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

No. 02-20021
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JERRON CYRI L SLAUGHTER,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
H 01-187-1

Before DAVIS, WENER, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel l ant  Jerron Cyril Slaughter appeals the
judgnment of the district court followng his conviction on one
count of being a felon in possession of a firearm a violation of
18 U.S.C. 8 922(9)(1). He first asserts that the statute of
conviction is unconstitutional, but his positionis wthout nerit.
As Sl aught er concedes, we have previously rejected this contenti on,

and we are bound by our prior decisions. See United States v.

Cavazos, 288 F.3d 706, 712 (5th G r. 2002), cert. denied, 123 S

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



Ct. 253 (2002); United States v. Short, 181 F. 3d 620, 624 (5th Cr

1999); United States v. Raws, 85 F.3d 240 (5th Cr. 1996).

Sl aughter also <contends that the prosecutor conmtted
reversible error during closing argunents by bolstering the
credibility of governnment w tnesses, by shifting the burden of
proof to him and by making an inproper plea to the jury for
support of law enforcenent. |In reviewng a claimof prosecutori al
m sconduct in the formof inproper argunent, we nust first decide

whet her the disputed remarks were inproper. See United States v.

Munoz, 150 F.3d 401, 414 (5th Gr. 1998). Slaughter has not shown

that any of the disputed remarks were i nproper. See United States

v. Thomas, 12 F.3d 1350, 1367 (5th Cr. 1994); United States v.

Pal ner, 37 F.3d 1080, 1086 (5th Gr. 1994); United States V.

Fields, 72 F.3d 1200, 1208 (5th Gr. 1996). He thus has not shown
that any of the remarks warrant reversal of his conviction.
Accordingly, we affirm Sl aughter’s conviction and sentence.
Finally, Slaughter contends, and t he gover nnent concedes, that
there is a clerical error in his judgnent. The judgnent reflects
that Sl aughter pleaded guilty when the record shows that he was
convicted after a jury trial. W thus remand this case to the
district court for the [imted purpose of correcting this apparent
clerical error. See FeEb. R CrRM P. 36.
CONVI CTI ON AND SENTENCE AFFI RVED, REMANDED FOR CORRECTION OF

CLERI CAL ERROR



