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

No. 99-40039
Summary Cal endar

G LBERTO TREVI NO,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

TI MOTHY D. SANDERS, RN, M chael Unit;

ANl CETO DOM NGUEZ, Doctor, Coffield Unit;
JOHN ZOND, Dr., M chael Unit; UN DENTI FI ED
Rl GG.EMAN, X-ray Technician, M chael Unit;
LOU S EE GBSO\, Medical Director, M chael
Unit; GARY L. JOHNSON, Director, Texas
Departnent of Crim nal Justice,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:98-CV-538

Novenber 11, 1999
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

G lberto Trevino, Texas prisoner # 578527, appeals fromthe
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S C § 1983 civil rights
conplaint for failure to exhaust his adm nistrative renedies, 42
US C 8§ 1997e(a). Trevino filed his suit after the effective date
of the Prison Litigation ReformAct (“PLRA”), and his case is thus

governed by the provisions therein. See Underwood v. WIlson, 151

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 CR R 47.5. 4.



F.3d 292, 293 (5th Gr. 1998), cert. denied, 119 S.C. 1809 (1999).

The PLRA anended 8§ 1997e to require that a prisoner nust exhaust
his adm nistrative renedies before filing a 8 1983 action. See
8§ 1997e(a). Trevino did not exhaust adm ni strative renedi es before
filing suit, and his purported exhaustion of admnistrative
remedies during the pendency of his suit does not satisfy the

requirenents of § 1997e(a). See Underwood, 151 F.3d at 296.

Accordingly, the district court’s dism ssal is AFFIRVED. Trevino’s
nmoti ons for production of docunents, a tenporary restraining order,
and an expedited ruling are DENI ED.

JUDGMENT AFFI RVED; MOTI ONS DENI ED.



