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I James Lawrence hereby stand by my Complaint ECF 1 and all the Responses and  
 
Exhibits from ECF 17 and ECF 20 presented in reference to Hearst’s Motion to Dismiss  
 
ECF 14.  I hereby disagree with the defendant’s arguments for dismissal, and stand by the  
 
allegations of my complaint and material I have begun to bring forward as being more  
 
than sufficient to allow this case to proceed to trial.  
 
 
As for the supposed agreement of parties not to share Discovery before the Motion to Dismiss 
 
decision, being Pro Se I am still somewhat confused as to this maneuver by Defense. The  
 
Exhibits I have shared in Responses ECF 17 and ECF 20 are essential aspects of my arguments  
 
for the case to proceed, and the nature of the types of evidence that I have submitted vary. This  
 
agreement about sharing Discovery evidence came after ECF 17 and ECF 20 and so I hope all  
 
Exhibits up to the submission of the Case Management Plan are read and reviewed for they are  
 
essential in support my positions.  
 
 
Finally according to Rule 7(a)2:  
 
“And shall indicate in the lower margin of the first page of such memorandum whether  
 
oral argument is requested.” 
 
I believe a Hearing for this Motion to Dismiss would be in order given the various issues I have  
 
presented and need to possibly aid Judge in processing all the details presented given the fact I  
 
am Pro Se apt to have unique methods like the nature of some of my writings and lack of  



 
experience in legal proceedings.  Before this 2018 fiasco I never sued anyone and have never  
 
been sued ever. So YES I James Lawrence would like to formally ask for a Hearing on  
 
Hearst’s Motion to Dismiss.  
 
 
Also I will respect Rule 7(a)5: 
 
“Except by order of the Court, memoranda shall be double-spaced (except headings, footnotes,  
 
and block quotes) etc…” 
 
Being Pro Se I will have a few unorthodox ways I present my arguments. My use of single  
 
spacing (what appears actually to be 1.5 spacing) will end as of now and I will obey the double  
 
spacing rules. I truly have a hard time with presenting a case in such a rigid way given the  
 
prodigious amounts of evidence I have to share but will be cognizant of Rule 7(a) for the  
 
remainder of the procedure.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



MORE CONCLUSIONS (See ECF 1, ECF 17, ECF 20)   
 
To conclude this document, I wish to add some more perspective. We live within a unique time  
 
of certain types of reckless bias as I have introduced within this case. Currently there is utter  
 
chaos because one horrible act of misconduct from one policeman from one police department  
 
from one town (Minneapolis) from one state of the country has made its way into the national  
 
psyche and world at large. Now around the country some people in this age of relative victim  
 
playing are using this one horrible incident (before Due Process of Law) to create utter havoc  
 
and damages via their own very special sense of justice. Some examples of the extreme and  
 
senseless damages – businesses looted and destroyed, pubic monuments vandalized, innocent  
 
people attacked and beaten to death, and policemen killed because of this one horrible incident  
 
from one officer from one police force from one town within one state. Extreme mobs all over  
 
are now looking to defund police. This is the age we are in – Internet search – readily available  
 
information at breakneck speed and this is a very telling example of the effects it has on our lives  
 
and how a piece of information can go “viral” and cause various kinds of damages. 
 
 
Issue: Pushing one’s very own special sense of justice before Due Process of Law. 
What gives people the right to act this way?  
What causes or encourages people to act this way? 
How does someone else’s business/case justly become everyone else’s business/case? 
 
