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PER CURIAM:

Vernon Ray Rigby appeals the divorce decree entered by the
trial court. He asserts the trial court failed to make adequate
findings in awarding alimony, erred in finding him in contempt,
and erred in unevenly dividing the equity in the marital house.

We decline to reach these issues because of the
insufficiency of Appellant's brief. Pursuant to Utah Rule of
Appellate Procedure 24, an appellant's brief must contain a
statement of the facts relevant to the issues presented,
supported with citations to the record. See ___Utah R. App. P.
24(a)(7). Additionally, briefs must include an argument
containing appellant's contentions and reasons with respect to
the issues presented, with citations to authorities, statutes,
and parts of the record relied on. See ___Utah R. App. P. 24(a)(9).
If a party seeks to challenge a finding of fact, that party must
marshal the evidence in support of the challenged finding. See
id.

Appellant's brief fails to comply with these standards. He
does not provide a statement of facts with the relevant facts and
record citations. There are only four record citations in the
entire brief. Three of the four issues presented in the brief



consist of a page or less of conclusory assertions with no

logical, reasoned legal argument and no factual support. The

sole argument of more than one page contends that the evidence on
which the trial court relied cannot be discerned from the trial

court's decision. However, the evidence in the record as a whole
was clear and uncontroverted, and Appellant establishes no

factual dispute.

In sum, Appellant's brief fails to comply with rule 24.
This court need not address issues inadequately briefed. See
MacKay v. Hardy , 973 P.2d 941, 947-48 (Utah 1998).

Affirmed.
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