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

No. 93-1326
Conf er ence Cal endar

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

ALONZO RI CHARD
a/ k/a Tony Sinclair,

Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:92-CR-254-H (01)
Novenber 1, 1993)
Before PCLI TZ, Chief Judge, and SM TH and WENER, Ci rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al onzo Richard, defendant, was convicted on two counts of
obstructing interstate commerce by robbery, one count of carrying
afirearmin relation to one of the robberies, and one count of
being a felon in possession of a firearm On appeal, R chard
asserts that the Governnent did not present sufficient evidence
to prove that he obstructed interstate conmerce by robbing the

Gol den Dragon Antique store and the Conrad C eaners.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Ri chard has not challenged the district court's instruction
to the jury that to find Richard guilty they nmust find that: 1)
Richard willfully and intentionally took property from anot her
person; 2) that he did so by actual or threatened force,
vi ol ence, or fear; and 3) that such action obstructed, del ayed,
or affected interstate commerce. Richard concedes that the
Gover nnment produced sufficient evidence to prove the first two
el ements of the obstruction of interstate commerce counts.

The standard for determ ning sufficiency of the evidence to
support a conviction is whether "a reasonable trier of fact could
find that the evidence established guilt beyond a reasonabl e

doubt.” United States v. Bell, 678 F.2d 547, 549 (5th Cr. Unit

B 1982) (en banc), aff'd, 462 U S. 356 (1983). In naking this
determ nation, the evidence is viewed in the light nost favorable
to the Governnent and the inferences and credibility choices are

resolved in favor of the verdict. United States v. Santi st eban,

833 F.2d 513, 516 (5th Cr. 1987).
In United States v. Sander, 615 F.2d 215, 218 (5th Cr.),

cert. denied, 449 U S. 835 (1980), the Court held "that doing

busi ness with out of state conpanies and the purchase of goods
out of state have been held sufficient to establish an interstate
nexus so as to provide the victimwth the protection of the
Hobbs Act [18 U S.C. § 1951]." Wth respect to the robbery of

Gol den Dragon Antiques, the evidence showed that the inventory of
the store canme from San Franci sco, Los Angeles, New York, and
Houston. Further, the majority of the itens in the store were

inported fromoverseas. Wth respect to the robbery of the dry
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cl eaners, the equi pnent used in the business was manufactured in
W sconsin, Florida and New Jersey. The hangers and sol vents used
in the dry cleaners were manufactured in Florida and Loui si ana,
respectively.

In the case of the antique store, it was closed for two
weeks follow ng the robbery due to physical injuries to the
owner. |In the case of the cleaners, the cash register was
destroyed and had to be replaced by one manufactured overseas.
Further, the owner of the business had to spend several days
repairing the danmage done to the records of the business when the
of fice was ransacked in the robbery. This evidence was
sufficient to allow a jury to conclude that both robberies had an

effect on interstate comrerce. See Sander, 615 F.2d at 218.

Ri chard al so argues that the count of the indictnent
charging himwth carrying a firearmduring a crine of violence
related to the robbery of the dry cleaner must be overturned
because there was insufficient evidence to support a conviction
on the robbery count. As there was sufficient evidence to
support the robbery conviction, Richard' s argunent on the gun
count fails.

AFFI RVED.



