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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Willie Lee Berry appesdls his conviction for possession of afirearm
by aconvicted felon, 18 U.S.C.A. 88 922(g)(1), 924(a)(2) (West
Supp. 1999). Finding no reversible error, we affirm.

Berry claims on appeal that the evidence was insufficient to sup-

port the jury's finding that he knowingly possessed the firearm that
was found in the vehicle that he was driving. We review ajury verdict
for the sufficiency of the evidence by determining whether thereis
substantial evidence, when viewed in the light most favorable to the
Government, to support the verdict. See Glasser v. United States, 315
U.S. 60, 80 (1942). In evaluating the sufficiency of the evidence, we
do not review the credibility of the witnesses, and we assume that the
jury resolved al contradictions in the testimony in favor of the Gov-
ernment. See United Statesv. Romer, 148 F.3d 359, 364 (4th Cir.
1998), cert. denied,  U.S.__ , 119 S.Ct. 1032 (1999). A review
of the record discloses that substantial evidence supported Berry's
conviction. See United States v. Johnson, 55 F.3d 976, 979 (4th Cir.
1995).

Moreover, the facts surrounding Berry's arrest are sufficiently dis-
tinguishable from those in United Statesv. Blue, 957 F.2d 106 (4th
Cir. 1992). Unlike the appellant in Blue, who was merely afront seat
passenger, Berry was the driver and sole occupant of his vehicle when
the police stopped it. In addition, the firearm, which was found under
the right front passenger seat toward the driver's side of the car, was
well within Berry's reach and, thus, his dominion and control.

Accordingly, we affirm Berry's conviction and sentence.

AFFIRMED



