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A Satirical Chronicle @

How the SDNY Tried to Criminalize Math
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_FOR THE COOKS



In the annals of American
jurisprudence, few cases will be
remembered as fondly as the day the

United States Department of
Justice officially declared war on
frying pans, USB cables, T-shirts,
and the concept of mathematics
itself.

The defendant was
running a giant
washing machine
for dirty money.
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TROM THE CALCULATION
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His crime? Writing code
that adds numbers together
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'THE DANGEROUS

!
L
— & *
/SILENCE ‘
Once upon a time, in tOE )
goftware development, the ived _ e o CITIZEN.
a dangerous criminal masteTllsl CERINCTRE THIS IS
named Roman Storm. His crime S iy S?E cl
Writing computer code that A G\ P‘L—
could add numbers together in a LA et MATH.

gpecial way.
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;. A that protects

/ app, your W
» @nd your Signail i’;ﬂi;;p



The DOJ compared smart
contracts to kitchen equipment




A frying pan
transfers heat
from a stove to
v the contents of ¢

the pan! %

Y ITTTITIIT.
CRIME SCENE REPORT | [—(

- Your kitchen: money \ ,
transmitting business . i

- Al1-Clad stockholders: 18 U.S.C. § 1960 VIOLATION
retain counsel UNLICENSED MONEY TRANSMITTER [

4
4
’ - Gordon Ramsay:
4
¢

W

OFAC-sanctioned =
- MIT Thermodynamics: NOTIFIED 4 | aie #: 10-2lg
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The government accidentally
proved the defense’s point



Consider a business

that accepts parcels of

cash from Criminals,..
such g businegs could
€SCape 1iabi]
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CHAPTER 4

THE POOL PARTY THEORY

e

Mer ees

Zero-KanledﬁfT ==
A o=

When crypto becomes...
dollar bills in a swimming pool?



The deposits

are freely
intermingled, just
as if the pool were
a physical pool
that contained an
undifferentiated
hoard of dollar
bills.

EXPE

A
] RTISE LEVEL:

S POOL FLOATIE__ / |
i “case #: cs-ml—mmgllf

- Cryptographic commitments

- Merkle trees
- Zero-knowledge proofs
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150,000 employees = a for-loop, apparently



E GOOGLE DEFENSEX

“A customer who
initiates a transfer on
Tornado Cash is being
provided with a service,
not software, just as a
Google user is
provided with a service.”

150,000+ employees | O employees (it’s code)
@ Can be subpoenaed Cannot receive mail
" Has bank accounts | Is math
Can modify results | Immutable (govt admits)
Has a CEO Has a for-loop

- Linux is a service‘(ﬂil{}B in fees, please)
- Python is a service (Guido owes taxes)
- Git is a service (Linus Torvalds: WANTED)
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The defendant is asking this

Court to decriminalize money

laundering where the launderer is
not a participant in the under--

lying crime. Professional
money launderers would
no doubt rejoice.

s

P

$ | A

SARCASTIC COMMENTARY Box

\1
HSBL

Yes, Professional money

lagnfierers everywhere are
waiting with bated breath
for... a software developer

who published open- -
code on GitHub, P——w <

\ Y JRITIES
PUNCHLINE BOX | \

TTTTTT T .



Ciel PR 7

Charged for driving a car
he sold two months earlier
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The Indictment alleges that they

relinquished their ability to control
the pools in May 2020, while
maintaining control of the other
aspects of the service.

IME COMMITTED:
M!:THE'F. LOSING CONTROL

Case #'.T'IHE-TM"IFEL"I'M

It’s like charging someone with driving N\

a getaway car when they sold the car W\
two months before the robbery. '
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Making software user?friendly:
up to 45 years




What the “website” i
actually did: :

1. Provided a pretty interface
to interact with immutable
smart contracts

2. That's it. That's the whole
thing.

The smart comr—r——)

Would r, Pk COntracts

the weps; o :"th or

It's like prosecuting someone for:

- Making a nice front-end for Ethereum
- Writing documentation
- Not being ugly
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[HE BRADY HOLE
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TRANSPARENCY! )y




.............
..............

GHAPTER 9
_— OSMASHED

While screaming about transparency
£ 1 / and rule of law, the government was
W caught hiding exculpatory evidence
(Dncument 130)

.....
..........

