
EXHIBIT B 

POLICE'S BRIEF DESCRIPTION/COMPLAINT 
TYPE "SUSPICIOUS PERSON" WITHIN THE 
INCIDENT REPORT FOR THE MARCH 5, 2018 
ARREST FOR ONE COUNT OF SECOND DEGREE 
BREACH OF PEACE COMPARED TO INCIDENT 
REPORTS’  BRIEF DESCRIPTION FOR ACTUAL  
HARASSMENT OR STALKING ARRESTS. 

THE 4 INCIDENT REPORTS SUBMITTED BY 
ALTICE DURING THE PROCESS (ECF 39, ECF 44) 
THAT WERE FULLY INVESTIGATED RESULTING 
IN NO ARRESTS CASES LONG CLOSED ALSO 
HAVE A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF 
 "SUSPICIOUS PERSON".

DIFFERENT CIRCUMSTANCES - DETAILS: 
EXAMPLES OF INCIDENT REPORTS WITH 
OFFICER WRITING "MAKE UNCOMFORTABLE",
 "LEFT WITHOUT INCIDENT", 
and "CASE CLOSED".

1

1

jameslawrence
Highlight

jameslawrence
Highlight

jameslawrence
Highlight

jameslawrence
Highlight



NOV. 5, 2017 ARRESTING INCIDENT REPORT DESCRIBING THE MARCH 
5, 2018 ARREST FOR ONE COUNT OF SECOND DEGREE BREACH OF 
PEACE AS A“SUSPICIOUS PERSON” THUS ONCE AGAIN SHOWING THE 
ACTUAL WORDING IN POLICE REPORTS THAT AVOIDS 
DEPLOYING STALKING OR HARASSMENT LANGUAGE FOR 
NORMALLY A “SUSPICIOUS PERSON” IS A ALLEGED FIRST TIME ACT 
WITHOUT WARNINGS. (Police called me 4 months after alleged incident.) 

FACT: "SUSPICIOUS PERSON" COMPLAINTS ARE INITIAL SIGHTINGS 
HENCE NOT REPEATED OR PERSISTENT AND MOST OFTEN RESULT IN 
WARNINGS AND ANY KIND OF REPEATED CONTACT WOULD BRING IN 
THE PROBABLE CAUSE OF HARASSMSENT OR STALKING AKA INTENT.
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PAGE THREE OF THE SAME INCIDENT REPORT REITERATES THE SAME. 

THE “BRIEF DESCRIPTION” AND “COMPLAINT TYPE 59” IS NOT HARASSMENT. 
MEANING - THIS IS NOT A HARASSMENT COMPLAINT. 
MEANING – THE POLICE ARE NOT VIEWING THIS AS A HARASSMENT CASE YET. 
MEANING – THE COMPLAINANT IS NOT DESCRIBING HARASSMENT.  
AND THIS IS AN ACTUAL ARREST. 
FACT: THE PAST INCIDENT REPORTS DEVOID OF ARREST ALSO SHOW THE SAME – 
NOT HARASSMENT. 
IT DOES NOT GET ANY CLEARER IN TUNE WITH NOT ONLY LINGUISTICS, LAW, BUT 
NOW LAW ENFORCEMENT POLICE CODING. 
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NOW - THE ARREST FOR AN ACTUAL HARASSMENT CHARGE – 
THE FEB. 6, 2019 ALLEGED SECOND DEGREE HARASSMENT VIA EMAIL 
(standing as a Nolle Prosequi).  
The alleged harassing Email happened on Sept. 18, 2018. 
NOTICE THE “BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT” HERE. 

REPORTING ON HARASSMENT BEST HAVE AN ACTUAL HARASSMENT BRIEF 
DESCRIPTION OF THE INCIDENT, THUS JOURNALISTS SHOULD STICK TO THE 
DESCRIPTIONS OF THE ALLEGED ARREST/CHARGE AND NOT CONFLATE 
CHARGES WITH OTHER MORE SERIOUS CHARGES. 
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NOW – INCIDENT REPORT FOR AN ACTUAL ATTEMPTED 
SECOND DEGREE STALKING ARREST – DENIED BY PROSECUTOR. 
NOTICE THE “BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF INCIDENT ” HERE – 
“HARASSMENT”- A COURSE OF CONDUCT CRIME.

REPORTING ON THIRD, SECOND, OR FIRST DEGREE STALKING BEST HAVE AN ACTUAL 
HARASSMENT/STALKING BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE INCIDENT, THUS JOURNALISTS 
SHOULD STICK TO THE DESCRIPTIONS OF THE ALLEGED ARREST/CHARGE AND NOT 
CONFLATE CHARGES WITH OTHER MORE SERIOUS CHARGES. 
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IN ADDITION, 
FACT: ANY WESTPORT POLICE INCIDENT REPORT IN MY PAST 
RELATED TO THE POLICE WARRANT NARRATIVE THAT AFTER 
THOROUGH INVESTIGATION RESULTED IN NO ARREST WITH CASES 
NOW LONG CLOSED ALSO HAS A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF 
“SUSPICIOUS PERSON”.  

