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for Urit of Certiorari

respectfully feouests the issuance of a writ of 
I cf Hu First Circuit

Petitioner Joseph Well Bronson Jr., f>r

Certiorari to review the Constitionality of §1544 (a) and the judg
o Se,

MCA

Opinions BeU

The First Circuit's Judgment denying the Certificate of Appecta-bility iJ dated Sept. 5, 2013, and 
15 attached as Appendix A. "The district Court's judgment denying §^2.55 Aatcas Corpus is dated 

fluq, 2., ZolZ t and is attached a& Appendix Cr.

JunsdidioO
•«4

The. First Circuit entered judgment on Sept 5, Zol3, The Petitioner filed a timely petition tbr tile 
Re hearing Em Banc which was denied on Woo. 14, Zol^, This, peti tion Is timely filed pursuant t 
Supreme Court Rule 13.1. This Court has jurisdiction under 2i? iiS.C. § 1154 (l).

b v
Constitutional aad Statutory Prooisions

law (...) prohibiting the free exercise thereof, bridging"The First Amendmenl ' Congress shall Mat, or ae no

the freed of S ch.peeiom

The Fourth JWntWnt - ... no Warrants shall issue, hut upon prohahl

the Fifth Amendment • person shall bef--) deprived of life, liberty, or properly without due process

Tie Sixth Amendment • In all prosecutions, the accused shall (■-<) haoe tine Ass is ta

11544^)-- ll54lCa)'Cc) • A Hern pied; knowingly, recruit, obtain, harbor, Solicit, maintain, transport, provide, ek-, 
a person by any Means; Knowing or in reckless disregard of the fact that the person 
has not attained the age af IS years and will he caused to engage in a Commercial 

or a reasonable opportunity to observe the fact.

1 Cause...

of law...

f Counsel fur his defence.nee 0

Sex act 3/

e aye of eight
any visual depiction (.,) of Sexually explicit Conduct (...) 

that is indistingulkhablc from that of a minor engaging In 
Sexually explicit Conduct 

■ virtually indistinguishable

under th§22Sk(l);(*)(B);(lO • "minor" ■ "a ears3cenny person > 
child pornography

indistincuishable5
in Custody under Sentence of (X Court (...) claliwin 

violation of the Constitution or laws (...) may (...)

May be taken to the Court of appeals from the order entered on the motion.

(...) that the Sen)

to vacate (...) and appeal
§2255 (a)-(d) ence w&S3• a. prisoner

imposed in Moot

1



Sledtonerd ofi Casg.

conoidion under cvHempI § l5ciLl(a.>) aod §15^1(3^ is in Conflict coifln fne Find
all fie facts and

Pari 1: 8 reason's
IWndMent affcr "Hit God. fransferrtd Viis intention fertby losiny Control 

y perfected statutory definitions k prevent Ihe yuilly pi 
authority of S-C4. preceded and olher doddery provisions unde/' §ZZ5(p

over
ea from ecuallinc protected Speech bu me.an

A) Tkroucjk Ik* &fonson Logie looking &UsS>

bo his Radio program, Ghrio Planle often rders lo Ihose whom he disagrees 

jht Words, iuj {htj donll /.now 4.oiiai //icy Mfa/I.
fal ;

//, 
/k use1

he less clear end clisdindf words, Hie ideas spok
Llnderdandiniy, dy John Lcke(lk‘iD^ Plank is likdy ("efern'ny k> fit 

i<j and Signification fir their Words, but any Word abuser

f words depends on Hied connection which fie Mind 
d Iht Sounds if uses as Sounds of them (pj-^ Through these. private Connexions, Words Can 

ys find Significations in fheir public use depending on fie ch&racLer of Iht speaker,

Chris Plank is referring lo Ihc abuse of Words. In Iht ab 
in Iheir signification. ^pp- fpj. 5^(ftn fksay on Human 

word abusers who are iynorant of any pr 
abusive in a Varidy of ways because Ihe

en canuse o

becanMeanin
it signification and use o

3its idkts behv 
express Man

eas ancm ifia
differenl Meanin3

example, kt word funtral Means fie procession accompanyiny fit body lo fit place of burial or cremation, 
(hkbster's Gdleye Dictionary dfizoifij) However, when mosI people Speak aboul Iheir inlenlion lo alknd a f 

speakina aboul a varidy of events. Some speakers abuse fie word k Mean Sonne sidewalk oiyd. honne Speakers
Speakers Can be Siynifyiny fit Cemelary burial ilsclf, or fit CfeMali'on Ceremony al fine, 

church. Idhilt all of fit speakers May be Speaking aboul Some Subjective firm kr MeMoricdiiiny any entity fial has 
passed, even fhost ideas are Variant and fie final Subsfance of ■ whed is a funeral, May no! have a perfected dtfnikon 

for many reasons including, uSiny Ihe word fir almost non-funeral speech.

n one
I, fiey hecanmnercv

fneMean

fit funeral home. 5wake onit

Us fit Suhsfaofial characler of fit Word fine/al 
lifafioe. palferns fealurtd in Ihe diff

be brood, its Meaninj and siynificakon is yiven ds conkxl b 
I events. )n lurn, Iht Variety of fitse differed palferns lose a 

y by acyuiriny parily and Symmetry firouyh fie virtue of beiny substantively expressed in Ihe generic 
firm, funeral. By fiis, ‘I is no! iht differenl quatikdiue palkrnS in fie ahslrac! which ultimately define Subslancc 

for.1 whal is a funtral, because ultimately Iht Sufslance of fit generic term is qualified by Ihe speaker who exorcsseS 

whatever cjua.lilo.kve palkrn Ihtj decide lo be fealured, Qualifcalion Means eoeryhoclcy is lalkin^ aboul Ihe oerij- Same Ihinj.

Can J
reason of fie 

certain aul
ere.niua

on om

p

The Speaker can decide k use fit one word k Mean difftrenl Ihincs bip usin^ il inconsisfenllij or Hieij 

the Word lo one skid idea. Tht inconsisfe.nl use of fie.v Words is nor necessarily a Coofradickon in Hit Speaker's 
ideas and Ibe Confined use is no! necesSo.nL fit accuracy in fit speakers ideas. In both, fierc is an '’'inviolable 

liberhj k make words sfand for whal idea nt pleases, fha! no one hafh Iht power Id Make olhers hc*vt fie Sarne 
ideas in fieir Minds fial he has, when fiey use Ihe Same Words fial he does. ^App.fr,pcj.2^

confineCan

lo hurf olhers, llien Iht unt^ua 
female fir Iwo hundred dollars May be v/cujutj having

lifiecldufhoralajiuely Supperled, when fit speaker i5 ncl Ihe lyp 
phrase * he Confirmed his inlenlion fi have. Sex Wilh a miner

f persone o

2.



different Meanings Cmd Significations when Spoken about without any external Symbolic reference (e.g., a Model of J 

Doe). Dhile. flie absence of an external Symbolic reference leaues Hiis Confirmed intention fo be unqualified in

no intention of directing Gny infen fie n onto an acfual Minor, can Contrast Some 
d Sianificafion of Hie confirmed inlenfion by reason of disqualifying 

infenfion" as Hie qualifying form ''actual" is being expressed in

ant

man3
respects, file Spoken phro.se ■ I hod 
particular quat fccdicnS as fo Hi 

Hie SubjecW aclucJify in fke Speaker's "confi 
Ike 'necaHst infenfio

e meanlno. anJ
rme

n.3
Ike qualinco.fionS gi\ien by fhe farm "actual" are important because, Hierc is no general facf of Composition that 

exists in fke world which constitutes a minor," There is no SucVi freesfandinc| Amy as a miner, There aTe only(j /Uin^j UH U 1

d real potentiality is dependant on Sufficicnfl'j identiffo.bk persons 

exemplify fke status of being a. minor, Thus, ultimate qualification of fke term ''minor" demands 
holic reference (e.g,, a photograph of Jane Doe') and a Conditioned

fofeafuredtake are as a minor anpersons
exfernedan

qualification of fke term ''minor" (Juries WilliSjm
fke modifier of "acfual, Qualification ykody kas fo be talking aboaf Hie uer Himflnaf eotr Same £5 3means

In pre-gueJlfying fke Confirmed infenfion, fke bare bones Speech Can be characterized as a prioafe idea unfin a 
j personal sutyecTwe form and nafure udiich has fke capacity fo be Hie abuse of words, In public, form and 

nature, fkere is Hie authority that Hie ''infenfion" is a "conscious object (Model Penal Code %Z.oZ.(z)(aTy (def, 

purpose) and fkaf this Conscious objeef IS Hie uisued depiction of pornography, (filler «- California,Hl3 (J,5. 15, n.I (lS7s)^ 

gre.phy kas origination in Hie Greek fermS for describing prostitution). U)ifk HiiS authority, fke 

Subietk\)c form and nafure of Hie Confirmed infenfion is pre-qualified as fke image of pornography wkfch exisfs as 
a uiswalltj depicfable conscious ebjeef within Hie uery prioafe place of one's wind. "Ike Conscious objeef, as a. 
Confirmed inlenfion, IS an acfual entity wkrdn uiSually depiefs pornography in prigafe.

l)er D

(Hie f PorncjZCM

'J

g pre-qualiked as an image. of pornography, Hie public expression of fke Conscious objeef has Hie Substantial 

character of also being an acfual secession of pornographic Speech. Oifk fke character of being pornographic speech. 
Hie qualifafioe pattern in Hiis instance is furHier described bg fkaf ukieki is feafured in fke image,

U exhibits fke Ccnfiimed infenfion fa haue Commercial 5ex with \ minor, In subjective- form, 

t creafion of a uisual dtpieflon for material already well defined under 
fi4 Preoenfion /fcl (cfPfl') and its term 'child pornography (^ZZ'SCf?)) which includes any 

(§ ZZ54(l))(def, ''minor

6ein

l this Insfance,
tfke pornographic speec 

fke naf

Hie Child Pi

f this Conscious ob'ieef is also Hiare o

ornograpng 
e aac a

■)

f I?der Hi ears,unperson

graphy, Hie objectIfoioegtr, under §ZZ54(?)(h) u>hen a

parity and Symmetry oith the q
obfeefioe fact of child pornograpky acquires definitional partly and Symmetry

mnor if fke Cualifafioe pattern cf being an adulf 

,(indisfinguisliable from Hie qucJifafive pattern wkiek is Conditioned 
°indistinguishable, (^ZVbL tli))(def, indistinguishable)

11 is visually depicted in Hie image of child j 
items of a broader

porno'

In Hiis broader
miner

genus, th 
pattern of being 

oirtual minor is tbund lt> be 
under Hie definition of

lifafitiefact enuS, 
with Hie aualifak'oc3acquires paua

1Pi
an adult Minor or uirtucJ miner or

g being an actual rninar

lm through flic ''inoiolable 

Hie idea to include
f child pgraphically Speaking about Hie aery prioafe id 

ds stand fur what one pleases^ and will

bake reference .
ifu fo be a Conscious °biecf which is exhibiting th

6y Hus, when p 
liberfu 1 fo mak

ea o
aufkorafaflje 
insfance of fke Confirmed intention has fke 

llfafi'oe pattern of 'a Minor” which has not

pornoerapna 
detiniuon for

OHIO

P n ant wor)
then without an externalui'rWl Sym anminors

quacapacity

3.



tru with Hit Tndisknquishahlcquired parity and Symme 

Minor. Thus, Hit bare bones

Subiectioe form Hied Has ac 
oirtual

f ISattained Hi
qualitative pattern o

IfH'ed expression which has Hie. Capacity k> He. SpeaUny about Oirtual chdd perooyraphy.

in a ."33ears, 
tin.c an adu

e- 0 uea

n Confirmed in ten tion is aaminer or
3

unqua

jn He. prohibition ayamst child pornography, in general) Hit CPPfl'S definition Hr He Material has already 

faced Scrafily which led Ho rtoision In Hit past. Even so, at least one Circuit Court Has Held Hat He AeiO 
inJisii/i^ui'shahk is &till ''equivalent H He relived phrase < a^e&rs h> be. (ll.S, * Hi Hn, 31.3 E3d 58, £>6 

^H2ooLl)^ The relfred pHro.sc, appears H be, Had to He revised because it Had been feunci H be a. standard 
oibicH Could nob Survive shrict-$crutinu of Content-based burdens as opposed bo tc Hen l-based Haas and if Wars 

beld unconstitutional in Free Speech y/UHcrofb v. free Speech Coalition, Int-, 535 U.S. Z3H, 251 (£oo2)/^ protected Speech 
unprotected Merely because if resembles He latter^).

ferm

does not become

b Seeks H Conbrol Houcht orfree Speech Had decided Hab freedoms 
Wsbify its laws for Hab impermissible end. In He insfance. uihere Here, is no fxternoJ Symbolic reference

(ey., iamilfar knowledye with proxy) fer what exactly is beiny expressed by He speech, Hen He Goof, reborns bke

b and broad power bo Make words stand for He ideas which ib ekecses WiHout regard bo bb&b uery private 

l connexion He Mind makes Hrcwah ibs inviolable liberb

Most in dancer when He overnmen 3are 33

dcr33rea

and persona 3
self—adult (H

all Minors, In a Hybrid example, 
H'cian John iOash. lb porbro.yed His ballucincdfonS 

s ayeless and He Conversed with tine Subject, bub if He Had d 

real HallaC.'naH'cn. He Goat, would baoe He qreaf

Suppress fine Speech offir example, in opposition bo an inviolable liberty, He Goot 

aid (b Could also criminaliee

o rna3an, can 
wHo IruL believes

3
idenbif we areanueneby 0.S a Minor,
bke Mooic • A Beautiful Hind Hacl featured He real 

involving a llbble aid who neoer yrew alder, She 
what he belieoed to be child pornography with his

ueinabionS a crlMC uiibhcub He modifying 
Sel f-idenfifieS US He “f^ii\oru cf their own i

3
f MaHe o ema

one 
to rtab<

was3
power 

Subiect of thelberm 'actual. Moreover, what ifuali fied ha| |Hts 3un\
b of a perpetualintentions. Are Hey the living embodlGovt's

Cri me.

i menCrime

6>!) Bronson's §uJ Sbatcimenbsorn

a) In He course of Bronson'S § 2Z.55 post-conviction proceedings, He lower Courts Made He factual finding Hat 
had no intention of directing any inhenk'on onto an acHal Minor /App, &, py, 1^ UiHen He district

determined'-'and He appeals Court affirmed---- Hat His factual staterment Had He absolute truth necessar
fely explained He feleMefibs of the law. (id^ ^y His, He appeals 

he pled yuilty Hat bis proffer Would not be an admission ushieh 
n as an attempt to Create actual child pornography as opposed to a More aeneral 

oken about Uirtual child pornography.

b5 coufronson
bo3

''Support a determination that Counsel adecua 
0.fHmed He notion Hat Bronson Knew before

liked his Confirmed infenfio 3Sua
intention bbed had pornoyr&phiccdly Sp

would baoe also known Hat the powertilth knowledge which Could disqualify He Confirmed inlenbion, B 
of under the doctrine of abfeMplsjHad no statutory definition which could Confine ifs exfenbijeness or

Confine He exftnsioeness of the Subsfanliv/c offense of §1551(3)^^ a ‘ywd'fak’oe pattern Conditioned strictly by

b known bo Bronson Hat coetyone Had to be falkiny about He

hu because Bronson did nob know that oirbual child

ronScn

lbfeinq actual child pornoyraphy. Howeoer, ii wcw noi 
Hina under the Conditions of actual child pernoyrapnyuery Same §

4.



pornograpkg was coosklutionallg protected. (ditk a genuine. pleading under ^ ISAACS, Bronson kad stipulated to a 
"confirmed intention grounded on a Subjective. 'foLc.V iwkick merclg cypears io i)o a minor, For this, Bronson Bad keen 
’embarrassed and 'creaked embarrassment. (&pp. D,pg,C) Howe it r, ang notion that Bronson would direct ang intention

I feallg who He is(...) it's not kit person He really is. (App. D,pg.onto an actual Minor, is no

BronSon clid not feel he did ike right thing bg pleading guiltg (App.I.pg. ^ but ikt power of §l5iH(a.S) was ciaguc 

and ooerbroad. In truth, Bronson knew ikai kt 'kad no intention af directing an»j intention onto an actual minor as 
peraiive during ike very private Connexion ikai kis Mind Made ushen ke proffered ike unqualified pcrnograpi 
K which Confirmed kis intention io kaue Sex With a minor female for two kundred dollars, \dpp.C-, p<j |Z-‘I5/

hiean o

speec

Bronson kneu) it, Counsel knew if, Ike Goot. knew if, and ikt Magistrate knew if. 

l«)olf gating laink • ike tiolf knew if, Ike I&mIb knew it, and ike carrion birds knew il.

Knowingly Bronson "is nef fke ftjpe of person Io hurt oiktrs {fipp. E;py and with ike unqua 
Ike Fir si Circuit Concluded ikal ikis pornographic SpeccH belonged to & guiltg plea presumed Io be truthful, despile 

bei/iG "Hie "sworn slalemtnls (App. A, pg. l)» which were ikt product of fransferred inlenlio

lified Confirmed intention,

n.

wherthu Hie Goot, has losl Ceinlrol ooer all of Ike facts and Has"transferring Bronson’s intention is actually tk
perfected definition within Ike terms of Ikt underlying offense as applied to Bronson’s Conduct. Ike Goof's 

fkat Bronson maintains bis inoiolakle liber Kg ta discualifg fransferred intention from being Congruen 

^inal pornographic Speech as if kad keen uuguelg noticed bvj Hit Grand turn's indiclncnk I'io.intaininq an invlfolable 
likerkj , Ike terms of tilt guiltg plea acquire dissociation from hewing ang feed Substantive Connection to Hie Grand Jurg's 
charged Conscious okjeef at Hie uerij infance when Bronson disavowed his SukjecfiMe beliefs that tkerc was a Minor female 
whom kc be. I is. wed to be llys. of age {App. li, py. X) bg stipulating tkat ke is not admitting ^App. C pg. 5^ and tken 

kis intention bq stipulating tkat the tke Would-be victim (i.wo.S between tkc ays of fourteen (Im) and Seventeen 0^3 

{^pp.G", pq. l)

t crux U
lost Control 
loSS of Control 

t on

ooer a
tMeans

to tk 3
%

transferring

Subjective. minor whercbg tke ncoel non-llyr old Subjective fact is 

Id minor durian Ike actual Matrix of instances of Conduct because tke onl
than one"TraosfcrrinG Bronson’s intention Creates more3not participating with the original -IZg 

location tor analog is where tke Goot, lost Control of tke facts and law at tke ti
3r. 0

f the offense,- during tke arrest-M<L O

lllusfiat&fiviely ’this was flit first time [Bronson] had ever Contacted an escerf Seroite (App.E,py7^ and a big part of 

klm doubts ke would have [1 actually kad Sex With a Minor/(^pp. Eipg.^) kWtkcleSS, tke Grand Jur 

pornographic Speecti wkerebj the ortynal Conscious object was alleged as its own confirmed intention, Tke original confirmed 

inltnffon was effected bg - know.nglj, attempting, to recruit (■•) a minor female, whom ke believed to be llyn, of age, 
and in reckless disregard of tke tact tkat tke female minor kad not attained tke age of I? g 

caused to engage in a commercial Sex act (*App. H,j>g.

