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Jose Manuel Villarreal (Villarreal) appeals his convictions
for one count of conspiracy to possess with the intent to
distribute nore than 500 grans of cocai ne and one count of aiding
and abetting the possession with the intent to distribute nore
than 500 grans of cocaine. Villarreal contends that there was
i nsufficient evidence presented at trial to prove beyond a

reasonabl e doubt that he intentionally possessed, or that he

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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conspired with co-defendants Ranon Perez-Martinez (Perez) and
Rosa ldalia Trevino (Trevino) to possess with the intent to
distribute, nore than 500 grans of cocaine. Villarreal argues
that the Governnent’s case was primarily based on the unreliable
testinony of Perez and Trevino. He contends that the co-
def endants’ testinony was inconsistent and failed to prove the
essential elenents of the offenses beyond a reasonabl e doubt.
Because Villarreal noved for a judgnent of acquittal in the
district court, we review the sufficiency of the evidence to
determ ne whet her, considering all the evidence in the |ight nbst
favorable to the verdict, a reasonable trier of fact could have
found that the evidence established guilt beyond a reasonabl e

doubt. United States v. Mendoza, 226 F.3d 340, 343 (5th Gr.

2000). In cases involving a conspiracy, the “conviction may be
based upon the uncorroborated testinony of a co-conspirator, even
when that testinony is fromone who has made a plea bargain with
t he governnent, provided that the testinony is not incredible or

otherw se insubstantial on its face.” United States v. (Gadi son,

8 F.3d 186, 190 (5th Gr. 1993). A witness’ testinony nay be

i nconsi stent, but sufficient, nonethel ess. United States v.

G eenwood, 974 F.2d 1449, 1458 (5th Cr. 1992).

Considering all the evidence in the Iight nost favorable to
the verdict, there was sufficient evidence presented at trial to
prove that Villarreal intentionally possessed, and that he

conspired with Perez and Trevino to possess with the intent to



No. 03-40813
-3-

distribute, nore than 500 grans of cocaine. The Governnent
i ntroduced tel ephone records showi ng a pattern of tel ephone
activity corroborating the testinony of Trevino. Perez and
Trevino's testinony was al so corroborated by other w tnesses at
trial, including the surveillance officers and the confidenti al

informant. Accordingly, Villarreal’s convictions are AFFI RVED



