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OPINION SUMMARY

Sarah Robins (“Robins”), Bank of America, N.A., PRLAP, Inc., Alice Hrabal
(“Hrabal”), Peoples Bank & Trust Co., and Dale Cope (collectively “Defendants”) appeal
from the trial court’s judgment in the Circuit Court of Lincoln County awarding Roettger
Concrete Company (“Roettger”) mechanic’s liens against two residential lots. On appeal,
Defendants assert three points of claimed error. In their first and second points,
Defendants claim that Roettger failed to prove that it provided the statutorily required
notice necessary to impose a mechanic’s lien or that the exception to the notice
requirement applied. In their final point, Defendants claim that Roettger failed to prove
that it was a Missouri corporation in good standing. We affirm in part and reverse in
part.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART.

DIVISION FOUR HOLDS: We affirm the trial court’s judgment as to Roettger’s claims
for breach of contract against Bruner Builders, LLC. However, there was not substantial
evidence to support the trial court’s judgment that valid mechanic’s liens existed in favor
of Roettger. Roettger failed to present any evidence showing that Roettger complied with
the notice requirement of Section 429.012 or that the statutory exception to the notice
requirement applied.
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