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JOHN HENRY YABLO}ISKY CDCR#ALO373
t7 -L22
4BO BLTA RD
S . D. CA .92L79

UI{ITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERI.I DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

JOHI{ HEURY YABLOI.TSKY,
PLAIT{TIET,

v5.

CALIFOT],TIIA DEPAfr.TI'IENT OF
CORRECTIONS & REHABILITATIONS,

et al
DEFE}IDANT

CASE # 3;18-cv-1122-CAB-AGS

P LAINTIFT REQUEST LEAVE OF
c6'unt UNDER F.a.EVID RULE ZOL
TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF
FACTS IJITHII'I THIS JUBISDICTION
OF ROUTINE AI{D PRACTICE OF
DEFE}IDANTS AND INSTITUTIOI.I
PLAINTIFF IS DETAINED

HEARMG : SEPTEI"IBER e4 , 2A2t
,
/s, THE HONORABLE ANDREI{ SCHOPLER

Tf. it pleasesdthe Court, John Henry Yablonsky

(fI":AttttlfF) will request this Court to judicalLlynotice records

rviUhin this Courts jurisdic,tion of routine anci practlce of

said defendants outlined within this complaint, pursuant to

federal ruLe of evidnece rule 201(b)(1) and Rule 201(d).

FACTS OF THIS CASE

Plaintiff filed civil rights complaint on may 31O,

2A2L naming several ernployees of the Cal-ifornia department

of Corrections who work at RICHARD J DONOVAN C0RRECTIONS.

JUDICIAL NOTICE-1
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That certain defendants named within this complaint

!.rere arleged to take adverse ac,Licns against plaintif f for the

purpose of Sindering, interfering and ereating a filter of vrhat

ri,ghts under the first arnendment plaintiff aay exercise. The

facts outlined withinthe cornplaint before this CourD, resemble

and nearly mirror facts outlined within other corirplaints agai-snl

$a$e defendants regarding cust,om and poLicy to i-nfrriige upon

inmates ascess into the law library and Courts.

A COUR.T MAY TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE

In the sptrit of rules of federal evidnece outlined by

rule t{o.#201(b)(1) any court may take judiiial nofice of facrs

known witirinm the triaL courts of tlrat specif ie jurisdiction.
Under the rules ouLllned by ful. Ev.Rule 2Ct(d) the Court may

take notice nol sui:ject to reasonable dispute. In this cara

plaintiff rnoves tllis Co..rrt to "NOTICE" under F,R.EV. 4O5 the

"HABIT, g0UTII'{g AND PRAC?ICE" of defendant,s named rvithin this
criaplaint,, established by similar civil riqhts alleg,ations made

agaiasr defendanr R. Blahnik, f iscorniH?'$t$&tre. AII nained

parties i-rithin this mot.ion are I'SIJBJECTSo' outlined by complaints

filed by inmates detainecl aEt have been detairred at Richard

j. Donovan, making similar, and mirror Like claims about, miscon-

duc,t regarding inmetes exercise under the first amendment..

There are seven sueh civil rights eomplaitn against

named defendants within this complaint , suggesting a pattern

of conduct, creating a custom and policy to infrigne upon, frilte
and trinder inmates access into the law library, what they writr

to the Courts and determine r.lho aetually gets access .

JUDICAIL T{OTICE-2
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PLEASE TAI(E NOTICE OF R BLAHI.IIK

R. tslahnik a named defendant in this acLion before the

Court was alleqed to have infrinqed upon plaintiff acsess into

the 1aw library for th+ purpose of exrsricinsing a protected

right under the first amendment. Plaintiff allegeci thaL Blahnik

read protected papers, ('-,+uIcH BI,AHEIK t'iotl ADI,IITS) and reduced

accesz into the lalu library when piaint.Lf.f conplained of Lhe

breech to conf identj.al correpsondenees. (Alaul'lff. CANNOT EXPLAII{

\,JHY TIIH BEBUCTI*N CCCUREI))" Blahnil-: 'is also alleged to have

conspirecl lo create and enforce a fake rule about manarlatory

use of pttority library dueats, ani filing a false disciplinary

report for and alleged rnisseri session. (gfAilttff DOES tiOT DIS

A.\TY RVR ACTIVITIES)

