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Before JOLLY, JONES, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Coyett Deon Johnson, federal prisoner # 07403-064, appeals
fromthe district court’s dismssal with prejudice of his civil
rights conplaint as frivolous and for failure to state a claim
See 28 U.S.C. 88 1915(e)(2)(B)(i),(ii), 1915A(b)(1). Johnson has
failed to brief his clains arising under the First, Fourth,

Fifth, Sixth, and Fourteenth Anendnents. Accordingly, these

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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i ssues are deened abandoned on appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985

F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr. 1993).

Johnson argues that the district court erred in dismssing
his failure-to-protect and i nadequate-nedical-care clains arising
under the Eighth Arendnent. Johnson’s failure-to-protect
al l egations do not establish that the defendants were
deliberately indifferent to an excessive risk to his safety.

See Farner v. Brennan, 511 U. S. 825, 837 (1994). Simlarly,

Johnson’ s i nadequat e-nedi cal -care cl ains, at best, denonstrate

di sagreenent with his nedical treatnent. See Varnado v. Lynaugh

920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991).

Johnson’ s appeal is without arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983); 5TH
CQR R 42.2. The district court’s dism ssal of Johnson’s
conplaint as frivolous counts as a “strike” under 28 U S. C

8 1915(g), as does the dism ssal of this appeal. See Adepegba v.

Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387-88 (5th G r. 1996). Johnson is
CAUTIONED i f he accunul ates three “strikes,” he wll no |onger be

allowed to proceed in fornma pauperis 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(9).

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