UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-6461

HARCLD OVEN,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

and

GERALD DAVI D OVEN,

Pl aintiff,

ver sus

DANNY HOLDEN, Deputy; DAVID D. JONES, Former
FBI Agent; STANLEY R KEEL, FBI Agent; MAX O
COGBURN, Fornmer Assistant United States Attor-
ney; KENNETH D. BELL, Assistant United States
Attorney; FREDERICK D. HESS, Director, Ofice
of Enforcement Operations; Cl Tl ZENS TELEPHONE
COVWPANY, and its enployees; JOHN M QU GLEY,
FBlI Agent,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of North Carolina, at Asheville. GrahamC Millen, D strict
Judge. (CA-93-139)

Submi tted: August 15, 1996 Deci ded: August 20, 1996

Bef ore MJURNAGHAN and ERVIN, G rcuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior
Circuit Judge.




Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Harold Omnen, Appellant Pro Se. Tyrus Vance Dahl, Jr., WOMBLE
CARLYLE, SANDRI DGE & RICE, Wnston-Salem North Carolina; Cifford
Carson Marshall, Jr., OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Ashe-
ville, North Carolina; Mchael Kernodl e Pratt, RAMSEY, HI LL, SMART,
RAVBEY & PRATT, P.A., Brevard, North Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying his
notion for reconsideration of the order dismssing his civil com
pl aint claimng that he was subjected to an unlawful wiretap. W
have revi ewed the record and the district court's opinion and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoni ng of the

district court. Omen v. Holden, No. CA-93-139 (WD.N. C. Jan. 31 &

Feb. 23, 1996). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not ai d t he deci si onal process.

AFFlI RVED



