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PER CURI AM

Thomas Jack Truett appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his Bivens conplaint.” W have reviewed the record and
the district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accord-
ingly, although we grant |eave to proceed in forma pauperis, we
affirmsubstantially on the reasoning of the district court. See

Truett v. Shaw, No. CA-00-953-2 (E.D. Va. Jan. 22, 2001). W dis-

pense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" The district court referred to Truett as a “Virginia inmte”
but the record discloses that he is housed at the Federal Correc-
tional Institution (FCl) at Petersburg, Virginia, and his actionis
agai nst FCl officers. H's action is therefore properly charac-
terized as a Bivens action rather than a 8§ 1983 action. The
characterization of Truett’s petition does not affect our analysis
because courts have applied 8 1997e(a)in the sanme manner to both
8§ 1983 actions and Bivens actions. See Booth v. Churner, 206 F.3d
289, 291 (3d Gir. 2000), aff’d, No. 99-1964, 2001 W 567712 (U.S.
May 29, 2001).




