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PROOF OF SERVICE
[. the undersigned declare:

lnm over the age of 18 yrars and nota party to the within action. ] am cmployed in the County
ol Santa Barbara. My busincss address is 233 Eust Currillo Street, Suite C, Santa Barbara, Californis,
93101.

OnJuly 1,2004, 1 served the foregoing document TABLE OF CONTENTS AND TABLE OF
AUTHORITIES TO THE MOTION TO SET ASIDE THE INDICTMENT(Pcnal Code § 995);
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES on the interested parties in this action by
decpositing a rue capy thercot as follows:

Tom Sneddon

Gerald Franklin

Ron Zonen

Gordon Auchincloss
Dismict Attorney

11085 Sunta Barbara Street
Santa Barbara, CA 53101
S6R-2308

—— BYU.S. MAIL - I am readily familiar with the firm’s practice for collection of mail and
proccssing of corrcspondence for mailing with thc United States Postal Service. Such
correspondence is deposited daily with the United States Postal Service in a sealed envelope
with postuge thereon fully prepaid and deposited during the ordinary course of business.
Scrvice made pursuant to this paragraph, upen motion of a party, shall be presumed invalid
if the postal cancellation date or postage meter date op the envelope is more than one day
after the date of deposit.

X%. BYFACSIMILE -Icaused the sbove-referenced document(s) to be aansmitted vie facsimile
to the interested parties at éAaﬁdm

—— BYHAND-Icaused the document to be hand dolivered to the interested parties at the address
gbove.

X . STATE -Ideclarc under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Californie that the
above is true and correct,

Exccuted July 1, 2004, at Santa Barbara, Cahiforniu.




