VII The Distnct Court erred when 1t refused to disrmss the crimumal forferture
count of the mdictment i hight of the nature of the real estate and the dictates
of the Religious Freedom and Restoration Act.

IX Under the nustaken behef that reshtution 15 mandatory m this case, the
Dhsmet Court has ordered York to pay over a half of mullion dollars m
restitution. Such an order ignores any of Y ork's current expenses and financial
responsibiliies. As the acts requunng restifubion occwred prior to Apnl of
1996, the proper gmdelimes for determiming restitution 1s 18 US.C. § 3663
and not § 3663A. Any other application would viclate the ex post facto

protections of the Federal constitution.



