IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-41333
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
DEVAYNE KARL PI PKI NS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:00-CR-4-2
~ Cctober 24, 2001
Before DUHE, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Dewayne Karl Pipkins and Charles Edward WIlianms each appeal
fromtheir jury convictions for conspiracy to possess with intent
to distribute cocai ne base. Pi pkins, who was inplicated in the
conspiracy on the basis of the testinony of nunmerous acconplices or

co-conspirators, asks us to overrule our decisionin United States

v. Westbrook, 119 F.3d 1176, 1190 (5th Cr. 1997), in which we held

t hat uncorroborated testinony of a co-conspirator, even one who is
cooperating with the Governnent, may be sufficient evidence to

convict if it is not factually insubstantial or incredible.

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



West brook is binding on this court; absent en banc reconsi deration
or a superseding contrary deci sion of the Suprene Court, one panel

may not overrule the decision of a prior panel. See United States

v. Ruff, 984 F.2d 635, 640 (5th Cr. 1993). Because Pipkins’ sole
argunent on appeal is forecl osed by precedent, the district court’s
judgnent as to himis AFFI RVED

WIllians argues that there is no evidence of an agreenent
between him and any person or that he knew of the essential
obj ecti ves or scope of the conspiracy and had knowi ngly joined the
conspiracy. W have reviewed the trial testinony and hold that the
jury coul d have rationally concl uded beyond a reasonabl e doubt t hat
WIlians was aware of the drug conspiracy invol vi ng Kennet h Jor dan,
Jose Lopez, Quinton Hearne, and Sonya Ray; that WIIlians knew t hat
he was transporting cocaine; and that WIllians had voluntarily

agreed to participate in the drug conspiracy. United States V.

Gonzales, 79 F.3d 413, 423 (5th CGr. 1996). Accordi ngly, the
judgnent of the district court as to Wllians is AFFI RVED



