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Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. 
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PER CURIAM: 

Daniel H. King, a District of Columbia Code offender civilly committed under the 

Adam Walsh Child Protection and Safety Act, appeals the district court’s order denying 

his motion to vacate his civil commitment.  We have reviewed the record and King’s 

claims and find no reversible error.  Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the 

district court.  United States v. King, No. 5:10-hc-02009-FL (E.D.N.C. Dec. 8, 2017).  

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately 

presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional 

process. 

AFFIRMED 
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FILED:  November 13, 2018 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT  

___________________ 

No. 17-7635 
(5:10-hc-02009-FL) 

___________________ 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Petitioner - Appellee 

v. 

DANIEL H. KING 

           Respondent - Appellant 

___________________ 

O R D E R 
___________________ 

The court denies the petition for rehearing and rehearing en banc. No judge 

requested a poll under Fed. R. App. P. 35 on the petition for rehearing en banc.  

Entered at the direction of the panel: Chief Judge Gregory, Judge Niemeyer, 

and Judge Duncan.  

For the Court 

/s/ Patricia S. Connor, Clerk 
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