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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

James Hampton Evans was convicted of being a felon in posses-
sion of a firearm pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) (1994). He
appeals the district court’s denial of his Fed. R. Crim. P. 29 motion
for acquittal. Specifically, Evans contends that the evidence was
insufficient to support a finding that he possessed the firearm in ques-
tion. To support his contention, Evans relies primarily on United
States v. Blue, 957 F.2d 106 (4th Cir. 1992), in which this court over-
turned a § 922(g) conviction on the ground that the evidence was
insufficient to support a finding of possession. We have reviewed the
record, however, and find that the facts of this case are more closely
analogous to the facts of United States v. Johnson, 55 F.3d 976 (4th
Cir. 1995), in which we held that the evidence was sufficient to sup-
port a finding of firearm possession. We therefore affirm the district
court’s denial of the Rule 29 motion.* We dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented
in the materials before the court and oral argument would not aid the
decisional process.

AFFIRMED

*The other arguments advanced by Evans relate only to witness credi-
bility. Assessing witness credibility, however, is within the province of
the jury, Johnson, 55 F.3d at 979, and is a function that this court does
not perform on appeal. United States v. Romer, 148 F.3d 359, 364 (4th
Cir. 1998), cert. denied, 525 U.S. 1141 (1999). 
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