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

No. 96-30114
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ALDOLPHUS W LSON,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-94-528-J

 October 14, 1996
Bef ore JONES, DeMOSS and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al dol phus W1 son, #22996-034, appeals fromthe district
court’s denial of his notion to vacate his sentence pursuant to
28 U S.C. 8§ 2255. W I son argues that he received ineffective
assi stance of counsel because his trial attorney failed to inform
himfully of his appellate rights. W have reviewed the record
and the briefs of the parties and find no reversible error.

Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons adopted by the district

court. See United States v. WIlson, No. 94-528-J (E.D. La. Jan.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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31, 1996). WIlson also argues that the district court erred by
denying his notion to amend his 8§ 2255 notion to add a claim

based upon the doubl e jeopardy clause. Because WIson’s double
jeopardy claimis foreclosed by the Suprenme Court’s decision in

United States v. Usery, 116 S. C. 2134 (1996), the district

court’s judgnent denying his notion to amend his § 2255 notion to
add the claimis affirned.

AFFI RVED.



