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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Patrick J. Steen appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S . C A § 1983 (West Supp. 2001) conplaint. W
have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the

reasoning of the district court.” See Steen v. Hurd, No. CA-97-

544-3-1-MJ (WD.N.C. Jan. 9, 2002). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

"The Supreme Court’s recent decision in Porter v. Nussle, 122
S. . 983 (2002) held that “the [Prisoner Litigation ReformAct]’s
exhaustion requirenent applies to all inmate suits about prison
life, whether they involve general circunstances or particular
epi sodes, and whether they allege excessive force or sone other
wong.” Id. at 992. Thus, Appellant’s claimof excessive force
was properly dismssed for failure to exhaust admnistrative
remedi es.




