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Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and DeMOSS and CLEMENT, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM:

Dani el Ortega appeals his jury-trial convictions for
i nportation of and possession with intent to distribute marijuana,
inviolation of 21 U . S.C. 88 841, 952 and 960. Ortega argues that
t he evidence presented at his trial was insufficient to support the
jury’s finding that he knowingly inported and possessed the

marijuana concealed in the rear seat of the van he was driving

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



across the border from Juarez, Mexico into the United States.

In reviewing a challenge to the sufficiency of the evidence,
this Court views the evidence in the |ight nost favorable to the
jury’'s verdict, and affirns if a rational trier of fact could have
found the essential elenments of the crinme proven beyond a
reasonabl e doubt. United States v. Brito, 136 F.3d 397, 408 (5th
Cr. 1998). “The know edge el enent for possession or inportation
of drugs can rarely be proven by direct evidence.” United States
v. Lopez, 74 F.3d 575, 577 (5th Gr. 1996). When drugs are
contained in a hidden conpartnent, this Court requires “additional
evidence indicating know edge - - <circunstances evidencing a
consciousness of guilt on the part of the defendant.” United
States v. Diaz-Carreon, 915 F. 2d 951, 954 (5th Cr. 1990) (enphasis
in original). G rcunstances such as nervousness, conflicting
statenents to inspection officials and an inplausible story my
adequately establish consciousness of guilt. 1d. at 954-55.

Havi ng carefully reviewed the parties’ briefs and the record
inthis case, we conclude that Ortega’ s inconsistent statenents to
Custons officials and his nervousness during an inspection of the
area where the marijuana was discovered support a finding of a
consci ousness of guilt. W therefore conclude that there existed
sufficient evidence to support the jury's finding that Otega
knowi ngly inported and possessed marijuana with the intent to

di stri but e.



AFF| RMED.



