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Jose’s initial Charlebots feat Doc: https://docs.google.com/document/d/15kgQVGB7jG_wJ6G6iPIKca6aIfcjPt1IKifzAwhXFAg/edit?tab=t.0

Amp Ramona’s “Debunk” Doc: https://docs.google.com/document/d/1kh6N1q9XyG0feC8ygM30psFoNw3KLkPRoaIr5-enh9w/edit?tab=t.0

This doc is a response to Amp Ramona’s debunk attempt toward my friend Jose’s original doc of Henry Emily’s charliebots feat regarding mainly Henry’s EU. In a comment section. Ramona later confirmed while I was making this doc, that their main purpose in their argumentation was to argue the quality and impressiveness of the EU shown in the charliebots feat. 
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Ramona is free to prolly make ANOTHER response or just have another person attempt to debunk my rebunk. Lets begin?


SECTION 1: Countering ramona’s claim of Henry’s EU being “Surface Level.


Ramona’s first argument:[image: ]
















Claims in this argument I will debunk against Ramona:

“The EU required for the robot's replication of emotions was surface-level and unimpressive.”
“You're just listing random emotions that Emily was able to program into the Charliebot.”
“None of the scans show in-depth profiling.”
“This doesn’t show anything resembling complex replication of the human mind.”

Some fallacies ramona committed in this argument: Strawman fallacy

But before I explain why he committed this fallacy, lets first dive in to my basic premise to what I am debunking for Henry’s charliebots feat in this section. Ramona’s debunk fundamentally misunderstands the depth of Henry’s feat by oversimplifying what emotional understanding actually means, ignoring emergent behavior, and misrepresenting narrative continuity and context. 

Emotional Understanding: “Emotional understanding refers to the ability to recognize, interpret, and respond to one's own emotions and the emotions of others. This involves not only the cognitive recognition of emotions but also the empathetic capacity to engage with those feelings, facilitating better interpersonal relationships and communication. It plays a significant role in social interactions and is essential for emotional intelligence, which impacts various cognitive processes.” (link)

1. Not just “emotions”

First off, their first point here quite oversimplifies the original doc’s feat by framing it as “random emotions”. But from the original doc, charliebot has demonstrated consistent, evolving personality traits based on emotion memory integration such as: Nostalgia linked to specific locations, fear tied to trauma via foxy. Identity confusion and reflection. As well as the development of romantic love. Reflects the ability to   interpret emotional context.

2. Strawman fallacy

They basically attack that the argument is mispresenting jose’s argument as if he claims the charliebot to have literal neurological reproduction. However, the original doc would be referring to emotional processing, memory retention and personality expression and not brain structures. (Strawman- misrepresenting an argument to make it easier to attack):

the doc never claims literal 1:1 neural replication. The line says:“He was able to replicate the human mind in its entirety” Context: this refers to emotional mapping and emergent AI behavior, not literal neurophysiology.
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As the screenshots show, the original doc verbatim states this, as it is not referring to a literal neurobiological clone to the brain but rather to emotional mapping. Basically, it is the replication of how a person processes, reacts to, and evolves through emotional experiences. Including memory-emotion integration and adaptive behavior over time. If you want to get philosophical, it would align with the functionalist view of mind.


	Additional note:

Calling Henry’s EU feat surface level ignores the depth of what emotional understanding is. As he sculpted a cognitive emotional system that reacts, adapts and outgrows its original source. If you don’t understand yet, in psychological terms, he basically reverse engineers a grieving child soul aka his own original daughter. 

My conclusion via syllogism overview:

P1 (premise 1): If a synthetic being can involve new emotional states and behavior patterns and not pre-programmed, then the emotional understanding behind it’s creation is advanced.

P2 (premise 2): Charliebot evolves new emotional states such as romance, forms of new memories, and adapts emotionally in real time.

C (conclusion): therefore, the emotional understanding behind creation aka Henry’s feat is advanced.




