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MEMORANDUM OPI NI ON

Susano, J.
This is a suit on a prom ssory note. After a bench

trial, the court bel ow awarded the plaintiff a judgnment for

Rul e 10(b) of the Rules of the Court of Appeals provides as follows:

The Court, with the concurrence of all judges
participating in the case, may affirm reverse or

modi fy the actions of the trial court by memrandum
opi nion when a formal opinion would hve no
precedential value. When a case is decided by

menor andum opi nion it shall be designated “MEMORANDUM
OPI NI ON, ” shall not be published, and shall not be
cited or relied on for any reason in a subsequent
unrel ated case.



$16, 083. 68 and t he defendant appealed. The only issue on this
appeal is whether the evidence preponderates against the trial
court’s judgnent. See Rule 13(d), T.R A P. The trial court’s
findings in this case are dependent on its determ nation
regarding the credibility of the witnesses. In such a case, a
trial court’s findings “are entitled to great weight.” Galbreath
v. Harris, 811 S.W2d 88, 91 (Tenn. App. 1990). CQur de novo
review of the record does not persuade us that the evidence
preponder ates against the trial court’s factually-driven
findings. The judgnent below is affirnmed. Costs on appeal are
assessed agai nst the appellant and her surety. This case is
remanded for enforcenent of the judgnment and collection of costs

assessed below, all pursuant to applicable | aw

Charl es D. Susano, Jr., J.

CONCUR:

Houston M Goddard, P.J.

Her schel P. Franks, J.



