IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 99-20779
Conf er ence Cal endar

M CHAEL ANTHONY TRUVAN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

WLLI AMW HARLEY, JR , Lieutenant;
ROBERT A. WLLIAM Correctional Oficer 111

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 97-CV-723

 June 13, 2000
Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Anthony Truman, Texas prisoner No. 633400, appeals
the district court’s dismssal of his civil rights conplaint for
failure to exhaust adm nistrative renedies as required by 42
US C 8 1997e(a). Truman does not dispute that he failed to
exhaust his prison adm nistrative renedies before filing suit,
but he contends that exhaustion was not required because his

conpl ai nt sought nonetary danmages only. It is obvious fromthe

record that Truman was required to exhaust his admnistrative

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



No. 99-20779
-2

remedies prior to filing suit because he sought both injunctive
and nonetary relief in his admnistrative filings and his

district court conplaint. Wight v. Hollingsworth, 201 F.3d 663,

665 (5th Cr. 2000); Underwood v. WIlson, 151 F. 3d 292, 292-93

(5th Gr. 1998), cert. denied, 526 U S. 1133 (1999). The

district court was not required to inquire into the adequacy of
the avail able adm nistrative renedies prior to dism ssing the
conplaint for failure to exhaust. See 8§ 1997e; Underwood, 151
F.3d at 294. W reject Truman’s argunent that the 8§ 1997e
exhaustion requirenent does not apply to conplaints alleging

excessive force. Wndell v. Asher, 162 F.3d 887, 888, 890-91

(5th Gir. 1998).
AFFI RVED.



