
     *  Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5.4.
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May 20, 1996
Before SMITH, BENAVIDES, and DENNIS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:*

Ian James Holbs appeals the district court’s denial of his
motion to vacate, correct, or set aside his sentence under
28 U.S.C. § 2255.  He argues that his counsel was ineffective in
that he failed to object to the trial court’s imposition of a
consecutive sentence for his escape convictions, and he
erroneously advised Holbs to dismiss his direct appeal of his 
sentence.  Because the relation between the 1990 U.S. Sentencing
Guideline provisions §§ 3C1.1, 3D1.2, and 5G1.3 has not been 
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directly addressed by this court, Holbs’ counsel was not
ineffective for failing to raise this issue at sentencing.  See 
Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 689-94 (1984).  Further,
Holbs has not shown that his claim would have had a reasonable
probability of success on appeal.  See Duhamel v. Collins, 995
F.2d 962, 967 (5th Cir. 1992)(citation omitted).   

AFFIRMED.


