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

No. 00-31435
Conf er ence Cal endar

W LLI E EARL BERRY
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CHARLES C. FOTlI, JR ; ORLEANS PARI SH PRI SON
MEDI CAL DEPARTMENT; MARVI N GATES

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00-Cv-1752

Decenber 11, 2001
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Wllie Earl Berry, Oleans Parish prison inmte No. 946266,
appeal s the dismssal of his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 suit. Berry
all eged that he was not tinely transferred to the custody of the
Loui si ana Departnment of Corrections follow ng his conviction for
aggravated battery and that the nedical care he received at the
Ol eans Parish Prison was constitutionally inadequate. The
district court dismssed the conplaint as legally frivol ous and

for failure to state a claim

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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Berry has abandoned his argunents concerning a transfer to
the Loui siana Departnent of Corrections by failing to address the

issue in his appellate brief. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222,

225 (5th Gr. 1993). Berry’'s argunents concerning his clains of

i nadequate nedical treatnent are not supported by citation to the
record or to legal authority. Although this court liberally
construes the briefs of pro se litigants, pro se parties nust

still brief the issues and conply with the standards of Rule 28

of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. See G ant v.
Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995); FeD. R ApP. P.
28(a)(7) and (9)(A). Berry' s appeal is inadequately briefed, and
we thus DISM SS the appeal as frivolous. 5THCR R 42.2.

The di sm ssal of the instant appeal as frivolous and the
district court’s dismssal of the civil rights conplaint as
frivolous both count as “strikes” under the three-strikes

provision of 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(g). See Adepegba v. Hanmons, 103

F.3d 383, 385-87 (5th Gr. 1996). Berry is cautioned that, once
he accunul ates three strikes, he may not proceed in fornma
pauperis in any civil action or appeal filed while he is
incarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is under
i mm nent danger of serious physical injury. See 28 U S. C
8§ 1915(9).

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