 
I deserve to show how Hearst Communications’ reckless and damaging let alone unproven and  
 
un-provable accusations/actions against me has done to my life. A main antagonist of the  
 
persecution against me is the woman who approached Hearst - Wendy Higgins Chambers – the  
 
woman who read about me in the news and then went to News 12 Ct./Altice (of all people) who  
 
proceeded to (as has been established by a federal judge) “unfairly” and “outright falsely” and  
 
yes slanderously report on me only to take down their special coverage within 2 days and 



scrub their website of their coverage of me. Wendy Higgins Chambers then goes to the police  
 
who do not even make an individual police incident report for her arguably victim playing lies  
 
of me being “a creep handing her a business card at a market” all the while the police being  
 
fully empowered to take action under the statute of limitations. Wendy Higgins Chambers then 9  
 
days later (knowing I was already damaged from the News 12 persecution let alone already in  
 
the system for Due Process of Law) goes to the Westport News/Hearst Communications and they  
 
together collude to make another persistent persecutory special story before Due Process of Law  
 
and after Due Processes of Law (any past incident devoid of any arrest after thorough  
 
investigation cases long closed) again knowing I was already harmed from a previous attempt  
 
at a special story by this same woman and only this woman – Wendy Higgins Chambers.  
 
 
Yes the only woman/name is Hearst’s special supermarket subject Wendy Higgins Chambers,  
 
for the woman from the March 5, 2018 supermarket related arrest never stepped up as witness  
 
with a sworn written statement and wanted nothing to do with the arrest resulting in being not  
 
guilty of the Second Degree Breach of Peace charge maintaining my clean Ct. record especially   
 
in regard to the matters at hand in this case. Why did the alleged woman from the supermarket  
 
not come forward? Most likely she knew the triviality of the accusation – a supermarket  
 
encounter devoid of words, which is why I once again would invite Hearst to attempt to bring  
 
anyone to court to prove their “harassed women for years” accusations/charges, for the police  
 
themselves will never say that I “harassed” anyone given no prior arrests for anything including  
 
harassment let alone the actual wording within the dubiously ascertained arrest warrant for one  
 
count of Second Degree Breach of Peace of “getting into personal space” (See ECF 17, 20).   
 
When ALL the facts and all the damages are presented can we then truly weigh who is the  
 



veritable victim within this victim playing zeitgeist. 

Yes. The following is part of the overall zeitgeist of the country that should be mentioned 
now with more detailed Exhibits to be shared on this reality in the future. 

There is no doubt that certain types of press feed off if not create these various victim playing 
trends to sell newspapers. This accompanies certain types of virtue signaling, a new term now 
about the zeitgeist that came about from social media where people have a voice to pursue an 
agenda. Another disturbing example of the use of victim playing for a cause is false flag ops.  

Notice “similar manifestations in the 2010s”. My story deserves to be told in proper details. Yes 
another truly sign of the times, to which I do not totally blame on gender differences but more on 
the socio-economic beliefs and trends, much like I see the socio-economic beliefs and trends the 
source of most of the recent angers and resulting rioting and violence.  

Victimhood Culture - notice the year – 2018 – the same time as my arrest and very out of the 
ordinary resulting Hearst persecution. I ask Hearst bring forth any proven victim. 
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Victim playing is a term dealt with by various books now that became more popular around  
 
2018 – the time Hearst attempted their SPECIAL report of me before (and after) Due Processes  
 
of Law. Obviously some of this recent victim playing is a blowback from extreme aspects of the  
 
post 2016 election MeToo Women’s Marches as well as other issues not related to the Women’s  
 
Marches where people have been increasingly deploying social media and the Internet to vent  
 
personal issues (some justified and some called “snowflake” issues) with the intent to get some   
 
kind of new actions around their personal causes. We now have even more examples of victim 
 
playing with the opportunistic exploitation of the extreme and chaotic rioting from various  
 
groups because of  one Minneapolis policeman’s horrific misconduct.  
 
 
This victim playing phenomenon is very much related to the social media mobbing that is also a  
 
special aspect of the times. The law should keep extremist social media trends from dictating  
 
the ways of the more respectable mainstream media. I believe this obvious angry knee-jerk  
 
finger pointing and victim playing zeitgeist should also be put on display and put to the test  
 
within my case. I too have stories if not hard evidence of what Hearst’s unproven and un- 
 
provable special story of me “Police: Man Harassed Women for Years” has done to my name  
 
and life as it went viral. Police never said/deployed these words in the dubiously ascertained  
 
March 5, 2018 arrest warrant, and never will testify they previously said or meant this for  
 
obvious reasons I have begun to present. There are far too many lingering questions. My case  
 
and evidence deserves a jury of my peers. 
 
