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In the above-entitled cause, the Clerk will enter:

Plaintiff appeals a civil division order denying her request for an anti-stalking order
against defendant. We affirm.

Plaintiff filed a complaint against defendant, the former property manager of her
apartment building, seeking an anti-stalking order. The court denied plaintiff’s request for a
temporary order, and plaintiff requested a hearing. Following a hearing, the civil division made
findings of fact on the record and concluded that plaintiff failed to prove her claim. The court
accordingly denied the request.

On appeal, plaintiff makes lengthy factual allegations regarding defendant’s behavior,
including that defendant stalked her online and through third parties. Plaintiff contends that the
court erred in finding that defendant’s conduct did not amount to stalking and in denying her
request for an anti-stalking order.

Because plaintiff did not order a transcript of the proceedings below, we are unable to
review plaintiff’s claims.* “By failing to order a transcript, the appellant waives the right to raise

* Plaintiff received permission to waive the filing fee in this appeal. Her docketing
statement indicated that no transcripts were necessary, and that she could not afford transcripts.
Plaintiff did not, however, move to use the audio recording in lieu of a written transcript. See
V.R.A.P. 10(b)(8) (allowing party to request use of audio in lieu of written transcript if party has
received permission to waive filing fee and proceedings did not exceed four hours).



any issue for which a transcript is necessary for informed appellate review.” V.R.A.P. 10(b)(1).
Without the transcript, we are “unable to review the evidence to determine if it supports the trial
court’s factual findings.” Airi v. Nagra, 2017 VT 42, 15, 205 Vt. 40. Accordingly, we must
“assume[ ] that the trial court’s findings are supported by the evidence.” Evans v. Cote, 2014 VT
104, 17, 197 Vt. 523. Moreover, because the court’s findings were on the record, without a
transcript, we are not able to assess whether those findings support the court’s conclusion that
defendant’s actions did not amount to stalking. Plaintiff has failed to demonstrate that the court
erred in denying her request for relief.

Affirmed.
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