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Defendant Yuan Vu (“Vu”) appeals his conviction for multiple counts of
possession, distribution, and conspiracy to distribute controlled substances following
a nine-day jury trial. Pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), counsel
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for Vu has filed a brief stating there are no grounds for relief, and a motion to
withdraw as counsel of record. Vu has also filed a pro se supplemental brief in which
he largely challenges the sufficiency of the evidence and, in particular, the credibility
of a co-defendant who testified against him. No government brief has been filed.
Our independent review of the record pursuant to Penson v. Ohio, 488 U.S. 75,
83-84 (1988), discloses no meritorious issues for appeal. We have also considered the
arguments asserted in Vu’s pro se supplement brief and find them to be without merit.
The jury was given the opportunity to judge the credibility of witnesses, and when
reviewing for sufficiency of the evidence, we are required to view the evidence in the
light most favorable to the prosecution. See Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307 (1979).
Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s judgment.
Counsel’s motion to withdraw is GRANTED.
AFFIRMED.
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