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PER CURIAM:*

Bradley White appeals his conviction for the offense of traveling interstate for the purpose

of engaging in sexual conduct with a minor in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 2423(b).  He contends that

the district court erred in denying his motion to suppress his statement and in allowing the

government to introduce electronic mail correspondence.  

We have reviewed the record and found no error in the district court’s denial of the



2

motion to suppress.  The district court did not err in refusing to find that White was in custody. 

With respect to whether White invoked his right to counsel, the record supports the district

court’s conclusion that White’s reference to an attorney was ambiguous and equivocal.  See Davis

v. United States,  512 U.S. 452, 459, 114 S.Ct. 2350, 2355 (1994).

Finally, White has not shown that the district court abused its discretion in admitting the

electronic mail correspondence.  See United States v. Siddiqui, 235 F.3d 1318 (11th Cir. 2000).

AFFIRMED.  


