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Nevada state prisoner Vitaly Zakouto appeals from the district court’s

judgment denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition.  We have jurisdiction under 28

U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Zakouto contends that the trial court violated his confrontation rights by

admitting into evidence the deceased victim’s videotaped testimony from a prior

family court proceeding.  It is undisputed that the victim was unavailable to testify

at trial and that Zakouto had an opportunity to cross-examine her at the earlier

proceeding.  Therefore, the state court’s decision rejecting Zakouto’s confrontation

clause claim was neither contrary to, nor an unreasonable application of, clearly

established federal law, as determined by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

See 28 U.S.C. § 2254(d); see also Crawford v. Washington, 541 U.S. 36, 59

(2004); United States v. Owens, 484 U.S. 554, 559 (1988).

AFFIRMED.   


