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In re
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Defendant and appellant P. F. Lazor was convicted by a

Jury of second degree murder (Pen. Code, § 187).1/
Additionally, an allegation that appellant used a firearm in
the comzission of said offense within the meaning of sectionsg
12022.5 and 1203.06 was found to be true. Appellant appesals

from the judgment of conviction. Appellant =- petitions the
court for a Said petition

has been con

ON,
THE "APPEAL" DECISI
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In owner of

property loce -- «awvau 1D Los Gatos. The half

l. All statutory references are to the Penal Code unless
otherwvise specified.
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Meanwhile, John Allred (Garnier's nephew), the victim,
moved into the

ont bedroom which had becjilloccupied by

Scherschel. § 5, 1982, Allan

tly thereafter, on Octob

Wallis moved { the residence and share e back bedroonm

with El1lis. A

1lant told both Ellis and 11is that the

pantry room nex o the kitchen was off 11 § to tenants of

the residence a

wag his private office. cording to Wallis,

appellant was ndillliving at the residence.

In ear October appellant asked is and Ellis to
assist hir in t g Scherschel's property n the dining room
to the garage. Ellis was trying to moveQERherschel's
waterbed, he B gun. Wallis also e gun.
According to bo , appellant picked up gun and took it
to the kitchen with a small cardboard box.

Five to fifteen

minutes later, appellant rerw=—- 2

R ADDED COMMENTARY ¥

' ONY
THIS REFERENCE TO DONNA FERNAgpﬁg A{iﬁﬁﬁ? TAS
THAT LAZOR WAS HATEFULLY ANGR I PRESENTATION
THE FOUNDATION FOR THE ELABORAS R TOWARD
THAT LAZOR HATED ALLRED AND HIASSETTE POE THE
aIM ERGEFRS I"ﬂggggﬁgEﬁhAﬁyiéis TESTIMONY BY
7 "LOST".,
?géﬁﬁﬁDEZ WAS FABRICATED PERJURY

-—--~ <wupiained that rental money was not being paid on

Garnier met with appellant and instructed him that he

should only use the rear door.

Donna Fernandez, who lived behind the Roberts Road

residence, testified tha;’?he met appellant in October 1982.

—>
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At this time, he allegedly told her that he was upset that

Garnier's nephew, John Allred, was moving in and felt that he

was _losing control over the house. She said that appellant

ZAppeared very angry and upset.

Appellant told her that he was

living in Frenont and had a "room next door."

Ellis testified that Allred told him that he was upset

vith appellant coming through the front door and that appellant

could use the back door like he was supposed to. Wallis

testified that Allred told him that he hated appellant and that

if he ever came back into the house he would

M3 rmm--

him ont ~& - .
VADDED COMMENTARY
FABRICATED TESTIMONY

‘ DEZ' |
EFFEI_ﬁ’IZ'O??F"SD%ﬁ‘:IGFEgRNA%ER AND HATRED TOWARD ALLRED
OF

RSELF
QUESTION: WOULD FERNANDEZ HAVE gggggggﬂﬁongEEN
TO PROVABLE PERJURY CHARGES.T A e DESTROYED
ASSURED BY THE PROSECUTION THﬁRY o OULD NOT
THE TAPE THAT PROVED THE PERJ

CHARGE HER WITH PERJURY?

- <ee~ vaii, Ellis looked at the out portion of the

front door and no d that it had been as the boards

were bowed in to e living room.

Allred Ta old Wallis that he

front door to gee

stood behind the

ppellant would come without knocking.

When appellant ent , Allred then allege confronted him

and then threw him the front door and ed it. Allred

allegedly told Wallis that appellant kicke e door in and at
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