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PER CURI AM

Bruce Dean Pal mer appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his petition filed under 28 U.S.C. A 8§ 2254 (West 1994 &
Supp. 1999). Palner’s petition is barred by the one-year statute
of limtations. See 28 U S.CA 8§ 2244(d) (West Supp. 1999).
Pal mer had until April 23, 1997, to file his federal habeas peti-

tion. See Brown v. Angelone, 150 F. 3d 370, 375-76 (4th Gr. 1998).

The limtations period was toll ed begi nning on March 3, 1997, when
Palmer’s state petition for post-conviction relief was properly
filed. The state petition remained pending until January 5, 1998,
when it was denied. Although Pal nmer sought to appeal to the Mary-
| and Court of Special Appeals, his application for | eave to appeal
was | ate and his notion for leave to file a | ate appeal was deni ed.
Accordingly, his untinely application for | eave to appeal did not
toll the limtations period because it was not “properly filed.”
See 28 U S.C. A 8§ 2244(d)(2). Thus, Palnmer had until February 26,
1998, to file his federal habeas petition. Palner filed his fed-
eral habeas corpus petition on, at the earliest, August 1, 1998.

See Houston v. Lack, 487 U S. 266 (1988). Accordingly, we deny a

certificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent
woul d not aid the decisional process.
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