UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 92-5274

MELTON J. LORD
Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
VERSUS
JAMES A. COLLINS, Director,
Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice,
Institutional D vision

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(89- CV- 155)

(Novenber 5, 1993)
Bef ore GARWOOD and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges, and SHAW, District
Judge.
PER CURI AM **

Having read the briefs, heard oral argunent, and revi ewed the
record, we conclude that the district court was correct in denying
habeas relief. As held by that court, even assum ng that adm ssi on
of the paraffin (dermal nitrate) test constituted error, it did not

render Lord' s trial fundanentally unfair. The deficiencies in the

Chi ef Judge of the Western District of Louisiana, sitting by
desi gnation

Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



test were fully brought before the jury; and there was far nore
than sufficient evidence otherwse to convict, so that "any
rational trier of fact could have found the essential elenents of
the crinme beyond a reasonable doubt."” Jackson v. Virginia, 443
U S 307, 319 (1979) (enphasis in original). Accordi ngly, the
deni al of the habeas application is

AFF| RMED.



