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

No. 96-50774
Summary Cal endar

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

for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. MO 93- CA-263

, Decenber 23, 1997
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

WIlliam R ch appeals the denial of his notion to vacate, set
aside, or correct sentence brought under 28 U S.C. § 2255. Rich
contends that his trial counsel was ineffective for failing to cal
two witnesses to testify at trial. R ch has not shown that there
is a reasonable probability that the outconme of his trial would

have been different if these wtnesses had testified and,

t her ef or e, has not shown that his trial counsel render ed

! Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



i neffecti ve assi stance. See Strickland v. Washi ngton, 466 U. S

668, 694, 697 (1984).

Rich also contends that his counsel on direct appeal was
ineffective for failing to challenge the sufficiency of the
corroboration of Rich’s incrimnatory statenent. Ri ch mai nt ai ns
that there was no i ndependent evidence to corroborate his signed
statement that he received nore than $10,000 in illegal drug
pr oceeds. W find that the Governnment introduced sufficient
i ndependent evidence to bolster parts of Rich's statenent and to

establish the statenent’s trustworthi ness. See United States v.

Abi gando, 439 F.2d 827, 833 (5th Cr. 1971). The corroborative
evi dence did not have to showthat Rich received nore than $10, 000.
Thi s el enent could be proved by Rich’s statenent alone. See United

States v. Mcieli, 594 F.2d 102, 107-09 (5th Cr. 1979); Abi gando,

439 F.2d at 831-33. Ri ch has not shown that the outcone of his
appeal would have been different if his appellate counsel had
raised this issue and, therefore, has not shown that his appellate

counsel rendered i neffective assi stance. See McCoy v. Lynaugh, 874

F.2d 954, 962-63 (5th Gr. 1989).

AFF| RMED.



