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PER CURIAM:*

Santos Lerma-Olivares (“Lerma-Olivares”) appeals his jury convictions for importation and

possession with intent to distribute cocaine in violation of 21 U.S.C. §§ 841 (b)(1)(B) and 960 (b)(1).

He argues that the evidence was insufficient to show that he knew of the presence of the cocaine. We

review a challenge to the sufficiency of the evidence by viewing the evidence in the light most

favorable to the verdict. Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 319 (1979). We affirm if a rational trier
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of fact could have found all the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt. Id. All

credibility determinations and reasonable inferences are to be resolved in favor of the jury’s verdict.

U.S. v. Nguyen, 28 F.3d 477, 480 (5th Cir. 1994). Based on the evidence adduced at trial, the jury

was entitled to disbelieve Lerma-Olivares’ entire story based on the numerous inconsistencies in his

testimony. Moreover, there was sufficient circumstantial evidence adduced to show that he knew of

the presence of the cocaine. Therefore, we hold that a rational jury could have found beyond a

reasonable doubt that Lerma-Olivares possessed the requisite knowledge to be convicted.

Lerma-Olivares also argues that a question by the prosecutor regarding his defense counsel

deprived him of due process and his right to counsel. Lerma-Olivares’ objection to the question was

immediately sustained with little or no prejudicial effect. See United States v. Crooks, 83 F.3d 103,

107 (5th Cir. 1996).

AFFIRMED.


