UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 99-7185

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

ROGELI O CEVALLOCS, a/k/a Roger Cevallos, al/k/a
Ri chard Rui z, al/k/a Ronnie,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. Janes C Cacheris, Senior D s-
trict Judge. (CR-94-275, CA-98-811-A)

Subm tted: January 11, 2000 Deci ded: February 4, 2000

Before WDENER and WLKINS, Crcuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

Rogeli o Ceval | os, Appellant Pro Se. Thomas Mre Hol |l enhorst, As-
sistant United States Attorney, Al exandria, Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Rogeli o Ceval | os appeals the district court’s orders denying
as untinmely his notion filed under 28 U S.C. A 8§ 2255 (West Supp.
1999) and denying his nmotion for a certificate of appealability.
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s orders and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of the dis-

trict court. See United States v. Cevall os, Nos. CR-94-275; CA-98-

811-A (E.D. Va. Mar. 9" and May 6, 1999). W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
March 8, 1999, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on March 9, 1999. Pursuant to Rules 58
and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it is the date
that the order was physically entered on the docket sheet that we
take as the effective date of the district court’s decision. See
Wlson v. Murray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Cr. 1986).




