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PER CURI AM

Ant hony D. Harrell appeals the district court's order denyi ng
his 28 U . S.C. § 2255 (1994) (current version at 28 U.S.C. A § 2255
(West 1994 & Supp. 1997)) notion. We affirm

Harrel |l pleaded guilty to ai ding and abettingtheinterference
Wi th commerce by robbery. We note that Harrell does not ask that
his guilty plea be set aside. To the extent that he does attack the
validity of his guilty plea, our reviewof the record reveal s t hat
Harrell cannot show that, but for counsel's alleged errors, he

woul d have pleaded not guilty and gone to trial. See Hi Il v.

Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 59 (1985). Harrell's main conplaint is that
there are i naccuracies in his presentence report. However, he never
specifically identifies the alleged inaccuracies. H s conclusory
cl ai m cannot serve as the basis for relief under 8§ 2255.

We accordingly affirmthe judgnment of the district court. W
di spense wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are fully presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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