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Petitioner BendFiCHA 5“‘3@“/ / No

( To be supplied by the Clerk of the Court)

.Respondent DEAL f‘ ARTY ﬂ
INSTRUCTIONS—READ CAREFULLY (
* If you are challenging an order of commitment or a criminal conviction and are filing this petltlon in the i
Superior Court, you should file it in the county that made the order.
* If you are challenging the conditions of your confinement and are filing this petition in the Superior Court, w

you should file it in the county in which you are confined.

 1enD I CRLASH @724

* This petition must be clearly handwritten in ink or typed. You should exercise care to make'sure all answers are true and correct.
Because the petition includes a verification, the making of a statement that you know is fgalse may result in a conviction for perjury.

* Read the entire form before answering any questions. j N [\\:‘a §Z

¢ Answer all applicable questions in the proper spaces. If you need additional space, add ‘an extra page and indicate that your
answer is "continued on additional page.” y

* If you are filing this petition in the superior court, you only need to file the original unlegs local rules require additional copies. Many ¢~
courts require more copies. E

* If you are filing this petition in the Court of Appeal, file the original of the petition and 6ne set of any supporting documents.

* If you are filing this petition in the California Supreme Court, file the original and 10 coples of the petition and, if separately bound,
an original and 2 copies of any supporting documents. \/

* Notify the Clerk of the Court in writing if you change your address after ﬂhng your etition
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Approved by the Judicial Council of California for use under rule 8.380 of the California Rules of Court (as amended effective
January 1, 2018). Subsequent amendments to rule 8.380 may change the number of copies to be furnished to the Supreme Court
and Court of Appeal.
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HC-001
This petition concerns:
=T A conviction [ Parole
[1 A sentence ] Credits
[ Jail or prison conditions ] Prison discipline

[ ] Other(specify):
1. Your name: gi’:‘éﬁ

%*f”?v%?"-%i *if LN

2. Where are you incarcerated?

3. Why are you in custody? [~] Criminal conviction [__] Civil commitment

Answer items a through i to the best of your ability.

a. State reason for civil commitment or, if criminal conviction, state nature of offense and enhancements (for example "robbery
with use of a deadly weapon") ! -

b. Penal or other code sections:

c. Name and location of sentencing o

d. Case number:

e. Date convicted or committed:

f. Date sentenced:

g. Length of sentence:

h. When do you expect to be released?

i B wf s§

4. What was the LAST plea you entered? (Check one):
~] Notguity [_] Guilty [_] Nolo contendere [_] Other:

5. If you pleaded not guilty, what kind of trial did you have?

[~ Jury [ Judge without ajury [__] Submitted on transcript [_] Awaiting trial

HC-001 [Rev. January 1, 2019] PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS Page 2of6
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YABLONSKY VS JASON ANDERSON #FVI900518 IN RE MILES 7 CA5th 821(2017)

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petitioner was tried for PC 187 in 2011 under a now invalid theory of law for felony-
murder, changed as a result of senate bills 1437 & 775. The victim Rita Mabel Cobb dead body
was found in her home by her son on September 23, 1985, there were no witnesses to this
homicide. There was sixteen DNA profiles created from, the actual murder evidences found at
this scene, none of which matched John Henry Yablonsky. Yablonsky’s DNA was found in a
non- incriminating matter and determined to be at least one and a half days older than Rita’s
homicide, and unrelated to Rita’s murder (RT 317, 491) (COA 17) (DSM 4;1) THE DISTRICT
ATTORNEY’S OFFICE DOES NOT DISAGREE WITH THESE CONCLUSIONS TO
ANY DEGREE BECAUSE PETITIONERS DNA PREDATES THE ALLEGED CRIMES

In this case the only evidence which incriminated Yablonsky is the statement evidence
which was illegally collected and then illegally altered until it was no longer petitioner’s
statement but the district attorney’s ‘IMPRESSION” of what he needed Yablonsky to actually
say. Therefore this statement evidence was completely uncorroborated by the actual murder
scene evidence and is unlike real time recordings of the 4™ amendment breach when detectives
interrogated Yablonsky outside MIRANDA. This statement evidence was used to motivate a
verdict. (DSM 3; 5-8) PC 1111 (RT33;16) During trial, at a time where it was impossible for
Yablonsky to verify and cross authenticate alleged redactions made by the district attorney
office, while the jury were lied to about the integrity of that statement evidence that had been
altered, but, the district attorney told them it was accurate and unaltered, dehberately mlsleadlng
them. (4" amendment) (MIRANDA) Fhay A (- Te QR0 g ALCNSYYS HNSIVEDN .S

