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

No. 02-40995
Conf er ence Cal endar

AUGUSTUS C. WLLI AMVS,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JANI E COCKRELL,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:02-CV-18

Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and JONES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Augustus WIlians, Texas inmate #615597, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 conpl aint.
Wllians alleged in the district court that he did not receive
certain inmate trust fund account statenents and that noney was
taken fromhis inmate trust fund account wi thout his consent.

WIllians's appellate brief is devoted to arguing the nerits

of his conplaint and does not argue adequately that the district

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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court erred in dismssing his conplaint. WIIlians’ s appellate
brief does not challenge the reasons for the district court’s
dismssal of his conplaint. WIIlians has waived the only issues

for appeal. Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(9) (A); Brinkmann v. Dallas

County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).

This appeal is without arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). It is

therefore DISM SSED. 5TH QR R 42.2.
The dism ssal of this appeal counts as a strike under the

Prison Litigation Reform Act. Adepegba v. Hanmmons, 103 F. 3d 383,

387 (5th Gr. 1996). WIllians is WARNED that if he accunul at es

three “strikes” under 28 U S.C. § 1915(g) he will not be able to

proceed in forma pauperis in any civil action or appeal filed
while he is incarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is
under i nmm nent danger of serious physical injury. 28 U S C

§ 1915(9).

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