 
I mention these obvious extreme forms of victim playing going on in this country because it  
 
is time the courts wake up and realize the Internet is creating the need for some sensible and  
 



tough decisions in tune with the times around certain types of defamation. We truly are in a new  

age via the Internet, for people are naked and constantly being “Googled”, and depiction of  

people or events by the largest and most influential media like Hearst/API – articles that show up 

in searches around a particular name – best move toward more responsible journalism based on  

established facts and not falling to the standards of personal feelings from the likes of Twitter  

tweets or Facebook postings. We cannot allow for special hit jobs with extreme and conflating  

language devoid of any proper evidence let alone evidence in general. Conflating a particular  

incident (in my case an innocuous act resulting in being not guilty of Second Degree Breach of  

Peace – not criminal nor ever criminal – past “incidents" devoid of an arrest) is a huge problem  

now and it is up to the courts to reign in this mad zeitgeist.  

Yes we are in a time of some very disturbing instincts to conflate and it is obvious how Hearst’s  

22 year-old reporter Sophie Cecilia Vaughan is guilty of various types of conflations against me. 

We truly live in a time of various troubling instincts to conflate issues for personal agendas.  

Examples of conflation include: 
- A police misconduct at one time by one officer is reason to defund and dismantle police or riot
at others expense because individuals believe systemic problems exist in all police departments
from all cities.
- My case against Altice USA (who took down their “unfair” and “outright false” coverage of me
in 2 days) is absolutely similar to my case against Hearst Communications (never taken down).
- The words “harass women” are absolutely similar to “getting into a woman’s personal space”.
- Charges for one count of Second Breach of Peace are absolutely similar to charges for
Harassment or Stalking.
- Alleged Second Degree Breach of Peace is a form of MeToo sex harassment.
- Mere past arrests can be reported on as being or insinuating convictions of something.
- Social media feelings are equal to necessary and responsible hard news from major media.
- Someone being politically alt-right is somehow labeled an extreme fascist or someone being
politically alt-left is somehow being some kind of extreme communist.
- Someone part of a political party like Republican or Democrat absolutely lines up within the
particular party’s agenda.
- Someone who is African or European or Hispanic, etc… absolutely lines up with all identity
politic causes let alone opportunistic narratives that conflate at no matter what expense.
- Someone who is female absolutely lines up in identity politic ways with all women’s causes,



- Etc…
Truly mindsets of children.

We now have because of this perfect storm of political feelings fused with smart phones/Internet  

various persecutions happening that is truly making the masses more confused and allowing for  

more and more types of chaos and angers. One extreme begets another. The country is rife with  

and dumb down with identity politic madness. For example, an announcer for the Sacramento  

Kings basketball team was forced to resign, as was an actual pastor, because they expressed “all  

lives matter” despite the fact that this statement is innocuous – all lives do matter. Many are  

victims of police misconduct like many are victims of media misconduct. In another disturbing  

recent story, an editor of a newspaper was forced to resign because he tweeted “all buildings  

matter”, which he shared as a means to stop extremists from conflating others’ property with the  

real culprits of the tragedy. We are truly within an insane time. We have had 4 months of social  

distancing to protect each other, and now people are recklessly and violently gathering to vent  

their own feelings (much not about the police misconduct) thereby endangering others by not  

respecting the need to continue the relative forms of social distancing supposedly mandated by  

their public officials. Meanwhile Malibu police ticket surfers $1,000 apiece for using the ocean  

during the quarantine. Why are all these various types of hypocritical actions happening and why  

are they allowed to happen?  How do these storms against common sense like not respecting Due 

Process of Law and in my case Innocent Until Proven Guilty allowed to happen?  

