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PER CURIAM: 
 

Tron Manuel Littlejohn appeals the district court’s 

order accepting the recommendation of the magistrate judge and 

denying relief on his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 (2006) petition.∗

AFFIRMED 

  On 

appeal, we confine our review to the issues raised in the 

informal brief.  See 4th Cir. R. 34(b).  Because Littlejohn’s 

informal brief does not challenge the bases for the district 

court’s dismissal of twenty-one of his claims, Littlejohn has 

forfeited appellate review of those claims.  With regard to 

Littlejohn’s claim that counsel rendered ineffective assistance 

by failing to object to an in-court identification (the only 

claim properly before the court), Littlejohn fails to show any 

error in the district court’s denial of relief.  Accordingly, we 

affirm that claim for the reasons stated by the district court.  

Littlejohn v. Reynolds, No. 1:09-cv-01718-TLW (D.S.C. Sept. 16, 

2010).  We deny Littlejohn’s motion for a transcript at 

government expense and 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. 

                     
∗ We note that the district court granted certificate of 

appealability pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(1) (2006). 


