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LIST OF PARTIES

A list of 4ll parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of
this petition is provided below. If a party is a corporation with a stock ticker symbol,
that symbol is also included.
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

, IX]/For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx A to
the petition and is N6, Y- 3 36@
[ 1 reported at . ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
Xl is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and

[ ] reporte ﬂ/ ; OF,
[ 1 has bee e,é éﬁated 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[ ] is unpublished.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 ; 0T,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[Véor cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

, L = ((/;%’kbﬁf Ao Aﬂ?o @:)c 6

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denled by the United States Court of
Appeals 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 v (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

[ ] 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).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The district court relied on an improper factor in sentencing Sartori
to an upward variance of 49 months above the high end of the
guidelines range. The improper factor was that the court remarked
. that it did not believe that Sartori accepted responsibility fof his

. N’/_—‘—\\_
offense, because through his filings, he objected to conditions that would

——

be appropriate in a case of this type, and said he failed to do anything
e —
but justify his behavior. This was improper because it was
inappropriate for the district Cou‘ll"t to punish Sartori for something
defense counsel said. In addition, the probation department agreed
with the overwhelming majority of defense counsel’s objections and

removed most of the conditions that he objected to. Because the court

relied on an improper factor, Sartori is entitled to be resentenced

In the final PSR, the probatlon department responded to the

defense’s eleven objections by removing almost all of the conditions to

VU

which the defense objected except two. ~ While the government also

asked for a guidelines sentence, see Sentencing Tr. at 27, the district

~ [

court varied upward 39 months from the top of the advisory guldehnes

-

—
range and imposed a prison sentence of 120 months.

the court also accused Sartori

. —

of not accepting responsibility for his offense due to his filings and

suggested he justified his bad behavior.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

?Ho.«o_ Y ) Arnaney BE ASSIGNED A THS Pc/ﬁm)

Respectfully submitted,
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