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OP1 NI ON

Fr anks. J.

In 1992 defendant was ordered to pay periodic child
support ?to the Clerk of the Court? In 1995 the District
Attorney filed a petition for contenpt, alleging that the
defendant had wilfully failed and refused to conply wth the
orders? of the court, and alleged that the child support was
in arrears. The defendant answered the petition denying that
he had wilfully refused and neglected to provide the child
support, and further ?neither admts nor denies the allegation
with regard to what paynents have been nade or what should

have been nmde?.



The case was initially heard by a child support
referee who determ ned that the defendant was in arrears in
his child support paynents, and awarded judgnent for
arrearages in the anmount of $7,554.50. Subsequently, the
Trial Judge confirmed the findings of the Master, and in that
judgnent the Trial Court said:

Thi s cause canme on to be heard on the 24th day of

August, 1995, before the Honorabl e Judge Buddy D.

Perry, Grcuit Court Judge of Rhea County,

Tennessee, upon defendant’s request for a de novo

heari ng before the circuit judge, appearance and

testinony of the parties, argunents of counsel, and
all other evidence presented in this cause, from al
of which the Court finds the order of child support
shoul d be confirmed as the order of the Court.
Def endant has appeal ed fromthat judgnent.

Appel lant’ s issue is that support paynents
equi valent to the arrearage were sent to the mnor child, a
teenager, at the hone of the plaintiff.

W are unable to address the nerits of this issue,
because no transcript of evidence has been filed with this
Court. Wthout a transcript of evidence we cannot review the
evi dence de novo, and the cases are | egion holding that where
no transcript of evidence is filed it wll be conclusively
presumed there was sufficient evidence to support the findings
of the Trial Court. See e.g., Scarbrough v. Scarbrough, 752
S.W2d 94 (Tenn. App. 1988); Leek v. Powell, 884 S.W2d 118
(Tenn. App. 1994).

I nvoki ng the presunption, we conclude the evidence
heard by the Trial Judge supports his finding, and we affirm
t he judgnent of the Trial Court.

The cause is remanded with the cost of the appeal

assessed to the appell ant.



Her schel P. Franks, J.

CONCUR:

Houston M Goddard, P.J.

WIilliamH | nnman, Sr.J.



