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Before SM TH, DeMOSS, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al ai n Kaj a Kanda appeals fromhis conviction by guilty plea
of possessing counterfeit currency. Kanda s plea was conditioned
on preserving his right to appeal the denial of his notion to
suppress the witten statenent he provided to agents of the
United States Secret Service. Kanda contends that the district
court erred by denying his notion to suppress his witten

st at enent .

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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Viewi ng the evidence in the Iight nost favorable to the
Governnent and with due regard to the district court’s
opportunity to judge the credibility of the wi tnesses, the
district court did not err by denying the notion to suppress.
See United States v. Col eman, 969 F.2d 126, 129 (5th Cr. 1992).
The testinony of the Secret Service agents at the suppression
hearing indicated that Kanda understood the English | anguage,
that he was given the Mranda warnings three tines, and that the
statenent was a verbatimaccount of Kanda’'s words that was
reviewed and approved by Kanda. The agents’ testinony also
i ndicated that the circunstances in which Kanda provi ded the
statenent were not inherently coercive. Kanda agreed to
acconpany the agents to the field office, his handcuffs were
renmoved once the group arrived at the field office, and he was
agreeable to being placed in the interrogation room The
i nterview during which Kanda provided the statenent began | ess
than half an hour after the group arrived at the field office,
and the interview itself lasted for about an hour. Finally,
Kanda never asked to | eave, nor did he otherw se indicate that he
wi shed to end the interview. Assumng for the sake of argunent
t hat Kanda was in custody when he was interviewed, he know ngly
and voluntarily waived his rights under Mranda v. Arizona, 384
U S 436 (1966), before he gave his witten statenent. See
United States v. Andrews, 22 F.3d 1328, 1337 (5th Gr. 1994).

AFFI RVED.



