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PER CURI AM

WIlliam Aaron H Il appeals his convictions for being a pris-
oner in possession of a shank and assault with a dangerous weapon.
On appeal, he all eges that his due process rights were viol ated and
that his indictnment should have been di sm ssed because the Gov-
ernnent destroyed a shank found after the attack. He also alleges
that his convictions were not supported by the evidence adduced at
trial. For the reasons that follow, we affirm

First, although the evidence reveal ed that the Governnent in-
tentionally destroyed a shank that may have been t he nurder weapon,
Hll failed to establish that such destruction was made in bad
faith or that the shank’s excul patory value was apparent at the

time of destruction. See Arizona v. Youngbl ood, 488 U. S. 51, 57-58

(1988); California v. Tronbetta, 467 U S. 479, 489 (1984). Second,

view ng the evidence as we nust, we find that the evidence was

sufficient to support Hill’s convictions. See dasser v. United

States, 315 U.S. 60, 80 (1942).

Accordingly, we affirmHll’s convictions. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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