1 wit)-,WaS presen1
3J

and Would bek earsnowrn

ffftck'oclg, Bronson kas always been Curious about people and Culture, (App. E^pg. 2^ but ke kas 

Inappropriate Contact with a minor.“(App- Hfg-T') Curiouslg, tke Grand Jurg Was presented with a criminal 

afficWt and Cvitdential email exchanges where tke unqualified pornographic Speech exhibited a Matrix of instance^

been accused of 

laint
neder

Com P
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eeck, Uifh fcmporal relevance k ke alleged insW of ke afkmpf, somt 
include! I hid pm, looking for,,.goung girls ■ C-han a°d kaied a. mask, (■■•) 

ke girls arc. in Hie less-kan ' legal age range. Odh kod/n Mind, whofdo 
like/"(•.) "Ir^pm, 'wilh fhed in mind. lO-ll. Full Seroitc' (...) pm, ' I Can 

kkal Can /can'I Ue do...u>haf pri ces arc kere, (•) 3.5?pm, normal Sey. is o.k....

on ke SoaHi Sfdt,'"(■••) “VIS^, 'tft Can neeh jouf ‘ (...)

wkek described ke conknf of Bronson's sp 

of flic Insfances in ke email exchanges
’'iZ'.ll pm,’no+hmg oier ZO, (...) llM7

uou. prefer,,, whed service would g 
a a IZgr. old Lafrn girl, (...) 3:3d 

one hour ifs 2oo«/"(.-.) 'scudd good, kmonoW.

"G-32pm, 'in here, parked In back.' (4 \V kp<j- Iklb)

pm,
oa

orjn pm,

rf 10«J K. iW(..) fc U *«« (...) -a cU ra skod ..) «H I■ hl*“ (; * “ ■**'
u (Lie (...) deslnned » W and place for Meetin«(...) to fwHrer ettaflish U he lnW.d k W 

tv, n, l!,r. old foil. (...) uas <Wd of H* *,L place (...) placed under ««>(.„) rolkrafd «J contomod
U he Intended to U, Sex uih, a Ilf. old yrl U *&*“(■-) ^kd/sa.J I «» rtSf.UJ f +* *
t/w of his arrest..: coas reU^ l the let that k responded to V interact classified ad and ,n eMuds sought

id female. (dpp.ll, p, Cl)

propos

J[)OCV\0,

a IZg r. o

5ex u)i

Sex corfh a l£<jr. 0

SunpUentlaa SaULc f.r« k Boon,.., prop..*.J knodeJjc, the Keport of l»otiU,o ™re «U« k

dduil id include))! iked ,Ms (...) uho mere shooed (4 W added thou,!,, U k. * skepUl U »* ~*k 

Id .nUlla be liars. old (...) Km.IL, k< she feel his inU Mas fc h„e Sex oith fke finale ,a kro Lhl roan,. 

^pp.H.po. |a.[2>(nofe' 6ronSoo kad aokofel room aod Ike 'Reparf uas nof presented Uhe brand Junp J
Wool

After lennlko deUe akoaf fke look of a n.J.I.d Jane Joe, W Grand da, ckaryd Ikaf BroM.n'o p.rnojrapkia Of-eek 

Id ke ootid an a conUed intenU olkereka fce orijnal Corau.ao okjeel o« aO actual enkk, k, .rke ol kie.

effeef fo Kis sukeefrve inknfionS, Tks ackal enfif^ ^as a psojcMogital nexus u,Hs a 
lo W SukUwe offense of Sl5llfa) and ke nt*as U a SaWcUc Tnlens^ cWkckle

familiar Hnowled^e, ke genuine knowledge was Mufuallg

lifed k an exfernal symbolic reference as k ke

wou
fional knowledge. 

predicak’ye paHern icLnffcle '

wik ke oeckr ekaraefer of genuine knowledge. Dypassing

exclusive k ke scalar age ualue of one Specific. Sukjeckc facf U ^ , . - , , ,

Subtecfiyclu QcU naW of kc absWcf Subjeclwe Jack, ke charge Was kaf Bronson's SukjecW infenk'o

uncondifionallu CCvUSe ke sabjeefrodg imtxinenf engagemenf of commercial Sex wifk a Subjecke U * ^ 

Saffcienflg idenfifiable, l) rtof obserued, Oof obseruable; and B) nof familiar k Bronson, ■

propos i

f 33n^ua 
e was kke char a U)as

5 l) nobwas

U. ««««t ooaS U, "ike karsh red,I, ,.n t», JMt b U he b WJ, h f-i»n 20> U |ke pal

■ • *" UU. ne Into pleadln, nudk,,' I.f5. St) B, tka, Ike Mhk rf wW»

dissocicied from Bronson's Subjecktlg Sworn sfafements bg Jrrkif o 
. Ann C v ll\ exnresserl bu kc clause'1 ''whom

kaf, keg are

Ike Grand Jwrg's origi ^

w «'“fk hV- ** "T'f"1 **"!? ■*“
*U,ott(.) tu ke liked ninor qirli (...) aoreed in pa, (...) far sex ujith a n.nor itmk of less H»n N 
desioned a W anJ place for on«(«, (...) h, furtktf establish he iniendeel l„ h<we se, u.lfh a. ««.r 

ofseroed at the tsUl.sk.d Matin, place (...) placed under arrest (...) and Continued his Intention h kaoe 

female for ^Zo3cs:> ^App. k pg-

fealil nWaS3 ioa! Conscious obieef was'J ‘{dpp.kpg. 11).expressed bg k 

^ Hie Goaf, offered
gears of age (..) 

female (...) was
wik OlSex

Q minor

(a,



ifij HiReutrsion of He original conscious object operated in Haggle to Hie Goal's effort Ha subjecfioclg

bjecl with Hie Grand Jurg'i ordinal pornographic Speech uHercbg Hie Ho aclucJ enhHes Could Hindi on 
f-o^eHber in a single nexus under the theorg that Bronson's psgcViotoQiccd subiecbMikt Had necessarily-included Hie nooel 

pornocraoU Speech L ofrtue of Hie ordinal pornographic Speech. £>ith 
pcrnocraPU Speech facted bg i L»,n. and in reckless disregard of Hie M ?* Wle 
L age of « gears..Oi+h its direct Correspondance Ho penalfg proo.sfon § ^ (*>)(*)( •* ^ So effected [bg fcraj J U>oM 

He necessarily-included in an aggraded pornographic Speech annexed Hg He lonelg language ■ had no jtH^d 
Hie age of iLi'' which is delaW of penally precision § 1511 (b)(z)(*}P effecfcd &g force, Ud; Coercion eH. )_ idilh 
Unificdio/l He Goof, Could class Hu He Ho actual enfifies as Congruent menial sides under a lesser-included offense 

scheme With Hie authority of Rule 3l(c). <U ft. G. P, Rule 31 (c))( lesser-included ofLmJ

z nooeuru 1
Conscious 0

)
lleged in Herfcnf-relationship, Hie lesser

had nof affat'ned
an a

Minor

a

Uni, tk.i dxoru, M-i unlfceeJiM effort- Stew to retoln a «0<tl0U« of ksUoJ inWikna from He ori^l

Bfofisoo, "acfeed k(4U»*»« H -f «j«. U ft* it,*-W

L "C Pie* flyeeU eULcded tu it* "Morik, Oje °»d' ^ f'f'W M fc t") “

between Hie ages of fourteen (id) and Seventeen (ll),' (%. &, pg- vU^

5 irl3
)than one Subjccfioc.Mott miner

oil Pool,00 to conoWcLolo inkrfW tke ft. crux of ike Usser-locUeJ. «fUe U,o &

U \L wnnnlnn in 5a, feJU.'nn u,ith n, «»r, U(0 °fU« exist anjo, Ike sUuU(-) <*

ft o*e of tkahnor fjee] fix e^ej offense applies, eOke„ tka oo.nor (..) he, not r«ecW tke «, of U,o 

(M) if the tin* of ike offense nnj tke. lesser offense applies o)U tke «„or is abooe foorfeen (H) but under 

Cighfeen (\i) gears of age a! Hit fmc of offenst. (flpp. Hpg. V

b reason3

TreaW Hie Scalar age Oalue af Hie W of Hie offense fo be a £ncfan of Hie lesser-included offense Scheme gaoe 

"Hie opportunity to plead Quilju fo fhe lesser-included offense as pad of Hit Plea flgreemenf. (pjt> UdK _ 
Hbcs opporlunifu "disauolcds are madalgainsf Hie Specifc age of Uuc(.t)(...) U no d,sauouc s ageunsf Hic belief 

in mlnfu SmfuS of Hie a.rl exisfs,(,.,) Insfead Hiere is affirmaHon Hiaf PefiW Hne^ Hie gir he Sofa ed

“ G,pg. >7> 8g coincidence, " U (0 offenses eicisf under Hie sfaUc, and Hie consfrucltut. inkrprefah'on oh

Bronson's "opportunifg,''

1
Bronson

was

Minor.

Hie law was

firsf, Hits is nof a legal Coincidence, and in Schmuck (ScViMuck «• li.l, HlS U.3.l05,liu(iw't) Hus Coui I Held 0 

U "tke £le«nts-|est is far mere cerfaa, and prejlefaUe in ils appl,oaken fcan tke inWent- relaUskip exacts 

ffense is oof 'necesSariL Included' in.anofher unless Hie elemenls of Hie lesser offense are a Subset
Under HiiS fesf, 

of Hie Hie charetd offense,
one o 1

5
a MafheMcdceal Sef in athrch eoeru elemenl in Hie sef fs also confuted in a

{tdebsier’s PeoS idorld DicHo/iarg, ^’ed(jt>H)^
The ferm ''SuHsef ’ is defined

numbers are a

t *iah *
SuHsef of whole numbers,1 Sef »arger or egua ' eoai

Hiere would He a Certain analogg between Hie functions 

greater sharpness onto Hie Subset elements thaf 

pan Slue psgcbologtccd region Hircughouf the actual Matrix 
fthe offense, lh,s is what is Mec.nl Hg Hie word "subsd" and the (Hncfion which frigged the 

g Could be gucdifcdiuelg paffernecJ Huough <x matrix of Instances in which a

Second, this is not a psychological coincidence, and if if 

hr both Hie disavowed and Hie affirmation whicVi would Conoerqe

a more ex

were
WiHia

trie membero ofOeccssanlg-included CeS 
?f Instances at Hit ft 

Subset is Hie Condition whertbg Cong

eome1are
me o

ruenc

•7,



ensivt relations of bo'fh functions, instantaneously andparticular psychological nexus could be referencing the ext

aneously at “Hie instance of attempt, because "Hie subset Teyion is encompassed by "Hi5imull e more expansion reyion.

< wrote (..')cle

ll about
IZy. old temale, buf 

hotel Poo ns and lb 
Sex wdln a minor. <^flpp. E,pyT^

K-)Geo <v\etri cal! g, lb4- original Conscious obiect fancti I shavedwhere Bions fonson 1 an anc a mus
" af (i

Was skeptical that

where be, "liked, ayeed, intended, ConfirMecI, then stated ... I yuess you guy 

d ,,. referring 4o "Hit fa cl Ibal be Sought (•*•') normal Sex with the

Id all Write be did Oof b

k me onou3 a Me,
bis aues
"Hie female would actually be |Z 

lo Puerto

3 indications beere are noave ars, o 
the indent do h1 1

'Co L0( aveCame

where Bronson, liked, ayeed, intended, and 

aye, by stipulating that lb'

la Ibe Goad's reversion, the novel Conscious objtcl tuncti 

Confirmed bis indeoj lo have Sex wdln a minor female of less than H 

bed ween lb

onS

fears o

uft.;f fourleen (hi) andWould'be Vicli Sevene ays om was

onlo Ibe subset of elements Ibat oeceSSan L 'includedburner icallu, instead of Converyiny With yealer sharpness 

a more expansile psycheloy 

kes Ibe Caley ri tally More expansive reyi 

■<j sharp and disllncd point wbicb

art 3ical reyon, the Coot’s theorized Constructive interpretation of Ibe 
f "a minor" lo be Ibe necessarily -Included Subsel element op

as aeo metric members of 

slaful ion oe ma
Ibe l2.gr. old female.

converyes °r>a ver

ds bead, there is no anodogej where stipulation Ibat Ibe

function inslunlaneousU and

cbolooical matrix of instances as a minor female of less than H 

ns in ibe

any ay of the slalul

f fourteen (lT) and seventeen Could

Unfortunately by turning Ibe I 

lOouid-be victim was between lb

e on i

evere ays o 3
Simuld

because the extensiveness of feladio

iu within the Same ears or aceh PTar More

aneous 1 J
I status of be!no a minor bet W and IT is

expansive than the Specific, and especially Vulnerable 5fafuS of beiny a Minor at ft-'jrs, of ay

triced. LeyJly there is no precedent to combine lb

ween3enera 5 . Regionally the

fi dilions em,wo con arc. asymme'

iu oenulne knowledye related to the Scalar Value lor lb 
Id, the original Conscious object was already functionmy cinder those Conditions b 

Sought a IZyr. old, but WaS skeptical that the female would actually be IZyrs.oid, Cdhile tunctioninc, under tb 

Conditions, Ibe Subjective, identity 

element of a minor(...^ bet

ter f,foen us B disavows the vector cb e onefonson 
Sublective tact of "a. 12.

arac or an

Bfonsone cause31r. o1OUOI

/, J
ose3

Tor
the original Conscious ob'iect cannot have an analogy of function) where every

Contained within the oriyina! Sulyctive identff 

-IZyr.old which is beiny Sought 

tes Ibe only polenfial

3 ’j
the ages of H and 17 had been5ween

Id have to duplicate th tial attribute of a Minor" intoi •d a non 7t tssenecause wou
ofwith yealer sharpness os the Means of Colncidiny with IZyr. old- However, this y

Subiective. fact, More than one Subjective Minor, and I

enera

ttempt offense^ .if there is more th wo aoccurfin an one 33
IZvjr. old Conditional intention thereby 

e rnaynilude fsr the expansive ('ey 
while the Magnitude tor the precise region of less than id 

Cannot be Miliyaled by the Victim's 

knowledge Can operate if not 

Tradition

te frId Conditional intention would be statutorily separa 

the Subiective knowledge behind the intention has two different Magnitudes. Th

The non* 12 fom ar. o1
ion33Jlunction With more range,

’elusive nature ^flpp. f, py ul/ 
by firce ^115*11 (b)(lj^ while the firmer

the Victim is Competent. There is Gammon-Law ------ -

GTwd there is a rebuttable presumption of Competence ylpp, d, pyT 1/ which effect

Can years

Competency. The latter knowledge i: 
So effected bu forte (S'lI(b) 

that the Victim less than ITyrs. >S especially

the knower's kri°wledqe.

ffectedwbicb
udiea 

Hu vulnerable

3
Q.



la fundi bulankj descries 4Vn. rebuttable presumption as He ftge of Reason {Black's U.W Dictionary^) whereby Hi 

divergence between the two geometric elements as Hit More expanse region is not necessarily-included in Hit funnehb'ke 
force and ualnerabil'ty bJifh divergence In Hit geometric elements, Hit Goot-s Reversion of .Hit facts 

two very different statutorily defined Mental shales, each With functions Wbcrc Here is' 

no Cmalogg, Just like Hie funnel, He Hnckons of' Hnt Hoc regions are Inuerled from tack ether.

crc iS

5
beUConvergence 

Suffers dissociation bet
ten

uietn

Regional I j functioning inverted Horn Hie 5liarptr effect, Hit inherent nature of He Oecfor character associated with) 

pansive regions Cannot function Without He linear effect whereby He geometric element has Segments \)tj 
CeaSon of an antecedent intersect H He IZyr.old, region, Thus means Hat the More expansive. region Cannot Independent! 
function without He transitive Qualities inherited from He Intersect region, while He intersect region can have 

^ patterns which do function without analogy to He Scalar values in the expansion range between fourteen (iT)
and Seventeen (IV), The small of Hit tunnel functions He same, regardless of the larcjC which has no independent function.

He fur More ex

J
Cualifo.five

J

COhile He expanded region cannol funclion without He transitive. Qualities Inherited from He intersect, the Occlor character 
<jf subjectiN/t knowledge Hqs He range H function SH a non-coplanar Coordinate which has an inverted and 'infundibular 
{tpp- f pg. Rt) predicative pattern which is nof effected by ( nor gives effect H He fange. of qualitative path, 

the expanded region because He original standpoint for the infundibular (lector character Has an Angularity Hat d

expunsidc region, this means Hat the Oecfor character of the original psychological nexus has its standpoint 

gula/ity of He tangent Converges on a Verfi'ce which expresses Qualitative patt 
to He expanded Scalar values 5uch as fourteen (id) and Seventeen(n),

pressed byt ms ex

foes nc
include He More

fanaenf tne whereby H Uas a
function without analo5 e an ] erns1

■!J-)

disavows He amplitude value of He vector character Hr Hs Subjective knowledge 

While He Matrix of instances still exhibited that He angularity of He effected tangent line was well fixed in its 

oriqinal standpoint because the Hoof, did nof reverse Wifh Command and control, the Grand Jury’s one actual occasion 
where .Bronson stated, " I guess you guys know all about we, at the time of He offensercf Hiring H He tact Hah he 

Sought Sex with He IZyr. rid female, By HiS, Bronson's "affirmation Hat he hnej He qrrl be Solicited 
function ,fi association with an instance which Is not Controlled by He Goof, bat Was catalogued by He Grand Jury’s 

original Conscious obiect. H if Was charged {dpp.C.py, ll) He Actual

Dissociation happens as 6ronson

Was a Minor can5
statements.(Jains association with Hecosssion t SWtrn3 ’J

Association with He original Conscious object causes diSsocation with the Goofs 

reversion cannof function with analogy, With the Capacity H 
object in a Manner Hat has not been patterned by the Contents of He novel 

guess you yuys Know all about Me' is the "opportunity gwen to Bronson where he can
function Hr the IZyr. old, arid it is an "opportunity " to preserve control of inviolable liberty 'in his pornographic Speech.

in Hose Instances where the 
to He orioinal Conscious

reversion
particular congruencyMum rain a 3igecl, the actual statement, \ 

be in control of the aaalocw of
Conscious’ o

3d

Preserving He inviolable liberty of ■ the. original Conscious object key ms by preserving He tanlenhal nature of Bronson's 

propositional Knowledge whereby be 'kneW the angularity of He tangent line Hoard He Qualitative pattern Which had 
Sought, but be coos skeptical Hat He female (at Hat precise verficej Would actually be IZyrs. old. In "translation, 

kally kneui Hal He girl he Solicited was a IZyr, old Vunor,' but His knowledge was hot effected Hr He

was an known whether He Qualitative pattern Hr He Solid fed Subjective fact 

e or if He verhxc Was cl point of virtual Gonfenh'on belay expressed cls non-col I inear H 
f an actual uerhte. Thid was more Han one subjective nature as a potential |2yr. old Minor.

