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In 2013, Denise Lunsford sued David B. Cosgrove in the circuit court of St. Louis County.
In November 2013, that lawsuit was resolved upon the execution of a confidential settlement
agreement by Lunsford, Cosgrove, Cosgrove Law Group, LLC ("Cosgrove Law"), and Richard
Brewer, Lunsford's boyfriend. Then, in February 2014, Brewer sued Cosgrove and Cosgrove Law
for breach of contract claiming that Cosgrove and Cosgrove Law had breached the terms of the
settlement agreement. Lunsford did not join in Brewer's suit. In July 2014, Cosgrove and
Cosgrove Law filed a counterclaim against Lunsford also alleging the breach of the settlement
agreement.

The trial court dismissed Brewer’s claim against Cosgrove Law for the failure to state a
claim and awarded Cosgrove Law $25,000 in attorney’s fees as a prevailing party under the
settlement agreement. The trial court dismissed Cosgrove and Cosgrove Law’s counterclaim
against Lunsford finding that it lacked personal jurisdiction over her and awarded Lunsford
$25,000 in attorney’s fees as a prevailing party under the settlement agreement. Brewer appealed
the dismissal of Cosgrove Law and the attorney’s fees awarded to Cosgrove Law, Cosgrove and
Cosgrove appealed the dismissal of Lunsford and the attorney’s fees awarded to Lunsford, and
Lunsford appealed the amount of attorney’s fees she was awarded.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

DIVISION THREE HOLDS: The trial court erred in dismissing Brewer’s claim for breach
of contract against Cosgrove Law and in awarding Cosgrove Law $25,000 in attorney’s fees as the
prevailing party. The trial court erred in dismissing Cosgrove and Cosgrove Law’s counterclaim
against Lunsford for lack of personal jurisdiction because the court had specific jurisdiction over
Lunsford arising out of the parties’ settlement agreement. Accordingly, the trial court erred in
awarding Lunsford $25,000 in attorney’s fees as the prevailing party. On remand, we direct the
trial court to reconsider its wholesale sealing of the file and to make a record setting forth the
specific compelling reasons that justify sealing any portion of the file with the understanding that
sealing the entire file will almost never be justified.

Opinion by:  James M. Dowd, J.

Lawrence E. Mooney, P.J., Lisa P. Page, J., concur.
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