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PER CURIAM:*

Sidney Todd Stewardson appeals the dismissal of his motion to vacate, set

aside, or correct his sentence under 28 U.S.C. § 2255.  Stewardson contends that

he was rendered ineffective assistance of counsel because his counsel failed to

appeal the district court’s inclusion of a two-level enhancement under U.S.S.G.

§ 2D1.1(b)(1).  Our review of the record discloses no reversible error.  We affirm

the denial of the section 2255 motion for essentially the reasons assigned by the



     1Stewardson v. United States, No. A-90-CR-039(5) (W.D.Tex. Jan. 19, 1996).

     2Highlands Ins. v. National Union Fire Ins., 27 F.3d 1027 (5th Cir. 1994) (applying the
standard of United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160 (5th Cir. 1994) (en banc), cert. denied,
115 S.Ct. 1266 (1995) to civil cases), cert. denied, 115 S.Ct. 903 (1995).
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district court.1

Stewardson contends, for the first time on appeal, that he was denied

effective assistance of counsel because his trial lawyer:  (1) allowed him to enter

a guilty plea to an alleged insufficient indictment; (2) failed to object to the

calculation of the drugs; and (3) failed to object to the district court’s application

of section 2D1.1.  Finding no clear and obvious error we must decline consideration

of this assignment of error.2

AFFIRMED.


