IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-40625
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
PETER TEAFF,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(L-99- CR-1004- 2)

January 21, 2002
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, AND BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel l ant Peter Teaff (“Teaff”) appeals his
conviction for possession with the intent to distribute marijuana
inviolation of 21 U.S.C. 88 841(a)(1) and (b)(1)(B). Teaff argues
that the evidence presented at his trial was insufficient to
support his conviction.

The standard of review of the sufficiency of evidence to
support a conviction is “whether any reasonable trier of fact could

have found that the evidence established the essential el enents of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



the crinme beyond a reasonable doubt.” United States v. Oteqga

Reyna, 148 F.3d 540, 543 (5th Gir. 1998).

To prove possession with intent to distribute a controlled
subst ance, the governnent nust establish beyond a reasonabl e doubt
that the defendant know ngly possessed contraband with the intent

todistributeit. United States v. Mendoza, 226 F.3d 340, 345 (5th

Cr. 2000). Possession may be ®“actual or constructive.” Id.

Knowl edge of possession can be proved by circunstantial evidence.

United States v. Rodriquez, 993 F.2d 1170, 1175 (5th G r. 1993).
Qur review of the record satisfies us that the evidence
presented at Teaff’'s trial was sufficient to establish that he

know ngly possessed the marijuana. See United States v. G bson,

963 F.2d 708, 710-11 (5th Cr. 1992); see also United States v.

| nocencio, 40 F.3d 716, 724-25 (5th Cr. 1994). Consequently,
Teaff’'s conviction and sentence are

AFF| RMED.