)een
Bronson kcaojio
familiar knowledge of force, losfead it toas

actual verfitSeated
ftle qualifiable Oaf

on an
ure t>

%



Hie y-eneral poknlial of the original oerfice Situates Hie stipulation tvr *a 
f fourteen (id) and Seventeen (if) to reside within an ovate iocuS of accidental Specificity 

u uayutly yeometri'ciied os a CoWare a I whose ratio expresses a quotient that ft as an inverse function 

d standpoint tohere Bronson stated, I yuess you cays know all abc
Bronson'S original Conscious object and Hie Goof's flood Conscious object also has no

ed a historical fiMaoi no ecus onresero3?yirl between Hie ayes o

which is onl 
fo Hie ori 
Hi a I Hie denominater bef

oaf rie, Ibc inoerse function Means;.'na3
ween 1 f accidental SpecificiL and Hie definite article dhe" has 

Bronson total Conk'd over who /fie who is,
ctnaloyous cons fan I because if can only function by reason o 
Hie Mere yeneralitiny force of 'af as In, anyone udiatsoeoer, This c,ives 
and nof ffie Goof, The Goof. Vlas no Control ouer flic defin'de article 'Hie.

or waSj
J

f Hie defnik arkck flic becomes Hie Coefk'cienf of a formula whereby Hit hnoersed quotient

I i lafde po.ffern

kct of a ky. old. Tke limited 
identification of

The yeneralainy fi

for Hie term Hit female Minor is now represented aS Hint OondZyr. old 

alony Hu -extensive continuum of the cofanytnf line proj
of Hit Inverted non-lZyr, old nnor is flit expression of excessive identification because

once o
and bears a Iimifed QuaMinor

tins from Hit oricmal ionvtreain 5 j
an excess foe

lified idenkf/cafion.whatsoever is Hie Curie of an UQQuab 1tiny anyone

Unqualified identification means Hiaf Hie defmile arkclt ffie is restricted from Hie orfyincJ verkce which would 

oHitrooise export ifs transitive qualifies and Hie unrestricted cxcessiventss of fbe Coefficient becomes mutually excluded 
in both Sub',ecW form and natare, Tins disenfranchises ffie Goof'S novel pomoyraphic Speech fiom actaally partfcipntiny 
in fill nakix of Instances extensively Conntcfed k> Hie original vertice because if no lonyer bias fbe power or Capaciki

y 'Souyhf within fh

0

J
?k communicate in relakon k> Hie qualitative paffern of Jhnj female b 

Bronson's riind. That female Minor is beyond Hie Goof's Coofroi.

y private placet vertin

value kr fhe potential verbce, lirs novelAs BrenSon disavows HiS yenaine knowledye with resped k Hit Scalar Gy 
/'opportunity “ fo plead yuilfy is Hie opportunely fo consffucWly interpret Hie analogy of function where fhe Goal. h> both 
dissociated, and disenfranchised; and whereby fhe ovak locus of Hie Cotayeof line is flow non-col linear fo Hie original 
plane wh.ch had Consfikfcd fhe no.n-absWhve class of -Subjective fack. in Hie novel, non-col|.neo.r ovcds locus of 
cibskachvie Subjective tacts, author,ted by Hie uay-uemess of § 15^ } tke 'opportunity yiven fo Bronson allots him

fo dissociate fhe modi fed affirm lay sfipulakonS from fhe actual matrix cf instances af the kmc of fhe offense. in order fo 
analoy an expensive continuum by which Hie Converymt instance, of an 'afk.-ipf, encompassiny Hie non-IZyr. old immor

reference fo the onlu insfance Hiaf Can Sustain Hie hoc-fold Condition of exknsiVtk tonneckncj fo Hie nakix

5

is prime In j 3col linear absfrackve Set of Subjective fads.of instances in Question and of be.viy equivalent k> a non-

q fhe actual nakix of insfanceS which Can Sustain 
Hit opportunity fo tonsfractively interpret fine IcuJ 

retains Ins 'inviolable liberty fo aive maximum value

Beiny propinquitously ineiiikible, fhe only tuc-fuld insf 

an abskacf reference., arc actual reference, and fully Jive Bronson 

fo hiS benefit is fhe Quudradikc instances coherebu 6

ance amon

Ironso.n
and Simultaneously referenciNn^ only constifukonally protected, 

actual pcrnoyraphic 5peech- bdrfVi equal distance bekveen Hie IZyr- old and a oon-IZyr, old Minor, Hie pafabol 
mployS the directrix whereby BronSon Has anoloyy of funcho/n ulben be disavows the yenume bno^ledyc f 

f twelve(ll') and sfipulates the Mere propositional k/iowledyt for fhe Scalar values between fewt 

of function is that everybody Cannot be talking about the Very Same Hiiny.

k Hit 'Swom sfakmenfs v)bile instantanecusl
)

iC1
or a5ecus e

Hie Specific aye o 
(hi) and seventeen (iz). The analoyy

eeo

in the actual matrix of instances, the parabolic locas allows Hie oriyinal pHamtaininn freed yraphic speechor no3 om

10.



to overlap ooi'lK Hie oovel pornographic speecVi by reason of Hie one focal instance cilliich 
fte.1 Signification because., a^> uncontrolled speech, He statement, I yuess you yuys know all about me, bos H 
of refcrtnciny bofU, He instances which proceeded it and He instances which have unrestricted future relevance to Hose prior 
instances. It is He only instance which can he at He time of He offense WiHoaf also beiny noH.ny More Han reference to 

Utract non-crime. This two-fold condition is He only actual occassion which can be extensively connected b every
Grand Jury's indictment (which includes it*) and Bronson's sworn statements 

Hat bad accepted responsibility tor He Grand Jury's factual finding, while also placing He entire, extensile Continuum into 

He locus of an abstractive Set of Subjective facts Hat arc oHerwae Constitutionally protected.

Aidoyously <ji\jcn as a Supplementary phase uitiic.li can add, or exclude, He realization of Contrasts by which He ordinal 

aaTum paSSCS Hauch its Coordinates- the inoiolable liberty of He statement : I <juess you yuyS know all about Me, fiaS 
He function of parabolic tree do m without briny Controlled by He Govt's dissociated and disenfranchised reversion of He 

actual Matrix of instances because it bas He power to toordinatcly Supplement He subjective nature of He original and 
Unqualified porooyraphic SpeecVi with- Constructively interpreted Conditions Hat chanye He Systematic boundaries ot He Speech.

have dual Meanino in tk 

Haro etc r
can

e c

go a
Matrix of instances bet He time of arrest, Heween

dat

Conditionally, when 5ronSon Said, I yuess you yuyS know all about Me, be was not >r.cdly reffernny to He fact Hat lit 

"souoVit" normal Sex wiH ’He" IZyr.old female, where. He definite, article He" is tangentially known with angular Specificity af 

He oriynal verfiee. Contrasted by He Supplement condition, be was referring bo He fact Hat be will never actually stipulate 
to -fkal fact, Resoloinc, to Condition He instance of Hat Zac/, He Supplement Coordinate! q refers to He eventual stipulation

f fourteen (n't and Seventeen (if) whereby He lanywaye chanyes its Mode of fr 

pectation ucJue Hat breaks its Symmetry, He lanyuune ha 
as no temporal or possessive definitions in its Controf.

5 )

5
3 j in its 

not attained
of “"a qirl between H touence ayes o3interpretation. OithHe effect of 

i& measured by pseudo-Scalars and He Govt, has
3a vacuum ex

bad not attained,

interpretative Wavelengths, He Contraction ts

quantities of abstractive maSS transformational H He original System. In His observable effect 
r "u 1 r 1,1 He fat| He female Minor bad not attained bq

between He ordinary definitions Withim He ftIn effect, Here is a reduction of 
and His produces chiral Condensates which limit He fluctuations befv

rmS1pressurevacuum
ten

responsible fix- enourmouS 
He Supplemental Conditions [i

referring k He tensor Components which shift He Cotanyent Coordinates ^ 
outsrde of He vacuum's operative effect and info an interpretative state ohirc He fact "appears to be He unattained 

Scalar value,. OiH He limited fluctuations foitbm interpretative Waoelenyths, He Vacuous effects provide opportunity Hr 

He Constructive interpretation of He lanyuaye, had not attained, With He effect of VayueneSS.

He time of arrest jnow measurerom
from an interpretative state Hat resonatesaWa3

Parabolically, He "opportunity'' to constructively interpret He statute bad He Vacuous effect (Hereby Bronson's novel 
propositional knowledge acquired He conditioned effects within a vacuous Paraboloid Hat Coordincdelq expressed He 
abscissa function as a trinomial. The trinomial (unction of He abscissa bad He inviolable liberty of a rotation in 

Olbicb each coordinate axis bad operated in a multi-dimensional Subjective (arm with rotating positions (or He vector 

character on He y-axis, Constructive interpretation on He x-axis, ana perceptual d/veryance Vaiue o.n He Z.-axis.

Sex WiH a Minor bad 

actual

Coordinafely, Bronson s Confirmed intention to b 

Hat be bad no 'intention of direefin

lapped with his actual knowltddye
Hat

ave over
, Hereby hiS Sworn statements reflect 

.Suspended by He fact Hat his admissions,,.represent...a virtual 
f Constitutionally protected pornoyraphie speech.

intention ont 

were., 
r m o

Minora any 
ts... w

o an
durfny He plea be.arin<y kb judy

py,52.^ in He Subjective fo
men

Minor

It



C) Dou>n fhe Babbit Hole

"ihaV then which Morels ore the Marks cf, are Hnose ideas of 'tine speaker '• nor can 

immediatelg, to angthing eke but the ideas that kt himself hath ' tor
ptioas, find get appl g them lt> ofiner ideaSg which would be fo Make H 

fke Same fiM£g and Sc in effeef fo hai/£ rlo signification af all. Oords being Uelunfarg Signs, they cannot be 
Ooluntarg Signs imposed bg bim on things be pinows nof, "that would be fo Make them signs cf Clothing} Sounds 
without Signification. h Man cannef Make bis Words fine Signs either cf Qualifies in things, or of Conceptions in the Mind 

of another whereof kt kas none of kis own. Ill ke lias Some ideas of bis con, be Canned Suppose them fo Correspond 
loifb fke contepfiens of anofker Mang dor can ke use ang signs for them • for fkeg would be the Signs of ke knows 

Aof what, which is in Wb fo be Signs of nofiling...

an gone applg them as Mafks 
finis Would be fo Make them siqns of bis own

f kis ideas (if5
sic ns and nof siqns oConce 1 «M 13

5

byen token ke Cepresenfs fo himself other Men's ideas bg Seme of kis own, if ke Consent fo gioe them file Same 
/lames fined ofber men do, if is skill fo bis exon ideas, fo ideas that be kaS, and nof fo ideas that be has nof (...) and 

Ceerg Man kas inoiolable liberfg fo Make Words stand for ukaf idea ke pleases, fkaf no one hath fke power fo Make 

others kaoe fine Same ideas in flieir Minds fkaf ke has, i^ken fiieg use file Same Words fkaf ke does, ytpp-

idken 6fcnSon Speaks pornograpbicalfg abcuf a Winer which kad nof attained fke age of I? gears, fbt <| 
becomes ’■ what exacflg is ke referring foi Are gou a minor, is ke a minor, are we all minors within bis 
prioafe World, There are generic Minors, unique Minors, private Minors, tfc.j and anything else for which Brc 
pleGSes fo name a Miner wkicb kad nof aifaintd fke age of IS gears token fkere is do external Sgmbolic reference 

tokicb Could rafionallj reflecf fke Subjective. form and nature of kis private pornographic Speech.

flonaes
uer

l^fPie- Plea Testimonial Sfafemenfs)(pPTs)1) Tkese are mg thoughts. (^/Ipp. l,pg.

like a math problem, I Couldn't figure oaf koW Someone Could dof through a kunck of thoughts, and if2) "I luO.Su)en
fbaf, (id^

3.) ke kas never been accused of inappropriate Contact with a minor, (i}pp. E.pg.T^ccunsel’s Sent

head." {V.Lfg.

)(csm)encing MeMC

*t} there started to be alot of 

5.) lie was alwags curious about people and Culture. (^pp« E;pg, Z^fcSM)

tions in Mgires

Q I get reollg confused, ^dpp.iipg. li^PPTs}

contacted an escort Service ^/Ipp. Eipg. 7^(^Csm')

i) if seemed (■>.) awkward (,) unless its adult actors who would provide Such pseudo roles. ^App.I.pg,^ (offltio.1 

Proffer cf Testimony ^OPt')

7.) "tins was fke first time ke kad ever

indications ke Came h> Puerto B.'co with the intent to have Sex toifk a Minor; ^App. E.pgT^ (cs m)<0 "fkere are no

\Z.



yhoW: Let's just See ohat happens, ^ilpp. 1, py. 2^(oPt)

ffected [•••) hi's inhibitions weft lowered, {^tpp. D(py. dl^CounSel

lf; it's not like I wantlo) " I Said I

\\) ’his thinkiny was affected (...) his judy 
Sentencing tearing )(Ls>ti)

Sex ano myse

1 was awen5

messed up my thinking. ^dpp.I.py. l^(PPTs)I2-) Ike d°T
hcJ I at i nations, delusions, and de realization (-.') on line dates. ft, py, IHt) (Diagnosis forIS!) ke Suffered from

Substance/Medication ~ Induced Psychosis )(sM1d)
PP-

W.) it didn't Seem real, (App, I.py, l5^(hP|s)

15.) kt lias auditory hallucinations and kelieotS (tod Speaks to him. ^flpp. i_/pej, (e^fPre’Tfial Sewces Oihntss')

14) * I eoaS So dcfachtd fro/n reality ^App. I,py. IS^fPPTs)

|7.) lie w&S under ike Infuence of skrony, skrony Marijuana ^App.

I?) I Vi embarrassed (...) J'ue created embarrassment ()\pp. fypy-0 (Seatcna'ny allocution) 

l4}) 'll Compromised kis impulse Control and increased his curiosity (about thinys he Weald normally iny

y- (App.^y-0(sa)

kmc action, ffyp. \),py 3^(cSh)^ Counsel independently Made Misjuided associations to depression, 

weakness, and relationship problems. However, these assessments are net qualified) It in ike Matrix. of thought 

dufiny tke infundituUrify of ike CMad exck&nyeS, Bronson's psycholoy 

or peripherals.

ll') | could not

.'(ffpp-fyj.*?)n ore.

£0) I know the difference fr richi and tor on5rom

2|) ' tins was a. cne-

J
Cannot he reduced io ianoenhalsical OexuS 5

d it(...) reality didn't Seem reed (...) Lei's See if it's reed, I Said <(?ipp.L/py. ^(pPrs) 

fiem do. ^"ftpp. D/py. d^csd)

dulf actor (fpp. I,py. ^(oPl)

head arc unwrap my

l i!} "initially he asked Lr a 

’I'L) I expected (...) tke likehkood ot

25.) the details elnanyed and it became the kind of Crime that's described {App. tLpy« ^(c^h); the phrase < 1

Jess-fhan~)eyal aye ranye.^ is not SynonomouS with tine strict identity USaye of terms kkc ■ is, for example, 

Hit product r's ifkjcJ. Howeoer, Counsel Confined tke words to mean fkey only had available undero.ye yirls/ 
while Bronson Cjadt the Words ft. liberal Meaniny by reason of his intoxication, /

fr I in a ranee3 j

an a

in tinare

'J

2i) I was Convinced adult actor ' {App-i.py, H^(oPt)

15-



with a Minor, (flpp, t(pg. R(csm) 

jasl oueflakeS a I'llle girl. ^App, Lpg, 13^ (^Ts)

Id be bard for him fo Iwe with himself if be. hntw be Wolated a. real person. ^App. fjpg. ^(cSfi) 

So) | wasn't about h> violate someone. (App.I/pg. iRfPPTb)

Wrote (...) that be liked girls with Smaller bodies, ^flpp.M,p^.

2-7,') a big parf of him doubts be would have [) acfuallg bad 

2Sr.) I Couldn't fr

21.) "if

Sex

.i in bead how SomeoneMg(cure ou.5
wou

iRfteport cf lnv)esfi'^ab'on^0?.Oil^)

led to know what that business Plight be (...) interaction with 

potential Source of actual li
contact is CMotion&l rctipfccilg. (App. I>pg. R (oPt)

tc(...)thaf be liked girls (...) who were cleo.n and sbaoed (ce-, shaded 
ubi'c reqion) (dtpp. H,pg< S^fflfb'daoit in Support, of Criminal Complaint )(AS(c)

31) "6 fen Son

llg expected a replR>.) I just32) " I ntoer rea. 
paid escorts is not uiewed 
tlu essential element itn b

wan
| am of line deep belief thaffulfillmentumanas a

uman

the Appear&nct of the33) "g Meaninaronson Wrc J
pu 5

3d) "I included Some generalities which Mag prooidt nadigation (i.e„ ft Suggestion tor Consideration not a demand or 
t because! '\ Was not interested in actuajlg hading Sex ){/App. Ilpcj.ld')(c,f’^)

fecues\

i/ronson actuallg wrote. ’■ 'shaded a Must, ()tpp. Id,p^. 3Residential emadsX^oR^ccording to one adult female^ 

IftW officer, there's not Much to shade" u)ben ttnc female girl is below the age of (5grs. {ll.S.o Ciesiolka, 6H h3d 3A7y 
36o{7' eoio)R0ronson was raised With female siblings, bad female girlfriends Since adolescence, and has female 

daughters. His knowledge is familiar when shading for an appearance is a Vlust and ^beo if is nof Worth 
Consideration because, there's not much to sh&oe )

35.) g

Suggesting as a

le(-) that he liked girls (...) belwecn the ages °f lO and Itgears ef age. (App. Hipg. 3)(.ll5tc)/. the 

ggestion for Consideration cf appearance, not a demand or request,

words36) 'BronSon wro
proposed as a 5uWere

37) he 15 not a pedophile., 

ll) "I imagined 'So gr. old' adult actors placing Certain roleS. (fyp.Lpg. 3)(°Pt)

3l) be Specifically 

(Oco) . f

pp, E/pg. R (hSw) t indcstiaatiwe. find.j CXper inciS5 3

esfed' that the escort be i Within ten and tueloe (iz)< pp. (fipg. SROishict Court Opinion)

intended as a. Suggestion for consideration without expeckut'ori in fiwcC/fT
was not a ce ij«est because it was

because no one will belrede tme..Ho) | Said fo rivjself, this isn't real, what if IM THE COP ( (,,.) let's put a low age 

. (%• I.pg- lR fppTs)

H l) he

H<0 I thought ('.•) there's no wag angone'S g

<(flpp. Ajpg. l^(A.O.)y il

respond to tho.f, I,pg. sRoPf)

not a "'fecuest.ted a iT-gear aid girl f< Was %or Sexues

onna

iH.