IRONY BOX:

That’s right - the same
= government claiming Roman Storm
was hiding criminal activity
was itself hiding evidence that
might prove his innocence.

..................
-------------------------------------------
------------------------
...........................
.........................
--------------------------------------------------
........................................................
.....................................................
..............................

You can’t make

thls stuff up
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THE VERDICT
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and lll-page frying pan briefs.




COUNT 1 (Money Laundering):
DEADLOCKED = Jury couldn’t agree

COUNT 2 (Unlicensed Money Transmitter):
CONVICTED

COUNT 3 (Sanctions Violations):
DEADLOCKED - Jury couldn’t agree

The jury rejected the government’s most serious
charges. Even after all the frying pan arguments, the
Google comparisons, and the locked parcel
hypotheticals, a jury of ordinary Americans couldn’t
swallow the government’s theory that writing code is
money laundering.

Only the money transmitter charge stuck - being
appealed after Fifth Circuit ruled in Van Logg
that OFAC overstepped.
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The trial begins — July 14, 20205



On JUI:],T 14
EGEE the tr'lal :
ega,n |
Special AUSA
Kevin Mosley

! |I-|I TRIAI-,,;
[ | I?.l'hN‘n -A
3} “M% GIANT
WA'-' HING
N\ MALI-II\I-

set the tone
for the entire }
prosecution.

SRy He chose to remove the switch that
could have shut off one part of the
washing machine. He did that so he
could pretend the whole washing
machine was out of his control.

But you will also learn that he was
running the whole laundromat. He had
the keys to the front door, he paid the
gas and the electric bills that

The prﬂsecutnr literally
cnmpared runnlng a

CONTINUED...




ACCORDING TO THIS THEORY:

- Paying for web hosting = “paying the electric
bill for the laundromat” e

- Having a domain name = “having the k
the fr§nt door” s -

- Writing open source code = CRIME

enin
ta HIittE

4 Even in their O
'. governmﬂn

“In reality, while certain
parts of the business could
not be changed, the
defendant was in full
control of other parts <=
of the business.”

Wait. “Certain parts could not

be changed”? That’s the pools.
The actual money-moving part.
The part that matters for money g
transmission. — o

But sure, he controlled ;
< the website. _

Y.
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JORES AREN'T

IS THERE |
ANYTHING FUNNY S
ABOUT MONEY
LAUNDERING? ¢

The closing argument
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Sl AT 4] 4} ® Breaking Bag T-shirts
Ty et - F = meth Manufacturing

g St it < i, I- I\I I - confession %
| ‘1 A
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‘ N * Bank robper
A
43

- T
Halloween Costumes
= robbery conspiracy b
e
4]

;‘ * 1O NY” shirgs =
R \ RN = fax resrdency.frgu_d_ T

CONTINUED... =




N~ And by the way,
way, notice that
T-shirt talks about
anonymity. Butisn "«
1 isn’t anonymity just [ g

another word for

§ CONCEALMENT | ‘ol /8

But thank you
for asking.

| 3

THE DRAMATIC ||
TRIPLE |

'*.

Control, [ Yo g2
control, |1\ £l
control. ..

W “The defendant had rol ect
of Tornado Casif EXCEPT FOR THE POOLS.?)

EXCEPT FOR THE POOLS.

The part that actually moves
money. But other than that —
control, control, control.
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All jokes are now confessions
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A T-SHIRT. £

| FROM THE OFFICIAL COURT FILING:
Gt =

Y\ The Government will seek

= to introduce the following

% Tphutﬂgraph... which shows the
o

rnado Cash logo on a washing : e
machine, with a pile of ‘dirty’ A washing machine is
ETH symbols on the left, \) about as literal an image

and a ‘clean’ ETH Eymb%!mm . for money laundering as

on the rig%wﬂ N one could p%ﬁ i BRR) g




LEGAL PRECEDENTS
ESTABLISHED:

- Wearing a “Breaking Bad”
shirt = confession to
methamphetamine
manufacturing

- “| @ NY" shirts = admission
of tax residency fraud

- Band t-shirts = conspiracy to
distribute copyrighted music

- All jokes are now confessions

=
-

S )
o

i L] L]
e .
'i‘l‘i"-“i'-l-i"u
& .

