
     * Local Rule 47.5 provides:  "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and merely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of law imposes
needless expense on the public and burdens on the legal
profession."  Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determined
that this opinion should not be published.  

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT
__________________

No. 94-10212
   Conference Calendar  

__________________
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
                                      Plaintiff-Appellee,
versus
MICHAEL EUGENE TASBY,
                                      Defendant-Appellant.

- - - - - - - - - -
Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Northern District of Texas  
USDC No. 4:93-CR-101-E
- - - - - - - - - -
(September 20, 1994)

Before KING, SMITH, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:*

Counsel for Michael Eugene Tasby has candidly advised us, in
accordance with the intent of Fed. R. App. P. 28(j), that another
panel of this Court has recently held, in disagreement with the
sole argument made in Tasby's appeal, that United States v.
Dixon, ___ U.S. ___, 113 S. Ct. 2849, 125 L. Ed. 2d 556 (1993),
did not overrule Missouri v. Hunter, 459 U.S. 359, 368, 103 S.
Ct. 673, 74 L. Ed. 2d 535 (1983).  United States v. Allbright,
No. 93-9139, slip op. at 2-3 (5th Cir. July 22, 1994)
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(unpublished).  We are bound by Allbright.  See United States v.
Zuniga-Salinas, 952 F.2d 876, 877 (5th Cir. 1992) (en banc). 
Accordingly, Tasby's conviction is AFFIRMED.


