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Warren Reed, Texas prisoner # 597494, has appeal ed the
district court’s order dismssing his civil rights conplaint for
failure to state a claim Reed alleged in his conplaint that he
suffered injuries when the defendant backed a van, in which Reed
was riding, into a netal pole. The negligent act of an official
causing loss or injury will not, standing alone, state a claim

under 42 U. S. C. § 1983. See Coon v. Ledbetter, 780 F.2d 1158,

1163 (5th Cir. 1986).

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Reed contends for the first tine on appeal that Oficer
Moore acted with deliberate indifference to his serious nedical
needs in violation of the Ei ghth Anendnent by denying hi m nedi cal
treatnment in order to “keep the accident from being docunented.”
Al t hough Reed did contend in the district court that he was
deni ed nedi cal treatnent at the Robertson Unit at the time of the
accident, as to Oficer More, he alleged only that More told
himnot to conplain if he wanted to reach his destination.

Reed’ s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

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

Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DISM SSED. See 5TH CR.
R 42.2. W caution Reed that the dism ssal of this appeal as
frivolous counts as a “strike” under 28 U . S.C. § 1915(g), as does

the district court’s dismssal of his conplaint. See Adepegba v.

Hanmons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387-88 (5th Cr. 1996). |If Reed
accunul ates three “strikes” under 28 U. S.C. 8§ 1915(g), he wll
not be permtted to proceed IFP in any civil action or appeal
filed while he is incarcerated or detained in any facility,
unl ess he is under imm nent danger of serious physical injury.
See 28 U.S.C. § 1915(q).

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