These altering were done in such a way it v1olated protected rlghts depriving Yablonsky
of access to exculpating defenses, and blatant planting of evidence into Yablonsky’s possession
electronically. (RT403-DA-redacting what needs to be redacted by the district attorney he cannot
leave that up to anybody else?) (RT455; 4-DA- redacting Yablonsky’s invocations) (RT455; 24- |
DA- redacting the evidence until it sounded good to the district attorney) 4G & #4172 dsit

These redactions occurred on January 26, 2011 and while the trial was in progress.
Then the district attorney lied to the jury about accuracy of the transcripts so that he could
mislead the jury about voluntariness of the statement and willingness to go to the police station
and whether there was a valid reason for Yablonsky to lie about an extramarital affair. (RT508-
09) After manufacturing this evidence and lying about its integrity the district attorney then
sought courts instruction to use this evidence to determine who committed the crime and to what
degree. (RT569; 16)YOU CAN DETRRMINE WHO COMMITTED THIS CRIME AND
TO WHAT DEGREE BY THE STATEMENT EVIDENC EALONE!
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HC-001
If yes, give the following information:

8. Did you appeal from the conviction, sentence, or commitment? [ Yes [ ] No
a. Name of court ("Court of Appeal” or "Appellate Division of Supenor Court"):

Y™ DISTRICT APISLLATE 4CF,

b. Result: DENIRED) c. Date of decision: ﬂC}Lf
d. Case number or citation of opinion, if known: EC 5-; 35/# Lo

P - - /‘vi?,e’ s‘;r
e. lIssues raised: (1) TheSE ISSUES WESS  Liniys CCole2nnls i AYY Lo [-16-2/

@ _ MACH /l{ Zazcﬁ when, T IDISTACT HTReNEY  News
VIDEALES Hye fﬁ{'h;\, {ES fj//(/

f.  Were you represented by counsel on appeal?[3<] Yes [ ] No If yes, state the attorney's namg and address., if known:
ﬁ ICHARD L&V CuT ok APPELLATE JATanDFAS

G A 1?[2.{({{ &S

9. Did you seek review in the California Supreme Court? [Z] Yes [__] No If yes, give the following information:
a. Result: NENC) b. Date of decision: ,Zf } ‘“f;

@) £
10. If your petition makes a claim regarding your conviction, sentence, or commitment that you or your attorney did not make on
appeal explam why the cIa|m was not made on appeal (see In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759):
Tae j\,vig("“' s gyt BECr i AUL %',,‘Eﬁn g7 Tgpgg,{f,.;;« &/ [IEEL e,
unpit. PC /7 f"f Z i?*?f EENML , RFTER PC JeSH) meTiens  ASTE 2
TIATE HK CGmPrrangs "

11. Administrative review:

a. If your petition concerns conditions of confinement or other claims for which there are administrative remedies, failure to exhaust
administrative remedies may result in the denial of your petition, even if it is otherwise meritorious. (See In re Dexter (1979) 25
Cal.3d 921, 925.) Explain what administrative review you sought or explain why you did not seek such review:

b. Did you seek the highest level of administrative review available? Yes [ ] No
Attach documents that show you have exhausted your administrative remedies. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464,
474.)

12. Other than direct appeal, have you filed any other petitions, applications, or motions with respect to this conviction, commitment, or
issue in any court, including this court? (See In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769 and In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

Yes If yes, continue with number 13. [ No Ifno. skip to number 15.

HG-0U [Rev. Januay 1 2015 PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS S~ o B
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13 a. (1) Name of court: A C7M Al ])5 SOUTE cIN  THAST SSac

(2) Nature of proceeding (for example, "habeas corpus petition"):

(3) lssues raised: (a) _ 1nAS  IVEQEL.. ENTIC b’\él UATIL VST T
(b) _ASTCRNEN/ Ve DU CED ENDLZE TRIAL  PECR)T
(4) Result (attach order or explain why unavailable): / [ 2 i 123: e i‘lﬁ? N?@ [% (/= f”:'i An ‘;)
(5) Date of decision: __ ALe THENTICWT & D D ¢ )72, & ppeceepml
b. (1) Nemeofcourt: _ AlnlD FA0¢d2e AnwLY SIS ABY  EXPET
(2) Nature of proceeding: I%)J LR J’L / v eé»‘k g ! :’; K %M: - \it"?! K )4 /2*5: i’?’r‘f 2'"':/{
(3) lssues raised: (a) ATTACHED HeZepd WHR - Sul AL,

-

(b) EXNBK D

(4) Result (attach order or explain why unavailable):

(5) Date of decision:

c. For additional prior petitions, applications, or motions, provide the same information on a separate page.

