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Opinion

PER CURIAM. The petitioner, Anthony Rogers,
appeals from the judgment of the habeas court denying
his petition for a writ of habeas corpus. On appeal, the
petitioner claims that the court erred in concluding that
(1) the state did not violate his right to due process
when it withheld third-party culpability evidence from
the petitioner in his criminal trial, and (2) he was not
denied effective assistance of counsel. We affirm the
judgment of the habeas court.

Following a jury trial, the petitioner was convicted
of murder in violation of General Statutes § 53a-54a,
conspiracy to commit murder in violation of General
Statutes §§ 53a-48 and 53a-54a, attempt to commit
assault in the first degree in violation of General Stat-
utes §§ 53a-49 and 53a-59 (a) (5), and carrying a pistol
without a permit in violation of General Statutes § 29-
35 (a). The underlying facts are set forth in State v.
Rogers, 123 Conn. App. 848, 850–56, 3 A.3d 194, cert.
denied, 299 Conn. 906, 10 A.3d 524 (2010), in which we
affirmed the judgments of the trial court. In December,
2014, the petitioner filed a third amended petition for
a writ of habeas corpus. On September 29, 2015, the
habeas court issued a memorandum of decision denying
the petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The petitioner
filed a petition for certification to appeal, which the
court granted. This appeal followed.

After a careful review of the record, briefs, and oral
argument before this court, we are satisfied that the
habeas court thoroughly addressed the arguments
raised in this appeal and that it properly denied the
petition for a writ of habeas corpus.

The judgment is affirmed.


