UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 97-20185

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

MASSOOD DANESH PAJOOH; ALl REZA DADI; and
ANDY AHVAD BOUJABADI

Def endant s- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(H 96- CR- 149-1)

February 10, 1998
Before DAVIS, WENER, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel lants challenge their convictions for conspiracy to
obstruct justice and aiding and abetting each other in commtting
t he substantive offense, all in violation of 18 U.S.C. 88 371 and
1503. Appellants raise the follow ng i ssues on appeal:

Whet her the evi dence was sufficient to support the conviction;
whet her the district court abused its discretion in giving its
instruction to the jury regarding the charge of obstruction of
justice; whether the district court abused its discretion in

denyi ng defendants' notion for a mstrial based on an alleged

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5TH CR R 47.5. 4.



Gaglio violation by the governnent; whether the district court
erred in refusing to disclose a wtness' presentence report to
def endants for inpeachnent purposes; whether the district court
abused its discretion in admtting appellant Dadi's prior
convi ction; and whet her appel | ant Dadi received i neffective counsel
in violation of his Sixth Arendnent right.

After reviewing the record, the briefs of the parties, and
argunent of counsel, we decline to consider Dadi's ineffective
assi stance of counsel argunent because it was not adequately
presented to the district court.!?

We have considered the other argunents on the nerits and find
them w t hout nerit.

AFFI RVED.

! Dadi is not without a renedy for his ineffective assistance
of counsel claim He nmay seek collateral relief under 28 U.S.C. §
2255. See United States v. Ugalde, 861 F.2d 802, 809 (5th Cr.
1988) .




