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

No. 96-40047
Summary Cal endar

M CHAEL FREEVAN
Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
ver sus
GARY L. JOHNSON, DI RECTOR,
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI'M NAL JUSTI CE,
| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-94-Cv-238

J-ul-y 3, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Freeman (#544479) appeals the dism ssal of his
petition for federal habeas corpus relief, 28 U S.C. 8§ 2254. In
his federal habeas petition Freeman alleged: 1) insufficiency of

the evidence to support his conviction for capital nmurder; 2)

that the trial court denied himdue process by refusing to allow

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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the jury to hear testinony concerning the acconplice-wtness
credibility and nental state; 3) that the trial court erred by
refusing Freeman's requested instruction on the definition of "in
the course of"; and 4) that the trial court erred in denying his
motion for a newtrial. Freeman has raised only the sufficiency-
of -t he-evi dence clai mon appeal. He has, thus, abandoned the

ot her issues. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr.

1993) .
We have reviewed the briefs and the record and find no
error. W affirmthe dism ssal essentially for the reasons

stated by the district court in Freeman v. Scott, No. C 94-238

(S.D. Tex. Nov. 29, 1995).

AFFI RVED.



