David S. Haeg

P. O Box 123

Sol dot na, AK 99669
(907) 262-9249

IN THE DI STRI CT COURT OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
FOURTH JUDI Cl AL DI STRI CT
STATE OF ALASKA
Plaintiff,
VS.
Davi d HAEG Case No.: 4MC-S04-024 Cr.

Def endant .

N N N N N N N N N N

Appel l ate Court Case #A-09455.

The Honor abl e Denni s Cunm ngs,

First off I want to apol ogize for subjecting you to our (ny
w fe Jackie & nyself) lack of sophistication & professionalismin
our current & future dealings with you.

| used to be a big gane guide & have now found nyself forced
to becone an attorney to protect the business & life |I have built
to provide for ny famly & their future.

| have absolutely conpelling & irrefutable proof that ny
first attorney Brent Cole (Cole) sold nme out to the prosecution.
When | becane suspicious because of all that was going wong |
had numerous conversations with Dale Dolifka (Dolifka), ny
busi ness attorney (who used to be a crimnal defense attorney), &
other attorneys | know in the continental US. Because of ny
suspi cions, confirnmed by others, | fired Cole & hired Arthur
Robi nson ( Robi nson) who has been a long tine friend of ny

famly s. Things continued to go radically wong & | ended up
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going to trial, being convicted, & sentenced to at least 6 tines
the penalty of Tony Zellers (my codefendant) who the prosecution
said was equally cul pable. During Zeller’s sentencing then

Magi strate Margaret Murphy Zeller’s cooperation with the
prosecution indicated rehabilitati on because of his wllingness
to except responsibility for his conduct. The exceedingly
strange thing in all of this is that it was | who cooperated
first, inplicating Zellers. Zellers who then did not want to
cooperate cooperated. Then the State broke the Rule 11 Agreenent
for which Jackie & | had already given up an entire year of

gui ding which represents virtually everything both Jackie & |
make for a whole year. The State wanted nore & nore for the sane
deal that | had already paid so nuch for & when | asked Col e how
they could do this he told nme “that’s the way it is” & |
realizing | was being held hostage by the State if this was the
case, refused to give anynore then that which had already nearly
bankrupt us. | ended up going to trial, nearly bankrupt, & wth
the State utilizing ny own statenents for the only evidence for
over half the charges. Robinson, who took nme to trial, told nme
that we could not enforce the Rule 11 Agreenent because both the
prosecution & Cole said it was “fuzzy” yet | have nunerous
emails, letters, & taped conversations that say otherw se.

Robi nson said ny evidence would not matter in light of Cole & the
prosecutions claimthat the deal for which ny wife & | had done
so much was “fuzzy”. |In fact the State later clained that

broke the deal & Robinson, who |I now have realized was protecting
Cole’s mal practice, told ne to never ever claimthat | had a Rule
11 Agreenment or to |l et anyone know how nmuch Jackie & | had given
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up for it. He said doing so would jeopardize his “tactic”. H's
“tactic” that the information the prosecution was not positively
sworn to by the DA deprived the Court of jurisdiction. |
researched this defense exhaustively & determ ned the reason why
it was |ast a successful defense in 1909 since then it has been
rul ed harm ess error and/or that the prosecutor’s oath of office
is all that is needed to file & information. In addition, when
Robi nson was still ny attorney, | asked himwhat there was to
stop the prosecution from show ng the evidence they had of the
Rul e 11 Agreenent to defeat our “tactic”. Robinson was unable to
give nme a satisfactory answer & finally said sonething about
personal jurisdiction versus subject matter jurisdiction would
protect us. The result of all this is that the State got to
claimthat | broke the Rule 11 Agreenent thus they got to nake ne
conply with the rest of what we agreed upon for the Rule 11
Agreenent yet | never got one single thing out of it including
being able to say the State was the one that broke the Rule 11
Agreenent or that nmy famly & | had done so nuch for it. The
unfairness of this is alnost inconprehensible to ne. |If ny case
is allowed to stand the prosecution will prom se crim nal

def endants the world including not prosecuting themjust so they
can get confessions & bankrupt the defendant. Then, after the
prosecution has everything & the defendant is bankrupt & cannot
afford to hire a |lawer, the prosecution then takes the defendant
to Court. Putting this on the other foot it would be |Iike ne
telling the State 1’'I|l plead guilty to 25 felonies if they wll
just give ne all of the evidence they have in ny case. Then,
after I’'ve destroyed all of the evidence in ny case, | tell them
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| amnot going to plead guilty & want to go to trial. Now, since
there is no evidence, | ampretty sure to win. |Is this truly how
the Crimnal Justice Systemin the State of Alaska is going to be
run?

