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PER CURI AM *

A jury convicted Maria Socorro Magal de on both counts of an
i ndi ctment charging her wiwth possession with intent to distribute
marijuana and a related conspiracy. Magal de clains the
prosecutor’s remarks in closing argunent inproperly shifted the
burden of proof to her and invited the jury to convict her on the
basi s of evidence outside the record.

As Magal de concedes, because her counsel did not object

cont enporaneously to those comments, we review only for plain

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



error. See United States v. Andrews, 22 F.3d 1328, 1341 (5th
Cr.), cert. denied, 513 U.S. 941 (1994); see also United States v.
Munoz, 150 F.3d 401, 415 (5th Gr. 1998), cert. denied, 525 U S
1112 (1999). |In assessing whether the statenents were i nproper, it
is, of course, necessary to look at themin context. United States
v. Washington, 44 F.3d 1271, 1278 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 514
U S 1132 (1995). “The burden of show ng plain error is a heavy
one, and this court will notice plain error only in exceptiona
circunst ances.” Andrews, 22 F.3d at 1341 (internal quotation
mar ks, brackets, and citation omtted).

In any event, review of the coments in their proper context
reveal s that none were inproper. In short, there was no error,
much less plain error.
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