SECTION 2: Programming memory /=/ surface-level mind mapping

(Scroll down below).


Ramona’s 2nd argument against Jose’s original doc:
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Their arguments here in summary: 

“None of the scans in your doc even remotely suggest that Henry programmed every single memory Charlie had.”
“The EU Emily shows is unimpressive at best.”
“It’s a basic understanding of Charlie being afraid while getting attacked.”
“Emily being able to form basic, surface-level ideas of love and fear is not at all indicative of being able to replicate someone’s mind.”

1. The debunk’s first flaw in this section: False equivalence between emotion recognition and emotional intelligence.

This part here draws a false equivalence fallacy between identifying emotions and replicating emotional understanding. Recognizing that charliebots feel fear /=/ claim of all of henry’s code in fear

What makes Henry’s charliebots feat impressive here is that it is:
· Contextually responsive
· Rooted in specific memories
· Altered by new experiences
· Integrated into long term-behavior and personality shifts.


2. Henry’s feat is about depth of simulation and not just quantity of memories.

Okay so, nowhere in the original claim of Jose says that Henry programmed “every single memory Charlie” had, which would be signaling another strawman committed by Ramona. The point was supposed to be that he created a synthetic consciousness capable of using memory-emotion link to guide behavior. It is a fundamental misunderstanding of how memory works in both psychology and AI. 

The brain does NOT store memories as static files, it reconstructs and contextualizes them through emotional association, and henry replicated this process which is not surface level but rather simulated human psychology. 

3. Philosophical backing, functionalism and emergentism.

Philosophically, with functionalism aka the Philosophy of Mind, it states: “What matters isnt what a mind is made of, but what it does.”
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If charliebot experiences fear, learns from it, evolves behavior BASED on that fear while developing new emotions. Then she is functionally is a mind in a philo sense. 

Emergentism further supports this as: Conscious-like behavior can emerge from complex, recursive systems even if parts themselves are not conscious. Henry did not need to pre-program every detail. He just had to  build a framework from which a living, emotionally active identity could emerge.

	Syllogism overview:

P1: If a being can form emotional responses, recall reasons for those responses, adapt behavior accordingly and develop new emotional states overtime then it demonstrates a replicated emotional mind.
P2: Charliebot demonstrates all above (contextual fear, post-traumatic behavior, memory-based emotion, romantic development).
C: Therefore, charliebot demonstrates a replicated emotional mind and Henry’s feat is MORE than just surface level.

Extra summary: Ramona’s rebuttal oversimplifies distinction between coding emotions and engineering emotional cognition. Henry did not just make a robot that feals afraid, he also made one that remembers, evolves,and hurts. Placing this above basic AI stimulation. The debunk here in this part collapse as it focuses too much on what Charlie felt according to the original analysis but ignores how, why and what it became. Which itself can also be classified as texas sharpshooting fallacy and cherrypicking.


SECTION 3: Illusion discs, observable data, and mathematical fallacies.
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Arguments in their summary:

“Any of the robot’s actions could be a result of the Illusion Discs… therefore they’re invalid to scale to Henry.”
 “We’re perceiving the robot from within the illusion, so the feats may not even be real.”
1. Lets introduce solipsism rq:

What is solipsism? 
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Ramona’s argument basically argues “since we might be perceiving a false reality, nothing within that reality can be measured.” Which is textbook solipsism as denying an object because “reality might be altered”. Based on their logic, if we apply this to any story: No action is trustworthy, no fear is valid, and no behavior can be interpreted. But the story still continues, and the narrative structure and in-universe consistency still allow us to measure performance even within those altered perceptions. Even if under illusions, characters respond to internal consistency. 
This is basically philosophical skepticism to absurdity: If carried to its conclusion, nothing can ever be assessed, not even the illusion disc themselves.

2. Mathematical jargon/counterpoint: observable output /=/ invalid input
Let:
R(x) = Robot’s emotional behavior function
I(x) = Illusion disc’s visual modifier
O(x) = I(R(x)) = What the reader perceives.