This Court "SHoULD*' f,ake judicial nolice af pattern

of allegations made wiltrin this juridditcion that "I*IUR.RCR" sria

allegations maCe by plaintiff. Take notlce now pleasel

GABCIA Y tsLAFINIK, 2AL7 US Dist LEXIS 47L36

IN THIS INSTANT CASE I['{I'IATE GAB,CIA MADE ALI,EGATIONS THAT

P." BLAHIi\K l,iFl0 WORKS INSIDE THE PLAZA LAW LIBRASRY AS

SETIIOR LIBRARIAN IJSED TIIN XEROX I"{ACI{IIJE TO t'i{I}iDER,' ANd

IT{FRINCE UPON II-JI4ATE GARCIAS P.IGHTS UI'IDER THA FIRST

AMENDI'IENT. THAT BLAHNIK }'ILED R\TR AGAINST GARCIA STATII.IG

GARCIA EAILED TO T'OLLOI^I RIUES IT{ THE LAW LIBRARY. T}IIS
ALLEGATION MADE BY I}IMATE GARCIA RESEI"IBLES I"IISRORLIKE

ALLEGATIONS I'IADE BY IhIMATE YABLONSKY. THIS COI,IPLAINT

FILED BY GARCIA OCCURED IN THE SAME TIME TRA}1ES THAT

YABLONSKY EXPERIENCED THE SAME PATTERN OF CONDUCT.

Conslst,ant to t,he language under rule, 406 of fed rule

of evidneee, this does present. a pattern cf routine practice,

ivhere library sLaff reads inmates protected paprrrs itregalry.

r

JUDICIAL IIO'IICE.3
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That until reading l,1r garciars ea6e, plaintiff yablonsky

never even heard of said defendant, never spoke to him, nor had.

any type of communications with daid person, sugge$ting the pattern

was XIIIfiIXXXXXX"R0UTINE" designated at filtering inmat,es writing
t the Courts

2L US ,list 
" ta7 429

IN THIS INSTANMT CASE INMATE AREALLA}IO MADE ALLEGATIOI{S
,IHAT R. BLAHI.IIK I,JHO I^]ORKS INSIDE THE P:LAZA LIBRARY AS

SEi'ilCI.t LIBRARIAN HII,iDTJRED THE ACCESS O'ii INAI'ITE ARR,EALL-

ANO INTO THE LAI^/ LIBRARY, FRUSTRATED TEIE FREE EXERCISE

OF ARREALLAI{O. TYHIS ALLEGATION I'{ADE BY INAMTE ARREALL.

ANO RESEMBLES }IIRRORLIKE ALT-EGATIONS IUADE BY YABLONSKU.

TI{IS CO}4PLAIIVT FILED EY ARREALLANO IS STITL ACTIVE

AT THIS TIME.
THAT Oli SEETEMBER I, 2021 AT 1230 hours ,{l6f

PRI0R T0 YABLOI{SKY LEAVING TriE LAlil LIBRARY, YABtOtSIiY

I,IITNESEED R BLAHNIK HAVE INAMTE CLERK READY BtrAHi{IK

rACTS FROM ARREALLANOS CASE I{HICH BLAHI.TIK USED TO

DE?ERI",IINE ACCESS ISST]ES TOR ARB.EALLAT{o. TI.iIS AC'TIVITY
I,IAS CAPTURUD Oi{ LAi,i LIBRARY CA},IERA AT 1200-1230 hrS
oN SEPTEMBER 8, 2O-2L THIS IS MIrfOR CO$]DUCT WITHIhI

YABLONSKY COMPLAINT, TI.{AT STAFS' BASES ACCESS ISSUES

O}i IEHATES CASES. IN ?F{IS SPECITIC CASI BLAI{I{IK WAS

IDENTIPIET) AS ARREALLAI{O DEE'EI{DAIiT AS [.JELI..

