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PER CURI AM *
Fredrick and Brian Johnson appeal their convictions
for aiding and abetting the retaliation against a wtness.
See 18 U.S.C. 88 2, 1513(b)(2). They contend that the evidence
was insufficient to support a finding that they acted with
an intent to retaliate, and Brian Johnson argues that his

i ncul patory oral statenent shoul d have been suppressed.

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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We hold that the evidence supports the jury' s finding beyond
a reasonabl e doubt that the Johnsons acted with an intent to
retaliate, particularly in light of Brian Johnson’s incul patory

oral statenent to that effect. See United States v. Maqgqitt,

784 F.2d 590, 593-594 (5th Cr. 1986).

We reject Brian Johnson’s claimthat his statenent should
have been suppressed based on his contention that it was
unreliable. The issue of his oral statenent’s reliability was
ultimately a question for the jury, which was free to find the
Governnent’s witnesses’ testinony on this issue credible. See

United States v. Bernea, 30 F.3d 1539, 1552 (5th Cr. 1994).

AFFI RVED.



