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PER CURIAM:*

Edgar Dominguez appeals his conviction for conspiracy to

distribute cocaine, aiding and abetting, and possession with

intent to distribute cocaine.  He argues that the evidence of his

guilty knowledge was insufficient to support either conviction.

Because Dominguez did not renew his motion for judgment of

acquittal at the close of all evidence, our review of the

sufficiency of the evidence is limited to determining whether 
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there was “a manifest miscarriage of justice.”  See United States

v. Green, 293 F.3d 886, 895 (5th Cir. 2002) (citation omitted). 

To find a miscarriage of justice, “the record must be devoid of

evidence of guilt or the evidence must be so tenuous that a

conviction is shocking."  United States v. Avants, 367 F.3d 433,

449 (5th Cir. 2004).  

The record in this case is not devoid of evidence of

Dominguez’s guilty knowledge, nor is his conviction shocking. 

See id.  The jury could have inferred that Dominguez had

knowledge of the conspiracy and knowingly possessed cocaine based

on:  (1) the extent of his communications with the other co-

defendants, especially Stephen Vasquez, during the time of the

transaction; (2) the fact that Vasquez indicated to Sgt. Smith

that Dominguez was the source of the cocaine; (3) the fact that

the shoe box Dominguez delivered contained cocaine; (4) the fact

that the shoe box obviously contained something other than shoes;

and (5) the fact that, after delivering the box, Dominguez waited

in the parking lot instead of driving off.  Consequently, the

conviction is AFFIRMED.


