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Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, KING and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wlliam J. Long appeals the denial of his 28 U S C § 2255
nmotion to vacate his conviction and sentence. Finding no error, we
affirm

Backgr ound

On February 13, 1989, Long directed his enployer, the

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



Loui si ana Research and Devel opnent Center, to i ssue hi ma check for
$926.83. The check was deposited in Long's account and used to pay
for repairs to his personal vehicle. The $926.83 was derived from
funds disbursed to the State of Louisiana under the Job Training
Partnership Act.! Long was indicted for this m sappropriation and
for other thefts of federal government property.? He pled guilty
to the charge of theft of the $926.83, reserving his right to
appeal solely on the issue of the federal character of the funds.
The remai ning counts of the indictnment were dismssed. Long was
sentenced to 10 nonths inprisonnent, three years supervised
rel ease, a fine of $20,000, restitution of the amount enbezzl ed,
and the statutory assessnent. On direct appeal we held that the
funds retained their federal character and affirmed the
conviction.?3

In filing the instant notion Long all eges that his indictnent
was defective because it was based on an i napplicable state travel
regul ation. He further alleges that he received ineffective
assi stance of counsel because his court-appointed attorney did not
rai se and preserve this point of error. The district court denied
the notion; Long tinely appeal ed.

Anal ysi s
Long maintains that the charge to which he pled guilty was

prem sed wupon his violation of an inapplicable state travel

129 U.S.C. § 1501, et seq.

218 U.S.C. § 641.

3See United States v. Long, 996 F.2d 731 (5th Gr. 1993).
2



regul ation. He further contends that if the applicable regulation
had been applied, his conduct woul d not have been deened cri m nal.

Di spositive of this appeal is the rule that a guilty plea
wai ves all non-jurisdictional defects 1in the proceedings,*
i ncl udi ng any i neffective assi stance of counsel clai mnot involving
the voluntariness of the guilty plea.® Long does not contend that
his attorney's alleged failure affected the voluntariness of his
plea. H s ineffective assistance claim therefore, nust be deened
wai ved.

The only jurisdictional defect that conceivably mght be
advanced is the suggestion that the indictnent, by relying on an
all egedly i napplicable state travel regulation, failed to charge an
of fense that invoked the crimnal jurisdiction of the court. Any
such contention, however, presupposes that the indictnent in fact
relied upon the violation of an inapplicable state travel
regul ation. Long's indictnment does not refer to any state travel
regul ation. Long sinply was charged and convicted of the theft of
$926.83 in federal funds. The argunent about state travel
regul ations is i napposite and without nerit, as is his conplaint of
i neffective assistance of counsel.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED

“United States v. Bell, 966 F.2d 914 (5th G r. 1992).
Smith v. Estelle, 711 F.2d 677 (5th Cr. 1983).
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