14. If any of the courts lis},@d in number 13 held a h=aring s%ate name of court, date of hearing, nature of hearing, and result:
i

NHCSSIZCCS) S 7707 0%

L]

15. Explain any delay in the discovery of the claimed grounds for relief and in raising the claims in this petition. (See /n re Robbins

(1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780.) L o ) L -
AS AN INBIGENT INATE KESCu@ CES Wt NEWEN Fynibsanls WHILE
e TRiAL. Counes Herp ACTIVE JuliSHLTIEN  wWwhilrt N THeS (RGE 15
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16. Are you presently represented by counsel? [__] Yes [~] No If yes, state the attorney's name and address, if known:

17. Do you have any petition, appeal, or other matter pending in any court? =] Yes [__] No If yes, explain:
AT e, 7o yntCAve Jubament LnnE2. P 1720 RY
S8 JH37 pnp 25  pC 1172.6 (aV[R) Twar & ThE [ TITEAED RS TRIEO
Teowy T PISTRICT ATeer¥s) Ciopn Ned Cendcs

‘[;
&S

YAl nS by ot (Y pecpas mudie

18. If this petition might lawfully have been made to a lower court, state the circumstances justifying an application to this_court:
o
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cped Vi SHeps [fAuSec | KRANT HNARCAS AZELIEE and VECHTE  79/5 )
CENACTIEN) ENTIAELY RS ATEIAED WIThin Thes  Fevifions DEmwrk) oo B

l, the undgrsigned, say: I am the petitioner in this action. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that

the foregoing allegations and statements are true and correct, except as to matters that are stated on my information and belief, and as

to those matters, | believe them to be true. a
f ;": /f‘

Date: g = gﬂw f‘.’?(m ;i “‘;’ » = ‘{ “/jgf gfﬁjf :f‘ ', ‘!% ){ ﬁ{p\_ ;’.

- = {
fL4EY f %‘L j{ <, ;‘t‘\(*;{
(SIGNATU?E 0?’PETITIONER) !

HC-001 [Rev. January 1,2019] PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS -/ Page 6 of 6
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN BERNARIMIO D mar & ¥

VICTORVILLE DISTRICT . A
MARY 0 2008 (7 |
!

BY.__ 4?’;.,,..,. Zm{_—’ &j Ef i

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, g COURT CASE NO JARINE THREET, DEPUTY . 3! j
I (|

Plaintiff ) W 900518 =~ }' /

) FELONY COMP > \

John Henry Yablonsky ) ¥ COMPLAINT oo 3 ),
) g— i

Defendant ) DA CASE NO 2009-00-0013497 \ = il

The undersigned is informed and believes that:

COUNT 1
On or about September 20, 198&, in theﬁpgﬁve named judicial district, the crime of i /%“"‘m
MURDER, in violation of PENAL CODE SECT|ON(1£\3@ a felony, was comm?tted by John Henry 3 f, N
Yablonsky, who did unlawfully, and with malice aforethought murder Rita #arbal Cobb , a human .
7\ s X ;

being. - 4 .
[ * : " M/i
+ M

"NOTICE: The above offense is a serious felony within the meaning of Penal Code section

1192.7(c) and a violent felony within the meaning of Penal Code section 667.5(c)."

"NOTICE: Conviction of this offense will require you to provide specimens and samples i
pursuant to Penal Code section 296. Wiliful refusal to provide the specimens and samples is a \WAW,

oo >
.y
=

) Page 1 )
DA CASE NO: 2009-00-0013497 § oo !
§ i

Complaint




ek

* * * * *

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT AND DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY
Pursuant to Penal Code Sections 1054.5.(b), the People are hereby informally requesting that

defense counsel provide discovery to the People as required by Penal Code Section 1054.3.
NOTICE TO ATTORNEY
The materials accompanying this notice may include information about witnesses. If so, these

materials are disclosed to you pursuant to Penal Code section 1054.2 which provides: "No
attorney may disclose or permit to be disclosed to a defendant the address or telephone number
of a victim or witness whose name is disclosed to the attorney pursuant to subdivision (a) of

Section 1054.1 unless specifically permitted to do so by the court after a hearing and a showing of
good cause.”

| DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING IS TRUE AND
CORRECT AND THAT THIS COMPLAINT CONSISTS OF 1 COUNT(S).

Executed at San Bernardino, California, on March 9, 2008.

