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PER CURI AM *

Sergi o Rodriguez-Matanoros appeals his conviction for
possession of marijuana with intent to distribute, in violation of
21 U S C 8 841(b)(1)(B). He contends that the evidence at trial
was insufficient to show that he knew the vehicle he was driving
cont ai ned marijuana.

Because Rodriguez nade a notion for judgnment of acquittal at
the close of the Governnent’'s case and at the close of all of the
evidence, the standard of review in assessing his sufficiency

chal l enge is “whether, considering all the evidence in the |ight

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCGR R
47.5. 4.



nost favorable to the verdict, a reasonable trier of fact could
have found that the evidence established guilt beyond a reasonabl e
doubt ”. United States v. Mendoza, 226 F.3d 340, 343 (5th Cr.
2000) .

Al t hough knowl edge can be inferred fromcontrol of the vehicle
i n sone cases, when the drugs are secreted in hidden conpartnents,
as in this case, control over the vehicle alone is insufficient to
prove know edge. United States v. Otega Reyna, 148 F.3d 540, 544
(5th CGr. 1998). There nust also be “circunstantial evidence that
IS suspicious in nature or denonstrates guilty know edge”. | d.
(citation omtted).

This court has identified the follow ng types of behavior as
circunstantial evidence of guilty know edge: (1) nervousness; (2)
absence of nervousness, i.e., a cool and cal mdeneanor; (3) refusal
or reluctance to answer questions; (4) lack of surprise when
contraband is discovered; (5) inconsistent statenents; (6)
i npl ausi bl e expl anations; (7) possession of | arge anounts of cash;
and (8) obvious or remarkable alterations to the vehicle. | d.
(citations omtted). The evidence at trial sufficiently
established the listed behaviors, and, thus, Rodriguez’s guilty
know edge.
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