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--------------------
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Before SMITH, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:*

Robert Rodriguez appeals his guilty plea conviction for

possession of a firearm by a convicted felon in violation of 18

U.S.C. § 922(g)(1).  Rodriguez contends that 18 U.S.C.

§ 922(g)(1) is unconstitutional in view of the Supreme Court’s

decision in United States v. Lopez, 514 U.S. 549 (1995). 

Rodriguez acknowledges that this court rejected this argument in

United States v. Rawls, 85 F.3d 240, 242 (5th Cir. 1996), but
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states that he is raising this argument to preserve it for

further review.  He also argues that the Rawls analysis is faulty

in light of the intervening Supreme Court decisions of Jones v.

United States, 529 U.S. 848 (2000) and United States v. Morrison,

529 U.S. 598 (2000).

In Rawls, this court held that the reasons the Supreme Court

gave in Lopez for holding 18 U.S.C. § 922(q) unconstitutional do

not apply to 18 U.S.C. § 922(g).  Rawls, 85 F.3d at 242.  This

court has also recently held that neither Jones nor Morrison

affects or undermines the constitutionality of 18 U.S.C.

§ 922(g).  United States v. Daugherty, 264 F.3d 513, 517 (5th

Cir. 2001), cert. denied, 122 S. Ct. 1113 (2002).  Because the

arguments raised on appeal are foreclosed by this court’s

precedent, the district court judgment is AFFIRMED. 


