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745 FIFTH AVENUE
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022
PHONE 212-355-4018

NOTE-O-GRAM"

x{c THE DRAWING BOARD » 80X 505 « .DALLAS TEXAS 7522}

ARTHUR J. STEEL

D P. O. BOX 649
BRIDGEHAMPTON, NEW YORK 11932
PHONE 516-537-1167

Lewis Steel, Esq.

=

35]) Broadway

_;]

TO ——Bisner,. levy & Steel . . o

New York, New York 10013

[ 7 —

RECEIVEDOCT 10 1374

- |

DATE QOctober 8, 1974
. Would appreciate receiving the savings bank .

. passbook which has been held

as security

e QD_the Maynard_hail_hond. =

[PU—— - [ IO — - [ES—— v

R

BY .. — — - - —
Form N-N73 © The Drowing Roard, Inc, Box 505, Dallas, Texos 75221
INBTRUCTIONS TO SENDER;

1. KEEP YELLOW COPY. 2. 5END WHITE AND PINK COPIES INTAST.

SIGNED w.

INSTRUCTYTIONS TO RECEIVER:

1. WRITE REPLY. 2, DETACH BYUB, KEEP PINK COPY, RETURN WHITE COPY TO BENDER.
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Jupe 14, 1974

) Mr, Willlam Styron
Roxbtiry, Conn. 08783

Dear Bill:

1 Have your letter with regard to the bankbook, .Soriy I
haven't résponded earlier but I have been out of town on'a cases

I was -surprisegd te regeive ‘yout letter because’ the bail:
bondswomapn, Ida Shenkman, told me that all security hnd. been retunde&.
When I checked with her, she had ngrecord of ever. receivmg your book,
although ghe hiad .a:note to indicate that it.was going to be. one' of the,
H‘.ems maklng up the collateral.. If Shenkman had recejved the book
she should, of course, have sent you.a, receipt and kdssumed this
hdd been doné:

Although the slfuation. (5 somewhat -embairagsing to me

as I wasg the ore raiging bail, .. ‘should. aof éause you any great trouble,
If you will notify the bank that the passbook has begen lost, I'ir sure they
will 1ssue you a duplicate oné. If; and for the momentIlm considering
the worst that could have happeﬁed. somebody obtained the bgok.and
withdrew the fundsg, the bank witl have to.refund the full amount to.you
ag it [§ responsible to ensyre that the signature-of anydné withdrawing
‘runds & genuines

g *
wo A

Agaln, let. me express my regrets‘ that this has happened.
Ik you have any problem with the bank, please let me know 80 that:],
can‘attempt to: stealghten; it-out.

L}

*ijiégz regards..

v Sincerely,

Lewis M. Steél

LMS:RS
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WILLIAM STYROGN
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Roxbury, Conn. p& ?3
Jﬁne Gy 1974
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i
M. Lewis Steel- ] *
&/o Bisner, Lévy & Steek » v

851 Brbadway
‘New. York 10013

Dear Leéw: g

hel) ve recentIy xecglved two: Faitly. cheefy postcaxds from
~T9ny; one From Eleuﬁhera in the Balamas’ and' the other frgm
Midmis I ‘guess Me¥s ndt in ;hls 3rea how, but F would Tike,
to gé§ togethef w1£h Him: somet;ma beforeVI go 'off for the
stimme¥, o

I, ‘wohder if you -new have any more ;nformaﬁ;on about
the. $5)000 ball Bond I puﬁ ups. I hate, to trouble, you about
ity but it is a considerable -amgunt: of mohey and.r would rike
LQ”mAKﬁ.Uﬁﬁ ‘of, Lt4wnow~tha£ 1xJis;no.Lbnger serving i4s
or;g;na; ﬁunction. If you can retrleve this money £Or me),
flne, ‘otherwise 104 very ‘nmach’ apprenlate your lett;ng e
Know .45 ‘'soon. @s possihle how I ‘can go about getting~1t back.

Pléase iet’ ne. know too when and Lf “Tony heaves’back
into view,

Yours,

L4
~
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STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES .
GRLEI\J HAVEN CORRECTIONAL FACILITY
STORMVILLE, NEW YORK 12582

LEON J. VINCENT

Superintendent . ' ) L Septe mber 11, 1972
Mr' Jon D. Luby : RE: William Maynard
Assistant Court Clerk GH 17524 ,
K Criminal Court of the Clty ; NYSIIS 1003122 J . v
> ‘ of NewYork : _ -Your: Docket #6965/67

General Clerk's Office, Room 450
100 Centre Street
New York New York 10013

‘Dear Mr., Luby:

In compliance with your communication of September 8, 1972,
we are returning to you the warrant which you requested; ermjnal Courb
of the City of New York, Part 2A, County of New York, dated September
22, 1967, charging petit larceny - 1308 PL.

PP

We ax;e also returning two commtments, on Indictment Nos.
4304/67 and 4305/67. | . )

These warrants have been withdrawn and cancelled ﬁom our
_ files this date. ' .

Very truly yours,

LEON J. VINCENT
Superintendent

S // Jdiitl /y/
: | Richard Middlebrook
Head Clerk

RM:clr
. Attachments
cc: Mr. Fugene E. Phillips o - .
‘ Chief Ccémmutation Clerk o ‘ .

