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PER CURI AM *
Robert B. M| es, Texas prisoner # 536884, proceeding pro se

and in forma pauperis (IFP), appeals the dism ssal pursuant to 28

US C 8 1915A(b) (1) of his civil rights conplaint filed pursuant
to 42 U S.C 8§ 1983 as frivolous and for failing to state a claim

upon which relief may be granted. Ml es argues that the Texas

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Board of Pardons & Paroles (Parole Board) has used false
information in his juvenile record to i npose upon himparol e
conditions applicable to a sex offender in violation of his
constitutional right to equal protection and the Ei ghth Amendnent
prohi bition agai nst cruel and unusual punishnment and also in
abuse of its discretion. He seeks nonetary damages and
injunctive relief. Mles also has filed in this court a notion
for tenporary injunction and a notion to file a supplenenta
brief to amend his claimfor relief.

28 U.S.C. 8 1915A instructs the district court to review
prisoner conplaints, before docketing if feasible, or in any
event, as soon as practicable, and to dismss themif they are
“frivolous, malicious, or fail[] to state a clai mupon which
relief may be granted.” 28 U S. C. 8§ 1915A(b)(1).

Ml es’s clains agai nst the Parole Board are barred by the

El event h Anrendnent. See MG ew v. Texas Bd. of Pardons and

Paroles, 47 F.3d 158, 161 (5th Gr. 1995). Hi s clainms against
the parole officers, supervisors and officials of the Parole
Board are barred under the doctrine of absolute immunity. See

Littles v. Board of Pardons and Paroles Div., 68 F.3d 122, 123

(5th Gr. 1995). Consequently, the district court’s dismssal of
Ml es’s conplaint is AFFI RVED.
Mles’s notion for tenporary injunction and his notion to

anend his claimfor relief are DEN ED as npot.
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The district court’s dismssal of Mles's |lawsuit as
frivol ous constitutes one strike for purposes of the 28 U S. C

8§ 1915(g) bar. See Adepegba v. Hammobns, 103 F.3d 383, 388 (5th

Cir. 1996). W caution Mles that once 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).

AFFI RVED;  SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED; MOTI ONS DENI ED



