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William and Suzanne Stoner, husband and wife, entered into an agreement with the
Missouri Department of Revenue under which the Stoners would repay their delinquent 1993
and 1994 taxes. Per the agreement, the Stoners would make three small payments and a final
balloon payment. Before making their final payment in 2007, the Stoners filed a petition against
the Director of the Department of Revenue, seeking a declaration that the Director (1) was
time-barred from collecting the tax debt and (2) could not report Mr. Stoner, an attorney, to the
Missouri Supreme Court for failure to pay his taxes. The Director responded by filing a
counterclaim against the Stoners for the remaining tax obligation under the agreement. After a
bench trial, the Circuit Court of Cole County granted judgment in favor of the Director. The
Stoners appeal to this court.

AFFIRMED.
Division Il holds:

(1) The trial court ruled in the Director’s favor because, based on the tax agreement
between the Department and the Stoners, the Director had ten years in which to



enforce the written agreement under section 516.110(1). That ten-year statute of
limitations had not yet expired when the Director filed the counterclaim.

(2) The trial court properly found in the Director’s favor on the tax agreement. The
Stoners’ arguments against enforcement of the tax agreement—ranging from a
lien-judgment theory under section 143.902, to a claim that Mrs. Stoner was not
bound under the agreement, to a claim that the agreement was not entered into
voluntarily—were without merit.

(3) The trial court also did not err in denying Mr. Stoner’s claim that the Director could
not report Mr. Stoner to the Missouri Supreme Court for failure to pay his taxes.
Under section 484.053 and Supreme Court Rule 5.245, an attorney who owes taxes
may be subject to suspension of his or her law license. Contrary to the Stoners’
argument, operation of the statute and rule does not constitute duress so as to
invalidate the repayment agreement.
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