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MARY EILEEN KILBANE, J.: 



{¶ 1} Appellee Julie A. Strauss’s motion to dismiss appeal is granted.  

Appellee argues that the trial court’s order outlining the receiver’s duties and 

responsibilities dated December 30, 2008, is not a final appealable order.  

After a review of the record and pertinent law, we agree.   

{¶ 2} A receiver was initially appointed on July 18, 2007.  Neither 

party appealed.  The trial court sua sponte issued a revised order outlining 

the receiver’s duties on December 30, 2008, from which appellant filed the 

instant appeal.  Appellant maintains that the December 30, 2008 order 

expanded the receiver’s powers that affects his substantial rights, therefore 

rendering it a final appealable order.   

{¶ 3} Pursuant to the Ohio Constitution, all actions before this court 

must stem from a final order.  This court has consistently held that the 

appointment of a receiver is a final appealable order pursuant to R.C. 

2505.02, as it affects a substantial right.  Collins v. Collins, Cuyahoga App. 

No. 87986, 2007-Ohio-283, at ¶7.  However, this court has never held a trial 

court’s subsequent journal entry specifically enumerating a receiver’s duties 

to be a final appealable order, and appellant fails to cite any authority to 

suggest otherwise.    

{¶ 4} Trial courts have the authority to appoint receivers pursuant to 

R.C. 2735.01.  Receivers have broad powers to manage property pursuant to 

R.C. 2735.04, which provides, “a receiver may bring and defend actions in his 



own name as receiver, take and keep possession of property, receive rents, 

collect, compound for and compromise demands, make transfers, and generally 

do such acts respecting the property as the court authorizes.”   

{¶ 5} Therefore, we conclude that the receiver’s powers as specifically 

enumerated in the trial court’s December 30, 2008 entry were already authorized 

pursuant to the journal entry issued on July 18, 2007.  Simply because the trial 

court subsequently elected to specifically enumerate those powers that were 

already inherent in the initial appointment of the receiver, does not render the 

subsequent order to be final and appealable.   

Case dismissed. 

It is ordered that appellee recover from appellants costs herein taxed. 

A certified copy of this entry shall constitute the mandate pursuant to 

Rule 27 of the Rules of Appellate Procedure. 

 
                                                              
MARY EILEEN KILBANE, JUDGE 
 
COLLEEN CONWAY COONEY, A.J. and 
LARRY A. JONES, J., CONCUR 
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