I believe there are far too many current issues, unresolved issues, and ambiguities within this  

James Lawrence v. Hearst Communications case to dismiss it without hearing as many witnesses 

(if Hearst themselves can actually bring anyone) and seeing as much evidence as possible thus  



the need to proceed with a jury of our peers. We are witnessing a time of the fastest most present  
 
news ever – the Internet, coupled with the undeniable zeitgeist of 
  
1: a time of the worst gender war ever,  
2: a time of increased victim playing and victim playing methods,  
3: a time of increased amount of conflating and opportunistic narratives,  
4: a time that a recent book calls Guilt by Accusation – not respecting Due Process of Law,  
5: a time of what is called a Cancel Culture to carry out the increase in victimhood cries, 
6: a time of nefarious methods to dox people who are not liked in order to destroy careers, 
7: a time of what Wikipedia calls “online shaming” where people aggressively look to 
pursue justice in their own special way,  
8: a time of more and more bans upon people and black listings (see my Damages),  
9: a time where a new term called virtue signalling has come into being that is a result of 
these new forms of victimhood, agenda-driven narratives, and finger pointing culture, 
10: a time of ever growing double standards, 
Etc…  
All in the forever times of Internet search and coming face recognition technology 
 
and all I ask is that I TOO be given a chance via all the Exhibits I have shared and will share in  
 
the future to show I am a veritable victim with ongoing damages – constant forever extreme  
 
vandalism to my good name despite a shred of evidence and undeniable damage to my overall  
 
health. I say extreme because as we know Hearst’s special little bit job was just that – a special  
 
story before and after Due Processes of Law living now for 2+ years, and about what?  
 
A “suspicious person” that allegedly “got into personal space” (as the arrest warrant stated  
 
which is a carefully chosen dictionary phrase that does not have the word harass within its   
 
definitions when referencing articles and books like dictionaries  – See ECF 17 Exhibit V, ECF  
 
20 Exhibit D) at a supermarket. Or in reference to a past alleged supermarket incident fully  
 
investigated resulting in no arrest case long closed a mere “suspicious person”.  Hardly  
 
“harassing” or “harassing for years”. Supermarket encounters devoid of any names, witnesses,  
 
and any video footage let alone conviction. A special hit job story that is one-sided devoid of any  
 
perspective from my side to which one would think would be appropriate given no evidence ever  
 
of any wrong doing. Innocuous supermarket encounters!!!  



 
 
FACT: I was arrested on March 5, 2018 that somehow resulted in the 
special March 23, 2018 news hit job report by Hearst about me 
“harassing women for years” at supermarkets. The following March 
10, 2018 Wall Street Journal article took off in popularity reiterating 
past similar types of articles and spawning new types of articles of 
this topic and current zeitgeist - supermarket encounters. 
 
YES – SUPERMARKET ENCOUNTERS - 2018. 
 
March 10, 2018  - Wall Street Journal. 
 

https://www.wsj.com/articles/the-hottest-social-scene-in-town-isnt-the-
singles-bar-its-the-supermarket-1520683200 
 
https://thetakeout.com/supermarkets-are-the-new-singles-hotspot-1823700875 
 
The following is a list of articles that show within the American infrastructure especially the 
suburbs that supermarkets are the public square where people meet. Was Hearst’s very special 
story of a low-end one count of Second Degree Breach of Peace worth depicting me as some 
kind of serial “harasser”? Why was I not afforded proper Due Process of Law like 99% of other 
arrests (most more serious) and not written up in such a way that is clearly at odds with not only 
aspects of the police descriptions but my undeniable and truthful criminal background check. 
This is a case happening in a public square – supermarket – that should have at least one video 
recording of any alleged one count of “getting into personal space” or what Hearst says is 
“harassing women (plural) for years” for these places are wired inside and out. A supermarket! 
Was my behaviour fairly let alone properly reported upon by Hearst? Of course not. 
 
