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In their answer, Appellants generally denied that Respondent was the holder in 

due course of the note and asserted defenses of estoppel, res judicata, and unclean 

hands.  They also asserted several counterclaims. 

 The case was tried to the court on February 15, 2015.  The trial court 

subsequently entered its judgment finding that Respondent was the holder of the note 

and had standing to bring the action.  It further found that Appellants had failed to prove 

any of their affirmative defenses or counterclaims.  The court entered judgment in favor 

of Respondent for $15,460.40.   

 Appellants bring eight points on appeal.  In the first six points, they claim that 

various factual findings made by the trial court were not supported by the evidence or 

were against the weight of the evidence.  In the seventh point, they contend that the trial 

court erred in concluding that Respondent had standing to bring an action on the note 

because its conclusion was based upon evidence that should not have been admitted at 

trial.  In their final point, Appellants contend that the trial court erred in finding that they 

failed to prove their counterclaims based upon the evidence they presented at trial.  

None of these claims can be properly reviewed by this Court on appeal without a trial 

transcript.   

Appellants have not filed a transcript of the trial proceedings in this Court.  "Rule 

81.12 specifies the record which must be provided by an appellant on appeal and 

imposes upon an appellant the duty to file the transcript and prepare a legal file so that 

the record contains all evidence necessary to make determinations on the issues 

raised."  Reno v. Reno, 461 S.W.3d 860, 865 (Mo. App. W.D. 2015) (internal quotation 

omitted).  "The responsibility to provide a meaningful transcript for review devolves upon 

appellant and the court of appeals cannot consider matters not preserved on the record 
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