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

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FILED 
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT MAY 182018 

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

GILBERT CARRASCO, No. 18-55004 

Petitioner-Appellant, 

V. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent-Appellee. 

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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FILED 
OCT 5 2018 

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 

GILBERT CARRASCO, 

Petitioner-Appellant, 

V. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent-Appellee. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

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. 