4 - . B -~ N P e  m s & B L ah




4

R ™™ r v i T x:,.;_@"’ i~ et B w . AN W TR

3 r

] . . . | ’ ) g e o [ ‘{?;mmaf l_}j h(u:' Oty u/,,nw yM ’;‘“-;

Coanry of.. «2"%‘:4@1 ,7//‘/ ....... /A

&7 /wrc/)y Cer:!v'/:;/ that the winin is o leue

.@opy (,/ the r/-\'v.'.‘(/r(/ NN /;f’.' al ths C')nwt.
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CRIMINAL COURT OF THE CITY OF Nu YORK
GENERAL CLERX'S LFFLCY, RooM &50
- 100 CENYRE Q "]3'“‘1;1*1

\%Z, M /%M NEW YORX, m. W YINK 1001 ,,‘
Y o . SEPS. 197;? '
. 4 T BB 1972

/

IR .
THIS T8 TO ADVISE Y0U THAM ON /[ eCre/ -/ %W

3EFORE JUDGE _< oo, The AT NG T

ABOVE NANYED DEPENDANT i-_"rAS r“‘/ WMJI‘VW

PLEASE RETURN TQ THIS OFLICE '5‘11‘, WARRAMD THAT HAS BEE

LODGED I&! YOUR INSTITUTION AT YOQUR EARLIEST CONVENIRNCE.

-

N : , . Very TRUIY YOURS,

Aty

Sl D, LR T
"\IFI STANT COURT CLERK

SEP 8= T2 J} Srime Gyt Koillow, 20 dppiting tnlace, s
Q%w /%%/ @ Ay sk s //?Z/ MWW

. . o4 ...‘f “ v‘d”/f
ST Al FIR5/EY Gkl Mz« it ""f " "/W
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I SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
| COUNTY OF NEW YORK

| THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,
i NOTICE OF MOTION

Respondent, PURSUANT 20 510.30 C.F. ol
-againgt~
WILLIAM A. MAYNARD, JR., Indictment No..
3937/67
Defendant-Zppellant.

wmq-q—mﬁ———v—'——v,—!-m—x

S I R S;
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the' defendant~appellant, William X.
Maynard, Jr., by his attérneys Lewis M. Steel and Dahiel L.
| Meyers, and upon all the prior proceéedings and the affiidavit of
‘Lewis M. Steel, will move this Court on the 17th- day of May, 1972,
4in Part 30 of the Supreme Court, 100 Centre Street, New York, ‘N &.,
for an order se&tingfxeasbnablé bail in the above case ‘pending
appéal. :
Dated: WNew York, NeW York Yours, etc.,
May 9, 1972
LEWIS ‘M. STEEL
: d;Suvero,Meyera Oberman & Ste%
r 351 ‘Broadway ]
New York, N Y. 10013 |
966-7110 )
Attorney for Defeﬁddnﬁ-hgpeilaﬁ%
To: Clerk of the Supreme Court, N. Y- County
Frank S, Hogan ) I

Digtrict Attorney
New York County
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW 'YORK

.
e e e e e o WX

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,
AFFPIDAVIT IN ‘SUPPORT

Respondent, OF NOTICE OF MOTION
PURSUANT TO 510.30
~against- C.B,L.
WILLIAM A, MAYNARD, JR., Ind. Na,
L 3937/67
Defendant~Appellant.,

ir
’ﬂ-‘"—"‘ﬂ_ﬂ“hq--ﬁﬁﬂm—mx

STATE OF NEW YORK )
88,1
COUNTY OF NEW YORK)

LEWIS M. STEEL, being duly swotn, deposes and says:

1. I am one of the attorneys for the defendant-appellant,

having been his tria} coungel and having been appointed by the
Appellate Division, Pirst Department to represent him on appeal.

The brief of appellant on appeal, which has been filed with

— 2 —

the Appellate Division, is .attached hereto and made a part hexeof,

as it sets forth pertinent background miterial.

2. The defendant has been in custody since Novembex, 1967,

when he was arredted in Germiny on. a chaxge bﬁﬁmuxdér in the

1st degree. His first trial in May and June, 1969, ended in a

hung jury. After a mistrial in 1870, he was retried in the £211

of 1970, and convicted of the lesser included charge of manslaught

l term of 10-20 years imprisonment on February 4, 1971 by Me.

Justice Irwin Davidson. /\ He is presently incazgeraged - Graen-

h aven Corzectional Pacility,

3. prior to the trial in which he was convicted, and while:

|
|
|

in the lst degree under the old penal law. He wag sentenced to a |

2T
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\

H charged with murder in the first degree, bail was set at $50,000.

l! The defendant, who is indigent as a result of being: incarcerated,
]

{/wae unablé to make bail.
4. With regard to the criteria set forth in £PL 516.30
with. regard to hail on appeal, counsel §ets forth the following
| facts:
(1). Counsel visited the defendant in Greenhaven .on April
{ 27, 1972 and can inform the Court that he appears in good mental
¢ondition.

With regard to the defendant's character and reputation,
counsel refers -the Court to the téstimony .of William Styrom, the.
Pulitzér Prize winning author, who testified &@s a character wit-

negs for the defemse in the 1970 trial. Mr. Styron testified.

that he knew Maynard over the years bhefore hig incarceration

| (Maynard ‘had been his. house guest in Connecticut) in the theatri- |
cal-literary community in New York and Paris, -and thdt Maynard
‘was considered a man "of exemplary character." (Appsllant's briaf),
p. 22).

{$i) 'Prior to hig incarceration in this case, Maynard had
| baen a principal in a small pérasonally held business corporation.
. Throvgh ;t:hig corporstion, he acted as an agent for well-known jazaf
misicians in Buropd, where he made regular trips. Maynand also,
wag in partnership with hig Brother-in-law in & clothing business
in New York City prior to his drrest. Additienally, the appellant

wag, ‘attexqpﬁing to develap a career ag an actox. Some two months

“beforé the homicide for which he now stands convicted, Maynard

‘wag offered a leading role in a motion picture which was to be
{ €ilmed in New York:. This acting assignment was announced in the }

| trade newspaper, Varioty, and I persgnally verified this fadt

-2
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{| 1964, March 21, 1966 Special and Txial Term, Part 38, Schweitzer,

lant, who is 3§ yedxd old, ‘had been convicted of the following:

,lnvolving discriminatipn in the building trades uniona.