Just do the Googling and see the hundreds of articles abut this everyday behaviour I am accused 
of in this sick victim playing and conflating zeitgeist. Google “supermarket as dating sites” 
and see the results. You cannot do this for nearly all other public places out side of a bar and find 
the overwhelming material to support what I am concluding this document with – lets get real 
here – where was Hearst’s judgment given all the already un-provable accusations? 
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It is obvious that some people are practicing approaches toward the opposite sex at supermarkets 
and it is also real to think some do not open themselves to this practice for various reasons like 
being married with family like what is partially the case with Hearst’s Wendy Higgins 
Chambers. No matter what perspective, the fact that it is a public place and there are never any 
damages done to anyone certainly deserve more details then the obvious special, biased, and yes 
persistent malicious hit job, for Hearst’s reporter knew I had already been unjustly reported on as 
some supermarket “stalker”. All I ask is if you are to dare tell a story then have the essential facts 
and witnesses so to draw proper conclusions. The only way now is a proper gathering of people 
who Hearst believes are a verifiable source to actual harassment –“Police: Man Harassed 
Women for Years” – utter nonsense!!! Police were never quoted in the article, and never 
deployed this language in the arrest warrant, and never will claim this for obvious reasons. 
 



 
Page after page on Internet search engines verify this fact that what I am accused of could hardly 
be considered some kind hard news story worthy of all the unproven and un-provable 
language/accusations directed at me in a constant forever damaging way given the Internet. I 
created no harm whatsoever and my arrest had nothing to do with the current MeToo accusations 
but became a story that is now worthy of a jury of my peers given the evidence and damages 
from the obvious persecution. I did nothing worthy of the kind of persecution I received from 
Wendy Higgins Chambers and the Westport News/Hearst Communications treating me like 
some kind of freak of nature thereby permanently damaging my reputation and future with 
ongoing damages. If there ever was a low-end arrest to allow for Due Process of Law without 
hyping, misrepresenting, and outright lying about my behaviour it is certainly this case. 
 



 
Page after page of this - what? “…….” – what kind of behaviour?  … at the American suburban 
public square.  Yes I have met a lot of people in this public square as future witnesses will attest 
to. Fact: To this day Wendy Higgins Chambers is the only woman who felt the need to press an 
unwanted supermarket advance into something persecutory like a actual police sworn written 
statement – none – no woman, and it is Wendy Higgins Chambers and only Wendy Higgins 
Chambers approaching multiple let alone one media outlet to push a crazy hidden and mentally 
imbalanced agenda. Where are your women Hearst? I invite you to bring them forward. Men 
have rights to express their grievances within a public square too and given the details of this 
popular setting I most certainly deserve a jury of my peers to decide if any such unproven and 
un-provable “stalking” or “harassment” or one-time alleged yet never proven “getting into 
personal space” or unwanted “approach” ever happened in the ways they have been so grossly 
and so extremely been portrayed by Hearst allowed to live on beyond the already damaging 2+ 
years. 



 

 
I mean really, given I have no conviction what is my legacy after this type of reporting that never 
would have happened prior to 2018? How crazy is this article by Hearst’s former 22 year-old 
reporter? Future Exhibits will show all Sophie Cecilia Vaughan’s reporting and various 
writings that show a disturbing dyed in the wool anger toward men and a clear undeniable 
case of victim feminism. This coming Exhibit is fascinating. I will be showing how she makes 
issues of gender in far too many areas of society and how she is a prime example of worsening 
the victim playing trends along with the undeniable trends to conflate issues. This coming 
Exhibit will show an obvious agenda-driven motivation that shirked proper journalistic practices 
as I have shared in ECF 1, ECF 17, and ECF 20. It is no coincidence my persecution not only 
happened after the 2016 election MeToo zeitgeist but interestingly at the same time as the March 
2018 Wall Street Journal article on supermarkets. It is obvious Hearst’s reporter was not 
experienced to judge this situation (let alone dubiously ascertained arrest warrant contrary to 
police official redaction policies) while doing her very special hit job report before and after Due 
Processes of Law. 



