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PER CURI AM

Janes Harvey Bradley appeals the district court's order denying
Bradley's 28 U S.C. § 2255 notion. Bradl ey contends his trial counsel
provided ineffective assistance when counsel failed to inform Bradley of
the Governnent's intent to use an earlier drug conviction to enhance
Bradl ey' s sentence. Even assuning counsel's deficient perfornmance, we
concl ude Bradl ey did not show he suffered any prejudice. See Strickland
v. Washington, 466 U. S. 668, 694 (1984). Bradl ey does not dispute his
trial counsel's statenent that any plea agreement would have included an

enhanced sentence because Bradley was unable or unwilling to provide the
cooperation the Governnent sought in exchange for an unenhanced sentence.
Thus, Bradley was not entitled to an evidentiary hearing on his concl usory
assertion that he woul d have pleaded guilty and received a | esser sentence
than he received at trial. See Engelen v. United States, 68 F.3d 238, 241
(8th Cir. 1995). W affirmthe district court.
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