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

No. 96-30913
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
VIRGAL A HARR S,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 95-CR-60015

) April 30, 1997
Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Virgil A Harris appeals fromthe district court’s revocation
of his supervised release and inposition of a fourteen-nonth
sentence. He argues that the district court abused its discretion
in revoking his supervised rel ease because the decision was not
supported by the evidence, the court failed to consider his nedical

condition as a mtigating circunstance, the court was biased

against him and the sentence inposed was unreasonable. He also

! 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.



contends that he recei ved i neffecti ve assi stance of counsel at the
revocation hearing. W have reviewed the record and find no
reversible error. The district court did not abuse its discretion

in revoking Harris' s supervised rel ease. See United States V.

McCorm ck, 54 F.3d 214, 219 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 116 S. O

264 (1995). Further, the record shows that the court inplicitly
considered Harris’s alleged injuries and he has not denonstrated
that the court was biased against himin any way. Neither was the
fourteen-nonth sentence inposed in violation of law or plainly

unr easonabl e. See United States v. Rodriquez, 23 F.3d 919, 920

(5th Gr. 1994). Finally, the court declines to address Harris’s
claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, although w thout
prejudice to Harris's right to raise the issue in a 28 U S. C 8§
2255 notion. Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RVED, Appel lant’s Mtion for Summary Judgnent is DEN ED, and

his Mbtion for |Inmmedi ate Rel ease is DEN ED



