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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
second appellate district

DIVISION EIGHT

ALFREDO MASIS SANCHO,

Plaintiff and Appellant,
B288261

(Los Angeles County 
Super. Ct. No. BC633324)v.

WOLFGANG EBNER et al.,

Defendants and Respondents.
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FILED
Sep 20, 2019

DANIEL P. POTTER, Clerk

cmortelliti Deputy Clerk

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION EIGHT

ALFRED M. SANCHO, B288261

(Los Angeles County 
Super. Ct. No. BC633324)

Plaintiff and Appellant,

v.

ORDEREBNER FAMILY TRUST,

Defendant and Respondent.

On September 18, 2019, appellant Alfred Sancho attempted 

to file a document entitled, “Miscellaneous (Response to the 

Illegal Open Brief) from the Defendant.” The document was 

received by this court, but not filed. Appellant seeks permission 

to file this document, which we deny.
Briefing in this matter is complete; appellant has filed an 

opening brief and a reply brief in addition to several motions 

currently pending before this court. Appellant fails to identify 

what issues are raised in this document that are not already 

addressed in the briefs and motions previously filed. Further, 
appellant has presented no authority to file this document and 

we are unable to* find any in our independent research.
This document also fails to conform to the requirements specified 

in the California Rules of Court for filings made to this court.

OjiiJ 0



(Cal. Rules of Court, rules 8.18 [Documents violating rules not to 

be filed], 8.54 [Motions], 8.204 [Contents and form of briefs].) 

Accordingly, permission to file the document entitled, 
“Miscellaneous (Response to the Illegal Open Brief) from the 

Defendant,” received on September 18, 2019, is DENIED.

i

BIGELOW, P. J.
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DIVISION SEVEN
V

V ALFREDO SANCHO, B172227

Plaintiff and Appellant, (Los Angeles County 
Super. Ct. No. NC030937)

\

V

V.
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v KATHY RAMIREZ et al.,
COURT OF APPEAL - SECOND DiST

JFn&s©'
V

Defendants and Respondents.

SEP 1 3 2QQ4
MMPHA.UME

PwMtygjs*

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County. 
Tracy T. Moreno, Judge. Affirmed.

Alfredo Sancho, in pro. per., for Plaintiff and Appellant.

Calendo, Puckett, Sheedy & DiCorrado, Christopher M. Sheedy and 

Christopher E. Dwyer, for Defendants and Respondents.
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IN IHE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 

DIVISION SEVEN

\

B189817ALFREDO MASIS SANCHO, 

Plaintiff and Appellant (Los Angeles County 
Super. Ct No. NC037582)

v* •' • v- •' ’
V.

IF II li-
ocr 1 0 2007KATHY RAMIREZ et al.,

Defendants and Respondents. ClerkJOSEPH A. UN£
Depub/ Clerk

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County. Joseph
E. Di Loreto. Judge. Affirmed.

Alfredo Masts Sancho, in pro. per., for Plaintiff and Appellant 
Calendo, Puckett, Sheedy & DiCorrado and Christopher M. Sheedy; Morris Polich 

& Purdy, Dean A. Olson, Richard H. Nakamura, Jr. and Elizabeth Salinas for Defendants 

and Respondents Kathy Ramirez, Wolfgang Ebner and the Ebner Family Trust 
Law Offices of Linda M. Libertucci and Sarah Yoseioff for Defendant and 

Respondent Albano Plumbing.
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT

COURT OF APPEAL - SECOND BIST.
DIVISION 8 FILED

Dec 27, 2019
DANIEL P. POTTER, Clerk 
Richard Cardenas Deputy ClerkALFREDO MASIS SANCHO, 

Plaintiff and Appellant,
v.
EBNER FAMILY TRUST, 
Defendant and Respondent.

B288261
Los Angeles County Super. Ct. No. BC633324

THE COURT:

Petition for rehearing is denied.

I

WILEY, J.STRATTON, J.BIGELOW, P.J.
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APRIL BOELK
AUTOMATIC APPEALS SUPERVISOR

Supreme (flmxxt nf ^Lsdtiatnm!

JORGE E. NAVARRETE
CLERK AND EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

OF THE SUPREME COURT

February 6,2020i

I i!

Alfredo Masis Sdncho 
125 West Market Street 
Long Beach, CAi 90805

»

i

Re: S260511/B288261 - SANCHO v. EBNER

Dear Mr. Sanchq:
y

The cour: has considered your application for relief from defau t and petition for 
review. Your application for relief from default has been denied. (Cal. Rules of Court, 
rule 8.60(d).) j

9 I
The court has directed that the petition for review be returned to you unfiled, and

on this date.

i Very truly yours,i

JORGE E. NAVARRETE 
Clerk and

Executive Officer of the Supreme Court

I
By: T. Zhang, Deputy Clerk

cc1: Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District 
Rec:


