courts, sheriffs, and all public officials must be measured by one thing only: the Law.
Maxim of Law 51k: “The law is not to be violated by those in government.” (Jenk. Cent. 7)
Government must follow the law — not preference, not assumption, not convenience.
Maxim of Law 59o: “Law is a rule of right. Whatever is contrary to right is an injury.” (3 Buist. 313.)
This is not a matter of opinion or debate. This is the standard, and you are bound by it.


Since all government authority must come directly from the People in the form of an express delegation of authority, and all true law must meet the tests of both authority and reason, we now ask you to answer the following questions: Where is your express delegation of authority to do the following:
• Take someone’s child away without any proven harm?
  → There must be verifiable, objective, and sworn evidence that a child is in imminent danger of serious physical harm, sexual abuse, or neglect causing actual injury. (Maxim of Law 84h: In law, none is credited unless he is sworn. All facts must, when established by witnesses, be under oath or affirmation. Cro. Car. 64; Bouv. 130..')
• Force families into court without a trial by jury?
 → Every person has the right to a fair trial by a jury of peers when liberty, custody, or property is at stake. (Maxim of Law 77f: 'No freeman shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property but by the lawful judgment of his peers, or by the law of the land.')
• Arrest parents who exercise their religious or medical rights?
 → The free exercise of religious conviction and conscience is a protected, unalienable right and cannot be criminalized. (Massachusetts Constitution, Part the First, Article II; First Amendment, U.S. Constitution)
• Treat families like criminals just for trying to protect their children?
→ Every person has the right to know exactly what they are being accused of, to remain silent, to present all evidence in their favor, to face their accusers, and to be fully heard in their defense. No one may be arrested, punished, or have their liberty, property, or rights taken away without a trial by jury or a lawful judgment according to due process. (Based on Massachusetts Constitution, Part the First, Article XII)
• Use policies and procedures instead of real law?
 → Government officials are bound to follow the Constitution and the fundamental laws that uphold natural rights — not internal policies or preferences. A court may only declare what the law is, and only if it aligns with the laws of God and the foundational principles of society. (Maxim of Law 64ff.; The State v. Post, 20 N.J.L. 368, 370 [1845])
• Call it “neglect” when parents disagree with your agenda?
→ A parental decision made in good faith, backed by conscience, research, or religious conviction, cannot be rebranded as “neglect” simply because it defies agency preference. “He who uses his legal rights harms no one.” (Qui jure suo utitur, neminem laedit.) So when a parent chooses not to vaccinate on religious, medical, or philosophical grounds — and does so lawfully — no injury or wrongdoing can be said to occur.
• Assume a child belongs to the State instead of their own family?
 → Parental rights are superior to all others unless lawfully terminated by due process. (Maxim of Law: 'The parent has the greater right than all others.'; “The liberty interest of parents in the care, custody, and control of their children is perhaps the oldest of the fundamental liberty interests...” (Troxel v. Granville, 530 U.S. 57 (2000))
• Send police to a home without a warrant signed by a real judge?
 → There must be a lawfully signed warrant based on probable cause issued by a judge from a court of record. (Maxim of Law 65h: 'No court which has not a record can impose a fine, or commit any person to prison; because those powers belong only to courts of record.' (8 Coke, 60))


• Interrogate children or vaccinate them without parental consent?
→ A parent’s permission is required by law. Without it, any medical or psychological action is unlawful and considered a trespass. (Maxim of Law 52d: “Permission is a license to do a thing or an authority to do an act, without which the act would be unlawful.” — Black’s Law Dictionary, p. 893)
• Punish parents for removing their child from a dangerous situation?
 → Parents have the primary duty and right to protect their children from harm by any lawful means. (Maxim of Law: 'The safety of the people is the highest law.')
More Questions for the Record Please explain:
• Where in the Constitution it says you can override parental rights?
• What “due process” looks like when a family is never heard?
• How it’s lawful to remove a child based on someone’s opinion?
• Why families are being criminally charged without a victim?
• What legal contract gave you power over this family’s choices?
• Who you serve, the people, or the policy?
• Whether you can show your sworn oath to the Constitution?
• How many children has your agency taken from their families without following the law?
• What happens to those children once they’re removed?
• What makes this kind of government behavior different from tyranny?
FINAL NOTICE TO ALL GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS, CPS AGENTS, AND COURT ACTORS
You are hereby reminded: internal policies, agency procedures, and state statutes are not the supreme law of the land. They do not override the Constitution, natural law, or the rights of the People.
Only:
· Lawfully delegated authority from the People,
· A clear constitutional provision, or
· A lawful contract or demonstrable injury
can justify your actions.

If you cannot point to one of these, your actions are presumed unlawful.
Statutes are subordinate to the Constitution.
Rules are subordinate to rights.
And government is subordinate to the People.
If you cannot show where your power came from, then you never had it to begin with. That is not opinion — that is the foundation of lawful government.
You Are Now Notified:
Please take notice that failure to respond within twenty-one (21) days from receipt of this notice — by sworn affidavit rebutting each claim herein — will constitute your agreement that you have acted outside your lawful authority and are personally liable for all resulting harm.
Authority: U.S. v. Tweel, 550 F.2d 297 (5th Cir. 1977)
Maxim of Law: “An unrebutted affidavit stands as truth in law.”
The People are watching. The record is being built. You will be held to account.
This Notice is sent to you in peace and with the love of our Creator, so that you may provide immediate due care to those in whom all political power is inherent, the People.
Executed in	Boston		, Massachusetts on this ________ day of ____________ in 
the year of Our Lord Two Thousand Twenty-Five.
Autograph_______________________________________________________________
Printed Name_____________________________________________________________
Please send any correspondence to:    _________________________________________
					_________________________________________
					_________________________________________
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