UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 99-6243

QUENTI N MCLEAN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

DOCTOR CLAY, in her individual and official
capacity, as Doctor of Arlington County Deten-
tion Facility; DOCTOR TIEN, in his individual
and official capacity as Doctor of the Virgin-
i a Departnent of Corrections, Powhatan Recep-
tion and C assification Center; TRACEY MARKS,
in her individual and official capacity as
Head MNurse of the Virginia Departnment of
Corrections, Powhatan Reception and C assifi-
cation Center; JOHN & JANE DCE, that have not
been indicated are unknown to plaintiff at
this time but reserve the right to anmend this
suit to include those persons indicated as
John and Jane Does when plaintiff becones
aware of their capacities,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. Robert G Dounmar, Senior District
Judge. (CA-97-876-2)

Subm tted: April 27, 1999 Deci ded: May 21, 1999

Before ERVIN, M CHAEL, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.




Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Quentin MlLean, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Quentin MLean appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S . C A § 1983 (West Supp. 1998) 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 McLean v. day, No. CA-97-876-2 (E.D. Va.

Jan. 22, 1999°). We dispense with oral argunment because the facts
and |l egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

“ Although the district court’s judgnent or order is nmarked as
“filed” on January 15, 1999, the district court’s records show t hat
it was entered on the docket sheet on January 22, 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) .




