UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 99-1461

JERRY ODELL ADAMS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
Ver sus
BENNY MCINTYRE, in his official capacity;
RAMONA HAGNER, in her official capacity;
PRESTON CHERKA, Lieutenant, in his official
capacity; CITY OF SHELBY,
Def endants - Appell ees,
and
ROBERTA BORDEN, in her official capacity;
KEI TH WALTERS, in his official capacity; THE
SHELBY STAR,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of North Carolina, at Shelby. Lacy H Thornburg, District
Judge. (CA-97-210-4-T)

Subm tted: August 31, 1999 Deci ded: Septenber 27, 1999

Bef ore WLKINS and HAM LTON, G rcuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.




Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Jerry COdell Adans, Appellant Pro Se. Mart ha Raynond Thonpson,
STOTT, HOLLOWELL, PALMER & W NDHAM Gastonia, North Carolina, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Jerry O Adans appeals the district court’s orders di sm ssing
his clainms against some of the Defendants and granting the re-
mai ni ng Def endants’ notion for summary judgnent in his action under
42 U.S.C. A 8§ 1983 (West Supp. 1999) and state |aw. W have
reviewed the record and the district’s opinions and find no
reversible error as to its order dism ssing Adans’ clains agai nst

t he newspaper Defendants. See Adans v. Borden, No. CA-97-210-4-T

(WD.N.C. Cct. 24, 1997)." As to the order granting sumary judg-
ment in favor of the remaining Defendants, we affirm on the
reasoni ng of the district court as to all clains aside from Adans’

8§ 1983 claimalleging a Fourth Amendnent violation. See Adans v.

Mcintyre, No. CA-97-210-4-T (WD.N.C. Mar. 4, 1999). As to that
final claim we agree with the district court’s secondary deter-
m nation that the Defendants’ actions are shielded by qualified
inmmunity and affirmon that basis. W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the
deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

Al t hough the order from which Adans appeals was filed on
Cct ober 20, 1997, it was entered on the district court’s docket
sheet on Cctober 24, 1997. Cct ober 24, 1997, is therefore the
effective date of the district court’s decision. See Fed. R Civ.
P. 58 and 79(a); see also Wlson v. Miurray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35
(4th Cr. 1986).




