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(PMQ) A Hires B To KiLL C. A PAYs B $10,000. Berore B AcTs, A INForMs B THAT He (A) Has CHANGED His MinD.

UNDERSTANDING THE LEGAL AND ETHICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE PMQ SCENARIO

THE SCENARIO WHERE AN INDIVIDUAL (A) HIRES ANOTHER PERSON (B) TO COMMIT A CRIME——SPECIFICALLY, TO KILL A THIRD
PARTY (C)—RAISES SIGNIFICANT LEGAL, ETHICAL, AND MORAL QUESTIONS. \WHEN THE EMPLOYER (A) PAYS B $10,000
UPFRONT BUT THEN WITHDRAWS THE INSTRUCTION BEFORE B ACTS, THE SITUATION BECOMES EVEN MORE COMPLEX. THIS

ARTICLE EXPLORES THE LEGAL FRAMEW ORK SURROUNDING SUCH ARRANGEMENTS, THE IMPLICATIONS OF WITHDRAWING AN
AGREEMENT, AND HOW LA\ ENFORCEMENT AND LEGAL SYSTEMS TYPICALLY INTERPRET THESE SITUATIONS.

THE ANATOMY OF THE PMQ ScCENARIO

\WHAT DOES THE SCENARIO INVOLVE?

- PARTIES INVOLVED:

- A: THE PERSON WHO INITIALLY HIRES B TO COMMIT A CRIME.

- B: THE HIRED INDIVIDUAL, WHO IS SUPPOSED TO CARRY OUT THE ACT.
- C: THE INTENDED VICTIM OF THE CRIME.

- Key ACTIONS:

- A CONTRACTS B To COMMIT A CRIMINAL ACT (MURDER oF C).

- APAYs B Asumor $10,000 AS COMPENSATION.

- A THEN INFORMS B BEFORE B ACTS THAT HE HAS CHANGED HIS MIND.
\WHY IS THIS SCENARIO SIGNIFICANT?

THIS SETUP IS SIGNIFICANT BECAUSE IT TOUCHES UPON:

- THE LEGALITY OF CONSPIRACY AND ATTEMPT TO COMMIT A CRIME.
- THE ENFORCEABILITY OF CRIMINAL CONTRACTS.

- THE IMPACT OF WITHDRAWAL OR REVOCATION OF CRIMINAL AGREEMENTS.
- THE ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS OF FACILITATING OR ATTEMPTING TO FACILITATE A CRIME.

LEGAL PERSPECTIVES ON HIRING SOMEONE TO CoMMIT A CRIME
CRIMINAL LIABILITY FOR ATTEMPT AND CONSPIRACY

UNDER CRIMINAL LAW, ATTEMPTING TO COMMIT A CRIME OR CONSPIRING TO DO SO CAN BE PUNISHABLE EVEN IF THE CRIME IS NOT
ULTIMATELY CARRIED OUT.

ATTEMPT TO CoMMIT A CRIME

- OCCURS WHEN A PERSON INTENDS TO COMMIT A CRIME AND TAKES SUBSTANTIAL STEPS TOWARD COMPLETING IT.
- IN THE PMQ SCENARIO, B’s PLAN ToO kiLL C COULD BE CONSIDERED AN ATTEMPT, ESPECIALLY IF B HAS BEGUN PREPARATIONS.

ConspRACY To CoMMIT A CRIME

- AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN TWO OR MORE PERSONS TO COMMIT A CRIMINAL ACT, ACCOMPANIED BY AN OVERT ACT IN



FURTHERANCE OF THE CONSPIRACY.
- HIRING B To kiLL C LIKELY CONSTITUTES CONSPIRACY, EVEN IF THE ACT HAS NOT YET BEEN ATTEMPTED.

