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Before LOKEN, BENTON, and ERICKSON, Circuit Judges.   
____________

PER CURIAM.

Tyler Klingensmith appeals following the district court’s1 grant of defendants’

motions for summary judgment in this 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action in which

Klingensmith alleged violations of his constitutional rights stemming from a period

of confinement within the Arkansas Division of Correction.  Having carefully

reviewed the record and the parties’ arguments on appeal, see De Rossitte v. Correct

Care Solutions, LLC, 22 F.4th 796, 802 (8th Cir. 2022) (de novo review of summary

judgment rulings); Ballard v. Heineman, 548 F.3d 1132, 1136 (8th Cir. 2008) (abuse

of discretion review of  rulings related to adequacy of discovery), we conclude that

defendants were entitled to summary judgment upon demonstrating that Klingensmith

failed to exhaust his administrative remedies as required under 42 U.S.C. § 1997e(a), 

see Gibson v. Weber, 431 F.3d 339, 341 (8th Cir. 2005), and that Klingensmith failed

to establish a retaliation claim against defendant Clayton Deboer, see De Rossitte, 22

F.4th at 804.

Accordingly, the judgment is affirmed for the reasons provided in the district

court’s rulings.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.

______________________________

1The Honorable Robert T. Dawson, United States District Judge for the
Western District of Arkansas, adopting the report and recommendations of the
Honorable Mark E. Ford, United States Magistrate Judge for the Western District of
Arkansas.
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