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Before JOLLY, DENNI'S, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Gustavo Martinez-Vasquez appeals fromhis jury-trial
conviction of conspiracy to possess with the intent to distribute
nmore than 100 kil ogranms of marijuana and possession with the
intent to distribute nore than 100 kil ograns of marijuana. He
argues that the evidence was insufficient to support the jury’s
finding that the he knew that the car in which he was traveling
as a passenger contained nmarijuana. Martinez-Vasquez preserved

this issue for de novo review. See United States V.

Peial oza- Duarte, 473 F.3d 575, 579 (5th GCr. 2006).

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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In addition to hearing testinony that Martinez-Vasquez
attenpted to evade arrest once the car stopped, the jury heard
testinony that (1) Martinez-Vasquez possessed a phone book
contai ning the nanes and nunbers of other subjects of the
i nvestigation; (2) Martinez-Vasquez helped to | oad the boxes of
marijuana into the car; and (3) the car had a strong odor of
marijuana. Viewing this evidence in the light nost favorable to
the verdict, a rational jury could have found Marti nez-Vasquez’s

know edge of the marijuana beyond a reasonable doubt. See United

States v. Mreles, 471 F.3d 551, 555-56 (5th Gr. 2006); United

States v. Flores, 564 F.2d 717, 718-19 (5th Cr. 1977).

AFFI RVED.



