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

No. 00-6684

NATHANI EL M COSTLEY,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

STATE OF MARYLAND; CARROLL CQOUNTY; THERESA
ADAMS; JERRY BARNES: LARRY SHI PLEY; HOSSEI N R
PARVI ZI AN, a/ k/a Hoss,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Greenbelt. Deborah K. Chasanow, District Judge. (CA-
00- 458- DKC)

Subm tted: July 27, 2000 Deci ded: August 7, 2000

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, WLKINS, and KING Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Nat haniel M Costley, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Nat haniel M Costley, a Maryland i nnmate, appeals fromthe dis-
trict court’s orders denying relief on his 42 U.S.C. AL § 1983 (West
Supp. 2000) conpl aint under 28 U S.C. A 8§ 1915A (West Supp. 2000)
and denying his notion to reconsider. W have reviewed the record
and the district court’s opinion and find that this appeal is
frivolous. Accordingly, we dismss the appeal on the reasoning of

the district court. See Costley v. Maryl and, No. CA-00-458-DKC (D.

Md. Feb. 24, 2000 & Apr. 7, 2000)." We 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.

DI SM SSED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
April 6, 2000, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on April 7, 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.
Murray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Cir. 1986).




