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

No. 95-40216
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CERYLE EUCENE PETERSON,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-L-92-236
Decenber 20, 1995
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ceryl e Eugene Pet erson appeals fromthe district court's order
denying his notion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence
pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 2255. He contends that he was deprived of
his Sixth Arendnent right to effective assistance of counsel at
trial and at sentencing, and that the district court erred in

denying the 8 2255 notion without an evidentiary hearing. W have

reviewed the record and the district court's menorandumand fi nd no

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that this opinion should not be published.
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reversible error. Pet erson has not denonstrated that he was

prej udi ced by counsel's performance. See Strickland v. Washi ngt on,

466 U.S. 668, 687-88 (1984); Lockhart v. Fretwell, 506 U S. 364

(1993); Spriggs v. Collins, 993 F.2d 85, 88 (5th Cr. 1993). And,

an evidentiary hearing was not required. E. g., US. v. Smth, 915
F.2d 959, 964 (5th Cr. 1990).
AFFI RVED



