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

No. 97-50238
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
RAED FAKHRI ABDEL- HAD
ZAYED, al so known as
Raed Fakhri Abdel - Ha
Zayed,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W 96- CR- 84
) Novenber 3, 1997
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Raed Fakhri Abdel - Hadi Zayed argues that the district court
erred in denying his notion for a judgnent of acquittal because
the Governnent failed to prove beyond a reasonabl e doubt that he

possessed a firearmw th know edge that the weapon' s seri al

nunber had been obliterated or renobved.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The jury’s determ nation that Zayed had know edge that the
serial nunber on the pistol that he sold to the undercover agent
was renoved or obliterated was a credibility determ nation

entitled to great deference on appeal. United States v. Harris,

25 F.3d 1275, 1279 (5th Gr. 1994). This determ nation was
supported by the evidence viewed in the |ight nost favorable to
the verdict. |d. The district court did not err in denying
Zayed’ s notion for a judgnent of acquittal.

Zayed al so argues that the district court abused its
discretion in admtting extrinsic evidence that he had previously
sold a shotgun that was stolen and possessed an obliterated
serial nunmber. The evidence admtted was intrinsic evidence
because it showed that the instant offense was one of a series of
sal es by Zayed of stolen weapons containing obliterated serial
nunbers. The introduction of the evidence was al so necessary to
conplete the story of the crine at trial. The adm ssion of the

evi dence was not erroneous. See United States v. Mrgan, 117

F.3d 849, 861 (5th Gr. 1997).

Even assum ng that the evidence was not intrinsic in nature,
it was adm ssible extrinsic evidence because it was relevant to
Zayed’ s knowl edge and intent at the tine that he possessed the

Colt .45 pistol. United States v. Beechum 582 F.2d 898, 911

(5th Gr. 1978) (en banc). Any prejudice arising fromthe
adm ssion of the evidence was limted by the district court’s

instruction to the jury during and after the trial that the
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evi dence was to be considered for |imted purposes only. See

United States v. Buchanan, 70 F.3d 818, 831 (5th Cr. 1995),

cert. denied, 116 S. C. 1340 (1996).

Zayed argues that the district court clearly erred in
increasing his offense |level for the obstruction of justice based
on Zayed' s presenting perjured testinony at trial. Zayed argues
that he was entitled to exercise his constitutional right to
present his version of the events surrounding the transaction.

The district court determ ned that Zayed's testinony
constituted an egregious case of perjury. Based on the
i ncredul ous nature of Zayed’'s testinony at trial, this

determ nation was not clearly erroneous. See U S.S.G § 3Cl.1

coment. (n.3(b)); United States v. Cabral-Castillo, 35 F.3d 182,
186 (5th Cr. 1994). The district court properly inposed the
enhancenent for the obstruction of justice.

AFFI RVED.



