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JOSEPH BOWLER,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

D. A, BRAXTON, Chief Warden; ASSI STANT WARDEN
ARVENTROUT,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. Janmes C. Turk, Senior District
Judge. (CA-03-652-7)

Subm tted: February 12, 2004 Deci ded: February 23, 2004

Before LUTTIG WLLIAMS, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Joseph Bow er, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Joseph Bowler appeals the district court’s order
dismssing his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (2000), conplaint under 28 U S.C.
8§ 1915A(b) (2000). W have reviewed the record and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. See Bowler v. Braxton, No. CA-03-652-7 (WD. Va.

Dec. 3, 2003). W note that this is Bower’s third “strike” for

pur poses of the Prison Litigation ReformAct. See Bow er v. Young,

No. CA-03-148 (WD. Va. WMar. 6, 2003), appeal dismssed, No.

03-7113 (4th Cr. COct. 8, 2003) (unpublished); Bow er v. Young, No.

CA-03-231 (WD. Va. Apr. 7, 2003), appeal dism ssed, No. 03-7090

(4th Gir. Cct. 8, 2003) (unpublished). Accordingly, Bow er nay not
file any newcivil action wi thout prepaynment of the full filing fee
unl ess he shows he is “under inmm nent danger of serious physi cal
injury.” See 28 U S.C § 1915(g) (2000). W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

ai d the decisional process.
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