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PER CURI AM

In No. 99-7099, George WI son appeal s the district court order
denying his notions seeking relief under Rule 35(a)(2) of the Fed-
eral Rules of Crimnal Procedure and Rul es 52 and 59 of the Federal
Rul es of Civil Procedure. W have reviewed the record and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm

In No. 98-6535, this Court remanded to the district court the
claimthat WIson received ineffective assistance of counsel. W
instructed the district court to make a factual finding regarding
how much actual PCP was in the 14.1 kilogramm xture attributed to

W son for sentencing purposes. See United States v. WIlson, 1999

W. 153062 (4th GCir. Mr. 22, 1999) (Nos. 98-6535, 98-7258) (un-
published). The district court has nade the appropriate factua
finding and concluded that WI son was not prejudiced by counsel’s
conduct . W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
menor andum opi nion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal in No.

98- 6535 on the reasoning of the district court. See United States

v. Wlson, No. CR-93-461-A (E.D. Va. June 3, 1999).°

" Al though the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
June 2, 1999, the district court’s records showthat it was entered
on the docket sheet on June 3, 1999. Pursuant to Rules 58 and
79(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it is the date that
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 Cir. 1986).
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We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

No. 99-7099 - AFFI RVED

No. 98-6535 - DI SM SSED



