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PER CURI AM

Ant hony Lamar Evans was convi cted of aiding and abetting
cocai ne base possession with intent to distribute, in violation of
18 U.S.C. § 2 (2000), 21 U S.C. § 841(a)(1) (2000). Evans was
sentenced to 188 nonths incarceration, 3 years of supervised
rel ease, and a $100 speci al assessnment. Evans has tinely appeal ed,
rai sing two issues.

First, Evans asserts the evidence was insufficient to
sustain his conviction. W review a challenge to the sufficiency
of the evidence to determ ne whether, viewi ng the evidence in the
light nost favorable to the Governnent, there is substantial

evi dence to support the conviction. United States v. d asser, 315

US 60, 80 (1942). Evans’ claim is neritless. Viewi ng the
evidence in the light nost favorable to the Government, wtness
testimony was sufficient to sustain Evans’ conviction, and w t ness

credibility is not subject to appellate review. United States v.

Beidler, 110 F.3d 1064, 1067 (4th Cir. 1997).
Second, Evans asserts the district court erred inissuing
a supplenental instruction to the jury. W review the district

court’s instruction for abuse of discretion. United States .

Whittington, 26 F.3d 456, 462 (4th Cr. 1994). Evans’ challenge to

the supplenental instruction is also neritless. Evans fails to

establish the instructions, taken as a whole, fail to state the



controlling law. United States v. Cobb, 905 F.2d 784, 788-89 (4th

Cr. 1990).

Accordingly, we affirm Evans’ conviction and sentence.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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