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Herman W1 lianms appeals his guilty-plea conviction of
possession of a firearmby a convicted felon and possession of a
firearmduring and in relation to a drug-trafficking crine, in
violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 922(g)(1) and 924(c)(1). Relying on

the Suprenme Court’s decisions in Jones v. United States, 529 U S

848 (2000); United States v. Mrrison, 529 U. S. 598 (2000); and

United States v. Lopez, 514 U S. 549 (1995), WIIlians argues that

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 02-20898
-2

18 U.S.C. 8 922(g)(1) is an unconstitutional exercise of
Congress’s Commerce C ause power because the regulated activity
does not substantially affect interstate commerce.

WIllians raises his argunent solely to preserve it for
possi bl e Suprenme Court review. As he acknow edges, his argunent

is foreclosed by existing Fifth Grcuit precedent. See United

States v. Daugherty, 264 F.3d 513, 518 (5th GCr. 2001), cert.

denied, 534 U. S. 1150 (2002); United States v. Raws, 85 F. 3d

240, 242-43 (5th Gr. 1996). Accordingly, the judgnent of the
district court is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED.



