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

No. 95-60048
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
DAVI D EARL HUGHES,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. CA: 94cv116BN (E91-cr00005B)

© June 29, 1995
Before JONES, WENER, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

David Earl Hughes has failed to present an appellate
argunent concerning the district court's determnation that his
all egations of Fourth Anendnent violations are procedurally

barred from?28 U S.C. § 2255 review. Those clains are

effectively abandoned. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25
(5th Gr. 1993); Fed. R App. P. 28(a); see United States v.

Shaid, 937 F.2d 228, 231-32 (5th Gr. 1991) (en banc), cert.
denied, 502 U. S. 1076 (1992). Furthernore, the clains were

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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wai ved by the entry of Hughes' guilty plea. United States v.

Bell, 966 F.2d 914, 915 (5th CGr. 1992); Smth v. Estelle, 711

F.2d 677, 682 (5th Gir. 1983), cert. denied, 466 U S. 906 (1984).

The district court did not err in determning that Hughes

i neffecti ve assi stance of counsel clains were without nerit.

AFFI RVED.