CHARGE: BEING FUNNY

Casg #: MEME-2023

L O R R T A




CHAPTER 14

TRUTH IS PREJUDICIAL

THE TRUTH
WOULD BE |
PREJUDICIAL!

GOVERNMENT [\
APPROVED | |} - \

BLINDERS il Yy
@RS . [ VANLOON . [ A
N =< TREASURY- || — — 7=

= "ff"'f “{?7//%%
Please hide the law from the jury



: |/ 40 !
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meﬂa v%ea ; ] T
0 | - U : .
A federal court said what they charged §
Storm with doing... wasn’t illegal.

THE GOVERNMENT’S RESPONSE?

“Any mention

of Van Loon would bhe
highly prejudicial to

the Government.”

i J| Read that again. ||_.

i
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TALAL
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The government is literally arguing that i

lllll
LN

THE TRUTH would be “prejudicial” to them. ¢

.....................................
.....................................
......................................
................................
iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii
iiiiii

They don’t want the jury to know that

iiiii

se= another federal court found their sanctions
w2 illegal because... it might make the jury

lllll
lllll
lllll

zz:| think the sanctions were illegal?

lllll

iiiii
L

Please hide the law from the
& jury so they'll convict based =

_._\.onour version of reality.

.............

Thls IS hke a murder prosecution asking
;| the judge to hide from the jury that %
the “victim” is still alive.
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: WE | E
COULDN'T | Coug pyr
o (| AGREE. | AcRgr

| =L L = 3 I_II = ﬁ_"““\l
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L W I S WE _Tg?

TER JOULDN'T&)
AGREE. |0

Losing 2-1 and demanding
the scoreboard be changed.

—
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] THE OVERWHELMING
L EVIDENCE PARADOX

e

o

X~ The evidence in suppor
of the jury’s verdict was
more than sufficient; it
was overwhelming. And

while the jury did not
reach a verdict on the

\ / other two counts...
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. e brief th :
/ ¢ then spends ||

_12 jurors couldn't agree 113 pages arguing why

the jury s
charges Ury SHOULD h
‘ on 2/3 of the convicted on the chaat;es

- This means reasonable / they couldn't agree on.
seople disagreed | | —

_BY DEFINITION,
' uoverwhelming
doesn't produce di

PAGES: 113

~ OSE: EXpLa| =
é WHY WE ACTUﬂLL‘rNL:JNUGN '

-Case #: SDHE-LUSER-ED?E ,

At '.":“. alt .'.;:"-. < :E'.H'F S

This is the legal equivalent of
losing 2-1'and demanding the
4 scoreboard be changed because
. _you felt like you played better.
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THE CONTROL

CONTRADICTION

111111

MAY 2020: —>» SEPT 2020-AUG 2022: @
Lost Control Charged Period

3 : : | , b o

He sold the house,
but still owned the mailbox

'I.* -— ‘.-'\-
- ——



o~ cuppl“ﬁ; | |
' ‘:E:‘.;Eehrﬁignt’s brief contains this

i : nce: 5 -
masterpiece of cognitive disSonart:®: Bes; P

— =2 “The pools were made ‘immutable’ in May
S o\ 2020, meaning that they could no longer
< be modified after that time. HOWEVER,
the Tornado Cash founders maintained
control of other elements of the
Tornado Cash service.” \'\

I k e
- F
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el g ] i

| 7 I . 4
: | r _.-". i ..' < il "i L
" e F _ e

= i =l ..-".j aF . =
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THE TIMELINE: ot i T T e
™ G ™
- MAY 2020:

Pools become :
immutable - SEPTEMBER 2020:

)N .
(government Charged conspiracy
admits this) begins L

- AUGUST 2022:
Charged conspiracy

“THE ENTIRE CHARGED PER-
10D IS AFTER STORM LOST
CONTROL OF THE POOLS.”

Y 4 A B | .,
o > s r . | Ny ._. ; Ny, Y
e AN r AN

" \| conTinuep...




la i : e Yes, Your Honor,
It's like charging G 1

1 someone with arson )} [ admits he sold the house
BE . e in 2019 and moved
for a fire that to another state. 4
- | started a year after

“{ they moved out of
the building. =

owned the
MAILBOX.