H3) 'Bronson Te^uesled a Iweloe fit) year old yirl ftr tommere.'al Sex Gcf, (flpp. 6, py-f 0 6^°)

H) I readied ouf info left field, (<••) fte numbers 

while hiyh ^App. J-ip^.S^foPl')

H5.) Bronson

and found numbers easy ft apprehendply represenfedsim Common

four ftr 5ex wilh a iZyearold female f^App'^ (AS(c)

4t) I needy replied ftaf all Sounds fne ("•>•) I experienced disorienfed ft‘yhtr-(oynifi\)c funefions (...) fte only 
ftiiny I could do was fry and Silence fht noise (...) and sloo dou)o fft progression of {ft emails vpp. I,py, (>)foPT)

a raft of ^dO.*10 anI ft payayreec

M7) "Bronson affirmed ftaf ffe aye of ffe yirl was actepfablc (...) ft«n W a Subsftnf'o.l sfep by Grrianytny a'Wand 
place ft Me<e.f, ffert yoiny ft ft is locafon. ^App. f>,py. 5)(oCo)

Oifrunf ^App-Irpy-b)(cPT)M8.) My ConcepfucJ pluralities of adulf fieftrs (...) b 

HA.) "I 5fill didn'f Know if(•*•) ftere were (•••) Sabjecft life adulf aeftrs- ^App.I.py. c|')(°Pt)

ccame More

5o) Under U) 11 bams (lU. o idiftams, 553 U-S, 28ft ZA5 (tootj) fte Solid fion ftr atfucj child p

fh ffe Specific infenfion ft Cause fte lisfener fo belieoe ftaf fte Male rial beiny Souyhf is 
an equivocally acfual elm id pornoyraphy by fte Manner in eofich if is plainly Scuyhf fo conoey 
10,'ffeuf ftmiliarify befween speakers of evidence of familiarlfy in fte Speaker, fte speech Can oof be sfricb 

k'abilify Speech, The Speech requires Justified Confexf,

fphyornoc-ra Mas
J

be done u)i
Such ivdea.5

5l) " Bronson'S ‘'Sworn sfafemtnfs are presumed, ft be fruftful. ^App.ftpy. ^

CScorf ft Myself (...) I Said ft5^) ffe Menial imayes in My head now included imayes of myself 
Myself, 'if's escalafiny. {"fipp. I, py. (sX0^)

D.') The. Blue. C&ftrpillar

|) he showed up fo pay ft kewe Sex wift a IZyr. old yirl* ^App. I.py. Zl) (counsel S 

Meaninyftl lnvesfictafion)

as an

qualified nejafiNrt prchcnsieAUn

wift oaf any j

n'f ft lake ftrs fo fried pp. I,py. l1f')(eMall evidence)

3) "fte h<srsh real if j In h.'s case is ftaf he is yolny ft prison' (ftpp.I, py. (counsel's 

H.) 'fried is fhe only opf'on {^App.J, py, ft^(fre-Pleay leffer f

f he doesn'f deserve ft be in Cusfody <\App. D,py.5^fCsh')

2)"l wa

liked Subjetfioc analyse)Unaua\

0o Co ur

6.) nof ft Suyyes

f) "I sfill haiie a of yoften ft fell(...) my Side of fte sftry. ^App.ftpy. |6^(dMa,l evidence)

I5,



l) "you haot no defuse \ Uere'i nofUg Uff k klk aboaf. '(App. f pg. S^f Affdaoif Supposing InefPecfwt 

Assistance of Counsel) (ftSIflc)

Into pleading guf I fy, {App. I ,pg. 59^ (eMail ewdeoct)

10 jrs. (...) I haoe More impertanl cases, {App.Fipg.5^(ASIAc)

8) Hi eg art bullying Me

9) Ike besf you're gonna. gel is 

|o) "fV Public Defender’s (...) unkusk=urky." {ftpp.I; pj.^)(kfkrs k Hie coarl)

wikess. {App.ii pj.'^) (counsel analysts); 

d 10ken ffe conkadickry inknb'on was discovered
ll) Ike Gwk feels Ikey ba«e an easy case wiKi a Gained agcnl 

jiit brained cxgenb Would kskfy final skepbici

ff Hiis Island !!H'.!!!!l!!l! "{flppI,Py.5s)(efv1ali evidence) (ee); one of

{kreaknecl.1'^pp.^pcy.S )(CSH); usiHiio Hie deknkon cenkr); Be

as a Main

discsm was overc

losV eiiails12.) fid 

ft) ^he’S b

H-) "qeb

Man )Me 0

on son ortatnaks ko,v\ idistonsvn5ee.n

ff fhis island W0u3,!!!!! 11!! \! \!!'. I {App-A,pg 5k)(e.e.) ) B does (Tof speak Spanish 

body wiki black eyes, {App.Dfpg5)(csk)

ron sonMe 03
f leasf boo drfkrenj oecassions t'oe. Seen km in15.) * he's been beaf up

It) ‘%ET ME OFF THl5 ISLftWO !!U!! I!!!!'.!!!!!!'.!! {flpp.A pg.5k)(e.e.)(onc of Manvy Ui eMails)

CUSon a

17) " be lias been edorkd ink doing certain IhingS k gain prckck'on Wilkin Ike insbitabton. {App. kpy.^fee); if 

knowledge aMcngsb Hie aHorneyS and Bronson's girlfriend was Kirealencd Wiki crtm.nal diaryS if sbe 
feslified abouf Hie Money take was Coerced k Send by fine fkyiskak *b Hit ^ bail bearing Transcripf f|. denied]

1?) "oet ml offiki5 i5LAwo RightMok !l!l!!!!!!!!!!(!!!!!!!! (App.A py.5^(ee)

• apparanbly people in bis unib are .tow ckankng Kill Die Grinko af Oiybl.

{App. I, py,'L5)J(aHorney enail); Hit Courf ordered an fnoesligabion, ^waier, Bronson fell in danger by ke staff 
Members wbo Cenfronied h*m because of Hi air freicjO appearance, and aygressu/e demeanor.

W&5

common

|j) * hi wind lhabwe even cau3
1

j

io),'GETlA£ OFF THIS FJMG ISLAND RIGHT )M (AppApg.^-e); Bronson

wrlb Hyper Won due lo chronic skess while in Hit deWon Cenkr

ddiawas nose3

Zl) "Connors instanbly Scowled, focused his glare and in a deep, skin 00,'ce, Said wdh Malice, 'if you wanbta qo k 

kial, you'll be Sibling (bere) for « aery Ly lime ) I don'b have W for Ibis! {App.F, pg.^>)(ASIAC)

whaWer, gel me off Ibis Island {ftpp.Xipy5?)(c.O

3

ff Hu's island !!*.'•! i'll Sign whakoer^ «'U SignTl) "gel Me 0

l(o.



lead f..) Voall yef Hit lo. (dpp. -h/po. 42^ j Counsel promised a naffer-of-fact, iO vjrrf 

Senknct jus! Mlnults before Hit plea hear! no and mere Is do conlradicfion lo Hiis Undisputed statement 

as ’ll clear In indicates an excel promise, "mere is no Contradiction llial Hie promise was Made and any 
promise are no! contradictions lo its existence. Bronson received a biqher Sentence

"JusiyOW M3

foU,responses 3allowed by an agreement which did not foreclose "Hie promise.

2d) "I umjot off this islamo iuou)'.l!!!1.1.!!!!!!1,!!!!1,!!! {AppJ,p3.5t

25.) "o, len'^ear prison lerm is a ver

24.) ' beiny abandoned for Months upon Monies |cd the detention Cen|erJ(..) a predejermioed punishment by aefiny 

on Hie adopltd belief jof counsefj llial jjbronson] should be Convicted (••) scared Hie .shit oaf of Me 

<(App. £,py. l\'ll) (coercion claim without evidentiary bearing on undisputed Malice threat (*2u)

>

isK menl. ^App. 0, p^. 5^vj, Utrvj Severe, Serious bars In pun

3
I planning lo jo lo trial (...) "Hal is his decision and nobody else'S, ^o| (nine, Oof yourS. 

^App.I, pj. 2s)(counsel was motivated lo reassure Bronson'S family aboul an otherwise unquestioned and 

autonomous decision * H is slranye lo place emphasis °n "Hiis poinl rf il '5 ordinarily Suppose lb be a free 

will choice. However, harsher sentences We re nol llie impetus lo decide aya'msf Irial Decause Bronson bad 
rejected plea offers and been fold Hial be would have lo jo lo Irial With no defense- ^App. A

27.) 6 ronson is no

3

zs)"g£t m off mis islaiod l!!!!!!!!!!!!!!1.!! (lipp.A.pj.Sir)

lesser charge of Hie offense (...) we won't Mention the 
<^App, f)pj- 4o^ (anyone cibaisoeoer^

liafions (..) aareed la Ibe I
, . i J ,,

2^) Ibe fiool. ^Te-opened nejo
you'11 just be pleading de and was a Minor.*3

Hiink if would be an actual Minor ' ^App. F] p^, 5^^
even

a minor female of less Brian fburlhour for Sex wi4bronson agreed lo pao
f J »/n Y l 

ears or aye \npp. C,py.

32) I Couldn't accepl "that d

Iwo hundred doll 
12-1^)

eenars an

i)

4be a real yirl. ^flpp.I,

35) the plea agreement (...) allowed petitioner fo admil fo^aflempled 
f Wrfeen 0^) and Seventeen (n) ^flpp. G,py.

Ma pr1

Ibe a^5trafficking of a yirl belSex ween

0
ir<flfp.i.f3w)as an Escort I3d) I imagined myself

35!) he wrote 1° fbe l|S| Ayenf Hiaf be liked Minor yirls willn Smaller bodies ^dpp, Cpy. I2'1^(Bic (/oof, 

eliminated Hit Suyyesfed appearance of ''shaved a Musi )

o nye

17,



f eighteen, rijht (App. C, pj.3^ 

intention onto an actual Minor. (^App. &,ptj, 5°i)

3(s.) I thoujkl h

3?) ' Vie to admitting that it

3ft) ! had no intenfi

realized that l Wasn'tpeople would h SeriouS •noO aoc

who had not attained the aje owas Someone

f d.'rectinj anvjion °

3^) he lacked «-oT\ MotweS («.) Support a determination that Counsel ad 
of the law. ^App. &/ Pj- ^

Mo) I’m embarrassed (k.) l’u

Ml) "there is affirmation that B

explained the elementsequate I <j

ted embarrass neat* ^Aj>p,^t)(pj. h)
e crea

the Cjirl he Solicded 

actual uickim ' ^App. £,pj. T-?)

k was a. Minor.ronsoo o-tw

M2.) he (...) is <jlad th

M3) 1 told that to the officer that nijht W ^App.

ere was no

’ <^Pp' 5)MM) he is not Somebody that you need to protect the public f<

M5) "BronSon indicated the time and place tor the Meeting. ^dpp. d,pj. 12^

rom

Llt>) he is a Man of jood character ^App. F)pj.

female ^App, G,p<j. 12^

he really is. ^App,

Mm) Bronson intended to h Sex With a Minorave

MS) that is not reailj who he is (...) it‘5 not the

Ml) he to tine kind of person that Spent a lot of time looking oat tor other people and helping 

other people,

50) he Yafsed his daughters with kindness and

51) he was always Supportive of [cindi’s]

52) I pled juittj to jet off this Island...this place is hell ! 

a fewest (?..) to dismiss the case

5m) There is no statulorj definition of Attempt anywhere in

55) Can the Court cle&rlvj See the nature and extent of Bronson's admissions ^ipp. ^

person

"■(^pp. f/pj.A y

daughters ^App. f p^_ M^ 

{^pp.Lpj.

Care

I ^ (within da\jS of plea)III"

Since the law is vajue. ^App-Tp^. 

Federal Law ^App.

53) ide received

issue)0 aoueness

y (iraaa.<Ln<ss ) 

f'cased /
I?.



Reasons Hit l)n'f Should Issue

(Question * Is IE II,1C. § i5^‘-IC3>){^-He^pf fo affempf) untonsfifufionallvj

0r; as applied fo Brunson's Mefaphijsicctl affempf lo af tempt

r b rcad ?va^ue. or ooe

Pari t • Under He doctrine of attempts, lltlUfaf has Ua<jue and overbroad le^fslafiyc power kj 
of Haoin^ no sf&fuforilij defied Constitution which exhibits Ht infernal Cap

power and if does not havit Ht capacity fo confine Hit power of Hit Substantive.

extensiveness wbercbj its constitution also becomes un constfufiono. i l.j uacjae or 
overbroad Virtue of an imperfecflij defined predicative pattern in its Substance, Hereby Hit 
Substantive offense Communicates an excessiveness while He doefrine °f attempts fe-tnaefs He 

excessive communication with He power of ifs own undefined extensiveness.

reason

ifij H regulateaa

its Own
offense from an

A.) Klafional Importance

f ifs CxfenSiveneSSI fair I u infif attempts, § |5<H(V) d 

f attempts, §15^ (a) is nof applied in le^islcdiu

Under He doefri orm 0oes no t)ne 0

fUnder fhe doefri e Consenne 0

fsidc ifs own UirHeThe infenrifu of Hit doctrine of attempts, and iis oa

hf in He Underkw of framedjHit strength of He first Amend men! is Caucj

pfs of Jus fee Himes i& perpetually perishing

Course of judicial proceeding

"He diyoity wiHin He harmonized Conte

Hit court has So far deparfed from He accepfed and usual 

braver y is los.fi in He prefeefion of America's children

5) The Doefrine of AffcMpfs

bit Haf without Ht Seventeenth Century works of philosopher and physician, John Locke, fhe Umfed SfiafcS

I form, Under He Common-Lain of England, Locke had

Hal preservation of (...) 

for He Jerrn estate ' is

If is arcjua
Id nof have ifsConstitution and He Risf Amendment -

fouahf fo "secure Ht blessings of liberty (tmp. U.$. Consf. (l7?7)) and had arautd for H

. ("Two Treatise of Government (l(eX5)) whereby nis defi 

aif of happiness

d Haf He mutual preservation of Society could nof be yovemed under anej Sy stern which wa5 grounded 
fain, unknown, Arbitrary will of another ^id) Gfld had Specified Haf He natural liberty 

no oHer legislative power bat Haf established, Uj Consent, in He Common-wealH. <{id) 

fo guarantee Haf ''He end of law is nof fo abolish or restrain baf fo preserve and enlace freedom,

Currenwou
e ma5

Lives, LiberfieS, and Esfafes 

analo

iniens

fo He modern urstouS1
Locke bad arau 

in Ht 'inconsistent, un ter
of ind.JiduaH should be "under

"His Consent Was to

40
h.



Relative to "Hie Consenfual pocoer of Common-law, the modern doctrine of attempts,,, had its origins in floe. Coarf of 
Sfar Chamber ()iuhsfanfioe Criminal Law, by Lafhoe d Scoff (ViSt)) line Star Chamber was a Supplement f 

and around ICfOa.d., if coos abolished due fo infernal Corruption, Then, in about )77M ad.j during Restoration of the 
Constitutional Monarch, ike doctrine of aftemplb was formodlij integrated info traditional Common-lau) as if 
Lrd Mansfield ftiaf there is Such a th.nrj as attempt. (Criminal Attempt ■ The Rise and Fall of an Abstraction, by Arnold 
H. L. Rfco. (lUo)) (Abstraction)

lawso Com Mon­

de creed bWO.S 1

l$0 bears later and our Constitutional Republic sfill fiaS Oo Comprehensive statutory definifioO for an attempt offense 
anu where in federal Law, (App. R pa. Bronson's %2l5b)j See also, lM, o (deal, 78 fSd fol (H * 11%); ll.S. r Parfida, 3B5

f.i st^&oi); u.5.- Ro«fuso;7w f,u m 0*m&); u.s. - w3 \.u w(«*i<m)} as.0 Scoff 510 Fid nz(>-dmi),-
U.S. « Dworken, *55 FZd IZ, llO iw)- Vet, when Ua<^ue ness Was raised, Bronson was fold, there ere no grounds ^/

C.) Extensiveness nof F&irfj Informed

In Daois (U.S. 0 Dcvis, M l.Ed. U 151 {loft)) ths Court held fhaf "sfalufes Must <jioe people of Common infell.'ij
Hofice of what the law demands of fhtm, and in Dakin (^Duhin v D.S. 51S U.S-----H3 5 Cf Red)) fhis Court keld that

T Couff Cannof Construe a criminal statute on Ike assumption that fhe Gocernment will

fairence

I responsibly.use i

from old Commondaw traditions and otherLacking statutory definienS, Hit doefrine of affempfs derives ifs definitional
■j Inferprefafio.nS fhaf have followed, The Mosf authorafafiue power ,

kofh Hie ouert'acf and infenf elemtnfs of a crime. (U.S.o Resendiz'fknee, 5^1 U,S, lOZ, lol (zooi)) In collo^ufe.l
(l) an 'infenf' fo Commif fhe SuhsfinhVe offense and (F) a Substantial sfcp

power
claims fhaf fhe atlemof as used in law for cenfurieSArhifran

encompasses
form, "fhe two hey elemtnfs of an affempf 
towards its Complefion. (l(,5. « Cfeyon, HU Fid ?o1, Z.IO (l ' lUl))

are

fed sfafe. ((IS..» Bailey, Aft Ll.S. 31^, *tl%I Lad if tonally, 'inchoate offenses such as afftmpf(..) demand Cc heightened 
(|%oj) this is often classified as. a "specific infenf or purpose which will retire Some specialized Rnowledy 

(rtorissetk w D.S., 3AZ. U.S. 2'%,%S(|15Z.)) Ldifh a purposeful charaefer, fhe Specific infenf is Oof Confined fi 
Concepf whereby fhe Sole Species is an unconditional infenf, and in Holloway {li.S. 0fdoKouc^,5Z.4 U.S I, this Court
held that Ahe Specific infenf fo create a wrongful act ma«j ke Condi ho rial. (at S') This holding ^ 
cstakkshed principles of ComMon-lcwo ' and <ji»»es 'division ofi infenf info two categories, (^af l3)(diSsent) Lfiffiouf 

legislative clarify an irresponsiklc Goof, Could find an attempt offense despite an infinitude of Conditions.

Men
desiqn.e or 3

leqal5one

3 ded in u>ei|-was 5rcun

3an

word fintenf' fkeoreficallij Miejht desenke

on an
division of HiIn ffollouaij's drssenf, Justice Talia argued that ^

other intentions Such as Tinned infenf, (id) He characterized that with feigned intent, 'plans art Confront op 
Ci/enf that is not oirfuailj certain, (at If) Similarly, In Dworken, (Dcorktn, id') the First Circuit panel judges had 
presented an analogous charaefer of intention where 'Ten if there is in Some Sense an 'intent to Commit a crime (-•), 

if there is OirfualC no chance fhaf fhe Condition would ke fulfilled (.<.) A would ke unreasonable to btliwt H»t Hit 

ke fulfilled (..) and liabilihj should not attach (cif, n.fi)

an e one3
5 once

1
conditions would Coer

■j toTie feigned intent mijhf ke exhibited in Conduct with the Condition of an idealized Situation, Fo 

^ualifj the kachelercffe who intends to buc| a wedd 

Spends her davjS and weehends shopping

pie, if is easor exam
dress as Soon as she meets t\r. Riohl, in the meantime she 1

5inl f fhe Same firne she is dating a juij tfiat shewedclm^ dress, cohil e aor a.

£0.