LEGALITY oF CONTRACTING FOR A CRIME

- CONTRACTS THAT INVOLVE ILLEGAL ACTIVITIES ARE GENERALLY CONSIDERED VOID AND UNENFORCEABLE.
- HO\WEVER, THE LAW MAY STILL SCRUTINIZE THE FORMATION OF SUCH CONTRACTS TO DETERMINE CRIMINAL LIABILITY.

THE ROLE OF THE PAYMENT
- THE UPFRONT PAYMENT OF $ 10,000 CAN BE VIEWED AS EVIDENCE OF CRIMINAL INTENT, ESPECIALLY IF THE AGREEMENT IS FOR
AN UNLAWFUL PURPOSE.

- PAYING OR RECEIVING MONEY FOR COMMITTING A CRIME CAN ITSELF BE AN OFFENSE UNDER LAWS RELATED TO CRIMINAL
FACILITATION OR CONSPIRACY.

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE W/ITHDRAWAL BEFORE B ACTS

s A CoNnTRACT TO CoMMIT A CRIME REVOCABLE?

- LEGAL PERSPECTIVE: GENERALLY, AN AGREEMENT TO COMMIT A CRIME IS CONSIDERED VOID FROM THE OUTSET, MEANING IT IS
NOT LEGALLY VALID OR ENFORCEABLE.

- WITHDRAWAL IMPACT: IF A INFORMS B BEFORE B ACTS, DOES THAT NEGATE THE CONSPIRACY OR ATTEMPT?

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS OF W/ ITHDRAW AL

- ATTEMPTED CRIME: IF B HAS NOT YET BEGUN ANY ACT TOWARD COMMITTING C'S MURDER, THE ATTEMPT MAY NOT HAVE
MATERIALIZED.

- CONSPIRACY: THE AGREEMENT'S EXISTENCE MIGHT STILL BE RELEVANT, BUT THE WITHDRAWAL COULD POTENTIALLY
TERMINATE FURTHER CRIMINAL LIABILITY IF B CEASES ALL PLANS.

- CRIMINAL LIABILITY: LAW ENFORCEMENT MAY INVESTIGATE WHETHER ANY CRIMINAL ACT WAS ACTUALLY ATTEMPTED OR
MERELY PLANNED.

ETHIcAL CONSIDERATIONS

- THE MORAL QUESTION OF WHETHER THE INITIAL AGREEMENT WAS EVER INTENDED TO BE CARRIED OUT.
- THE SIGNIFICANCE OF COMMUNICATION AND WITHDRAWAL IN POTENTIALLY AVOIDING CRIMINAL PROSECUTION.

Case LAwW AND LEGAL PRECEDENTS

NoTABLE CASES RELATED To HIRING FOR CRIMES

- R v. ANDERSON (1986): ADDRESSED ISSUES OF CONSPIRACY AND THE POINT AT WHICH LIABILITY ATTACHES.

- R V. SHIVPURI (1986): CLARIFIED THAT ATTEMPTING TO COMMIT A CRIME, EVEN IF THE CRIME IS IMPOSSIBLE TO COMPLETE,
CAN STILL LEAD TO CRIMINAL LIABILITY.

PRINCIPLES DERIVED

- CONSPIRACIES ARE FORMED UPON AGREEMENT AND OVERT ACTS.

- WITHDRAWAL CAN BE A DEFENSE IF IT OCCURS BEFORE ANY OVERT ACT OR ATTEMPT.
- THE INTENT AT THE TIME OF AGREEMENT AND STEPS TAKEN ARE CRITICAL IN ESTABLISHING LIABILITY.

PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS AND LAW ENFORCEMENT VIEWS



DETECTING AND PREVENTING CRIMINAL CONTRACTS

- LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES MONITOR SUSPICIOUS TRANSACTIONS, COMMUNICATIONS, AND BEHAVIORS INDICATIVE OF
CRIMINAL CONSPIRACIES.

- UNDERCOVER OPERATIONS MAY BE USED TO DETECT AND PREVENT SUCH CRIMES.

