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PER CURI AM *

Cifford West appeals the denial of his petition for federal
habeas corpus relief. Wst's sole contention is that counsel
rendered i neffective assistance for failing to raise on direct
appeal the claimof insufficient evidence to support his burglary

conviction. W have reviewed the record and the briefs of the

"Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



parties and find no reversible error.

West's fingerprint was found on the inside facet of a piece
of glass fromthe w ndow of the burglarized building. The broken
glass cane fromthe burglar's point of entry. The portion of the
fingerprint on the broken edge of the glass indicated that West's
fingerprint was nmade during or after the burglary. Wst was
observed in the vicinity of the crinme scene on the night of the
burglary. Later, when questioned by the police, Wst gave a
fal se nane. The evidence excl udes any reasonabl e hypot hesi s of

i nnocence under then existing state law. Ceesa v. State, 820

S.W2d 154 (Tex.Crim App. 1991). Accordingly, West has not shown
t hat counsel was ineffective for failing to raise this claimon
di rect appeal.

AFFI RVED.



