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

No. 00-60736
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOHNEI L WATKI NS, JR ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

DUANE BRADFORD, Sheriff of Lawence County, M ssissippi;
LAVWRENCE COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVI SORS; WATTS DAVI S, DR ;
LAWRENCE COUNTY HOSPI TAL; JEFF DAWVPI ER, Deputy Sheriff,

Law ence County; CLAUDE WALLACE, Deputy Sheriff and Jailer,
Law ence County; M LTON BROAN, Jailer; LEA MAY, Jailer; JOHN
DOE #1, Morning Shift Jailer; JOHN DOE #2, N ght Shift
Jai l er; FLORETTA BROWN, Jailer; BILLY MJRRAY, Deputy

Sheriff, Lawence County; UNKNOAN CARR, Jailer; TONY NORWOOD
Deputy Sheriff, Lawence County; UNKNOWN WARD, DR

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:97-CV-288-PG

April 11, 2002
Before SM TH, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Johnei |l Watkins, Jr., Mssissippi state prisoner #47464,

has

filed an appeal fromthe district court’s dismssal of his civil

rights action filed pursuant to 42 U S.C. 8 1983. The di sm ssal

was the result of a jury verdict agai nst Watkins. Watkins has

Pursuant to 5THCQR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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failed to brief the relevant issue, as he has provi ded neither
argunent nor authorities to show that the district court erred in

dism ssing his conplaint. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222,

224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, the appeal is dism ssed as
frivolous. 5THQGR R 42. 2.

The three-strikes provision of 28 U S.C. § 1915(g) prohibits
a prisoner fromproceeding in forma pauperis (“IFP") “if he has
had three actions or appeals dismssed for frivol ousness,

mal i ci ousness, or failure to state a claim” Carson v. Johnson,

112 F. 3d 818, 819 (5th G r. 1997)(citing Adepegba v. Hammons,

103 F. 3d 383, 385 (5th Gr. 1996)). Watkins is warned that this
court’s dismssal of his appeal as frivolous counts as a “strike”
for purposes of 28 U . S.C. 8§ 1915(g). Adepegba, 103 F. 3d at 387.
Watkins is further warned that if he accunulates three “strikes”
under 28 U. S.C. 8 1915(g), he will not be able to proceed IFP in
any civil action or appeal filed while he is incarcerated or
detained in any facility unless he is under inmm nent danger of
serious physical injury. See 28 U S.C. § 1915(g).

Wat ki ns has al so noved for reconsideration of the Deputy
Clerk’s denial of his notion for production of transcripts at
gover nnent expense. Watkins’ notion for reconsideration is
deni ed as untinely.

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED,
MOTI ON FOR RECONSI DERATI ON DENI ED. 5TH QR R 42. 2.



