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- ---------
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Before HIGGINBOTHAM, JONES, and DENNIS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:*

George Farquhar appeals his convictions for failure to appear
at sentencing hearings, 18 U.S.C. § 3146(a)(1).  He contends that the
district court erred in denying his motion for a pre-sentence study
or mental examination to determine his mental competency.  He also
contends, in the event that this court finds that the district
court did not err in denying his motion, that his counsel’s failure
to investigate, develop, and present evidence relevant to his
motion for a pre-sentence study or mental examination denied him
effective assistance of counsel.
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We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties and conclude that the district
court did not abuse its discretion in denying Farquhar’s motion for a pre-sentence
study or mental examination under 18 U.S.C. §§ 3006A, 3552(b) and
(c), 4241(a), and 4244 because Farquhar failed to make the requisite showing of
reasonable cause to believe that he was incompetent to stand trial.  See United States v. Williams,
998 F.2d 258, 264-67 (5th Cir. 1993).  Furthermore, Farquhar’s ineffective assistance of counsel
claim cannot be litigated on direct appeal because he did not adequately raise it in the district
court.  United States v. Gibson, 55 F.3d 173, 179 (5th Cir. 1995); United States v.
Higdon, 832 F.2d 312, 314 (5th Cir. 1987).  Farquhar may raise his
ineffective assistance of counsel in a 28 U.S.C. § 2255 motion; if
he requires counsel to assist in the preparation of the § 2255
motion, Farquhar may make that request to the district court.  

The judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.


