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Bef ore REAVLEY, JOLLY and H G3 NBOTHAM Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wllie Roy WIIlians appeals his convictions for possession
wth intent to distribute controlled substances after having been
convicted of two or nore felony drug of fenses and use of a
firearmin relation to a drug-trafficking crinme. He also appeals
his sentence for being a felon in possession of a firearm W
affirm

WIllians argues that the affidavit used to support the

search warrant at issue contained intentionally false statenents

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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in violation of his Fourth Anmendnent rights. The district
court’s suppression ruling, however, was based on a credibility
determ nation that is supported by the record; therefore, we wll

not disturb it. See United States v. Casteneda, 951 F.2d 44, 48

(5th Gr. 1992). For this sanme reason, WIllians’s appeal of the
denial of his newtrial notion is without nmerit.

WIllians’s challenges to the sufficiency of the evidence are
equal |y unavailing. The evidence was sufficient for the jury to
find that Wllianms was a joint occupant of the Chesterfield
residence. Gven that drugs were found in plain view on the
ki tchen counter and on the kitchen table at which WIlians sat
armed with a | oaded assault rifle, the evidence al so supported a
finding that WIllianms had know edge of, access to, and dom ni on
and control over the contraband sufficient to support a finding

of constructive possession. See United States v. Fields, 72 F.3d

1200, 1212 (5th Gr. 1996); United States v. Mergerson, 4 F.3d

337, 348 (5th Cr. 1993).
Finally, WIllians’s argunent that he is entitled pursuant to

United States v. Booker, 125 S. . 738 (2005), to resentencing

on his felon-in-possession-of-a-firearmconviction is predicated
on the assunption that the evidence was insufficient to support
his remai ni ng convictions. @G ven our rejection of his
sufficiency clains, we do not reach this issue.

AFFI RVED.