Ramona is saying:
“We can’t trust O(x), so R(x) is invalid” 

But this ignores a vital rule in applied in mathematics: “If Multiple independent characters interact meaningfully with O(x) and respond consistently, then R(x) is functionally real in universe even if masked by I(x). As basically this implies that charliebots responses are narratively invariant across the illusion disc and her actions still affect the story logically and casually, which means theyre valid to scale.

Extra jargon point:
Lets have:
	Illusion discs = filter f
	Real Emotional behavior = function e(t) over time
	Emotional impact on the other characters = measurable variable m
If- m = f(e(t)), and m /=/ 0, then the behavior is real enough to affect the system and concludes that:
Observable -> valid. Impactful -> canonical, Illusion /=/ nullification. 

3. Syllogism overview
P1: If a character’s behavior consistently affects others, follows internal logic, and has measurable consequences, it is functionally valid for scaling.
P2: Charliebots actions meet those criteria REGARDLESS of visual distortion via illusion discs.
C: Therefore, her feats and by extension. Henry’s emotional programming are valid for scale.
4. Summary of this section:
Saying the illusion discs invalidate CharlieBot’s emotional feats is like saying we can’t trust math because we might be dreaming. It’s a narrative cop-out. The illusion tech alters appearance. not causality, behavior, or emotional architecture.

SECTION 4: Rebunking ramona misdefining the EE feat/portion.

(scroll down)
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Yeah, this is where the argumentation gets rly shaky.
The arguments in the debunk in summary:
“Most of this isn’t even EE.”
 “Insanity has no correlation with emotions.”
 “Henry wasn’t engaging with his grief, just affected by it.”
 “Being sad and building robots doesn’t show impressive EE.”
 “We don’t even know if Charlie is real, due to perception.”

1. Defining EE: 
Emotional engagement (EE) in a narrative or cognitive context refers to: The ability to utilize, process, or channel emotions (such as grief, fear, love, guilt) to influence thought, decision-making, and behavior in meaningful or goal-directed ways.
Including: Emotion fueled creativity, emotional motivation, emotionally-driven planning or invention. And integrating emotional context into complex actions.

2. Ramona mistaking emotional overwhelm for lack of engagement. 
They claim henry wasn't engaging with his emotions because he was consumed by them is a misread of how trauma-based behavior works. Henry's entire creation process building the CharlieBots, crafting the letter, sealing the corrupted bot, are all emotionally motivated actions. You don’t have to be emotionally stable to be emotionally engaged. You simply need to be using emotion as a cognitive or motivational input.
Henry’s grief: Fuels his creative process, shapes his perception of charlie, the desire to make it right, and pushes to seal dangerous outcomes:

(Scroll down)
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According to the scan I sent above: The excerpt: 
This excerpt:
· Admits emotional delusion: "I warped and twisted my surroundings... I can never be sure if I’ve completely settled back into reality."

· Acknowledges deep damage from grief: “I think my mind would deceive me still.”

· Expresses memory-anchored emotional pain: “The stake... reminds me more and more every day that what I see is a lie.”

· Uses emotional expression to contextualize his creative actions: “I poured agony into her... she serves as another reminder.”

· Describes grief as fueling the final plan: “My grief was already beginning to waken me to reality.”

· And critically:
· “From the depth of my despair... I was only feeding my own delusion. My old faithful partner... I was able to stop him, and to seal away what he made, and you, Jenny, must ensure that the seal remains.”
· This isn’t someone overcome by emotion to the point of helplessness this is Henry forging legacy through grief, powered by emotional pain and clarity simultaneously.
This would perfectly fit the definition of EE of using emotional states to drive decisions, moral judgements, and creative/interpersonal tasks via being: 
· Cognitively aware of his emotions ("depth of my despair")

· Motivated by them ("I rose... I had no choice but to cease my work")

· Expressing them constructively ("I was able to stop him...")