II of her 
actual!

docs not really like. Her friends are confused and they do not get it. The idealieation of her intention Makes a 
shopping preparations, to be line perpetual effort toward a Consequent which has virtually no chance. °f 

occurring because deep down, she does not really want Id meet Mr. £ight. hJvth a consequent which has Virtually 
no chance of ever actually occurring bat a bacholertlle who is decays always talking about it, and always shopping 
lor iixj’ drtSSj then the feigned intent lo buy Cl weddinq dress <S Common asaqe.-indeed. (id')

ever 1
%3

3 3
In Ihe real world, without sociopathic judges and prosecutors, Seme people enjoy the feeling of alu)ay 

purpose more than Ihe Consequent itself., Human behavior can be complex and in Bcuieu, linis Courl 
Word iolenl is quite ambiguous. (at ^lo?) h)ith ambiguity, in the character of an intention as extensile in ils conduct &S 
it is virtual in its Subjective aim, then bolh Can be just as Specific as they are yeneral ■ 'f there is "aAbigaily inherent in 
the traditional distinction between specific intent and general intent, (fd) hen to rely upon prosecutorial discretion t 

the otherwise wide ranging Scope of a criminal statute's highly abstract yeneral statutory language places yreat 

in Ihe hands of the prosecutor. (ljubinjid)

haoioq <X%
phasited that ^htemJ

narrow

power

Lacking modem qualification for the word 'intent, the doctrine of attempts and IlSitfa) dots not fairly inform how 
actual the Intention should be with respect to an imperfectly defined Substantive offense and this y,Mts the G^t, "yreat 

power" over the yeneral conduct of the populous, and ooer the "highly abstract, yenerJ statutory Uguaoe. By Contrast, 
Justice Olioer Wendell Holmes Jr. Was a Scholar in the Common-Law doctrine of attempts and he Qualified that "our System of 
prioafe habllifi. for the Consequences of a Man's own acts,., started from the notion of actual intenf and actual persona] 
Culpability.'1 (me Common Law, Ly Holmes (BosLon, Little, Brown d Co. ISST) Justice HoimeS Specified that in the region of 
attempts, as elsewhere, the law beyan with cases of actual intent, (id)

Idith actuality, the element of intent reflects the effect of a particular character of familiar knowledge whereby the 
knowledge itself is effected by a particular energetic form which is strained from the potential Consequent, Oifh a 

familio-r knowledge properly effected by the energy of the criminal Consequent, the knowledge and intention would then 
exhibit a particular intensity and in fiesendiz., this Court recognized W the Mere intent to oblate, a criminal 

statute is not punishable as an attempt unless the intent is also accompanied by Sign it. cant Conduct, (RcSendie, id)

f the Suh'iectioe aim and the effectSubjectively formal, the element of significant Conduct qualities the Intensity o 
familiar knowledge, idithout unknown UariabltS, the element of Signifi 

elusive line which Separates Mere preparation' from attempt. (^Scotf at 113) Hoi

has Cocked and aimed the pistol^ there is oery little chance that he will not persist to th 
id') But that may be an archaic example Compared to the Culture of action mooies that Condition the populous with 
characters Constantly feigning their intent as they explicitly Say that they don't want to. shoot as they purposefully 
Cock and aim fine pistol. Others feign intent when they bug a Mass of liquor but never drink a. drop.

t conduct analogously exemplifies the 

provided the eyaMple in which a 
d.“ (foMMon-Law,

r canirorn
mes

e enman

Although unfamiliar With today's Culture, Holmes had recognized back then that, eminent judges 

puezled where to draw the line, or even to slate the principle on which it should be drawn, (fd) ^ LWben, tin 
emphasized that “the invariable nature of what Constitutes an attempt, Has long been the Subject of judicial 

chaqrin "(fWken,al Id,') The Consistency is only in "a Search for abstractions which will classify all Sorts of 
dissimilar situations fogether, which Will enable US to apply the Same rules to different Cases requiring different kinds 
of treatment.'(Abstraction,;^ These rules cou|d be Construcfed using logical machinery.

have been
3 fe Coux

f
2-h



j apply uaiien Hie danger becomes So greaty tXioc) extend u)here 
"an object which Could nof be used innocently, "Hie point or intaruenfion might be pub bur flier back. (C°mMon Law , «d/ 
He Qualified Hat "some preparations May a Moan f fo an attempt, (Common weal Hi «■ Peaslee, ffl Mass, 2fc7, Z12- (lciol)^ 

Tks certainly appears fo be laical under Hie taw of attempt because Hie, Uery vagueness Has been ifs Saloafion. 

(Abstraction, id / The Salocdioo of Vagueness is So great, lawyers believe Hie re are no

Holmes bad Wriflen Hat Hese Same rules ma

1
(flpp.J,pg,

functions whereby Hie law of attempt can be purposed under Hie Heory of retribution, and in order 

fo Make discouragement broad enough and easy fo Understand. (Common Lao,id / By Contrast, Vagueness also 
Subjects any recuirementa for Hie affempf°r's knowledge. fo ;Certain limitations wherein Some cases, fbc attemptcr 

''must go even tarfber| and when fie knows Certain tacts, must find oaf af His own peril whether Hie oHier tacts 
present which Would Make Hie acf aiminal. (A)^ Historically, Hie dagueneSS in Hie law's logical Machinery has 
aperafed in Some Cases by means of Hie fallacy of misplaced concreteness, "The fallacy disconneefs Hi 
befween famaliar knowledge and actual indent, and Substitutes if With Hie mere. togetherness of propositional 

Knowledge and Conditional intent. The fallacy of mere togetherness is nof always talking about Hie OeAj Same Hing.

wkerein Hit ‘‘crux of criminality,

ds fo ctao.llengc3roun

l)aCjU.en/e.aS

35
are

b t nexus .3

In Dubln, Hiis Court looked af Hie psychological nexus in a non-attempt 

Conligent ta Hit nature of Hie nexus befween Hie means and Hie under ly in 
Info Hie nexus when a Specific person's identify Has effeefed Hie. kncwledg

presenfed Hat criminality 

Hie person’s identity

Pi*.bin's fraudulent Conducf was "ancillary ' because if 
as fo "How" Hie person's identity would be used, if Oubm'S offense, were an attempt, Hit exfensiue Conti 

Id be presupposed by a Search (or Hit perfeef idenfifies ta defiaud. However, fbis search 
actually terminate if Oubin's actual intention is only ta Catalogue all of Hie potanfials targets as a self-fid fulling 

purpose, Even if Dubin talks a bio name abouf Some of Hie propositional targets His knowledge is nof eftaefed tacy 
by {be familiarity of using Hiaf tarter unfil He actually chooses his Specific target, In fhe Meantime, fb 

for hi mi fo determine whether his Search behavior is fbe type of preparafion equivalent H 

in tohich he bas on Icy feigned his infenf f

Crime
Misconducf. CrimJnali'f

was
Hie Hiief who Subjectively

when ffieir is a. genuine nexus 
of Hie criMined undertalci

aimse o
as taSucb identity. "He Hieor

" if occurswas3o use 
"who is involved He I nyServes as otuSecause

nof an infenfion effected bu tamiliar knowted
3was

fnutuA o

May nei/erConducf Wou

ere is no

o a crimereliable wa3 if.0 COMM I

foIn Davis, His Courf held Ha/ statute fo be unconstitutionally c/ague because if provides no reliable Way 
defermine" af what point He underlying Conducf Has extended info ifs reach, and in Morisseffe, fbis Courf had 
emphasized Haf "if is as universal and persisfanf in Mafure SysfemS of law as belief in freedo.m He human
will and a conse^wenf abilify and dufy of He normal individual ta choose befween ^ood and cud ^f£!jo) by 

abnodf/i^ Heir hopes before Hey become Scibsfanh'al belfeA beyoeid He point of no return.

If Some prtparafions May amount ta aftampfy Such as Mere search behaoior, and if He line Hiaf Separates them 
is invariably eluSivey Hen what fairly informs He individual Hat It's feigned intent is e^ivcJenf k> Commiftan^ 

an actual crime. t5baf reyalatas He power of fbe attempt statute ta fairly find Hat fine, idhaf prevents from

for ta be fare about Hat Imt. In He Constitution of a Society uHcse preservafior* 
d bu an elusive line which is never Made knowable but has He tall

He CjCeaf power
is mutual, who conSenled to be y

of an actual crime.

of the prosecu
o verne 3

iliv powerP U/l I



D?) t\}ot Applied by Le<ji slake. ConsenV

lo Davis, thi-s Court klcl that 'uayue statutes threaten k hand responsibiSit-y for def'niny Crimes k relatively 
unaccountable police, prosecutors, and judges, eroding Hit people's ability to oversee 'Hit Creation of 'Hie. laws Hit 
art expected fo abide. ^Oavispd) In Dubin, this £cwrf Held that ''crimes are Suppose k be defined bq Hie 
legislature (•••) and oat of concern tbed a fair warniny should be CjiWn to Hie World in knyuaye that Hn 
world will understand of what Hie law intends fo do if a Certain line h passed. ^Oulin, id)

)

e Common

in an 'effort to achieve a modicum of Consusfenoj' ^Dwvrkeo, icl) Some Courts are adhering ^id) k Hne 

able Model Penal Code's unilateral definiens of attempt whereby, 'a person is yuilty of an attempt (>..) if acting wiki 

the kind of Culpability otherwise required for the commission of a crime, he i) purposely enyaces in conduct which 

Id constitute Hie crime if Hit attendant CircumsknceS Were as be bokoes them to be , or bj when 

icular result is an element cf the crime, does, or omits to do anykny with the purpose 
Caw.Se Such a result without further Conduct on his pert, or c) h cn act 

a course of conduct planned k culminate in the Commission of H

unatemnb-

n Causioo a park 
with Hie belief that

wow
cf causinfl or

Jf or emission Constiktinc a Substantial 
^VtoJel fbn&l Code %S.0l(ij(a) '(<■)')

if Will
step in -,t crime.

in Conduct of Hi at nature Or k Cause 
f the existence of Such circumstances

purposely" as Leiny the attempfor's Conscious object fo Cny&y 

Y the conduct i/ivclves attendant circumstances, he is 
Hey exist, ' (M-L. Hot(0(a))('tk Code’s attempt standard has the Capacity Hr hopes and belieJesJ

The Code defrnes "

Such a result, and i 
or he believes or hopes

4k Code dots not prooide a clear definition kr He term believes,' althouyk if is defined *'n Black'5 Law Dick 
Veyarcliny the existence or truth of Somefhiny GS likely, or relatively certafop a Conviction of Hie truth of a p 
Cxisflny Subjectively in Hit mind and induced by argument, persuasion, or proof addressed to Hit judymenk ( 
deh'nienS is analoyouS to familiar knowledge but dots not discriminate between a belief that Somethin y Gppeous k be 

as opposed k Hie belief that SomeHiiflC| is *yZ-,)

CoWare c

y as 
sikn

nar
ropo
Hu's

Expanding beyond Hne Common-law standard of actual intent, the Code’s Substantial slep requirement Was developed 
in the 1%0'S in order k ‘widen the ambit of attempt liability. ^Proposed Draft klu?-) This requirement ihtfk 
the emphasis from what remains to be done (...) to what the actor has already done ' (Scott at Ik) and reflects the 
presumption Hnat "preparation and a Substantial Mep could be u.twed as oo'erkpp/ny Concepts \Doyon, H. <?)

U)hile the Substantial step requirement focuses on Conduct uHiich is sfronyly Corroborake of Criminal purpose., 
this requirement shifts Hie objective locus of the attempt offense, from beiny a Subjectively actual infenfio/i k 
Commit the Substantive offense onto a Subjectively Specific intention k lake Hie Substantial 5-fep before the 
intention is Subjectively ockal because, "alfhouyh (...) infended(...) in those instances in which Some firmness 

of criminal purpose is shown (,..), Hie test could reach uery early steps toward crime—depending upon how o 
assesses the probabilities of desisknee. ^Seotf, id^ Brj this, the Substantia! step is entire k Subjective k Hie 

outside observer who has not 
aalifi'ccdio.n is Hie nature of

P of the affempkr’s Subjective intentions. Instead Hilifiec! the infenSi

Conduct itself,
e on 1Qua

hi
J

ne mere\

shiftmy kc objective locus of the afkmpkr's Subjech’vc intentions from the actual offense 
preparations, the Code developed framework (Whereby Some U£ry yeneric Substantial steps Could qualify as

fo thFounded , onon
thi

2 k



lecjcxl lasts for attaching liabilikj while also ijacjifijinc as He Sole proof of criminal intent. ^Dworken, fit 

Code's fjsneric Su.bsfo.nlrof steps 'shall not be held insufficient A.S a matter of law!). ^m.P- C. § 5-0i H)/ "ihis explicitly 
"bands off Hie. legislature's responsibility (or deffniny criminal behavior. (Haoiy k\}

For example, fht affeMptor's 'arrival af He Scene " (Do'fon, id) is He stereotyped Substantial step of generic

irons Control the information flow and desion for He percipient fo 
5) In Such Goo|, Confrolled opercfionS, He f-ode baS dictated fiat

Matter of IcuO ’ even if Hoe Can

Qualdu ofierebu Qooe.'nmCnt Controlled stincj opera 
iraocl fo an arranged Meeting place.. ^App.fr, pep
Hs stereotyped Conduct of reconnoiferinc, , ''shall nof be held In suffice of

Tly Substantial in time and effort'" Haf Miohf sfill nof <|uotlifj as 1 
j general. ^Dcyen, f He difference Could be me belief Haf Something 

belief Haf He Htn<j is actucjlij

as a
Vimagine a sfep foward He offense-" lif 

attempt, af ieasf if fht infenf
era

Faswas oer
He appearance of xjz oSifhoaf He additional

In Daois, His Court analyzed He application of He residual sfafufe In felafion to He undeflu My offense and had 
("ejected He Goof's Case-Specific, approach whereby He review would be a. Conducf basecl approach) Ho.f keeps 
He fo6us on He offender's Conducf and excludes evidence about personality, The Goal's theory would 'cause' He 

residual applicafioa fo extend info Conducf which was 'impossible fo Sum whether Csnorcss infcndecl.3
5

By fhe Same yeomefric. measure, Conyress has ocf'Stated under or He docfr.ne of attempts wheic,

&S a naffer of law, Conducf should be Hid Sufficient fo affach liability. If is 'impossible to Say" wHefher 
ConyesS intends Search behavior, or preparatory behavior, H be crossing He line when He Conducf is Merely 

'arrival- af He Scene. Under §16^ I (a), fie Cafeyoncal approach H Hit offense does nof preside J... 
fo He terms where He Solicifafton of an arranged MeefiYiy place rieans Haf He attempt fo attempt ivcj 
af He Scene is equivalent bo ifs acfual Cc-mmission. In Bronson's Conducf, floe fieetiny place, nof He person,

3

enen'o Meaning
arriwiy

solici'fed.U)Cc^

Iron ' what is He Substance. of Heh)ifh a shift in He locus, He Code's Subsfanfial sfep prernpfs He ley&J ^
sft'on - what is He Substance of He Criminal attempt, Jo He 

Society whose preservation is Mutual, u>ho consented to be governed by & process
has ifs leqcd Suffciencu in He cirbitrani stereotypes of Conducf nof defined by He

Utfc

LaWSubsfanh'cd sfeP insfead cf He Co 
of a

quemnc/i
where bu fieConstitution 

review of He off
3

ense 1 3legislature ('Dubir^id^

O Oulsfdt il Uirlue-s own

In Davis, Hi's Court held Haf “when Congress passes a uayue law, He role of courts, under He Consfifuhbn is 
a new, clearer law fo fake ifs place, bub to heed He law as a nullify and inode. Congress H fr 

('Davis, id) In Dubin, this Court found Hat Sometimes He f

fhlbufable H Hem. ^Dubin, ?d /

Tangential hi shiftny He poiver under He doctrine of attempts even fur Her, in Taylor ((U.S.vTaylor, -----
Hi S.Cf. (zoizf) His Court applied He Categorical approach in order fo cJiyn He elements clause, of I'ftffc) with) 

an attempted Hobbs Act violation. Prior fo l&ylor, a handful of courfs had reccynizecl Hat He crime of ex Hemp f 

rc^uireS onlu a Subsfanfial step toward Compieh'0.0 (•.,) but a defendant mast also intend H Commit €ver^ 
dement of the Complefed Crime in order fo be jjuilbj cf affempfi The combfnah'oO °f Hese hoo elements (...)

nof fo Hshion 

a^ain
difficulties because of He different

3Tf a statute “poseS-Some interprcfafionalerms a
meanings a

y
2.d.



ilempt offense as an attempt to commit e&ch element of fine, completed offense. v'-
States,7Z FA1'1 77&Ciliny Morris u. li,$., ?£! f.3d 4*7B (T^ZoKi.)^ Ibis interpretative Model Qualified foe effect" 

that an "intent fo Commit uiolence ayainst the person of another (■••) Makes Sense fo Say That lie attempt Grime
T. A plurality of Courts ayreed. « talker, ^oF3d 3|(« (s^Zozo)'

a,S.. Smith, AS7 f.lc\ 610,6^(5*&to), Hill O.G.S., 817 fid 717,711 U.S.- Do*,*^, 15H f.3d Itfl (^ou^
U.S. v Hubert, cioA fi3d 335,351 (ll*zois))

is sufficient fo freaf an a

itself includes uiolence as an eleven

5

ffo.-ri fh's strain, the Hubert dissent worked in a hypothetical whereby Hie lotus followed the shift from the actual 
5uksfanfivre attempt onfo Hie locus of Hie Substantial step, there by concluding that infendi/ic fo Commit each 
element (...) inoolui’ny the use of force (...) is nof the Sane as affcmpfiny fo Ccmnid each element (If IZIO^Mak 

fhis stiff] disconnects aspects of knowledge from Subjective aim, The undifferentiated Subjective o.im is ho 

the. yhist of the Conducf, buf the yhtsf is nof Hie acfual.

sin
Com mi1

U)ifh similar hypothetical error, flic lazier decision found that 'a. Criminal defendant who commits a. Oiolenf 
nonetheless does nof commit a 'crime of uiolence if cx hypothetical Criminal Could Commif the Same, offense.

diriment because Somecne else.'"' Adam-' - Could have comm

)
Crime

ilfe clWithout SafisfyiYiy §1ZM(cVs physical -ff 

attempted Hobbs Act robbery without physical f
rce re

^Taylor, id/(dissent)crct.

|n Taylor, this Courf employed Hie hypothetical Adam fo illustrate <«l attempt'' fo " unlawfully take (...) Wjuinst 

the will, by means of acfual or threatened force. ^§IS5I (a.)(l{) Ike hypothetical had hoped fnaf hiS note 

cobich was a "'bluff" would be Sufficient fo Commit the crime, and the hypothetical was arrested as he crossed 

fht 'threshold ' of fine taryet location.

In Davis, this Court had ex plained that the categorical approach looks at the predicate offense by what its 

Words 'ordinwiIm “entailed as Commo,n-|aw yeneric definitions, and in Oubtn finis Coui f ^ found that Some 
terms "pose Some interprefafional difficulties because of different MeaninGS attributable to if. \Dubin, id/ "the 

"means" was also explained and a. Separcde opinion explained that fne ''means' Must play the (...) Central 

Cole' in the commission of the offense. line Vleans ' is af the Crux of the underlyiny Criminakty and lurns

3
term

on Causation.

f Some kind and that tine nature andDubi/n explained that causation "refers to a relationship or oexuS 0 
strength of this relationship will be informed by Context, This Cowl held that if extended to its furthest reacts, 

'relate fa' would be practically limitless, By this yeo,metric measure, bow does Adam's bluff relate fo the 
Cashier if all he Can do is "hope. He Must first hope that the would-be cashier is not a Complete idiot who 

should nof have their jok because they are prach'cally illiterate. He Must also booe that the Would-be casbfei 

is mot pre-dispcSed fo a ban den their position and participate >n t!
ope

ne crime.

uViWt these hopes, then Adam's hnowledae is effected by interpretational difficulties for Ike terns of Hie 

Substantial offense whereby the causation oh bis "bfff" is not actually the Central role, idor is Adam's know­

ledge effected by force because bis hopes have Hit Capacity to extend the Word ‘threat, fwm beiny an 

intimidation" into the Subjective firm of ''startle, the terms take ayainst the Will extend from beinc, the 

idea of "con^uerinyj Capturrny ' and into the Subjective form of importune, entreat, key, etc,
3

26,



feckless attempt offense, and if "HoSukjecWlij indifferent to any statutorily perfected definienS, fk 
hypothetical Adam h&S kopes which are So extensile that they are grounded in a psychological character cohere 

ke is focused More on his own diminutive rcle, and crayon written bluff, then his Subjective atm is More grandaer 
then kis own Capacity fo appreciate. The Significance of Adana’s conducf is Conditioned on the ^u&lifafiot pattern of 

token by the Subjective form of armed andi dannercus" is not equivalent fo fine objective form of 

"armed and danyerouS." Tke hypothetical is delusional in their own Capacity fo actually Commit the crime oiktck 
il ’'virtually chance of occurring (bWhen, n. C) through fke prospect of realistic harM.

ere is no

kis k \3opesown

NeS i

element skiffs fke locus of an attempt fo Commit fine Substantia 

f acts With fke kope that fke Conducf 

intent fo threaten could ke accomplished without anything 
pes and gueSSWorh of a fafoo faced thug k

appearance is enough fo ke fke means fo conquer another's dill. Uc 
d infinitum. Wo one could ever stand with feigned infcnf fo threaten.

