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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals from the district court's order denying
his motion for reconsideration of the dismissal of his Bivens’
conplaint. W have reviewed the record and the district court's
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm
substantially on the reasoning of the district court. Okpala v.
Fanel | o, No. CA-95-858-9-3JC (D.S.C. Sept. 1, 1995). In addition,
Appel I ant' s cl ai mregar di ng exposure to envi ronnent al tobacco snoke
was correctly dism ssed, because it inproperly sought to hold
Appel | ee | i abl e under the theory of respondeat superior. See Jett

v. Dallas Indep. Sch. Dist., 491 U S. 701, 735 (1989). W di spense

with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presentedinthe materials before the court and argunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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