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

No. 97-10803
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
EDWARD OLEAN GRAVES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:96-CR-20-1-C
 July 31, 1998

Before KING W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Edward O ean G aves appeals his jury-trial conviction for
possession of unregistered firearns, destructive devices, in
violation of 26 U.S.C. 8 5861(d). He argues that the district
court erred in denying his notion for judgnent of acquittal based
on the ground that 8 5861(d) violates the Due Process C ause and

exceeds the taxation power of Congress. G aves concedes that his

argunent is foreclosed by this court’s holding in United States

v. G esham 118 F.3d 258, 261-64 (5th Cr. 1997), cert. denied,

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



118 S. C. 702 (1998). Accordingly, the district court did not
err in denying Graves’ notion for judgnent of acquittal.

Graves al so argues that the district court abused its
di scretion by denying his notion to excuse for cause potenti al
jurors and by failing to grant additional perenptory chall enges.
We have reviewed the record and the briefs on appeal and find no

abuse of discretion by the district court. United States v.

Minoz, 15 F.3d 395, 397 (5th Gr. 1994).

AFFI RVED.