“time sexved.

J., ¥eveal that the appellant voluntarily surrendered after return:

directly with the f£ilm's producer.

(i11) The defendant's family ties in New York City =re
excellent. His sister, Valerie Maynard, is -a well-known situlptor |
in New York City, and works with the Studio Museum in Harlem.
Another gister; Barbara Praser, has lived in Richmond Hills,
Queens for many years. Mrs. Praser's huband is a public employee
and works for the -City of New York. Maynard has lived in New
York City most of his adult life, He was raised as a child by
his grandmother, Dr. Iréne Pratt, in Florida, and has visited Her
on a regular basis all his adult life (Appellant's Brief, p. 22).-*

(iv) Prior to his conviction for manslaughter, the appel- |

a. Assault in the 3rd degreeiy 12/17/63+ New York Gity,
$50/1¢ daysy Malzhin, J.
The deféndant -teéstified at trial that thig conviction re-

sultéd from his participation .in a civil rights demonstxation
b, Section 975 Policy: 7/23/64; New York City; sentence
10/21/64; $100/10 days; Rao and Babock, J. (sentence).

¢+ Attempted Bail Jumping: 3/21/66; New York City; sentencef

The senténcing minutes on this matter, Indictment No. 3226,

ing from & trip to Egypt to fac® another charge.
d, Possession of a weapon, November 15, 1965; Tangiers,

Moxodcco; sentence: 1 year suspended.




l, a, Posgaesgilon of a weapon (miadcémeanor): 4/19/66; San
|

,IDiego. Califoxnia; sentence ~ 1 year probation. |
[ After being sentonced in the instant case, the appellant '
was sentanced on the following two charges:

_l £. Bail jumping as a misdemeanor, March 1, 1971, Supreme
Court, New York County, Birns, J., 1 year concurrent with man-
slaughtexr gentence.

This charge of bhaill jumping arose when the. defendant stayed!
4n Burope oh a businesaz trip, and did not appear on, a motox
vehicle charge. The recoxd reveals, however, that before going
to Europe, the appellant did attend court when required (Appel-
lant's Brief, p, 112(4)). The appellant thexeafter travelled to
Europe ¢n businéss uging a valid passpoxt, which he replaced in
Germany because it was dirty. when the appellant sought a new
passport, which he 'did not have to do asg the old passport had not

yet expired, and was clearly- readable, ha gave the American Embassi
his correct Buropean and American addresses (see, Appellant's Bxie;
po‘ 120) °

g. Unauthorized ugse of a motor vehicle as a misdemeanox,

March 1, 1971, Supreme Court, New York County, Birng, J., 1 y&ar

concurrant with the manslaqghtar and bail jumpirg sentence.

puipensetsmghots:

{v) As indicated, the appellant does have two convictions

relating to migsed court appoarances. However, in the first case,|
the appellant voluntarily surrendere@ himself upon returning from

'ovarseaé. In the gecond matter, the appellant was travelling

openly in Europe on business, and actually made his whereabouts

known to Amarican authorities. This is hardly the conduct of a
man who has no intent to return @nd digpose of outstanding‘chargee{
Moreover, the tasgtimony in the record, given by a police officex,

wag that the appellant's lawyer told the authoxities that the |
appellant had gono to Europe, (Appellant’s Brief, p. 11), again
indicating the §ppellanﬁ's intent to resolve his problems with the|

| 1aw rather than flee.




! .
J In further consideration of this application, counsel €alls
,'the Court!s attention to the following facts:

| .
[ Appellant's prior counsel, Gussie Kleinman, Esg., informed

|
I‘me when I undertook Mr. Maynard's defense, that he had been 6££ereq
I]time gerved by the district attorney's office if he would plead
' guilty to a lésser crime under the indictment, She further informgd
me that Mr. Maynard refused to accept the offer on the basis that

he was innocent of the ¢rime, and locked forward. to being ‘vindicated

at the conclusion of his trial.

'r' Additionally, Mr. Maynard has for the entire period of his

——
o

incarceration sought a 'lie detector test and/or a sodium pentothal
test in oxder to establish his innocence. I personally requested
that: the district attorney administer sich tests when I becams

counsel. The district attorney refused. As with the refusal to
accept time served, these rdquests of the appellant are consistent.

with the conduct of a persdn seeking vindication though the judici-

{al process.




r 5. With regard to the likelihood of xaversal; coéunsel

referp the Court to the appellant’s bxief on appedl. 1In the
l opinion of counsel, every point raiged in the brief is substantial
The points on appeal are as follows:

POIX

AP, ellant's rights to due procass and a fair
trial were viclated by precluding him from
proving that the police forged his signature
on a walver of rights form. The ¥ror was

i compounded by the .prosecutor's summation.

POINT IX

The State failed to prove beyond a reagohable
doubt. that the identifications were actcurate
and that the pplice did not suggest the identi-
fications. Fuxrthexr, the trial comrt erred in
refusing a requéested cautionary identification
| instruction,

S m———— —— t————— e m—— —
Cary

‘POINT IXX

It was reversible error to preclude the defense
from calling a lighting expert ‘to xe¢but -the

{ prosecution's expert and lay lighting witnedses.

! POINT IV

It was exror to admit physical exhibits in
evidence over chjection they were not prqperiy
connected. Thig exror was gompounded by the

I prosecutox's improper argument

PoiNTr v .
| ‘It was prejudicial error to receive an alleged
admigsion by conduct dver defenge objention.

