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Dear C[@r//( of &/Urﬁ

This is a Leter aFFidavit Hhat Shkes concerns T
Robert Wayne Mitchel have reﬁardinﬂ the appeq( pracess
and counsel Babert M. Dubek  Re presentation in‘Hiis matder;

0n July 34 803 T recieved a copy oF an Anders Brier Filed
loy Lounsel Robert . Dudek  on my behal® with He Suth Camluic,

Court of Appeals, T addrhion 3 Counsg  Dudek brief wasa
Leker Informing me Yhat e Court would Wwrite o me in'the

Fuure e,lfoh"w‘)ﬁ any wriHen tmemorandum T want 13 submt
for He courfs C(/n§(d@rq*/70h of His /QPpm,l, 4430-1: 'Qagug;h:z’],
2013, L have yet © Recieve His Leter. Although at Hais
 Hme Plegse tuke nohce of Hie Rollawing Cancerns!

4, I donot agree with Counsel  Dudek aawce 4y wride au
To me i+ sounds +o tmpose upon me & Hask oF
my e1f, inwhich T am uncapable and not skilled

Memo,
er/'e&en%nj
h d()l‘nﬁu , ,
Q,‘R‘F%PFMOI*Q in His ’Q;opea/ my concern IS whh regardm‘a
my - Trial Counsed decision to allow me Jo plea Contimuely
o Burglary Second Violent, when Vhe Sl made it &ery cleacly
Known Hiak i+ bad made a Plea agreement wih A Mo
Brian Brannm Jor- Burglacy Second  non vidlent ;56T Frap me

int this case as a codedendad, KoBoopt Wi PIERE




