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   Washington state prisoner William B. Greene appeals pro se from the

district court’s judgment denying his 28 U.S.C. § 2254 petition.  We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2253, and we affirm.
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Greene contends that the use of DNA information that was collected after a

1995 conviction, which was vacated on federal habeas review, in a subsequent

criminal prosecution, violated his rights under the Fourth Amendment.  Federal

habeas review is precluded where, as here, the State has provided appellant “an

opportunity for full and fair litigation of a Fourth Amendment claim[.]”  Stone v.

Powell, 428 U.S. 465, 482 (1976); see also Ortiz-Sandoval v. Gomez, 81 F.3d 891,

899 (9th Cir. 1996).

Greene’s motion for remand, filed on September 23, 2009; his request for

judicial notice, filed on November 5, 2009; and his motion for remand, filed on

January 4, 2010, are denied.

AFFIRMED.


