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PER CURI AM *

Charles L. Gable, Texas prisoner #839605, appeals fromthe
dism ssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 action as frivolous. Gable
contends that his right of access to the courts has been viol ated
because the state-court Clerk has refused to serve the attorney
representing the State in Gable s state habeas acti ons.

G abl e does not allege that he has been deprived of his

ability to prepare and transmt any |egal docunents to any court.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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He therefore has not alleged a nonfrivol ous claimof deprivation
of the right of access to the courts. See Brewer v. WIkinson, 3
F.3d 816, 821 (5th Gr. 1993). Moreover, the district court

| acked jurisdiction to provide Gable with the equitable relief
he sought. See Moye v. Cerk, DeKalb County Superior Court, 474
F.2d 1275, 1275-76 (5th Cr. 1973). The district court did not
err by dismssing the action as frivolous. See Harris v.

Hegmann, 198 F.3d 153, 156 (5th Gir. 1999).

Grable’ s appeal is without arguable nerit and is di sm ssed
as frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr
1983); 5THQAR R 42.2. The district court’s dism ssal of the
current case and this court’s dism ssal of the appeal count as
two strikes against Gable for purposes of 28 U S.C. § 1915(q).
Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387-88 (5th Cr. 1996).

Grable is warned that once he accunul ates three strikes, he may
not proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) in any civil action or appeal
unl ess he “is under inmm nent danger of serious physical injury.”
28 U.S.C. § 1915(qg).

APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42. 2.



