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PER CURIAM:*

Fredrick D. Lawson, Jr., appeals his conviction for

distribution of cocaine base.  The sale in issue was to an

undercover officer, who testified at trial, as did Lawson.  

Lawson contends that his counsel was ineffective for failing

to move for a judgment of acquittal at the close of the evidence

(he had so moved at the close of the Government’s case, prior to 
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Lawson testifying); and that the evidence was insufficient for

finding guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.  

After reviewing the record and arguments on appeal, we

conclude that Lawson was not prejudiced by counsel’s not then

seeking judgment of acquittal because, even had counsel done so,

the motion would have been denied.  Restated, the evidence was

sufficient for conviction.  See United States v. Rosalez-Orozco, 8

F.3d 198, 199 (5th Cir. 1993).  

On the merits of the sufficiency claim, and because the motion

for judgment of acquittal was not made at the close of the

evidence, we review under a far more restricted standard.  Lawson

must demonstrate plain error or a manifest miscarriage of justice

based upon insufficiency of the evidence.  See United States v.

Pierre, 958 F.2d 1304, 1310 (5th Cir. 1992)(en banc); United States

v. Vaquero, 997 F.2d 78, 82 (5th Cir. 1993).  As reflected above,

he fails to do so.

AFFIRMED   