D{LARANT AND COMPLAINANT
Agency: SB Sheriff Homicide Division Prelim Est. 00:00
Defendant Birth Date Booking Nao. Cll No. NCIC
John Henry Yablonsky AQ7244737

Page 2

Complaint DA CASE NO: 2009-00-00134¢7
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>%%EJ{IOR COURT OF%AL IFORNI
i TY OF SAN BERNAROINO
CTORVILLE DISTRIC ICT

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN BERNAR’WM § 2009
b v

.ARC’AS RAKIRES

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ; COURT CASE NO FVIS00518 = DEP
Plaintiff ;INFORMATION
)
vs. ) Arraignment Date: 08/11/2009
i Department. V2
John Henry Yablonsky y
)
)
) DA CASE NO 2009-00-0013497
Defendant )
INFORM
s U M M j:;mxyewawm\urm:w\mwm%
Ct. Charge - Special t\ké\
No. Charge Range Defendant Allegation Effect}
1 PC187(a) Check Code John Hengy"Yablonsky PC190.2(a)(17) LWOP/Death

The District Attomey of the County of San Bei{nardino, by this information alleges that:
COUNT.A.__

On or about September 20, 1985, in the above named judicial district, the crime of MURDER,
in violation of PENAL CODE SECTION 187(a), a felony, was committed by John Henry Yablonsky,
who did unlawfully, and with malice aforethought murder Rita Mabel Cobb , a human being.

"NOTICE: The above offense is a serious felony within the meaning of Penal Code section
1192.7(c) and a violent felony within the meaning of Penal Code section 667.5(c)."

"NOTICE: Conviction of this offense will require you to provide specimens and samples
pursuant to Penal Code section 296. Wiliful refusal to provide the specimens and samples is a
crime."

It is further alleged as to count 1 that the murder of Rita Mabel Cobb was committed by
defendant John Henry Yablonsky while the said defendant was engaged in the commission of and/or
the attempted commission of the crime of rape in violation of Penal Code Section 281.

Page 1
Information DA CASE NO: 2009-00-0013457

Gl - T

52

14,




"NOTICE: Conviction of this offense will require you to register pursuant to Penal Code
section 290. Willful failure to register is a crime."

e

. - - * "

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT AND DEFENDANTS ATT'ORNEY

Pursuant to Penal Code Secfions 1054.5.(b), the People are hereby informally requesting that defense ~-

counsel provide _dtscovery to the People as required by Penal Code Section 1054.3.

NOTICE TO ATTORNEY
The materials accompanying this notice may include information about witnesses. If so, these materials

are disclosed to you pursuant to Penal Code section 1054.2 which provides: “No attomey may disclose
or permit to be disclosed to a defendant the address or telephone number of a victim or witness whose
P name is disclosed to the attomey pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 1054.1 unless specifically
‘ permitted to do so by the court after a hearing and a showing of good cause."

THIS INFORMATION CONSISTS OF 1 COUNT(S).

MICHAEL A. RAMOS
DISTRICT ATTORNEY

. County of San Bemardino
State of California

P

By: Johyﬁ""rhomas
John Thomas
Deputy District. Attorney

Filed in Superior Court,
County of San Bernardino

Dated:

Page 2
i i Information DA CASE NO: 2009-00-0013497

53




* JURISDICTION: (Check One Only)

CIMUNICIPAL COURT
[CISUPERIOR COURT
CIAPPELATE COURT
[CISTATE SUPREME COURT
CIUNITED STATES DISCTRICT COURT
CISTATE CIRCUIT COURT

CIUNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
[IGRAND JURY




u%-»%t:\ }Imi.
Y %
z
z \ %
g, —
2 \
z b
© o~
@ W/“ ! ,
- I i
Bag. W
eshql)
Sl
I |
e ghy i
=l g }
- i

e N\}
o, ",

o
ki, &,




15

16

17

18

18

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

INTERVIEW WITH JOHN YABLONSKY

DR #1331036-07 / H #1985-100 (v) Rita Cobb

Interviewer: Det. Greg Myler
Interviewer: Det. Rob Alexander

Interviewee: John Yablonsky

RA: Test - - Today's date is March 08, 2009. It's approximately 09:15 hours.

GM: Can we talk to you for one second?
RA:  The following interview will be reference to case number 07-88. (overlapping

conversation)

Radio Transmission f
:'re still gonna stand by right?

M: Alright, we'll be talking to him at the house.

Radio Response: W
(door closing)

Radio Response Transmission RA: Yes.

GM: Hey, how you doing?

RA: Hi

(door closing)

RA: Hey, we're detectives, we're following up on &, on a case.

GM: I'm Greg. (overlapping conversation)
A:  We'd like to sit down and talk with you for a couple ¢f minutes. I've got some

RA:
photographs I'd like to show you. Do you have a couple of minutes?

JY:  Yeah, absolutely.

RA: Ok, great. /\\ ((

JY:  And your name is? J i !

RA: Rob and Greg. [ !

