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

No. 92-5089
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
VERNON LEON GEORGE
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas

USDC No. 92-CV-162

May 7, 1993
Bef ore REAVLEY, KING and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

By this 28 U . S.C. § 2255 action, Vernon Leon George
chal | enges the inposition of the term of special parole pursuant
to a conviction for possession with the intent to distribute
met hanphet am ne. George's argunent is prem sed on the fact that
special parole is inapplicable to a conspiracy conviction, but
Ceorge pleaded guilty to a 1982 distribution offense.

Prior to 1984, section 841(b) provided for the inposition of

a special parole termon a convicted drug distributor. See

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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United States v. Byrd, 837 F.2d 179, 180 (5th Gr. 1988). On

Cctober 12, 1984, Congress anended the penalty provisions of
8 841(b), deleting the provision for inposition of special parole
terns. The effective date for the anmendnent was Novenber 1
1987. In addition, CGeorge asserts a sufficiency of the evidence
argunent. \When George pleaded guilty to acts of distribution, he
wai ved this issue.

Accordingly, the trial court did not err in inposing a
special parole term therefore, the judgnent of the district

court 1s AFFI RVED



