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cision 

the itn sse ar compl tely unn d. Th 

aff ' davit in upport oft is motion indicates that 

th witn ss• r about ar unknow. Th 

ffid vit i void of any d tails d p cific tion 

to sho e need or valu of private inve tigator. 

Thi cas ha be n pr viou ly tried. Th re i 

r cord of ov r 700 pg s, and if the d f ns 

do not no know w o their witnesses ar, or 

h uld so th they can ell th Court th 

n c sity for bringing th m hr, thy probably will 

n v r kno, and e appointm t of an inv tigator 

i n idl g stur on th p rt of Court. 

The otion i d ni d. 

No lastly, th re i a otion by counsel for 

th defens tat t y appoint d by thi Court. 

Coun 1 in this cas h v volunt rily fil d a notic 

of app aranc. Thy fil d a noti of app aranc 

befor r. Justice c rney. Couns 1 for th defen e 

tat in th ir ffid vit that thy ill rv wh ther 

ap ointed or not, and for his I c pli nt em, 

but in thi case the pp llate Divi ion signed 

not on, but or an on 1 yr, ev r 1 lawy r. 

Ther was L~r. n fsky· there w Gus ie Kl im n 

nd Br an Post 1. 11 peopl i r h V 
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ci ion 

or will r C iv 0 comp n tion for wh t V r 

service th y tor nd r the d fendant. 

11 of the r di charged by th 

d f nd Th couns 1 for th defens in t i cas 

h V not indicat d w th r thy r on pp 11 t 

Divi ion P n 1 of lawy r availabl d qualifi d 

for ppoi t. Th Court f 1 that it ould be 

V ey d pr ctic to ve the App 11 t Division 

sign lawy rs from i s pan 1, have the la: rs 

di ch rg d by d £ ndant , h V e lawy r co 

i , fil th ir notic of ppe ranee, and n sk 

to b appoint d by th Jud d nisi prius. This 

is a very, v ry ad practice, one that I'm sur the 

Appellate Division would not lik to hav trial 

Judg indulg in, and a long as this an now h s 

attorneys who have con ent d to serv h ther they are 

pi or thy ar not paid, I think that thy should 

continue to s rv, so the motion for their ppoin 

is deni d. 

I lik wis h ve n oral otion, a r qu st for 

a daily tran cript of the proceedings her. T er 

i no indication here that this an is entirely 

in i nt. s a att r of fact, couns 1 ha stated 

nt 
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D cision 

in op n Court that if th bail r to b 

reduced from $50,000 to $15,000 h might ak this 

b il. If h can r is that kind of money, or, 

if people ar sufficiently int rest din hi that 

thy want to help hi, then h is not co pl t ly 

indigent and without funds to hav thi record, nd 

until I g vid nc satisfactory to this court th t 

he is in ig nt I do not f el justifi d under th 

law to provi 

proc ding 

him with a daily tran cript of the 

If th d f ns produc s by ffidavit 

indication that he is truly indig nt, nd this 

affidavit is signed by e d f ndant, I ill 

r consid r mo ion for a daily tr nscript. 
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