JY:  Need to get my dog out of there. /

RA: Move in the little area here. Is he an attack dog? 7

JY: - No, he's a golden retriever. He'll lick you to death. We can go in here...make sure,

c'mon.

Reviewed by Det Rob Alexander
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CoPy of STars BingTr 994 [ 7/
lNTERVIEW WITH JOHN YABLONSKY

DR #1331036-07 / H #1985-100 (v) Rita Cobb

Interviewer: Det. Greg Myler

interviewer: Det. Rob Alexander

Interviewee: John Yablonsky j /7014 £, 47/6 /m,_k‘([,d/\/())
ALTICE Dr%’fé‘/ PREE Cou ~5

RA: Test. - - Today's date is March 08, 2009. It's approximately 09:15 hours.

GM: Can we talk to you for one second?

RA:

conversation) -
Iright, we’ll be talking to him at the house. '

Radio Transmission GM:
Radio Response: We're still gonna stand by right?

(door closing)

Radio Response Transmission RA: Yes.

GM: Hey, how you doing?

RA: Hi.

(door closing)

RA: Hey, we're detecti#es, we're following up on a, on a case.

GM: I'm Greg. (overlapping conversation)

RA:  We'd like to sit down and talk with you for a couple of minutes. I've got some

photographs I'd like to show you. Do you have a couple of minutes?

(2

JY:  Yeah, absolutely.

RA: Ok, great.

JY:  And your name is? /«\ (\
RA:  Rob and Greg. : " C) \

JY:  Need to get my dog out of there. !f

RA:  Move in the little area here. Is he an attack dog?

JY:

7 |

|

c¢'mon.
Pdge 1 of 113

Reviewed by Det. Rob Alexander #A672
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The following interview will be reference to case number 07-88. (overlapping

No, he's a golden retriever. He'll lick you to death. We can go in here...make sure,
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DR #1331032-07 / H #1985-191 (v) Rita Cobs

|
l)l - ! 4 £1
I had s=x? Nzvar cet n any fignis vith har? She was nicz1244? You'ra nodding
|

JY:  Yeazh, no

GM: Ok,

JY:  (inaudible)

GM.  Andthis is, how was Holly back then? \Was shs ....

RA: Was sha strictly with you or did she have boyiriands?

JY: Twaghoging she Visuld go. As far zs | know she was alvays with me, just with
me. ] f

GM: Ok,

G
RAY Yeah, paople do that That's thsir thing but that wasn't your guy's thing?

RA:  Ok. |

GM:  Anyihing elss you can think about? Yeu haar any olhar rumors back then?

. o it . P
JY: - Ne. é ~ . 7€ el
: Comgry, VY (= 0=
RA:  Anyother. . .. O, e N1
AN — o~
__C?_‘;\

GM:  Did she Gstyou guys had 3 ksy fo\rt.' 2rznta
JY:  Yesk

Ok, did you guys a'so ba/vakcy to Rit _— oS
Lo ’7 ?"//L-,:'.) f(" I: e P “

Um,ysah.  Spt (e T [T
- gEl j -5\|‘/

i~
M: Ok, so she wasn't like that it was s'rictly businzs

“"houss? Ay
\ "/, ™= -
JY:  No S E
)i
»1 !

RA: Did, did she fjga key to your apariment? o
oA 0\ ThIL s
-1/ 1 Pags a4 of 113 LN
L r s Iy Z
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INTERVIEW V/ITH JOHN YABLONSKY = .~ . 2If 77
L CGe( ©
22453507 / H #1555-100 {—vf“ 777 (W Rita Cotp
JY: - A e ffff’ TL~J,
s DID\/) LDI=

RA: ~Ditsh=-her=grasseay to your apartmant? L\/C“ ok MsE

p;
D\Ic»‘)v S‘ff C H[’ 7/7(

RA:  Saoitwould notbs common for her to go ovar to your apartmant though, right?

.

JY: N>

Whzn you guys wers living there she just wouldn't. . . .

JY:  Shz was thoughiful.

RA:  And you guys wouldn't go over to her housz cbviously bacauss it's two separats
houses.

GM: | Doss sh2 havs any pais?

JY: | think sh= had a dog.

RA:  Whatkind of dog?

JY:  (lhsudible)

A You don't remsmber? Was it a bigdog or asmalldogor. . ..

I don't remsmier you know | m=an honastit's .. ..
A Did it have a cog housz? Was it a outsids dog? An insids dog?
JY | don't remamber |

RA:  Excuse me?

th

JY. ldon'tevenrzmemb

RA: Ok

GM:  Now what absut the pistachio place? Vs talked to seme peopie up thars, Maybz .
he might be a5lz to help us on that.

