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MISSOURI APPELLATE COURT OPINION SUMMARY 

 

MISSOURI COURT OF APPEALS 

WESTERN DISTRICT 

 

 

LARRY T. ACTON, APPELLANT, 

 v. 

KAYE L. RAHN, RESPONDENT. 

 

WD83514 Jackson County 

 

Before Division One Judges:  Thomas N. Chapman, Presiding Judge, Mark D. 

Pfeiffer, Judge, and W. Douglas Thomson, Judge 

 

Larry Acton appeals pro se from the Jackson County Circuit Court’s denial of 

his motion to modify child custody provisions contained in an amended judgment of 

dissolution.  This Court entered an Order striking Acton’s initial appellate brief.  The 

Order specifically listed the deficiencies of Acton’s brief and provided him an 

opportunity to amend it.  Acton timely filed his amended brief, but did not cure the 

violations noted in the Court’s Order.  Rahn filed a motion to strike the amended brief 

and to dismiss the appeal.  She did not file a Respondent’s Brief and rests solely on 

her motion, which was taken with the case.  Having reviewed the brief and heard oral 

argument, Respondent’s motion to strike Acton’s appellate brief is denied as moot. 

Respondent’s motion to dismiss the appeal is granted.   

 

APPEAL DISMISSED. 

 

Division One holds: 

 

Significant deficiencies in Acton’s appellate brief preclude our review of the 

merits.  We dismiss for non-compliance with Rule 84.04. 

 

 

Opinion by:  W. Douglas Thomson, Judge  Date:   October 20, 2020 
 

 

 

 
This summary is UNOFFICIAL and should not be quoted or cited. 


