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PER CURI AM

Naeem Sal i m seeks to appeal the district court’s order dis-
m ssing his 42 U.S.C. A 8§ 1983 (West 2000) action w thout prejudice
for failure to exhaust adm nistrative renmedies. The court noted
that Salim stated in his conplaint that he had not appeal ed the
denial of his grievance. See 42 U S.C. A 8 1997e(a) (West Supp.
2000). In his notice of appeal to this court, Salimindicated that
he was “refiling” his 8 1983 action with “proof positive” that his
adm ni strative renedi es had been exhaust ed, and he attached sever al
copies of grievance forns. Further, Salimalleges that there is no
appeal process avail able through the correctional center’s griev-
ance procedure. |If Salimw shes to proceed with his action, how
ever, the proper course of actionis for himto refile his action
in the district court with evidence that he has exhausted all
avai l abl e adm ni strative renedi es. Accordingly, we affirmthe dis-
trict court’s order dismssing Salinms 8§ 1983 action. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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