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LIST OF PARTIES

M All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of ce.rtiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,

]XI has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

N For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Alor” by KO AD

/[Xf No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of -
Appeals on the following date: __, and a copy of the.
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to andincluding _~ (date) on (date) -
in Application No. A . '

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix __

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A :

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).

2.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The sentencing court (o JamuAry ot 1997,
senytenced 1 Qpet/‘tio/uﬁf for {%eoﬁ%,uCe
of kidmA/o/c_)/‘ﬂ)j 18 U.S.C., 1201y AS WwAS c’/;,z?eg/
j A SIN /e count /N(I//‘dfMe/ut, O/U/)/ e
e/e_me/u%ﬁ of 17 offenvse K;‘c/n)A/) 109 Lere.
(ﬂmrﬁeé W sald indictment, 7he oistrict
couft ﬁ/o/a/fac/ 9uid€}ime enhpncements Gt
do nNot ,9//0/)/ to the otfevse of convictson
thHat wAS ci/mrjecﬂ o the S/'A)j/e Coant
indictment. The sewtendinvg coulT
'ts aalculption ef e /V)f}/l)c/ﬂﬁof}/ 0.3,
Sentending Guidelive sevtervce started
Loith A interreat Base offevse Leve |
o‘Fﬂ . The distryet Qourfé thev /\/VC’O/TQC‘C//V
ﬁ/ﬂ/o//‘ec/ SE?/ute/\Uci/'iu? enhavcements QA3 |
A /}/p/)//‘dﬁt/wu Note 7, thss /'/l)c’om’ec’f/y
pcreased the Offevse /_ez/e/ A)/ ,S//x (@)
acditional pa)/\?ts, The sentevcing Court
}Naorraat/)/ ﬁf///‘eqﬂ tHhe Bpse Offetse Leve/
pnd quidelinves ephancemerts ¢z#€ A//o//
+o tRe offepse |gu.s.C. DAHL, Fetitioper
whs pever indicted for, nory Charged
With the otfevse 18 U.S.C. A% 5/ =y
3r/1/ocl \)ul‘)/ |

4,



The United States Sewtend/vg Guidelsves
Piawanly /v Chapter Two, states <Aat:

uidelive enshAvce mewts aAre /4/9/3//'4/96/& to
the offense that was charged) in tHe
yod (ctment.,

This plaiv error LOAS objeatec[ to b/ the
Federn/ Public Defender pt-the septewc/ng
?rodeec//h;gs Whew h< Db/'ecz‘ecf ‘o £Re
s cp)dulption of the U5 ,&’em‘te/uc/,oﬁ
Guidellpes rAvge 74t e district Court
/’mpoosecﬂ AL sevteua/ng.

7he cortrect cxlculstion of the MAA)Q’;‘)fOI)/

Guldelives <evtedae jn the jwstant dase

Should bes Kz‘c/;\m/o/ﬂ/‘@ Bose Offenvse [evef

at, Prier criminal Histery fQiNtS 7.

Pleadiw Su”t)/ subtmc‘t/‘ug =,
H

Resuwltog ju an Offense Level of 30
Crimina ister/ Cﬁfejory TV, for A
/VMADC{A‘[iOfy Guidelives sevtence of
/35~ 168 ‘mopths.




7he senvtending Lourt o lated cAe
.S, Const/tadtion Art?dl{/, '
Section 1, TJaus< 3, the Ex Post
Facto dlruse, when retrospective/y
AF/Q/;GCO the ﬂmc{e/iw\ emvhAnCement
5ka.al, before jts epactment, thereby
A/ter)mﬁ t+he defipitions of <riminal C‘D/\k(o\dt,
Also, JNCreAs/Ng the ?)e/uA/t)/ by which A
drime is ?um‘ls/mbla under the Mavdatery
Gruidelines, Mﬁkiwﬁ More operous AL
auANTum mcfpuw‘tsl\memt AttAched o
the Qr‘/‘me\j i Viblation of e Ex Fost
Facto :FFDMBH:/‘ON,

The sestevce ewhapcement Su\‘delifoﬁ
5K3.&l)* teok effecdt on November/,2000,
Fetitioner wAs sewtenced sv Jananary 7, 1997,
5Ka.Q/ Allows the sevtending Court
to INdrease the sevtewde /Qbouﬁ f’(e\
guidelives yAnge, bnased oy copduct
U/Udef/y/‘@ A CM/:?& dism)ssed as part
of A plea Agreementt, or anderlying A
potentia/ Tharge pot pursued /v the
CAse. As part of A p/eﬂ A9 reemen?.