- s
L O

E‘,a{-:e #: MAILBOX-2020 |/ NI\
EVIDENCE OF CONTROL

TeTatets -
Ll alg.m
------- P

The government’s
| entire case: he didn't
{ control the monen— '
.\ moving part, but he
controlled...
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THE ORAL ARGUMENT

Counsel, how does

No court has that square with
addressed this 8\ the precedent?

" EVERY 1]
4 PREVIOUS JULY 12,

__ || CASE HAD 2024 -
I\ CONTROL. A - orAL
Q A ARGUMENT |

It did not go well



THE COURT:
Would you agree that the most
aggressive or the least traditional

of your charges is the 1960

MR. REHN:
| think that with

respect to this control
question, the defendant’s
argument is novel
in that no court has
really addressed this
argument before.

Wait. The PROSECUTOR
is admitting this is
unprecedented?

In court? On the record?

L — — o WL W R AR .
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W e e

- The government's entire theory requires

= treating “economic function” as more

important than actual control — which
would criminalize every financial
software developer in existence.
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CHAPTER 17 (CONTINU .‘
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BRIAN KLEIN: The reason why this
is raised for the first time here is
because this is the only case ever
with a 1960 prosecution where the
defendants didn’t have control of the
funds, period. There is no case
_ Where that is not the case.
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THE GOVERNMENT'S RESPONSE:

But there is no reason on offer
why Congress would have wanted
statutory liability to turn on such an
arbitrary distinction when the
economic function of the business
is exactly the same.

RWRLR|

\

A

The prosecutor called “not having
control of the funds” an =

@ ' -'-"-"‘ 4 £
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THE EVIDENCE THEY
WANTED TO HIDE

—

DON'T
HUMANIZE

ot | _..le / 1—..- R
- | iy 2 ..
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73 pages of motions to
exclude evidence



otions
)?CITUDE ayidence: UL/
a‘f rﬂid le? A\
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XCLUSION REQUEST #1

on't let the jury know the pools
ould work without him

l’“{;

iy
N
N
5
™

=% ‘The defendant’s expert disclosures indicate that

" 2l he will attempt to introduce evidence that the
Lazarus Group could have figured out other ways
of making deposits ‘directly’ to the pools, without
using features that he controlled.”

Government Response:
Such evidence is irrelevant.

\lLLLUL | ]

|

it

1 IRRELEVANT?! Evidence that
sanctions violations would
have happened WITHOUT
HIM seems pretty darn
relevant. ‘

7
7

NAN NN
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Translation: Don't let
the jury know this
prosecution might be
politically motivated.

|
Ll o y [ Y

EXCLUSION REQUEST #3
Don’t let him talk about his

“The defendant should be

precluded from offering
evidence or argument concerning

his personal background, -

Translation: Please don’t
humanize the software
:_:Ievei_tnper we're trying to
HIprison for 45 years,

L
)

LW .":"'-'- ot ic. {-’,!;h "‘i‘_‘_

i ) .l.-ll. o . e,
o Ny 1| .:E';-e;:'r'
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W YA convtinvvep...




- - --_-_____________________-— 3 L]
Storm consulted lawyers The gnvernment spent ¢ '/
about whether Tornado PAGES arguing this /

| Cash was le_gal. The should be €XC uded. ¥
;\X laWFEI'S Eald he was fln'Eu @_—-—: S =

] W ’
-/ - e dDﬂ t want the




CHAPTER 19
THE JURY INSTRUCTIONS

” THE LEGAL MAZE * N 1
| : IF YOU KNOW = GUILTY
| ES— | 1 ‘ (,IF YOU DON'T KNOW = ALSO GUILTY '

mnumsm? DEFINITELY GuILTY (R

THOUGHT ABGUT IT? GUILTY OF
S THINKIHG

75 pages of proposed jury ihstruéfions
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“If the Government proves that the
proceeds of specified unlawful activity
were mixed or commingled in the Tornado
Cash pools with other funds... then ANY
FINANCIAL TRANSACTION inyofy 2\
Tornado Cash pools while t
mixed or commingled crimi * .
is a transaction involvip

A
g

"f\

: .:.ﬁi:s:'f:'.::f:i;;;:;:;:;:___l. Pr GGEEd S Df da EPEGIﬁE
) unlawful activity.”
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CONTINUED...