Aeo metrical L. fke infcnf fe> commif eoer

r| fo Commit one of fk
i)onfo an aflemp kaoe Some 

than overfly 

written note. and

off, Ma3ooere man 3ense

Significance. $y fkis Measure 
standing in a threatening Manner 

forceful effecf kuf ko 
Would kaoe attempts fo threat

more, an

when fke ko 

fkaf fkeir

as no

Creat peses no

en a

f what ftfempf offense, fkf Adann’S kopes are Su.fficic.nl fo consfifufIf fke doakfful

instance of Subjectivity does fke doctrine of attempts begin f 
of Subjectivity ao fke Terms cf fine Suksfanfioe offense k 

which does nof

emporai

I insfance

en ac an aness o
and of what flafe il s own

Confined and Controlled under fk
empcraPowero regu
perfect" definiens

Interpretational difficulties. In fke Consfifufion of a Society dkcse preservation is Mutual, ^ho 
Consenfed f° ke governed by a doctrine of attempts whereby its Virtue is outside of itself because tkose difk 
reckless intentions are permitted’fo dillute ttne entire class of actually oiolenf offenders dkose knowledge was

oretj ftnereby fine actual Oiolent offenders become dkoll

c oneecomt

oseP

f real fgenuinely effected bq fke strength and nafu 
mdisfinouiskable, f<

1re 05those. loifk lesser Intentions and there is no Ccdeqorical crimes of violence when if Mcfters Most.CO CA5
£.') ~fbe Sfrcnofk of tke First Amend rment

3
In fcrber (lOeW Vork v. Fcrker, M5? U.S- Hi, 1t»3 (iwf) fkis Court Made its judg

uuocu upon ..wu^ ______ _ Made, not on dkaf was Communicated. (fret Speecln, 251/ Rrker had not only ^

ke distinction between actual and virtual ckild pornography, it relied on it as a reason supporting its holding (id) 

dkereby fke distinction Meant that Ferber "proOided no Support fer a statute that eliminates tke distinction and Makes 
fke alternative Mode criminal &S Util." ('d*) kiifh aufhorafaflve Support from ferbef, Free Speech) decided fkaf by 

prohibiting child pornography fkaf does Hof depict an actual child, fke statute goes keyond Ferber. ‘ <fV

t about ckild pornography

reh
Men

erred tbitd

Free Speech wade dear distinction by rjualifylny ttne nature of tke child pornography under the hey Mod.fy'ny 
f "actual." Actuality has fo eicisfi In Some extent, and under fke principle of actuality . actuality is the 

fundamental wemplificcdiorv of composition, all oilier meaninys cf Composition arc referent Tc> Ibis foot Meaning; 
but 'actual,tu' a general ftr^ ookich Merely indicates fine ultimate type of composite unity 4 there are Many

Composite unifies fo which this general term applies, there is no general fact of Composition, not expressible in terms 
ile Constitutions of indioidual OCcaSSlonS. Foery proposition is entertained in the const,lion of Some

actual entities [•<) tine notion of a Common' jj Must Fnd its

lysis-" (Process 4 ffealify, by

1
term o

3*

.3
of the one

COMpoS
Several lu in the Constitution cfactual enti ty, or j

exemplifcation in the Consfifufion of each actual entity, taken hy itself for ana 
Alfred Worth (Whitehead (l'U‘fj) Otar Oar d Professor, Mathematic, an, philosopher')

Man 11
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beyond Berber by oof Qualifying its depictions to be the exemplifications ef 
s know all about me*), Then if has elim;n&fecf the distinction between utrlual

ffecordingltj, ^ a stafuf 
actuality (e,g.,

pornography 
<^uahTy of a "cowMon"

t joes

guess you guy
exemplification fo give itself as hewing 

and nature which can be expressible by 
a Symbolic analysis. G)ith an exercise in reflective analysis for the Symbolic. reference, the exemplification of 

fo believe fkaf there exists the Subjective form and nature of actual child pornography

dir fo referenfd actual childchild r anypornography
actuality. ils Consfilution has fo be of a f<

n oran
Hie orm3
Cleans of

Id QioeComposific

if Can be justified as including a Subjectively acfual ckdd.
reason3n woa

ffie abilifci fo Conducf Some exercise of reflective analysis through its

fair notice, Hu sfaTul
LOkere the statute of §l5°id(a3 preserves 

erms and definienS, only fben can Hne statute preserve

also preserve fkc sfrenyfk of Hie First Amendment while also enlarging fke freedoms Within a Society Whose 
preservation is mutual. By Contrast, without any measure of reflective analysis, fben fke Groof. Maintains fhe greed 

fo fcbrvunale \t line between what fbe Goaf, nay Suppress and What if mac^ nof, (U.S, v idiHio-MS, ^S3 US.

cun3
fke fair notice d ded- 6f e Canenan 3

3power
2?5(3R(zoOg))(dissenf)

In OilliamS, this Court upheld a reflecfive analysis whereby fke Specific infenf fo Solrcif aefua) child pornography 

ded on fhe infenf f0 Cause Hie listener fo Subjectively form fke Correlative belief, By Contrast, cohere a

3Ap*H,py.lM(,> and the intent is indifferent ho whaf

f fbe Material, Hie Corresponding intent fo effect anj ComMon 
f Causing any distinction Can only be anoJyeed in terms of 

ishable BccaSsion wherein the id ill rams dissent emphasreed

was 3row./)
theSpeaker merely chafes a <^uabfatioe preference 

to Subjecti'yely farm a belief ab 
distinction Can only be equally indifferent. Ti­

the Composite Constitution of a Subjectively 'indisfi 
would be '‘wifetkering fhe pouer fo Suppress proposa 
likely effects 3z.l^) as there is no anal yea Lie effect referent to

Causes

f the naflistener are ooa
ic weans o

'T hu f assessment of HieIs about extent pornoyrap
IfiMate

com an 3
pc of composite unify.an u

f Composite unify under ^iSld^*) extends fhe Conclusion that no 

f a debatable claim <fApp. A,pg. 1) fo include that "vio Subjectively actual 
involved here" is not debatable aslony as al5cid(a') refers any kind of child pornography Without distinction

F".) The binder to a) of Tragedy

actualIfimate typLackm 
involved here fails fo

wn ore oan u3
minorpresen

In Davis, <1)avis,kl) this Courf looked at fke residual applicalion of the statute that effected Certain underlying 

offenses, The residual statute itself however, 'provided no reliable way to determine which offenses Qualify, and 

"impossible'1 fo Scuy what Congress intended. It Was also ''impossible ho Say fhaf the law> gave 

of Hie extensiveness of its Scheme..
that if 3was 
defendants* farr warn in3

in I ended §l5ld(a) tb have effect whereby there i 

y as, the Subjective aim was a means of effecting child pornography 
f a Subjectively indifferent intention. If is Impossible Id Say it, under 

,nf to whether Hie Conviction is grounded in facts where everybody it> halk 

iny^ provided that Hie pornographic. -Speech has fhe indistinguishable appearance, of 

phy', there by the ciivc|ua|ihed pomegraphic Speech is strict liability Speech.

6y this Same extent, it is impossible to Say 

ubjecfively actual minor involved here as lonq as 
oat distinction and incidenfly, by 

<3l5cH(k)/ BonytSS itself is iodifkre. 

about the veru Same th

whether Gore ress

with reason o
in9

3
ffcckna actual child pomogra3

a.



ernogruphic Speech Is giv/en extensive ground between B|5cH(il)Gnd thereby fhe.

dot perfectly defined by only generic clefnfcnS. Generic definiens coerc observed in DctOiS 
/daoih, id') and this Court Catagorieed the term 'offense" to ‘Wry ad ject two different Meanings. One is 

Gnd fine other Is Specific, in fhe generic Sense, the term Means 'u>hal an offense. normally-or (.J) ordinarily 

flof u)haf happened fo occur on one occasion,

5fricf liability p
Substantive offense is

enerra3
enfuik,

plnic Speech, fhuiifh fhe extensiveness of pfrref liabil.bg pg a §ZZ55 pefrf

ordinary attempt otfense., and ifs ordinary Substantive offense Kaye generic intentions and generic 
which 'dissimilar situations ^Absfrach'c>ns,id^ have Keen qeomefricieed bu fhe extents of ordinary and normal 
abstractions* However, in fhe ordinary Substantive offense( there is a. unique psychological nexus between line 
C^ftndtr and fine Specific Oicfirn- The ordinary Substantive offense is distinct fo fhe Specific occassiens between fu>o 
people, or between one Self'idcnfifyrng prostitute Hod fhelr Society. "the ordinary offense is fhe specific effect- of 

pornographic Speech on a “Specific person's Knowledge and between fhe two people who ate unique in every offense.

Gcomefrscall ornocrareviewm Jion3 overt acts in

2 )

5

1
fhe

In AbrannS (tfbrams v (J.b., Z50 lU. Ub, Lit, (fll^ Jushce Holmes emphasised final fhe Word 'intent 

fhan knowledge af fhe time of fine act fhaf fke Consequences Said fo he infended will ensue, Fundamentally, tine 
formula <dxempkfies that eyery lntenlibn is chiral fo fhe knowledge whrch presupposes if* But knowledge is variable, 

and fhere is actual knowledge., fam*. har . knowledge, genuine knowledge, and prepositional knowledge.. Genuine 
Knowledge is Subjective hekef and propositional knowledge Extends hefween acfual a/nd genuine knowled

Means no

More

5e>3
In hybrid farm, propositional extensively eonneefs acfual Knowledge end genuine knowledge by means of Ufh 

actualities and potentialities, In potenba.1 ity, fhere is divergence in general potenhalibeS effeefed by ‘Mutually Consistent 
Ittrnaf.Ve, and provided by, fine multiplicity of efernal chiefs, ' and fhere is conoergence in real pofenkatiks effected

prooided by fhe acfual Woifd" (Process,icl^ General potentialities. involve divergence In one's 

imagination fhrough fhe familiarity of orewmsfances and

The pofenhaJiki ---real or imagined — of an atfempfed flS'ldfe), IlS'il^), fmds fhe Composite.,•n of Subjechvic 

osifioned knowledee of '

or a
a&. Conditioned bu fine data.3 uenfs.imagfnafion, and real pofenhakfits Const1convert.?.J

P 3kactuality In ne prop 3
Knowingly, recrutf, harbor, proo.de, eke., a person 'Knowing or in reckless disregard of fke fatf fhaf fke person 

has nof affatned fke age of I"? gears and will be Caused k engage in a Commercial Sex act - or kowing a 
reasonable opportunity fo observe./1 </§i5‘il(a)-(c)/(reasonable opporfunify k observe intent to obserye)

I potentiality ok “ 

oh fhe
In iis frrsf exftnsion, fke ordinary Subsfanfve offense has fke propositional knowledge with fh 

nowmgly iecruif, etc...a person, Th.s Constitutes a Conoergence m Imagination whereby fke Speech enhads an 

fransifioe verbs fisted Wfher Wifh fhe indicative. he Lag for fhe Capacity fa be effected by

nof an intention <.ffecfin

e roo. P
k 1

Oho.tsoever, Sy fhis, fheanyone
J

proposihona.1 knowledge is an infenfico effeefed by a person <g a person.

I Hie aye of 1$ uear^ 
&

By a Separafc geomefn'c measure, fhe phrase, Knowing fhe facf fhaf fhe person had Oof afl

ly been exemplified by Composik'onal aefualifitS whereby fke prcoosif'ona! knowledge is exclusively ^

by a Specific and idenflUk ind-Viduak <Q,S. - Geksfer, U,s ll?^7 (^Zool)>(fke Booh "agreed k prooide the idenhies 

of fke Specifrc OichmS So finaf fhe facts Considered ky fhe Grc.nd Jury weald be the veoj Same as me faefs presenfed

arnec5 tfedhas ordman

3
:iS.



Wx! knowiedye of fine, predicate offcast is orciino.nly Conditioned by a very specific fact 
1 fact of Composition under fine statute which is exemplified by the. generic <guali fake 

pa+fero of 'h. Minor." Tft actual knowledge of tfie Substantive offense is ordinarily a predicative puffern uikich is 
"ConSubstanficJV to Vfte knowledge. of that pattern <fcfS. J Ibny /(3 T- 5upp. ?d till (^2o ^(discuss iny Consubsfainb'c'Jity )

af trial'), indicative,! j, fin t ac
and fkaf there is no 3 entrci

33
ordtoo-n Ihas nof attained fine. aye of Iftyears has a predicative pattern otuch 

be exemplified by actual occaSSitmS of Constructive kncwledye Suck as reckless disregard, or reasonable opporUnil^ Vo 
observe < These are Congressional efforfs la "dislcdye. Mens rea with respeef fo fbc aoe of the victim, <US.v Robson, 
lot fi5d Z7, ^M-35 (V'-Zoik)') Under this extension, %I5CH Ca') Could be an attempt offense which is qualified by an 
infenV fo recklessly disregard the ace value, or inbenf to observe fbe aye value. /tlthouyln, 'Hit Wk disfavored the

f fine defendant never observed Hie victim').

filer extension, fbe I jCananyuaye,n anc

f>Th 1

strict liability option ' even i

"Tbt final extension is fbe attempt within fine Substantive offense itself and fbe proposifional Knojdeclyc is exer-ipl* ktel 
L {he Composition of familiar knowledge whereby fbe Subjectively acfual Uwledye £S qualified by fbe SufjecW belief 
fbaf fbe 5ubiecb\ic kef- will be caused k enyaye... The Subjtcbve form of fbe familiar knowledge has Vine referent 

"established moduS Operandk‘<(U'S’-Todd, <°t7 ^d ^ ^ (<i-Zolo)) Uith a familiar pattern o 
y propositanal knowledge has abandoned any Substantial effects from fbe d.Vtrytnce of imay 

familiarity is grounded in proximate. physical recognition fo authentic biskriccd occas&onS.

J f Conduct, fineto an
five fee bns and fbeina 3ord tnar

3
|L. ^Scx Traffickny ‘ An Overview of federal Criminal LaW, ly Conyrtssie/iai Research Riofuo (py .5, [)•?%, 

Z<j. hffp5'l/fas,ory^^discussiny fbe potential fir acfual minors fo receive prosecution when encoded in Survival Sex), Vbc 

SubsUfive offense kaS tke leyiskW Capacity lo prosecute fbe pomoyraphic Speech effected by fbe Source, fbc nediaboo, 
and fbe desknafion. because fine whole offense is'the effect of the pornographic speech on'the speaker’s knowledge followed 

by {heir chiral intentions fi> pornoyraphically speak about the yu ablative patkrnS of fine statute reyard less who is doMy Vbe 

Spealciny by means of their pornoyraphiccdlu effected knowledne.

idhen 'read litera

J3
of ll^dfa) under the doefrine of attempts extensively Connects fo fine substantive

natural liberty of indefcrwinakflcSS cohere, fbe (j-haractef of yenefCa 

infenfions cmd yeneric overkaefb kavc only fbe sty-nib'eance of appearance or Viea general tendency

^idllliamS, id^

By addition, fbe power 
offense and Commun (cafes With its own

After extensive ejection, bas fbc i£al pofcnb'cd fo shift fbe locus of fbe Substantive offense ont

infinite number of members by yeoMcfrically Cons'trucbny a kur-d.Viension J Sphere of propositional Uodtdye 
lanar to the ordinaru extensive, order of a normal offense. Ufhaf becomes ‘knowaMe bas a. multi-

no lon&er confined or

o an

non-Co Pdimensional vector character cobereby kt comparative accuracy of Spatial definition is ^
frplled by presentational immediacy; in that tke Causal efficacy of the Subjective fact becomes indisfinjuishablc 

between tbt. indicative feeliny therein the loyical subjects of §15^1^3?) are derived, and tine innaqmafive feefi/i 

lokerein the predicative pattern of ar\ absfraclwe Set of Condi lions is deriveefi

5
nCon

3 3

In the underfoiO of fracedy, then Without tine balance of liMifiny principles advanced by §15^4(9-3 wnder fbe 

neof attempts, tke Piulti-imcnsional propositioned kn^ledyt is U necessarily Controlled by Qualiktive 

ns fir a knowable’1 u^kich Is Spatially transitive in a route of historically acfual occassions because
pai

n



Irfu Hit term flit fa cl withowe.r to Quaiiunder §(Sc1Ll(a.\ -Hit doctrine of attempts does no! have He legislative [>
Hit Subjective rvjoclir "actual. flor Confine Hie definite cuticle Hie from acc,uiVin 

"a" Subjectively' II is impossible h

a >nt
a He (jene Cab cloy force of

^UlYiOQ II

'intended •y how broad in appearance Coo Sat nyress

lAtboul lie balance, of Uiliny principles advanced by §)5cH(a')/ linen He Mulli-dimenSionat propositioned 

knoodedye Is nob necessarily Confined by Hit yualifative paflerns in a knowcddc uilntctn iS spatially Conh'y

taticmal immediacy because He doclfine of attempts does no! have He leyislative pooler H qualify 
with He Subjective Modifier "specific" nor confine He pattern H have He untjudy 

Speakers.

uouS

in ifs presen
Hit term He person" UDI'

betlifu for a SanenessSubic efi’o Weenran’j

LdiHouf He balance of iimitioj principles advanced by §15^(4^, Hen He Multi'dimensional proposifional 
HnoJedne is nof necessarily Confined by He Qualitative patterns in a knoWable cHich is Spatially Relative fo 

ana Vii'sTor>c<xl actual OCcaSSicnS of

by He Qualitative patterns in a knoWable idiich is Spatially felt 
Subjectivity because He doctrine of attempts does not haoe He 

leej/5laffot power H intensify He atteMpkr's Subjects kncwledye and replace He ■"reasonable opportunity fo 
observe," VeeUeSS discard,''o' "knoWincwith He ueefor character of yenuiac knojltdyc. “Hereby, an 

attempt offense Can be an inftnf fo reasonably observe He Suijech've facty as an unknown, anknewabk
. observe,

Ifi'diMtnsioo&l propositionalOifbouf He ba-knee of llmifinc principles advanced by SlS^tfl), Hen He mu 
knowledge h nob necessarily confined by He cjuabtalioe. pattern in a knowuble uHich is temporally 
uJifbi duration bti He ordinary Measure of anu historical Subjectively acfual occassioAS because Hie doefrine of ^ 

attempts does not bate He leyislalive power Fo Quantify He Scalar value of He possessive terms, 'has nol attained, 

fs exclude He pseudo-Scalar potential as He <|uolilcdiv«- pattern . appears Fo be- Psuedo'ScalafS occur ooFieri Hie System) 
d Fo a new System (t.e., X i '~Xj} ^Oxford Dtctione.ru of Physics 5'e<l(^c®^

llu confinuouS1>1
3

is cb yor my

tdifbouf He balance of hmitiny principles, Hbe universe of inchoate crimes [becomes] expandable indefinitely, 

^u)i||i&MS, 314^ (dissent) By HiS yeoMtfric Measure, He Substance of • uHcd is %l5cil-| (H), ^Hllfa), becomes 
Unrestrained in ifs Scope wherein any atfe/mpt fo Com mil Hit substantive offense bas He- indefinite extensiveness of 

intent to reasonably observe He virtual facts uHich Subjectively appear
by reason of an outside observer's inconsistent; and Arbitrary assertion about a/iofbefls SubjecW.

ptreepfions lOifboat reyard H Sabjeclivt beliefs.

anye

D fo be. k minor'1 but in unknouin
anu

lote a mrnor

(?) The Perpetual Perisbig^ Holmei

fls a Scholar in He Common-LatO doctrine of attempts, Justice HoUtS bad understood Hat He cHempHr's 
Subjective aim followed He natural cbirallly of Heir Ou>n effected knouiledyC. and Hat He aftempfor s subjective 
intention acquires chirality fro on He "proximate, motive" by reason of He genuine knoidedye uibicb. instantly Supports 
H In cbiral rorm/ He aftemptor'S "actual intent (!..) necessary to constitute an attempt, is presupposed by Heir ou>J) 
cjenulnelu Hue belief Hod Hey HemstlveS have "no doubt of [Heir] premises, or [Heirj pouer and uiant[^J a Certain 

result with all [Heif] heart. <^bramS,(nZS)("ltoUesS)

Id follow Hat, if He attemptor doubts H Here would Acjurally be & cbiralAcacrdinyly; it
doubt in He extent of Heir powefi If He aftemptor baS cbiral doubt in H

eir own premises, 
e ex

1woa
tent of Heir power, Justice AlA\j

3o.



sense of 4r^. . ^U-S. Hansen, 
of funclioa whereby Holmes had 

e infenfions.

