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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the district court's order denying
relief on his petition filed under 28 U.S.C. A 8 2254 (West 1994 &
Supp. 1998). We have reviewed the record and the district court's
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a cer-
tificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal. To the extent
that 28 U.S.C. A 8 2254(i) applies to Appellant's clains, they are
non-cogni zable. See 28 U . S.C A 8§ 2254(i); Lindh v. Mirphy, 521

US _ , 65US L W 4557 (U S. June 23, 1997) (No. 96-6298). Even
I f 8§ 2254(i1) does not apply, Appellant's clains are without nerit.
See Col eman v. Thonpson, 501 U. S. 722, 752 (1991) (holding that a

pri soner does not have a right to counsel during post-conviction
proceedi ngs after his first appeal of right; w thout such a right,
there can be no claimof ineffective assistance). W di spense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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