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LEE, J.,, FOR THE COURT:

PROCEDURAL HISTORY AND FACTS
1. On January 25, 2001, Helen Brumfield called the police to complain that three men, including the
gppellant, were next door and one was holding a gun. Upon arriva, Officer Rodney Nordstrom saw

Lurandal McNulty drop something and kick it under a vehicle. The officer gpproached McNulty and



retrieved a handgun from under the vehicle. McNulty was a convicted felon, and the officer arrested him
for unlawful possession of afirearm.
92. After atrid in March 2002, a Pike County jury convicted McNulty as a convicted felon in
possession of afireearm. McNulty was subsequently sentenced to serve three yearsin the custody of the
Missssippi Department of Corrections and was ordered to pay a $1,000 fine plus fees and costs.
McNulty's mation for judgment notwithstanding the verdict or in the dternative anew trid was denied, and
he now apped sto this Court arguing the verdict was againgt the overwhelming weight of the evidence. We
review McNulty's gpped and find no merit; thus, we affirm.

DISCUSSION

I. WASTHE VERDICT AGAINST THE OVERWHELMING WEIGHT OF THE
EVIDENCE?

113. McNulty's soleissue on apped isthat the verdict was againgt the weight of the evidence. Looking
to his argument, however, he actudly clamsthat the evidence againgt him was insufficient; thuswelook to
standards of review concerning both the weight and sufficiency of evidence,

When the legd sufficiency of evidence is cadled into question, "our authority to interfere
with the jury's verdict is quite limited." The prosecution must be given the benefit of all
favorable inferences that can reasonably be drawn from the evidence. "[I]f thereisinthe
record substantia evidence of such qudity and weght that, having in mind the beyond a
reasonable doubt burden of proof standard, reasonable and fairminded jurors in the
exercise of impartia judgment might have reached different conclusions, the verdict of
quilty is thus placed beyond our authority to disturb.” Factua disputes are not sufficient to
mandate a new trid, but rather, are properly resolved by the jury.

Astowhether the verdict is contrary to the overwheming weight of the evidence, asmilar
standard isemployed. We view the evidencein the light most favorable to the verdict. The
trid court isgiven discretionto order anew trid only to prevent an unconscionableinjustice
in the face of overwhelming evidence contrary to the jury's verdict.

Carter v. State, 811 So. 2d 424 (117-8) (Miss. Ct. App. 2001) (citations omitted).



14. McNulty clams that the record is void of any evidence which could sustain a verdict of guilty.
Specificdly, McNulty argues that Officer Nordstrom never testified that he actually saw the gun in
McNulty's possession. McNulty aso argues that the prosecution failed to produce any fingerprints from
the gun which could connect him to the weapon.

5. The State points out that McNulty has not preserved for review the issue concerning weight of the
evidence snce hefaled to raseit in his motionfor judgment notwithstanding the verdict or new trid. See
Sheffieldv. State, 749 So. 2d 123 (110) (Miss. 1999). Weagree. Wedo, however, addressMcNulty's
argument concerning sufficiency of the evidence.

T6. The evidence in this case was consderable. McNulty admitted he was a convicted felon. Helen
Brumfield, who caled the police, testified that shelooked out her window and then went to her front porch
and saw McNulty and two other men standing around two vehicles, and McNulty had a gun in his hand.
Officer Nordstrom of the M cComb Police Department responded to Brumfield'scall and testified that upon
ariving, he saw McNulty standing gpart from two men and saw McNulty walk toward thefront of anearby
vehicle, take his hand from his pocket and make a sopping movement and then kicking movement with
hisfoot. Officer Nordstrom then went to the front of the vehicle and found a handgun six to eight inches
under the vehicle and arrested McNulty.

17. Pursuant to our standard of review, we give al reasonable inferencesto the prosecution and leave
factud disputestothejury. Carter, 811 So. 2d a (7). McNulty clamsthat the evidence against himwas
a"series of conjectures and speculation.” However, we find a reasonable inference from the evidence is
that McNulty had the gun in his pocket when the officer arrived, then he moved to the front of the car and

dropped the gun and kicked it under the car in an attempt to hide the gun. A reasonable hypothetica juror



could find McNulty guilty based on the evidence presented, and we find the evidence sufficient to support
the verdict.

118. THEJUDGMENT OF THE PIKE COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT OF CONVICTION OF
POSSESSION OF A FIREARM BY A CONVICTED FELON AND SENTENCE OF THREE
YEARS TO RUN CONCURRENTLY WITH THE REMAINDER OF THE SENTENCE
IMPOSED IN CAUSE NO. 00-039-KB, ALL IN THE CUSTODY OF THE MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,AND ORDER TO PAY A $1,000 FINE ISAFFIRMED.
COSTSOF THISAPPEAL ARE TAXED TO PIKE COUNTY.

McMILLIN, CJ., KING AND SOUTHWICK, P.JJ.,BRIDGES, THOMAS, IRVING,
MYERSAND CHANDLER, JJ., CONCUR. GRIFFIS, J., NOT PARTICIPATING.