LeGAL CONSEQUENCES FOR THE PARTIES INVOLVED

- For A: POTENTIAL CHARGES OF CONSPIRACY, SOLICITATION, OR ATTEMPT.

- For B: LIABILITY DEPENDS ON WHETHER B COMMENCED ANY ACT TOWARD COMMISSION.
- For C: THE vICTIM, C, REMAINS AT RISK UNLESS THE CRIME IS THWARTED.

ETHICAL AND MORAL DIMENSIONS
THE MorAL DILEMMA

- IS ANYONE MORALLY JUSTIFIED IN HIRING SOMEONE TO COMMIT A MURDER?
- DOES PAYING FOR SUCH A SERVICE INDICATE A COMPLETE DISREGARD FOR HUMAN LIFE?

SOCIETAL IMPACT

- SUCH SCENARIOS THREATEN SOCIETAL SAFETY AND TRUST IN LEGAL SYSTEMS.
- THE IMPORTANCE OF STRICT LAWS TO DETER CRIMINAL CONTRACTS AND FACILITATE PROSECUTION.

Concrusion: LEGAL AND ETHICAL LESSONS FROM THE PMQ SCENARIO

THE SCENARIO WHERE A HIRES B TO KILL C, PAYS UPFRONT, AND THEN WITHDRAWS BEFORE B ACTS, UNDERSCORES THE
COMPLEX INTERPLAY OF CRIMINAL LAW, ETHICS, AND SOCIETAL NORMS. WHILE THE INITIAL AGREEMENT MIGHT BE CONSIDERED
VOID OR UNENFORCEABLE, THE FORMATION OF CONSPIRACY OR ATTEMPT CAN STILL RESULT IN LIABILITY FOR THOSE INVOL VED.
L AW ENFORCEMENT AND LEGAL SYSTEMS EMPHASIZE THE IMPORTANCE OF ACTING SWIFTLY TO PREVENT CRIMES AND UPHOLD

JUSTICE. ETHICALLY, SUCH SITUATIONS HIGHLIGHT THE IMPORTANCE OF MORAL RESPONSIBILITY AND SOCIETAL CONDEMNATION
OF CRIMINAL CONDUCT.

FAQs

1. CAN A BE PROSECUTED IF HE WITHDRAWS BEFORE B ACTS?

ANSWER: GENERALLY, IF A WITHDRAWS BEFORE B BEGINS ANY CRIMINAL ACT, A MAY AVOID LIABILITY FOR ATTEMPT OR
CONSPIRACY. HOWEVER, IF THE AGREEMENT WAS FORMED AND B WAS SUFFICIENTLY ENCOURAGED OR PREPARED, LAW
ENFORCEMENT MIGHT STILL INVESTIGATE FOR CONSPIRACY.

2.1s THe PAYMENT OF $10,000 ILLEGAL?

ANSWER: |[F THE PAYMENT WAS MADE WITH THE INTENT TO FACILITATE A CRIME, IT COULD BE CONSIDERED ILLEGAL OR EVIDENCE
OF CRIMINAL INTENT.

3. WHAT DEFENSES ARE AVAILABLE TO B IF ACCUSED?

ANSWER: B COULD ARGUE THAT NO ACT WAS COMMITTED OR ATTEMPTED, OR THAT HE HAD NOT YET BEGUN ANY STEPS
TOWARD COMMITTING THE CRIME. W/ITHDRAW AL BEFORE ACTING MAY SERVE AS A DEFENSE.

4. How DO LAWS DIFFER ACROSS JURISDICTIONS?



ANSWER: LAWS CONCERNING CONSPIRACY, ATTEMPT, AND CRIMINAL FACILITATION VARY BY JURISDICTION; CONSULTING LOCAL
LAWS IS NECESSARY FOR PRECISE LEGAL ADVICE.

