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PER CURI AM

Henry R Crane appeals the district court’s order granting
summary judgnment to the Defendants on his diversity action alleging
fraud, violation of the North Carolina Unfair and Deceptive Trade
Practices statute, and breach of contract. Qur reviewof the rec-
ord, the parties’ briefs, and the district court’s opinion dis-
closes no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm on the rea-

soning of the district court. See Crane v. The Guardian Life Ins.

Co., No. CA-97-552-3-MJ (WD.N.C. Feb. 8, 1999)." W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

“ Although the district court’s judgnent order is nmarked as
“filed” on February 5, 1999, the district court’s records show t hat
it was entered on the docket sheet on February 8, 1999. Pursuant
to Rules 58 and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it
is the date that the judgnent or order was entered on the docket
sheet that we take as the effective date of the district court’s
decision. See Wlson v. Mirray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Gr.
1986) .




