
* Local Rule 47.5 provides:  "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and merely decide particular cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of law imposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession." 
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determined that this opinion
should not be published.
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PER CURIAM:*

Appellants, Keith Adell Dancer (Dancer) and Jesse Wilford
Clark, Jr. (Clark), appeal their convictions of the offense of
conspiracy to possess cocaine with intent to distribute in
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violation of 21 U.S.C. §§ 841(a)(1) and 846.  After considering the
record evidence and arguments of counsel for each appellant, we
find no reversible error occurred in the district court proceedings
which would require reversal.  We reject each appellant's claim of
error for the reasons set forth below.

1.  Dancer's appeal.
The district court did not abuse its discretion by admitting

the complained of out of court statement of James Williams (Patroy)
because the record evidence allows a finding that Patroy was a co-
conspirator of Dancer; the statement was made during the course of
the conspiracy; and, it was in the furtherance of the conspiracy.
Even were we to assume that the alleged conversation occurred at a
time that Patroy and Dancer were angry with each other, as
suggested by Dancer, such would not establish that Dancer was no
longer a part of the conspiracy.  Moreover, even assuming the
complained of evidence was erroneously admitted, in light of the
other substantial and overwhelming evidence of Dancer's guilt we
would find the out of court statement complained of is not
reversible error as it did not have a substantial impact on the
verdict.

2.  Clark's appeal.
The district court immediately instructed the jury to

disregard the objectionable testimony and under such circumstances
and in light of the entire record, the refusal to grant a mistrial
was not an abuse of discretion.  See United States v. Limones, 8
F.3d 1004, 1007-08 (5th Cir. 1993), cert. denied, 114 S.Ct. 1543,
1562 (1994).
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AFFIRMED.


