
*  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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PER CURIAM:*

Keljer King, prisoner #628021, appeals the district court’s

denial of his petition for habeas relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

§ 2254.  He argues that counsel’s advice to him that he could be

convicted of robbery under Texas law amounted to ineffective

assistance which rendered his nolo contendre plea involuntary.  
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King has not presented “strong evidence” to overcome the

presumption that the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals accepted the

trial court’s legal conclusion that King could have been

convicted of robbery under Texas law.  See Ylst v. Nunnemaker,

501 U.S. 797, 803 (1991).  To establish ineffective assistance of

counsel in the context of a nolo contendre plea, King must

satisfy the two-prong test announced in Strickland v. Washington,

466 U.S. 668 (1984).  Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 57 (1985)

(guilty plea).  King must show that counsel’s performance was

deficient or that he was prejudiced as a result of the alleged

deficiency.  Strickland, 466 U.S. at 687.  Since counsel’s advice

was a correct statement of Texas law, King cannot demonstrate

deficient performance.  The district court did not err in

refusing to grant federal habeas relief on King’s claim of

ineffective assistance of counsel.  

AFFIRMED.


