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

No. 02-50399
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus

RUSSELL WADE PARRI SH, al so known as Russel
Wade Pari sh,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. WO01l-CR-132-ALL

Before JOLLY, JONES, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Russell Wade Parrish appeals his jury conviction for
attenpted escape fromcustody in violation of 18 U S.C. 8§ 751(a).
He argues that the district court abused its discretion in
admtting evidence of his illegal drug activities and drug usage.
The evidence that Parrish snmuggled drugs into the jail was
rel evant because this extrinsic offense required the sane intent

as the charge that Parrish attenpted to escape by snmuggling wre

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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cutters into the jail and nmaking a rope out of torn sheets.

See United States v. Msher, 99 F. 3d 664, 670 (5th Gr. 1996).

The evidence of the extrinsic acts was nore probative than
prejudicial and any prejudicial effect was mnimzed by the
district court’s limting instruction that Parrish was not on
trial for any “act, conduct, or offense” not alleged in the

i ndi ct nent. See United States v. Taylor, 210 F.3d 311, 318

(5th Gr. 2000). Further, any error was harmess in view of the
overwhel m ng evi dence the Parrish planned to escape and took
several steps in furtherance of that plan, including snmuggling
Wre cutters into the jail, nmeasuring the recreation wall, and

maki ng a rope out of torn sheets. See United States v. (Gadison,

8 F.3d 186, 192 (5th Gr. 1993).

AFFI RVED.



