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PER CURIAM.

A state jury convicted William Warren Helenbolt of burglary and first degree
murder in 1980 and his direct appeal wasdenied. See Statev. Helenbolt, 334 N.W.2d
400 (Minn. 1983). In 1997, Helenbolt filed a28 U.S.C. § 2254 habeas petition which
was also denied. Helenbolt appeals, claiming he did not receive afair trial. Helenbolt
argues an instruction explaining that Helenbolt's accomplice was acquitted of second
degree murder could have caused thejury to infer that Helenbolt must have committed
the murder. We disagree. Because the jury could have drawn severa different
conclusions or no conclusion at all about the instruction given, we conclude the




instruction did not deprive Helenbolt of afair trial. See Louisall v. Director of lowa
Dep't of Corrections, 178 F.3d 1019, 1022 (8th Cir. 1999) (jury instruction must create
fundamental defect that results in complete miscarriage of justice or omission
inconsistent with basic demands of fair trial to warrant habeas relief). We affirm.
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