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PER CURI AM *

M chael Dw ght Raven, federal prisoner # 46219079, appeals
the district court’s dismssal as tine-barred of his 28 U S.C
8§ 2255 notion challenging his convictions for conspiracy to
possess with intent to distribute cocaine and four counts of
possession with intent to distribute cocaine. Raven argues that
the district court abused its discretion in failing to apply

equitable tolling because his counsel represented to himthat

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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his notion would be tinely filed but inadvertently m scal cul ated
the filing deadline.

Raven admts that the error was the result of counsel’s
negl i gence and was not the result of intentional deceit.
This court has consistently held that a petitioner may not rely
on “nmere attorney error or neglect” as a basis for equitable

tolling. See Cousin v. Lensing, 310 F.3d 843, 849 (5th Cr.

2002), cert. denied, __ S. C. __, No. 02-9984, 2003 W. 1877686

(U.S. June 9, 2003); United States v. Riggs, 314 F.3d 796, 799

(5th Gir. 2002), cert. denied, __ S. O. __, No. 02-10784, 2003

W 21312719 (U. S. June 23, 2003). Therefore, Raven has not
denonstrated that the district court abused its discretion in
dism ssing the notion as tine barred.

AFFI RVED.



