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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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THE UN TED STATES ATTORNEY, Col unbi a, South Carolina, for

Appel | ees.



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Lee Roy Smith appeals fromthe dism ssal of his Bivens v. Six

Unknown Naned Agents of the Fed. Bureau of Narcotics, 403 U. S. 388

(1971) action. W have reviewed the district court’s opinion and
find no reversible error. Thus, we affirm substantially on the

reasoning of the district court. Smth v. Ray, No. CA-01-239-2-18

(D.S.C. Dec. 14, 2001). Additionally, with regard to Smth’s
retaliation claim Smth alleges that prison officials retaliated
agai nst himon the basis of his past adm nistrative grievances and
to prevent him from filing future grievances. However, because
access to the grievance procedure is not a constitutionally

protected right, Smth's claimmnust fail. See Adans v. Rice, 40

F.3d 72, 74 (4th Gr. 1994). W dispense with oral argunent because
the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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