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

No. 95-10848
Summary Cal endar

WLLIE LOU S EVERI TT,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,

ver sus

GARY JOHNSQN, DI RECTOR,

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL
JUSTI CE, | NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:94-CV-539-Y

CApril 24, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel | ant appeal s the denial of his petition for wit of
habeas corpus pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 2254. Petitioner argues
that the state court erred in denying his notion to suppress
evi dence; that the evidence was insufficient to support his
conviction for possession of a controlled substance; that the
trial court’s denial of his challenges to two venire nenbers

rendered his trial fundanmentally unfair; that his sentence is

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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unl awf ul because the $10, 000 fine was not authorized by Texas
statute; and that the trial court erred in dismssing the jury
before it determ ned whether appellant commtted the theft
offense listed in the enhancenent allegation of the indictnent.
We have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor essentially

the reasons adopted by the district court. Everitt v. Johnson,

No. 4:94-CV-539-Y (N.D. Tex. Aug. 30, 1995).
AFFI RVED.