5. WHY IS WITHDRAWAL SIGNIFICANT IN CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY CASES?

ANSWER: W ITHDRAWAL CAN SOMETIMES NEGATE CRIMINAL LIABILITY IF IT OCCURS BEFORE THE CONSPIRACY IS FURTHERED OR
AN OVERT ACT IS COMMITTED, BUT TIMING AND CIRCUMSTANCES ARE CRUCIAL.

IN SUMMARY, THE PMQ SCENARIO IS A CLASSIC ILLUSTRATION OF THE COMPLEXITIES SURROUNDING CRIMINAL CONTRACTS,
CONSPIRACY, AND ATTEMPTS. |T EMPHASIZES THE IMPORTANCE OF UNDERSTANDING LEGAL DEFINITIONS, TIMELY WITHDRAW AL,
AND THE ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS INVOLVED IN SUCH ARRANGEMENTS. LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES AND LEGAL SYSTEMS
CONTINUE TO ADAPT TO THESE CHALLENGES TO ENSURE JUSTICE AND SOCIETAL SAFETY.

FREQUENTLY ASkeD QUESTIONS

\WHAT LEGAL IMPLICATIONS ARISE WHEN A INFORMS B THAT HE HAS CHANGED HIS MIND
AFTER HIRING B To kILL C?

IF A INFORMS B BEFORE B ACTS, IT MAY BE CONSIDERED A WITHDRAWAL OF THE CONSPIRACY OR CRIMINAL AGREEMENT,
POTENTIALLY NULLIFYING THE INTENT TO COMMIT THE CRIME AND AFFECTING LEGAL LIABILITY. HO\X/EVERI THE SPECIFICS DEPEND
ON JURISDICTION AND WHETHER B HAS ALREADY TAKEN STEPS TOWARDS EXECUTING THE ACT.

Does A’s CHANGE OF MIND AND COMMUNICATION TO B PREVENT B FROM PROCEEDING
WITH THE MURDER?

YES/ IF A CLEARLY COMMUNICATES HIS DECISION TO WITHDRAW BEFORE B ACTS, IT GENERALLY PREVENTS B FROM LEGALLY
PROCEEDING, AS THE CRIMINAL AGREEMENT IS TERMINATED AND B’S INTENT TO COMMIT THE CRIME IS REVOKED.

CaN A’s PAYMENT oF $10,000 To B BE RECOVERED IF A LATER CHANGES HIS MIND
AND INFORMS B NOT TO PROCEED?

RECOVERY OF THE PAYMENT DEPENDS ON THE AGREEMENT TERMS AND THE TIMING. IF A WITHDRAWS BEFORE B ACTS, A MAY
HAVE A LEGAL RIGHT TO RECOVER THE FUNDS, ESPECIALLY IF THE CONTRACT OR AGREEMENT IS RESCINDED OR DEEMED VOID DUE
TO THE WITHDRAWAL.

\WHAT ROLE DOES THE TIMING OF A’S COMMUNICATION PLAY IN THE LEGALITY OF B’s
ACTIONS?

TIMING IS CRUCIAL; IF A INFORMS B BEFORE B ACTS, THE CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY IS TYPICALLY CONSIDERED TERMINATED, AND B's
ACTIONS TO KILL C WOULD NO LONGER BE LEGALLY JUSTIFIED OR CONSIDERED PART OF AN ONGOING CONSPIRACY.

CouLD B STILL BE PROSECUTED FOR ATTEMPT OR CONSPIRACY IF A CHANGES HIS MIND
BEFORE B ACTS?

GENERALLY, B CANNOT BE PROSECUTED FOR ATTEMPT OR CONSPIRACY IF THE AGREEMENT IS EFFECTIVELY TERMINATED BEFORE B

TAKES ANY ACTION. HO\X/EVER/ IF B HAS ALREADY COMMENCED ACTS TOWARDS THE CRIME, LEGAL CONSEQUENCES MAY VARY
BASED ON JURISDICTION AND THE STAGE OF THE ATTEMPT.



ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

PMQ: A CompLEX LEGAL AND ETHICAL EXAMINATION OF A CONTRACTUAL AND CRIMINAL SCENARIO

THE SCENARIO INVOLVING PMQ (A HYPOTHETICAL OR ANONYMIZED INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY), WHERE A HIRES B TO KiLL C, WITH
A PAYMENT OF $10,000, AND SUBSEQUENTLY A CHANGES THEIR MIND BEFORE B ACTS, PRESENTS A RICH CASE STUDY AT THE
INTERSECTION OF CONTRACT LAW, CRIMINAL LA/, AND ETHICS. THIS SITUATION RAISES CRITICAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE
ENFORCEABILITY OF AGREEMENTS, THE LEGALITY OF AGREEMENTS THAT INVOLVE ILLEGAL ACTS, AND THE IMPLICATIONS OF A
PARTY WITHDRAWING FROM AN AGREEMENT AFTER THE INCEPTION BUT BEFORE EXECUTION. THIS ARTICLE AIMS TO PROVIDE A
COMPREHENSIVE, DETAILED, AND ANALYTICAL EXPLORATION OF THIS SCENARIO, DISSECTING EACH ELEMENT TO UNDERSTAND ITS
LEGAL, ETHICAL, AND SOCIETAL RAMIFICATIONS.

OVERVIEW OF THE SCENARIO

DESCRIPTION OF THE SCENARIO

IN THIS CASE, A CONTRACTS B TO CARRY OUT A MURDER OF C, OFFERING B A suM of $10,000 AS REMUNERATION. BEFORE B
PROCEEDS WITH THE ACT, A INFORMS B THAT HE (A) HAS CHANGED HIS MIND, EFFECTIVELY WITHDRAWING THE OFFER. THE CORE
QUESTIONS INVOLVE THE LEGALITY OF THE AGREEMENT, THE ENFORCEABILITY OF ANY CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATIONS, AND
WHETHER B’S ACTIONS OR INTENTIONS ARE LEGALLY OR ETHICALLY SANCTIONED.

Key ELEMENTS

- PARTIES INVOLVED:

- A: THE PERSON WHO INITIATES THE CONTRACT AND LATER WITHDRAWS.
- B: THE PERSON HIRED TO COMMIT THE ACT.

- C: THE VICTIM TARGETED FOR KILLING.

- TIMING:

- THE CONTRACT IS FORMED WHEN A AND B AGREE ON THE TERMS.
- PAYMeNT oF $10,000 Is proMiSED BY A TO B.

- A CHANGES HIS MIND BEFORE B ACTS.

- ACTIONS:

- THE INITIAL AGREEMENT INVOLVES AN ILLEGAL ACT (MURDER).
- A WITHDRAWS BEFORE B EXECUTES THE ACT.

LeEGAL FOUNDATIONS AND PRINCIPLES

1. LEGALITY OF THE CONTRACT

AT THE CORE OF CONTRACT LAW LIES THE PRINCIPLE THAT FOR A CONTRACT TO BE ENFORCEABLE, IT MUST BE LEGAL. AN
AGREEMENT TO COMMIT A CRIME, SUCH AS MURDER, IS INHERENTLY ILLEGAL AND VOID AB INITIO (FROM THE OUTSET).

- [LLEGAL CONTRACTS:
MOST LEGAL SYSTEMS EXPLICITLY PROHIBIT AND REFUSE TO ENFORCE CONTRACTS THAT INVOLVE CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES OR
VIOLATE PUBLIC POLICY. COURTS GENERALLY REFUSE TO UPHOLD AGREEMENTS THAT ARE CONTRARY TO LAW OR MORALITY.

