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

No. 94-10212
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
M CHAEL EUGENE TASBY,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:93-CR-101-E
(September 20, 1994)
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Counsel for M chael 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 disagreenment with the

sol e argunent nmade in Tasby's appeal, that United States v.

Dxon, US|, 113 S. C. 2849, 125 L. Ed. 2d 556 (1993),
did not overrule Mssouri Vv. Hunter, 459 U S. 359, 368, 103 S

. 673, 74 L. Ed. 2d 535 (1983). United States v. Allbright,

No. 93-9139, slip op. at 2-3 (5th Gr. July 22, 1994)

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that this opinion should not be published.
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(unpublished). W are bound by Allbright. See United States v.

Zuni ga- Sal i nas, 952 F.2d 876, 877 (5th Gr. 1992) (en banc).

Accordi ngly, Tasby's conviction is AFFI RVED