· Embedding them into narrative actions ("Let them be tombs for my denial and my grievance")

3. Further philosophical breakdownL 
Henry isn’t just grieving but rather he’s resurrecting meaning in a broken world. From a Nietzschean or Sartrean lens, he’s constructing purpose where there is none.
“Man is condemned to be free.” - Sartre
Henry freely chooses to act through grief, constructing emotion-based machines rather than succumbing. That is existential agency fueled by emotional engagement, the essence of meaningful EE.
4. Syllogism breakdown
P1: If a persons grief leads to a structured plan, moral resolution and emotional legacy, it is emotionally engaged behavior. 
P2: Henry’s letter proves he derived clarity, choice, and moral finality from his grief.
C: Henry’s actions stem from emotionally engaged cognition, grief used as a structured narrative action.
5. Summary of this section. 
My scan basically dismantles any claim that Henry was “just sad.” He wasn’t reacting. He was responding. He took trauma and turned it into legacy, protection, design, and memory.
FINAL Section: Heavy strawmanning and FSIQ section.
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The final arguments in ramona’s debunk attempt: 
“You can’t infer that Henry replicated every memory or analyzed every room from the scans provided.”
“The feat is over-exaggerated; it's just basic replication.”
“It’s not FSIQ or emotional intelligence at all.”
“Please invest in Grammarly.” 

1. Confusing total memory replication with functional insight.
NO part of the original feat claimed Henry had around literal omniscience or photographic recall, it basically argued: “Henry was able to reconstruct emotionally resonant core memories and behavioral patterns that allowed CharlieBot to function with lifelike emotional continuity.” (skull) 
That’s not “remembering every room.” That’s:
· Understanding which details matter emotionally

· Capturing how memory affects behavior

· Reconstructing a functional approximation of Charlie’s perspective and emotional lens

That’s cognitive-emotional profiling, not photographic memory. And it does fall under functional intelligence.

2. Plethora of fallacies ramona committed.
Several handful of fallacies has been shown throughout these 2 final portions: (I doubt he even tried anymore hence his self proclaimed he didnt even want to write anymore.)
· Strawman Fallacy: Misrepresents the argument as “Henry knew every detail of everything” rather than interpreting the real claim that he was able to recreate emotionally accurate memory simulations.

· False Dichotomy: Suggests either Henry replicated everything or nothing meaningful, when in fact partial emotional replication is sufficient for the observed behavior of CharlieBot.

· Ad Hominem: “Please invest in Grammarly” is not even an argument. It’s irrelevant and petty

3. Syllogism overview for 1 last time:
P1: If a character creates an artificial being with memory continuity, emotional growth, and emergent personality from emotionally motivated processes, that character demonstrates high EE and narrative-functional intelligence.
P2: Henry Emily does exactly this with the CharlieBots, during a state of psychological trauma and narrative grief.
C: Henry’s feat is valid, impressive, and cannot be dismissed as surface-level or illusion-dependent.
4. Subjectivity and biased undertones in ramona’s argument 
Their conclusion is emotionally charged, dismissive, and lacks coherent refutation. It amounts to:
“Even if Henry did all this, I just don’t think it’s that impressive.” That’s not a debunk at all. that’s an opinion wrapped in condescension, not a structured argument.
FINAL conclusion to my rebunk to ramona’s debunk:

ramonas attempt to debunk ANY of Henry Emily’s feats fails due to consistent misinterpretations, several common logical fallacies, and a lack of structured analysis. Their arguments either strawman the original claims, conflate unrelated concepts like insanity and emotion, or dismiss evidence without addressing its narrative or psychological weight. In contrast, the evidence by jose alr shows that Henry’s actions reflect deep emotional engagement, functional intelligence, and the ability to create emergent, emotionally resonant AI under extreme grief. The feat isn’t surface-level but it’s a profound case of EE driven attributes.
(feel free to share your thoughts for this rebunk) 
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EU Segment

