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The defendant appeals his jury conviction for possession of a controlled substance with the intent
tomanufacture, deliver, or sell. Hearguesthe evidenceisinsufficient to support hisconviction. We
find thisissue is waived because the defendant has failed to include atrial transcript in the record.
The judgment of thetrial court is affirmed.
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OPINION

A Henry County jury found the defendant guilty of possession of cocaine with the intent to
manufacture, deliver, or sell. Thedefendant contendsthat therewasinsufficient evidenceto convict
him.

Where sufficiency of the evidenceischallenged, therelevant question for an appellae court
iswhether, after viewingthe evidencein thelight most favorableto the prosecution, any rational trier
of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime or crimes beyond a reasonabl e doubt.
Tenn. R. App. P. 13(e); Jackson v. Virginig 443 U.S. 307, 319,99 S. Ct. 2781, 2789, 61 L. Ed. 2d
560 (1979); Statev. Abrams, 935 SW.2d 399, 401 (Tenn. 1996).




In order to review the evidence and determine whether arational trier of fact could have
found the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt, we must have before us the
evidence presented to the jury at trial. We cannot determine whether the evidence was sufficient
without a trial transcript. It is the duty of the accused to provide a record which conveys a fair,
accurate and complete account of what transpired with regard to the issues which form the basis of
the appeal. Tenn. R. App. P. 24(b); see State v. Taylor, 992 SW.2d 941, 944 (Tenn. 1999). Inthe
Instant case, the transcript of the trial was not included intherecord. Therefore, theissueiswaived
for failureto provide a complete appellate record. Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of thetrial

court.
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