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PER CURIAM:

Rob Haertel seeks to appeal his district court conviction of
speeding.  This is before the court on Sandy City's motion to
dismiss for lack of jurisdiction.

Haertel was first convicted in justice court and then
appealed to the district court pursuant to Utah Code section 78-
5-120.  An appeal from justice court takes the form of a trial de
novo in the district court.  See  Utah Code Ann. § 78-5-120(1)
(2002).  "The decision of the district court is final and may not
be appealed unless the district court rules on the
constitutionality of a statute or ordinance."  Id.  § 78-5-120(7).

It is well established that Utah appellate courts have no
jurisdiction "to hear an appeal from proceedings in the district
court held pursuant to an appeal from the justice court unless
the issues raised in the justice court 'involve the validity or
constitutionality of an ordinance or statute.'"  State v. Hinson ,
966 P.2d 273, 276 (Utah Ct. App. 1998) (quoting State v. Matus ,
789 P.2d 304, 305 (Utah Ct. App. 1990) (per curiam)).  By
enacting section 78-5-120, the Utah Legislature "specifically and
intentionally limited the issues that may be appealed from a
district court's judgment."  Id.   The limitation applies to
preclude consideration of even those issues raised for the first
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time in the district court.  See id.   "'[C]onventional' appellate
jurisdiction is limited to only those issues attacking the
validity or constitutionality of an ordinance or statute."  Id.
at 277.

Haertel has not challenged the constitutionality or validity
of an ordinance or statute.  Thus, the statutory limitation on
appeals from proceedings originating in justice court precludes
this court from considering his appeal.  

Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed for lack of
jurisdiction.
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