"She can feel human emotions, she can feel love (she falls in love with some of the main
characters), she can feel fear (the sequence where she s being followed by foxy), she
can feel happiness (when she reencounters with her childhood friends), she can feel
nostalgia (when she remembers the old freddy location), she can feel anger and hate
(she s shown to be angry and hate william afton while the story happens), this means
that Henry while creating this animatronics was able to Create human emotions into this
animatronic and memory system inside this, where charlie will get and lose new
memories, exactly as  human, this shows that the understanding of anatomy and
mechanics of henry was unrealistic inside of his own universe” Okay o... he mace a robot
that can replicate emotions and remember things? | don' see how the EU tseif here is
impressive. You're justlisting random emotions that Emiy was able to program into the
Charliebot. While the creation of the robot tself can be considered impressive, considering its
one guy with 19805 technology, the EU required for this i simply surface-level, and wouldn't
require complex profiling at all.
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human emotions as he can | Y, 1< 2be to create
‘emotions such as love, an emotion charlie never felt to another person (romantically),
he managed to create a personality that could evolve based on charlie original
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“While creating this animatronics, Henry introduces on them the memories of every one
of them with the help of someone (who will help him after his own death), every memory
that charlie has is filled with feelings she feel in the moment, happiness, sadness, anger
and more, this means henry knew how charlie felt in every moment and how her entire
personality was, this needs a really in depth analysis of her own emotions and actions, a
‘complete understanding of chariie in any moment to be able to copy that into something
else. This would also mean understanding things of another human emotions as he can
replicate the human mind in its entirety, being able to create emotions such as love, an
emotion chariie never felt to another person (romantically), he managed to create a
personality that could evolve based on charie original personality” Holy st | beg of you
to download grammarty. Please. For my sake. Anyways, none of the scans in your doc even
remotely suggsst that Henry programmed every single memory that Charle had, and even of
the memories shown in these scans, the EU Emily shows of Charie is unimpressive at best
“The first two scans only show a lteral basic understanding of Charlie being airaid while getting
sttacked. Jose, please, for the love of god, look me in the eye and tel me that Emily
understanding that Charie fet araid while being attacked at al correlates to a complete and
‘complex profiing of Charie that transiates into being anywihere near Johan. You also argue that
Emily is able to ‘replicate the human mind in s entrety”. | can't ellif you're purposefully using
hyperbole to make your arguments look better or if you genuinely believe ths. | don't even know

vihich one viould be better to be honest. Emily being able to form basic, surface level ideas of
love and fear is not at all indicative of being able to completely replicate someone's mind
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Philosophy of mind s a branch of philosophy that deals with the nature of the mind
and its relation to the body and the external world

The mind-body problem s a paradigmatic issue in philosophy of mind, although a
number of other issues are addressed, such as the hard problem of consciousness and
the nature of particular mental states [1213] Aspects of the mind that are studied include
mental events, mental functions, mental properties, consciousness and its neural
correlates, the ontology of the mind, the nature of cognition and of thought, and the
relationship of the mind to the body.
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The Issue of the lllusion Discs

“Henry, after this incident, got consumed by grief, trying to evade the reality of the death
of his daughter, henry creates different animatronics that resemble charlie in different
stages of her e, using the illusion discs...” In FNAF, the llusion discs are small discs
inside of some animatronics that alter people’s senses info perceiving the anmatronics
difierently than how they are. The reason | mention this s that these ilusion discs could be, and
fikely would be, altering our perception as to how the fobot s actually operating (When | say
‘our’, | am referring to the POV we're perceiving the robot from ithin the stories, not the literal
reader tself. This seems obvious, but if a response doc is made, I' rather not have my words
twisted). Using this information, we can completely deen any of these actions the robot is

performing to be a resul of the llusion Discs, and thus invald to scale to Emiy, s they wouldn't
even actually be happening
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Sol-ip'sism
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noun

