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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
APPELLEE

V.

NEWETT VINCENT FORD,
APPELLANT

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia
(No. 05cr00100-09)

Before: GARLAND and KAVANAUGH, Circuit Judges, and RANDOLPH, Senior Circuit
Judge.

JUDGMENT

This appeal from a judgment of the United States District Court for the District of
Columbia was presented to the court, and briefed and argued by counsel. The court has afforded
the issues full consideration and has determined that they do not warrant a published opinion.
See D.C. CIr. R. 36(d). Itis

ORDERED and ADJUDGED that the judgment of the district court be affirmed.

Appellant Newett Ford appeals his conviction on one count of conspiracy to distribute
and possess with intent to distribute cocaine and cocaine base, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846,
and on two counts of distribution of cocaine base, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1),
(b)(1)(C). Ford principally challenges the sufficiency of the evidence supporting his conspiracy
conviction. We conclude that the government presented ample evidence at trial upon which a
“‘rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable
doubt.”” United States v. Arrington, 309 F.3d 40, 48 (D.C. Cir. 2002) (quoting Jackson v.
Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 319 (1979)). Appellant’s subsidiary arguments also fail. The court did
not act improperly in declining to conduct a pre-trial hearing regarding the conspiracy evidence,
and instead permitting it to come in “subject to connection.” United States v. Gewin, 471 F.3d
197, 200-01 (D.C. Cir. 2006); see United States v. Jackson, 627 F.2d 1198, 1218-19 (D.C. Cir.



-

1980). And because there was ample evidence that the appellant was a member of the
conspiracy, the claim that he was prejudiced by “other crimes” evidence is wrong in its factual
premise: the evidence to which he objects was not about “other” crimes, but rather about crimes
committed as part of the conspiracy for which he was responsible.

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published. The Clerk is
directed to withhold the issuance of the mandate herein until seven days after the disposition of
any timely petition for rehearing. See FED. R. App. P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. R. 41(a)(1).

Per Curiam
FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk
BY: /s/

Michael C. McGrail
Deputy Clerk
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