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PER CURI AM *

Ant hony Antwonne Mack appeals his jury-trial conviction for
distribution of crack cocaine. He argues that the district court
abused its discretion in denying his notion for newtrial and
also in admtting evidence of a prior illegal drug transaction in
whi ch he was i nvol ved.

Mack based his notion for new trial upon newy discovered
evi dence consisting of the statenents of two eyew tnesses to the

of fense, Christian Anthony and Luther Hall, which he contends

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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woul d show at a new trial that he was not involved in the sale of
crack cocai ne to undercover police officers.

G ven the evidence of Mack’s guilt, the questionable
credibility of Anthony, and Hall’s adm ssions that he did not
wat ch Mack t hroughout the entire transaction, Mack’'s proffered
testi nony woul d not probably result in an acquittal.
Accordingly, the district court did not clearly abuse its

di scretion in denying Mack’s notion for newtrial. See United

States v. Freeman, 77 F.3d 812, 817 (5th Cr. 1996).

Mack argues further that the district court abused its
discretion in admtting evidence of a prior illegal transaction
to prove his identity. He contends that the two of fenses were
not sufficiently simlar to establish a signature quality to the
of fenses that was probative of his identity.

G ven that Mack’'s defense focused exclusively on his
identification, the prior illegal drug transaction was rel evant
to the officers’ identification of Mack as a participant in the

charged offense. See United States v. Sanchez, 988 F.2d 1384,

1394 (5th Gr. 1993). There were also substantial simlarities
between the two illegal drug transactions. Both drug buys took
pl ace in the sanme bl ock, and both involved the sane two officers
and the sane two dealers. See id. at 1393. Moreover, the

of ficers purchased the crack cocaine from Mack only one week

before the i nstant offense. See i d.
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In addition, the district court mnimzed the prejudicial
effect of the extrinsic act evidence by giving limting
instructions imrediately follow ng the testinony about the prior
transaction and also in the closing jury instructions. See

United States v. Taylor, 210 F.3d 311, 318 (5th Cr. 2000).

Therefore, the district court did not abuse its discretion
in admtting the evidence of Mack’s prior wongful act. See

United States v. Jackson, 339 F.3d 349, 354 (5th Cr. 2003).
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