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

No. 98-40390
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CERALD A. CROCKS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. B-94-CR-156-1

February 9, 1999

Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **

Cerald Crooks (“Crooks”) has appeal ed the denial of his
petition for wit of error coramnobis. He argues that the
district court erred in denying his petition and that he is
entitled to such relief primarily because he was denied effective
assi stance of counsel. Crooks has made no showng that he is

entitled to a wit of error coram nobis. See Ji nenez V.

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

Pursuant to 5THGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 QR
R 47.5. 4.



No.
-2

Trom nski, 91 F.3d 767, 768 (5th Gr. 1996). The judgnent of the
district court is AFFI RVED.