TRANSLATION: If a criminal EVER used
Tornado Cash, then EVERYONE who used it
afterward is a money launderer.

is a criminad
llet contains

If you find
that the defendant
was aware of a high
probability that the
object of the conspiracy
was to commit money
laundering, but that he
acted with DELIBERATE
DISREGARD of that fact,
you may find that the
defendant acted
knowingly.

~
N F
é
/| %
S
N

7/,

A \\mﬁ’%‘gﬁ |

CONTINUED...



Ry : ﬂn yﬂur
SRni ; N'T actively spY o
st tion: H: }"ﬂu DO ; .
- Efeﬁ‘ilayau’re “deliberately disregarding

% .| criminal activity.

e

you KNOW criminals use your
software and don't stop them: CRIME

- If you DON'T LOOK to see if criminals
use your software: ALSO CRIME

- The only option: Don't build
privacy software

/

THE MINIMAL COMMERCE CLAUSE g

Any effect on interstate
or foreign commerce is
sufficient to satisfy this
element, NO MATTER
HOW MINIMAL.

By this standard, a tweet about cryptocurrenc i
affects interstate commerce.
2 AL R N

CONTINUED...

N
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1. ORIGINAL SIN:

One criminal ever =
everyone guilty forever

2. CONSCIOUS AVOIDANCE: |
Don't spy on users =
deliberate disregard

3. MINIMAL COMMERCE:

Any effect, no matter how
small = federal jurisdiction |
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CHAPTER 20

E OF TWO COURTS
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One says uncontrollable.
One seeks prison time.




Immutable
smart contracts cannot
be controlled or owned.
Because the Tornado Cash &
<% keys were burned, the code is __
=0 OWNERLESS, IMMUTABLE, g

The Fifth Circuit explicitly ruled that

these smart contracts do not

constitute a “service’they operate
automatically without human effort.
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CHAPTER 21

They made up a methodology
and hoped nobody noticed



"THE SETUP:

" The prosecution put victim Hanfeng Lin on the stand )
- | to testify that her stolen funds were laundered |
| through Tornado Cash. She relied on a report from

a dubious “crypto recovery service.”

"THE REALITY:

Independent blockchain experts (including Taylor' |
’ Monahan and ZachXBT) analyzed the chain and

found ZERO EVIDENCE that her funds ever
| _touched Tornado Cash.

R NS AR

CONTINUED...



;l:"‘:i Realizin Jreir' error, prosecutors called
,% IRS Special Agent Stephan George.
i | His “tracing methodology"?

A “Last-In, First-Out”
(LIFO) accounting method -
essentially GUESSING that
funds were connected
because they were the
most recent deposit.
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UNPER CROSS -EXAM INATION:

gﬁ? Agen’r George admitted: "o, not at all.”
(When asked if his method
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TRANSLATION:

The government couldn’t actually
trace the blockchain, so they made
up a methodology, put it in front of
a jury, and hoped nobody noticed.

PROSECUTION CLAIM; ‘ |

v

REALITY:

Zero evidence
(per independent experts)

¥

SOLUTION:
Invent LIFO
methodology

v

RESULT:
“Really nuts”

V.
Funds traced to E '
Tornado Cash =
-
g




CHAPTER 22

THE MISSING COLUMN
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This isn’t spin.
This is hiding evidence.



THE MI SII\I(:
Hl, I.U MN

Perhaps the most objectively verifiable li
mvulved the Rho E':ank questmnnalre

1 L

GOVERNMENT'’S CLAIM (CLOSING ARGUMENT):

—

Tornado Cash doesn't appear once in this question-

naire.... look at how he answered no to essentially
every crypto-related question.

Durmg the defense closing, |
~ Mr. Patton revealed that |
~ the government's display

- OMITTED A SFPECIFIC
—_ COLUMN.

REVELA TION sox 4

When the full document is ‘i
reviewed, there is a column where f
Mr. Storm explicitly answered
“YES” to whether investments
were received in the form
of cryptocurrency.