1. the quality of being very self-centered or selfish:
“she herself elicits scant sympathy, such is her solipsism and lack of self-awareness*

2. the view or theory that the self is all that can be known to exist:
“*solipsism is an idealist thesis because ‘Only my mind exists’ entails ‘Only minds exist*




image11.png
EE Segment

“After charlie’s death, henry enters in a state where he's consumed by grief, using the
illusion disc and his abilities he fools himself with the robot version of charlie, because
of the llusion discs henry was losing reality, he was going insane, even in his insanity
henry could work and create this machines, the grief was so much to take henry to
‘commit suicide, he endured that feeling for months while creating the charlisbots, at the
end, he came back to reality, he realized what he has done, and after months of being
under the influence of a fake reality, henry managed to come back to his senses and seal
the fourth chariiebot, which was taken by william for his evil deeds, he found a way to
end all while containing the emotions that could make a person go insane, he describes
it as "he destroyed his sense to a point where he can never be sure if hes back to reality”
‘meaning that henry sense and perception where broken beyond repar, for him to be able
to create animatronics, the endoskeleton, write a letter and stop william while
maintaining a poor perception of reality, consumed by grief and suicide thoughts, the
stress and emotions need to be managed are incredibly high.” Most of this.__isn't even

EE. EE would imply he's using his emotions in Some way to complete a cognitive task. The only.
thing that could resemble EE here i the grief > robots part, which | willget nto later, but
wiould like to focus on the rest of this for now, specifically the sealing of the robot. Within this
par, you lterally point to o real emotions that he could be engaging with. “While containing the
‘emotions that could make 2 person go insane. " Insanity has no correlation wih emotions
Insanity is amental state, conceming rational thought process, decision making, etc. This difers
from what we would describe as someone's “emotional state” which concerns the feelings and
mood one is in. You can't even argus that he's engaging with his grief and allowing himssffto

become insane making the robots, because the insaniy is an indirect effect of the robots, not a
conscious effort. Speaking of grief

“But he was sad and made robots bro its insane EE”

I really just... don' find this part impressive at all Being 50 sad over your daughter's death that
you make a robot that looks like her dossn' realy show extensive use of emotion in my opinion
Going back to the issue of the ilusion discs, we don't even know f she really acts like Charlie
‘considering the aleration of perception, which further limits the scaling of this as an EE feat.
“This part of the doc isn't even really meant to be a debunk to be honest, I'm just confused how
thisis remotely good.
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Full henry letter to aunt jen (from The Fourth Closet novel
version)

