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Before JOLLY, JONES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel  ant Terry Perez was convi cted of conspiracy with
intent to possess marijuana with intent to distribute and was

sentenced, inter alia, to 51 nonths inprisonnent. He appeal s,

contending that the evidence was insufficient to support the

verdict. W disagree and affirm

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that have no
precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on the basis of well-settled
principles of |aw inposes needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the | egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be published.



Shorn of unnecessary factual details, the evidence showed
that Perez agreed with Cruz, a governnent informant, to supply 500
pounds of marijuana at $375 per pound, in the wani ng days of 1992.
Perez directed Sanchez, from whom he had previously obtained the
weed, to find the supplier known as "La Perra" and obtain the 500
pounds fromhim Perez told Sanchez that he could tell Bocanegro,
an associ ate, anything he had to tell Perez, and it woul d have the
sane effect. Perez had told Sanchez that Bocanegro would be in
charge of the operation while Perez was busy getting a bank | oan.

Thereafter, Bocanegro and Sanchez did all they could to
obtain the 500 pounds to sell Cruz. Perez showed that he renai ned
in control of the operation by telling Sanchez in a threatening
manner that he must participate. Neither Perez nor Bocanegro ever
suggested to Sanchez that they were not willing and able to dea
with Cruz and his associ ates.

It is not enough to conplain, as appellant does, that
Sanchez testified that he was unwilling to participate and had no
intention to participate in the transaction. After making this
deci sion, Sanchez relented and continued to pursue La Perra as a
source of supply. It is also not enough to assert that the
testinony of informant Cruz and co-conspirator Sanchez who
testified for the governnent was i ncredi ble or irreconcil able. The
W tnesses' credibility, as well as the ultinmte question whet her
there existed a conspiracy in which Perez know ngly partici pated,
were matters for the jury to resolve. On the record before us,

there was sufficient evidence to convict.
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