RA:  Yeah, um, thers was a couplz othsr pista- - or couplz of other peopla that we
taixed to that livad at the pistachio farm. I'm thinking it's out this way cause you

aid Big Bear's over hera.

JY:  Yeah.
RA:  So

GM: 1518, dozs thattaks.you to Big Baar?
! f\
1/ 7L Page 45 of 113
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S o ol At I 4
/ INTFB_\/,JEW—-WlT’H JOHNYABLONSKY 7
\ || DR#1331036-07 / H #1985-100 (v) Rita Cobb
\‘wfl think soh‘ie things that we're gonna talk about-\ar“e“”é"o”'ﬁﬁaEgﬁg—fi‘ﬁl“‘é’ bit. private
£l embarrassmg and | just wanna make sure that we're in a comfortable Iocatton um
kind of away from your wife. Do you mind going with us?
JY:  Where 2 a\r,a we going? . i —
RA: Go down t;‘SngaI Hill police department so we can sit down there and talk. "
JY: lguess so.
RA: | appreciate it.
JY: Imean I'm now like a suspect, suspect on this thing or what?
RA:  Well we're talking to everybody trying to get as much information as possible John
10 and um, sometimes we have to ask personal questions and . . . .
11 ||GM:  You got your family sitting right there. (overlapping conversation)
12 ||RA:  Your family’s right there and we don’t' wanna cause any type of embarrassment.
13 {{JY: 1don't think there is gonna be any kind of complications.
14 {|RA: |think it would be just be better if we did it kind of back at the station as opposed
15 to right here. And you have been very cooperative with us talking to us right now
16 andum-. .- .
17' JY: Hey Mel, Melody?
18 ||GM: Hi, how are you?
19 [|UN:  (Inaudible)
20 ||RA:  Hi
21 ||UN: (Inaudible) Uh, here Montana.
22 {|{UN: Montana here.
23 {|GM: That's him huh? He's big. St AAPE N T NES L
2 ||RA:  He looks like a big friendly dog. =~ 2 [N ma"—g v
25 {|JY.  Was, was killed and they are trying solve the case and they wannljj st ask. .
26 ||UN:  Who?
27
28 Page 51 of 113
Reviewed by Det. Rob Alexander #A1672 November 23, 2010
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Naum Ware Investigation Services

NWIS

P.1. #27647

2230 Malcolm Ave
Ontario, CA. 91761
(909) 935-5818

People vs. Yablonsky, John
Case #FVI900518

This is an old case where the defendant, Yablonsky, was charged with the murder of his
landlord back in 1985. After numerous years of investigation landing nowhere, suddenly
two detectives landed on D-Yablonsky’s doorstep to question him in re the murder.

The two detectives, Greg Myler and Rob Alexander, made it clear they were only there
to question D-Yablonsky. At no time did they read him his Miranda rights. even for
precaution. | checked both the transcripts and the audio to ascertain if | missed it, but
there was no Miranda ever given.

It should be noted that most experience investigators will give Miranda even if they do
not intend io arrest, just for precaution, but these alleged experienced detectives from
San Bernardino did not even do that.

These detectives asked guestion after question trying to make D-Yablonsky feel
comfortable but never telling him that he was basically subject to arrest, and his house
was going io immediately be searched.

I am going to reiterate later in this report, but please note these detectives used a ruse,
an illegal ruse to get D-Yablonsky to talk. Once they wanted to leave his house and go
to Signal Hill PD, D-Yablonsky protested and asked where are we going?

The detectives said, “We want to get you away from your wife, again, no Miranda, and
never telling him, he was essentially under arrest. They asked him if he minded and he
said why, they said simply to talk, they never mentioned arrest.

At this point D-Yablonsky was under arrest but never given his Miranda rights. He was
not detained, he was under arrest. he just simply was not told this to caiole as much
information from him as possible.

Let me use some words here that occurred so you get the picture very clear.
The detectives patronized D-Yablonsky. They beguiled him. They flatiered him.
They made ingratiating remarks. They manipulated D-Yablonsky.
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They exploited him by being duplicitous. They were sneaky and deceptive to coax him
to talk. They wooed him, sweet falked him. used surreptitiousness, o get what they
wanted from D-Yablonsky.

These two detectives were underhanded, ciandestine, disingenuous, and devious.

On top of it all, it was all illegal simply because D-Yablonsky was never Mirandized.
These detectives knew better, but they did not care. They were on a mission.

In fact, later at the Signal Hill police department when they finally told D-Yablonsky that
he was under arrest, he said, ‘| want an attorney.

They never provided him with an attorney and kept on asking him questions, and still
did not mirandize him. Then they started to berate him because he would not cop out
and agree that he killed the victim, Rita Cobb. They started calling him a monster and
asking even more guestions.

Every cop knows that once a defendant says they want an attorney, you're done, no
more questions, but these two were attempting to force D-Yablonsky to agree with their
assessment of the crime. They kept talking about evidence they had but never showed
any. It was simply to get D-Yablonsky to fold, which he did not, he kept telling them he
would naver hurt Rita, and this upset them.

This was outside of department policy and the law. These detectives went to John
Yablonsky’s house to arrest him. First, they wanted to trick him into talking, but it did not
work so they got mad and started threatening him by saying we are going to tell your
wife what you did. We are going to tell your father and your children what you did.

What are they going to think of you?

D-Yablonsky had already told them over ten times he never had a relationship with Rita
other than landiord/tenant. Yet, these two detectives asked him over and over again, the
exact same questions and Yablonsky answered them the same way sach time.

These two detectives sven admittad there were missing reporis in this cass, yet
continued o berate D-Yablonsky after he would not cop out to something he told them
over and over he did not do.

D-Yablonsky made it clear that he did not socialize with Rita, nor did his wife at the time.
He made it clear he didn’t really know her other than as a landiord.

Yablonsky made i clear he did work on her house, so of courss he has been in her
house on numerous occasions fixing sinks, doors and such.

To find his fingerprints or DNA in her houss would be expected. she called him o do
numerous small projects for her. These detectives wanted to know v-Rita’s social life as
if D-Yablonsky knew it. When he said he did not know, they told him what it was, then
wanted to know if he agreed. They wanted to feed him the answers they wanted then
claim he said it. This was simple subterfuge.

(€]




There were so many opportunities to Mirandize D-Yablonsky, but the detectives had no
intention of doing that. In fact they even said on the radio that they were transporting
him to the Signal Hill PD and on standby for the search warrant. This proves that arrest
was on the radar from the beginning.

All of the small talk used at D-Yablonsky’s house, even in front of his current wife,
Melody, was disingenuous. These detectives did their best to trip D-Yablonsky up, but
he kept answering the same question over ten times the same way. Still without
Miranda warning, the detective would get right back to asking the same question, did
you have a relationship with V-Rita. Answer, No.

Did you kiss V-Rita? NO! Did you have sex with V-Rita? NO! You are much younger
than her did, she like young guys; that’s okay you know? Yablonsky, said | don’t know
what she liked.

The detectives, then without Miranda, asked Yablonsky about his previous drug use and
arrest back in the 80’s and 90’s. This was done to intentionally later on accuse him of
doing the act of murder on Rita while he was high; again, subterfuge.

This was a horrible, sidetracked investigation that violated so many laws and
department policies its ridiculous. These detectives tried every which way to trip
Yablonsky up, by drug talk, by talking about problems with his previous wives, by any
means necessary. They even said perhaps you got with Rita because you and your wife
were not getting along, intentionally screwing up the dates Yablonsky gave them of
problems with each previous wife.

The whole line of question and method by these detectives was unprofessional and
illegal. They went from questioning his wives to his siblings, and his mother and father.
When Yablonsky asked them why they were questioning him with the same stuff over
and over, they ignored him and continued.

They were not interested in Yablonsky’s army time, they wanted to know his state of
mind hoping it led to anger and murder. When he would not cop out, they then literally
accused him of being in a horrible state of mind back then due to the armed service and
his wives.

These detectives literally accused D-Yablonsky of having a relationship with Rita behind
his wife's back simply because that is what the first wife was doing to Yablonsky. They
accused him of doing it for pavback.

No matter what D-Yablonsky said, the detectives twisted it around like “schoolgirls on
social media”. They wanted to get their way with D-Yablonsky and when he would not
agree, they got aggressive and still without Miranda.

These detectives caioled D-Yablonsky and his wife Melody, to the police station without
telling either of them that Yablonsky was actually under arrest.
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They talked about D-Yablonsky working with nuciear missiies and the training involved.
This was not their interest; it was to act as if they were listening to him but to really get
him to agree with them about what occurred with Rita. This was beyond patronizing and
subterfuge; this was pathetic police work.

After the arrest, they told D-Yablonsky they had his DNA in her house. Of course it was
there, he worked in there on numerous occasions at Rita’s request. They made it
appear as if it was only there because he illegally entered the location and killed Rita.
Then when Yablonsky denied any of this, they started getting loud and accused him of
being a liar and a monster like other arrests they have made of murderers.

Now listen to this, they have already told him he is under arrest. They still did not
mirandize him but continued to ask guestions. Why?

They then threatened and cajoled D-Yablonsky because he kept denving ever hurting
Rita. They said, “no you didn’t hurt her you killed her.” Wow! You did it while you were
high. You were a horrible person back then doing horrible things and perhaps you just
didnt realize what you did.

