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

No. 01-51015
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BRCDERI CK THOVPSON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-00-CR-245-ALL

August 13, 2002
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM SM TH, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Broderi ck Thonpson appeals his conviction for conspiracy,
health care fraud, theft froma health care program false
statenents relating to health care matters, noney | aundering
pronoti on, and noney | aundering greater than $10,000. He argues
that the district court erred in overruling his objection to the

constitution of the jury venire panel on the basis that African-

Aneri cans were underrepresented. Thonpson has failed to satisfy
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either the second or the third prong of the analysis set forth in

Duren v. Mssouri, 439 U S. 357, 363-70 (1979). He has failed to

denonstrate that the representation of African-Anmericans in
venires fromwhich juries are selected is not fair and reasonabl e
inrelation to the nunber of African-Anericans in the community
and that this underrepresentation is due to systematic excl usion
of African-Anericans in the jury-selection process. 439 U S at
364. We reject Thonpson’s argunent for adoption of the

conparative disparity analysis. See United States v. Mskeny,

609 F.2d 183, 190 (5th G r. 1980); see also, United States v.

Weaver, 267 F.3d 231, 241-48 (3d Cr. 2001), cert. denied, 122 S

Q. 1118 (2002).

AFFI RVED.



