FI LED: Septenber 2, 1998
UNPUBL I SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-6487
(CR-91-312)
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Plaintiff - Appellee,
ver sus
BYRON KEI TH COLLI NS,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
ORDER
Appellant has filed a petition for rehearing. The

governnent has filed a response indicating no objection.

The Court grants the petition for rehearing, vacates the
prior decision, and remands for further proceedi ngs.

Entered at the direction of Judge Hamilton with the
concurrence of Judge W/ kins and Seni or Judge Phillips.

For the Court

/sl Patricia S. Connor

derk



Rehearing granted, September 2, 1998 for limited purpose of amending opinion

UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-6487

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appell ee,

vVer sus

BYRON KEI TH CCLLI NS,

Def endant - Appell ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Colunbia. Charles E. Sinons, Jr., Senior
District Judge. (CR-91-312, CA-96-686-3-6)

Submtted: April 16, 1998 Deci ded: April 28, 1998

Bef ore WLKINS and HAM LTON, CGircuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Circuit Judge.

D sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

Joyce Farr Cheeks, Col unbia, South Carolina, for Appellant. David
Jarlath Slattery, Assistant United States Attorney, Robert C aude
Jendron, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, Colunbia, South
Carolina, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opi nions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the district court's order denying
his notion filed under 28 U. S. C. A § 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1997).
We have reviewed the record and the district court's opinion and
find noreversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of ap-
peal ability and di sm ss t he appeal on the reasoning of the district

court. United States v. Collins, Nos. CR-91-312; CA-96-686-3-6

(D.S.C. Feb. 27, 1997). W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

Process.

DI SM SSED





