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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

Following a bench trial, the district court found Aja J. McClenny
guilty of five counts: possession of crack cocaine with intent to dis-
tribute on March 27, 2002 (Count One), possession of a firearm in
furtherance of a drug trafficking crime on March 27, 2002 (Count
Three), possession of marijuana with intent to distribute on March 27,
2002 (Count Four), possession of a firearm by an unlawful user of
controlled substances on March 27, 2002 (Count Six), and possession
of crack cocaine with intent to distribute it on April 18, 2002 (Count
Seven). The court sentenced McClenny to thirty-six months imprison-
ment for Counts One, Four, Six, and Seven, and to sixty consecutive
months imprisonment for Count Three. 

On appeal, McClenny alleges that there was insufficient evidence
to support her convictions for Counts One and Three. Viewing the
evidence in the light most favorable to the government, Glasser v.
United States, 315 U.S. 60, 80 (1942), we find the evidence was suffi-
cient to support McClenny’s convictions for Counts One and Three.
See United States v. Lomax, 293 F.3d 701, 705 (4th Cir.) (giving test
to determine whether possession of a firearm was in furtherance of a
drug trafficking crime under 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)), cert. denied, 123 S.
Ct. 555 (2002); United States v. Samad, 754 F.2d 1091, 1096 (4th Cir.
1984) (providing elements of possession with intent to distribute
under 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1)). 

Accordingly, we affirm McClenny’s convictions. We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argument would not
aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED
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