CNme CuparscesS (LSANSIAR

NCX Ve =

A&Q\A\m\m &b TGN

I\ L2 \0l&
u\m\e& S\A?KQS; S@@v{m C.é\u\""? Q\-Q‘( L( ‘

(S Sockenme Lo KRN

l z\\(S\ SAﬁQ—‘i& Ni

L Ag\\\wf‘mm NP ERSNE

2% GoN\ao < Q@R\/&‘Sm A A@X;Q\\g@s USRS A

ResOandnesx- Am\\szz C(*“Q\mm\ Cras™ |X-S Qs

NSO 2= 0-00498 -0~ ACS.

S ety &\S&\ ek @Q‘ Qh SA\(\ E\Qc R o @\C\M

Nl Oex S 9\0\% Q\Q\wa\\g Q

S\vetmaa &Q% e Lo )

Dilb;c Q\DJ(\(

A\%b \(\szfz& o QO@&)Q&\ A L\S &4\_,\4 &Q&K\%\mﬁ @%

Nnee Ko g\\& 5\<\N< &0432 %\%\@0 \0\9 Csz\\?\a\mﬁ\

,?\co\m N0 C‘f‘v\ \\Qmu\ Y A&b@

N R .@u& U NN

bo Soamens oo Vo Y o <o Doe S

N i,z;é«- SNJQX (e, \(\\A‘Y&\n{\\x \Ql\/s\w U\Q\Q&@
Yo SuoN o, e LA Y /A\Aé\ﬁv (3\\5

Dy &,QQQ\\:Q % @Qﬁ\g Sg )c@: 6\?&/\9&

OONex ua&\ N2~ \O— N,

DECZf o | &M&%A@iﬁﬁ;&
SmeES Tecrrc

L | R Ofo-Sg X3 (505293



@(‘0 @% NN NG

G QQN\(P&QQ NN OCO-SQ \\Q&Q\JN CSL\ X\\we(\

Av\k :‘\x\(\& s, N \%a\\z\\&\c /—\mfé\\@é\ M\&W

\(\.52 W\/%\;\Qé \\\Q \Dsz\mw \(\Of\&\\(\ A&C\\@S&g&

A Coon, @Sv A \J&W \(ve&uw%&\vxq A\\HS

r%x\« NN ZINow Sh N e e A A [

US Sogewe Lo Loy

A T, v, | N} ﬁ

\&)&;3\\\\x\cﬂl§g¢ %Q AOSH 2

Clad (S Cacex o Page AR

Lo Oee I Chrc it

O - s \A2A A

S S anCiscs Le AN~ 329

. EN\me v QP{\K ISNOAY e Uoader Nae QQM\.ASV\ QSQ

\%l\ \SANT SNIQY\QSL \S\f\/~\ »\Q§ X<\(\‘L AANQ \\Q&Q\\:\

| \DQS\\’\-Q% i CO\zO\A o \SLlé&\c (egé%%&m AH_S-
XN\J &\&\-%K\%\Qw QQ\ K\Wﬁ&% \_O “ﬁ_ﬁx&\\o\f

NC C‘&\Q\ﬂz\\\ Iz\\ﬁ_,. NN N \\(Qﬁ \D‘-S_S‘*V\/\/v\ \

OOSX heae %,\\\1 O Opad. Aoed X\\& Mg

IR s AN g Q,N\\\W?\ (\Q§\ Neohodha A Mo

reed Catsedde pe\ceaarmas, Weuded ag e

[ SCE NG g&g&mbwwg

LR NSNS

S é&\fe«ém Co AR



- Case: 18-55004, 05/18/2018, ID: 10878215, DktEntry: 16, Page 1 of 1

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F l L E D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT MAY 18 2018

GILBERT CARRASCO,
Petitioner-Appellant,
V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent-Appellee.

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK
U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

No. 18-55004

D.C. No. 3:17-cv-02498-GPC-AGS
Southern District of California,
San Diego

ORDER

Before: SILVERMAN, BEA, and WATFORD, Circuit Judges.

A review of the record and the opening brief indicates that the questions

raised in this appeal are so insubstantial as not to require further argument. See

United States v. Hooton, 693 F.2d 857, 858 (9th Cir. 1982) (stating standard).

Accordingly, we grant appellee’s motion for summary affirmance (Docket Entry

No. 14).

AFFIRMED.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS F I I— E D

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT OCT 52018
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS
GILBERT CARRASCO, No. 18-55004
Petitioner-Appellant, D.C. No. 3:17-cv-02498-GPC-AGS
Southern District of California,
V. v San Diego B
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, : ORDER
Respondent-Appellee.

Before: SILVERMAN, BEA, and WATFORD, Circuit Judges.

Appellant’s points and authorities, filed at Docket Entry No. 17, is treated as
a motion for reconsideration of this court’s May 18, 2018, order granting
appellee’s motion for summary affirmance. So treated, the motion is denied.
denied. See 9th Cir. R. 27-10.

No further filings will be entertained in this closed case.



