IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
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Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DONNELL LEE GRAVES,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. H 98-CR-152-1

Novenber 22, 1999
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Donnell Lee Graves appeals his convictions followng a jury
trial for being a felon in possession of a firearmand for using
and carrying a firearmduring and in relation to a drug-
trafficking crime. Gaves argues that 1) the evidence was
insufficient to prove that the firearm he possessed had travel ed
ininterstate comerce; 2) the trial court abused its discretion
in admtting the firearminto evidence over his hearsay

objection; and 3) plain error resulted fromthe prosecutor’s

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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coments on his prior felony conviction during closing argunent.

Qur review of the record and the argunents and authorities
convinces us that no reversible error was commtted. The
evi dence offered by the Governnent at trial was sufficient to
prove that a firearmwas “in or affected interstate commerce” for

purposes of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1l). See United States v. G esham

118 F. 3d 258, 265 (5th Cr. 1997). The adm ssion of the revolver

was harml ess error, if it was error at all. See United States V.

D ckey, 102 F.3d 157, 163 (1996). Finally, assum ng that the
prosecutor’s remarks inpliedly referred to Graves’s earlier
conviction, they did not do so with sufficient force or clarity

to affect his substantial rights. See United States v. Gall ardo-

Trapero, 185 F.3d 307, 323 (5th Cr. 1999).
AFFI RVED.



