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Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Kati e Gabal don chal |l enges the sufficiency of the evidence for
her jury-trial conviction for aiding and abetting the possession,
wth intent to distribute, 50 kilograns or nore of marijuana, in
violation of 21 U S.C. 88 841(a)(1), (b)(1)(C and 18 U.S.C. § 2.

Gabal don’s having properly noved at trial for judgnent of
acquittal, her sufficiency challenge is reviewed in the |ight nobst
favorable to the verdict, inquiring only whether a rational juror

could conclude fromthe evidence that the el enents of the offense

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



wer e est abli shed beyond a reasonabl e doubt. E.g., United States v.
Cuel l ar, 478 F.3d 282, 287 (5th Gr. 2007) (en banc). Such review
does not include the wei ght of the evidence or witness credibility.
E.g., id.

Gabal don erroneously contends the evidence was insufficient
regardi ng her know edge of the narijuana, which was discovered
inside a vehicle in which she was a passenger. A jury could
reasonably concl ude fromthe evidence: Gabal don was present in the
vehi cl e and heard her two co-defendants di scussing their delivery
of marijuana to Lubbock, Texas. Moreover, there was evi dence that
the approximately 140 pounds of marijuana, discovered in close
proximty to Gabal don in the vehicle, had an especially strong odor
wthin it. Further, upon the vehicle s being stopped by a |aw
enforcenent O ficer, Gabaldon |ied about her destination; and,
post-arrest, she was also the first person to inform |aw
enforcement O ficers that Lubbock was the intended destination of
the marijuana. View ng the evidence as a whole and in the required
i ght nost favorable to the verdict, arational trier of fact could
find the elenents of the offense established beyond a reasonable
doubt. See, e.g., Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U S. 307, 319 (1979);
United States v. Jaramllo, 42 F.3d 920, 923 (5th Gr. 1995).
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