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

No. 01-30658
Conf er ence Cal endar

REG NALD THOVAS,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
C. M LENSING RHONDA KLI NG RICHARD L. STALDER,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-256-B

Decenber 11, 2001
Before H GE NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and STEWART, G rcuit Judges

PER CURI AM *

Regi nald V. Thonmas, Louisiana i nmate #169499, appeal s the
dismssal of his suit filed pursuant to 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983, arguing
that his due process rights were viol ated because his
adm ni strative grievance was denied. Thomas's suit fails to

state a cogni zable 8§ 1983 claim See Daniel v. Ferguson, 839

F.2d 1124, 1128 (5th Gr. 1988); Jackson v. Cain, 864 F.2d 1235,

1251 (5th Cr. 1989).
Thomas’ s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DISM SSED. See 5th Gr.
R 42.2. The district court’s dismssal of Thomas’s suit counts
as one strike, and the dismssal of this appeal counts as one

strike for purposes of 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(g). See Adepegba v.

Hanmons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387 (5th Gr. 1996). Thomas is WARNED
that if he accunul ates three strikes he will be barred from
proceeding IFP in any civil action or appeal brought in a United
States court unless he is under inmm nent danger of serious
physical injury. See 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(g). H's notion for the

appoi nt nent of counsel is DEN ED



