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RovstER v. ROYSTER.
5-2251 342 S. W. 24 302
Opinion delivered January 23, 1961.

APPEAL AND ERROR—ABSTRACT OF RECORD, SUFFICIENCY OF.—Where ap-
pellant’s abstract of the evidence is inadequate to present any er-
ror for appellate review, the decree of the chancellor must be
affirmed.

Appeal from Benton Chancery Court; Thomas F.
Butt, Chancellor; affirmed.

Eugene Coffelt, for appellant.
Duty & Duty, for appellees.

Sam Ropinsow, Associate Justice. Appellant, Vol
Royster, has a judgment in the sum of $315 against one
R. S. Taylor. Leon W. Morris and Betty Lou Morris
were indebted to Taylor for the balance due on the pur-
chase price of a piece of real estate. Taylor assigned
the debt to A. P. Royster. Subsequently Vol Royster
filed garnishment proceedings against the Morrises in
an attempt to collect the debt owed him by Taylor and
attempted to show that the assignment from Taylor to




A. P. Royster is invalid. Vol Royster has appealed
from the decree of the chancellor holding that the
assignment is valid.

The abstract of the evidence is inadequate and
therefore it cannot be determined if the chancellor was
in error. We have held repeatedly that this Court will
not search the record; that it is not practical for the
seven members of the Court to examine in detail the
one record filed here. Commissioner of Labor, C. R.
Thornbrough v. Danco Comnstr. Co., 226 Ark. 797, 294
S. W. 2d 336; Griffin v. Mo. Pac. R. R., 227 Ark. 312,
298 S. W. 2d 55.

Affirmed.




