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OPINION

On September 26, 2001, the defendant filed a motion styled “Motion for Clarification of
Prior Offenses” with the trial court in which he sought a declaration that his three prior sentences
were ordered to be served concurrently. We note the judgments in the technical record in docket
numbers 90-12798, 91-07581, and 91-08150 speak for themselves; each specifically indicates the
sentencesimposed were to be served concurrently. However, our quandary with this matter ismore
fundamental. The record before this court does not contain an order from the trial court either
granting or denying thedefendant'smotion. Therefore, thiscourt iswithout jurisdictionto determine
the merits of the motion. See Tenn. R. App. P. 3(b). The appeal is dismissed.
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