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PER CURIAM:*

The petitioner in this case, a criminal defendant convicted of

second degree murder, appeals from the denial of his claim for

habeas relief on the grounds that he received inadequate assistance

of counsel because of a conflict of interest. A magistrate judge

initially reviewed the claim, which did not allege specifics,

concluding in a report that the performance of counsel was

adequate. The defendant filed two pro se “objections” to the

report, adding additional details in support of his claims. The
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district court noted that it had considered the filings as

“objections,” adopted the report as is, and denied habeas relief.

We have previously held that it can be an abuse of discretion

for a district court to fail to liberally construe pro se filings

as motions to amend the initial complaint. United States v.

Riascos, 76 F.3d 93, 94 (5th Cir. 1996). The facts here are

virtually identical. We therefore REVERSE and REMAND to the

district court to consider leave to amend the complaint in light of

Riascos.      