A T\ CONTINUED...
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CHAPTER 22 (CONTINUEDI)
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7" The defense called

€ government ;
S claim
that Storm was -

hiding his ¢y
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THIS ISN'T SPIN. THIS IS
HIDING EXCULPATORY
EVIDENCE FROM THE JURY.
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Messages spliced from
different conversations



_ ment presented@ =
i i to suggest R GOVERNMENT'S

}iﬂnﬁxgnmma "f. ﬂﬂ? ~ PRESENTATION:

User: “F*ck, you are being
advertised for free”

Storm: “It's f*cking funny”

The |mpllcatmn Storm welcomed
criminals usmg his platform.

THE REALI TY

*‘*r.nml

| - Storri's respunse July 16 | |

i CONTINUED...



Storm was likely

esponding to
;n I:éNTlRELY
DIFFERENT

The government took messages
from different conversations
and spliced them together to
fabricate an admission of guilt.

EVIDENCE BOARD

‘JULY 12: User message sen
[4 DAYS OF OTHER CONVERSATION

JULY 16: Storm re pbﬁ;&s to someER
PROSECUTION: “Look, they'ke




CHAPTER 24

2019:
T-SHIRT
WORN

+ 2020-2022:
CHARGED
CONSPIRACY

o
ALSO
TIME TRAVEL PARADOX EVIDENCE?

Evidence from years before
the alleged crime



The T-shirt proved
Storm’s criminal intent
to launder money.

The shirt was worn at
ETH Boston in 2019 -
years before the
charged conspiracy
began
(September 2020

- August 2022).

The government R
ultimately STIPULATED BNy
to the 2019 date. |

CONTINLUED...
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2. Worn at a tech
conference

3. Before the alleged
crime even started

WORN:
2019

CRIME CHARGED:
2020-2022

TIME TRAVEL
REQUIRED: YES

Case #:
BACK-TO-FUTURE

L

=
3 ri,_l.

N
\

l I TIMELINE:
2019: Wears joke T-shirt at tech conference

SSES@ | [YEARS PASS - NO CRIME]

&4 for. bank robbery and'introducing



CHAPTER 25

THE FBLCAN'T DO HATH
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FEDERAL
BUDGET EVIDENCE
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Charts totaling 99% and 104%




NEWSPAPER CLIPPING:

FBI forensic charts presented to
the jury had a small problem: }
they didn’t add up.

- One chart totaled 99%
- Anﬂther totaled 104%

Draft versions altered time periods
to inflate payroll expenses from
approximately 45% to 80%,
minimizing profit margins to
portray Tornado Cash as a
criminal enterprise rather than a
software project.
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FBI MATH SKILLS:
Chart 1: 99% (missi

o ng 1% :
Chart 2: 104%, fextragl;é? L

Payroll inflation:
e 45% — B{]%mn'

PUNCHLINE

~ If the FBI cannot perform basic arithmetic
or establish custody of evidence, why should
the jury trust their blockchain analysis?



CHAPTER 26
THE GAS RATIO GUESSWORK

Foas RATIO ANALYSIS |

ERROR RATE: 777 7 s s
PEER REVIEW: NONE || ¢ LA YATLY

\ > 1, o5
ACCURACY: UNKNOWN || Nz etz

llllllllll

Trust me, bro



Q: Is this methodology
to you?

A: Yes.
Q: Do you kno i
A: No.

Q: Can you provide
probability of accuracy?

A:No. \A\

CONTINUEPD...




In a case about cryptographic
privacy technology, the
government”s tracing evidence

was: “‘Trust me, bro.”
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CHAPTER 27

THE FORWARDED
,MSAGE TRAP

REPORTER: Any r:nrnment
on the laundering story?

HAUREAN 10 sy ]

FWD — INTERNAL.:
We need to address this.

Forwarded from a reporter



= ?he founders were
planning crimes.

.___——-_'_

.
THE R

EALITY: g e

The message was
FORWARDED FROM A

REPORTER who was
asking for comment on
a news story.

The government’s presentation made
it appear as if the founders were asking
each other how to launder money...

“How do y
launder
$600M?’

Bl CONTINUED...
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2. Storm forwards
to discuss response

EVIDENGE BOARD
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3. Government
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CHAPTER 28

22
THE DOUBLY DEFICIENT CATCH:

i GuILTY

- You admitted
transmitting!

