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

No. 95-50677
Summary Cal endar

Bl LLI E RAY BEESON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

RONALD L. VALLADRES;, M CHAEL F. M LLER
WLLIAM H BROCKS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-95-CV-352
Decenber 21, 1995
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Texas prisoner Billie Ray Beeson all eges that nenbers of the
Texas Board of Pardons and Parol es (Board) violated ex post facto
principles by extending the period between his parole
reconsi deration hearings fromone year to two years. The change

in parole review procedures did not violate the Ex Post Facto

Clause. See Allison v. Kyle, 66 F.3d 71, 74 (5th Gr. 1995).

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that this opinion should not be published.
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We decline to consider Beeson's argunents concerning the
merits of the Board's decision to deny himparole and the
handl ing of the case by the magi strate judge because Beeson did

not raise those issues in the district court. Varnado v.

Lynaugh, 920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991).
AFFI RVED.



