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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

M chael Madden, Appellant Pro Se. Bruce Stephen Harrison, Kelly S.
Jenni ngs, SHAWE & ROSENTHAL, Baltinore, Maryland; David Anthony
Castro, BIERER & SHAR, Baltinore, Mryland, for Appell ees.

" Judge Traxler did not participate in consideration of this
case. The opinionis filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant to 28
U S C 8§ 46(d) (1994).



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

M chael Madden appeal s the district court’s orders denying his
notions to reopen the civil action in which Madden pursued clai ns
under 42 U. S.C. § 2000e-2 (1994) (Title VIl). W have reviewed the
record and the district court’s opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. See Madden v. McDonald’s Corp., No. CA-97-3386-PJM(D. M.

Feb. 12 and Feb. 24, 1999)." We dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nma-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional

process.

AFFI RVED

" Although three of the district court’s orders are narked as
“filed” on February 3, 1999, and one order is marked as “filed” on
February 17, 1999, the district court’s records showthat the three
orders were entered on the docket sheet on February 12, 1999, and
the fourth order was entered on February 24, 1999. Pursuant to
Rul es 58 and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it is
the date that the judgnment or order was entered on the docket sheet
that we take as the effective date of the district court’s deci-
si on. See Wlson v. Mirray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Cir.
1986) .