 
 
ONCE AGAIN 
 
I was persecuted before Due Process of Law for what is obviously an everyday happening.  
 
My behaviour was in tune with the laws of the land and never involved harassment,  
 
stalking, or any kind of persistent unwanted approaches.  THE FACT THAT THERE IS  
 
NOT ONE VIDEO RECORDING (let alone witness, past arrest, conviction, etc...) OF ANY  
 
ALLEGED INCIDENT SHOULD ALLOW FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE DOUBT TO BE IN  
 
MY CORNER AND TO BE GIVEN AMPLE OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT MY CASE IN  
 
FRONT OF A JURY OF OUR PEERS. Supermarkets are wired inside and out with cameras  
 
yet there is not one video recording of any uncomfortable supermarket  encounter. The  
 
Arrest Warrant clearly shows not only was I NOT “harassing” but I was never arrested before  
 
over this issue. Given all the evidence, it can easily be found I am a victim of a persecutory  
 
zeitgeist being conflated with twisted and opportunistic versions of the Women’s Marches  
 
agendas post 2016 Trump election. ALL of Wendy Higgins Chambers’ actions up to and via  
 
Hearst Communications were extreme and totally fall within the Connecticut definitions of  
 
slander and libel for this woman persisted against police findings of her particular complaint. 
 
 
Once again, the setting of any alleged unwanted behaviour was the public square and not some  
 
private place that could certainly invite some worthy accusations of abnormal behaviour. If any  
 
alleged police report devoid of arrest, or accusation devoid of a police report (which is the case  
 
with Wendy Higgins Chambers), involved some kind of accusation of “getting into personal  
 
space” at a private place away from the public square supermarket then perhaps given the  
 
relative details of this imagined scenario could there be some kind of justification to do what  
 
Wendy Higgins Chambers did – persistently approach media LIKE COMPLETELY WILLING  



 
HEARST COMMUNICTIONS AFTER PROPER WARNINGS. Saying what she and only she  
 
did was slander is an understatement. She persecuted me for being human all the while with  
 
there never being any kinds of damages done to anyone like Wendy Higgins Chambers. I was  
 
persecuted for being a flirt, or hippie (as I have been called), or a player (as the police called me),  
 
and not for any damage I created. Yet review all the Damages that I have experienced and  
 
continue to experience for just being a human with innocuous dalliances or flirting at the public  
 
square. This is no MeToo story no matter how hard these vicious veritable “Nasty Women  
 
Movement” types attempt to portray me.  
 
 
FACT:  Hearst should have let the arrest alone and allowed Due Process of Law to sort out any  
 
ambiguities and gain necessary perspective. The arrest should have allowed (like 99.99% of all  
 
arrests) to be sorted out in court with a prosecutor and not some trumped up hit job before and  
 
after Due Processes of Law that is un-provable and at odds with the Arrest Warrant. The arrest  
 
demanded given the popular setting and everyday behaviour, to be reported upon with proper  
 
perspective (like affording me an interview) and not the insanely opportunistic, biased,  
 
unproven, and un-provable ways I was reported upon by this 22 year-old reporter fresh out of  
 
college who is now no longer with Hearst for reasons to be shared in future Exhibits. The  
 
damages from Hearst’s repeated actions alive now for over 2+ years deserve to be heard  
 
and analyzed by a jury of my peers for the case is of popular everyday common  
 
happenings and an important issue for the zeitgeist. I have shown amongst other solid  
 
arguments via ECF 1, ECF 17, and ECF 20 my clean Connecticut record over the arrest  
 
and matters at hand and now deserve to attempt to share all arguments and clean up the  
 
unproven and un-provable extreme mess Hearst has done to my life. 


