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

No. 95-50388

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

ver sus

ANTONI O MARTI NEZ- CORTEZ,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Western District of Texas

EP- 94- CA- 187- H

May 7, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, HI GG NBOTHAM and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.”’
PER CURI AM
After considering the briefs and record, the Court concl udes
that the district court correctly denied relief under 28 U S.C. 8§
2255. W are in essential agreenment with the district court’s
reasoning. It is clear that the prejudice prong of Strickland v.
Washi ngton, 466 U. S. 668 (1984), is not net on the undi sputed facts

here. There was no need for an evidentiary hearing.

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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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