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PER CURIAM:*

Stephen Bradley, III, Louisiana inmate #105659, appeals the denial of his 28 U.S.C.

§ 2254 petition following the grant of a certificate of appealability (“COA”) on the applicability of

the 28 U.S.C. § 2244(d) statute of limitations to his case.  Bradley’s 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition

was not time-barred.  See Ott v. Johnson, 192 F.3d 510, 513 (5th Cir. 1999), cert. denied, 529

U.S. 1099 (2000). 

Bradley requests a COA, arguing that (1) the State’s use of his 1983 conviction to

enhance his sentence and the application of the Louisiana seven-year cleansing period in his case

amounted to an ex post facto violation; (2) his sentence was unconstitutionally excessive; and (3)
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his trial attorney provided ineffective assistance because counsel did not assert an ex post facto

objection to the enhancement of his sentence, counsel did not investigate the case properly and

did not call witnesses that Bradley identified, and counsel made a statement in closing that

prejudiced Bradley before the jury and undermined his justification defense.  Bradley has not made

a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right on these issues.  See 28 U.S.C.

§ 2253(c)(2); Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 483-84 (2000).  Accordingly, a COA is denied.

 COA DENIED; AFFIRMED.


