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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
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vVer sus
JOSE DEL CARMEN RANCEL- CARBAJAL,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. L-02-CR-924-1

Bef ore REAVLEY, JOLLY and DENNI'S, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jose Del Carnmen Rangel - Carbajal (“Rangel”) appeals his
convictions for conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute
over five kilograns of cocaine and aiding and abetting the
possession with intent to distribute over five kil ograns of
cocai ne. Rangel argues that the identification of himfroma
si ngl e phot ograph display violated his due process rights. This

argunent is without nerit. Although the single photograph

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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di spl ay was i nperm ssi bly suggestive, see Hudson v. Bl ackburn,

601 F.2d 785, 788 (5th G r. 1979), an exam nation of the totality
of the circunstances reveal s that the suggestiveness did not |ead
to “a substantial |ikelihood of irreparable m sidentification.”

United States v. Burbridge, 252 F.3d 775, 780 (5th Cr. 2001)

(citations omtted); see also Allen v. Estelle, 568 F.2d 1108,

1113-14 (5th Gir. 1978).
Rangel al so challenges the sufficiency of the evidence.

However, the evidence at trial, viewed in the |ight nost

favorable to the verdict, sufficiently established Rangel’s

know edgeabl e participation in a cocai ne conspiracy. See United

States v. Villarreal, 324 F.3d 319, 324 (5th Gr. 2003)

(know edge of drug conspiracy may be inferred froml arge anount

and val ue of cocaine in vehicle); United States v. Diaz-Carreon,

915 F. 2d 951, 954-55 (5th Gr. 1990) (guilty know edge nay be
inferred frominconsistent statenents and i npl ausi bl e

expl anations of defendant); United States v. Booker, 334 F.3d

406, 410 (5th Cr. 2003) (uncorroborated co-conspirator testinony
is sufficient to support a conviction unless legally incredible).
The evidence was al so sufficient to support Rangel’s aiding and

abetting conviction. See United States v. Gonzales, 121 F.3d

928, 936 (5th Gir. 1997).

AFFI RVED.



