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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER RE: BANKRUPTCY APPEAL
 

 WILLIAM B. SHUBB, District Judge.

 *1 Appellant Brasher's Sacramento Auto Auction, Inc. ("Brasher's"), appeals, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 158(a), an order of the United States Bankruptcy Court denying its motion for assignment of rents.

 I. Factual and Procedural Background
 On October 6, 2010, the bankruptcy court entered judgment in favor of Brasher's against appellee Vera Davydenko in the amount of $80,250.00. (Excerpts of Record Ex. B (Docket No. 5).) In February of 2011, Brasher's filed a motion for assignment of Davydenko's right to rental payments from her commercial property located at 3250 Fulton Avenue in Sacramento, California. (Id. Exs. C, D.) On March 15, 2011, the bankruptcy court denied the motion without prejudice on the ground that Brasher's had not provided evidence regarding whether any of the rents were used to service secured debt on the property or to pay taxes, insurance, maintenance, or other costs. (Id. Ex. H at 48.)

 The bankruptcy court reasoned that an assignment of all rents "raise[d] the potential risk of a loss of the Property," thus "defeat[ing] the purpose of the assignment, which is to satisfy" the judgment. [FN1] (Id.)

FN1. The bankruptcy court did not base its decision on Davydenko's opposition to the motion, which argued that a previous assignment of rents precluded the court from entering an order assigning rents to Brasher's; that prior assignment was relevant to the relative priorities of the parties' rights but not to whether Brasher's was entitled to an assignment order. (Excerpts of Record Ex. H at 48 (Docket No. 5).)

 Brasher's filed a notice of appeal with this court on March 24, 2011,  (Docket No. 1), arguing that the bankruptcy court improperly held that it had the burden of demonstrating Davydenko's financial obligations with respect to the rents. (Appellant's Opening Brief at 4 (Docket No. 5).)

 II. Discussion
 As an initial matter, the court considers sua sponte its jurisdiction over the appeal. See Abernathy v. S. Cal. Edison,
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 A final order is one that "ends the litigation on the merits and leaves nothing for the court to do but execute the judgment." Id . (citing Catlin v. United States,
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 The Ninth Circuit has held that finality standards in the context of bankruptcy proceedings warrant additional flexibility. See In re Mason,
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 *2 In this case, Brasher's appeals an order entered by the bankruptcy court denying its motion for assignment of rents without prejudice to renewal of the motion. At the hearing on the motion, the bankruptcy judge indicated that he "would be perfectly happy to assign to [Brasher's] the net amount of the rents," but would first need "some documents or information" to determine the amount of rents to be assigned. (Excerpts of Record Ex. G at 41:21-22, 42:16- 17.) Brasher's is able to renew its motion at any time. Thus, the only practical effect of the bankruptcy court's order was to "merely preserve[ ] the status quo in the case" for a later determination when more facts were presented. In re Smith,
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 When a court dismisses a complaint without prejudice and permits the plaintiff to amend the complaint, the dismissal generally is not a final, appealable order. WMX Techs., Inc. v. Miller,
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 Because the order from which Brasher's appeals is interlocutory in nature and Brasher's has not sought leave of the court, the court is without jurisdiction to hear the appeal. 28 U.S.C. § 158(c); see In re Baletti,
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 However, "[i]f a required motion for leave to appeal is not filed, but a notice of appeal is timely filed, the district court ... may grant leave to appeal or direct that a motion for leave to appeal be filed." Fed. R. Bankr.P. 8003(c). "The district court ... may also deny leave to appeal but in so doing shall consider the notice of appeal as a motion for leave to appeal." Id. Accordingly, the court will treat the notice of appeal as a motion for leave to appeal the bankruptcy court's interlocutory order.

 "Leave to appeal should not be granted unless refusal would result in wasted litigation and expense, the appeal involves a controlling question of law as to which there is a substantial ground for difference of opinion, and an immediate appeal would materially advance the ultimate termination of the litigation." In re NSB Film Corp.,
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 Here, denial of leave to appeal would not result in wasted litigation and expense, and granting leave to appeal would not materially advance the ultimate termination of the suit, because although the dispute here is over Brasher's post-judgment right to an assignment of rents, further litigation on that dispute would likely be required in the bankruptcy court either way. If this court granted leave to appeal, its decision on the merits would likely require further proceedings in the bankruptcy court on the motion for assignment because the party held to have the burden of proof would need to present evidence.

 *3 On the other hand, if this court denies leave to appeal, Brasher's may renew its motion for assignment in the bankruptcy court. The bankruptcy court may have to decide which side has the burden of proof, and the parties can proceed to present their evidence in accordance with the bankruptcy judge's ruling on that issue. If Brasher's is dissatisfied with the bankruptcy judge's final decision on its motion, it can easily appeal the bankruptcy court's final order when it is entered. Accordingly, the court will not grant leave to appeal.

 IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that appellant's appeal be, and the same hereby is, DISMISSED for lack of jurisdiction.
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