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ISRALL C. SALA ZAR. Plaintitt and Appellant.
¢,

RICARDO SALAZAR. as "l‘rus,tcc. cte.. Defendant and Respondent.

The petition for feview is denicd.

Corrigan, .. was absent and did not panticipate.

AN L SAKAUVE

- Chief. .I_u;t_:lie:d |



Filed 8715722 Salnzarv.Salazar CA?
NOT TO BE PUBLISHED

oraer

“Callfornia Hules of Court, rale 6.1115(a), prontllie 00uTts and partios rom clling oF relylng on Gpiions not cordliedfor
publication or ordered published, axce &ss cifled b .m!og.'tﬂs h). This opinton hias not bden cerd ' 3
public o order ‘“(; Hished, sxceptas s r‘e& ¥ | 3(b) . ”g ar  certitied for publication

N THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

THIRD APPELLATE DISTRICT
/Sacramento)
ISRAEL C. SALAZAR, ( C092727
Plaintiff and Appellant, (Super. Ct. No. 34-2018-
- 00246743-PR-TR-FRC)
. {

RICARDO SALAZAR, as Trustee, etc.,

Defendant and Respondent.

In a signed order filed on December 6, 2019, the trial court denied appellant Isracl
C. Salazar’s petition challenging the validity of a living trust. Appellant filed a notice of
appeai from that order on August 25, 2020.

Because tie notce of appeal was rifed’ more than {80 days arter the uiaf courry
appealable ordér was filed, the notice of appeal is untimely. (Cal. Rules of Court, rue
8.104(a)(1(C), (e).) Because we have no jurisdiction to consider this ,uhtime)_y appeal,
we dismige it on our awn reotion.. Bee I re G.C. 020} R Cal Sth 1119, 1:'[’2."! v Faunce v.

Cate (2013) 222 Cal.App.4th 166, 170.)
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