Wow! Siill no Miranda, even after the defendant emphaiically said, we don't need to talk
anvmore, | want an attorney.

These detectives even fried the sympathy card, saying, “we saw you when you looked
at her photo”. We could tell by the look in your eyes that you did this. Are you even
serious here? They told D-Yablonsky he did this because of the amount of stress he
had in his life at the time.

They kept telling D-Yablonsky they had the evidence to prove it but never showed any
of it. These detectives then took and even lower road and accused him of raping women
in the past and saying they would testify against him.

So et me get this straight. Simply because this defendant will not go along with vour
theory of who killed Rita, vou now accuse him of rape from the past and threaten to use
those alleged victims against him in this case? Wow!

They literally kept bringing up his previous arrest and prison time to convince him to
confess to something he did not do and told them over and over again, he did not do
this.

You would think it would stop here, but no, these detectives kept going.

They said, just tell us it was an accident, John Yablonky, we'll take that. Wow!

You had a bad wife then, and you were on drugs...

Again, D-Yablonsky said, | did not hurt that lady, and again one of the detectives said,
no vou killed her. Wow!




Over and over again they went at D-Yablonsky, still with no Miranda even though now
he even asked for an attorney. They literally said, “you are forcing us, we are not going
away.” We are going to tell everybody.

D-Yablonsky then said can | just go smoke and cigarette and call my wife, and the
detectives said no! So essentially, Yablonsky was detained against his will and then
after numerous questions over and over again, he was finally told he was under arrest,
then told we are searching your house right now.

Furthermore, | just want to add the level of deception we are dealing with from these
detectives to drive the point home.

Exhibit 49a, specifically at 1hr, 7m, 15s into the audio where Yablonsky's answers to the
question whether he had the key to Rita's house. He clearly said "no", yet the transcript,
Exhibit 49a, page 44, line 23, the answer was transcribed as "um ya".

Also, at 1hr, 7m, 25s, into the audio, Yablonsky was asked whether Rita had a key to
his house and the audio clearly says, "yes she did", yet in Exhibit 49a, page 45, line 1,
Yablonsky's answer was transcribed as "no"

These incorrect transcriptions gave the jury the wrong impression that Yablonsky kept a
key to Rita's house with the intention to commit a crime.

Because the transcript is so contradictory. to the actual audio answers, it appears
fraudulent.

Last but not least, States Exhibit 49a is at least 50 minutes shorter than States Exhibit
49. It would be impossible for anyone to be legally instructed that Exhibit 49 and Exhibit
49a were proof of an accurate transcription. This degree of deception is
unconscionable.

Need | say more. This was an illegal act from the start. From the moment these
detectives arrived at Yablonsky's door, they lied and did not Mirandize him with full
intent to arrest him and search his house, then altered the results.

Submitted.
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| Kenneth Wayn Yablonsky, an adult and not a party to this action, declare
under penalty of perjury, according to belief and knowledge, that | received
from George Vincent Yablonsky, on or about August 15", 2015, a package
containing evidences he received from John Henry Yablonsky’s lawyer, for
case number FVI900518. These evidences were a copy of States Exhibit 493, a
113 page transcript and a Compact Disc marked States Exhibit 49.

| am atrained and educated person in the field of computer science. | have a
sense of experience and knowledge regarding the use of computer programs. |
have and own a computer, that has Anti-Virus software and | have maintained
this software in my computer. | then scanned and downloaded the 113 page
transcript exactly as it was presented to me as well as copied the Compact
Disc into a protected folder and have saved this information as it was given to
me.

On or about April 27", 2025, | emailed, sent, an exact real-time copy or States
Exhibit 49a text, and States Exhibit 49 Compact Disc, to private investigator
Naum Ware.

| Kenneth Wayne Yablonsky declare this under the penalty of perjury,
according to belief and knowledge.

May 2nd, 2025 Kenneth’;\’;\layne; Yablonsky
562-889-7370




I, George Vincent Yablonsky received from John Henry Yablonsky's post-trial
lawyer Richard Levi, a package containing specific evidences to include a
copy of States Exhibit 49a, 113 page transcript and States Exhibit 49, a
Compact Disc for case number FVI900518. The package arrived in my
possession, on or about August 1st, 2015. Without altering or changing the
integrity of the evidences, | delivered them to my son, Kenneth Wayne
Yablonsky, on or about August 15th, 2015.

| George Vincent Yablonsky, an adult, not a party to this action, declare this
under the penalty of perjury, according to belief and knowledge.
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May 2nd, 2025 George Vinéent Yablonsky

760-475-3109




