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

No. 94-20594
(Summary Cal endar)

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

ver sus

DAMON DOWNS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA-H 94- 1579(CR-H 93-27-1))

Novenber 16, 1995
Bef ore W ENER, PARKER and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's orders denying his
28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255 notions for post-conviction relief. He argues,

inter alia, that an elenent of the offense was omtted from both

the indictnent and the plea colloquy and that the district court

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



shoul d have considered his supplenental 8§ 2255 notion. We have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinions and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmbased on the reasoni ng of

the district court. United States v. Downs, No. H 94-1579 (S.D

Tex. Mar. 2, 1995 & Aug. 2, 1995).
AFFI RVED.



