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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
 

FOR THE TENTH CIRCUIT 
_________________________________ 

In re:  ALFRED JAMES PRINCE,  
 
          Movant. 

 
No. 16-6328 

(D.C. Nos. 5:16-CV-00334-W & 5:90-CR-
00096-W-1) 
(W.D. Okla.) 

_________________________________ 

ORDER 
_________________________________ 

Before LUCERO, HOLMES, and McHUGH, Circuit Judges. 
_________________________________ 

Alfred James Prince, proceeding pro se, seeks authorization to file a 28 U.S.C. 

§ 2255 motion to vacate, set aside or correct his sentence based on the new rule of 

constitutional law announced in Johnson v. United States, 135 S. Ct. 2551 (2015).  In 

Johnson, the Supreme Court held that “imposing an increased sentence under the residual 

clause of the Armed Career Criminal Act violates the Constitution’s guarantee of due 

process.”  Id. at 2563.      

Mr. Prince previously filed a motion for authorization based on Johnson, which 

we denied on August 15, 2016.  We concluded that “it does not appear reasonably likely 

that Mr. Prince was sentenced based on predicate convictions that relied on the residual 

clause,” and therefore, “he has failed to make a prima facie showing that he is entitled to 

authorization based on the new rule of constitutional law announced in Johnson.”  In re 

Prince, No. 16-6182, Order at 4 (10th Cir. Aug. 15, 2016).   
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In his current motion, Mr. Prince does not present any new arguments that would 

alter our previous conclusion that he is not entitled to authorization.  Accordingly, for the 

reasons stated in our order entered on August 15, 2016, we deny authorization.1  This 

denial of authorization “shall not be appealable and shall not be the subject of a petition 

for rehearing or for a writ of certiorari.”  28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(E). 

Entered for the Court 

 
ELISABETH A. SHUMAKER, Clerk 

                                              
1 We also deny Mr. Prince’s request to hold his case in abeyance pending the 

Supreme Court’s decision in Beckles v. United States, 136 S. Ct. 2510 (June 27, 2016) 
(granting petition for certiorari).  The outcome of the Beckles decision would not alter our 
decision to deny Mr. Prince’s motion for authorization.   
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