POINT VI

It was reversible -error for the couit below to
preclude proof. that :another persgon confessed to
‘the Kroll homicide.

POINT ¥;x

The prior inconsistent statements from défense

witneaSQs wdre obtained by fraud, coercion, and
e,ir:ope:: inducoments. They wWere inherently un-

iable and should have been excluded at the

trial ‘below, or at the léast, the trial court
should have instructed the jury as to their

| _ proper use.

POINT VXXX
The court below pérmitted former agaistant
district attorney Gallina to testify far beyorid
the acope of proper rebuttal; it pérmitted him
to give highly prejudicial. testimony of limited
dmissihiI$EY without any limiting instructions
as to the use of the testimony; and it erxcne-
ously deniéd the appelant the right to cross-
examine him on prior simila¥ actg of misconduct
and the right to introduce evidence of hid poor
reputation for integrity in the legdl community.

S




POINT IX

The appellaht's right to a fair trial and due process
. of law ere violated by the misconduct of the assistant

district, attorney during summation.

¥
A

INT X ’
Appellant's right to dye process was viblated by the
progécutor's refusal to make timely disclosure of
exgulpatoxy evidance.

-
'\

POINT‘ XX *
The trial. court denied appellant's :ight to-a fair »
w trial byforaering indictment of § defense witnesa«for
. Fperjury befora’ the verdict. X

g

«
o I 4 is
- ~ Mg :‘ } Ky

POINT Jg_; < .
*The trial court erxed in preclnding the‘defenae fxom
xsfehabilitatinq its witnesses after 1mpeachment. and ’

in permitting improper impeachment of one defénse

witness.

: O]
. It was error to prohibit defense impeachment of proge~
cution witnesses in.material respects..

5

&

. .POINT XIV ?
‘ The court below erred in precluding apgellant’s rae-
habilitation #&fter 1mpeachmsnt and. ;n permitting hia
impropex impeachment. $

POINT XV ‘ ‘
The trial court committed a geries of révezsible

errqrs in charging or ‘refusing to charge the’ jury
and in marshalling the evidence.

Counsel requests.the court to consider thia brief in making its
'detarmi.nation uider §510.30 (b) C.P.L: =

&. The appellant makes this application at.the présent N
|{time because this matter will not be heard in the Mine term of the
Appellate Division ‘ag scheduled,‘but ihgtéad will be. put over to
the September term. While the case was adjourned by~st£pulation.
the stipulation was sought by masistant district attornay SYbil
Landau, who informed'gounael that she cquld not camplete the
responQQnt's brief in time for the June tern.. ‘Appellant's counsel
agreed to stipulate because thg,éistricf attorney*s dff#ca~haa!~ y

étipuiayeg“todexténeionawin order to.allow coungél to complete

; - g
i -

lappellanta brief. .

Appellant anticipateé thgi?theucbuxt WTLI,no@ﬂquickly;gacide'
the many issdéé'whidh will be bgfore it. Thus, the appellant faces|

oo




an additional extended poriod of incarceration without'béil,*unlesé

- the relief herein prayed for is granted.

7. Appellant has not previously sought the relief requeateé

e —

herein from any -other .coukt.
I} 8. In conclusion, cdunsel calls the Court's attention to

that fact that the appellant has alkeady been incarcerated since

Novenber, 1267, a significant part of his gbntence; that bail of
i )

$50,000 was set prior to the last txial by a court that was woll |
aware .of the appallantis prior record, and while he was undexr in-

' dictment fox murdeyr 4in the lat degree. The appellant now stands

convicted of a serious but legser crime; he has gpent considerable
time ih custody:; the issu¢s on appeal are substantial.
WHEREFORE, this Court should pet reagonable bail.

/5/ / ’[:z:y §.

LEWIS M. STEEL

| sworn o before me this

16th day of May, 1972,

" NOTARY' PUBLIC
CARORYN P MATIE o
) o G

Notary P;‘imc —7700450

. ¢
Talitied in Bronx (‘Io?&’vvj,
Car v @ XTIt 28 Yaareh ;] m
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK i
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
|
i
!
!

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, : INDICTMENT NO.
3937-67 ‘

Respondent, : .

i AFFIDAVIT IN OP-

- against - : POSITION TO
MOTION, pursuant

: to Section 510. 30
of the Criminal

: Procedure Law.

WILLIAMA, MAYNARD,

Defendant-Appellant,

STATE OF NEW YORK )
8S8.:

COUNTY OF NEW YORK )

SYBIL H. LANDAU, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I am an Assistant District Attorney in and for the County
: : i

Office of New York County and am familiar with.the facts and prior
proceedings in the above entitled action. This affidavit is submitted
in opposition to appellant's motion seeking to have bail set pending
the determination of his appeal.

William A. Maynard, Jr., the defendant-appellant herein,
was convicted in the Supreme Court, New York County, on February
4, 1971, after a trial before Justice DAVIDSON and a jury, of the
crime of Manslaughter in the First Degree and sentenced {o imprison-
ment for a minimum of 10 years to a maximum of 30 years. Maynard
is presently incarcerated in Attica Correctional Facilities, pursuant
to this sentence. An appeal from that judgment is presently pending
before the Appellate Division, First Judicial Department, and

scheduled to be heard in the September 1972 Term of that Court.

I b £ e et Tt o et b et



" migzance, that he will remain within the jurisdiction or that, having

«

girl friend, and the police were unable to learn his whereabouts until

By his instant application, Maynard seeks to have bail

set pending ’;he determination of his appeal. No bail should be set
for this defendant pending the outcome of his appeal.

