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

No. 95-50366
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
ALFRED GREEN

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W 95- CA-016

December 1, 1995

Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al fred G een appeals fromthe district court's denial of his
28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255 notion to vacate, set aside, or correct his
sentence. Geen argues that his guilty plea was invalid due to
the Governnent's broken prom se not to use his 1972 conviction
for sentencing enhancenent and that his counsel was ineffective.

G een al so abandoned several issues on appeal and raised a new

i neffective-assi stance-of-counsel argunent for the first tinme on

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that this opinion should not be published.
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appeal. This court need not consider these issues. See Brinknmann

v. Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987); see also Varnado v.

Lynaugh, 920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th G r. 1991). W have reviewed the
record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirmthe district court's denial of
habeas relief.

AFFI RVED.



