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

No. 92-5254
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
MARCUS KRUMMEL, JR.,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:92CVv406 (1:90CR63-1)
~ June 22, 1993
Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, WENER, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Mar cus Krumel pleaded guilty to one count of possession of
a firearmby a felon and was sentenced to 14 nonths inprisonnent,
t hree years supervised rel ease, and a $50 special assessment.
He did not appeal his conviction or sentence, but filed a pro se
§ 2255 notion alleging that he was denied effective assistance of
counsel. The district court denied the notion.
Krunmel argues that he was denied effective assistance of

counsel because his attorney failed to object to the inposition

of a supervised release termat sentencing or on appeal. To

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that this opinion should not be published.
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establish an ineffective-assistance-of-counsel claim Krunmel nust
denonstrate that his attorney's performance was deficient and
that the deficient performance prejudi ced his defense.

Strickland v. Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668, 687, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 80

L. Ed. 2d 74 (1984).
Krunmel was convicted under 18 U S. C. 8§ 922(g) and subject
to the penalty provisions of 8§ 924(a)(2) and the general

supervi sed rel ease provisions of 8§ 3583(b). United States v.

Allison, 986 F.2d 896, 897 (5th Cr. 1993). Krunmel was properly
sentenced to a supervised release termof three years, see 88
3559(a)(3), 3583(b)(2), and therefore cannot denonstrate that he
was deni ed effective assistance of counsel.

AFFI RVED.