Based on Maynard's previous conduct in this case, as well
as his prior criminal record, there is no reasonable probability that

if bail is set in this case and he is released, pursuant to that recog-

left the jurisdiction, he would return thereto when his case appeared
on the surrender calendar,

In August 1968, when the defendant was informed by
Lieutenant Stone, the officer in charge of the homicide investigation in !
this case, that the police would appreciate it if Maynard would appear
in the_station house, Maynard fled the jurisdiction thereby éwzgiding

arrest, He fled to Germany where he resided at the home of his former

October 1968, In October 1968, Maynard applied in Hamburg, German;lr
for a new passport, giving his residence in.Germany, and the residence}
of his'sister [whose last name was not the same as his], as his resi-

!
dence in the United States. Of necessity, the application was made out |
in his own name which was recognized, and the New York authorities
were thereby able to locate him, In March 1969, he was extradited _ '
to New York, Since Maynard fled the jurisdiction in order to avoid
arrest, .it 'is reasonable to believe that, having been convicted of
maﬁsléughter, it is even more likely that he would flee the jurisdiction
to avoid continuing incarceration,

At the time of appellant's flight to avoid arrest in August

1968, there was pending in the Supreme Court, New York County, an

Y
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unrelated case in which Maynard was charged with theft of an automo-
[)

bile. On July 10, 1970, that case was adjourned to September 22,
1970, in the presence of the appellant. Despite the fact that the defen-
dant knew the adjourned date, despite the fact that he had been re-
leased on that charge in $5000 bail, nevertheless he fled the jurisdic-
tion and forfeited his bail., After his return to the Unite.d States and
subsequent to the conviction on the instant indictment, the defendant
pleaded guilty in the Supreme Court, New York County, on March 1,
1971, to the crime of Bail Jumping, as a misdemeanor.

Nor do the two instances related above stand alone. The
appellant has, on a previous occasion, refused to appear in court when
required to do so. On March 21, 1966, he pleaded guilty to the crime
of Attempted Bail Jumping.

“In addition to the instant conviction, the appellant has

previously been convicted of crimes of violence. On December 17,

© 1963, he was convicted of Assault in the Third Degree for kicking and

pushing a police officer during a demonstration. On Novenber 15,
1965 and again on April 16, 1966, the appellant was convicted of
Unlawful Possession of a Weapon, and on October 21, 1964, he was
convicted of a violation of former Section 975 of the Penal Law.

At the present time, appellant does not appear to have any '

financial resources in New York State. And although two of the

appellant's sisters reside in New York City appellant, himself, testi-
fied at the trial that he frequently resides outside of the State, indeed, ‘
spent nearly an entire year in various European cities.

With regard to the likelihood that this conviction will be

reversed on appeal, counsel states in his moving papers that in his

L3
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opinion "every point raised in the brief is substantial," f

There is no merit to that opinion. On the contrary, it
is respondent's belief that this conviction will be upheld on appeal.
WHEREFORE, ydur deponent respectfully prays that this
Cour.t deny Maynard's application and that no bail be set pending the {

determination of the appeal.

Sy il H., Land

NECT oo w329 24
i Oy Wk S,

U

Sworn to before me this

B0 & day of May, 1972. :

C{ g .y ﬁﬂwa%%%4
. //

/-
d

- L. .. N

- - - FRANGES WEISBERG
T Notary Public, State of New York . ;
' No. 31-958%100 - ;
Qualifiad in New York County . s
Casiificate filed in New York Cou
Comuuission Expires March 3Q,
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INDICTMENT NO. 3937-67

SUPREME COURT:STATE OF
NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK .

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE
OF NEW YORK,
Respondent,

against

WILLIAM A. MAYNARD, JR.,

Defendant-Appellant.

AFFIDAVIT IN OPPOSITION

FRANK S. HOGAN
DisTRICT ATTORNEY
155 Leonard Street

Borough of Manhattan
New York City

£212) 732-7300
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CRIMINAL COURT OF THE CITY OF NWW YORXK
GENERAL CLERK'S OFFICT, 200M Ls50
100 CENTRE STREERT

; 2 W NE®W YORK, NEW YJIRK 100113

1972

e sy st e

DEAR SIR:
THIS IS TO ADVISE YOU THAT ON /

SEFORE JUDGE : ’I‘hr‘ ”‘T"’*b (‘O"‘VTR'\I"‘ G Tﬁ“

ABOVE NAJED DEFENDANT “’AS..Z%Z MM’&' 4@%.,_/,@7 i

PLEASE RETURN TO THIS OFFICE THE WARRAND THAT HAS BEEN

i;x)DuFD I'\I YOUR INSTITUTION AT YOUR EARLIEST GONVEMNIFENCE.
. ™y *

- . . Yery TRULY YOURS,

3»3"’1‘\-" D, LUSY /

SGALTANT COURT CGLERK

SEP 8=T7Z- 2 ém’ ¢ ,@z;. w@m
Lo o1 @m//@%ﬁﬁ/ MM%/W
{{fﬂ’év/,”'m #3 /é;’»éf//%ﬂ A f'ﬂww,// ”&//“‘Mﬁﬂ/

/mm/é LonAd itk mfé /mw/
/g”% 2.7
f@_@ féﬁﬂ?ﬁf‘%/%ﬁ . Www
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STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES . .
GREEN HAVEN CORRECTIONAL FACILITY
' STORMVILLE, NEW YORK 12582

LEON J. VINCENT

Superintendent
erintende Septepper 11, 1972
Mr. Jom D. Luby RE: William Maynard
Assistant Court Clerk GH 17524
Criminal Court of the City NYSIIS 1003122 J
of NewYork . Your: Docket #6965/67

General Clerk's Office, Room 450
100 Centre Street
New York, New York 10013

Dear Mr. Luby:

In conpliance with your commnication of September 8, 1972,
we are returning to you the warrant which you requested; Criminal Court
of the City of New York, Part 2A, County of New York, dated September
22, 1967, charging petit larceny - 1308 PL.

