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PER CURI AM *

Def endant - Appel | ant Gene Darrel |l Dabbs appeal s his conviction
for being a felon in possession of a firearm in violation of 18
US C 8922(g). In additionto the federal charges for possessing
a weapon, Dabbs was charged in state court with aggravated assault
based on the sane incident. The state charges were dism ssed.
Dabbs argues that the district court erroneously granted the

governnent's notion in limne to exclude evidence of that

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



di sm ssal, contending that this exclusion violated his rights to
confrontation and denied hima fair trial.

The primary interest secured by the Confrontation C ause of
the Sixth Anendnent is the defendant's right to cross-examne his

accusers. Davis v. Alaska, 415 U S. 308, 315 (1974). "[ T] he

Confrontation clause guarantees the defendant 'an opportunity
for effective cross-exam nation, not cross-examnation that is
effective in whatever way, and to whatever extent, the defense

m ght w sh."" United States v. Pace, 10 F.3d 1106 (5th Cir.

1993) (citation omtted). The district court did not err by

granting the governnent's notion in limne. See United States v.

Kerley, 643 F.2d 299, 300-01; (5th Gr. 1981) United States v. De

La Rosa, 171 F.3d 215, 219 (5th Gr. 1999); see also United States

v. Marrero-Otiz, 160 F.3d 768, 775 (1st Cr. 1998).
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