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

No. 98-10428
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CEORGE D. FARQUHAR, I11,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

January 19, 1999
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ceor ge 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 notion for a pre-sentence study
or nental exam nation to determ ne his nental conpetency. He also
contends, in the event that this court finds that the district
court did not err in denying his notion, that his counsel’s failure
to investigate, develop, and present evidence relevant to his
motion for a pre-sentence study or nental exam nation denied him

ef fecti ve assi stance of counsel.

"Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion should not be published
and is not precedent except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.4.



W have revieved the record and the briefs of the parties and concl ude that the district
court didnot abuse its discretionindenying Farquhar’s notion for a pre-sentence
study or nental exam nation under 18 U S.C. 88 3006A, 3552(b) and
(c), 4241(a), and 4244 because Farquhar fail ed t o make t he requi si t e show ng of
reesoed e casetobdieetha heves incopetet tostadtrid. SelUited Saesv. Wians,
OB FE2 258 26467 (5hGr. 1993). Futhernare, Farquhar’s ineffective assi stance of counsd
cdamcana belitigaedondrect goped becase heddmt adequatdyraseit inthedstrict

court. lhited Satesv. Gbson, 55 F 3d 173, 179 (5th dr. 1995); Lhited S ates v.

Hi gdon, 832 F.2d 312, 314 (5th CGr. 1987). Farquhar nmay raise his
i neffective assistance of counsel in a 28 U S . C 8§ 2255 notion; if
he requires counsel to assist in the preparation of the § 2255
nmoti on, Farquhar may nmeke that request to the district court.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED.



