IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-20751
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DEXTER BERNARD GREEN
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. CR-H-95-273-1

April 02, 1998
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Dexter Bernard Green appeals fromhis conviction of being a
convicted felon in possession of a firearm G een contends that
the district court erred by allow ng Kenneth Satterwhite to
testify that Green and his confederates were planning a robbery.
He argues that Satterwhite' s testinony related to an extrinsic
of fense that was inadm ssible under FED. R EviD. 404(b); that the
prejudicial effect of the testinony outwei ghed the probative

nature of the testinony; and that the limting instruction did

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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not cure the prejudice caused by the adm ssion of the testinony.

Satterwhite’'s testinony was intrinsic to Green’s possession
of a firearm United States v. Coleman, 78 F.3d 154, 156 (5th
Cr.), cert. denied, 117 S. C. 230 (1996). The prejudicial
effect of Satterwhite' s testinony did not substantially outweigh
the probative nature of the testinony. FeED. R EviD. 403.
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