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Jerone Lang Jackson appeals his conviction followng a jury
trial for being a felon in possession of a firearm He argues
that the district court erred in denying his notion to suppress
the firearmfound and his statenents nmade to an officer foll ow ng
an allegedly invalid investigative stop of his vehicle. He also

asserts that his statenents were not voluntarily given

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The evi dence presented at the suppression hearing and trial
show that the officer had probable cause to believe that Jackson
had violated traffic laws by parking his vehicle in the mddle of
t he roadway and subsequently proceedi ng down the road w thout
headl i ghts. Thus, the decision to stop the vehicle was

r easonabl e. See Wiren v. United States, 517 U.S. 806, 810

(1996). His further detention was justified by the discovery of
the firearmand the informati on that he was a convicted fel on.

See United States v. Colin, 928 F.2d 676, 677 (5th Gr. 1991).

| nsof ar as Jackson chal | enges the voluntariness of his
statenents, the record reflects that Jackson voluntarily provided
i ncul patory statenents prior to being arrested and after being
pl aced in custody and advised of his rights under Mranda v.
Arizona, 384 U S. 436 (1966). There was no evidence that any of
his statenments were made as the result of any form of coercion
Thus, the record supports the district court’s determ nation that

the statenents were voluntarily nade. See United States v.

Mul lin, 178 F.3d 334, 341 (5th Gr. 1999); United States V.

Medi na, 887 F.2d 528, 532 (5th Cr. 1989).

Jackson al so argues that the evidence was not sufficient for
a reasonable trier of fact to find beyond a reasonabl e doubt that
he possessed the firearmfound in his vehicle. Jackson admtted
to the officer that the firearm belonged to himand that he was
using it for self-protection. The weapon was in his actual

possession at the tinme of the stop. The jury apparently did not
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find credi bl e Yol anda Jackson’s testinony that she accidently
| eft the weapon in Jackson’s vehicle. This finding is entitled

to great deference. United States v. Casilla, 20 F.3d 600, 602

(5th Gir. 1994).

Viewi ng the evidence in the light nost favorable to the
verdict, a reasonable trier of fact could have found that the
evi dence established beyond a reasonabl e doubt that Jackson had
been convicted of a felony and that he was in possession of a
firearmthat had a nexus with interstate comerce. Thus, the

evi dence was sufficient to sustain his conviction. See United

States v. Otega-Reyna, 148 F.3d 540, 543 (5th Gr. 1998); 18

U.S.C. § 922(g)(1).

AFFI RVED.