- bhat did vot enter Isto thedetermnAt/on
of the ﬁ//o//‘dﬁé/ﬁ 9 uldeline. PR E..

G.




ﬂe.jwide/ime emvhanvcement 5K2.2|

has caused A miscplculation of tAe,
/VMADC/Athy Guide/ines rANGE, /'Mdfﬁﬁsg@ﬁ
substantinlly the ]a/eﬂ Aﬁre_eme/uf mAade
L th the jOV‘iN\)MﬁlL)‘t LWhew Ffﬁ/"t/‘ougp
ﬂ)/@ch guilty i order to receive. A Senvtende
under the Guidelines. 7his wAs plaiv
error, ARt has Advers)y AfFected) tA<
titioners substantial rights, 4ffecting
the fpirmess, And ?qbl i Fe/Outﬁf/‘o/u ot
judicjal proceedivgs.

The sentence jw the justavt case is in violation
of the I’VM/Udataﬁy . s, Seufewd/A)j Guldelinves.
Maw dutory Guidelives pre é/‘/uc//‘ny op_judges
AND hAave the force pnd) effedts of /4u0.
Petitioner had a due process of /aw
expeatation tFAt he would receiye A
sentepnce wW/thin the ﬁf////‘dﬁ}é/e ju/‘c/e//‘/ues
rAange. 7fe v ater o j»f/'a/e [ives “hx sevtoces”



Petitiopers continued confivement [s
un]afol v vielatjon of Hie W\G};
Amendments cruel and :a:mzx\\a:e\w}.\xmq@
dlpuse. The mandatery quid ellwes septence
M}OCL% hAve been /35 -/ 8 EOB\QTMQ Pet/tioner
has beew lingering fenger ja feders \%1&0&
Hoan the i demands. His sevtenvde uAs
compl<tely served severn/ yenrrs Ago.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

7his Court I the case Rosales-mireles .
United States, /38s. ¢t /1897, 20/ LED ad
396 (2018) Held: A miscalcu/ptionn
of A Guidelives sewtevc/ng ravge
224At has been deterrmmwed te pe
plainv errop and o AfFect A defendmsts
substsutial rights du/fs for A Court ef
ﬁppeA/s to exerdise Its Jiscretsou
wnder Rule 5a24) te vACAte ‘H<e
defendamt's sevtence ju the ordivary

CTASE,

The United States 7‘%/‘&/ Clrcurt Aﬁfﬁﬁ/s
Court ju the jostAvt cAse dis Pa??ﬁ/‘decp
wd WEngecﬂ to doNsS/der e sett/ec@

decis)om _b)/ t7/s Court., 7This fFACE
Cplls far AL exerdise o f this Courtk
Sulpeﬁs//"gcs ry power.



Ench year, district dourts sevlroce.
Heousands of Individuals to }M/Ar/So/VMeM’t

for vielations of feders/ (4. At ¢/mes,
however, AN €rrof [0 the calca mtion

of the Guidelives rAn9 € goes unnNotided
by the courts And the part 'es. Rule_ 52()

strikes A dﬂfﬁfw/ LAalanvce Letween
Judiaial effiaienay ANd the redress of

wjustice. All indwidaals fv the Federa/
rlson sys*éem A)AQSC Sewtendes €
Y74 result of A mMIscAlculntlon ot Hie
&, Sevtedinvg Guldelines range Should
be allowed to /4/0%3@4/ ﬂaQefdi/ug Co the
dedision im0 Rosales-Mireles (Supra) And
A2 Courts of appes/s sheuld) exerc/ce.
Its discretjon anvder Rule 52() to
VACATe the deferndints sevtece. .
This willy io A fOS/'é/'V-Q manes; serously
Atdect he 7H/ PIOESS, /'Afﬁ?j /”/‘é)/) or ﬂDuél ja
T‘ﬁlputﬁt/'o/u onuQ//'c'/'%)/ Pro C’eec//vﬁ,s’e

| 0.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
W/ﬂm o)

Date: /47/9/}/ (ot/\/q A0 20

IR



