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PER CURI AM *

Ni xai Noraj appeals from his conviction of possession of
MDMA (ecstasy) with intent to distribute and aiding and abetting.
He contends that the evidence was insufficient to support his
convi cti on.

The evi dence indicated that Chanat hasoune Sonesouri nhasack
(Chan) solicited Noraj for a lengthy taxi ride fromDallas to
(dessa, Texas, and that Chansavan Sonesouri nhasack (Lou) told
Noraj that the purpose of the trip was to deliver drugs. Noraj

drove Chan and Lou fromDallas to Odessa in return for a prom sed

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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paynment once the drugs were delivered. Noraj was famliar with
ecstasy, having used the drug on four or five occasions, and he
was present when Chan gave Lou ten ecstasy pills froma |arge bag
of ecstasy pills during the drive to Odessa. Morever, Noraj used
met hanphet am ne on the trip.

The jury could have inferred fromthe evidence that Chan

possessed ecstasy with the intent to distribute it. See United

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

could have inferred fromthe evidence that Noraj associated
himself with Chan’s drug-trafficking venture and that he
participated in the venture and sought to nmake it succeed by

driving Chan and Lou to Odessa in return for the prom sed

paynment. See United States v. Pearson, 667 F.2d 12, 14 (5th Gr.
1982). The evidence was sufficient to support Noraj’s

convi cti on. See United States v. Oteqga Reyna, 148 F. 3d 540, 543

(5th Gir. 1998).
AFFI RVED.



