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Kevi n Lee Johnson appeals his jury conviction and concurrent
300-nont h sentences for conspiracy to distribute cocai ne base and
di stribution of cocai ne base. Johnson contends that the evidence
introduced at trial was insufficient to establish his guilt
beyond a reasonabl e doubt as to either count.

We review de novo the district court’s denial of a judgnment
of acquittal and apply the sane standard as in a general review

of the sufficiency of the evidence. See United States v. Payne,

99 F.3d 1273, 1278 (5th Gr. 1996). W nust determ ne “whet her

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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viewi ng the evidence and the inferences therefrom‘in a |ight
nost favorable to the jury' s guilty verdicts, a rational trier of
fact could have found [Johnson] guilty beyond a reasonabl e
doubt.’” Id. (citation omtted). “[A] guilty verdict nmay be
supported only by the uncorroborated testinony of a
coconspirator, even if the witness is interested due to a plea
bargain of prom se of |eniency, unless the testinony is

i ncredi ble or insubstantial on its face.” |[d. (citation
omtted).

The evi dence established that Johnson conspired with Cinton
Kinsey to distribute crack cocaine to an undercover police
officer with the Bossier City Police Departnent. The evidence
proved Johnson’s know edge of the offenses, his intent to
participate in the conspiracy, and that Johnson commtted acts in
furtherance of the conspiracy. The evidence further proved that
Johnson distributed crack cocaine. Therefore, Johnson’s
i nsufficiency-of-the-evidence claimis unavailing. See id.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