Every path leads to GUILTY



. The DOJ created an
) imp0551ble legal trap A

If you register as a
money transmitter:
You admit you're
transmitting money

(GUIL

If you don'’t reyrster
You're an
UNLICENSED
money transmitter
GUILTY)

If you argue you're i s =l The government literally argued
not a money .- | I that exempting non-registrants
transmitter: ylliE==-al would be “absurd” - asking the

J You're tr mlg to = court to convict based on
evade the la et regulatory vibes rather thag
(GUILTY) W statutory r requireae

L L

CONTINUEPD...




SAYS: No regulation
by prosecution

_-—"'.--—-F—.—

DOJ ACTION: Regulation
by prosecution

£
s

~ PUNCHLINE BOX

The very government that says
“don’t regulate by prosecution” is...
regulating by prosecution.

DOJPOLICY R

“Don't regulate

by prosecution” | "
1 DOJ ACTION:

Prosecutes
to regulate

..". . i




EPILOGUE
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Roman Storm wrote math.
The government called it crime.



— Every open-source developer is potentially liable for

how others use their code
DeFi protocol is an unlicensed money

X — Every
transmitter
x — Every privacy tool is evidence O
— The First Amendment doesn’t apply if your speech is
written in Solidity

f criminal intent

The Southern District of New Ynfk has effectivery
argued that you can write code, but not THAT

code. You can build privacy tools, but
THOSE privacy tools. g | b
\\ \ \‘\\\
Mx _ ‘\\
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You can develop financial
software, but only if you get
permission first and implement §

surveillance. e

- - o v T T G S ENRE o e e

— S . . . =l

1 = P\

They want a ' R
permission-based ;
internet, where
innovation
requires a license
and privacy is a
privilege granted
by the state.

And somewhere in a courthouse
in Lower Manhattan, a
prosecutor is still explaining how
a frying pan transfers heat.



APPENDIX

“ A .F r\/| n 3 Pﬂ.n

7| transfers hea’c

__\ [} “washing machine \ /50
SN\ for dirty money” N PElSsS

All from offlclal court documents.
We couldn’t make these up.
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7 ACTUAL QUOTES
Y A
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L. “The defendant claims

Tornado Cash was
decentralized... falsely”

«pno court has really

addressed this
argument before”

«gueh an arbitrary
» (calling “lack

arbitrary)

5.
distinction

of control”

I2. “The ' -
pools

made immutable were

However...” cos

“such an arbitrary
” (calling “lack

bitrary)

14.
dietinetinn
of control” ar

«this is the only case€

ever with a 1960 prneeeutinnzﬁﬁ

where the defendants
didn’t have control”.




17. “He had the keys to the
front door, he paid the gas
and the electric bills that
kept it running”

19; “Isn’t anonvmi

: mit
Just another g:-rd :jf‘rur
_“”qnncealment?“

Y/ 21. “The defendant had
control over every
aspect of Tornado Cash
except for the pools”

e _._._.;.';:_-:1' ok 22. “CEH you think
SN | “of a more literal
S \ advertisement for a
| money laundering
pbusiness thana
P-shirt with a washl
ing machine?”

Ll i | [ storyabout greed”

Bledescloiiommminnsclonlicest e N R )

CONTINLUEPD...



FROM PROSECUTORIAL
MISCONDUCT EVIDENCE:

SN

o4. “No, not at al
his tracing metho

» (IRS Agent admitting B
d proved nothing) A
—

oF. FBI charts totaling 99% and 104%

-

EE— e —

9 t‘!E
! ' ror rate” (Governmen
30 knﬂwrttineiis own methndﬂlug}f)

plockchain eXpe w W

27. The missing column hiding Storm’s
“Yes” answer on crypto investments

p—— Y )

ssages 4 days apart pre
ecutive conversation

29, T-shirt from 2019 used as evidence
for 2020-2022 conspiracy
!

ist’ i esented
| nalist’s question PI%:
H & 'éT:;erndant’s admission of intent

28. Me
as cons

actual quotes from court documents in United
States v. Roman Storm. The frying pan thing
is real. We wish it weren’t.
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