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

No. 01-40093
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ARNULFO QUI NTANI LLA,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. L-00-CR-799-ALL

* November 7, 2001
Before JOLLY, H G3E NBOTHAM and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Arnul fo Quintanilla appeals froma judgnent of conviction
for possession of cocaine base. 21 US C 8§ 844(a). Qintanilla
argues the trial court erred in admtting evidence of uncharged
possessi on of marijuana and cocai ne hydrocl oride (rock cocaine)
found cont enporaneously with the charged cocai ne base possessi on.

We review evidentiary rulings involving Rule 404(b) under an

abuse of discretion standard. United States v. Navarro, 169 F. 3d

228, 232 (5th Cr. 1999). Wen no objection is asserted during

trial, we review evidentiary rulings under a plain error

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
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standard. [|d. At trial, Quintanilla asserted objections to the
uncharged drug possession on the grounds of relevance, narration,
and | eading. Accordingly, his conplaint on appeal that the
uncharged evi dence violated prior bad acts evidence under Rule
404(b) is reviewed for plain error. Fed. R Evid. 103(a)(1l); see
Jackson v. Johnson, 194 F.3d 641, 651 (5th G r. 1999)(recogni zi ng

the general rule that any inpropriety in the State’s argunent is

wai ved by a defendant’s failure to assert a tinely and proper

objection); United States v. Fox, 613 F.2d 99, 101 (5th G
1980) (wai ving a claimof error based on exception to hearsay rule
where specific objection asserted related to rel evancy).

Even assum ng argquendo that Quintanilla asserted the proper
obj ection, the record establishes that the uncharged possessi ons

constituted intrinsic evidence. See United States v. Col enan, 78

F.3d 154, 156 (5th Gr. 1996). Thus, Federal Rule of Evidence
404(b) does not prohibit the admssibility of the uncharged
possessions. Colenman, 78 F.3d at 156. Accordingly, the judgnent
of the trial court is AFFI RVED



