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

No. 96-40566
Summary Cal endar

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

V.
ABDULHADI COLI W,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(4:94-CR-39-1)

January 21, 1997
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Abdul hadi diw appeals his convictions for aiding and
abetting the unlawful possession of food stanps and conspiracy to
commt food stanp fraud. He argues that the trial court
commtted plain error by telling the jury that it would not be
able to reviewtrial testinony, that trial counsel was

ineffective for failing to object to the court’s statenent that
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testi nony woul d not be read back to the jury, and that his
conspiracy conviction should be reversed because two of the three
overt acts alleged in the indictnment took place before the

i nception of the conspiracy. W find no error, plain or

otherwise, in the district court’s instruction to the jury. See

United States v. Krout, 66 F.3d 1420, 1433 (5th Cr. 1995).
Thus, counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to the

chal l enged instruction. Strickland v. WAshi ngton, 466 U S. 668,

687 (1984). W have reviewed the record and the briefs of the
parties and hold that Aiwi’s conviction for conspiracy is not
pl ainly erroneous or a mani fest m scarriage of justice. See

United States v. Pierre, 958 F.2d 1304, 1310-11 (5th Cr.)(en

banc), cert. denied, 113 S. C. 280 (1992).

AFFI RVED.



