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

No. 02-10438
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
LEROY HENDERSON, JR.,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:01-CR-113-1

~ January 8, 2003

Before JONES, STEWART, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ler oy Henderson, Jr., appeals fromhis conviction and sentence
for felon in possession of a firearmin violation of 18 U S.C. 8§
922(g)(1). He raises two issues on appeal. He argues first that
18 US.C 8 922(g)(1) is wunconstitutional on its face and as
applied because it does not require a substantial effect on

interstate conmerce. He acknow edges that his argunent is

forecl osed by circuit precedent, but he seeks to preserve the i ssue

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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for possible Suprenme Court review As Henderson concedes, this

issue is foreclosed. See United States v. Daugherty, 264 F.3d 513,

518 (5th Cr. 2001), cert. denied, 534 U S. 1150 (2002); United

States v. Cavazos, 288 F.3d 706, 712 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 123

S. Ct. 253 (2002).

Hender son next argues that the district court erred by not
granting him a reduction in his offense |level for acceptance of
responsibility under U S S.G § 3EI1.1. We are unpersuaded by
Hender son's argunent and concl ude based on our review of the trial
record that he has not net his burden of showi ng that the district
court's denial of the reduction was wi thout foundation. See United

States v. Thomms, 120 F.3d 564, 574-75 (5th Cr. 1997); United

States v. Ml donado, 42 F.3d 906, 913 (5th Cr. 1995).

AFFI RMED.



