
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK 

WASHINGTON , DC 20543-0001 

William joe Long, CASE NO.#USCA9 No. 18-55684 

Petitioner, ) " PETITIONER MOTIONS THE COURT DIRL 
ECTLY TO THE CLERK, DIRECTING THE 

-vs- ) CLERK TO FILE A PETITION FOR A 
WRIT OF CERTIORARI OUT OF TIME,WITH 

Keeton(Warden), ) THE ATTACHED ORIGINAL PETITIONTO 
-- ) BE FILED., SEEKING RELIEF OF THE 

Respondent, ) ILLEGAL SENTENCE IMPOSED BY THE 
SUPERIOR COURT DURING SENTENCING 

Petitioner, (William Joe Long), furthè known as the Petit-

ioner, comes before this courts bench directing the clerk to file 

his petition of writ of certiorari , -with ti clèrk:bat . of time 

with attached previous filings (original filing; and a letter re-

questing review of the petitioners filings). On March 27th,2019 

the Clerk [Scott S. Harris. ; by Lisa Nesbitt] , responding in a 

letter directing the petitioner to refile with attachments, see 

letter from this courts office. Also, Petitioner, recieved from 

the "Ninth Circuit Court of Appeal's", notice of Order of any 

furhter filings to be moot, also attached. 

Petitioner, respectfully comes before the clerks of the cour 

requesting that the petitioner writ of certiorari, be filed late, 

along with the attachments from the original filing from Janurary 

30th,2019. Petitioner, prays that this court will file his writ 

of certiorari, out of time, thank you. 
' r-T7En 
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Respectfully,william j e Lon, : APR 16 2019 
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DATE: April 8th,2019: 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS I=___ 

FOR THE N•iNT.H CIRCUIT JUN 272018 

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

WILLIAM JOE LONG, 

Petitioner-Appellant, 

V. 

C. KEETON, Warden,  

No. 18-55684 

D.C. No. 
2:17-c.v-07980-IFMO-KES 
Central District of California, 
Los Angeles 

[sX1JSt1 
Respondent-Appellee. 

Before: CANBY, WARDLAW, and RAWLINSON, Circuit Judges. 

A review of the record demonstrates that this court, lacks jurisdiction, over 

this appeal because the order challenged in the appeal is not final or appealable. 

See Serine v. Peterson, 989 F.2d 371, 372-73 (9th Cir. 1993) (magistrate judge's 

findings and recommendations not appealable; premature appeal not cured by 

subsequent entry of final judgment 'by district court). Consequently, this appeal is 

dismissed for lack ofjurisdiction. 

DISMISSED. 

DA/Pro Se 
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