
way i t ' s  going t o  be.  Boxes w i l l  be h e r e  provided you 

cooperate  i n  t u r n i n g  them over.  

What's next  on your agenda, M r .  S u t c l i f f e ?  

THE DEFENDANT: When does t h e  Court want me t o  t u r n  

those  over?  

THE COURT: You should probably t u r n  them over on 

Tuesday a f t e rnoon  s o  you have use  of them between now and t h e  

s t a r t  of t r i a l .  

THE DEFENDANT: W i l l  t h e  Court ask o r  order  t h e  BOP 

t o  provide f r e s h  boxes which can be t aped  up? Mine c a n ' t  b e  

taped  up. They ' re  j u s t  b i g  boxes. I ' d  f e e l  much s a f e r  i f  t h e y  

were packed and taped.  

THE COURT: Fine. They ' l l  be  packed and taped.  

T h e y ' l l  be  kept phys ica l ly  secure .  

What's next ,  M r .  S u t c l i f f e ?  

THE DEFENDANT: I n o t i c e  t h e  Court keeps saying i t ' s  

gone t o  ex t r ao rd ina ry  lengths  t o  show a l l  t h e  evidence i s  i n  my 

hands. I n  your motion where you denied order  r equ i r ing  me t h e  

product ion of audio tapes ,  you again s t a t e d  t h a t  you've gone t o  

e x t r a o r d i n a r y  l eng ths  t o  show t h a t  a l l  t h e  evidence has been 

provided t o  me  and t h a t  you ' re  s a t i s f i e d  t h a t  such evidence has 

indeed been a v a i l a b l e .  Then you went on t o  say,  "Indeed, on 

October 23, 2003, Defendant s e n t  a  l e t t e r  t o  t h e  Court 

confirming t h a t  he  had r ecen t ly  rece ived  fou r  audio t apes  from 

one of h i s  p r i o r  lawyer 's  pa ra l ega l . "  
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Well, I would po in t  t h e  Court back t o  t h a t  l e t t e r  and 

I would aga in  t e l l  t h e  Court t h a t  I am not  i n  possess ion  of a l l  

my d iscovery ,  t h a t  I d i d  not  r ece ive  t h e  four  audio t apes ,  and  

I d i d  n o t i f y  t h e  Court i n  t h a t  l e t t e r  on October 23 t h a t  t h e  

Court i s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  where i n  t h a t  l e t t e r  t h a t  was s e n t  t o  me 

from Sara  R i t z ,  i t  says ,  "I u n f o r t u n a t e l y  have rece ived  --I1 

This  i s  h e r  speaking. "Dear Steven, I have unfo r tuna te ly  

rece ived  t h e  t apes  and o t h e r  in format ion  t h a t  w e  d i scussed ."  

And she goes on t o  say,  "1 j u s t  wanted you t o  know I t r i e d  t o  

g e t  t h e  t a p e s  t o  you a s  you have reques ted  f o r  q u i t e  some t ime.  

I w i l l  s e e  i f  t h e r e  i s  any way t o  g e t  t h e  information t o  you 

through t h e  MDC channels ."  

So with a l l  due r e spec t ,  Your Honor, t h e  Court i s  

i n c o r r e c t .  And t h a t  i t  would be so s a t i s f i e d  so  quick ly  t o  

waive away my r i g h t s  under Brady, under due process ,  you know, 

i t  r e a l l y  upse t s  me, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay. Well, I unders tand your p o s i t i o n  

and i t ' s  noted.  

Anything e l s e ,  M r .  S u t c l i f f e ?  

THE DEFENDANT: N o ,  Your Honor. 

THE COURT: We're adjourned.  We ' l l  s e e  you on 

Wednesday morning. 

(Proceedings concluded a t  12:13 p.m.) 
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