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PROOF OF SERVICE ACCORDING TO PRISONER MAIL BOX RULE

This service and mailing was conducted by a party to this action
and was conducted in accordance with facility practice and the
Title 15,div.3 section §3142, also Penal Code § 2601(h).

This mailing was inspected and sealed in the presenée
of an .on duty correctional officer, in a fully pre-paid envelope

that was addressed to the following,
Ta Ka ety b oenemempad ba

H.Charles Smith ,_%ﬁ___wf,,,,—~—ﬂ"””f~ .
550 Orange st.# B i ,
Redlands ,ca.92374 {

This service contained the following 3
Questionaire

This service was conducted by an adult over the age of 18 years
of age,, and mailed in compliance with ordinary deily mail practp
ices and routines that are processed and deljivered by the
U,S.P.S. from tne city of;

Codlinga, and 3210

city zip code .
This service was conducted on ))) Aﬂ[%/67/ Date
7

ACCORDING TO THE PRISONER MAIL EOX RULE
THIS SERVICE IS CONSIDFRED FILED ON THE DATE OF THE SERVICE

UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY

The forgoing, of this proof of service is the truth to

kinowledge of;
’ -5

Date

the bets Angd

John Henfy Yabéﬁnsky
My adress is  Box 8500 Coalinga,ca.$3210

e wicsye, Ch -9265‘ & Fed Cedn@on /7Y
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John Henry Yablonsky AL-0373 RE:Case no,FfVI 90051y

Box 8500 |
Coalinga,ca.93210 Beople v. Yablonsky

Mr, Hal Smitn;

Your office represented Mr.Yablonsky for a
moti .on based on Ineffective Assistance of Counsel, with regards
to the case number listed above. Tha state released transcripts
and discovery wi.th fegards to this case, and it has heen brought
to the attention of the defendant in that matter, there are discre
-encies to that data provided by the state.
Defendant has filed a writ of habeas cocpus in
the District Co uy t, and is requesting your offide answer a
set of que stions with regards to this [data].
Plaase provide the answers as socom as possibl e
For they are being disputed now.Your office has no interest in
this matter and the questions are self expaﬁa~ining.
On the following page are a f¢.w que stions that
1s required of youre office.Please be thorough in your answecs

and accurate.Your assistance is greatly appreciated.

Date /////% 2/
/ 3

Z %
Jowh. Henry Yahlqyéky
Case No.EDCV 14-01877-PA(DTR)

p—
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Mr. Hal Smith (attorney at law)

| State ot california v.Yablonsky Case # FVISO0SLR/EDGV 14-01877-PA

Yc ur office was appointed to review the case #FVI900518

for Mr. Yablonsky to (court instructed) review the case for
possible presence of Ineffective Assistance of Counsed.Your office

was then give n trial transcripts and discovery.

,ll) Did yvour office receive exnibits 49(113 page transcript of

it

j

the interrogation) and exhibit 4%A a copy of the interoogation

recorging 7

Did vour office verify that exhibit 49 (113 page) and exhibit

49A (the recording) were accurate in content ?

Did your office notice that the recordiang copy (disc) had

over 130 pages of information ?

Was your oflfice given a copy of the transcripts of the interr-

ogation ( Une 113 pages) and (one 136 pages) 7

When detective Alexander under cross examination swore that
exnibit 4YA was accurately transcribed for the exhibit 49,
knowing they were not accurate by at least 23 pages, could
tnat be considered as a mistatement by the detective ?

And could that be considerad as IAC ?

In the trial transcripts, detective Alexander commented during
cross examination about the existance and content of the

£ ingerprint report. Yet the defendants attorney and prosec-
utor's closing statements are consistant with each other

but not consistant with tnat cross examination ( about the
existance and content of the fingerprint report) could that
imply the transcripts were not recorded accurately or altered

after the closing statements 7

(1)




LA W

7) When the recording had been played to the jury and the court
gave the jury an instruction the recording they listened to
was the [origiual media] knowing it was altered before it
was played to them, could that be considered as an @rroneous
instruction ? And could t hat nave been considered TAG 7

8) Had you been informed by the defendant that detective Alexander
cross examination statements in the trial transcripts were

not what was asked or answered, would that have affected your

your interpretations of the transcripts ?

1.9) If the attorney trial notes are consistant with the attorney's

and the prosecutor's closing statements {about the existance
and content of the fingerprint report) "showing there was

no evidence of a fingerprint report peesented in this trial”
but that the trial transcripts show one full page in content
of discussions of the existance and content of that report,
cpuld that imply that the trial transcripts were altered after

the closing statements or recorded incorrectly ¢

16310) Is there angthing you noticed 1in this evidence that was
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given you that should be brought to light ?
THIS CASE IS IN FRONT OF THE DISTRICT COURT, YOUR IMMEDIATE
RESPONSE IS GREATLY APPRECIATED.

pate //}//
"/

(2)




