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

No. 94-10901
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
LEANNA LOUI SE HOYT and
ROY EDWARD SCHWASI NGER,

Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 2:93-CR-32

January 22, 1996
Bef ore WENER, PARKER and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Pro se, LeAnna L. Hoyt and Roy E. Schwasi nger appeal their
convictions for conspiracy and obstruction of justice. W have
reviewed each issue that they have properly raised.

Their conduct was subject to crimnal prosecution. 18
U S C 8§ 1503(a). They have not shown that an apparent

t ypogr aphi cal error should invalidate the search warrant or that

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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the search did not conply with Fed. R Cim P. 41 or an

exception thereto. See, e.qg., United States v. Russell, 960 F.2d

421, 423 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 113 S. . 407 (1992); United

States v. Gwa, 831 F.2d 538, 543-44 (5th Cr. 1987). The

district court did not reversibly err in msstating the nature of

t he of f ense. United States v. Allred, 867 F.2d 856, 866 & n. 19

(5th Gr. 1989).

The appellants' failure to raise in the district court the
sane grounds upon which they now chal |l enge the effectiveness of
counsel precludes our consideration of their argunents. United

States v. G bson, 55 F.3d 173, 179 (5th Cr. 1995). Al of their

ot her issues are unreviewable for |ack of proper argunent. See
Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(6).
The judgnent is AFFIRVED. Al outstanding notions are DEN ED



