
EXHIBIT Z 
Harassment Statutes around the 
country have similar descriptions
aka "mind of the average viewer". 
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AGREED UPON DEFINITION OF HARASSMENT THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY 

NEW YORK: 

MASSACHUSETTS: 

VIRGINIA: 

IOWA: 
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NEW JERSEY:

MAINE: 

WISCONSIN : 
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MICHIGAN: 

DELAWARE: 
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MARYLAND: 

TEXAS: 
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KANSAS : 

 
ARIZONA: 
 

 
 
NEVADA: 
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MONTANA: 

 
 
 
PENNSYLVANIA: 

 
 
 

7

7



SOUTH CAROLINA: 

 
 
ILLINOIS : 

 
 
OREGON: 
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ALABAMA:  

 
 
NORTH DAKOTA: 
 

 
 
INDIANA: 
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WASHINGTON: 
 

 
FLORIDA AND MANY OTHER STATES:

 
 
MEANING – many of these stalking and harassment laws are interchangeable in the states 
thus if you cannot begin to find Probable Cause for a Harassment charge with proper 
evidence then how can any kind of “substantial” stalking behavior be empowered free of any 
kind of arrest whatsoever. The court does not exist to wet nurse a 22 year old reporter. 
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CALIFORNIA: 

 

REPEATED …….. what?  
The court should be forced to say what the repeated “totality of 
Lawrence’s conduct” is according to them, which is essentially not 
their job for this is NOT a criminal case. James Lawrence v. Hearst 
exists for a reason – it is different and a result of many bad decisions.  
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∆ - YES THIS EXIHIBT IS THE UNDENIABLE “mind of the average viewer” for when 
the public reads about someone behaving like “Police: Man Harassed Women 
For Years” – alleged law officials agreeing with Hearst’s language (NO they do 
not) that would have people thinking that women experienced what is written 
about in these statutes, which is an injustice and frankly criminal to empower 
because it is unproven and unprovable hence a libel lawsuit Pro Se as it may be. 
The “totality of Lawrence’s conduct” is first it has absolutely nothing to do with 
these statutes, second nothing to do with dictionary definitions of harassment 
especially when there are no names or quotes or detailed descriptions relative 
to the essential questions - who what when where why how; and allowing for 
others to think otherwise is a form of Intentionally Inflicting Emotional Distress 
upon me – veritably stalking and harassing me 24/7. 

Empowering Hearst’s subjective and unproven and unprovable narrative free of 
temperate resolutions is a disgrace and could only be viewed by the “mind of 
the average viewer” as an injustice. Judge Shea had set a Case Management 
Plan with the seemingly intention to bring this case to trial before the 
controversial Decision from Judge Debra Ann Livingston in the Altice case. It is 
time this court clean up the mess (and inevitable future messes) by seeing the 
major differences with this case and allow for the Case Management Plan to 
commence to trial.  EVIDENCE OF ACTUAL NAMES/ACCUSERS DEPLOYING  
HEARST'S PERSISTENT SELF-CHOSEN EXPLOSIVE WORDING AND LAW  OF 
HARASSMENT. Harassment is Course of Conduct toward an individual or party. I 
would not accuse Altice of harassment toward me because they ceased after my 
first warning. Hearst does not cease its harassment of me after multiple 
warnings. WHAT HEARST HAS DONE AND IS DOING TO ME IS HARASSMENT OF 
THE WORST KIND. PERSISTENT UNPROVEN AND UNPROVABLE ACCUSATIONS/
DEFAMATION IS THE WORST KIND OF HARASSMENT BECAUSE IT INVITES AND 
EMPOWERS OTHERS TO JOIN IN ON THE PERSECUTION.
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