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 Crest Construction II, Inc. and Metro Energy, Inc. appeal from the circuit court’s 

dismissal of their petition with prejudice.  The petition alleged breach of contract, fraud, 

conversion, and civil conspiracy as a result of a business relationship between Crest Construction 

and the defendants involving the purchase of vehicle sales contracts and promissory notes 

obtained by defendant companies from third-party customers.  Crest Construction raises two 

points on appeal.  First, Crest Construction contends that the circuit court erred when it 

dismissed its lawsuit based on the failure to toll the statute of limitations while litigating in 

federal court.  Second, Crest Construction contends that the trial court erred when it dismissed its 

lawsuit based on the statute of frauds. 

 

 APPEAL DISMISSED. 

 

Division One holds: 

 

The trial court’s judgment does not dispose of all issues, as the judgment does not resolve 

the issue of damages as to the parties against whom the interlocutory default judgment was 

entered.  Because the trial court has not resolved all of the issues as to all of the parties in this 

case or certified the case for appeal, the appeal must be dismissed. 

 

Opinion by:  Karen King Mitchell, Judge August 19, 2014 
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