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

No. 97-50250
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

REG NALD DWAYNE ELLI SON,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-96-CR-125-1

March 20, 1998
Before JONES, SM TH and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Def endant - appel | ant Regi nal d Dwayne Elli son appeals his
convictions for aiding and abetting the possession of cocaine
base with intent to distribute and conspiring to possess cocai ne
base with intent to distribute, in violation of 21 U S. C
88 841(a)(1) and 846. Ellison has not denonstrated that the

district court commtted plain error in admtting into evidence

i nformati on about his previous convictions and arrests, or that

* Pursuant to 5STHGQR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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the court engaged in judicial msconduct in connection wth the

adm ssion of this evidence. See United States v. Calverley, 37

F.3d 160, 162-64 (5th Gr. 1994); United States v. Gay, 105 F. 3d

956, 964 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 117 S. . 1856 (1997); United

States v. Bernea, 30 F.3d 1539, 1569 (5th Gr. 1995); United

States v. Moser, 123 F.3d 813, 824 (5th Cr. 1997). Ellison has

also failed to show that the court engaged in m sconduct with
regard to telling his trial attorney in open court to read a

requested limting instruction to the jury. See Bernea, 30 F.3d

at 1569; cf. United States v. Candel ari a- Gonzal ez, 547 F.2d 291,

295-98 & n.8-11 (5th Gr. 1977). The limting instruction given
to the jury with regard to its consideration of evidence of a
codefendant’s guilty plea was, in any event, adequate. See

United States v. Pierce, 959 F.2d 1297, 1304 (5th Gr. 1992).

AFFI RVED.



