
     *  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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Before SMITH, BENDAVIDES, and DENNIS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:*

Appellant H. Donovan Seaton appeals the denial of his 28
U.S.C. § 2255 motion to vacate his sentence, arguing that he
received ineffective assistance of counsel, that the court made
several errors in sentencing him, and that the prosecution
obtained his guilty plea through outrageous conduct and coercion. 
Seaton raises his substantive ineffective-assistance claims and
an assertion that an enhancement to his base offense level 
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violated the Ex Post Facto Clause for the first time on appeal. 
Seaton has not shown plain error as to these claims.  See
Robertson v. Plano City of Texas, 70 F.3d 21, 23 (5th Cir. 1995). 
As to Seaton’s other claims, this court AFFIRMS essentially for
the reasons cited by the magistrate judge and district court. 
United States v. Seaton, No. 91-364-”G” (E.D. La. Oct. 13, 1995).

AFFIRMED.


