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PER CURI AM

Earl B. Wl ker appeal s the district court’s order granting the
Respondent’s notion to dism ss and 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. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appeal-
ability and dism ss the appeal substantially on the reasoning of

the district court.” See Wal ker v. Angel one, No. CA-99-698-7 (WD.

Va. Apr. 10, 2000). We dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.

DI SM SSED

" The district court did not have the benefit of the Suprene
Court’s recent decision in Wllians v. Taylor, us. __ , 120
S. C. 1495, 68 U S.L.W 4263 (U.S. Apr. 18, 2000) (No. 98-8384).
However, the district court’s conclusion that the state court
deci sion was not contrary to clearly established federal |aw or an
unreasonable determnation of the facts, see 28 US.CA 8
2254(d)(2) (West Supp. 2000), conports with the holding in
WIlians.




