I N THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS

----00000----
OemGity, ) MEMORANDUM DECI SI ON
o ) (Not For Official Publication)
Plaintiff and Appell ee, g Case No. 20060155- CA
v g FI LED
M guel David Gedo, g (June 15, 2006)
Def endant and Appel lant. ) 2006 UT App 249

Fourth District, O em Departnent, 055212625
The Honorabl e John C. Backl und

Attorneys: M guel David Gedo, Oem Appellant Pro Se
Robert J. Church, Orem for Appellee

Bef ore Judges G eenwood, Davis, and Thorne.
PER CURI AM

M guel David Gedo appeals his convictions in a traffic case
of no child restraint device and inproper turning or changing
| anes, both infractions. This case is before the court on a sua
sponte notion for summary disposition on the basis that the
grounds for appeal are so insubstantial that they do not nerit
further proceedings or consideration by the appellate court.

Gedo did not file a response to the sua sponte notion;
accordingly, he has not denonstrated that the appeal presents any
substantial ground for appeal. See Uah R App. P. 10. A review
of the docketing statement and the district court record
denonstrates that Gedo has raised no neritorious challenge to his
conviction or the sentence inposed by the district court.

W affirmthe judgnment and sentence.
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