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PER CURI AM *

H ram Garcia and Jesse Vitela pleaded guilty to, and were
convicted of, three counts: conspiracy to possess wth intent to
distribute controlled substances, in violation of 21 US C 8§
841(a) (1) and § 846; possession with intent to distribute powdered
cocaine, in violation of 21 U S.C. § 841(a)(1) and 18 U. S.C. § 2;
and possession wthintent to distribute marijuana, in violation of
21 U S.C. §841(a)(1) and 18 U.S. C. 8 2. Garcia and Vitel a appeal
t heir convictions.

Both contend incrimnating evidence was seized during an
unconstitutional search of their vehicle. In addition, Vitela
mai ntains: his confession was unconstitutionally coerced because
he was detained outside the room in which Garcia was making a
statenent; and, although Vitela had originally declined to give a
statenent, this pressured Vitela to give one in order to defend
hi msel f agai nst any accusations Garcia m ght be nmaking.

For essentially the reasons stated by the magi strate judge in
hi s conprehensive and wel | -reasoned report and recommendati on, as
adopted by the district court on 25 March 2003, the judgnents are

AFFI RVED.

" Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