We are also returning two commitments, on Indictment Nos.
4304/67 and 4305/67.

These warrants have been withdrawn and cancelled from our
~ files this date.

Very truly yours,

LEON J. VINCENT
Superinterdent . .

bt

BY:

. Richard Middlebrook
Head Clerk

RM:clr
. Attachments
ce: Mr. Bugtne E. Phillips
Chief Commutation Clerk
Department of Correctional Services
Albany, New York

T A R s sy it gt —_
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

fo?N!ARl 1@2?3&

At a Trial Term ar

Supreme Court of the State of New York,

£ N th
an ﬁﬁw ew York County on e

pa s b
day of in the

year of our Lord one thousand nine

AT QT oan
hundred and lﬁr&3‘3~f§§§ ﬁ%ﬂ*

£ the

PRESENT:

THE HONORABLE HAROLD BIRNS
Justice

P W w e o = om o - e e e e e o - X
’ o On conviction by Z¢§2§:b//

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK :

_against- ’N‘*f) (0 7"2 of the crime of / ‘ .

Indictment No, ¢555515 ’_2(»;7

e

. zan;éii Y. 57
/aﬂdd(y Defendant.

-/- - Z/L - == = = = -~ =~ x Czime\comnittdd on-or~about

%

Whereupon it is ORDERED and ADJUDGED by ‘the Court. that the

said Defendant for the ;6éﬁz%éle¢¢“?4§%%fﬂb// aforesaid, whereof

he is conv1cted be imprisoned in the New York City Correctional

Institution f r Men for the term of éﬁaﬁz7/(:///%%j¢/ﬂ

A true extract from the Minutes °

—
/122%25”“Z”u) /4%£.(/i5,45\v///

ClexP Of, Lourt

""‘iﬁ:& TORY PR
o “ ‘_:? ;.nmr i a,{ N M( Vs / -
£ LA n\ o i ‘b‘ ) (-:t \) Tie Sbrs _} & COM
?ﬁ%@ﬁw:;&%%éﬁqé Sy
) F;léé‘é:f Z ¢
RN i a Bd? Ly
4 - - 7 ﬁ ) v

(Seal)
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H“ - Surety
: Agent
. DISTRICT ATTORNEY'’S OFFICE, NEW..-YORK COUNTY
& | Clerk of the Supreme Court AUGUST 17, 10/ A
Sir people v. WILLIAM A, MAYNARD, JR -+
P" Please furnish this office with the information set forth below:
Assistant District Attorney.
No.:B 437/6 7 Indt. Date: NOV, )/ ,q‘ 7

Amount of Bail: FJETY THUSAND (5‘0/600> Offense: MURD ER F'RST DE 6 REE
Commitment Date: Deft’s NW:W’LUAM' A' MA\'NA{R D/ J R .

(If no indictment)

: Committing'Judge
Bail Pending Sentence: (If no indictment)

e %\"/’Mﬁ/rf‘/ «ZL«%
_ABIVE BATL WAS FIED ON JUNE 29,1972 /%71

PENDING APPEAL BY JUSTICE (LIVER G, SUTTON " TClerk of Supreme Court.

L s e st e Ao

[——



PEOPLE, &C., v. WILLTAM A. MAY-}

NARD, Jr—Motion is an application‘
- g
for the granting of bail after convie-|
tion pending appeal. After giving fulll
consideration (o all aspects of this
case, including the length of time the
defendant has beenr confined as well
as the likelihood of ultimate reversall,
of the judgment, the motion for an
order granting bail pending appeal
is granted and bail is set in the amount
Fof ~$50;000:  ~ .

l .k,

New Yori LAw TovRupL-
TJune 39, (972
Sutton, 3,

A~ - ver
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June 27, 1872 T . R .

Hon. Oliver C. Sutton v

Justice of the Supreme GQourt,

New York County ] - .
:60 Centre Street S > . b
New York, N.Y. 10007

- PO X
Re: William A, Maynard. Jr.. s

Bail Application
Dear Justice Sutton: , '
Thig..is in reply to the telephone convqrsation"Witﬁ your “law
sécretary regarding clarification:of ‘the papers gubmitted to.
you. for decigion.

Mr. Maynard has been incarcerated .continually eince 0dtober of -
1967 when he was arresgted. in Hamburg, Germany. The dates supplied’
to yoéu by the-District Attorney on page two of thd affidavit

in Opposition’ are not .correct. - e

As to pardgraph £.- of M¥. Steel's affidavif, walthough the sentencé
was imposed in March ‘of. 1971. the case ‘arose prior to Mr,
Maynard‘s incarceration in o¢tober of 1967y the same 18’ .
true with resbect to paragraph g. of Mr. Steel's. affidavit: "

I &m enclosing photocopies of ‘Mr. Maynaxd's passpdrﬁ application
of October 23, 1967, as referred. to in paragraph £., .and .

the sentencing minute% of Mardh 1, 1971 as referred to in

paxagraphs £, and g. of the Steel Affidavit. .
I hope this 4s sufficient and resposive to youl” law secretary's
inquiries. N ] -

Reéspectfully yours, . oy ;

di. SU}/ERO,‘,M,EYERS“ OB,E;RMAN STEEL [ -ATTORNEYS AT 'LAW
35% BROADWAY NEW YORK CITY 10013
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-‘-‘:ﬁ“iﬂ-s b o Duges Tecum, Blank Court, with Wl?nes; Stipulatien- . LEGAL FORM COMPANY (lgw blenk publishers)
uaPORna DLRe s e ' L : Rqst Office Box 232, Conel Stregi Stetign, 10013

