UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 00-6662

JAMVES CALHOUN- EL,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

EMSA CORRECTI ONAL CARE; GAIL SHORE; DOITIE
TI BBLE; MARLENE SHELBY; K. NSUBUGN, DEREFE
TESFAYE; JULI US BOATANG SEBLU ZERA YCOHANNES;
M AYALEW RONALD HI TCHI NSON: JAMES V.
PEGUESE; MAJOR CLARK; CAPTAI N CHANEY; CAPTAI N
KOPPEL; LI EUTENANT MARTIN, D. | NGRAM Ser-
geant; SERGEANT COMANS; OFFI CER SAMPSON, M
RI DDLE, O fi cer,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Benson E. Legg, District Judge. (CA-99-
1266-L)

Subm tted: Septenber 21, 2000 Deci ded: Septenber 28, 2000

Before WLKINS, N EMEYER, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Janmes Cal houn-El, Appellant Pro Se. Donal d Joseph Crawf ord, GODARD,
VEST & ADELMAN, P.C., Rockville, Maryl and; John Joseph Curran, Jr.,
Attorney Ceneral, denn WIlliam Bell, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL OF MARYLAND, Baltinore, Mryland, for Appellees.



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Janmes Cal houn-El appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S . C A § 1983 (Wst Supp. 2000) conplaint. W
have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of

the district court. See Calhoun-El v. EMSA Correctional Care, No.

CA-99-1266-L (D. Md. May 2, 2000)." We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
April 13, 2000, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on May 2, 2000. 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 Wlson v.
Miurray 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Gr. 1986).




