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PER CURIAM.

After committing a series of restaurant robberies, Robert Clyde

Hoskins was charged with conspiring to commit robberies affecting

interstate commerce in violation of the Hobbs Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1951 (1994).

Hoskins entered a conditional plea of guilty to the charge and appealed.

Relying on United States v. Lopez, 115 S. Ct. 1624 (1995), Hoskins contends

the district court improperly denied his motion to dismiss.  Hoskins argues

that his actions did not violate the Hobbs Act because the statute was not

meant to encompass the robbery of local businesses.  Hoskins's argument,

however, is foreclosed by our recent holding in United States v. Farmer,

73 F.3d 836, 843 (8th Cir. 1996).  Likewise, Hoskins's argument that the

superseding indictment fails to allege a violation of the Hobbs Act is

foreclosed by our contrary holding in Farmer, id. at 843-44.  We thus

affirm the district court.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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