After explaining what was going on to Dolifka & others they
stated | needed to get an attorney from outside Al aska with no
conflicts of interest in protecting ny first two attorneys and to
represent only ne. M wife & | searched diligently for such an
attorney but when we explained we had two attorneys who | told
them | had proof of conflicts of interests & mal practice none
woul d agree to represent nme. | then started searching for an
attorney close by, which I could show all of the evidence & work
closely with so that the chance they would try to protect the
first two attorneys would be unlikely. | found such an attorney
in Mark Gsterman (Osterman). | showed himthe evidence | had &
he said, “The sellout that happened was unbelievable” & that when
the Court of Appeals saw it there would be no doubt but that they
woul d reverse ny conviction. Because of the problens with the
first two attorneys | taped every single word Osterman has ever
said to ne. About a nonth later, after | have himon tape over &
over telling nme how amazing the actions of Robinson & Cole were,
he now tells me that he is unwilling to affect those attorneys
lives & livelihoods & because of this he cannot show the actions
of these attorneys to the Appellate Court.

Where does this |eave the ignorant |ayman? It |eaves ne
wi thout the ability to hire an attorney willing to represent ny
interests without |ooking at what will happen to ny forner
attorneys. Thus | have no other choice then to proceed on ny
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own. | have many letters & taped conversations w th other
attorneys all of which indicate the sane thing — don’t becone
obsessed with this, except the consequences & “nove on”. |In

ot her words these attorneys, all of whomI|’ve shown Cole &

Robi nson’s actions just |like | showed Osterman, all feel it is
better to sacrifice ny entire livelihood & infrastructure, with
the resulting stress, physical, and financial hardship, then to
hol d the attorneys accountable for their part in this devastation
of ny famlies future. | amhighly intelligent, read very fast &
very effectively, & all the courts fromthe US Suprenme Court on
down, at |east according to the overwhel m ng wei ght of case |aw,
woul d be horrified at what has happened in ny case.

Because | know they woul d be shocked & horrified | feel the
conpel ling need to expose what has happened to ne so it cannot &
wi || not happen to anyone else. | may not be as practiced as
ot her attorneys practicing before you but at |east | have ny
interests & nmy famly's interests at heart w thout the
conflicting interests of trying to save soneone el se at our
expense. The anmount of |law & opinions wote on this subject is
considerable. The amazing thing is that in all the case |aw that
| have read, which is very considerable, there is not one in
whi ch the defendant has evidence of multiple attorneys conspiring
to conceal the mal practice they intentionally caused the
def endant at the defendant’s own expense.

It is because of this unique situation | ask to be all owed
to proceed Pro Se & | ask that you consider these notions | have
included. Wen this case was renmanded | tal ked to Laurie \Wade,
Chi ef Deputy Clear, of the Alaska Court of Appeals to see if you
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coul d consider these additional notions. M. Wade said that when
a case is remanded for any reason the defendant/appellant is
allowed to file any notions & that the District Court has the
authority to consider the notions. Because of this | hereby
respectfully you consider all notions included.

I, DAVID S. HAEG swear under penalty of perjury that the
statenments made in the above |letter to Judge Dennis Cunmm ngs are
true to the best of ny know edge.

FURTHER AFFI ANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

David S. Haeg

SUBSCRI BED AND SWORN TO BEFCRE ME this day of
, 2006.

Notary Public in and for Al aska.

My conmi ssion expires:

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the
foregoi ng was served on Roger Rom
OSPA, by first class mail on

June 26, 2006

By:

Letter to Judge Dennis Cummi ngs Page 6



