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

No. 97-10398
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
BOBBY JOE ALEXANDER,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:96-CR-1-1
 March 12, 1998

Bef ore WSDOM DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges
PER CURI AM *

Bobby Joe Al exander appeals his conviction by a jury for one
count of possession of counterfeit obligations in violation of 18
US C 8 472 and two counts of possession of counterfeit
securities in violation of 18 U S.C. § 513(a). He argues that
the district court abused its discretion in admtting extrinsic
evi dence of various counterfeit identification docunments and

other counterfeit obligations. He contends that this evidence

was not relevant to the charged of fenses, and that the probative
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val ue of this evidence, if any, was substantially outweighed by
its prejudicial effect.
The extrinsic evidence was highly probative as to the issue

of Alexander’s intent to commt the charged offenses. See United

States v. Gordon, 780 F.2d 1165, 1173 (5th Cr. 1986). The

evi dence al so shows that the docunents were part of an overal
schene or plan to defraud using counterfeit docunents. See

United States v. Krezdorn, 639 F.2d 1327, 1331 (5th CGr. Unit A

1981). Any undue prejudice was mnim zed by the district court’s

limting jury instruction. See United States v. Ponce, 8 F. 3d

989, 994 (5th Cr. 1993). Furthernore, in view of the
overwhel m ng evi dence agai nst Al exander, including his
confessions to the police and the Secret Service, any error in

admtting the evidence was harnmless. See United States V.

Tonblin, 46 F.3d 1369, 1387-88 (5th G r. 1995).

The judgenent is AFFI RMVED



