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PER CURIAM:*

Rafael Melendez-Lopez appeals the district court’s findings that two of the prosecutor’s

peremptory challenges did not violate Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 (1986).  He argues that 1)

the reasons given for the two peremptory strikes were either not race-neutral or a pretext for



discrimination and 2) the district court abused its discretion in denying the cross-examination of the

prosecutor and an in camera inspection of the prosecutor’s notes taken during voir dire.

A review of the record of the Batson hearing reveals that the prosecutor sufficiently

articulated a reason for striking venire member Sylvester Levaria.  See Polk v. Dixie Ins. Co., 972

F.2d 84-86 (5th Cir. 1992).  Furt hermore, the district court did not clearly err in finding that the

prosecutor’s reason for striking venire member Maria Navarette did not contain an impermissible

racial stereotype and was not a pretext for discrimination.  See United States v. Tarrazas-Carrasco,

861 F.2d 93, 94-95 (5th Cir. 1988).  

We further find that the district court did not abuse its discretion in not allowing the cross-

examination of the prosecutor or an in camera inspection of the prosecutor’s notes.  See United

States v. Clemens, 941 F.2d 321, 323-24 (5th Cir. 1991).

AFFIRMED.  