Hisihd

,:é te remgin subject tq A"om'y s call, S Cisd e .
3 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK T——
4 COUNTY OF NEW YORK N : - L X
é‘é > e . ] e h ¥
5}} g.,“ y “,,P EOPLE OF TIIE STATE OF NEW YORK, ’ ’ ¥ ”
3‘:‘“3 against JUDICIAL SUBPOENA.
WILLIAM &, MAYNARD, JR,, DUCES TRCUM .
. i Defendant INDICTMENT No. 3937-67
T z ;
D The People of tho Stato of Noew York

kN

To  DETECTIVE ROBERT PLANSRER, Shield o, 213, 6th Detectiva g%\ EETING

n;\;‘—u‘rj- s \lf&.k"‘iﬂr f,';(#,";}*z." "':.
WE COMMAND YOU, That all business and exquses being 1a1d aslde, you and each of 'yoy

appear and attend before the HONORABLE IRWIN D, DAVIDSON, Supreme Court, New
York County, 10Q Centre Streg, New York, New York in paxrt 43

'bn\’the day of Octaober, 1970 at 9:30 o'clock,. in the foranoon, and at
any receqacd or adjourned date to give tgstimony in this action on the part of the defendant, /

WILLIAM A. MAYNARD, JR.

‘apd that you bring with you, -and produce a4l the time and placc aforespid, a certain records co
cerning the prerarrest investigation, agrest, post-—-arrest 1nvqgt1gat:,o \

and detention of William A, Maynaxrd, Jr. by you. This alsq includes

UF 61, DD 5, UF 49, UF 4, UF 5, UF 230, and all ether wyritten rgports,

1nclud1ng, but not limited to:

-- memorandum books and nateg relating to all aspgqts of  the out 0€ coupt s

lnvestlgatlons in which you were invqQlwved:;

all reqoxds, memoranda, noteg and transcriptions of convergatieng, inte:x

views and +dnterxogations by you with Robext iCrist, Michael Fébleq,

Dennis Mqrris, Stephen Berman, Howard Fox, Irving Gelfand (a.k.a)

Caenrgo -Gnld), William A, Maynard Jr,, Michael Quinn, Mary Quinn,

Patrick Quinn, Wirnor Guy (a.k.a, Robort Guy), Russoll Jackson, Thomaa

Reynoldg, and Jolin Fair a«diD#M(hﬁVihEﬂNS

-~ all photographs, compos{te drawings ‘and ,descriptiong leading to com-
pogite drawings

(RUN] . ' ;

-y -

now in your custody, jand all othpr deeds, ovidoncos nnd weithys, which you havo in yom' oustody
or power, concerning the hremises.

’

Failure to comply with this subpoena is punishable as a gontempt of Court and shall make
you liable to the pérgon on whose behalf this subpoena was iasued for a penalty not to exceed
fifty dollars and all damages sustained by reasan of your failure to comply.

WITNESS, Hongrablg IRWIN D, DAVIDSON ong of the JUSTICES
of said Court, at 100 Centre St. NYChe day of Ocg.ober, 1970.

Lewi M, g¥e 1 J
Daniel L, Meyers, Of Cpunsel

Attorney(s) for Defendant

Office and .Post Office Addres
dlSuvg?p, Neyers, Obern?a,n & Stee

330 Broadway, Room 310
New Yoxk, New Yoyk 10013 |
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i SERVICE ON INDIVIDUAL index NO. inailctment NHo. 3Y34-04
: \ . SUPREME COURTOF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
S’atc eﬁNewYorE {County of i ss.z COUNTY OF NEW YORK
%mgd‘ufy* sworn, ¢cposgs and says, that deporent ’ o ‘ ;
fs-got x party to the action, is ower I’B"years of age ¢ _____ _— —
amd resides at - . '
That on the day of 19 _ar THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,

deponent served the within subpoena dir ;

- the witness there-
in named by d'eliw}erinEar true copy thereof to =it-
ness personally and at the same time paying (o
tendering) in advance § -, the actorr-
zed travelling expenses and ome day’s wirpess fee:
deponent knew the persomr so served to be the =it~

ness described inr said subpoena.

.
- -

%
Sworn to before me this dzv of

7 .

b 3 SERVICE ON"CORPORATION

&ate of New York, County of ss.7

being duly sworn, deposes and says;, that derecent
is not a party to the action, is over I8 yes-s afage
and resides at .
That orr the: day of 18 at

deponent served the within subpoena on

the witmess thecein
named, by delivering a true copy thereof to
pecseozlly,

whom deponent knew to be the

of said corovra-
tiom, and at the same time paying (or tenderiog).ia

. advance-§ , the authorized travsiling

expenses and one day’s witness feet depoact

Knew the corporation so served to be said corpor

ate witness.

%
!

. q.Swom to before me this Jax of
19

3 ’3. ;"“ir’tﬂﬁ,ﬁ.‘ "7‘ ;rﬁ 2 !

-
«

Plaintiff’ .

agamst -
WILLIAM A, MAYNARD, JR., .

Defendant

Judiciol Subpoena

DUCES TECUM i

. -

Lewis M. Steel | =
“Daniel L. Mevers, Of Counsel ?,
Attorney(s) for Pefendant ;;
WILLIAM A. FAYNARD, JR., K

4

Office; Post Office Address; Tel. No:
diSuvero, Meyers, Oberman, & Sﬁge‘el

350 Broadway, Room 310 - 5
New York, New York 10013 ;;

L3

It is stipulated that-the undersigned ,
witnegs-is excused from attending &_ s
at the time herein provided or at-any
adjourned date it agrees to remain
subject to, and sttend upon, the-call
of the undersigned attorney.

