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

No. 96-10110
Summary Cal endar

ROZELL W LLI AVS,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,

ver sus

GARY L. JOHNSON, Director,
Texas Departnment of Crim nal
Justice, Institutional Division,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:95-Cv-311-A

Decenber 3, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

We have considered the clains of the petitioner-appellant.
Qur review of the record and the papers before us nake it clear
that the district court did not err in concluding that WIIlians has

failed to denonstrate that his plea of guilty was involuntary.

"Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



Furthernmore, none of the allegations relating to his counsel
ultimately denonstrate deficiency and, thus, Wllians has failedto
to raise a cogni zable constitutional claimof ineffective counsel.
Finally, WIllianms’s argunent that he was deni ed due process because
the state failed to provide favorable evidence consisting of the
results of the blood test, the polygraph test, and the firearms
test is not properly before this court, because it was not raised
in the court bel ow In any event, this claim presents no basis
upon which to grant habeas relief to WIIlians.

Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court dismssing
Wllians’s conplaint is

AFFI RMED?

Wllianms’s notions for an investigator, for exhibits, etc.,
and of objection to transcripts, etc., are DEN ED



