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

No. 96-20749
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ROBERT CORTEZ TURNER

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CR-H 95-273-3

C April 17, 1997
Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Robert Cortez Turner appeals his conviction for being a
felon in possession of a firearm in violation of 18 U S. C
8§ 922(g)(1). He contends that 1) 8§ 922(g)(1) is unconstitutional
under the Commerce Clause, 2) the district court erred in
i ncreasing his base offense | evel four levels, pursuant to

US S G 8 2K2.1(b)(5), 3) the court erred in increasing his base

of fense |l evel two levels for obstruction of justice, and 4) the

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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court erred in refusing to grant a reduction for acceptance of
responsibility.

Qur review of the record and the argunents and authorities
convinces us that no reversible error was commtted. Turner’s
challenge to the constitutionality of 8 922(g)(1) lacks nerit.

See United States v. Rawls, 85 F.3d 240, 242-43 (5th Cr. 1996).

The district court did not err in increasing Turner’s base

of fense | evel under § 2K2.1(b)(5), see United States v. Davis, 76

F.3d 82, 85 (5th G r. 1996), or in refusing to grant a three-
| evel decrease in his offense | evel for acceptance of

responsibility. See United States v. Diaz, 39 F.3d 568, 572 (5th

Cr. 1994). Finally, we decline to decide his challenge to the
obstruction-of -justice enhancenent because error, if any, was

har nl ess. See Wllians v. United States, 503 U. S. 193, 203

(1992) .

AFFI RVED.



