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PER CURI AM *
Bri an Young, M ssissippi prisoner No. L0787, noves this

court to appoint appellate counsel. The notion is denied. Young

has appeal ed the dism ssal of his in forma pauperis (IFP) civil

rights conplaint pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii). The
district court held that Young' s conplaint failed to state a

claimon which relief nmay be granted because his clains are

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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barred by the doctrine of by Heck v. Hunphrey.” Young has

failed to show that the district court erred in determning that
a judgnent in Young’'s favor would necessarily inplicate the
validity of his conviction and sentence. Accordingly, we affirm
the dism ssal of the conplaint.

The district court’s dismssal of the conplaint and this
court’s affirmance of the dism ssal count as one strike against

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

Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387-88 (5th Cr. 1996). Young is warned
t hat, should he accunul ate three strikes, he will be barred
fromproceeding IFP 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
§ 1915(9).

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON FOR APPO NTMENT OF COUNSEL DENI ED;
SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED.

" 512 U. S. 477, 487 (1994).



