UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 00-6800

STEVEN C. V\H SENANT,
Petitioner - Appellant,

ver sus

DI RECTOR OF VI RG NI A DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTI ONS,

Respondent - Appell ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of Virginia, at Norfol k. Rebecca B. Smith, D strict Judge.
(CA-99-961-2)

Submitted: Novenmber 30, 2000 Deci ded: Decenber 8, 2000

Bef ore NI EMEYER, LUTTIG and M CHAEL, GCircuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opi nion.

Steven C. Wi senant, Appellant Pro Se. Matthew P. Dull aghan, OF-
FI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRG@ NIA, Richnond, Virginia, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Steven C. Wi senant seeks to appeal the district court’s order
denying relief on his petition filed under 28 U. S. C. AL § 2254 (West
1994 & Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record and the district
court’s opinion accepting the recomendation of the nmgistrate
judge and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certif-
icate of appealability and dism ss the appeal on the reasoni ng of

the district court. See Wiisenant v. Director of Virginia Dep’'t of

Corrections, No. CA-99-961-2 (E.D. Va. May 23, 2000)"; see also

Warren v. Baskerville, No. 99-7230, 2000 W. 1692658 (4th Cir. Nov.

13, 2000). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" Al'though the district court applied the “reasonable jurists”
standard of Green v. French, 143 F.3d 865, 870 (4th Cr. 1998),
cert. denied, 525 U. S. 1090 (1999), which was subsequently rejected
by the Suprenme Court, see Wllianms v. Taylor, 120 S. C. 1495, 1522
(2000), we find that the denial of relief neverthel ess was correct
under the standards announced in Wllians. See id. at 1523.




