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PER CURIAM:*

Mark Rodgers appeals his conviction of possession with the intent to distribute cocaine base

in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841(a)(1).  He argues that the district court erred in denying his motion

to suppress evidence.  He further argues that the district court abused its discretion in denying his

motion for a mistrial because the prosecutor commented on his post-arrest silence during closing

argument.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties and conclude that the district court

did not err in denying Rodgers’ motion to suppress evidence.  See United States v.  Reyes, 792 F.2d

536, 539 (5th Cir.  1986).  Furthermore, the district court did not err in denying Rodgers’ motion for



     **Miranda v.  Arizona, 384 U.S. 436 (1966).
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a mistrial because he failed to prove that the prosecutor commented on his post-Miranda** silence.

See Doyle v.  Ohio, 462 U.S. 610 (1976).  The judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