- IMPLICATION IN THIS SCENARIO:
SINCE THE CONTRACT INVOLVES A MURDER, IT IS INHERENTLY ILLEGAL. EVEN IF A AND B AGREE TO THE TERMS, THE CONTRACT



CANNOT BE LEGALLY ENFORCED. ANY ATTEMPT BY B TO SEEK LEGAL REMEDY FOR BREACH WOULD BE FUTILE BECAUSE THE
CONTRACT’S VERY FOUNDATION IS UNLAWFUL.

2. ENFORCEMENT AND CRIMINAL LAW CONSIDERATIONS

- ATTEMPTED ENFORCEMENT:
COURTS WILL TYPICALLY DISMISS ANY CLAIM B MIGHT HAVE FOR THE PROMISED $ 10,000, CITING THE ILLEGALITY OF THE
CONTRACT.

- CRIMINAL LIABILITY:

BoTH A AND B RISK CRIMINAL CHARGES REGARDLESS OF WHETHER THE ACT IS CARRIED OUT. A’S ROLE IN INITIATING THE
CONTRACT AND OFFERING PAYMENT MAKES HIM AN ACCESSORY OR CONSPIRATOR, WHILE B’s ACTIONS, EVEN IF NOT COMPLETED,
COULD STILL BE CONSIDERED CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY OR SOLICITATION.

- WITHDRAWAL OF A:

THE FACT THAT A WITHDRAWS BEFORE B ACTS DOES NOT NEGATE THE ILLEGAL NATURE OF THE AGREEMENT. UNDER CRIMINAL
LAW, THE MERE ACT OF CONSPIRING TO COMMIT MURDER IS PUNISHABLE, AND WITHDRAWAL MAY NOT ABSOLVE LIABILITY IF THE
CONSPIRACY HAD BEEN FORMED.

3. THE DocTRINE oF OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE IN ILLEGAL CONTRACTS

- OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE:
THE FORMATION OF THE CONTRACT BETWEEN A AND B HINGES ON OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE. SINCE THE OFFER IS FOR AN ILLEGAL
ACT, THE ACCEPTANCE DOES NOT CREATE ENFORCEABLE RIGHTS.

- REVOCATION OR W/ ITHDRAWAL:
A’S ACTION OF INFORMING B THAT HE HAS CHANGED HIS MIND MAY BE VIEWED AS A REVOCATION OF THE OFFER. HO\X/EVER,
GIVEN THE ILLEGAL CONTEXT, THE REVOCATION DOES NOT RESCUE THE CONTRACT’S VALIDITY.

ETHICAL AND SOCIETAL IMPLICATIONS

1. ETHIcAL CONSIDERATIONS

- MorAL ABSOLUTISM:
ENGAGING IN OR FACILITATING MURDER IS UNIVERSALLY CONDEMNED MORALLY AND ETHICALLY. THE SCENARIO UNDERSCORES THE
IMPORTANCE OF SOCIETAL NORMS THAT PROHIBIT VIOLENT AND UNLAWFUL ACTS.

- RESPONSIBILITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY:
EVEN IF THE CONTRACT IS NOT ENFORCEABLE LEGALLY, B’S INTENT AND PREPARATION COULD RAISE QUESTIONS ABOUT
CULPABILITY, ESPECIALLY IF B TAKES STEPS TOWARDS COMMITTING THE ACT.

- CHANGE oF MIND:
A’S WITHDRAWAL REFLECTS AN ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF THE WRONGFULNESS OR POTENTIAL CONSEQUENCES OF HIS INITIAL PLAN,
ALIGNING WITH SOCIETAL VALUES THAT OPPOSE MURDER.

2. SOCETAL IMPACT

- DETERRENCE:
STRICT LEGAL AND MORAL CONDEMNATION OF SUCH CONTRACTS SERVE TO DETER SIMILAR CONDUCT.

- LAW ENFORCEMENT:
THE SCENARIO WOULD LIKELY INVOKE LAW ENFORCEMENT INTERVENTION, WITH AUTHORITIES POTENTIALLY INVESTIGATING

CONSPIRACY, SOLICITATION, OR ATTEMPTED HOMICIDE.

