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PER CURI AM

Soteros Cocalis appeals the district court’s judgnent order
denying relief on his petition filed under 28 U. S. C. A 8§ 2254 (West
1994 & Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinion and find no reversible error. W do not reviewthe
nerits of Cocalis’ claim that his protection against double
j eopardy was violated by the inposition of a drug tax and a con-
viction and sentence based upon the sane drugs because the state
court invoked a state procedural bar rule in disposing of this

claim See Harris v. Reed, 489 U S. 255, 264 n.10 (1989). As to

Cocalis’ remaining clains, we agree with the district court’s rea-

soning. See Cocalis v. Hamlton, No. CA-99-87-5-H (E.D.N.C. Mar.

15, 2000). Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and
dism ss the appeal. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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