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PER CURIAM:*

Cesar Anibal Moran appeals his convictions for two counts of

possession with the intent to distribute more than 500 grams of

cocaine.  Specifically, Moran contends that the government failed

to prove as to both Counts One and Two that he knew the vehicles in

both offenses were loaded with cocaine.  He also asserts that his

conviction for the Mississippi offense (Count Two) should be
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vacated since the contraband in that case was never analyzed by the

state crime laboratory.

To prove possession of a controlled substance, here cocaine,

with intent to distribute, the government must show beyond a

reasonable doubt (1) knowing (2) possession of cocaine (3) with

intent to distribute.1  We have reviewed the record and the briefs

submitted by the parties and conclude that the evidence presented

at trial was sufficient to support the knowing element for both

convictions, based on, inter alia, the implausible story offered by

Moran that he twice unwittingly purchased vehicles loaded with

cocaine hidden in each vehicle’s battery and the quantity and

street value of the seized cocaine.2  Additionally, there was

sufficient evidence, particularly the testimony of Captain Victor

Smith based on his field test, to support the jury’s determination

that the substance Moran was charged with possessing with the

intent to distribute under Count Two of the superseding indictment

was cocaine, despite the absence of an official laboratory report.3

AFFIRMED.