- PusLic PoLicy:



THE LAW’S REFUSAL TO UPHOLD ILLEGAL AGREEMENTS PROTECTS SOCIETAL INTERESTS AND MAINTAINS THE RULE OF LAW.

LeGAL RAMIFICATIONS oF A CHANGING His MIND

1. EFFecT oN THE CONTRACT

- SINCE THE CONTRACT WAS FOR AN ILLEGAL PURPOSE, THE FACT THAT A CHANGES HIS MIND BEFORE B ACTS DOES NOT CREATE
ANY LEGAL RIGHTS OR OBLIGATIONS.

- No ENFORCEMENT:

COURTS WILL REFUSE ANY ATTEMPT BY B TO CLAIM DAMAGES OR ENFORCE THE AGREEMENT , EMPHASIZING THAT LEGAL SYSTEMS
DO NOT SUPPORT CONTRACTS INVOLVING CRIMES.

2. CRIMINAL LIABILITY AND CONSPIRACY

- CONSPIRACY:

THE INITIAL AGREEMENT COULD BE VIEWED AS A CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT MURDER, WHICH IS PUNISHABLE EVEN IF THE ACT IS
NOT CARRIED OUT.

- WITHDRAWAL AND CONSPIRACY:

UNDER MANY LEGAL SYSTEMS, WITHDRAWAL FROM A CONSPIRACY MUST BE TIMELY AND EFFECTIVE TO AVOID LIABILITY.
HOWEVER, GIVEN THE ILLEGAL NATURE OF THE ORIGINAL AGREEMENT, WITHDRAWAL MAY NOT ABSOLVE LIABILITY.

- ATTEMPTED CRIME:

THE LEGAL PRINCIPLE THAT AN ATTEMPT TO COMMIT A CRIME IS PUNISHABLE APPLIES HERE. SINCE B HAS BEEN HIRED AND PLANS
ARE IN PLACE, THE AUTHORITIES MIGHT PURSUE CHARGES RELATED TO SOLICITATION OR CONSPIRACY, REGARDLESS OF WHETHER
THE MURDER OCCURS.

3. EVIDENCE AND PrOOF

- LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES RELY ON SURVEILLANCE, COMMUNICATION RECORDS, OR WITNESS TESTIMONIES TO ESTABLISH
THE CONSPIRACY OR SOLICITATION.

- A’S COMMUNICATION INFORMING B OF THE CHANGE OF MIND COULD BE CRITICAL EVIDENCE IN CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS.

IMPLICATIONS FOR B: RIGHTS AND RISKkS

1. B’s LEGAL PosITIoN

- No ENFOrRCEABLE CONTRACT:
B CANNOT LEGALLY CLAIM THE PROMISED $ 10,000 BECAUSE THE CONTRACT IS ILLEGAL.

- PoTenTiAL CRIMINAL EXPOSURE:
B RISKS BEING CHARGED WITH SOLICITATION, CONSPIRACY, OR ATTEMPT TO COMMIT MURDER, EVEN IF HE HAS NOT YET ACTED.

2. ETHICcAL AND MoRrAL Risks

- PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY:
B FACES MORAL CULPABILITY FOR AGREEING TO COMMIT A SERIOUS CRIME, REGARDLESS OF WHETHER HE PROCEEDS.



- WITHDRAWAL:

IF B CHOOSES TO WITHDRAW BEFORE ANY ACT, HE MAY AVOID CRIMINAL LIABILITY, BUT THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE
\WITHDRAWAL AND THE EVIDENCE AVAILABLE WILL INFLUENCE THE OUTCOME.

3. LEGAL ADVICE AND PRECAUTIONS

- B SHOULD SEEK LEGAL COUNSEL TO UNDERSTAND POTENTIAL LIABILITIES.

