IN THE JUSTICE COURT
PRECINCT 2, TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS
megerbyte,                                           )
    Plaintiff,                                       )
                                                     )
v.                                                   )      Cause No. _________________
                                                     )
[Defendant Name],                                    )
    Defendant.                                       )
                                                     )
MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION AND CONTINUANCE
TO THE HONORABLE JUSTICE OF THE PEACE:
COMES NOW Plaintiff Randall Kelton ("Plaintiff"), and respectfully moves this Court for an order 
(1) clarifying the specific nature and purpose of the hearing the Court has scheduled in this matter, and 
(2) continuing that hearing to allow Plaintiff a fair opportunity to prepare and to participate. In support of this Motion, Plaintiff states as follows:
STATEMENT OF FACTS
1.  On or about [date of court notice], the Court set a hearing in this case for [original hearing date and time], but the Court's notice/minute entry did not state the nature or purpose of the hearing (for example: status conference, motion hearing, show cause hearing, evidentiary hearing, collection hearing, settlement conference, etc.).
2.  Plaintiff was not consulted prior to the setting of the hearing and received no meaningful notice about the issues to be considered or any relief to be sought at the hearing. As a result, Plaintiff cannot reasonably prepare for the hearing or determine whether witnesses, documents, or legal argument will be necessary.
LEGAL BASIS
3.  The Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution and the due-course-of-law provision of the Texas Constitution guarantee that parties receive notice reasonably calculated to apprise them of proceedings that may affect their rights and an opportunity to be heard. See U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1; Tex. Const. art. I, § 19. See also Mullane v. Cent. Hanover Bank & Trust Co., 339 U.S. 306 (1950); Jones v. Flowers, 547 U.S. 220 (2006).
4.  The Rules of Civil Procedure for Justice Courts and the Court's inherent docket-management authority permit the Court to clarify the purpose of a hearing and to grant continuances when doing so is necessary to prevent prejudice and allow a party a fair opportunity to participate.
ARGUMENT
5.  The Court's notice did not identify the purpose of the hearing. Without clarification, Plaintiff cannot determine whether to retain counsel, subpoena witnesses, present documentary evidence, or prepare legal argument. Proceeding without adequate notice will prejudice Plaintiff's ability to be heard.
6.  Good cause exists to grant the requested clarification and a short continuance because proceeding without adequate notice will (a) prejudice Plaintiff, (b) risk an unfair result, and (c) likely lead to inefficiency and wasted judicial resources if the hearing must later be continued or retried due to surprise or lack of preparation.
7.  Granting the continuance will not unduly prejudice Defendant; instead it will promote fairness and efficient resolution of the issues before the Court.
CERTIFICATE OF CONFERENCE
8.  Plaintiff [has / has not] conferred with opposing counsel/party regarding this motion. [If conferred, briefly state date(s) and result; if not, state reason.]
PRAYER
WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court:
A.  Issue an order clarifying the specific nature and purpose of the hearing currently set for [original hearing date];
B.  Continue the hearing and reset it to a date at least 30 days after the Court's clarification (or to another date convenient to the Court and the parties) to allow Plaintiff adequate time to prepare;
C.  Order that any party who intends to seek relief at the rescheduled hearing shall file and serve any related pleadings, motions, documentary evidence, and witness lists no later than [number] days before the new hearing date; and
D.  Grant such other and further relief to which Plaintiff may be justly entitled.
Date: 
Respectfully submitted,
_________________________
Randall Kelton	
PO Box 1
Boyd, TX 76023
940-399-9922
randy@ruleoflawradio.com  



PROPOSED ORDER
The Court, having considered Plaintiff's Motion for Clarification and Continuance, finds that good cause exists to GRANT the Motion.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that:
1.  The Court clarifies that the hearing currently set for [original hearing date] is a __________________________ (e.g., status conference, motion hearing on __________________, evidentiary hearing, show cause hearing, etc.). If the Court declines to specify the purpose, the hearing is STRICKEN and RESET as below.
2.  The hearing currently set for [original hearing date] is hereby CONTINUED and RESET to [new hearing date and time] in Justice Court, Precinct 2, Tarrant County, Texas.
3.  Any party who intends to present evidence or seek relief at the continued hearing shall file and serve any motions, affidavits, documents, and witness lists no later than [number] days before the continued hearing.
4.  [Other directions the Court may wish to include.]
SIGNED this ____ day of _________, 20__.
_____________________________________
Justice of the Peace, Precinct 3
Tarrant County, Texas


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that a true and correct copy of this Motion for Clarification and Continuance was served on the following parties or their counsel in accordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure on this ____ day of __________, 20__:
[Name of Opposing Party or Counsel]
[Address or email]
Method of Service: [e.g., Hand delivery / U.S. Mail / Certified Mail / Electronic service / Other]
_____________________________________
Signature
Printed name: megerbyte
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