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

No. 98-10568
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
ANDRE LEFELL REESE,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:97-CR-65-ALL

Decenpber 10, 1996
Bef ore KING BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Andre Lefell Reese contends that heis entitled to a newtri al
on the ground that the Governnent presented testinony obtained in
violation of 18 U S.C. 8§ 201(c)(2), which prohibits an offer or
prom se of “anything of value” in exchange for a wtness’
testinmony. Reese contends that the Governnent violated § 201(c)(2)
by agreeing not to prosecute a witness for unrel ated charges and by
conpensating her for relocation expenses in exchange for her
testi nony agai nst Reese. See United States v. Singleton, 144 F. 3d
1343, 1358-61 (10th G r. 1998), vacated and reh’ g en banc granted,

Pursuant to 5TH CR. R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR R
47.5. 4.



144 F. 3d 1361-66 (July 10, 1998). Because Reese did not nove the
district court to suppress the testinony at issue on the ground
that it was obtained in violation of 8 201(c)(2), he has waived
this argunent for purposes of appeal. See United States v. Chavez-
Val encia, 116 F.3d 127, 128-33 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 118 S. C.

325 (1997); FEn. R CRM P. 12(b)(3).
AFFI RVED