- ENGAGING IN ANY FURTHER COMMUNICATION OR ACTIONS RELATED TO THE ILLEGAL CONTRACT MIGHT DEEPEN LEGAL JEOPARDY.

BROADER LEGAL AND ETHICAL LESSONS

1. THE PRINCIPLE OF LEGALITY
- THE CORNERSTONE OF CONTRACT LAW IS LEGALITY; AGREEMENTS THAT VIOLATE LAW ARE VOID AND UNENFORCEABLE.

- THE SCENARIO UNDERSCORES THAT NO MATTER THE PARTIES’ INTENTIONS, CONTRACTS INVOLVING ILLEGAL ACTS CANNOT BE
UPHELD IN COURT.

2. PREVENTION AND ENFORCEMENT

- LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES ACTIVELY INVESTIGATE AND PROSECUTE CONSPIRACY AND SOLICITATION TO PREVENT VIOLENT
CRIMES.

- THE LEGAL SYSTEM ENCOURAGES INDIVIDUALS TO REFRAIN FROM ENGAGING IN OR FACILITATING UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES.
3. ETHICAL BOUNDARIES AND SociaL NorMS
- THE SCENARIO EXEMPLIFIES THE IMPORTANCE OF SOCIETAL NORMS THAT PROHIBIT VIOLENCE AND CRIMINAL CONDUCT.

- ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS SERVE AS A SAFEGUARD, REINFORCING THE LEGAL PROHIBITIONS.

CONCLUSION

THE HYPOTHETICAL CASE OF PMQ’S SCENARIO—WHERE A HIRES B To kiLL C For $ 10,000, THEN CHANGES HIS
MIND—SERVES AS A COMPELLING ILLUSTRATION OF LEGAL PRINCIPLES SURROUNDING ILLEGAL CONTRACTS, CRIMINAL
CONSPIRACY, AND SOCIETAL MORALS. LEGALLY, SUCH AN AGREEMENT IS NULL AND VOID DUE TO ITS UNLAWFUL PURPOSE, AND
ANY ATTEMPTS BY B TO ENFORCE OR PROFIT FROM IT ARE DESTINED TO FAIL. THE WITHDRAWAL BY A BEFORE B ACTS DOES
NOT ALTER THESE LEGAL REALITIES. FURTHERMORE, CRIMINAL LIABILITY MAY STILL ATTACH TO B, ESPECIALLY IF LAW
ENFORCEMENT INTERPRETS THE INITIAL ARRANGEMENT AS CONSPIRACY OR SOLICITATION, WHICH ARE PUNISHABLE OFFENSES
REGARDLESS OF WHETHER THE CRIME IS COMMITTED.

THIS SCENARIO HIGHLIGHTS THE IMPORTANCE OF THE RULE OF LAW AND SOCIETAL NORMS THAT PROHIBIT AND PUNISH CRIMINAL
CONDUCT. |T ALSO EMPHASIZES THE NEED FOR INDIVIDUALS TO RECOGNIZE THE LIMITS OF CONTRACTUAL AGREEMENTS AND THE
GRAVE CONSEQUENCES OF ENGAGING IN OR FACILITATING CRIMINAL ACTS. ULTIMATELY, THE SCENARIO UNDERSCORES THAT
LEGALITY, MORALITY, AND SOCIETAL WELL-BEING ARE DEEPLY INTERTWINED, AND ATTEMPTS TO CIRCUMVENT THESE
PRINCIPLES—™SUCH AS THROUGH ILLEGAL CONTRACTS—ARE ULTIMATELY DOOMED TO FAILURE AND MORAL CONDEMNATION.



NoTE TO READERS:
THIS ANALYSIS IS BASED ON GENERAL LEGAL PRINCIPLES AND HYPOTHETICAL INTERPRETATION. ACTUAL LEGAL OUTCOMES MAY
VARY DEPENDING ON JURISDICTION, SPECIFIC FACTS, AND JUDICIAL DISCRETION.
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