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Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges:
PER CURI AM *

Emliana De Lora appeals her convictions for conspiracy to
transport stolen vehicles in interstate conmmerce and aiding and
abetting such transportation of one such vehicle. See 18 U.S.C. 88
2, 371, and 2312. She contends solely that the evidence is
insufficient to support her convictions because there was no direct
evi dence show ng she had knowl edge of the conspiracy or voluntarily
assisted any of the conspirators. De Lora clains: t he

Governnent’s evidence was purely circunstantial; it was refuted by

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



her testinony; and her nere relation to, or association wth,
menbers of the conspiracy was insufficient to show her conplicity.

Because De Lora tinely noved for judgnent of acquittal, the
standard of review in assessing her sufficiency challenge is
whet her a “reasonable jury could conclude that the relevant
evidence, direct or circunstantial, established all of the
essential elenments of the crinme beyond a reasonable doubt when
viewed in the light nost favorable to the verdict”. United States
v. Loe, 262 F.3d 427, 432 (5th G r. 2001) (enphasis added), cert.
denied, 122 S. . 1078 (2002); see Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U. S
307, 319 (1979). 1In so view ng the evidence, the Governnent nust
be “given the benefit of all reasonable inferences and credibility
choices”. United States v. Inocencio, 40 F.3d 716, 724 (5th Cr.
1994) .

For a conspiracy conviction, the Governnent nust prove, beyond
a reasonable doubt, the follow ng elenents: (1) a conspiracy
exi sted; (2) the defendant knew of it, and (3) with that know edge,
she voluntarily becane part of it. United States v. WIllians, 264
F.3d 561, 577 (5th Gr. 2001). O course, such proof “may be
established by circunstantial evidence and may be inferred from
concert of action”. Id. (internal quotation marks and citation
omtted). To obtain a conviction for aiding and abetting, the
Governnment nust prove, beyond a reasonable doubt, that the

def endant : (1) associated wth a <crimnal venture; (2)



participated in it; and (3) “sought by action to nmake [it]
successful". United States v. Carreon-Pal acio, 267 F.3d 381, 389
(5th Cr. 2001) (citation omtted; internal quotation marks
omtted).

The evidence, viewed in the light nost favorable to the
Governnent, was sufficient for a reasonable jury to conclude that
De Lora knew of the conspiracy and voluntarily assisted others in
effecting the schene. See Loe, 262 F.3d at 432. During one of the
crimnal transactions underlying the <conspiracy, De Lora's
boyfriend, Ricardo Acevedo, described De Lora as his “co-investor”
in a stolen 1994 Lexus sold to a dealership in Texas, requesting
that a check for half of the sale proceeds be nade payable to her.
De Lora received and cashed the resulting $6, 000 check.

Concerning the aiding and abetting conviction, t he
circunstantial evidence denonstrated that De Lora posed as “Sonia
Pena” to facilitate the sale of a stolen 1994 M tsubishi Montero to
the Fl owers Mot or Conpany, by faxing false identification matching
the counterfeit title to that car, purporting to establish her
owner ship and authorizing the sale. Several w tnesses, including
De Lora, testified she often used the nanme “Sonia”; and the
evi dence established that: she was an enpl oyee at the conpany from
whi ch the fal se docunents were faxed; she was at work on the date
in question; the faxes were sent from the departnent where she

wor ked; there was no enpl oyee naned Soni a Pena; and only enpl oyees



had access to the conpany’s fax machi nes. Additionally, at the
time of her arrest, De Lora was found driving a vehicle her uncle
had obtained in exchange for a stolen vehicle as part of the
ongoi ng schene.

De Lora' s assertion that her own testinony defeated the
Governnent’s case i s unavailing. Her reasoning is essentially that
the jury should have credited her testinony over that of the
Government’s w tnesses; however, this court will not disturb the

jury’s credibility determ nations. See United States v. Jaram || o,

42 F.3d 920, 923 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 514 U S. 1134 (1995).
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