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

No. 95-60049
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. 3:94cv618BN (J91- 000094( B))
~ June 29, 1995
Before JONES, WENER, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

David Earl Hughes has appeal ed the district court's
dismssal of his 28 U S.C. § 2255 notion to vacate, set aside or
correct his sentence for escape fromfederal custody. Hughes
argues that he should be resentenced because his co-defendants

were treated nore | eniently.

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that this opinion should not be published.
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The court declines to consider this argunent because Hughes

did not raise it in the district court. See Varnado v. Lynaugh,

920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th Cr. 1991).
Hughes is hereby warned that future filings of frivolous
docunents will result in the inposition of sanctions. See Smth

v. MO eod, 946 F.2d 417, 418 (5th Cr. 1991); Jackson v.

Carpenter, 921 F.2d 68, 69 (5th Gr. 1991).
APPEAL DI SM SSED.



