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Before Hoekstra, P.J., and Wahls and Gribbs, JJ.
PER CURIAM.

Defendant appedls as of right from his bench trid conviction for third-degree crimind sexua
conduct, MCL 750.520d(1)(b); MSA 28.788(4)(1)(b). Defendant was sentenced to one to fifteen
yearsin prison. We affirm.

Defendant’ s sole issue on gpped isthat the only witness againgt defendant was unbelievable and
therefore the evidence was insufficient to convict. We disagree. In reviewing a claim that there was
insufficient evidence to support a conviction, we review the evidence in a light mogt favorable to the
prosecution to determine whether a rationd factfinder could have found the essential eements of the
crime proved beyond a reasonable doubt. People v Reeves, 222 Mich App 32, 34; 564 NW2d 476
(1997).

In reviewing a cdam of sufficency of the evidence, the reviewing court may not make
determinations of credibility because questions about the credibility of witnesses are Ieft to the trier of
fact. People v Velasguez, 189 Mich App 14, 16; 478 NW2d 464, (1991). Defendant’s argument to
this Court amounts to nothing more than a challenge to the credibility of the sole witness at trid. This
Court will not make such determinations. 1d. In this case the testimony of the sole witness a trid, if
believed, was sufficient to support the conviction of third-degree crimina sexua conduct. Accordingly,
we affirm defendant’ s conviction.



Affirmed.
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