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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 02-CV-1123-K

Bef ore REAVLEY, JONES and PRADO Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Derrick Hopson, Louisiana prisoner # 315293, was convicted
after a jury trial of second degree nurder and was sentenced to
life inmprisonnent. The district court denied his 28 U S. C
8§ 2254 petition. A certificate of appealability was granted on
the i ssue of whether the evidence was sufficient to support his

convi cti on.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Hopson contends that there was insufficient evidence to
identify himas having been at the scene of the crinme or to
establish that he had the requisite specific intent to kill or to
inflict great bodily harm See LA Rev. STAT. ANN. 8§ 30:1. The
state appellate court rejected these argunents.

Under the Antiterrorismand Effective Death Penalty Act, we
may not grant habeas relief unless the state court’s decision was
contrary to, or involved an unreasonabl e application of clearly
established federal |aw as determ ned by the Suprenme Court. 28
US C 8§ 2254(d). Viewing the evidence in the |ight nost

favorable to the jury' s verdict, as we nust, see Jackson v.

Virginia, 443 U. S 307, 319 (1979), we hold that the state
court’s determ nati on was not an unreasonabl e application of

clearly established federal |aw. See Foster v. Johnson, 293 F.3d

766, 776 (5th Gr.), cert. denied, 537 U S. 1054 (2002); Foy v.

Donnel Iy, 959 F.2d 1307, 1316 (5th Gr. 1992).

AFFI RVED.