Dated: October

Voc i,

2
3
§

¢

., 1970 /«. ;
Witness .

bl -

Attormey(s} for

§3
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L.

2,

3.

4,

8.

9.

10.

11,

A,

Q.
A,

NATION OF RUSS 0

Please state your name and occupation?

Russell D, Osborn., 1 am an Examiner of disputed
handwriting, typewriting, ink, erasures, and other
matters relating to documents,

Where is your business office?
233 Broadway, New York City.

With whom are you associated?
1 am associated with Albert D, Osborn and Paul A,
Osborn,

Mr, Osborn, as an expert witness must be shown to be
qualified before he is allowed to express an opinion
in court, 1 desire to ask you certain specific
questions about your qualifications., You understand
that this is necessary, do you not?

Yes,

(1f opposing counsel admits the
qualifications of the witness, the
following rejoinder should be made:

"We thank opposing counsel for his
concession regarding the qualifications
of the witness as an expert, but in
order that the record may show his
qualifications we desire to ask just
two or three questions.")

In 1954 and 1955 were you doing document work?
Yes.,

What exactly was the nature of this work?

Making photographs, examining document problems, using
the Ultra-violet light to examine erasures, examining
ink specimens and studying the subject in every way.

Have you read and studied the book "Questioned Documents,"

congsldered by many to be the leading book on the
subject?
Yes, I have.

Have you read and studied "Questioned Document Problems"
gy Albert S, Osborn and Albert D, Osborn?
€8,

Are you familiar with three recent books--by Ordway
Hilton, Dr, Wilson Harrison of Wales and Inspector
Conway of San Francisco?

Yes,

These books are: "Scientific Examination of Documents,"

#"Suspect Documents" and "Evidential Documents," isn't
that so?
Yes.

Have you testified on this subject of disputed documents
in court?
I have.

-

et i




14,

15,

16.

17,

18.

19.

20,

21,

22,

23,

24,

Q.
A,

Q.
A,

Q.

A,

Q.
A,

«2a

Where were you from January 1956 to January 19587
1 was in the Army,

You were doing handwriting work during that time,
isn't that correct?

Yes, 1 was assigned to the Criminal Investigation
Laboratory in Fort Gordon, Georgia.

Did your work there consist of examining document
problems?

Yes,

Were problems sent there from all over the United

States?
Yes, from the Continental United States and from
Panama and Puerto Rico.

Did you and CWO Shimoda, who was doing questioned
document work in the Army, in asgsociation with Albert
D, Osborn, get up a Course of Study for the Army?

Yes, we got together two albums of photographs
illustrating various types of document problems, to
use in connection with the book "Questioned Documents"
which was the textbook.

This course and the illustrations--are they being used
now in training new Examiners for the Army?
Yes, as far as I know,

Did you, in 1957, sign reports sent out from the
Laboratory?
Yes,

Since getting out of the Army, have you been working with
Albert D, Osborn?
Yes.

Is there any college course that teaches handwriting
identification and document work?
No.

How does one go about becoming a document examiner?
He really must be associated and work with someone in
this field.

And that is what you have been doing?
That is correct.

And you have stated that you have testified in court
on the subject of questioned documents, is that
correct?

Yes, I have testified on the various phases of

the subject in the courts of New York, New Jersey,
Connecticut, Pennsylvania and Ohio,

Did you recently appesar for the Bergen County
Prosecutor's office?

Yes. In one case where I appeared, both defendants
were convictéd of murder (State v, Washington and
Laws). At another time, I gave my opinion that the
defendant wrote documents, and then he admitted it
(State v, Hirsch). He, too, was convicted.




25,

26.

27.

28.

29,

30,

31.

32,

33,

34,

35.

Q.

A,

Q.
A,

Qe
A,

A,
Q.

Q.

Q.

A,

Q.

Q.
A,

A,

Q.
A,

Can you name some of the public offices and leading
companies for whom you have made examinations and
appeared in court,

Yes, 1 have examined cases for, and appeared in court
for, various district attorneys' offices, prosecutors'
offices, The Legal Aid Society, Manufacturers Hanover
Trust Company, American Arbitration Association, and
many other well-known organizations,

Did you also testify before Surrogate McGrath in the
Bronx in the Luigl Leanza Estate matter?
Yes, I did.

You say you have studied typewriting. Have you
testified on that subject?
Yes, 1 have.

What is the most common subject in handwriting work?
The examingxion of signatures.

Did you in this matter examine certain documents and
render a report to me,
Yes.

1 show you -

and ask if you have examined

Yes, 1 examined

Have you also examined

Yes, I examined -

You have made photographs, have you not, of these
exhibits?
Yes, 1 have made photographs of

Have you made a study of photography and especially
the photography of documents?
1 have,

Are the photographs accurate and correctly made?
Yes.

Are the photographs necessary in giving the reasons
for your opinion?

I am sure that my testimony will be incomplete if I ar
not permitted to use them.




lym
36. Q. Will you explain the photographs?
A,

(Offer in Evidence) **

37. Q. What is your opinion

38. Q. I now ask you,..will you please explain to the court how
you arrived at that opinion?

I1f the evidence is to be convincing, it

is essential that the witness be permitted
to give the reasons for his opinion in
direct testimony, where he can give them
in a clear connected manner,

Jek

It is essential that the photographs get
into evidence 30 that the witness can

use them and so the judge or jury can
look at them, To be of any real use, they
must be in the hands of the judge or jury
while I am testifying.
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