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Bef ore JONES, BENAVI DES, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ranon Vel ador-Ri vera appeals fromhis convictions for
inportation of |Iess than 50 kil ogranms of marijuana and of
possession with intent to distribute |ess than 50 kil ograns of
marijuana. Vel ador was sentenced to 27 nonths’ inprisonnent and
three-year terns of supervised release on each count, the terns
to run concurrently.

Vel ador argues that the evidence was insufficient to support

hi s convictions because it did not show that he know ngly

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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i nported and possessed the marijuana found in the hidden
conpartnents of the furniture that he was transporting.

I n cases involving contraband found in hidden conpartnents
in a vehicle, control over the vehicle by itself does not support

an inference of guilty know edge. United States v. D az-Carreon,

915 F. 2d 951, 954 (5th Cr. 1990). There nust be additiona
evidence indicating guilty know edge. 1d.

There was additional evidence to support an inference that
Vel ador had know edge that the marijuana was concealed in the
furniture that he was transporting. Velador’s conflicting
statenents nade to agents about the ownership of the furniture
and his inplausible story that he agreed to carry furniture over
the border for an unknown person, despite receiving warnings of
t he danger of doing so, was indicative of guilty know edge. In
light of the conflicting statenents and i npl ausi ble story, the
| arge quantity of drugs being carried also supported an inference

of guilt. See United States v. Ranpbs-Garcia, 184 F.3d 463, 466

(5th Gr. 1999). Further, Velador’s statenent follow ng his
arrest that his passengers knew not hi ng about the furniture was
evi dence that he was aware of the presence of the contraband.
Vel ador’s intent to distribute the drugs he possessed
could be inferred fromthe large quantity of drugs that he was

transporting. See United States v. Kates, 174 F.3d 580, 582

(5th Gir. 1999).
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When all the evidence is viewed in the |ight nost favorable
to the governnent, and with deference to all reasonabl e
i nferences drawn by the district court, there was substanti al
evi dence to support the finding that Vel ador know ngly inported
marijuana into the United States and that he possessed the

marijuana with the intent to distribute it. United States v.

Ybarra, 70 F.3d 362, 364 (5th Gr. 1995); United States v. lLopez,

74 F.3d 575, 577 (5th Gr. 1996).
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