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The plaintiffs, Glick Finley LLC (the firm) and Karen Finley, appeal the November 2008
judgment entered by the Circuit Court of the City of St. Louis. In this judgment, the court
accepted the receiver’s final report and ordered compensation for the receiver, distribution of
cash and property, preparation and filing of articles of dissolution for the firm and corresponding
publication of notices, preparation and filing of final tax returns, and payment of the receiver’s
$1 bond. The court’s judgment further provided that upon the receiver’s filing of a certificate of
completion of the enumerated actions, the receiver shall be discharged. The receiver filed a
certificate of completion, which was unverified. When the plaintiffs sought the trial court’s
review of the actions of the receiver, the trial court disclaimed any jurisdiction to review the
receiver’s compliance with its various orders.

DISMISSED

DIVISION THREE HOLDS: The trial court’s November 2008 judgment is not a final,
appealable judgment. The judgment fails to dispose of all issues in the case because it is
conditioned on the future completion of numerous actions.

Opinion by: Lawrence E. Mooney, J., Mary K. Hoff, P.J., Roy L. Richter, J. concur.

Attorney for Appellants: Terrance J. Good

Attorney for Respondent: John R. Gunn
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