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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Wayne Eugene Alexander appeals the district court's order adopt-

ing the report and recommendation of a magistrate judge and denying
relief on his petition filed under 28 U.S.C.A. § 2254 (West 1994 &
Supp. 1998). In a separate order, the court also granted a certificate
of probable cause to appeal asto oneissue--claim (2) below--and
denied it asto al other issues. We construe this order as a grant of

a certificate of appealability and affirm as to the certified issue. Asto
the remaining issues, we deny a certificate of appealability and dis-
miss.

Alexander's petition alleges that his attorney was constitutionally
deficient in three respects: (1) he failed to object to the trial court's
instruction on malice; (2) he failed to object to thetrial court's Allen*
charge; and (3) he failed to object to errors committed by the trial
judge, thereby waiving appellate review. We have reviewed the
record and the district court's opinion accepting the recommendation
of the magistrate judge and find no reversible error.

We therefore affirm the court's order denying § 2254 relief on

claim (2), and deny a certificate of appealability and dismiss asto
claims (1) and (3) on the reasoning of the district court. Alexander v.
South Carolina Justice Committee, No. CA-96-3378-3-22-BC (D.S.C.
Aug. 29, 1997). 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.

AFFIRMED IN PART AND DISMISSED IN PART

*Allen v. United States, 164 U.S. 492 (1896).

2