Once again;
≈ Judge Underhill: “It is an open question in the Second Circuit whether courts can take 
judicial notice of police incident reports, but it seems that many courts refrain from doing so. 
See, e.g., Alvarez v. County of Orange, N.Y., 95 F. Supp. 3d 385, 398 (S.D.N.Y. 2015); Bejaoui 
v. City of New York, 2015 WL 1529633, at *6 (E.D.N.Y. Mar. 21, 2015); Serrata v. Givens,
2019 WL 1597297, at *4 (E.D.N.Y. Apr. 15, 2019).” ECF 66 Page 2

Thereby sticking to proven and provable material and not known closed cases fully investigated 
resulting in no probable cause and no arrest and no complainant with statute of limitations in 
effect. Thereby leaving the necessary evidence of any alleged stalking to be with the one and 
only arresting incident and only an arresting incident and not material devoid of actual arrests 
like 4 Exhibits shared by Altice of past Incident Reports devoid of an arrest that were unproven 
and are un-provable stalking which clearly shows there was not intent for any harassment. 

Altice submitted the following 4 Incident Reports during the process. 
NONE of them document or imply stalking by the police and all having the 
Brief Description of “Suspicious Person”or "Police General Service".

Altice ECF 39 Exhibit F

Altice ECF 39 Exhibit G
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Altice ECF 44 Exhibit I

Altice ECF 44 Exhibit #J

THUS  
It is obvious why the Incident Reports for SECOND DEGREE HARASSMENT and 
SECOND DEGREE STALKING (BOTH COURSE OF CONDUCT BEHAVIORS) do not 
have the Brief Description of  “SUSPICIOUS PERSON” like the Incident Report for the 
SECOND DEGREE BREACH OF PEACE. Both the Incident Reports (4 Altice Exhibits) 
that resulted in no arrest after thorough investigation and the March 5, 2018 one-time 
arrest for ONE COUNT OF SECOND DEGREE BREACH OF PEACE  were deemed to 
not have credible evidence aka Probable Cause for any kind of of Brief Description of 
"HARASSMENT" OR "STALKING". After thorough investigations these Incident 
Reports stand as being without Probable Cause for any type of crime/arrest and thus are 
unproven and un-provable given the statute of limitations let alone never being re-opened 
for any reason.  If there was any evidence of Course of Conduct behavior or anything 
related to a STALKING-LIKE behavior there would have been an arrest. It is clear that 
police carefully deploy the STALKING OR HARASSMENT  language only when there is 
evidence hence why the officer responsible for the March 5, 2018 arrest (Arrest Warrant) 
carefully chose his words for the one-time alleged happening now deemed non-criminal 
after Due Process of Law – “FOLLOW AND THEN GET RIGHT INTO PERSONAL 
SPACE” – a dictionary entry that does not use the words  HARASS or worse STALK – 
NEVER!
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EXHIBIT B cont. 
A "Case"
A HARMLESS SUSPICIOUS PERSON 
INCIDENT REPORT
FROM 2002 - 20 YEARS AGO 
BETWEEN MYSELF - A MAN 
AND A WOMAN 
Notice the respecting of an actual warning 
(apparent verbal non-harassing contact) 
and leaving "without incident"
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EXHIBIT B cont. 
A "Case" 
A WILLING CONVERSATION TURNED 
INTO A SUSPICIOUS PERSON FROM A 
GRAPEVINE GOSSIP EFFECT.

WHERE IS THE HARASSMENT?
A willing ONE-TIME conversation then 
mysteriously after salon gossip 
"uncomfortable".

THIRD PARTY CALLED POLICE - 
BEAUTICIAN'S BOSS.
NO USE OF THE TERM HARASS.

THIS CLEARLY SHOWS HOW HEARST BY REFUSING TO 
REMOVE THEIR LIBEL MAKES HEARST UNDENIABLY 
VULNERABLE IN A WELL-DESERVED TRIAL.
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EXHIBIT cont.
A "Case"
Complaint from Bookstore involving a 
fight with a male. 
Result - 3 males booted from store 
because of "staring at women" and 
"not putting books away" and 
"waiting too long to leave at closing". 
NO named women.
Women are nannies from the previous 
Incident Report.
NO USE of the word harass in relation 

  to women. "feeling uncomfortable".
The only Incident Report of someone allegedly 
"being afraid to give a Sworn Written Statement" 
- Alan - a male.
NO OTHER DOCUMENT HAS THIS LIE.
There is NO EVIDENCE OF THIS LIE as Hearst has 
certainly known since Feb. 22, 2021 Deposition 
AND most likely after reviewing potential 
Witnesses and/or Incident Reports during 2020.
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EXHIBIT cont.
A "Case"
NO female complainant.
NO female name. 
NO female quotes.
NO police report for a woman. 
NO Cams. 
NO evidence.

A male manager's opinion.
A THIRD PARTY description which 
is Hearsay.

"Uncomfortable flirting".

NO USE OF THE WORD HARASS.
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EXHIBIT cont.
A "Case"
NO DESCRIPTION OF HARASSMENT. 
NO HOSTILE WORDS.
A "GIVING OF BUSINESS CARD".
NO WARNINGS FROM FEMALE 
PRIOR TO FOLLOW TO CAR AT 
MARKET.

A WARNING FROM OFFICER.

CASE CLOSED.
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