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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
JAMVES OSCAR COOPER,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(H94-Cv-4161)

January 24, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Janes Oscar Cooper, pro se, appeals the denial of his notion
for relief under 28 U S.C. § 2255. He contends that the indictnent
was defective for want of a "True Bill", and because it was si gned
by an Assistant United States Attorney. He contends further that
he received ineffective assistance of counsel at trial and on
appeal because, inter alia, counsel failed to challenge the

indictment and relied on unauthoritative and i napposite case |law.?

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.

. In the conclusion of his brief, Cooper seens to assert a
doubl e jeopardy claim contending that, "[t]o the extent that prior
to obtaining the questioned crimnal indictnent here, if any, the
appel | ee ordered Cooper's property forfeited in connectionwth the



W have revi ewed Cooper's contentions and the record, and find

no reversible error. The district court's denial of § 2255 reli ef

is, therefore,

AFFI RVED,
instant illegal crimnal arrest and prosecution, pursuant to Title
21 US.C 8§ 881(a)(7) ..., entered before the instant crimnal

trial and sentence, nmandates Cooper's rel ease fromprison under the
findings in May v. United States, No. A-95 CA 263 SS (WD. Tex.
Austin, 1995)". Because this claimwas not included in Cooper's 8§

2255 notion, we wll not consider it here.
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