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PER CURI AM

Nerion Hazelton appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his petition filed under 28 U. S.C. A 8§ 2254 (West 1994 &
Supp. 2001). W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opi nion accepting the reconmmendati on of the magi strate judge and
find no reversible error.” Accordingly, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and di sm ss the appeal substantially on the reasoning

of the district court. Hazelton v. South Carolina, No. CA-00-3930-

19AJ (D.S.C. June 18, 2001). W dispense with oral argunent be-
cause the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED

" W note that the district court applied this court’s deci-
sions in Geen v. French, 143 F.3d 865, 870 (4th GCr. 1998), and
Fitzgerald v. Greene, 150 F.3d 357, 362 (4th Cr. 1998). W have
anal yzed the petition in light of the standards set forth by the
Suprene Court in Wllianms v. Taylor, 529 U S. 362, 412-13 (2000).
Applying WIlians, we reach the sane conclusion as did the district
court: Hazelton is not entitled to habeas relief on any of his
cl ai nms.




