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MISSOURI APPELLATE COURT OPINION SUMMARY 
MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS, WESTERN DISTRICT 

 
In re Search Warrant for 415 Locust Street, Chillicothe, Missouri; 
Patrice Robertson, Appellant; Eddie Robertson, Robertson Land 
Corporation, Robertson Motor Company, and Contact America, 
Inc., Appellants,  
v.   
State of Missouri, Respondent 

  

 
 WD69242         Livingston County 

          
Before Division One Judges:  Holliger, P.J., Hardwick and Welsh, JJ. 
 
 

After law enforcement officers seized business records and computer evidence while 
executing a search warrant on the premises of their three businesses, Patrice and Eddie 
Robertson filed a motion to quash the search warrant and for return of the seized property.  The 
circuit court denied their motion.  The Robertsons appeal. 

 
DISMISSED. 
   

Division One holds:  
 

 
The Robertsons’ motion challenged the lawfulness of a search and seizure in a pending 

criminal proceeding growing out of the subject matter of the seizure.  The statutory mechanism 
for making such a challenge is a motion to suppress.  The Robertsons’ motion is deemed to be a 
motion to suppress.  Thus, the circuit court’s denial of the motion was interlocutory and not final 
for purposes of appeal, thereby depriving this court of jurisdiction to review it.    
 
Opinion by: James Edward Welsh, Judge   Date:  November 12, 2008 
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