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PER CURI AM *
Shannon Baxter appeals his guilty-plea conviction of
bank robbery, in violation of 18 U S.C. 8§ 2113(a). W AFFIRM
After Baxter was sentenced in this case, he pleaded guilty
in a state court to an unrel ated robbery charge. The state
court inposed an eight-year sentence which it ordered to run

concurrently with any other sentence.

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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Baxter now contends that his guilty plea to federal bank
robbery is invalid because he is being required to serve his
state-court sentence before the United States Bureau of Prisons
wll take custody of himfor service of his federal sentence. He
asserts that he was induced to confess to the federal agents and
pl ead guilty of bank robbery by the state prosecutor’s pron se
that his state robbery sentence would run concurrently with his
federal sentence. These assertions contradict Baxter’s testinony
in federal court that his plea of guilty to bank robbery was not
i nduced by prom ses or threats of any kind.

No evi dence of any prom ses made to Baxter concerning his
state-court robbery case is before this court, nor has such
evi dence been presented to the district court. Although Baxter
relies on the transcript of his guilty-plea proceedings in state
court, those proceedings do not inplicate the validity of his
f ederal bank-robbery conviction. Accordingly, Baxter is not
entitled to relief on the ground that his federal qguilty plea is
invalid, because all relevant evidence in the record indicates
that it represents a voluntary and intelligent choice anong

the courses of action which were available to him See United

States v. Brown, 328 F.3d 787, 789 (5th Cr. 2003).

Baxter contends that he received ineffective assistance of
counsel fromthe | awer who represented himin the robbery case
in state court. Baxter faults counsel for having allowed himto

plead guilty on the state robbery charge w thout taking steps
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whi ch woul d have enabled himto serve his two sentences
concurrently. “This claimis not reviewable on direct appeal
because it has not been addressed by the district court, and the

record has not been fully developed.” United States v. Sevi ck,

234 F.3d 248, 251 (5th G r. 2000).
AFFI RVED.



