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Your Honour,

Defendant's revised interrogatory asks:

“Would the plaintiff please point out any position under the bank, that a person could be physically manifested 

in, that is not within the bank's vault?”

To the best of my ability, I cannot truthfully identify or rule out every physically accessible position underneath 

or around the bank from the evidence currently available to me.

There are several reasons for that answer.

First, I am presently subject to a short deportation and cannot enter the server to inspect the bank's current 

physical layout, region boundaries, elevations, or surrounding underground spaces.

Second, even if I had access to the server, I do not believe it would be reasonable for me to conduct an in-game 

physical experiment by entering restricted portions of the bank to determine which locations are or are not part 

of the vault. The Criminal Code separately defines Bank Trespass as being behind the bank's No Trespassing 
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sign and Bank Robbery as trespassing specifically within the vault. Physically testing those boundaries could 

expose me to additional criminal charges.

Third, the evidence presently before the Court does not provide me with the information necessary to 

reconstruct the exact physical relationship between P-002, the photographer, my nametag, and the defined 

vault boundary. P-002 does not contain my coordinates or region information. The original criminal record has 

not established the precise camera mechanics, viewing angle, distance, player positioning, or any tools or visual 

mechanisms the photographer used when the original image was captured.

P-002 also visibly contains a “Freecam has been disabled” message. Plaintiff does not presently allege that 

freecam was used to obtain the screenshot, but the message further demonstrates that the precise viewing 

mechanics and circumstances under which the image was captured are not established by the photograph 

itself.

Defendant has stated during Discovery that P-002 was the evidence DHS relied upon for the first Bank Robbery 

conviction and that DOJ later recreated the image using P-002 and visual cues. That later reconstruction does 

not give me independent personal knowledge of every location that could have produced the original image.

I therefore cannot honestly point the Court to a specific alternative coordinate and represent that it is definitively 

outside the vault.

I would also respectfully distinguish that lack of personal knowledge from the burden at issue in the underlying 

conviction. I am not asserting that I must have been at a particular alternative location. My challenge is that the 

Commonwealth must prove that the evidence supporting Count One showed I was specifically inside the bank 

vault, the location element required for Bank Robbery.

The Judicial Standards Act places the burden of proving a criminal offense on the Commonwealth and requires 

proof beyond a reasonable doubt. The fact that I cannot presently identify every possible alternative 

underground location does not itself establish that the one location asserted by the Commonwealth has been 

proven beyond a reasonable doubt.

Accordingly, my truthful answer is:
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Based on the evidence currently available to me, I do not know and cannot reliably identify a specific accessible 

position under the bank outside the vault. I also do not have sufficient information to conclude that no such 

position exists.
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