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PER CURI AM *

Priscilla Vasquez-Garcia appeal s her convictions for
i nportation of 500 grans or nore of cocai ne and possession with
intent to distribute 500 grans or nore of cocaine. Vasquez-
Garcia argues that the evidence was not sufficient to show that
she had knowl edge of the cocaine that was concealed in the air
filter space of her vehicle.

Al t hough Vasquez noved for a judgnent of acquittal at the
cl ose of the Governnent’'s case, the record does not reflect that

she renewed her notion at the close of all evidence. Therefore,

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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the court nust apply the stricter standard in determning the

sufficiency of the evidence. United States v. Green, 293 F. 3d

886, 895 (5th Cr. 2002). “[T]he court reviews the evidence only
to determ ne whether there has been a nmanifest m scarriage of
justice, which occurs only when the record is devoid of evidence
of guilt.” 1d.

A conviction for the offense of possession of cocaine with
intent to distribute requires proof that the defendant
know ngly possessed cocaine with intent to distribute it. United

States v. Gourley, 168 F.3d 165, 169 (5th Gr. 1999). Conviction

of the offense of inportation of cocaine requires proof that the
def endant played a role in bringing a quantity of cocaine into
the United States froma place outside the United States; the
def endant knew t he substance was cocai ne; and the defendant knew

t he substance would enter the United States. United States v.

Moreno, 185 F.3d 465, 471 (5th Gr. 1999). To establish either
t he possession or inportation offense, the Governnent nust adduce
sufficient evidence of “guilty know edge.” [d.

Cenerally, a jury may infer know edge of the presence of
drugs fromthe defendant’s control of the vehicle in which the

drugs are found. See United States v. Otega Reyna, 148 F. 3d

540, 544 (5th Cr. 1998). However, when drugs are hidden, the
court requires additional circunstantial evidence of guilty
know edge. 1d. Evidence of guilty know edge nmay incl ude

i npl ausi bl e or inconsistent statenents, nervousness,
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| ess-than-credi bl e expl anations, or reluctance to answer

questions. 1d.; United States v. GQutierrez-Farias, 294 F.3d 657,

661 (5th Cr. 2002). Possession of |arge anobunts of drugs al so

i ndi cate know edge of hidden contraband. United States v. De

Agui | a- Reyes, 722 F.2d 155, 157 (5th Gr. 1983). A juror could

infer that it would be unlikely that a drug smuggl er would
entrust a large quantity of drugs to a person with no know edge
of their presence. |[|d.

The record is not devoid of evidence of Vasquez's guilt.
Vasquez gave inconsistent statenments during her interviews with
the officers or totally evaded questions asked of her. Vasquez
was transporting drugs having a street value of $250,000 to
$300, 000, indicating that she was a trusted courier. It was
hi ghly inplausible that a stranger in Juarez chose to snuggle the
drugs in Vasquez's vehicle w thout knowl edge of her identity or
i ntended destinati on.

A review of the record thus shows that it is not devoid of
evi dence of Vasquez’'s guilt and does not show that the guilty
verdict resulted in a manifest m scarriage of justice. Geen,
293 F.3d 886, 895 (5th Cr. 2002).

AFFI RVED.



