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RYAN RI CHARD,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
BARON KAYLO, Warden,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-2294-H

Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ryan Ri chard, Louisiana prisoner # 353246, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S.C 8§ 2254 petition for
habeas relief. Richard argues that 1) his guilty plea was not
knowi ngly and intelligently nmade because the trial court failed
to informhimof the nature of, and el enents conprising, the

mans| aught er of fense, and 2) he received ineffective assistance

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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of counsel because his attorney failed to advise himof the
nature and el enents of mansl aughter.

Richard has filed a letter with this court, which we
construe as a notion seeking reconsideration of the clerk’s
office’s determnation that Richard s reply brief was untinely
filed. Because the Appellee has not filed a response opposing
Richard’ s request, and in the interest of affording R chard every
advantage in this pro se appeal, his notion is GRANTED

We have reviewed the record and the briefs submtted by the
parties and hold that Richard fails to neet his burden of
establishing that the state court’s adjudication of his clains
resulted in a decision that was contrary to Federal |aw, or was
based on an unreasonabl e determ nation of the facts in |ight of
the evidence presented in the state court proceedings. See 28

U S.C. § 2254(d); Boykin v. Al abama, 395 U.S. 238, 244 (1969);

Henderson v. Myvrgan, 426 U S. 637, 646-47 (1976); Strickland v.

Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668, 687 (1984); Bonvillain v. Blackburn,

780 F.2d 1248, 1251 (5th Cr. 1986). Accordingly, we affirm

AFFI RVED.



