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PER CURIAM:

John Nikols seeks to appeal the trial court's denial of his
objection to a writ of execution permitting the sale of
properties titled in his son Michael Nikols's name.  This matter
is before the court on its own motion for summary disposition



2Both parties filed motions for summary disposition on
grounds other than jurisdiction.  These motions are rendered moot
by this decision.  
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based on lack of jurisdiction due to the absence of a final
order. 

Appeals as of right typically may be taken only from final
orders or judgments.  See  Utah R. App. P. 3(a).  Generally, an
appeal taken from an order that is not final is improper and this
court must dismiss it.  See  Bradbury v. Valencia , 2000 UT 50,
¶¶ 8-9, 5 P.3d 649.  "[T]he law is well settled in the state that
the statements made by a trial judge are not the judgment of the
case and it is only the signed judgment that prevails."  State v.
Gerrard , 584 P.2d 885, 887 (Utah 1978).  Accordingly, oral
rulings from the bench are not final and appealable.  See  id.

The trial court held a hearing as requested by Nikols. 
After hearing Nikols's objections, the trial court overruled the
objections and required counsel to prepare an order.  Nikols
objected to the form of the proposed order formalizing the trial
court's ruling.  Nikols's objections to the order are pending
before the trial court.  As a result, the actual judgment remains
in flux and there is no final order from which to appeal.  Unless
and until a final order is entered, this court lacks jurisdiction
and must dismiss this appeal.  See  Bradbury , 2000 UT 50, ¶ 8.

Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed without prejudice to
the timely filing of a notice of appeal after the entry of a
final order. 2

______________________________
William A. Thorne Jr., Judge

______________________________
Pamela T. Greenwood, Senior Judge

I CONCUR IN THE RESULT:

______________________________
J. Frederic Voros Jr., Judge


