PROPOSED JUDICIALLY-APPROPRIATE REWRITE
(Notice of Intent to Pursue Resolution / Possible Disposition)
NOTICE OF INTENT TO PURSUE RESOLUTION OF THESE MATTERS
REGARDING THE FELONY-MURDER THEORY ASSERTED IN A 1985 HOMICIDE
To: District Attorney Jason Anderson, County of San Bernardino
Petitioner respectfully submits this Notice to advise your office of newly-developed evidence and expert analyses that materially alter the posture of this case and raise substantial constitutional concerns requiring attention. Petitioner’s intent is to pursue a lawful and just resolution of these matters, in a manner consistent with the interests of justice, judicial economy, and the integrity of the criminal process.

I. Background and Current Posture
This case has remained active for several decades and has consumed significant judicial and State resources. Much of this appears attributable to issues arising from evidentiary irregularities, later-identified deficiencies, and newly-developed scientific analyses that were unavailable during the original proceedings.
Recent expert examinations—both forensic and technical—demonstrate that certain key evidentiary materials introduced at trial were altered, incomplete, or inconsistent with their original digital structure. These findings, if accurate, undermine the reliability of the verdict and raise substantial questions under Brady, Napue, and due-process jurisprudence.
Petitioner has long raised concerns regarding the integrity of the audio evidence and related transcripts. Those concerns, once speculative, are now supported by modern forensic tools capable of detecting digital tampering and data manipulation that could not have been uncovered at the time of trial.

II. Newly Developed Scientific and Expert Evidence
Independent forensic experts have now concluded the following:
1. Digital audio irregularities—including splicing, segmentation anomalies, and loss of original metadata—are detectable through modern forensic tools such as iZotope RX6.
2. These anomalies are inconsistent with the characteristics of an unaltered forensic recording.
3. Preliminary conclusions indicate that material portions of the original recording were missing, altered, or rearranged in a manner that impacts its evidentiary reliability.
4. These irregularities appear to have originated shortly after the date of recording and prior to trial.

In addition, Petitioner’s other retained expert has identified documentary discrepancies consistent with evidence-handling irregularities that further call into question the accuracy of materials presented to the jury.
These combined findings present constitutional issues of substantial magnitude that, if litigated fully, would require extensive post-conviction proceedings and court-supervised evidentiary hearings.

III. Need for Resolution in the Interest of Justice and Judicial Economy
It is neither Petitioner’s intention nor desire to cast personal aspersions on any individual. The objective is to ensure a just, lawful, and equitable outcome based on the present record and the newly-developed scientific evidence.
Given the gravity of the issues, the age of the case, and the significant expenditures associated with prolonged litigation, Petitioner believes that a negotiated disposition would serve the interests of all parties, including:
· the State’s interest in finality
· the Court’s interest in conserving resources
· the public’s interest in integrity of the justice system
· Petitioner’s interest in securing long-overdue relief

Petitioner has consistently maintained his innocence. The newly-developed evidence supports that position and materially affects the legal viability of the conviction as it presently stands.

IV. Proposed Framework for Resolution
In light of the above, Petitioner respectfully proposes that the District Attorney’s Office consider:
1. Vacating the conviction and dismissing the case with prejudice,
2. Entering into a structured compensation agreement approved through appropriate County entities,
3. Establishing mutually agreed terms that would conclude all related claims, and
4. Ensuring confidentiality mechanisms consistent with law and subject to judicial oversight.

Petitioner makes this proposal not as a threat, but as a good-faith effort to avoid extensive litigation in federal courts, where the constitutional issues presented are likely to result in relief at significantly greater expense to the State.

V. Conclusion
Petitioner has endured decades of hardship as a result of the conviction at issue and has pursued relief through every available appellate and post-conviction channel. With the emergence of forensic technologies capable of revealing evidence tampering undetectable at the time of trial, the legal framework now favors revisiting this matter in a manner that promotes justice rather than prolonging adversity.
Petitioner respectfully urges the District Attorney’s Office to review the expert findings and engage in discussions aimed at resolving this case efficiently, equitably, and in a way that promotes public confidence in the justice system.


Respectfully submitted,


John Henry Yablonsky, Petitioner
In Propria Persona
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