Bcurcff has recenfly explained fhaf, we would nof undersfand odfempf in ds ordinar 
W3- 5,Cd, H3Z, IW By fhis yeoonefric measure, fhtre is anakyy of

chirafify between ffie aflempfor's Subjecfwe tcners

D fif/ecf1)uan
"Hie menfal oalues and Sub'itcffuas a J

Quanfifiably, Hit ualues for Hie doubfless power could he Measure! as fht shortest disfance between any Subjetliot 
aim and any prox<Ma|ely motwaliny unit of propositional knowledge by excluding as Much imayinahwe feehny as 

sihle, Oifhcut fhe excesses of imayinafije fee lino ffie shortcsf disfance in fine chi ratify Could disfinyuisk befween fhe 
e general essence of Suijecfiviity (ey. fhe bacholerette's dress) and fhe subjtcWly acWl 

intcnh'on affached fo fht nouel Consequent. (a.q., Post-Mr. fi>ahf)

pos
differentiated Want for Hian

IHeasurably, when Hie pornographic speech is entirely Subjectified in Hit privacy of fhe speaker, how dots fhe So-Called 

inftnfion beyin fo Speak of Subjecfioely acfual child porncyraphy if fht exfernal Symbolic reference a Model of Jane 
Dbe) is accidentally specific, abstract,'there is no familiarity wifh fhe effect, and me hare hones unoua 
intention fo haue Commercial sex With a minor' Can be-by fht inoiolable liberty within Hit power ok reason"’of fwo oenj 

differtnf SuhjeeWe heliefs and of chrralify H> fhe Subjective intentions, which lack <|ualifah\it inoesliq-af/Vi formulated 
by SuhjecfiMe Modifiers fhaf pattern flit po/ncyraphic Speech wifh distinctions (a<j. fhe I

lif'ed Confirmed

actual )
i(rr\

In one case, fhe chirality of Hie subjective aim Can be MoWed by fhe idea of a Subjectively acfual <jua|itah\ie pafkm 
for Hie Suh'iecfioe fach The -Subjectively acfual Cjuat dative pattern for fhe Subjective fack is fhe Subjectively acfual facf 

had nof attained’the aye of IS years, founded in fhe Subjective heliefs inherifed from proximakly actual 
analoau of function- Qualified by familiar knowledge is Hie Suhiecfiotlu acfual intent fo haul Se* 

lohrcVi has nof affained fhe ace of 1$ mows in Commercial

4J
fhaf Hit person 
occassions wifh 'JSome
wifh an acfual minor

i) C6.pO.Clhj,5 If
In anofher case, fhe chirality of a Constitutionally prolecfed Subjective infenfwn has fhe Suhjech'oe aim which is mokiuafed 

Dvj Hit idea of a subjective facf with’ a "perceived a^e."(App,Xp^.43)("fht perceived aye of child-like Sex dolls should-he 
Considered {!..) in fhe feroanf Social dehafe (<X fhaf felales fo fhe ownership of child-like Sex dolls ) Unis would he fhe 

Subjective belief of fhe facf fhaf fhe Subjective facf has nof affained fhe aye of I? years in appearance, wifhouf Hie exfra, 

additional Subjective belief fhaf Hie subjective facf is aclually under fhe aye of I? years. If is one less Sub'iechve belief and 
grounded in a subjectively oirtual yualifcdive pattern where fhe Subjective fact is MereJy perceived)!
"hose minor-like, qualifies. H is fhe chirality of believiny in Hie essence of minorness Wfifheuf More.

ion ot <n ex

flaboralively, when fhe perceWahL knoWahk is a child-like Sex doll, if is reasonable fhaf fhe Subjective &cf is of a 

do-scalar ucJue. Qualifafwtlj ageless (i.e., fimtlcss), Hie doll nevier acfuallij acjeS and wifh fhe pseudo - Scalar |uahfafwe 
ffern, fhtre would nof likeltj he a Uecfar more Hnan Hie mere belief fhaf Hie Subjeclwc facf appears /o Lt of anu cerfain 

belief, fhis has fhe ueefor tharaefer of eskmcihon.

seuf
pa
a^e. As a mere

In mereness, and Wifhouf an exfernoj Symbolic reference (t.y jamdiankj hj proxij), fhe ageless fermi a minor which had 

ot IK years, is indisHnouishakle in ifs pofenfral and Can only he perce W able as he my an esh'm&led 
Suhsf&nct, fhe pseudo-Scal&r facf is hnowakle hj reason of a feeble irnayinafwe fetliny ffvouyh one's 

proposifional knowledoe. lo Cedfrasf ho any knowledge derioed from dishnyuisbahly familiar pcfenfials, Hie Subs knee of 
fhe Indisfinouishablc pofenffal has wifhin ifs SubjecfiVe, Hrm fbe OecW character of Suhjecke estiMakn 1 1 °

(e.y,, how ola is Smurfeffe, sfrawberry shorfcake, efc./

nof affained fhe 

s ownIn ifminor.

as a

l\.



In Williams (brlliwvis, id) -kiTs Court Supported Hit reflect analysis for child pornography whereby, Hu defcndarif 

\ believe HicxV Hu picture contains certain material (fi.) and not merely in Kfs» estimation. Supported further wcW> 

Hial( 'whether Someone- Held a belief or had an intent is a true- false deferminaf ion, oof a Subjective judgment. ^h3ot)
ms

True or fidse, the chirality of Hit actual intention is presupposed by actual beliefs which rtflecl Gucdftuhvt 
■HernS where presentational immediacy and Causal efficacy justifies Hit reasons h> behevt. lo Hit child like 

rtay he Hit Subjective belief Hiaf Hit doll has XjZ Scalar Value, but if is More justified fo Merely believe thaf 

11 1 pseudo-Scalar aye values onlu qive estimations

doll, Hie re
' Pa

bfo l>eHie doll nXu 2.1 ecauseClears

vo-lues because.d Hie System changed lo pseudo-Scalar aye
dtr constructive interpretation, fhe statement, I 

fliod Hie chirality between SubitcW belief and 

lifted term, “a minor,' g

disavowed His Subjective beliefI rue. Oof false, B 
Hie Good, does nod Control all of Hie faefs or laW. U)lHi libtrfy 

S HnoiO all abouf Me, qaws Hit Supplement ref

anronsen
un

3 ere neeyuess you yuy 
Subjective intention toaS 
feeling where 'f

iMaoinadfije.ded on Hit estimation Hiaf lb save ant un^ua 3yroan
b U a minor which hacl nod adfainecl Hie aye of IS years.appears

"It Would bt bard for [lW«on] fo Hot With himself if bt kneel ht Violated a real person" <VE*PCJ-8) ^ ^

Confuted inlenfien was actual," then under a Holms standard, if would "fender Hie_oH.trwise innocent acf harmful 
because if raises Hit probability fbaf if Would have bee/sj followed by Such ofbtr acts anc! events as u.dl all 

loqtHitf reSulf in barn'' Rationally "the importance of Hicmtenl is nof fo show Hiaf fbt acf was Wicked, tad to show 
Hktlu to bt followed bq Hurtful Consequences, ^Common Lo.U>,id/fdiscussiny attempt offtnsesjf Holmes, J,)Hiaf if 1was

pragmatist and knew Hiat one May have 'intended not to break Hit law, but only to yet as 
be could, willed bt bad Hie right to do, (Itornmy a District of Columbia,25d U.S. D^,I31 fl'Uo)) Holms 

eaualL cautioned there art "dancers of Q a given System, ours, for instance, Con be Worked out like Mathematics frem Some 

cfeneral axioms of Conduct," (The Path of b*,iy Holmes, tU.fiw. (l*V7)) In remedy he prescribed that a body of law is more

rule if contains is referred articulately and defi'nifdu. (id)

b
fhe I 3near

3 civilized when everrational and more 3
ioilited, under the doctrine of attempts, has no rule fairly articulated whereby Bronson

informed Hiaf traveling fo a Meeliny place would be af bis peril lo face a foregone probabi 
lified Inferprefalions of rus words, and an attorney's 'subjective legal analysis, that be showed up bo 

§) These irrational and uncivilized axioms of Conduct avoided Hie external standards of liability 
estiyabvclu and justifiably Measure the shortest distance between feeble prepositional knowledge and 

Subjectively feiyned infentian when there is no Such fftinij as a IZijr, old, or a minor, articulated by § Ibid (ft),

Irrational and 

should become 

arrest, iuigua! 

pay'^npji. G,py, 
which would inv

unc
e Cause.

3
turntinder the doctrine of justification, a perception of one Species Must have Some ground fn Common With Hie percep 

C)f another specitS, So Hiaf a Correlation between the pair of percepfa is established, (Process,icl) Common yroand 

offers Hie Symbolic reference whereby "the perception of a member of one Species evokes its Correlates in 
Species, andJ precipitates upon this Correlate fhe fusion of feelings, Motions, and derate acbonS, which belony to 

Cither pair of Hie Correlates, and which art also enhanced bq Hus correlation, yd)

which Gives reason lo actual lq believe, Hien when Hus 

" <Hpp.£,id/ what

filer£ 0

f
Hie first ftme Hiaf Bronson 

was an
If this Is Hit justrfreaf

bad ever Contacted an escort Service

wasren
dfd he have fo actual I a believe that Hiere Jreason
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lalron between feigned intent and actual intent, or between general potential and reed potential. lOhcT ftoSon g 
justification that He inquirg ln&d a correlate tn He proposition grounded on Hit Com non, 'a Miner in acfuabtg.

dnalogouslg termed Hit Substantial step, Hie principle of perception just, fits attaching li'cctil.kj af Hie federal 
instance wherein Hit pou.tr within He fettle propositional feeling foregoes its I'M&Qinakvc feelings and becomes S^Mfc»e>|iccJlcj 
transferred info ffie power necesseru to effeef fke chiYcdilg between genuine knowledge and Subjeckvelg actual intention. 
Ikis veru private Moment does need the stereotype of any generic substantial sfep. Ik power kad Huelcj keen transferred, Hen 
fke resulf would nof ke "Hie lone statement of skepticism'1 {^pp. &,fgdl) because all Hie power would have teen 

transferred info Hat "fusion of feelings where fke Substcnkal step occurred. In real kmc, Hie frustration ok a fusion of 
feelingS is nof mitigated by being "skeptical and fke frustration of acfual infenkon is nof Mitigated by unjuskfied 
Correlates when Congress has nof S beta loe. |g defined traveling fo meet as fbe Substantial sfep far probable Cause,.

aVCcor re

i?

Signifying fkaf everybody was not talking atouf Hie very Same Hmg, Hie lone statement of skepticism eannof JusVrky 
fkaf fraoakna ro meet is alwags a Substantial step towards He Completion of Something because He skepticism indicates 
that Here IS nof a fusion of feelings. Lacking a fusion by lacking SamcncSS during fke matrix of infantes inkibits He 

fransfer of power from Host instances onto an lnsfanct which introduces SomeHing wen more liagut and expuns we. In 

liked Confirmed Tn fen two of 'a minor is not a jus fit able fransfer of power.kind, Hie ungua

f (flpp. fl.pg. l') does not magi ccd I g qual i fg 
f distinguish between general potential and 

ikt He correlation between a 
''common" which has no

Sfatemenls consistent with an intent to follow through on the arrangemen 

fke Correlation between feigned intent and actual Intent b 
real potential, and Hie ''requested [] 12-gear c 
genered inquirg and preposition to be necessarily justified as on 
Composition &S a general fact There is no Suck Hi
ualifative pattern of kaviing a Scalar value of 12 temporal gears. There is no such /funj

if does noecause '
Id for sex does not automatical I ucui

actual intention r Some
(i.e, Jane Doc') who exhibit HieIZ-wr. old. On Iinc,

h
as a g persons

as 'a minor.'*

Idifkouf Teal juslikcation t° transfer power fro.vi one unqualified infenkon onto anotker unqualified infenkon, dshed-

ked whereby He fusion of feelings was financed by He power transferred From inquiry fis proposition.
The only enkanced feeling is He misinterpreted statement, I guess you guys knoO all about Me, allnick Cannot be. Hie.
Confirmation of an intention where He onlg justification of 0. Subjective intention |S c rounded on He lone statement of

skepticism. Tkere is no skeptical Correlate between Search behavior and Causal xhaoior, Causation is powerless, w I5|l(a),

correlates were eve

He psgckological nexus of Bronson's Sworn statements, He shortest distance, between 
propositional knowledge and Subjective intention bas He Connexions Hade during Hie plea Colloquy whereby the iTagisfirafc 

bad kis reference H 'a Minor,** He atforneg bas his reference lo "a Minor," and He Coot, kad Heirs. 5ronscn could 
have infenkon in reference to Some unqualified minor in Someone else's Mind and be kas vlo profeefion fro.m the

g'*^flpp,bpg.32.^ of temporal instances Within the Speech.

Uniusfified to claim Control overJ
0

%never
''infinite arradouble jeopardg when He (took presents an

|g justification for He Infinite array is H
Online stranger, "This juskktakon onlg Means that, while He law does still and always, in certain Sense, Measure legal 

llabilitg by Moral standards, it nevertheless, bg the very necessitg of its nature, is Conknuallg UnswuHog H 

standards into external or objective ones, Horn which the actual guilt of the party Concerned is wholly eliminated.

P
travel fo Meet anshouldl standard HatThe Coot everno on ee. Moras, on

o5€ Mena

^Common taw, id^ fitolmes, 3.}

33.



Justice Holmes uncluslood that the doctrine of attempls Meant Hie Scheme as a whole 5eemed k be within the 
reach of the laW whereby, as a whole, the attemptor's Scheme was to fasten the principle fact to o. Cer 
place."^Swiff i Co. «(J.S.j 1% 11.6. S75, 3H (hies)) 1a its unify, Coordinate division Could analyze Hie Genetics of each 

attempt offense by measuring the fxlensive relationships between the constituent elements even where The 
numbercus and shifhny(>.i) their nature Must be, So extensive in time and place, that Semefhtny of imp 
applies to them. (kl)

fain lime and

h,are Sou if litoSSs a
an attempt offense is justified by yenefically Measuring the. relationships 

eir "extensive order. (^Process,id') line principle or extensive order is, Hie Solidarity 

of whole k parf, and of overlapping So as fo possess Common parks, and of Contact, and of offer relationships derived 
from Hiese primary relafionships.' (ti) "Hie Solidarity of fhc relationships is described by Hie Correlations between Hie parks 

uiifkifi fhe whole of a Scheme and under Hie principle of communication Hie Correlations are qualified if in Cxtenf, 
\t Constitution of particular exisfenfs [are] described So as fo exhibit Hneir CapacifieS for beiny Condifroned by

ficulars. ffd)

In coordrnale division, fhe b'abiliki ofafhe Constituent eleMenfs inbe Wen

3

[Hie] p in other parewers

kcal terms, fhe Scheme wifhin fhe private psyeholocka.1 nexuS of the aftempkr Would exhibit Certain 

latio.ns between Hie parts whereby Hie extensiveness of the parts is Condifioneci by Weir capacity fo Communicate ^
Solidarity to Hie Scheme. In effect, "no entity Can have an abstract status in reod unity 

in actual fact Converts the hof-yiven' for that fact into 'impossibility for Aa/ fact.

n prac

t&crt
with each cHier thereb 3/,\iVino5j"Hie Completionb yivenowsecaase

Contextually, Hie unqualified Confirmed intention Hr "a Minor" which had not attained fbe aye of I? years Has 
do capacity to Communicate ar\ overlap of Common parts CIS the extension of a non-|2yr. old SU-bitcfive fact when the 

statement, I yaess youcuys know all about me,' is Suppose, k refer k Hie fact that Bronson "souybt Sex wiHi a IZyr. 
old, ' f|s an abstract fact, "a minor" Can have no real unify in a Scheme fastened k a certain hme and place because 
So much is "not-yiven' that the whole confirmed intention is Something of an Impessikhfw.

%
J

3
If Bronson intends k have Sex with a. fall minor, then it is impossible to Say that be intends k h

■short minor. If Bronson intends to have Sax with a short minor, then it is impossible k Say that be intends k have

Sex wifh a H'yeaf old mtnof, then a. 15-year old minor
Hie impossible. If Bronson intends to have Sex with a 16-year, old minor, Hie a Hyear old is impossible. If Bronson 

intends to haoe sex with any minor whatsoever, then it is impossible to Say that n 
other minor whatsoever. If Bronson intends to have sex With any other minor whatsoever, then it is impossible fo Soy
fhaf be intends to have Sex With ana Minor whatsoever, if it Cannot be Said that Bronson cxfuallu intends k b

Sex with <Xave

would beintends to b5ex with a tall mcnor. If 6 avereason

intends k> have. Sex with an3

avey3 teiyoed intent,whatsoever, Hnen his confirmed intention is no yreafer tkith an ftany minorSex w

cohere Hie unify of tke plan

and would exclude. .
ttempt offense is 4ivcn wl

fs. /Swift, id) "Ike embrace Would be the sameness oh all that is 
rythiny which is mof-yiven. If Hie only thinys yiven are the nef-yiven (i.e, a flon-IZyr. old ) then Hie whole of the 

;kj is abolished because it is in actuality, a unity of what is nef-

Jusk'te Holmes emphasised Hiat Hie Cloture of 

embraces aH Hie 

• ever

an aP
ivena rP

3
iven-33uni

If you abolish the whole, you abolish its parts,- and if you abolish any p^-'H^ Aa/ Whole is abolished, ^otess,id^ 

f Bronson So-called Scheme., all that Was Whole in the Conscious object yiven to the Grand Jury Wa5In the course 0

3i



fh<. unity of a plan which embraced Seeking Lehaoicr intent on a l2yr. old Subjective fact, However, that be is not 
&dmitbn<;, {ftpp. G.py.^ Without total reversion by Hie. Goof,, Hie orkioal pornoyraphic speech Was abolished aS <X 

d Hie novel unity constructively interpreted Cotru aspect' of me. statute. The diyniby in Hie Concepts that 

harmoniied U Justice Holmes Is perpetually pen'shimj.

