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trict of North Carolina, at Charlotte. Graham C. Mul l en, Chief
District Judge. (CR-91-86-MJC, CA-96-38-3-1-M)
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Bef ore NI EMEYER, M CHAEL, and KING, GCircuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opi nion.

Robert Augustine D Anjou, Appellant Pro Se. Frank DeArnon Wit ney,
OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Charlotte, North Caroli na,
for Appel |l ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Robert D Anjou seeks to appeal the district court’s order de-
nying his “Mtion of notice seeking | eave to correct error and file
proper proceedi ngs under 28 U.S. P. [sic] 8§ 2255." W have revi ewed
the record and the district court’s opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and
dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of the district court. See

United States v. D Anjou, Nos. CR-91-86-MJC, CA-96-38-3-1-MJ

(WD.N.C. July 2, 1999)." We dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.

DI SM SSED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
July 1, 1999, the district court’s records showthat it was entered
on the docket sheet on July 2, 1999. Pursuant to Rules 58 and
79(a) of the Federal Rules of Cvil 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 WIson
v. Miurray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th GCr. 1986).



