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PER CURI AM

James R Pl eger appeals his conviction of one count of
violating 18 U S.C. 8§ 641 (2000), theft of federal governnent
property. W affirm Following Pleger’s plea of not guilty, a
magi strate judge conducted a bench trial and concluded Pl eger
conmmitted the charged offense. The magi strate judge sentenced
Pleger to a termof probation for one year, a $500 fine, a speci al
assessnent of $25, and, as a special condition of probation,
forty-eight hours in jail. Pleger appealed to the district court,
whi ch, followi ng a hearing, affirned. Pleger tinely appeal ed, and
argues that there was insufficient evidence to convict him of
violating 18 U. S.C. § 641.

Under 8 641, the Governnment had to prove that Pleger:
(1) took property; (2) of the United States; (3) with the intent to
deprive the United States of ownership; and (4) that the val ue of
the itens was | ess than $1000. See 18 U. S.C. §8 641. A defendant
chal I enging the sufficiency of evidence to support his conviction

“bears a heavy burden.” United States v. Beidler, 110 F.3d 1064,

1067 (4th Gr. 1997). Inreviewing a sufficiency challenge, “[t]he

verdict . . . nmust be sustained if there is substantial evidence,

taking the view nost favorable to the Governnent, to support it.

G asser v. United States, 315 U S. 60, 80 (1942). This court has

defined “substantial evidence,” in the context of a crimnal

action, as that evidence which a reasonable finder of fact could



accept as adequate and sufficient to support a conclusion of a

defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonabl e doubt. See United States v.

Newsone, 322 F.3d 328, 333 (4th Gr. 2003).

Qui ded by this standard, we have thoroughly revi ewed t he
subm ssions of the parties and conclude that there was sufficient
evidence from which a rational fact finder could conclude that
Pl eger violated § 641. W therefore affirm Pleger’s conviction
We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



