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

No. 95-30616
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JUNI OR LEE ELEY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-95-1081

, ~ April 19, 1996
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying
his notion for relief under 28 U . S.C. 8 2255. He argues only
that the district court erred in applying an enhancenent under
US S G § 4Bl1.1, career offender, rather than apply 8 4Bl. 4,
armed career crim nal

We have reviewed the argunent and the record and perceive no
reversible error. Eley s challenge to the district court’s
application of the Guidelines is not cognizable in 8§ 2255 because
a district court’s technical application of the CGuidelines does

not give rise to a constitutional issue. United States v.

Vaughn, 955 F.2d 367, 368 (5th Gir. 1992).

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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