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

No. 95-10485
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOSE RAY GUI A,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:94-CV-2711-H
Decenber 18, 1995
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

This is an appeal from the district court's order denying
appellant's notion to vacate, correct, or set aside his sentence
under 28 U. S.C. 8§ 2255. Appellant argues that his trial counsel
was ineffective in that he failed to object to hearsay testinony;
he failed to present evidence of appellant's enpl oynent history; he

failed to investigate plausible defenses; and he failed to allow

appellant toreviewall of the tel ephone conversations taped by the

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Governnent. We have reviewed the record and the district court's
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor

essentially the reasons given by the district court. United States

v. GQuia, No. 3:94-CV-2711-H (N.D. Tex. April 17, 1995).
AFFI RVED.



