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UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
ANTONI A BERRY, al so known as Tony,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(1:92-CR-93-1)

February 23, 1996
Before JOLLY, JONES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Appel I ant Antoni o Berry appeal s fromthe district court's
denial of his notion for a new trial, filed pursuant to Fed. R
Crim P. 33. He contends that he recently |earned that, under a
local rule of the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Texas, his trial attorney was not qualified to practice
law in that court, and that the attorney was thus per se

ineffective. W have reviewed the record and the district court's

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



decision and find no reversible error. The local rule to which
Berry refers is not "newy discovered evidence", and his counsel
was properly admtted to the court in this case. Qher issues are
presented by Berry for the first tinme on appeal, and we decline to
review them Accordingly, we affirmfor essentially the reasons

given in the district court's decision. Berry v. United States,

No. 1:92-CR-93-1 (E.D. Tex. July 13, 1995).
AFFI RVED.



