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PER CURIAM:*

Jesse Perales pleaded guilty to one charge of being a felon

in possession of a firearm, and the district court sentenced him

to 57 months in prison and a three-year term of supervised

release.  Perales now appeals his conviction and sentence.  

Perales argues for the first time on appeal that the statute

of conviction, 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1), is unconstitutional because

it does not require a substantial effect on interstate commerce

and is thus an improper exercise of Congress’s power under the
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Commerce Clause.  This argument is unavailing.  “This court has

repeatedly emphasized that the constitutionality of § 922(g)(1)

is not open to question.”  United States v. De Leon, 170 F.3d

494, 499 (5th Cir. 1999).  

Perales also argues that the district court’s inclusion of a

written condition of supervised release prohibiting him from

possessing a dangerous weapon must be stricken because it

conflicts with the district court’s oral pronouncement of

sentence.  This issue has already been decided adversely to

Perales.  See United States v. Torres-Aguilar, 352 F.3d 934, 937-

38 (5th Cir. 2003).  

Perales has shown no error in connection with his conviction

and sentence.  Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is

AFFIRMED.


