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PER CURI AM ~

Terry McVale Wllianms (WIIlians) appeals his convictions for

Pursuant to 5THGOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



two counts of aiding and abetting the distribution of five grans or
nore of cocaine base. WIIlians contends that he was convicted on
i nsufficient evidence because there was no evi dence to corroborate
hi s confession. Wllianms further contends that because the
evidence was insufficient to convict him the evidence was al so
insufficient to support the revocation of his supervised rel ease.

Because WIllianms noved for a judgnent of acquittal in the
district court, we review the sufficiency of the evidence to
determ ne whet her, considering all the evidence in the |ight nbst
favorable to the verdict, a reasonable trier of fact could have
found that the evidence established guilt beyond a reasonable

doubt . United States v. Mendoza, 226 F.3d 340, 343 (5th Gr.

2000) . The extrinsic evidence, which included the testinony of
several surveillance officers, was sufficient to corroborate
WIllians’s confession, and the evidence as a whole supports his

convictions. See United States v. Garth, 773 F.2d 1469, 1479 (5th

Cir. 1985). Thus, the district court did not abuse its discretion
inrevoking WIlians's supervised rel ease based on his convictions

for aiding and abetting. See United States v. MCorm ck, 54 F.3d

214, 219 (5th Gr. 1995). Accordingly, WIllians’s convictions and

the revocation of his supervised rel ease are AFFI RVED



