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The Petitioner, Marcus Brooks, appeals the tria court's denia of his petition for post-conviction
relief. The State hasfiled a motion requesting that this Court affirm thetrial court'sdenial of relief
pursuant to Rule 20, Rules of the Court of Criminal Appeals. A review of the record supports the
State’ s position. Accordingly, the State's motion is granted and the judgment of the trial court is
affirmed.
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MEMORANDUM OPINION

On January 18, 2002, Petitioner entered a guilty pleas to one count of facilitation of first
degree murder and one count of especially aggravated robbery and received an effective sentence
of forty-four yearsin the Department of Correction. On January 16, 2003, Petitioner filed, pro se,
a petition for post-conviction relief, aleging, inter alia, that trial counsel was ineffective, that his
guilty pleawasinvoluntarily entered, that his sentences violate protections agai nst doubl e jeopardy,
and that he was the victim of prosecutorial vindictiveness. The trial court appointed counsel on
February 28, 2003. At some point, a hearing was held and, on August 21, 2003, the trial court
entered an order denying post-conviction relief. Counsel for Petitioner filed a notice of appeal
document on September 5, 2003.



In its motion for affirmance under Rule 20, Rules of the Tennessee Court of Criminal
Appeals, the State submits that the Petitioner haswaived all challengesto thetrial court’sdenial of
relief by failing to include the transcript of the post-conviction hearing in the record. We agree. It
is the Petitioner’ s duty to ensure that the record on appeal contains al of the evidence relevant to
those issues which are the bases of the appeal. See Tenn. R. App. P. 24(b); Sate v. Banes, 874
SW.2d 73, 82 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1993). This Court is unable to consider an issue which is not
preserved in the record for review. See Banes, 874 SW.2d at 82. Accordingly, the Petitioner’s
faillureto include acomplete transcript of the proceedings forming the basis of this appeal resultsin
waiver to any challenge of thelower court’ srulings. Seegenerally Satev. Ballard, 855 S\W.2d 557,
560-61 (Tenn. 1993) (appellant’s failure to provide court with complete record relevant to issues
presented constitutes waiver of issue); State v. Draper, 800 SW.2d 489, 493 (Tenn. Crim. App.
1990) (appellate court is precluded from considering issue when record does not contain transcript
of what transpired in trial court with respect to that issue). Accordingly, “[i]n the absence of an
adequate record on appedl, this court must presume that the trial court’ s rulings were supported by
sufficient evidence.” Satev. Oody, 823 S.W.2d 554, 559 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1991). Additionally,
all issuesarewaived asaresult of Petitioner’ sfailureto citeto therecord. See Tenn. Ct. Crim. App.
R. 10(b); Tenn. R. App. P. 27(a)(7).

Accordingly, it isordered that the State’ smotion isgranted. Thejudgment of thetrial court
is affirmed in accordance with Rule 20, Rules of the Court of Criminal Appeals.
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