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Macari o Peral es appeals fromthe district court’s di sm ssal
for failure to state a claimpursuant to 42 U S.C. 8§ 1997e(c) (1)

and FeEp. R CQv. P. 12(b)(6) of his pro se, in fornma pauperis

(IFP) civil rights conplaint. Perales alleged that the Texas
Departnent of Crimnal Justice (TDCJ) violated his constitutional
rights when, after disciplinary proceedings, the TDC) seized
money from his prison trust account to pay for prison property

t hat Peral es damaged.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Al t hough this court applies |less stringent standards to
parties proceeding pro se than to parties represented by counsel
and liberally construes pro se briefs, pro se parties nust stil
brief the issues and reasonably conply with the requirenents of

FED. R App. P. 28. Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Gr.

1994). Peral es makes no coherent argunent that addresses the
basis of the district court’s decision, and this court will not
construct argunents or theories absent a coherent discussion of

t hose i ssues. See Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff

Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987). Perales’ appeal is

W t hout arguable nmerit and is DI SM SSED as frivol ous. See Howard

v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Cr. 1983); 5THCQR R 42.2.
The dism ssal of this appeal and the district court’s
di sm ssal each count as a “strike” for purposes of 28 U S. C

8 1915(g). See Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387-88 (5th

Cir. 1996). Perales is WARNED that if he accunul ates three
strikes he may not proceed IFP in any civil action or appeal
filed while he is incarcerated or detained in any facility unless
he is under inm nent danger of serious physical injury. See 28
U.S.C. § 1915(g).

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED



