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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Richard A. Orr appeals his convictions for stealing a firearm and
possessing a stolen firearm, contending that his motion for judgment
of acquittal should have been granted because the evidence was insuf-
ficient to support his convictions. In reviewing the sufficiency of the
evidence, the relevant question is not whether the court is convinced
of guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, but rather whether the evidence,
when viewed in the light most favorable to the Government, was suf-
ficient for a rational trier of fact to have found the essential elements
of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt. United States v. Burgos, 94
F.3d 849, 862-63 (4th Cir. 1996) (en banc). Finding no error, we
affirm. 

At the bench trial, the combined testimony of the Government’s
witnesses established that Reed Williams was in possession of a .38
Rossi firearm shortly before his contact with Orr and Orr’s female
friend. Orr had access to the weapon when he sat in the back seat of
Williams’ truck with the gun and again when he drove the truck for
a short while by himself. Immediately after dropping off Orr and his
friend, Williams noted the Rossi was missing. Approximately one-
and-a-half-months later, Orr sold a Rossi to Rodney Middleton. Both
Williams and Middleton positively identified the gun proffered by the
Government as Exhibit One. 

The trial court clearly chose to believe the Government’s wit-
nesses, and we will not review the trial court’s credibility determina-
tions. United States v. Romer, 148 F.3d 359, 364 (4th Cir. 1998).
Thus, we affirm Orr’s convictions. 

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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