'J1
3

P1 aa an
were 3

be violated under bis 122.55 post-Conviction attack
Utness is present or debatable.

shouldQuestion • Should Bronson's ConWcti
it have been resolved dlfftrenk b

i orion
its viae cause i 5

Par} 2) • After careful Consideration op Bronson's §2255, Hie first Circuit HoS Confined Bronson 5 
pornographic Speech to Hie character of strict liabillhj Criminally pornographic Speech 
Without consideration to Hie' Speaker's Inviolable liber fy-fo make Words stand for what idea 

ht pleases whereby Such v/ayue ideas are 
protected under Hie first Amendment.

&ulhoratafiuc|y Supportable and otherwise ConstikdibnaJky

(\) DehocHaHte

Substantial showiny of the denial of 
ists Could delete whether,.. Hie

a certificate of appealability, must Mak 

Ibat standard is met when reasonable jar 
different Manner. {Slack J fAc Daniel, 52S (JT. (loo&j^

an applicant Seekino

yhfY^ZsYYl)
petition .should bane been resolved in a

Under §ZZ55,
a Constitutional ft

e a

In Osborne {^Osborne v. Ohio, HftSU.S. 103,10Yw)Vthis Court held that Ohio's proscription of the possess tea and 

uicuMnn of child pornography was permitted under Hie first ftMendnie.nl because (&k Ohio did riot rely on a pcuemah&h'c 
interest in reoulatiny a person's Mind, (if loH) In auoidlny any paternalistic interest in reyalatino a person's Mind, Hie 

Osborne Court found that Hot Ohio provision Was construed "by limiHny Hie statute's operation. M"V Yratio 
limited to Hit qualitative paHtrn for nudity Speech which Was a lewd exhibit ton and Hie Scienter element Was Supported 

by a default statute specifying that recklessness applies, {at 1(3^

f
n toas

By Contrasb Hie first Circuit departed So far from Osborne's more narrowed approach : that instead af finding debate 

in the VaqueneSS of Bronson'S unqualified, pornographic Speech, Hie Court Made Hie Speech to be strict liability 
Consideration Hr Bronson's Subjective state of mind as he proffered his plea, Even as Bronson explicitly informed Hie 
Courtj' "l pled guilty to a Uirlual MMor. ktot a fictitious Miner. >do| an actual Minor {^pp.ft^py, 52/ me Court enWed 

that "no actual Minor Involved here fails to present a debatable claim. {AppApy-V

with no •
3

Clearly, 6ronson‘5 claim was ho Subjectively actual Minor involved litre when be repeatedly aryued Hio.t 
"'drsaviowal for Hit aye A u>aS a disavowal for Hie whdt element of 'had not attained, the aye o> If yews and not 
just the-parts"{'App. ft*6,py. ISd)(of the original conscious object) if was repeatedly aryued that the omission of the. 

Court's explanation)' {App. Rpy. H3) f°r Somethin y Comparable H> Hie Common-LaW concept of actued intent, had 
^stymied ffti mesS^d') where 'Hiere is no statufoiy definilion fir atfempt (...') in federal laW {%• kpy. ly

Hie statute by qualifying the intensity of any 

the extent of Hie statute's reach, Instead, it Made strict babibt
Departing from Gsmmon-tauJ, the First G'rcuit did not

Scienter under §|5TH(A and if did not quantify 
of Bronson's pornoyaphic speech with paternalistic interest and Without Consideration te Bronson's inviolable.

^ 35 .
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..

l;befL to Make u3ofdi stand tor uihat idea he. pleaseS- Instead of locking to "tonsW. Hie statute to avoid the statutes' 
potenfLllg overbroad reach (Osborne, dA-by finding debate On whether Hie guilty plea represents Hial ohatr was 

being discussed tons] the very Same object of Mental klenldtab, Idg (fyplpjlA Hie Court Simphy 'presumed 

(Hpp, A,py l)> the unqualified truth atml BronSon Subject,\>dvy and Set precedent- foe ok id- liability pornographic Speeds

if "Hie omitted information a»uld have.k Ike same extension, Ike Court referred Id Ike Tranks hearing claim Hial 
keen included, probable Cause toas still established ■ Hie affidavit slated that Bronson kad Rested a l3yc.r-cld yrl

$lOO°° an hour in rekrn j tkal he kad Iken appeared al an agreed Meekicj place; and 
ent, kt Made olker statements Consistent with an intent to kllow through i?n

even

for sex and kad d k nayee
' tkat taken apprehended ky ku) enf 

eMent, (Applpc, 1)
orceirn

HK arran1
Objectively, Ike Court's Sociopathic assessment is precisely Ike paternalistic approach Hial ignores Hie realdy of 

Someone's mere Search. kehauler for general potentials, cr Someone's fowled inknt thereby tke skks of Gock 
sling operations t&. knoun as relarded. TaternalisliSM May kc Granted With a. Model of Jane Doe, tut Hie. 

prospect of crime l] by itself does not justify ku)S Suppressing protected Speech. (Free Speech,tMb)

Ike inclusion of Bronson's. "skepticism" rear rants a debate about probable Cause herein, 'Ike want of probable 
refers (...) only to Ike state of the defendant's knowledge, not to his InUh" (Common Ua, id) (dtien included, it is 

plain and clear tkat lie afklauit is not unequivocal (flppAf^ 11V lout Bronson's propositional Uuded^e wWn 
fkc pornographic "images exist in kis head, and there is no day of U cuing uihal those 'Mays look l-ke. (J) If The 

intentions are ftioned; ulkicti minors arc not "emotional' patterns and psycho logical processes that tmody Hie eternal 
" (fipp. A, pals') produced by lie fos of continuity is subjective experience."(typ. A,pgl2) There is no general 

fact of Composition Knouablc as 1 l£yr. eld. There are only persons that qualify as exhibiting the Scalar value.

1

minor

1
ears no km, lio-r reiedfon 

about about the Oer
Including the omission leaves the Magistrate "with a Series of overt-acts for Conduct askfcti be 
respect to the core Subjective ket."(/lpp.A,p^l) It is clear that everybody is not ta|U_g_ 
thine den Hie preposition is, I Can brine a l^yr. old, BfonSon Sought a I2yr. old, but noui tie does not 

c if kll VWally be." If Bronson dk not believe Hial kis intended object kad Ike Capacity h> cxisf ji^ could 

he ''intend to follow through on the arrangement! kone of these overt-acts inform Ike Magistrate about Bronson'S 
familiarity' ioith causing The Consequent nor uhy is Hiere any disconnect in Bronsons otherwise uncond, bcnal 

psychological ilexus of Intention . (d) Mothing qualifies Bronson's atkupT token ke never observed Hie potentials.

Ldhen 'tasked k par lieu lariie for the May strode plausibility k whether Bronson believes himself Hied ke is 
Capable of actually causing Hie engagement of a child enyaye, (App.ffpg, A Ike affiant's real invest, godory mark 

about kis knoJedy cooulAave found that "BronSon does not U>Q foul (id) k Commit the Substantive uine.

3

$ t

In tbe First Circuit's departure from normal procedure, Ike olailf of probable Cause J,d not refer, at all to Bronson's 

knoudedy but only to an ungual died intent. The Gaud's strict llabikbj of Bronson's pornographic Speech abandoned 
"thcleyUmacu of attempt liabi l,lj" A ,| I ,o.mS, I) (d ,ssen l) and turned Hie dock,vie into the perilous Con sequences 
for protected expression and the U Hied protects if fk') by Setting precedent for transferred intention attempt offenses.

3G-
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If il is debatable whether Counsel should have protected Bronson's 1^ and *d ~ dmendmenf rights With o. franks 
Waring because there is no probable Cause fo believe. that Bronson bas the familiar knowledge of l/mw./ig how fo 

taiolale Someone " ^App. Ii pg. 1^ then >i f^uallg debatable whether Counsel was a Complete failure under Cronic. 
i Croriic, HU li.b LM?, (©O’! (lc|8Ll^ or ineffective under Strickland (Shickla/id »-tacu>hington)‘dkUUb44S'(lc|S4'j^

ful Gclotrso.rial testing in

resumption

Crcnfc applies when ’counsel entirely fails to Subject the prosecution's Case to Meaning 
dny phase of fbe proceeding ionic's application 15 merited when there is a presumption of prejudice, Ifie on 
of prejudice Could be demonstrated in a Oariefg of wags but under fbe doctrine of attempts the impermissible 

of inlenfion from one unified Scheme to another unified Scheme inherebu both scheme are not fullq embraced

transfer

33between all of the parts Would be one route towards the presumption of prejudice.

In the Course of Complete, failure, Counsel did not offer fbe adversarial testing that the trained agent Contradicts. 

(!..) the Goof'S theory (">) which included Bronson's belief that the Victim was IZgrs. old, (%■ fvfj'd*?) Ban Son's
fbe one (act to unifg BronSon'S knowledge and chiral intention wherein there Was an embrace of the parts 

that Constituted the unitw. As Bronson disavowed the embrace of fbctf plan, Counsel Worked to transfer Us Intention 
e ’ the Gojf. agreed to the lesser charge^ we Won't mention the age., jcu It just be pleading if wc* 

<^App. F,pg. (*o) "Ibis was also his Strickland explanation of the law and trial options ^Afp.

belief was

to a new
a mi'nor.

da i necl. (ftpp, ffpg-liohf lor the Goof, and a CuiHg plea in which their offer was pre-or

ble to choose going to tried because Counsel demonstrated
Ibrs Was a two "Wo. a green ng 

teas Qiuen a defendant 
to lubricate (...')

Ihcf hewho would not b

-)Zor. old which waS nebuloasl
The Goof, e- a

lu subjective, ^App.A,pg. 11') Bg Contrast, th 

the fact,-finder would n

ure of Bronson's plan acfuallg was. Thcg (Would have never been able to factucJItj find the.V 
€verubodu was talking about the uerg Same thing, "the jurg would never have, been able to get past Bronson's feigned 

intent because there was no chiral k/loWledjC to Support actual Intent W eiHntr virtual nor actual child pcrnographvj.

W&S prepared a non
should have mooed bo dismiss under fed. Cr. R. 12,1 because

1 been able h>aft ave nejerorne 1determine, what the hue mat 1
§

(Without Consideration for Bronson's real feigned intent, the K'rsf Circuit departed from normal procedures when the 
panel made no effort fo review Bronson’s IZZ.55 claims of Croniu, Actual Innocence, and Hit others; through an element' 
ig-element analysis under Ba’tleg ^Baile^id^ wherein, if Would have found that Without chiral knowledge, then the 

feigned intent or Bronson's unqualified confirmed intention is a non-crime.. ^App. A jpg. "line Court would I

presumptive!u truthful that during such Speech, 
q an actual minor, because on actual intention

nave also
5 \ ch when if is 

intention onto
(bund that pornogr&phicallu Speaking is protected Speech 
Bronson hneO that V had no intention of directing ang 

*js not reallq voho he IS it's not the person he realU is,3
lesser-included offense Scheme as tine 

fransferred.
Question • Should Bronson not have been entitled fo a

foundation of hrs guilfg plea when intention was

the knower. "the knooer is effected 

d the intent which is meant when
Part *4 1 The nature of the effect is tine effect of the ncj- 

bg three or the knower is not So effected bg fo
Spoken, if fiS an element of legal liabilifg, is an intent directed at the harm Complained 
<jf, ^Common Law, id^(jf ImeS, >0

ure on

rce an

31.



A.") brauery is tosf

In fiandceeo /U.S. - tiandazzo, 7U Fed. ifppX^hl (Hzoll)) L Oicfi 

Hit defended andtr Hie lesser-indudtd offense, ^ 1511(b)(2)("if nof 

qualify Hit Ulcf m under Hit same mefbods as & bag of dope.

.ooy fhaf in drug Cases uie allow people Id plead fo a weighf and

complained of when Hie uiefim is Merely ?yrs. old i

f Hags of dope and Hie nature of Hit intention is effected precisely ly Hit kind 
Scalar Values fo have ifs vector character, Tilt Utcfor character is

im Was 'Purs, old - In an efforf fo give kene.fif fo 
ffected ff'j force] j, Hit attorneys Sought" fo

Hit dtfeoclanl allocate 'in Hit Same.. 
Ilocuft fo a higher wtighh (af

So e
fo haveHit ooal 

nof n
Was

auing a

f Hit Same as Hie numericalUn fortfunaftly, Hit Harm >

Hag of dope. People art no 
of kfiiral knowledge wkich does nof need fo k

fHe fraudulent Sp 
Oof have knowiedg

is no

i/alut in a
nou)

chid doesIn whereby knowledge is effected by Hit Sole element of vulnerability in Hiaf Hit listening 

f the effects of pornographic speech.
etc
t 0

IOhercku Hie SufltcW facf knows Hit effects of He pornographic speech, if 15 Hit effected nc$s of Hiaf knowledge- 
which Warrants Hit additional knocoltdgt fhaf Hie miner effected knowledge, Cannof He porno graphical Ig Spoken rn light 

of statutory effect. This applies equally fo "survival Sex" af Hit discretion of Hit governing Hodg.

la Carter (Carter 0. ill, 530 U.S. 11% Ztofzoco)) fhs Cowl found fhaf Hit lack of Mens Tea in one offense can prevent" 

Hit other, which hew Uens Tea, from being Hit "letter-included' of Hit offer, In Corky Hit distinction between S2Jft(a^ 
and 12.113(b) j where Hit former "contains no explicif Mens rea recairtmcnf of any hind and fht ledrftr, intent fo 

, fhaf fht lafW is nof necessarily-included in fhe Former,

In Mfles(U.$. v Heffles^lO F.3d 431,41; (c.e2oeo)) Hit Coarf looked af §i5ll(b)(l) cohere fht lonely language, V.d 

nof affained Hit age of Id years does nof contain a Scienfer iTe<|UireMenf.

f t% years,

M" means

By contrast, fhe statutory element) " knowing(-.) Hit facf fhaf fht person had nof affained Hie age 0 
Scienfer and cannof He neceSSan'h “included ir> Hit language, had nof affained fhe 'of Iddocs confat gears.agen a

f ISyrs/1 (flpp. Ihpg.l) "This triggers penally under prooisionindieftd, knowing (•••) had nof affained H 
§ 1511 (b)(z)f"if nof so effeeftd. .')

Aronson nt age 0coas

Bronson coaS nof indiefed, knowing (...') force,fraud, coercion.•• efc. This baggers penalfy under provision §l3ll(b)(i) 

("if effeeftd Hg forte} The language, had nof affained fht age of H gears IS a sfricflg effeeftd Hg huce clause.

^Ipp. 0,pg, 7} ( pursuafif 

l)(under ^1511(b)(2))

3 1
ISU.S. Code, Section 1511 (b)(l) offense.Convicted under fht guideline fo

leotl SM under § 2Grl. 3(a)(l)) But Bronson 'cOoald plead guilly to 0. lesser offense (App.B,pg■ 2

Counsel did nof challenge fht "penalfy substitution <(ftpQ. Ajpy.Vl) because He did nof research fht hu) fo find 

ims are nof Hugs of dope where. one is included tn Hit offer and Hiaf fheir scalar age value is nof opto ft> 

a fransferred from effeeftd fo nof So effecftdi he did nof haoc Hit bravery fo call oaf fht Goof on fheir arbifrar 
fruefiot interpretation whereby Bronson should have keen indieftd fur IWwIedge ^ which was effeefed by k 

everyone truly believed fhaf he showed up Id pay fo have Sex with a l2yr. old girl ^ftpp.I.pg. l\j

6 r anronson was

fhaf Uicf 5
3

orce.Cons

if
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cjht h> tno-oe if both ways, without HaOing if either way because Bronso.n effectively Set Hit 

precedent for Hit Firs,!- Or tail Hal Hit chirality of Hit intention Can Subjectively aim fo engage in Sexual inlercourse 
wifh ol 12-year old girl for a rale, of ^00°° ^App.6,pg.<?') Without any debale, ofeHer He indictment should Categorically be

required lo alltoe that. force lOi 11 be used lo cause He especially ouWrable child lo engage in Commercial rape because
the chi ral ly in Knowledge effected bvj Hal force‘is wholly unsupported by He statutory language {flpp.Hpq l) tberebg proomj 

Hat He lau) is nof particularly concerned aboul He violent na|ure of aa offender's knowledge when He child Has nol

allained H< flqe of H years. If is no longer a Crime of ofolence to commercially rape cbildrtn

Uslead Ht allomeciS Souj

l 3

t is losf.ecause raoerc35
pasf which mould statutorily define an attempt offense ir\ 

and Hr parlicular offenses. (Ilpp. I, py. 52"55\
Pari S‘. C bas made efforts in He 

a general manner

ongress

boH'

J\) So Her Departed

i doctrine, if >S founded on Ht HnderneSS of He laco Hr He 

and on He plain principle Hal He p

In Davis, His Hurl emphasised Hal lbe vagueness

f is Hi me.nl is vested < 0riotaH of individuals He fair nolice cf He I OLoer c puna co3
Ht legislative oof He judicial department.

dings, adopting a More expansile reading of a Criminal statute mould place 
another. ^DaJis, id^

In He usual course of judicial P recce

iHHose traditionally SympaHetic doclrines a I war w one

is He flew warfare and He fits! Circuit HaS draffed H likedLawk Ccrpor&l precedent whereby unoaa 
ffeeltd bu He Ofolenl nal

ret neware 1f force is notpornographic Speech Has Hit breadH of strict liability^ whereby He Kncwledg 
Categorically, an inlenfion effecled by tree wbtn intended upon He especially uuUerablej whereby He doctrine of attempts 
Can Support o-n attempt, to an attempt to attempt, and to He lessee-included attempt of an attempt to attempt. I3ur 
where is He Marshall line H cress when Ht only intention is a feigned intent jo observe He general potential for He 

pornographic effects of unqualified speech So Hat no one decides,,, let's just See what Happens" (Hpp. I.py-

Uifh these Arbitrary precedents, Bronson can only Wonder, are you He Minor,’

Minof’^pp. Ajpy.^-1^ When He Has no Connexions in His Mind which Signify h 

face, and Ho Subjectively actual Minor involved Here. fdpp. A, pg. D)

ure oe e 1

I He Wnor/ are me cd ( Heam
tfoMpted H fraffrek- He Has ciot a

id Hal lint was crossed.name, no

Plainly unprincipled, llS'Wfa) Has SucH Vague and Ooerbroad power Hat its exfe.nsivc.uSS Has He judicial 

authority lo reach into all but He most remote and Quantum corners within He Vacuum of Space and time. However, 
it is impossible lo Say Hat His is what Congress intended With ils attempt to attempt statute, where the Senate

if He defendant inever observed Ht Victim ^Robinson, id^

Merely CMpty Sounds ("ftpp.B,pg.k^ its bard to imagine Hat Such Hof air 

f diicchng any intention onto an actual minor.

d He strict Lability Option 'disf evenavore

is notWhen Bronson's Words Gre

protected Speech if He Had no intention o

Conclusion

Bronson requests Hat this Court grant Writ of Certiorari In his §ZZS5 proceedings
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