My Dearest Jenny, | had an entirelist of instructions written out for yous schedules and timetables,
keys and procedures. You have indulged me so much, and ' only now, at the end, that | see how it
has helped me get through these dark times, but also how ultimately empty it has been. | had
everything so carefully planned: I've worked so tirelessly. I've warped and twisted my surroundings to
the point where | can never be sure i I've completely settled back into reality, and even if| did manage
10 tum off everything planted in the walls to deceive myself, think my mind would deceive me stil. |
dorit need clinical testing of the long-term effects of these devices to know that 've undoubtedly
done permanent damage to mysel. | will always see what | want to see, but worse than that. there is
the spiinter, more like the stake, always deep into my heart reminding me more and more every day
that what | see is alie. Through your patience and your indulgence of me, you've tred to keep me
happy. butits also somehow brought me back from this world F've made for mysel. | think maybe it
‘would have been better for you to have not indulged me: then | could have excluded you from my
bubble, convinced myself that you were crazy ike everyone else. But instead. your unceasing love.
caused me to isten to you, o et you in, and the consequence of that was seeing the truth in your
eyes, andletting that n as welL | have my Chariia here with me. You wil never have to induige me in
her again. Rather than taking joy i her. | have cried over her, so many countiess tears. | have poured
agony into her, until she serves as another reminder not of what | ance had, but of the unbearable pain
of what was taken from me. She has come to reflect my pain back to me: whereas | for a time, took.
great comfortin her eyes, | now only see loss, endiess. debiltating loss. Her eyes will never fil me.
again. I fact. they have emptied me. Keep al the closets shut. Let them be tombs for my denial and
my grievance. My only lasting instruction for you concerns the fourth closet Itis not enough to keep it
shut. you must keep that one sealed and buried. My grief was already beginning to waken me to reality
when | began what was to be her fina stage. When | rose, sightly.from the depth of my despair. | saw
that1had no choice but to cease my work for | was oy feeding my own delusion. My old faithful
partner, who | can only hope now s in a grave of his own, took what | had begun, and made something
of his own—something dreadful. He crafted my beloved work into something of his own, and endowed
itwith who knows what kinds of evil. | s able to stop hirm, and to seal away what he made, and you.
Jenny. must ensure that the seal remains. | would instruct you to demolish the house if | could trust
that it could be done effectively. Koep i, and make sure the world forgets it Then, someday, after
many decades have passed and no one remembers, il it with every kind of flammable thing and bur
itto the ground, standing close guard to put a bulet nto anything that emerges from the rubbe. no
matter what, or who, it looks like. fm going to be with my daughter. Love aways & to the end, Henry.
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The... FSIQ Segment? | guess?

“Charie explsins and i shown to rememiber simost averything befors her real version
cied,this means that henry managed torepliate memories of another person info an
mimtroni, his weuld méan henry knew everything charle was coing whil he was
with i or when she wasri. this also means henry had to visualize verything from
another perspective with 2 difterent height while analyzing every detail in every room he
was and every room he passed by, every lace charli was and know where charli was
in every moment while maintaining every detal of verything, t as stated by charlie
that henry sometimes ignored her because of the fosus he had in is job, hat would
mean that henry knew sverything charke was doing while maintaining 3 perfectfocus
insid of is job, charie described t 32 it loked ke he was in another resty”, henry
managed to open the fredl’ restaurant while taking care o charle, his means that
enry would ne o have 3 pefect memory, keep perfect defail of very room and
‘verything he sees and visualize every place where charle was with 2 different
perspestive, iffrent height and different movements than his own self” Im gorna kesp
s snort bacause | sl Gon' fa! ke uritng Sbeut ucking FNAF amymore 8

Tis anire segmant 5l of sven more over-xaggeration... who couklve guessed. Jse.
Please expiain o the olass how i robot having core memeries means Henry was bk o
Visuaize and replcae avery mamory thatchare nas ever had, o “analyze every detaof every
oo ou can’t Bacausa s ot an nfrance you can logicaly make, espedaly Fom e
o0 you rovide At best.ne wss S to Samenst repioate & couple f Charie’s sare
memores. Nice subohan VS feat

Conclusion

(Overal 1 i the arguments and analyss praseniad i s doc fo Henry Emlys FSIQ and £
258 sckuster, ! ofover-axaggerated ol asous argumentaten fopresent Emiy s st 55
beter nan they actualy ae.His EU feats analyzad in tis doc are enely invald dua o e
iusion Disc, and even gnoring 1t e basc, surface leve profing that ooid genuingly be
replcated by 2 second gradar. Hs EE. whle sighty batier nan e EU (tJeast by s docs
rguments) s s ot great The seding of Crare doas not evenfallunder ine defiton of
S5, an o2 making o the rooot 5", whie closar o sehlly bang EE. & just . natvery
impressive

God tis was armoying o ure. Please investn gramarybro. Or st use ChaiGPT or
Something o fx e grammar because s was 2 painfl read 0 32y i east You wonder why
FNAF scalrs ide araly a ieiranayss: fs because when they release any it ands up b&ing
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The point wasn't really "making the robot
is unimpressive" but more so that the EU
required for the robot's replication of
emotions was surface-level and
unimpressive
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