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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

W.C., aninmate in aMaryland state prison, appeal s the summary
judgment in favor of the defendantsin W.C.'s action in which he
alleged that he contracted the AIDS virus from a prison dentist who
had the disease but who took inadequate precautions in his dental
practice. We affirm.

The dentist's death on May 7, 1991, from AIDS-related causes was
widely reported in the Maryland newspapers. An AIDS testing and
counseling program was quickly instituted for all inmates who had
been treated by the dentist. W.C. had hisfirst blood test on May 28,
1991, and a prison nurse informed him on June 13, 1991, that the
results were positive. The nurse also noted that the test often returned
false-positive results, and W.C. was retested. On July 4, he was told
that the results of the second test were positive.

Three years later, on July 5, 1994, W.C. filed suit against a host of
defendants under a variety of theories. The district court dismissed the
federal claims on the ground that the suit was filed after the statute

of limitation had expired.*

The parties agree that Maryland's three-year limitations applies,

that the accrual date is a matter of federal law, and that "[u]nder fed-
eral law a cause of action accrues when the plaintiff possesses suffi-
cient facts about the harm done to him that reasonable inquiry will
reveal his cause of action.” Nasim v. Warden, Md. House of
Correction, 64 F.3d 951, 955 (4th Cir. 1995) (en banc). The only
argument W.C. raises on appesl is that he must have had "unequivo-
cal notice" that he was actually harmed (that he had the virus) before
he can be deemed to have been placed on inquiry notice of his cause
of action. He contends that the circumstances existing prior to July 4,
1991 -- for instance, that he was asymptomatic and that he was told
that the tests often returned false-positive results-- raise at least a

*The district court declined to exercise jurisdiction over the state law
causes of action. W.C. takes no issue with this ruling.
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genuine issue of fact about when he should be deemed to have known
that he had been harmed.

Thedistrict court held that the cause of action accrued on June 16,
1991, because that is when W.C. had sufficient knowledge that he
was infected and that it could have been caused by contact with the
prison dentist; "unequivocal notice" or near-certainty of the injury's
existence and its cause are not required to trigger the limitations
period. We affirm for the reasons set forth in the district court's mem-
orandum opinion. W.C. v. Robinson, Civil No. N-94-1881 (D. Md.
Aug. 20, 1996).

AFFIRMED



