IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 98-40084
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JESUS H. RCDRI GUEZ,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(G 97-CR-206-1)

Decenber 2, 1998
Bef ore JOHNSON, H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jesus Rodri guez appeal s his conviction for aidingandabettingthe
possession with intent to distribute marijuana and possession with
intent todistribute marijuana. Rodriguez argues that the evidenceis
insufficient tosupport thejury' sverdict.! Specifically, Rodriguez
contends that (1) the governnment did not |ink himto marijuanafoundin

atruck driven by his stepson, Ernesto Garcia (“Grcia”), and (2) hedid

Pursuant to5th QR R 47.5, the court has determnedthat this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and i s not precedent except under the
limted circunstances set forth in 5th QR R 47.5.4.

The def endant conplied with FED. R CRIM PrO. 29(c) to preserve
error on this point.



not know ngly possess marijuana foundin a disabledtruckin his yard.

In reviewing a claimof legal insufficiency, this Court nust
determ ne whet her “arational trier of fact coul d have found t hat t he
evi dence establishes the essential el enents of the of fense beyond a

reasonabl e doubt.” United States v. El - Zoubi, 993 F. 2d 442, 445 (5th

Gr. 1993) (citationsomtted). The evidence w || be consideredinthe

I i ght nost favorabletothe governnent. See d asser v. United States,

315 U. S. 60, 80 (1942); United States v. Bernea, 30 F. 3d 1539, 1551

(5th Gir. 1994).

Inthis case, we findthat the evidence was sufficient to support
a reasonabl e juror’s findingof guilt beyond areasonabl e doubt on al |
of the essential el enents of the charged of fenses. Arational trier of
fact could have found Rodriguez guilty of aiding and abetting the
possessionwiththeintent todistribute nmarijuana because he provi ded
t he vehi cl e and acconpani ed Garcia onthe nmarijuanatransportationtrip.

See United States v. Jaramllo, 42 F.3d 920, 923 (5th Gr. 1995).

Further, the evidence was sufficient to support the verdict on the
charge of possessionwithintent todistribute because areasonable jury
coul d have found that Rodriguez owned the property from which the
mar i j uana was confi scated. Based on his ownership of the property,

Rodri guez may be deened t o have possessed the marijuana. See United

States v. Brito, 136 F. 3d 397, 411 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 118S. C.

1817 (1998); United States v. Jones, 133 F. 3d 358, 362 (5th Gr.),

cert. denied, 118 S.Ct. 1854 (1998). Intent to distribute can be




inferred fromthe | arge anounts of marijuanafoundinthetrucks. See

Brito, 136 F. 3d at 411; United States v. Wl lians-Hentricks, 805 F. 2d

496, 502 (5th Gir. 1986).

AFF| RMED.



