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OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Bal tinore, Maryl and; Barbara Suzanne
Skal | a, Assistant United States Attorney, G eenbelt, Maryland, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Samuel Robert Queen, Jr., appeals the district court’s orders
denying his nmotion filed under 28 U S.CA § 2255 (Wst Supp
2000), and denying his notion for reconsideration. W have re-
viewed the record and the district court’s opinions and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we deny Queen’s notion for a cer-
tificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal substantially on

t he reasoning of the district court.” United States v. Queen, Nos.

CR-93-369; CA-97-2980-B (D. Md. May 13, 1999 & May 18, 2000). W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" We recently held in United States v. Sanders, F.3d
2001 W. 369719 (4th Cir. Apr. 13, 2001) (No. 00-6281), that the new
rul e announced in Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U S. 466 (2000), is
not retroactively applicable to cases on collateral review
Accordi ngly, Queen’s Apprendi claimis not cognizable.




