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

No. 94-60064
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
THOVAS PETE ARNOLD

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:93CR107-B-D
 (July 19, 1994)

Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Thomas Pete Arnold argues that his sentences for carjacking
and using a firearmduring a crine of violence are inproperly
cumul ati ve because the elenents of both offenses are the sane.

This Court, subsequent to the sentencing hearing in this

case, ruled on the specific issue Arnold raises. In United

States v. Singleton, 16 F.3d 1419, 1420-21 (5th G r. 1994), the

defendant, |ike Arnold, was indicted for carjacking and using a
firearmduring a crine of violence. This Court, acknow edgi ng

that the issue was one of first inpression, ruled that "Congress

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that this opinion should not be published.
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has nmade a sufficiently clear indication of its intent to inpose
cunul ati ve puni shments for violations of [18 U S.C.] 8§ 924(c) and
all crimes of violence, including "carjacking,' to satisfy the
requi renents of the Double Jeopardy Clause.” 16 F.3d at 1421,
1429; see United States v. Portillo, 18 F.3d 290, 291-92 (5th

Cir. 1994) (applying Singleton). Singleton, therefore, renders

Arnol d's argunent w thout nerit.

AFF| RMED.



