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PER CURI AM

Kevin Howel|l seeks to appeal the district court’s order con-
struing and dismssing his “petition for the i ssuance of a wit of
error coramnobis” as a second or successive notion pursuant to 28
US CA 8§ 2255 (West Supp. 1999). W have reviewed the record and
the district court’s opinion accepting the recommendati on of the
magi strate judge and find no reversible error. Accordi ngly, we
deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal on the

reasoning of the district court. See United States v. Howel |, Nos.

CR-94-20; CA-99-1083-1 (M D.N. C. Jan. 28, 2000)." W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
January 27, 2000, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on January 28, 2000. Pursuant to Rul es
58 and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it is the
date the order was entered on the docket sheet that we take as the
effective date of the district court’s decision. See WIlson v.
Murray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Cr. 1986).




