
By unpublished order filed 5/29/01, panel
rehearing granted for purpose of clarifying
that, even considering issues raised in
appellant’s amended informal brief, district
court correctly concluded that petition was
successive.
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PER CURIAM:

Jerome Scott seeks to appeal the district court’s order de-

nying relief on his petition filed under 28 U.S.C.A. § 2254 (West

1994 & Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record and the district

court’s opinion accepting the recommendation of the magistrate

judge and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a cer-

tificate of appealability and dismiss the appeal on the reasoning

of the district court. See Scott v. South Carolina, No. CA-99-3932-

3-13BBC (D.S.C. Feb. 16, 2001). We dispense with oral argument

because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in

the materials before the court and argument would not aid the

decisional process.

DISMISSED


