


P.3d 25, 33 (2004). We give deference to the district court's factual 

findings if supported by substantial evidence and not clearly erroneous but 

review the court's application of the law to those facts de novo. Lader v. 

Warden, 121 Nev. 682, 686, 120 P.3d 1164, 1166 (2005). 

The district court found that, because the record demonstrated 

that counsel explained the elements of burglary and appellant understood 

the definition of intent, appellant failed to demonstrate that his counsel 

was deficient. The district court also found that appellant did not face 

more severe consequences as a result of his decision to proceed to trial. 

Appellant faced exactly the same charge and sentencing potential whether 

he proceeded to trial or pleaded guilty. The district court therefore 

concluded that appellant failed to demonstrate that he was prejudiced. 

We conclude that the district court's findings are supported by substantial 

evidence and are not clearly wrong, and the district court did not err as a 

matter of law. Accordingly, we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 
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