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ROBERT GOLDSBY, al so known as Seal ed Def endant 2,
al so known as CGol dsby Robert,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:00-CR-3-2-LN

Bef ore GARZA, DeMOSS, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robert ol dsby appeals his jury-trial convictions of
conspiracy to distribute crack cocaine and distribution of crack
cocai ne. (ol dsby argues that the evidence was insufficient to
sustain his convictions.

Gol dsby chall enges the credibility of the testinony of his
co-conspirator Aaron Christian. However, Christian did not
testify as to “facts that [he] physically could not have observed

or events that could not have occurred under the | aws of nature.”

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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United States v. Gdison, 8 F.3d 186, 190 (5th G r. 1993)

(internal quotation marks and citation omtted). Therefore, the
jury could choose whether to credit all or part of Christian’s
testinony, and that decision is not reviewable on appeal. See
id.

The evi dence showed that Gol dsby knowi ngly and voluntarily
was involved in an agreenent with Christian and another man to
sell crack cocaine. Coldsby took an active role in the
conspiracy and nmade the arrangenents to deliver the crack
cocai ne. (ol dsby actually possessed the drugs hinself before
giving themto Christian to deliver. Viewing the evidence in the
Iight nost favorable to the Governnent and giving the Governnent
the benefit of all reasonable inferences, there is sufficient
evi dence fromwhich the jury could infer that Goldsby know ngly
participated in a conspiracy to distribute and did distribute

crack cocai ne. See United States v. |l nocencio, 40 F.3d 716, 724

(5th Gir. 1994).

Therefore, Goldsby' s challenge to the sufficiency of the
evidence fails because a reasonable trier of fact could have
found that the evidence established guilt beyond a reasonabl e

doubt. See United States v. Bell, 678 F.2d 547, 549 (Fornmer 5th

Cr. Unit B 1982) (en banc), aff’d on other grounds, 462 U S. 356

(1983). Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED.



