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PER CURIAM:*

Following a jury trial, Carlos Levario was convicted of one count of conspiracy to possess

500 grams or more of cocaine with intent to distribute and one count of aiding and abetting

possession with intent to distribute the same amount of cocaine.  The district court sentenced him

to 63 months in prison and four years of supervised release.  Levario now appeals his convictions,
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arguing that the evidence was insufficient to show that he knowingly took part in the crimes of

conviction.

Because Levario moved for a judgment of acquittal at the close of the evidence, the standard

of review is “whether any reasonable trier of fact could have found that the evidence established the

essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.”  United States v. Ortega Reyna, 148 F.3d

540, 543 (5th Cir. 1998).  This court “consider[s] the evidence in the light most favorable to the

government, drawing all reasonable inferences and credibility choices made in support of the verdict.”

Id. 

When viewed in the light most favorable to the Government, the evidence was sufficient for

a reasonable jury to conclude that Levario knew that he was to assist in a cocaine-distribution

operation by receiving cocaine.  The evidence offered at trial was sufficient for a reasonable juror to

conclude that Levario had spoken with another member of the conspiracy several times on the day

of the delivery and that Levario had been given instructions concerning the delivery of the cocaine.

This conclusion is supported by the large amount of drugs with which Levario was to be entrusted

and the suspicious nature of his behavior in relation to the delivery.  See United States v. Valdiosera-

Godinez, 932 F.2d 1093, 1096 (5th Cir. 1991); United States v. Martinez-Moncivais, 14 F.3d 1030,

1034-35 (5th Cir. 1994).  

Levario has not shown that the evidence adduced at trial was insufficient to support his

convictions.  Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


