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 Respondent Metromont Corporation n/k/a Metromont, LLC (hereinafter referred to as 

“Respndent”), by and through the Undersigned Counsel, hereby respond in opposition to the 

Plaintiff’s Motion for Transcript Correction in this action. A review of the applicable Rules of 

Appellate Procedure confirm there is no such motion available to Appellant in this action. This is 

further underscored by Appellant’s failure to cite to any rule or authority supporting his Motion. 

Perhaps even more concerning is the lack of evidence to support Appellant’s audacious claims 

against the court reporter. There is no audio recording or any other proof that the transcript was 

manipulated or transcribed incorrectly.  Appellant’s Motion ignores the certification by the court 

reporter that the transcript is true, accurate and complete. Appellant’s Motion is frivolous and 

should be denied.  

 What is clear is the Appellant is in possession of the transcript and failed to notify the 

Court of the same pursuant to Rule 207(a) of the Rules of Appellate Procedure. Appellant’s 

conscious disregard for the applicable rules has prejudiced Respondents. Appellant has 

additional time outside the parameters in the applicable Rules of Appellate Procedure to brief his 

argument. Of course, Respondents will not receive this same “extension” Appellant has 

bestowed upon himself. For that reason, this Court should dismiss this appeal as a show that the 

rules matter and to not reward Appellant for his refusal to comply with the applicable rules.  

CONCLUSION 

 For the reasons stated above, this Court should deny Appellant’s Motion for Transcript 

Correction and dismiss this appeal.  

   


