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BEFORE: BARBER, SCHRODER AND TAYLOR, JUDGES.
TAYLOR, JUDCGE: Richard E. Stinnett brings this pro se appea
froma Decenber 23, 2002 order of the Warren CGrcuit Court. W
affirm

On February 7, 2001, a Warren County G and Jury
i ndi cted appell ant upon the of fense of second degree escape and
with being a second degree persistent felony offender. Pursuant
to a plea bargain, appellant entered a guilty plea to second

degree escape. On February 11, 2002, the circuit court



sentenced appellant to five years inprisonnent. Thereafter, on
Decenber 12, 2002, appellant filed a pro se “Mtion For
Correction of Defendants P.S. 1. [pre-sentence investigation
report].” On Decenber 23, 2002, the circuit court denied
appellant’s pro se notion, thus precipitating this appeal.

Appel I ant contends the circuit court inproperly denied
his notion to correct the pre-hearing investigation report
wi t hout an evidentiary hearing.

Appel lant’ s all egati on on appeal centers around the
veracity of certain statenments made by Warren County Circuit
Court Judge Tom Lewi s; however, the pre-hearing sentence
i nvestigation report was not included in the record on appeal .
Consequently, we are unable to review the factual contents of
the report and to ultimately reach the nerits of appellant’s
i ssue.

It is well established that appellant bears the burden
to insure that the record on appeal includes so nmuch of the
circuit court record as is necessary for adequate review See

Fanel li v. Commonweal th, Ky., 423 S.W2d 255 (1968). As the

pre-hearing sentence investigation report was not included in
t he appellate record, we nust presune that the factual contents
of the report are accurate and support the decision of the

circuit court. See Commonwealth v. Thonpson, Ky., 697 S.W2d

143 (1985).



For the foregoing reasons, the order of the Warren

Circuit Court is affirned.
ALL CONCUR.
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