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

No. 95-60633
Conf er ence Cal endar

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

vVer sus
ROGER FRANKLI N HOLTZCLAW
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:95-CV-283PS

, August 20, 1996
Before KING DUHE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Roger Franklin Holtzclaw appeals fromthe district court’s
denial of his notion under 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255. Holtzclaw s speedy-
trial contentions were properly dism ssed. See Buckel ew v.
United States, 575 F.2d 515, 517-18 (5th Cr. 1978) (a matter

that has already been determ ned on direct appeal need not be

reconsidered in a 8§ 2255 notion). Holtzclaw s contentions that

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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counsel was ineffective at trial and on appeal were al so properly
di sm ssed as Holtzcl aw nade no show ng that counsel was deficient
or that he was prejudiced by the alleged errors. Strickland v.
Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668, 687 (1984); Lockhart v. Fretwell, 506
U S. 364, 369 (1993).
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