UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 00-6565

TI MOTHY LLOYD,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

M CHAEL W MOORE, Director of South Carolina
Departnent of Corrections; Rl CHARD W TKOASKI ,
Warden for Dutchman Correctional Institution;
PAUL W BREWON, Major of Security for Dutch-
man Correctional Institution; BURKE BROMW,
Principal for Dutchman Correctional Institu-
tion; DUTCHVAN CORRECTI ONAL | NSTI TUTI ON, nmem
bers of classification commttee,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Charleston. Solonon Blatt, Jr., Senior D strict
Judge. (CA-98-1415-9-8RB)

Subm tted: Septenber 8, 2000 Deci ded: Septenber 15, 2000

Before LUTTIG and KING Circuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Senior Cr-
cuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Timot hy Ll oyd, Appellant Pro Se. Wl liam Ussery Gunn, Shelton
Sterling Laney, 111, HOLCOVBE, BOVAR, GUNN & BRADFORD, P.A.,
Spartanburg, South Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Tinothy Lloyd appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S.C A § 1983 (West Supp. 2000) conplaint. W
have revi ewed the record and the district court’s opinion accepting
the magi strate judge’s recommendati on and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See

Ll oyd v. Moore, No. CA-98-1415-9-8RB (D.S.C. Apr. 5, 2000)." W

di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
April 4, 2000, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on April 5, 2000. 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).




