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G anted. The decision of the Third Crcuit is reversed,
and this case is remanded to the court of appeal for
consi deration of the remaining assignnments of error, counsel ed
and pro se, pretermtted on original appeal. |In State v.
Guzman, 99-1528, p. 6 (La. 5/16/00), _ So.2d ___, this
Court expressly overruled its prior decision in State v.
Godej ohn, 425 So.2d 750, 751 (La. 1983), and thereby made
clear that a guilty plea colloquy is not part of the record
for purposes of error patent review. The court of appeal
therefore erred to the extent that it relied on La.C.Cr. P
art. 920 as authority for reaching the clained defects in the
defendant's guilty plea colloquy. Mreover, even assum ng
that the defendant's first pro se assignnent of error, broadly
construed, enconpassed a challenge under La.C.C.P. art. 556.1
to the trial court's use of an en masse Boykin procedure, the

validity of any guilty plea “< depends upon the circunstances

of each case.'” State v. Filer, 00-0073, p. 2 (La. 6/30/00),
_So.2d ___, __ (quoting State v. Strain, 585 So.2d 540,
544, n. 7 (La. 1991). In the present case, as in Filer, those

portions of the Boykin colloquy which the trial judge
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conducted personally and individually with the defendant,
rangi ng fromhis age, work experience and education to the
nature of the offense and its penalty provisions, the
necessity of conpliance with the sex of fender registration
provisions of La.R S. 15:542 upon conviction, and the extent
of the plea bargain with the state, placed the court in a
position to determ ne the knowi ng and voluntary nature of the
def endant's subsequent waiver of the trial rights the court
expl ai ned personally but collectively to the several persons
entering guilty pleas on the same day. To the extent that it

conflicts with the views expressed herein and in Filer, the

court of appeal's decision in State v. lLastrapes, 99-0083 (La.

App. 3¢ CGir. 6/30/99), 743 So.2d 224, is disapproved.



