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PER CURIAM:*

Charles Ray Burton appeals from his conviction for possession

with intent to distribute cocaine, complaining of insufficiency of

the evidence, the district court’s denial of his motion to

suppress, and the sufficiency of the jury instructions.  Our review
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of the record and the arguments and authorities convinces us that

no reversible error was committed.  The evidence was not

insufficient.  See United States v. Ivey, 929 F.2d 759, 766 (5th

Cir. 1991).  The district court did not err by denying Burton’s

motion to suppress based on Burton’s claim that the automobile stop

was improper.  See Wren v. United States, 116 S. Ct. 1769, 1772

(1996).  Nor did the district court commit plain error in failing

to find that his consent to search was involuntary.  See Robertson

v. Plano City of Texas, 70 F.3d 21, 23 (5th Cir. 1995) (plain error

standard).  Finally, the district court did not commit plain error

in failing to instruct the jury that it had dismissed one count of

the indictment.  See United States v. Calverly, 37 F.3d 160, 162-64

(5th Cir. 1994) (en banc) (citing United States v. Olano, 507 U.S.

725, 731-37 (1993)).

AFFIRMED.


