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D.C. No. CV-05-02719-GPS

MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Central District of California

George P. Schiavelli, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted March 16, 2010**  

Before: SCHROEDER, PREGERSON, and RAWLINSON, Circuit Judges.  

California state prisoner Jesus Espinoza appeals from the district court’s

judgment dismissing his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition.  We have jurisdiction
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pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm. 

Espinoza contends that the trial court violated his due process rights by mis-

instructing the jury regarding the elements of voluntary manslaughter.  We agree

with the district court that the instructional error did not have a “substantial and

injurious effect or influence in determining the jury’s verdict.”  See Brecht v.

Abrahamson, 507 U.S. 619, 623 (1993).  

AFFIRMED. 


