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right to hawve a right te view the trial.

S0 we're saying that's atill in the same box, a
conatructively clgsed courtroom. There's po svidence pressnted
whatsoever, Your Hongr. I'm not sure who obtained the
affidavits, but they were obtained, and we don't have any
apparkunity o orcss-examine these witneases, and there is Ao
egtablishment of their reliability,

Thus, our pesition ie that any position as far as the
courtroom being clased, based uvpan this evidencs, should be
void and that this Court sheuld nskice that there's -- no
burden of progf has been met whatacewer as far as the
dafendant'sa involvement, and he shouldn't be punighed.

I weuld like te paint sut that the dsfepdant is Chisf
of the Yamapsse Wative American Woors of the Creek Ration
Wumber 208/19%9%, BIA. It's not a religion; it's a tribs. A
lot af the statem=nts bafore Your Honor have been related to
Huwaubians or thinge like that, but the term "Fuwaupic®™ cannoct
be defined. It cannot necessarily be related to the defendant,
and amything related to that, Your Honmor, is disadvantagesus bo
the defendant.

But, Your Honor, the plain and simple point, we rely
an the briefs presented; we rely on the burden of proof that
anyone accusing the defendant has; and that the defendant has

no burden of proof whatscever. We'd cbject to the cloaing of

the courtroom. MWe reguest that the public be able to come into




