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PER CURIAM:*

Jose Luis Escamilla appeals his convictions for conspiracy to

possess over 100 kilograms of marijuana with intent to distribute

and for possession of approximate 186.3 kilograms of marijuana with

intent to distribute.  He asserts that the prosecutor asked a

series of rhetorical questions which tended to bolster the

credibility of the government witness and to indicate to the jury

that the fact Escamilla had been indicted constituted evidence of

his guilt.  He contends that the prosecutor’s reference to the
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success of the confidential informants constituted improper

bolstering.  Escamilla also maintains that the prosecutor attempted

to shift the burden of proof to the defense.

We have reviewed the record, the evidence, and the closing

arguments of the parties.  Escamilla has not established that the

challenged statements constituted improper remarks that either

prejudiced his substantive rights or constituted plain error.

United States v. Munoz, 150 F.3d 401, 414-15 (5th Cir. 1998);

United States v. Washington, 44 F.3d 1271, 1278 (5th Cir. 1995).

Consequently, the conviction is AFFIRMED.


