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

No. 01-31271
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
RON CAGE,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00-CR-3-ALL-C
© August 21, 2002
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DAVI S, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ron Cage appeals his conviction under 18 U . S.C. § 922(9g) (1)
for possession of a firearmby a convicted felon. He argues that
18 U.S.C. 8 922(g)(1) is unconstitutional, that nmere intra-state
possession of a firearmis insufficient to establish that the
firearmtraveled in or affected interstate comerce, and that the

district court’s refusal to include a requested jury instruction

on the “in or affecting” commerce elenent was error. Cage

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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acknow edges that each of these clains is foreclosed by existing
Fifth Crcuit precedent, but he states that he raises the clains
to preserve themfor further review.

Cage’s clains are indeed foreclosed by circuit precedent.

See United States v. Daugherty, 264 F.3d 513, 518 & n. 12 (hol ding

that “constitutionality of 8 922(g) is not open to question” and
t hat evidence that a weapon was nmanufactured outside of the state
in which it was possessed is sufficient to support a conviction)

(5th Gr. 2001), cert. denied, 122 S. . 1113 (2002); United

States v. De Leon, 170 F.3d 494, 499 (5th Gr. 1999) (refusing

instruction that required proof that amrunition had an “explicit
connection or substantial effect on” interstate comerce).

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