Consitsant Lo the language under rule 406, Lhis presents

a paltern of routine practices, r*rhere library staff reads innates

writings that are protecled to determine access, to iniringe that

inmates access. ?his Court should take notice for pattern of con-.

cluct by library sLaff as a senior llbrarian , YoAr"^\Vn Do,€i
Att\ Kn rr*. fr tl.45a Lt 74' N4 t
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I{ILLIAMS V NAVARRO 2019 US Dist LEXIS L26T87

II,I THIS INSTANT CASE INMATE T.IILLIA},IS MADE ALLEGATIONS

THAT LIBRARIAI.ISTISCORTIIA READ LEGALLY PROTECTED PAPER

AI.':D PLAYED SIGNIEICA}IT ROLES IN THREATS OF FII"ING
DISCIPLII.IARY REPOI$S. THIS CASE IS ATTACHED TO CASE

# LEXIS 2263? IIIHERE TISCORNIA. FILED FALSE BVR 1'0

I}ITERCEPT I.IBRARY ACCESS FOR INAMTE I,IILLIAI'TS. THIS

DOES CREATE A PATTERN OF CONDUCT THAT MIRRORS YABLON

SKY CASE, ICHERE STAFF READS INMATES PROTECTED FAPERS

Tr{El,I DECiDES WHo ENTERS THE LAW LIBRARY, ANrr Iir THE

IUl{ATt"l COIIPLI,INED FILED FALSE DISCIPLINARY REPORTS

TFIAT TARGET INAMTES ACCESS INTO THE LAI{ LIBRARY.

Consistant Lo the language under rule 406 t,his cloes prese

enL a patter of routine and eustom, where library staff reads the

inmates protect,ed papers then decides who enlers the law library.

ftren if Ehe inamt,e ,cornplains filing of disciplinary reporLs t,arget

al inrnateds aseess. YABLONSKY DOE SNCT KNOI,I INMATE I{ILLIAI"IS.

SNYDER V ALLISON 202t US Dist LEXIS 4905

IT,I THIS INSTAN'T CASE TISCORNIA WAS ALLEGED TO HAVE

PLAYED A ROLE IN RETALIATORY ACTIONS AGAII.'IST II.IMATE

SNTDER. THIS I}OES CBEATT: A. PATTERN OE' CO}IDUCT T/HERE

I,]BRARY STAFF RETALIATE AGAINST INAMTES REGARDING agcESS

ISSUES COKMPLAINXD OT. YABLOT{SKY DOES NOT KNOT SNYBER

ConsttanL to the language under rule 406 this does present

a paLtrn of rout,ine and cusf,omn where law librarians retaliaLe

against inamtes when complaints about miscondict are made.

JUDICIAL I.IOTICE-5
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JONES Y ?ISC0RI{IA 2018 US Dist LEXIS t',9971+

IN THIS CASE INI'{ATE JONES MADE MIT*ORI,IKE ALLEGATIOTTS

AGAINS'T TISCORNIA IT{ Ti{E FOPRH OT HA&BASSMEHT AI.ID

TAKING RETALIATORY ACTIOPF}S AGAISIS? AIiI INMATE }iHO

USED THN EBW LIBRARY. THIS DOES PRESEWNT A PATTERN OF

COI'IDUCT AND PBACTICE MIRRORED BY YABLOT{SKY CASfi.

Ccnsitant lo ruLe 1+05 lhis rioes presenL i:ette-rn of rouf;ine

::ird practice ',theitr. law lib:arians relaliata :+!ren i*antes compl-ain

abouL, accuss is;i-:es. ?rrbLor:sky ioe s '.iilt i(i:,.-rw irrr*Lliatt:li,

{CCPER V F,\F,AIII:' 2C)-* US Dist LE:{IS 782t+*7

Iid .i}il$ CA.SU.TIIUATE EAOPPIiE }iAilg \,/ERY $TI.iIi]"i{G SIFIILA.D,

AT.I"ililATIOT{S l,.]T[ERE TISCOR}IIA AS [{gLL AS }4CGUIil.E P.!]AD

inEi,,nLes prolected Dapers to 'iudge who reteivei ac*ess
II{TG Ti.iH LAI,J LIBRARY. THIS ALLEGATIOT'{ OUTLINES A

CCNSPIp.AfY BETl'IEEll T'ISCORNIA" AI{D FICGUIR{ Trtri{O idO}?.KED

Iii CCNCERTT WHERE diiD CASES IJERI iNVOLV$D ' i!;LiO GOT' ACCES

Alt !.itic DID ltoT SAsEt-r oii THil uS,TLit'.8 (.rF TilEIa cDiii,/ICTT.oit"

TrIIS ALLEGATION r\liR,?.ORS YABLC}']S1..Y WHERE STAFf ilETEtsllINE
T*ltiAT Ii{Al.tTflS EIGET ACCESS INTO THE LAI,I LIBRAF.Y ' Ag.E ALLOWED

:]O F'ILE WITI] Ti{E COURTS.

CoastLant tCI language under r&le 406 this does present

a pattrn of routine and eusLorn:rhere library slaff worked r*ith

oither staff to inringe upon that inaated aceess into the lar+

libraryo by readling the case first, then decicling afterwards.

Yablonsky does noL know Copper until he read this case.

Lt

JIiDICIAL NOT]CE-6
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IT SIIOUi"D MAT?EE TO T'I{IS COUR'T

TliaL deferidenisd naned r^rittrin the Yabionsky complaint

are mirtor complainls by se..lera1 inaroLes 'nrho are detaineci at

donovan correetiopns. That Lhis Courl- jurisrlictlon is saturat,ed

with feCererL civiL rights coni:laint,s regareding misconducts that

are r'rel,i ei;ta!:lisher.l federal 1-aws uncler I'iL)LF'f- Y IICDOI{ALD(CiTATIOI'I

Ol"rl{iTTED, TUR'1ER V S/iilfI-fiY 48?- LrS 78 r'ega.rclinq legit,irnalie actions

of {:orrec{:i.r:rns :st.:f f , i:ROCLI}iiAR V iiAli?IfiE7; /rli.6 LjS 396 regarciing

eensordhlp of proiected papers fil-eC by inaartes wit,h the Courts.

It is w*il- estah].ished federal law ad r.rell &s staLe regulat

ions lhat i.iriiat*.:s acl€:ja iiic thc l-ai; f-ibrary- should not i:inge

tf,n :+hat the inaii:le r+as ccnr,'ict.*ri of , uho inr,iaie wag suing, arn'j

whether !i"tere is a,3egi-t,j"mate err.sllse f.a"r aorreel-i+i:g sLaJf to

im;rede uDiin i.rjroteeted iraoers r,rithout 1-egi.tinate oxcrJses relaLed

La aafety nnd secutrory of the insfitution, staf f or ot,her inrnates.

The Suprerre Ccurt deterninerl that inamEes aights are not to be

hj.nCered, ueless related to legit,irnate penlogical. reasons i.n

the int,erest of instituLional safety, staff safety, and excessive

costs to thal ad.minisLaation.

CreaLing a fake sneek and peek rule does not meet the

dederal stanCards outlined by PROCUNIAR , EX PA&TE HULL.

CONCI.USIOI{

Plaintif f moves this Court lo take judici-al notice that

staff at this prison ha.ve at, the very leasL on the books A}4ORE

THAN ONE HUNDRED allegations of staff miscondiucl regaarding

law library access aad treatment rvnile in the library.

cJ JUDICIAL I{O'rICE-7
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10 ?hat this courl rake judicial notise of the cases

PRAYER

preseilted by plaf.nti.ff
2) That fhis co*rt sonsider Lhese factds r+hen weighin.q

+reelibi.lit;* of piai"ntifi allegations

SepL.eiirbe r 22, ;02i Jotin,ricr:e-y yei:,ic.ns il.y


